Draft FoN Meeting Notes of September 5, 2007
In order of the Meeting Agenda:

a. General
i.
Introductions, Agenda Acceptance, Adoption of Prior Meeting Notes
· Don Gray took attendance and will forward to Jim Castagna for inclusion in the Notes.

· Last meetings notes were not yet circulated and so were not reviewed.

· It was noted that the NANC may likely meet on October 10, 2007

ii.
Review of Prior Action Items, Identification of new Contributions and AID Form Submissions
· Contribution and AID Forms
1. It was noted that David Greenhaus has a contribution that needs to be distributed by the co-chairs for review during a future FoN meeting.
2. Jay Carpenter submitted a contribution for review today.

· Action Items

1. David Greenhaus to provide a contribution on FTN #4, Geography, using the list under the title of “Suggested Plan Of Action/Activities” on the AID form. (COMPLETED)

2. Co-Chairs to distribute FTN #4 contribution noted above.
3. Jim Castagna and Don Gray [and Adam Newman] to compose an AID form for NANC Work Item in International use of NANP Resources (Continued)

4. Adam Newman and Christine Kelly (FTN #1 Section 3.1 sub-team) will provide a contribution for the 9/18 meeting.

5. FTN #1 sub-teams are to provide a contribution for their section by the end of September

6. Jay Carpenter will pull the proposed action plan from his December 06 contribution and provide to the co-chairs.(COMPLETED)

7. Adam Newman to distribute action item noted above.
8. Jim Castagna, Co-Chair will draft an e-mail to INC from FoN regarding sending FoN the VRS report upon completion.

b. AID Form Submission Presentation/Discussion, if any.
i.      Discussion of previously presented AID Form Submissions
ii.     Presentation of newly submitted AID Form Submission
· NA - No Aid Forms were received

c. Project/Activity Work (65 mins)

i.   Discussion of drafts, contributions and recommendations/conclusions by AIM project/activity.

· FTN #1: New & Future Services Brief
· FTN #2 Telematics

· FTN #3 Analysis of Commons and Property Rights Models for the allocation of NANP Numbering Resources
This meeting - 9/5 meeting notes:

FTN #3 contribution review:
Contribution Presentation and Questions for Clarification
· Jay presented the contribution to the FoN.

· Responding to a question, Jay clarified that the rights are the same but the party to which the rights are (or are not) associated with depends upon the relationship of the provider and the end user, either of which (depending upon the situation) can be the holder of the rights.

Discussion Points

· Today you may not own a number (rights) but you are almost leasing the number (with temporary rights) that comes along with being the subscriber.
· Subsequent to the meeting it was noted by Jay Carpenter, 1-800-AFTA that leasing is a form of property right; leasehold interest could be construed as a form of  “ownership” and; there may be specific language in the FCC regulations that prohibits leasing a telephone number.
· Carriers can “recall” numbers for technical (and other) reasons, e.g., regulatory reasons like NPA relief.

· The number requires you to maintain service but the service has parameters, like moving outside of the rate center in some situations

· The Commons Model is misleading since there exist some form of rights with today’s construct. We may say today’s model is close to commons but we need to understand today’s model.
· Allocation is done on a fiat basis and a set of guidelines, but the property rights model shifts allocation to a pricing model.

· Portability moved the model more towards an end user centric model from a carrier centric model, creating a hybrid commons models (but allocation is strictly commons).

· Allocation is governed by open market pricing in property rights model.

· There are elements that are property right like in the existing model.
· Maybe two charts are warranted: one for geographic and one for non-geographic.

· Maybe this analysis will help understand and address existing or anticipated problems using some characteristics of the property right model.

· If a TN has intrinsic value, how may property rights for non-geographic numbers create value for society and communications?

From 8/8 meeting notes:

1. List real and perceived rights of end users employing telephone numbers for legacy and new services.

What distinguishes property right from ownership and how is property rights defined:

· Ownership might mean total control of a TN and that is not proposed here.

· Property Rights is a bundle of rights associated with the TN.

· Property Rights can change if the appropriate jurisdiction deems necessary.

· It is under this context that we are discussing property rights.

· End users may mistaken property rights and rights associated with ownership and we need to be clear when conducting this project.

A description of a property right, the reason it is of value to the assignee can be described as follows for legacy services:

· LNP – Local Number Portability may be interpreted or perceived by an assignee as a property right because they understand they can change SPs while keeping the number but do not realize this capability does not constitute “ownership:” They have rights to control the number but they do not have ownership or property rights, i.e., to transfer the number to a new assignee.

· SERVICE - An account which is current may be perceived by the assignee as having a right for continued service using that TN.

· ASSOCIATED SERVICES – There may be different levels of available services depending upon the number, which may be real or perceived rights from the perspective of the end user, e.g., toll free vs geographic.

· FEATURE SPECIFICATION – There may be a perceived or real right to select and associate services with a TN which create greater value for the number from the perspective of the assignee and possibly others as well, e.g., changing providers to obtain desired/necessary services.

· NUMBER SELECTION – A user has the real or perceived right to select the TN of their liking at any given point in time since they can call several SPs to obtain a number of their choice.

· LENGTH OF SERVICE – An assignee may have a real or perceived right to a number if, for example, they have used the TN as a business number for 30 years which now is of great value to the business and to other businesses in the same industry if they had access to the TN.
· PSTN REACHABILITY – A user may have a real or perceived right to receive phone calls to a number from anywhere in the PSTN.
A description of a property right, the reason it is of value to the assignee can be described as follows for new services:

· REGISTRATION/END USER ENUM – End users may have a real or perceived right in the future to include and specify the services associated with their TN in an ENUM database. The assignee would have the right to register and manage records are associated with its registration.

· NOMATIC MOBILITY – A user employing a particular service, e.g., VoIP, may have the real or perceived right to receive calls anywhere in the world as long as they have access to the internet for the VoIP terminal adapter.

· FTN #4 Geographic Issues Impacting Numbering Policy Decisions

ii. Review of Action Items
· See below

iii. Review of Items to be carried over to next meeting agenda
1. Co-Chairs to distribute FTN #4 contribution (noted above) by David Greenhaus.
2. Jim Castagna, Don Gray and Adam Newman to compose an AID form for NANC Work Item in International use of NANP Resources (Continued)

3. Adam Newman and Christine Kelly (FTN #1 Section 3.1 sub-team) will provide a contribution for the 9/18 meeting.

4. FTN #1 sub-teams are to provide a contribution for their section by the end of September
5. Adam Newman to distribute action item completed by Jay Carpenter (proposed action plan from his December 06 contribution).
6. Jim Castagna, Co-Chair, will draft an e-mail to INC from FoN regarding sending FoN the VRS report upon completion.

iv. Other business

d. Future Meeting Planning
Next Meetings/Calls
· Sep 18*
· Oct 10 NANC Meeting
· Oct 24*
All calls are 2-4 PM Eastern Time except for those with an asterisk, which begin at 10:30 am et
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