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Incen i

r\J\ free pool for allocation of IPv4
a) resses (/8s) is decreasing
: ?L’é’éipldly
O_Brlnglng certainty to each RIR that

they will receive a last IPv4
allocation from IANA of equal size.
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INA reserves N (/8) units to each RIR.
A Keeps applying the current allocation

. tcy,
= | 5 U ﬂtll the request for IPv4 from any RIR to
5 = TANA will compromise the remaining free pool
= of IANA according to the following formula:
X = [IPv4 /8 units available before the last request.
A = /8 units needed to fulfill the last request from an RIR.
R = Number of RIRs recognized by ICANN.
ifR*N<=(X-A) > Threshold value

e At this point phase 2 of the policy will be

initiated...
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Prizise 2
r\\é automatically allocate the
RBEerved IPv4 allocation (N) units to

. ;" Ch RIR

S

S And respond to the last request with
— e remaining available allocation
units in IANA pool (M units).
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Calculat' ON OT the remaining M units —

gnment for each RIR = Reserved N
(/~ URIGS

emalnlng M units = Available (/8) IPv4
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== unlts before last request - N * R

® [otal assigned (/8) units for the last
requesting RIR = N + M
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r\rce____ the discussion that took place
SIIRUIIE maailing-list we are
estmg N=2.
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SIELBYLIANA allocate (CraSEaGCEERAING
to @pjEl gentlemen agreement to any
EWHEstng RIR, so the proposed
e ERIWI have the same size as the

toclz :‘-' aIIocatlons

J\Aﬁ h 2 /8 each RIR will have an

,_:égﬂecatlon Size big enough to enable
~deyveloping of more conservative LIR

dllecation policies.

o \With N=2 we can say that we are not
boosting RIR shopping. It is not a big
enough pool.
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Ariel f:_RIR ieguestsifor 2 (/8) IPv4: ;
ISERANATWIll allocate Nifor each RIR

BIGHR addition allocate M=1 to the last

| —
e T
T T

— Trequesting RIR
Sorthe total (/8) allocated for that RIR = 2 + 1
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J '_L slWSrEaChMRIRMOrGaramnteetsHlast
Sl PEEEIoN UNILS so that each RIR
for; munlty can develop its own
miEchanism/policy for making use of the

:;,: a5t 1PVA4 allocation.

Equal allocation of the final (/8) blocks
across RIRs brings certainty that all RIRs
will have a final allocation from IANA.

o [imits RIR shopping.
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PIREGUICE pressure on TANA central pool.

SIGIWSIfor suitable time for LIRs to begin
el transition phase to the next IP

= UEnErauion (IPv6)

E==wEPrevide rfeal IPv4 for new-comers/ new

= projects to avoid using NAT at the

—— beginning (as many applications

encountered problems while using NAT)
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SN @ stbmitteEaNmuiy=2007 and open
iwigeiScelssion till the next meeting in SA.

J AP_; Supmitted and discussed on
prieiling list & now in the f2f meting.

— _:_:_" RIN submitted in July-2007 to AC for

h-

=initial review.

= ® LACNIC: It had consensus and has been
approved in LACNIC X meeting

® RIPE: submitted in July-2007 and open for
discussion.
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