1) GROUP' S DECI SI ON AS TO WHETHER OR NOT THERE SHOULD BE AN ALLOCATI ON
W NDOW PCLI CY

This group agrees with the existence of an allocation w ndow policy that
is applicable only to Ipv4 allocations.

Li kewi se, we consider that |pv4 nunbering space is becom ng scarcer every
day, and therefore this policy should tend to be less flexible and
pronote the use of protocols such as Network Address Transl ati on ( NAT)
that allow a nore efficient usage of |IP nunbering space.

2) PROPOSAL ON WH CH THE GROUP REACHED CONSENSUS
Thi s workgroup did not reach any consensus
3) ASPECTS ON WH CH THE GROUP DI D NOT REACH CONSENSUS

a. To what type of |pv4 bl ocks should this policy be applicable: This
policy shall only be applicable to |Ipv4d nunbering bl ocks that have been
al l ocated by LACN C.

b. The all ocation wi ndow policy nust include control of Ipv4 nunbering
bl ock allocation by neans of using the Network Address Transl ati on (NAT)
protocol. It is publicly known that, years ago when it was realized that
| P nunbering space was becomni ng scarce due to Internet's growmh rate,

| ETF began working on a series of alternatives, one of which was Network
Address Transl ation (NAT), which would focus on the creation of a work
environnent where there would be a nuch nore efficient use of IP
nunberi ng space (through the use of private nunbering resources when
working within the same network and through translation of private
nunbering to public nunbering when exchanging information with other

net wor ks connected through Internet) and also to sinplify the transition
fromthe Ipv4d to the Ipve nunbering plan, plan that is the result of the
probl em of the scarcity of |IP nunbering anong ot her reasons

Finally, due to the fact that NAT is a protocol created by IETF with the
speci fied ai mof making | pv4 nunbering usage nore efficient, and
considering that LACNIC is responsi ble for adm nistering |pv4 nunbering
resources within the region, it should pronote the use of this protocol
inits allocation policies. Therefore, the easiest way to do this is
controlling that beneficiaries receiving IP block allocations fromLACN C
use this protocol when reallocating the | P nunbering space they have been
al | ocat ed.

c. Wiat Ipv4 block sizes shall be analyzed under the all ocation w ndow
policy?

In relation to this issue the proposal is to reduce to /25 the IP block
size that requires LACNIC s approval before being reall ocated.

Currently it is required that /23 IP block allocations nmade by
beneficiaries of 1pv4 block allocations nust be approved by LACN C before
they become effective. This nmeans that allocations greater than or equa
to 2 class C networks require LACNIC s approval . However, experience
shows that very few users actually justify the allocation of an I P bl ock
this size froman ISP within the region.



Anot her issue that nust be considered is that currently in practice |SPs,
in order to reallocate their |IP nunbering, subnet themin /25, /26, /27
/28, /129, /30 and /32 blocks, with nost of their allocations grouped
about allocations ranging in size from/26 to /32 bl ocks.

Finally, we believe that allocations greater than /25 are generally made
by ISPs that have | arge anounts of |IP blocks, and sonetines these

organi zations are not aware of the scarcity of |IP nunbering space because
for themit is very abundant, or by ISPs that because of user pressure or
market pressure are forced to nmake allocations of this size, transformng
the I P nunbering resource into added val ue for their comrercial products.

Consequently, in order to make the policy nore effective, w ndow size
must be reduced to /25, whereby all IP blocks with a size equivalent to
one half of a class C network(128 | P nunbers)nust require prior approval
on the part of LACNI C before they can be reall ocat ed.

d. Future allocation of IP blocks and conpliance with the allocation

wi ndow pol i cy

The proposal indicates that for future allocations the applicant shal
regul arize their situation by requesting LACNIC s approval of al

exi sting subal |l ocations of |IP blocks |onger than or equal to /25.

Once this revision is conplete, the applicant may receive fromLACNI C an
approval or a non-approval for a maxi mum of five cases presented before
bei ng considered a valid candidate for a new all ocation

e. Publishing IP blocks assigned within the framework of the allocation
wi ndow policy on LACNIC s WHO S database. Al IP block allocations nmade
under the allocation wi ndow policy shall be published in LACNIC s WHO S
dat abase.

f. Variable size of the allocation w ndow.

The proposed policy does not consider variable size, furthernore,
managi ng a fixed wi ndow size is considered nore transparent and
effective.

4) PROPCSED STRATEGY

The proposed strategy is that those issues on which the group did not
reach consensus be revised at the forumin order to determ ne whether
they are approved or not.

5) REPORTI NG MEMBER | N SANTI AGO ( CHI LE)

The group's reporting menber is yet to be determ ned.



