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国  际  电  信  联  盟
电信标准化局
	



2006年2月15日，日内瓦
	文号：
	电信标准化局第 3/2号集体函

	

	电话：
传真：
电子
邮件：

	+41 22 730 5887
+41 22 730 5853
tsbsg2@itu.int
	-
致国际电联会员国各主管部门、ITU-T各部门成员和参加第2研究组工作的ITU-T 部门准成员


	事由：
	第2研究组会议
2006年5月3-11日，日内瓦


尊敬的先生/女士，

1
根据关于2006年的国际电联电信标准化部门会议日程表（见2005年12月1日的第58号电信标准化局通函），我谨通知您，第2研究组（业务提供、网络和性能的运行问题）将自2006年5月3日至11日在日内瓦国际电联总部召开会议。

　　第一天的会议将于09:30时开始。与会者的注册从08:30开始。特提请注意，自2006年1月1日起，与会者只能通过Montbrillant大楼入口进入国际电联办理注册手续。有关会议厅安排的具体信息将在国际电联总部入口处的电视屏幕上显示。
2
根据现行有关规定，该会议将提供口译服务。 
3
由主席起草的议程草案见附件1。

　　请注意议项7.c，并请在2006年4月23日之前最好以文稿的形式，对附件3要求的磋商作出答复（如有的话）。
4
由主席及其管理组起草的时间表草案见附件2。
5
根据世界电信标准化全会（WTSA）第A.1 号建议（2004年，弗洛里亚诺波利斯）的条款，有关该研究组工作的文稿应提交电信标准化局（TSB）：

a)
在会议召开日至少两个月前收到的文稿将予以出版并将寄至提出接收纸页文件要求的国际电联会员国主管部门、ITU-T部门成员和报名参加该研究组工作的ITU-T 部门准成员，并将及时发布在第2研究组的网站上。
b)
在会议召开日前两个月以内、但不迟于七个工作日以前收到的文稿将作为“迟到文稿”出版，并将发布在第2研究组的网站上。这些文稿将仅根据要求在会议开始时发给在场的与会者。因此，此类文稿必须在2006年4月23日之前寄达电信标准化局。 


欢迎与会者以电子邮件的方式向以下地址提交文稿：tsbsg2@itu.int。详尽指南见ITU-T网站。


我们大力提倡您使用已制作出的一套新模版，它们既能够使ITU-T文件的格式保持一致，又可以方便文件制作、提高效率。这些模版可在每个ITU-T 研究组或电信标准化顾问组（TSAG）的网页中“指南、工具和模版”（http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/studygroups/templates/index.html）处找到。

为了解决与文稿有关的问题，请在文稿上注明联系人的姓名、传真和电话号码以及电子邮件地址。同样，务请在所有文件的首页注明这些细节。 

6
为了便于电信标准化局进行文件制作和会议组织方面的必要安排，我希望您能通过信函、传真（号码：+41 22 730 5853）或电子邮件（tsbreg@itu.int）的方式尽早、但不迟于2006年4月3日将代表主管部门、部门成员、部门准成员、区域性和/或国际组织或其它实体出席会议的人员名单发至我处。同时，希望各主管部门注明其代表团团长（如果有副团长，亦盼一并注明）的姓名。填妥的附件5中的报名表（每位与会者一份）应附于上述名单后。

7
对于安排有口译服务的会议，敬请注意，只有当会员国通过报名表至少在会议召开一个月前提出申请时才可能提供口议服务。务请遵守报名表规定的截止日期，以便于电信标准化局为口译做出必要的安排。

8
为便于会间分发文件，特提醒工作组成员，他们将仅收到那些与其有关的文件。因此，请在报名表上详细注明您希望参加的工作组。

9
国际电联的主要会议厅和日内瓦国际会议中心（CICG）内均设有无线局域网设施，可供代表使用。国际电联Montbrillant办公楼内继续提供有线网络接入。详细信息见ITU-T网站（http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/edh/faqs-support.html）。

10
附件4中有一份宾馆确认单（宾馆一览表见http://www.itu.int/travel/accommodations.asp），供参考。

11
我们在此谨提醒您，一些国家的公民需要获得签证才能入境瑞士并在此逗留。签证必须向驻贵国的瑞士代表机构（使馆或领事馆）申请和领取。如果贵国没有此类机构，则请向驻离贵国最近的国家的此类机构申请并领取。如果遇到问题，国际电联可根据您所代表的主管部门或公司提出的正式请求与相关瑞士当局接触，以为发放签证提供方便。应通过您所代表的主管部门或公司发出的正式信函提交签证申请。该函必须说明您的姓名和职务、出生日期、护照号码以及护照颁发日期和截止日期。该函必须附有一份您的护照的复印件以及已经填妥的报名表，而且必须通过传真（传真号码：+41 22 730 5853）或电子邮件（tsbreg@itu.int）发至电信标准化局，上面注明“visa request”（“签证申请”）。请注意，国际电联至少需要一周时间来处理发放签证所需的所有文件。
顺致敬意！
赵厚麟

电信标准化局主任

附件：5件

ANNEX 1
(to TSB collective-letter 3/2)

Draft Agenda

ITU-T Study Group 2 Meeting
3-11 May 2006

1.
Opening of the meeting

2.
Approval of the Agenda

3.
Timetable and room allocation

4.
Practical logistic guidance

5.
Reports of SG2 work

a) Approval of Reports COM 2-R5 to 8

· Decision not to translate forms

b) Activities since the December 2005meeting of SG2: reports from Rapporteur meetings, QSDG and SNO

c) Report on Numbering Issues, including NCT

d) Report on responses to Circular 64 regarding Reporting on extra-territorial use of E.212 MCC+MNC codes

e) Report on developments with respect to the management of Internet Domain Names and Addresses

f) Report on activities related to misuse of numbering resources

6.
Reports of other meetings

a) Report of Council 2006 meeting

b) Reports of other meetings

7.
Other issues for this meeting

a) Review of situation concerning use of E.212 codes

b) Request for allocation of country code for the UN for Telecommunications for Disaster Relief

c) Responses to consultation requested in Annex 3 of Collective 3/2.

d) Other issues

8.
Procedural notifications

9.
Meeting of Working Parties and Associated Groups

10.
Date and place of next meeting

11.
Review of WP meeting results

· Identification of Recommendations for future approval under provisions of Resolution 1 (TAP and AAP)

· Future work programme (including scheduled meeting of working parties and/or Rapporteur Groups)

12.
Formal approvals and deletions

· Approval and deletion of recommendations under WTSA-04 Resolution 1 (TAP) 

· Situation regarding Recommendations under WTSA-04 Recommendation A.8 (AAP) 

13.
Lead Study Group activities and report to TSAG

· Service definition, Numbering and Routing
· Telecommunication for Disaster Relief/Early Warning
· Other matters
14.
Other business

ANNEX 2
(to TSB collective-letter 3/2)

Timetable
ITU-T Study Group 2 Meeting
3-11 May 2006
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	11/05

	Room
	Group
	am
	pm
	am
	pm
	am
	pm
	
	
	am
	pm
	am
	pm
	am
	pm
	am
	pm

	
	SG2
	--
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	------

	
	WP 1/2
	
	--
	--
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	------
	

	
	Q.1/2
	
	
	--
	------
	------
	------
	------
	
	
	------
	------
	------
	------
	------
	------1
	
	

	
	Q.2/2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Q.3/2
	
	
	------
	------
	------
	------1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	WP 2/2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	--
	
	
	
	
	
	------
	
	

	
	Q.4/2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	--
	------
	------
	------1
	
	
	
	

	
	Q.5/2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	--
	------
	------
	------1
	
	
	
	

	
	Q.6/2
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Note 1: Session devoted to finalise meeting report
ANNEX 3
(to TSB collective-letter 3/2)
Consultation on ENUM issues

At its 6-15 December 2005 meeting, ITU-T Study Group 2 noted (see 3.2.6 of COM 2 – R 5) the report of an ad hoc group which had discussed the matter of administrative control for ENUM.  The results of the ad hoc group discussions are contained in TD 136 Rev. 2 (GEN/2) and are reproduced below:

2.1
Discussion of ENUM issues

Syria introduced COM 2 – D 20.  The TSB Counsellor introduced TD 63 (WP1) and TD 64 (WP1).

1
It was stated that TD 64 (WP1) is not related to ENUM, it relates to IETF protocols.  The IANA registry would not be a registry for telephone numbers.

2
There was support for the Syrian proposals.

3
One country clarified that the Syrian proposal was specifically to point out the issues and to lay a basis for constructive discussions.

4
One country invited the Director of TSB to consult with relevant parties to explore solutions to the issues raised in COM 2 – D 20.

5
The UK reserved its position.

2.2
Summary regarding ENUM issues

There being no opposition, the Syrian proposals were accepted by consensus.

Further to that discussion, it appears appropriate to invite comments on the proposals made by Syria, which proposals are contained in COM 2 – D 20, reproduced below.  Comments should be sent to TSB no later than 23 April 2006, preferably in the form of contributions. 

Text of COM 2 – D 20
1.
Background

An Information Document submitted by the TSB to the World Telecommunication Standardization Assembly (WTSA) contained some useful references to background information on ENUM and the Internet Domain Name System.  Those references are:

Domain Name System (DNS)


http://www.itu.int/md/meetingdoc.asp?type=sitems&lang=e&parent=S02-PP-INF-0006 


http://www.itu.int/itudoc/itu-t/com2/infodocs/001.html 


http://www.itu.int/itudoc/itu-t/com2/infodocs/012r1.html 


http://www.itu.int/itudoc/itu-t/com2/infodocs/023.html 

ENUM


http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/inr/enum/index.html 

It is assumed that readers of this contribution are familiar with the issues covered in the documents referenced above.

2.
Discussion

WTSA Resolution 49 on ENUM (originally proposed by the Arab States) notes that there are current unresolved issues concerning administrative control of the highest level Internet domain which will be used for ENUM, and instructs Study Group 2 to study how ITU could have administrative control over changes that could relate to the international telecommunication resources (including naming, numbering, addressing, and routing) used for ENUM.

In order to address this issue, it is important to understand what are the changes that could relate to the international telecommunication resources used for ENUM.  To begin with, we should agree what those resources are.  It is suggested that those resources are the E.164 geographic country codes that are entered into the Internet Domain Name System (DNS), for example “41” for Switzerland (see also ITU Plenipotentiary Resolution 133 of Marrakesh, 2002).

2.1
Issues related to “e164.arpa”

At present, the highest level Internet domain which is used for ENUM is “e164.arpa”.  All changes to the entries under “e164.arpa” are controlled by the organization to whom “e164.arpa” is delegated.

As can be seen from:


http://www.iana.org/arpa-dom/e164.htm 

the domain “e164.arpa” is delegated to:

Internet Architecture Board (IAB)
c/o IETF Secretariat
Corporation for National Research Initiatives (CNRI)
1895 Preston White Drive
Suite 100
Reston, Virginia 20191-5434

The IAB has no legal personality of its own, nor does the IETF.  So it would appear that the legal entity which can control changes to the entries under “e164.arpa” is the Corporation for National Research Initiatives (CNRI).

Therefore, it could not be said that ITU has administrative control over changes that could relate to the international telecommunication resources used for ENUM unless CNRI were willing and able to make a formal agreement with ITU, recognizing that ITU would have administrative control over all changes.

It should be noted that there is some question regarding whether or not CNRI will continue to act as the secretariat for IETF; there are ongoing discussions in IETF on that topic, see for example:


http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-malamud-consultant-report-01.txt 


http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-ietf-iasa-bcp-05.txt 


http://www.alvestrand.no/ietf/adminrest/plan.html 

The fact that the IAB has, at present, delegated control over the operation and administration of “e164.arpa” to RIPE NCC, and that RIPE NCC has undertaken, by exchange of letters, to recognize ITU’s administrative control, is clearly not sufficient, since IAB (and/or perhaps CNRI or its successor) could, at any time, change the delegation, that is, replace RIPE NCC by some other organization that might not recognize ITU’s role.

The fact that IETF RFC 3761 states that “IAB is to coordinate with ITU-T TSB if the technical contact for the domain e164.arpa is to change” is also clearly not sufficient, because (1) IETF has no legal personality, (2) IETF could change that RFC at any time and (3) “coordination” is not the same as “administrative control”.

2.2
Issues related to “.arpa”

But there are deeper problems.  The domain “arpa” is delegated to IANA, as can be seen from:


http://www.iana.org/root-whois/arpa.htm 

But IANA does not have an independent legal personality. also it is in fact an operating unit of ICANN.

As a consequence, ICANN could change the entity to whom “e164.arpa” is delegated and this could result in loss of ITU’s administrative control.

It might be argued that IANA/ICANN would not make any changes unless instructed to do so by IAB, but it should be noted that IANA/ICANN does not, according to IAB itself, always follow instructions from IAB.  See:


http://www.iab.org/documents/correspondence/2004-09-27-iana-concerns.html 

So it is at least conceivable that IANA/ICANN may make changes without being instructed to do so by IAB.

This issue could be solved if ICANN will make a formal agreement with ITU, recognizing that ITU has the administrative control over changes that could relate to the international telecommunication resources used for ENUM.

2.3
Issues related to root server entries

The final problem is more serious.  ICANN cannot, on its own, make changes in the root server system.  ICANN proposes changes, which are approved by the United States Department of Commerce (DoC).  Once the change is approved, DoC transmits it to Verisign, who implements the change in what is commonly called the “hidden root server” (located within the United States and under US jurisdiction).  The change is then automatically propagated to all other root servers around the world.

Thus, DoC could change the entity to whom “arpa” is delegated, and this could result in loss of ITU’s administrative control.

A possible solution could be a formal bilateral agreement between the USA, a Sovereign State, and the ITU.

It might be possible also to envisage a formal agreement between ITU Member States which could address the issue of administrative control over changes to the delegation of “arpa” that could relate to the international telecommunication resources used for ENUM.  Conceivably, such a formal agreement could take the form of a Memorandum of Understanding and, conceivably, the Secretary-General of ITU acting as depositary for such a Memorandum of Understanding under the terms of Plenipotentiary Resolution 100 and the related Council decisions.

Alternatively, it might be possible to envisage a formal agreement between Verisign (as a subcontractor of ITU, and at no cost) and ITU regarding administrative control over changes to the delegation of “arpa” that could relate to the international telecommunication resources used for ENUM.

Indeed, such an arrangement is consistent with the further invites of WTSA Resolution 49, which invites Member States to take appropriate steps within their national legal frameworks to ensure proper implementation of the Resolution. 

3.
Conclusion

The purpose of this contribution is to point out the issues and to lay a basis for constructive discussions that would lead to mutually agreed solutions.


ANNEX 4

(to TSB Collective-letter 3/2)

	This confirmation form should be sent directly to the hotel of your choice
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INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION
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TELECOMMUNICATION STANDARDIZATION SECTOR


SG/WP meeting -------------------------------------   from    -------------------------  to ----------------------- in Geneva

Confirmation of the reservation made on ---------------------------------   to hotel   -------------------------------------
at ITU preferential tariff 
------------ single/double room           from (day) ---------------  time of arrival  -------------  to (day) ----------------

Name                -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
First name        ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Address            ------------------------------------------------------------------------        Tel: -------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------         Fax: -------------------------------

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------      E-mail: ------------------------------

Credit card to guarantee this reservation:        AX/VISA/DINERS/EC  (or other) -----------------------------------
No. --------------------------------------------------------         validity        ---------------------------------------------------

Date ------------------------------------------------------      Signature        ---------------------------------------------------

ANNEX 5
(to TSB Collective-letter 3/2)
	ITU-TSB
	Study Group 2 Meeting
(Geneva, 3-11 May 2006)
	

	

	REGISTRATION  FORM

	To be returned to TSB (Fax: +41 22 730 5853 / tsbreg@itu.int ) by 3 April 2006

	

	
	
	
	
	Plen
	WP1
	WP2

	I participate in :
	
	
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Mr.    FORMCHECKBOX 
 Mrs.    FORMCHECKBOX 
 Ms.    FORMCHECKBOX 
 Miss
	
	
_______________________________________________
Country

	____________________________________________
Family Name
	
	______________________________________________
Name of Administration of Member State*

	____________________________________________
First Name
	
	______________________________________________
Name of Sector Member / Associate / Other

	

	Complete address of Administration or Organization:

	______________________________________________
	Tel: _____________________________________________

	______________________________________________
	Fax: _____________________________________________

	______________________________________________
	E-mail: __________________________________________

	

	

	*For delegates of Member States: Function at the meeting
	
	Hotel/Address in Geneva

	
	
	Hotel: __________________________________________

	(C)        FORMCHECKBOX 
      Head of delegation
	
	Address: ________________________________________

	(CA)     FORMCHECKBOX 
      Deputy Head
	
	___________________________________________

	(D)        FORMCHECKBOX 
      Delegate
	
	Tel: ____________________________________________

	
	
	

	

	Important Note:
Paper copy of meeting documents, as well as interpretation, will be provided only upon request.


I need paper copies for Delayed Contributions:

 FORMCHECKBOX 


I need paper copies for Temporary Documents:

 FORMCHECKBOX 


I need interpretation in :  English    Arabic    Chinese    Spanish   French   Russian 


	Date: ___________________________
	Signature: ______________________________________


	For TSB Secretariat use only

	
	Pigeon-hole
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