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 ADVANCE \d 3ACTIVITY DIARY:

	
	Date
	Activity

	01
	6 Dec 05
	Francois presented his contribution on MPLS. Discussion ensued to arrive at the core of the request IP Address information for Third Party ISP’s which was developed into this TIF. MPLS contribution is included in this TIF as contribution NTCO0343.

	02
	10 Jan  06
	This TIF was proposed and discussed, wording amendments were made, and passed around

	03
	7 Feb 06
	Draft TIF 18 presented, one minor change made to define that it is for use by “Third Party” ISP’s

	04
	22 Feb 06
	TIF 18 approved by Steering Committee. 

	05
	11 Mar 06
	Francois presented NTCO0346 for discussion. Xit Telecom asked that the cable companies comment on the contribution or provide a counter proposal.

	06
	11 April 06
	FM expressed concern over the lack of the contribution from the MSO’s.  Valerie Pelletier of Videotron expressed that they would be working with Cogeco on a contribution. Cogeco (MC) expressed that there is a contribution coming but that it was delayed to resource issues. FM continued to express concerns over the issue, and accused the MSO’s of not taking the issue seriously. FM also demanded a conference call from the chair to discuss a Static IP contribution that Xit telecom will make in the next two weeks. Chair responded that there was no interest, but that he would setup a conference call in the next two weeks and notify all in the usual manner. FM also stated that the issue may go to a part 6.

	07
	25 April 06
	Special Conf call commenced at 1100. 
Attendees: Jean Choquette, (Videoton) Francois Menard, (Xit), Laurie Ackland Bell CSG, Keith Richardson, Mike Coltart (Cogeco), Sam Yung (Chair , Telus), Herb Charles, Peter Lang,(Rogers)
Francois announced that there was a mistake in the circulation of the contribution. FM went on to verbally present the contribution. 
Sam suggested that the contribution would be heard, and resubmit the presentation for distribution.
FM went on to discuss Ch 10 of CNR manual on reserved IP’s.

Keith noted it is similar to Xit’s previous contribution 346.

Herb Charles asked if the last contribution (346) is the same.

FM explained differences
Herb questioned whether or not it invalidates 346, access to OSS/BSS.

FM articulated that the load on the exchange of information in 346, would be reduced if static IP’s addresses are used. FM noted the various usefulness’ and limitations of static IP’s proposal with regards to LEA, and usage.

There was some discussion on the urgency of the call, with Mike Coltart trying to ascertain why this special call was called and what the drivers of the timeline were, as well as the current impact of affected business driving this urgency. 
Francois responded, that the urgency was more to do with the deficiency in the competitive stance of the competitors, and potential competitors, who need this IP usage information to be able to bill for usage.  Francois also covered that he was only at liberty to speak on behalf of one ISP, InfoTeck.
Sam stated that the magnitude of the problem may be covered by the Cablecs in their response.

Herb expressed concern over the problem being minimized due to size of the problem, and stated that it is the role of the NTWG to consider the CISC approved TIF in a timely manner.

Herb stated there is some iterative work to go through, but that all contributions should be considered. 
Sam expressed that he was not defending the lateness of the cablecos, and went on to state that May meeting will see the cablecos contribution and discussion thereof.

Sam also expressed that the cablecos would be able to respond to all of the written contributions.

	08
	9 May 06
	Prior TIF notes approved by all and chair.

Mark Segal, questioned the details on the current technology in the cable DHCP arrangements.

Francois Menard joined the call. 0930

Rob M also joined then dropped off.

NTTCO0354 discussion

FM questioned encapsulation method proposed in NTTCO 354, Mike Coltart  answered TCP/IP

FM questioned the MAC knowledge. MC stated that by SSG usage the ISP would know the IP address user.

FM asked about the auth method, and the ability to know changes in IP address. MC response was to suggest FM contact Cisco, for the best details.

FM stated: Does this proposal make cablecos change their infrastructure to aid in tracking IP address utilization? MC No.

NTTCO0 355 discussion

NTTCO0 343 response discussion

FM questioned the purpose of the contribution. MC stated it was in response to FM’s complaint that the cablecos had not considered his submissions.

FM stated all contributions other than 343 are interim solutions.

FM will make future “final solution” contributions.

FM Noted that the reply in NTTCO0 350, is similar to the previous CISC response to NTCO 0343 by CCTA, and Cablecos.

FM Questioned para b page 3 NTCO 0355 re i/c at the cmts.

MC stated that the interconnection point approved by the commission is the POI router and not the CMTS.

FM Questioned para C re implementation and Item B stated that CRTC stated carriers must use DOCSIS, gave Shaw example re: Proprietary modems, and the fact that the commission ordered that the Carriers use DOCSIS.

It was also related that some parties feel DOCSIS was a means of not to interconnect.

FM Questioned the MPLS being a Cisco only implementation. MC responded that the Cisco manuals have formed the basis of all of FM’s contributions.

Item E Questioned, regarding how it exceeds the scope of Tif 18, MC replied that it simply is a provision that no one would eploy for the Tif objective of IP usage.

Item F: FM stated he wasn’t proposing MPLS to the end-user, just the CMTS MC responded that in these cases the Modem is part of the MPLS to the end-user, in that Tagging is done by modem mac membership. That this is not at the POI router.

NTTCO0 346 350 response discussion 

Expressed no technical insurmountable conditions are covered re static IP’s

MC stated that the MSO’s all carry on some forms of commercial static IP’s for select few customers for compensation, and that the cablecos all serve residential areas primarily, as such static IP demand is not high.
That said the technical issues presented would be magnified by increasing the usage of static IP’s in a significant amount.

FM Stated NTCO0343 not a contribution to Tif 18.

Sam covered the process of TIF 18 being born out NTCO0343, and approved by the CISC.

FM promised a further contribution, and that all previous contributions have been focused upon an interim solution.

Herb recommended scraping 0343 as it is not relevant

Herb: Wants to see more focused contributions, to point out how the contribution makes the answer. Doesn’t want to have to consult Cisco docs.

FM stated the NTTCO0 0354 is unacceptable, and a kludge.

Herb was concerned we (NTWG) are not focused

Keith recovered the statement that FM will submit a final solution at the next mtg,

Fm requested another conference call.

Sam restated the meeting is to be 15 June. Queried the room for interest in a conf call.

MC would not be available, JC would not

Herb could be available

FM could be available, Keith stated no position

Peter Lang noted that adequate time would be required to allow for response of FM’s contribution.

FM stated it will be be made in advance of next mtg.

Sam stated it will be presented at the June mtg

PL stated as much time as possible to review it

MC stated the Timeline could best be reviewed at the June mtg, after the gravity of FM’s proposed contribution can be assessed.



	09
	15-16 June
	Notes approved as is with minor change on date.
QCISP highlights urgency to track IP addresses.
QCISP Presents letter of support.

NTWG worked to understand the QCISP position
NTWG Chair explained the dispute rules, the concepts of a Non-consensus report, was suggested as well as the Dispute process
NTWG Chair explained that a non-consensus report could be filed if another agreeable option was not found.
It was decided to allow Francois time the following day to present 359.
FM presented 0359 on the second day
Herb questioned for clarity, MPLS and the two temp solutions.
In response FM referenced para 50 CRTC telecom 2006-36

Commission staff James clarified CRTC telecom 2006-36, para 50 does not affect the work of this TIF, however the investigation and conclusion with regards to Static IP work will be relied upon by the commission for future decisions regarding 2006-36. 
FM talked to the Rogers practice on rDNS for IP address includes CM MAC.and stated it would be appropriate to answer his TIF 18 needs.

DM asked if the Rogers practice answered the whole TIF 18.

FM stated that Rogers’s current implementation does not answer MPLS requirements.

Herb proposed that to move fwd in the context of TIF18 the three proposals be considered, and Cablecos reply/rebuttal be heard.
DM sought more info on the Rogers approach

Sam restated there are 4 proposals as the basis for the report

Herb: Suggested that there needs to be a quantifiable impact to the report to the commission

Peter Lang supported the position

NTWG Chair and James covered the need to summarize the sources of cost

FM volunteered to draft the report for the next meeting
Peter Lang wants to reserve input

JC recapped the report scope to 4 proposals and the possibility of a Rogers submission with advantages and disadvantages of each
Chair clarified that only high-level costs should be considered for each solution

It is noted that letter of support for XITs proposals was received from QCISP

	10
	12 July 06
	Changes suggested and made to Activity entry 09
Minutes approved
Cybersurf was concerned that the report was progressing too quickly without leaving enough time to fully explore all options or providing opportunity for more contributions. 

Francois Menard (Xit) presented draft report
Mike Coltart (Cogeco) raised an issue with the ISP industry as a term, and sought clarity of the representation. Chris Tacit (CyberSurf) asked for clarity as well in this regard.
Discussion was had with regards to  the draft Non-Consensus report and whether not it was appropriate at this time. As well the usefulness of the various sections were discussed with concern being expressed on the lack of review of the options.  David McKeown (Shaw) offered alternative wording to 4th paragraph of the Background section.
Several parties are looking to see a summary of the proposals in section 2. F. Menard agreed to draft a summary of the four options for tracking IP addresses (i.e., 1) MPLS, 2) network-based options, 3) static IP addresses, 4) off-the-shelf options), and distribute prior to next NTWG meeting
James Chin (Rogers) was asked by the Chair ensure that Peter Lang (Rogers) provides information regarding Rogers’ network-based approach for IP tracking and provide the information by next NTWG meeting.

The Chair indicated that there is an initial September timeline that we are working on this TIF with regards to the report.  David McKeown (Shaw) indicated that Shaw is fully prepared to develop a report but given the circumstance raised by Cybersurf, it may be appropriate that the NTWG decide to postpone the drafting of the report, pending additional contributions and discussion.
The Chair proposed that additional contributions should be permitted and the report finalized after consideration of new contributions and discussion.  A decision will be made at the next meeting.


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


ACTION REGISTER:



	
	Action
	Opened
	Prime
	P Date
	A Date
	Status

	
	F. Menard to draft a summary of the four options for tracking IP addresses for the report
	12 July 2006
	Xit
	
	
	

	
	Information regarding Rogers’ network-based approach for IP tracking to be provided by next NTWG meeting
	12 July 2006
	Rogers
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


ASSSOCIATED CONTRIBUTIONS:
	Date
	Contributor
	Title
	File ID
	Reviewed

	6 Dec 05
	Xit telecom (Francois Menard)
	Multi-VRF interconnection for third party access to higher speed access services of Cable Carrier Networks
	NTCO0343 
	6 Dec 05

	1 Mar 06
	Xit telecom (Francois Menard)
	IP Address Tracking in DOCSIS networks
	NTCO0346
	11 Mar 06

	25 Apr 06
	Xit telecom (Francois Menard)
	IP Address Tracking in DOCSIS Networks
	NTCO 0350
	25 Apr 06

	4 May 06
	Cogeco/Videotron
	Common off the shelf to IP usage reqs.
	NTCO 0354
	9 May 06

	4 May 06
	Cogeco/Videotron
	Reply contribution to NTCO 0343, 346, 350.
	NTCO 0355
	9 May 06

	16 June 2006
	Xit telecom (Francois Menard)
	Final solution to allow ISPs to gain knowledge of the IP addresses used by their end-users.
	NTCO 0359
	16 June 2006
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BACKGROUND:

This TIF is in response to a request from the CISC Steering Committee in response to a request to reopen the HSWG for the consideration of MPLS. The driving Background contribution (NTCO0343.doc) has been identified above as well
ASSSOCIATED BACKGROUND CONTRIBUTIONS:
	Date
	Contributor
	Title
	File ID
	Reviewed

	6 Dec 05
	Xit telecom (Francois. Menard)
	Multi-VRF interconnection for third party access to higher speed access services of Cable Carrier Networks
	NTCO0343
	6 Dec 05
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