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INTRODUCTIONS 
• Heather introduced as new Tech Writer. 

• John introduced as tech writer who did some meeting write-ups and the first list of 
questions  brought up by  the team 



• Amy will be project managing and providing the Board Technical Committee (BTC) who 
is overseeing  the NCAP Study with whatever progress reports they require. 

 
 

SLIDES  ABOUT THE STRUCTURE OF NCAP DISCUSSION GROUP’S  WORK: 
SLIDE 1: Root Cause Analysis 

 
(mistake on slide: 2012 not 2021) 
 
These reports are people who filled out the web form to report a collision. About 47 
reports since 2012. 
 
 

Slide 2: Data Collection 

Reach  out to friendly route server operators. we want to create a document which has 

the list of questions that will get us similar data to the  case studies Matt T has already  

done, with  data from other routes server operators and other data sources, in 

particular the global resolve or operators. 

we need to understand going forward what the differences are in what the data looks 

like from different sources. 

we have to give some consideration to what's going to be enough data and what's the 

best way to get what we think we need in terms of evaluating name conditions. 

critical for us is to  consider what data is going to be available in the future for 

evaluating name collisions. 



we're going to start first with trying to get as much data as we can, so we did 

with a nj route, this time around.And then we're going to have to think about 

what happens when we can, if we can't get all that data in the future there's a 

limit to what we think we're going to be able to get, we need to talk about that 

and then figure out how to use what we can get. 

 

 

 

 
 
 

Slide 3: Answering Board Questions 

 
 
 

Slide 4: Case Studies 

 
 



Heather: what are interdependencies between the case study  and the final report. Will case 
studies need to be appendices? 
 
 
 

Slide 5: Name Collision Analysis 
 

 
that the leadership team as part of our workshop we began the process of creating a 

framework as a starting point for this decision tree. 
 
Were there dissenting opinions in Study 1?  It’s a bibliography of what could be found related 
to name collisions. 
 
 
 

QUESTIONS 
None 
 

ACTION ITEMS 
None 
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