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The American Registry for 
Internet Numbers, a nonprofit  
member-based organization, 
supports the operation of the 
Internet through the management 
of Internet number resources 
throughout its service region; 
coordinates the development of 
policies by the community for the 
management of Internet Protocol 
number resources; and  
advances the Internet through 
informational outreach.
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TIME PRESENTATION SPEAKER

8:00 AM Breakfast

9:00 AM Opening and Announcements Hollis Kara

9:10 AM Welcome from ARIN’s President and CEO John Curran

9:15 AM Welcome from ARIN’s Board Chair Bill Sandiford

9:20 AM NANOG Update Tina Morris

9:30 AM KEYNOTE: The Challenges of RPKI-ROA Diffusion Within the US 
Research and Education Community Steve Wallace

10:00 AM Board of Trustees Report Bill Sandiford

10:15 AM Financial Report Nancy Carter

10:30 AM Break 

10:50 AM Election Intro John Sweeting

10:55 AM Candidate Speeches 

12:15 AM Lunch

1:30 PM Policy Implementation and Experience Report John Sweeting

1:40 PM AC Report and On-Docket Leif Sawyer

1:55 PM Policy Session 1 Advisory Council

2:45 PM Break

3:15 PM Policy Session 1 Advisory Council

4:10 PM 2023 Customer Survey Results Joe Westover

4:20 PM ARIN’s Consultation and Suggestion Process Hollis Kara

4:30 PM Programs Update - Outreach/Grants/Fellowship Amanda Gauldin

4:45 PM Open Microphone John Curran

4:55 PM Closing Announcements and Adjournment John Curran

7:00 PM Social Event 
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TIME PRESENTATION SPEAKER

8:00 AM Breakfast

9:00 AM Opening and Announcements Hollis Kara

9:05 AM Engineering Update Mark Kosters

9:20 AM Routing Security Update Brad Gorman

9:35 AM Information Security Update Christian Johnson

9:50 AM IANA Update Aaron Foley

10:05 AM Number Resource Organization Executive Council Update John Curran

10:20 AM RIR Update John Curran

10:35 AM Break

11:00 AM GUEST SPEAKER: Research Around Network and IP Management 
Obstacles Vaidotas Januška

11:15 AM Certification Programs at ARIN Marty McLaughlin

11:30 AM ASO AC Update Kevin Blumberg

11:45 AM Open Microphone John Curran

2:45 PM Closing Announcements and Adjournment John Curran

FRIDAY, 20 OCTOBER
all listed times are in the Pacific timezone
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WELCOME TO THE ARIN 52 PUBLIC POLICY  
AND MEMBERS MEETING!
Policies in the ARIN region are developed by the Internet community using the open and transparent ARIN Policy 
Development Process (PDP). The Internet community develops policies via discussion on the ARIN Public Policy 
Mailing List (PPML), at ARIN Public Policy Consultations (PPCs), and at ARIN Public Policy and Members Meetings. 
Anyone may participate in the process – ARIN membership is not required.

The ARIN Board of Trustees adopts Recommended Draft Policies forwarded by the ARIN Advisory Council if the 
Board determines that the PDP has been followed, that support and consensus for policies has been reached 
among the community, and if the Draft Policies are consistent with ARIN’s Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws, and 
applicable laws and regulations. 

The ARIN Public Policy and Members Meeting is conducted in an orderly manner to understand the sense of the 
majority, to respect the views of the minority, and to protect the interests of those absent. Accordingly, the flow 
of the meeting is structured according to a published agenda and participants are expected to follow Meeting 
Courtesies, Expected Standards of Behavior, and Rules of Discussion.
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on leasing 15

Draft Policy ARIN-2023-4: Modernization of Registration Requirements 16
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Draft Policy ARIN-2023-6: ARIN Waitlist Qualification 18

Draft Policy ARIN-2023-7: Clarification of NRPM Sections 4.5 and 6.11 Multiple Discrete 
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ARIN’s Policy Development Process (PDP) 24

WHAT’S INSIDE
FOR DISCUSSION

This document contains the Draft Policies on the agenda for this Public Policy and Members Meeting.

Draft Policies are works in progress and are included in this document to assist with discussion. This text is subject 
to change, and the most up-to-date text is always available on the ARIN website at:  
https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/

Included at the end of this document is a copy of ARIN’s Policy Development Process (PDP).

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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ARIN PARTICIPANTS EXPECTED STANDARDS  
OF BEHAVIOR
Those who take part in any ARIN meeting, conference 
or event including but not limited to Public Policy 
and Member Meetings, ARIN on the Road, ARIN in the 
Caribbean, etc., and related activities (including but 
not limited to ARIN staff, members of the Board of 
Trustees, Advisory Council [“AC”], Address Supporting 
Organization Address Council [“ASO AC”], and ARIN 
meeting attendees) must:

• Treat each other with civility, courtesy and 
respect (both face-to-face and online), 
regardless of the sex, race, color, national 
origin, marital status, age, religion, creed, 
disability, pregnancy, sexual orientation, 
gender identity, occupation, line of business, 
or any other classification protected by law, or 
policy position of other participants.

•  Make reasonable and informed comments 
when participating in policy development 
and decision-making discussions and 
processes.

• Listen respectfully to the views of all 
stakeholders when considering policy issues.

• Those who take part in the ARIN Policy 
Development Process must take responsibility 
for the success of the model by trying to build 
consensus with other participants and find 
solutions to issues.

• Act fairly and in good faith with other 
participants in the ARIN process.

• Act in accordance with ARIN’s Policy 
Development Process when participating in 
ARIN public policy events. The ARIN model 
is based on a bottom-up, consensus-driven 
approach to policy development.

Further, those who participate in ARIN events and 
related activities must foster an environment that is 
free from any form of discrimination and conduct that 
is harassing, coercive, or disruptive. ARIN prohibits 
harassment in any form – verbal, physical or visual 
– and will not tolerate discriminatory harassment or 
inappropriate conduct of a harassing nature directed 
against any individual on the basis of sex, race, color, 
national origin, marital status, age, religion, creed, 
disability, pregnancy, sexual orientation, gender 

identity, occupation, line of business, or any other 
classification protected by law, or policy position of 
other participants.

Sexual harassment is a form of gender discrimination 
that is unlawful and violates this policy. For purposes 
of this policy, sexual harassment is defined generally 
to include unwelcome sexual advances, requests for 
sexual favors, and other verbal or physical conduct of a 
sexual nature when such conduct is made a condition 
of an individual’s employment or participation, used as 
the basis for decisions, or has the effect of substantially 
interfering with an individual’s performance or creating 
a hostile environment. Sexually harassing conduct, as 
well as inappropriate conduct of a harassing nature, is 
prohibited. Examples of prohibited conduct include, 
but are not limited to: (1) sexually-oriented kidding, 
teasing, gestures or jokes; (2) offensive or unwelcome 
sexual flirtations, advances, or propositions; (3) 
verbal abuse of a sexual nature; (4) graphic or verbal 
comments, epithets, or slurs about an individual’s 
body; (5) sexually degrading words used to describe 
an individual; (6) the display or transmission (e.g., 
e-mail, text or social media) of sexually suggestive 
or sexually explicit materials (such as magazines, 
videos, pictures, cartoons or posters); (7) inquiries into 
another individual’s sexual experiences and activities 
or discussion of one’s own sexual experiences and 
activities; and (8) unwelcome intentional touching of 
another person or other unwanted intentional physical 
conduct.

ARIN is committed to supporting a productive and 
safe environment for all participants at ARIN events. 
Any ARIN participant who believes there has been a 
violation of this policy should either promptly bring the 
incidents to the attention of the person chairing the 
teleconference or meeting, or report them via the ARIN 
Mailing List Acceptable Use Policy if the incident occurs 
on an ARIN mailing list. Participants may alternatively 
report suspected violations to ARIN’s General Counsel, 
Michael Abejuela (mabejuela@arin.net)

https://www.arin.net/participate/community/mailing_lists/aup/
https://www.arin.net/participate/community/mailing_lists/aup/
mailto:mabejuela%40arin.net?subject=
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RULES OF DISCUSSION
The Chair moderates discussions of formal draft policies so that all can speak and all can be heard. Accordingly, 
every person who participates in a Public Policy Consultation is asked to follow these simple rules and customs: 

1. All persons have equal rights, privileges, and obligations.

2. Full and free discussion of all draft policies is the right of every person participating in the meeting.

3. Only one policy is considered at a time.

4. Persons should not speak in the discussion until they have moved to a designated speaker’s position and 
have been recognized by the Chair and granted the floor. 

5. Every time a speaker is recognized by the Moderator, speakers should do the following:

• State their name.

• State intent to support or not support the policy under discussion.

6. No person should speak a second time on the same topic if anyone who has not spoken on that topic 
wishes to do so.

7. No person should speak for more than three minutes unless the Moderator gives consent.

8. Speakers should direct all remarks to the Moderator. They should not debate with other speakers or 
otherwise attack or question the motives of other speakers.

9. While the discussion is in progress, speakers may suggest amendments or other secondary proposals to 
the Moderator, who will see them acted on accordingly.

10. Only the Moderator may call for a poll to gain a sense of the participants regarding the policy under 
discussion, any part of that policy, any proposed amendment to that policy, or any secondary proposal. 
The Chair will state all questions before polling responses mean.
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DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2022-12
Direct Assignment Language Update

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2022_12/

STATUS: Under Discussion 

SHEPHERDS: Doug Camin, Leif Sawyer

Current Text (29 September 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

As a result of ARIN’s fee harmonization direct assignments are no longer being utilized within ARIN databases 
therefore language around that has been deprecated and should be modernized and aligned with current ARIN 
practices.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Section 2.5:

Update definition of Allocation and Assignment to reflect current practice.

FROM:

“Allocation - IP addresses delegated to an organization directly by ARIN for the purpose of subsequent 
distribution by the recipient organization to other parties.

Assignment - IP addresses delegated to an organization directly by ARIN for the exclusive use of the recipient 
organization.”

TO:

“Allocation - IP addresses issued directly from ARIN to an organization.

Assignment - Allocation. [Note: The use of assignment as a differentiating term has been deprecated. Assignment 
should instead be read as Allocation.]

Section 2.6:

Change “receiving assignments of” to “issued.”

FROM:

“2.6 End User

An end-user is an organization receiving assignments of IP addresses exclusively for use in its operational 
networks.”

TO:

“2.6 End User

An end-user is an organization issued IP addresses exclusively for use in its operational networks.”

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2022_12/
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Section 2.8

Change “allocated or assigned” to “issued.”

FROM:

“2.8. Registration Services Agreement (RSA)

Number resources allocated or assigned by ARIN under these policies are subject to a contractual agreement 
between ARIN and the resource holder. Throughout this document, any and all forms of this agreement, past or 
future, are simply referred to as the Registration Services Agreement (RSA).”

TO:

“2.8. Registration Services Agreement (RSA)

Internet number resources issued by ARIN under these policies are subject to a contractual agreement between 
ARIN and the resource holder. Throughout this document, any and all forms of this agreement, past or future, are 
simply referred to as the Registration Services Agreement (RSA).”

Section 3.6.3:

Change paragraph 1 text

FROM: “This policy applies to every Organization that has a direct assignment, direct allocation, or AS number 
from ARIN”

TO: “This policy applies to every Organization that has Internet number resources issued by ARIN”

RESULT: “This policy applies to every Organization that has Internet number resources issued by ARIN (or one 
of its predecessor registries) or a reallocation from an upstream ISP. This includes but is not limited to upstream 
ISPs and their downstream ISP customers (as defined by NRPM 2.5 and 2.6), but not reassignments made to their 
downstream end user customers.”

Section 4.2.2:

Replace text as follows

FROM: “All ISP organizations without direct assignments or allocations from ARIN qualify for an initial allocation of 
up to a /22, subject to ARIN’s minimum allocation size.

All ISP organizations without direct allocations, direct assignments, re-allocations or reassignments automatically 
qualify for a /24. These organizations are exempt from requirements of showing the efficient utilization of 
previously held IPv4 space. These organizations may qualify for a larger than a /24 by documenting how the 
requested allocation will be utilized within the request size specified in 4.2.4.3.

ISPs holding re-allocations and/or reassignments must show the efficient utilization of their resources consistent 
with the requirements in sections 4.2.3 and 4.2.4.”

TO: “All ISP organizations without any IPv4 addresses qualify for an initial allocation of a /24. ISPs providing a 
24-month utilization plan for the request size specified, may receive up to a /22. ISPs holding re-allocations and/or 
reassignments must show the efficient utilization of their resources consistent with the requirements in sections 
4.2.3 and 4.2.4.”

Section 4.3.2:

Change paragraph 1 text

FROM: “End-user organizations without direct assignments or allocations from ARIN qualify for an initial 
assignment of ARIN’s minimum assignment size.
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TO: “End-user organizations without an IPv4 allocation qualify for an initial allocation of ARIN’s minimum 
allocation size.”

Section 6.5.8:

Change section title

FROM: “Direct Assignments from ARIN to End-user Organizations”

TO: “End-user Allocations”

Section 8.5.4: 

Change section text 

FROM: “Organizations without direct assignments or allocations from ARIN qualify for transfer of an initial IPv4 
block of ARIN’s minimum transfer size.”

TO: “Organizations without an IPv4 allocation qualify for transfer of an initial IPv4 allocation of ARIN’s minimum 
transfer size.”

Section 8.5.6: 

Change section text 

FROM: “Organizations with direct assignments or allocations from ARIN must have efficiently utilized at least 50% 
of their cumulative IPv4 address blocks in order to receive additional IPv4 addresses. This includes all IPv4 space 
reassigned to their customers.”

TO: “Organizations with an IPv4 allocation must have efficiently utilized at least 50% of their cumulative IPv4 
address blocks in order to receive additional IPv4 addresses. This includes all IPv4 space reassigned to their 
customers.”

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate

Staff and Legal Review (21 September 2023)

STAFF UNDERSTANDING

This Draft Policy takes steps towards deprecating language around “Assignments” from the NRPM by updating 
text for clarity and alignment with current ARIN practices. In furtherance of those goals, we recommend 
terminology and descriptions be consistent and concise to avoid confusion and misinterpretations. Therefore, the 
following recommendations are made with those purposes in mind:

• Section 2.5 Allocation – Generally, in context “Allocation” is a block of IP addresses throughout the 
NRPM. So, we recommend defining “Allocation” in that context instead of as a method. In addition, we 
recommend replacing the phrase “IP address resources” with “IP addresses.”

• For example: “IP addresses issued directly from ARIN to an organization.”

• Section 2.5 Assignment – We recommend a minor restructuring that limits the description of Assignment 
to its new definition, Allocation, followed by a bracketed explanation.

• For example: Assignment – Allocation. [Note - The use of Assignment as a differentiating term has been 
deprecated. Assignment should instead be read as Allocation]

• Section 2.8 – “Internet number resources” was recently defined in the NRPM, so we recommend using 
that term for “number resources.”
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• Section 4.2.2 – The new section now contains duplicative language, and we recommend a closer look to 
ensure alignment with current practice. There also appears to be a typo, “initiation” should be “initial.”

• Sections 4.3.2, 8.5.4, and 8.5.6 – The phrase “IPv4 resources directly issued by ARIN” can be replaced with 
“an IPv4 Allocation(s).”

• Section 4.3.2 - We recommend replacing all instances of “assignment” with “Allocation.”

• Section 8.5.4 – “block” can be “Allocation.”

IMPLEMENTABLE AS WRITTEN? Yes

IMPACT ON ARIN REGISTRY OPERATIONS AND SERVICES: None

LEGAL REVIEW

No material legal issue, however legal agrees with staff’s comment recommending further clarity.

IMPLEMENTATION TIMEFRAME ESTIMATE: Three months

IMPLEMENTATION REQUIREMENTS:

• Staff training

• Updates to public documentation

PROPOSAL/DRAFT POLICY TEXT ASSESSED: 5 September 2023

DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-1
Retire 4.2.1.4. Slow Start

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_1/ 

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Brian Jones, Amy Potter

Current Text (23 May 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Section 4.2.1.4 Slow Start has been a part of the NRPM for two decades, and successfully served to constrain the 
rate at which ARIN issued IPv4 address allocations to its members for many years. Following the exhaustion of the 
free pool, as well as the introduction and refinement of transfer policies, Slow Start has ceased to be applicable to 
the operations of ARIN’s registration services. Staff has confirmed that this policy has not been used since 2018.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Retire 4.2.1.4 Slow Start

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate

http://5 September 2023
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DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-2
/26 initial IPv4 allocation for IXPs

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_2/

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Matthew Wilder, Gus Reese

Current Text (20 June 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Per NRPM Section 4.4, ARIN has reserved a /15 for micro-allocations for critical internet infrastructure, such as 
internet exchange points (IXPs) and core DNS service providers. The majority of these allocation requests are 
made by IXPs. As of the last ARIN report, roughly half of this reservation is allocated (see Statistics & Reporting 
Projections from ARIN staff suggest that at current allocation rates, the remaining reserved space may be 
exhausted in the next few years.

In parallel, an analysis of PeeringDB data conducted by the RIPE Address Policy Working Group shows that 
approximately 70% of global IXPs have fewer than 32 members registered with that site. An IXP this size could 
readily operate with a /26 allocation, which would provide 100% overprovisioning beyond their existing peer 
count. (Source: https://github.com/mwichtlh/address-policy-wg  )

Unlike other types of allocations, IXP peering networks are not required by member networks to be globally 
reachable; only members of the IXP must be able to reach the prefix. As such, there is no technical requirement 
that an IXP allocation must be no smaller than a /24.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Existing text:

4.4. Micro-allocation

ARIN will make IPv4 micro-allocations to critical infrastructure providers of the Internet, including public 
exchange points, core DNS service providers (e.g. ICANN-sanctioned root and ccTLD operators) as well as the 
RIRs and IANA. These allocations will be no smaller than a /24. Multiple allocations may be granted in certain 
situations.

Replace with:

4.4 Micro-allocation

ARIN will make IPv4 micro-allocations to critical infrastructure providers of the Internet, including public internet 
exchange points (IXPs), core DNS service providers (e.g. ICANN-sanctioned root and ccTLD operators) as well 
as the RIRs and IANA. These allocations will be no smaller than a /26 for IXPs, or a /24 for other allocations that 
require global reachability of the assigned allocation. Multiple allocations may be granted in certain situations.

4.4.1 Micro-allocations for Internet Exchange Points (IXPs)

An IXP requesting an initial IPv4 allocation from this reserved space will be assigned a /26 by default. An IXP 
requesting an allocation larger than a /26 must show an immediate need to utilize more than 25% of the 
requested allocation size upon initial commissioning.

An IXP requesting an allocation under this section must have also requested, or already received, an IPv6 
allocation for the same purpose under Section 6.10.1.
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An allocation made to an IXP under this section may only be used for the operation of its public peering LAN. No 
other uses are allowed.

An IXP that has received an IPv4 allocation under this section may request a larger allocation once they have 
utilized more than 50% of their existing one. Upon receiving the larger allocation, the IXP must migrate to the 
new allocation and return their previous one to ARIN within 6 months.

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate

COMMENTS: 

This proposal mirrors RIPE policy proposal 2023-01 (see https://www.ripe.net/participate/policies/
proposals/2023-01 ) which is currently under consideration in that region and appears to have sufficient 
community support for adoption at the time of this writing.

DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-3
Amendment of the waitlist agreement to include a restriction on leasing

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_3/

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Policy Experience Report Working Group (PERWG)

Current Text (20 June 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Currently section 4.18 prohibits the transfer of waitlist space for a period of 60 months. However, there are no 
restrictions on leasing out the space immediately after obtaining it from the waitlist.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Modify the current text in 4.18 from:

ARIN will only issue future IPv4 assignments/allocations (excluding 4.4 and 4.10 space) from the ARIN Waitlist. 
The maximum size aggregate that an organization may qualify for at any one time is a /22. Organizations will be 
able to elect a smaller block size than they qualify for down to a /24. Organizations which hold more than a /20 
equivalent of IPv4 space in aggregate (exclusive of special use space received under section 4.4 or 4.10) are not 
eligible to apply. Address space distributed from the waitlist will not be eligible for transfer, with the exception 
of Section 8.2 transfers, for a period of 60 months. This policy will be applied to all future distributions from the 
waitlist to include those currently listed.

to

ARIN will only issue future IPv4 assignments/allocations (excluding 4.4 and 4.10 space) from the ARIN Waitlist. 
The maximum size aggregate that an organization may qualify for at any one time is a /22. Organizations will 
be able to elect a smaller block size than they qualify for down to a /24. Organizations which hold more than a 
/20 equivalent of IPv4 space in aggregate (exclusive of special use space received under section 4.4 or 4.10) are 
not eligible to apply. Address space distributed from the waitlist will not be eligible for lease or transfer, with the 
exception of Section 8.2 transfers, for a period of 60 months. This policy will be applied to all future distributions 
from the waitlist to include those currently listed.

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate

https://www.ripe.net/participate/policies/proposals/2023-01
https://www.ripe.net/participate/policies/proposals/2023-01
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DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-4
Modernization of Registration Requirements

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_4/

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Anita Nikolich, Alicia Trotman

Current Text (21 September 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Registration is central to the value provided by ARIN to the community. Registry quality depends greatly upon 
the timely registration of reassignments from ISPs to end users. The motivation for registration has waned since 
the depletion of the free pool. At the same time, privacy laws have been introduced in many jurisdictions across 
ARIN’s service region which constrain registration in certain cases. This combination of forces has generally 
discouraged many ISPs from registering reassignments. Registration remains vital to a number of stakeholders, 
including law enforcement and network operators.

This proposal aims to modernize the registration-related policies in Section 4 by introducing language that is 
meant to make registration requirements more adaptable to changing privacy laws, while reminding ISPs of the 
importance of registration when feasible for the benefit of the community.

POLICY STATEMENT:

In section 4.2.3.7.1,

Replace

“Each IPv4 reassignment or reallocation containing a /29 or more addresses shall be registered via SWIP or a 
directory services system which meets the standards set forth in section 3.2.”

With

“Each IPv4 reassignment or reallocation containing a /29 or more addresses shall be registered in the WHOIS 
directory via SWIP or a directory services system which meets the standards set forth in section 3.2, within 14 
days, to the extent permitted and manner provided by applicable law.”

Retire section 4.2.3.7.2 Reassignments and Reallocations Visible Within Seven Days

Rename 6.5.5.1

From

“Reassignment Information”

To

“Reassignment and Reallocation Information”

In section 6.5.5.1,

Replace

“Each static IPv6 reassignment or reallocation containing a /47 or more addresses, or subdelegation of any size 
that will be individually announced, shall be registered in the WHOIS directory via SWIP or a distributed service 
which meets the standards set forth in section 3.2. Reassignment and reallocation registrations shall include each 
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client’s organizational information, except where specifically exempted by this policy.”

With

“Each static IPv6 reassignment or reallocation containing a /47 or more addresses, or subdelegation of any 
size that will be individually announced, shall be registered in the WHOIS directory via SWIP or a distributed 
service which meets the standards set forth in section 3.2, within 14 days, to the extent permitted and manner 
provided by applicable law. Reassignment and reallocation registrations shall include each client’s organizational 
information, except where specifically exempted by this policy.”

Retire section 6.5.5.2 Reassignments and Reallocations Visible Within Seven Days

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate=

DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-5
Clean-up of NRPM Sections 4.3.4, 4.4, 4.10 and 6.10.1

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_5/

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Alison Wood, Kendrick Knowles

Current Text (14 August 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

This proposal continues the work that the ARIN AC NRPM Clean-up Working Group undertook to simplify 
the NRPM. It relates specifically to sections 4.3.4, 4.4, 4.10 and 6.10.1. The focus of this proposal is to remove 
unnecessary wording from these sections. In the case of section 4.3.4, the text of the entire section is redundant, 
because it is clear throughout the NRPM that resources can be obtained under various policies and so it is not 
necessary for that to be stated specifically. In the case of sections 4.4 and 6.10.1, the references to fee payment 
should be removed since the PDP does not address fees. In the case of section 4.10, unnecessarily complex 
language can be simplified.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Delete section 4.3.4 in its entirety and replace it with the heading “4.3.4 [Retired]”.

For section 4.4, delete the sentence: “Organizations receiving these micro-allocations will be charged under the 
fee schedule.”

For section 4.10, replace the text “This block will be subject to a minimum and maximum size allocation of /24.” 
with the text “A /24 block will be allocated.”

For section 6.10.1, delete the sentence: “Organizations receiving these micro-allocations will be charged under the 
fee schedule.”

COMMENTS: 

The proposed changes relating to sections 4.3.4, 4.4, 4.10 and 6.10.1 were combined even though they address 
different topics because they are all viewed as very simple changes, and ARIN Community members have 
expressed a desire not to have too many policy proposals moving through the PDP at the same time to the extent 
that they can be reasonably aggregated without introducing undue complexity.
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TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate

Staff and Legal Review (9 October 2023)

STAFF UNDERSTANDING:

Draft Policy ARIN-2023-5 makes minor editorial changes to NRPM Sections 4.3.4, 4.4, 4.10 and 6.10.1

The policy text is clear and understandable.

IMPLEMENTABLE AS WRITTEN?: Yes

IMPACT ON ARIN REGISTRY OPERATIONS AND SERVICES: None.

LEGAL REVIEW: No material legal issue.

IMPLEMENTATION TIMEFRAME ESTIMATE: 3 months

IMPLEMENTATION REQUIREMENTS:

• Updates to public documentation

PROPOSAL/DRAFT POLICY TEXT ASSESSED: 14 August 2023

DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-6
ARIN Waitlist Qualification

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_6/

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Alison Wood, Kendrick Knowles

Current Text (16 August 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Since the depletion of ARIN’s IPv4 address free pool, ARIN now issues general purpose IPv4 addresses exclusively 
from the Waitlist, which is described in section 4.1.8. ARIN Waitlist. Currently the text found in section 4.2 
Allocations to ISPs (Requirements for Requesting Initial Address Space), 4.3 End-users - Assignments to End Users, 
and 4.5 Multiple Discrete Networks, might give some readers the impression that meeting these conditions is 
sufficient to justify the issuance of IPv4 addresses. Indeed these requirements do serve to complement section 
4.1.8. ARIN Waitlist policy, as necessary - but not sufficient - conditions. 

This proposal aims to make explicit the relationship between waitlist policy and the qualification for waitlist space 
based on section 4.2 for ISPs, section 4.3 for End-users, and section 4.5 for organizations making use of multiple 
discrete networks.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Add:

4.1.8.3. Qualification

ARIN staff will evaluate section 4.1.8 ARIN Waitlist requests on the basis of relevant policies within other section 4 
subsections as applicable. For example, staff may refer to section 4.2 for ISPs, section 4.3 for End-users, and section 
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4.5 for organizations with multiple discrete networks.

COMMENTS:

The working group evaluated the possibility of removing or collapsing 4.2 and 4.3 and their respective 
subsections. However, there are differences between ISPs and End Users which remain relevant, and ARIN staff 
references these respective sections when processing Waitlist requests.

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate

DRAFT POLICY ARIN-2023-7
Clarification of NRPM Sections 4.5 and 6.11 Multiple Discrete Networks and 
the addition of new Section 2.18 Organizational Identifier (Org ID)

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/drafts/2023_7/

STATUS: Draft Policy 

SHEPHERDS: Chris Woodfield, Andrew Dul

Current Text (17 August 2023)

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

Section 4.5 and 6.11of the NRPM does not adhere to the style guide used by the remainder of the document. The 
numbered lists in these two sections also detracts from the readability and usability of the NRPM. Researching 
changes being proposed for section 4.5 and 6.11 of the NRPM to better reflect style guide models it was 
determined by the NRPM working group that a definition of Organizational Identifier (Org ID) should be included 
in the NRPM to add clarity of the term and unify NRPM references to match the use of the term in other ARIN 
publications such as ARIN online, the proposed section is 2.18.

POLICY STATEMENT:

Current:

4.5 Multiple Discrete Networks

Organizations with multiple discrete networks desiring to request new or additional address space under a single 
Organization ID must meet the following criteria:

1. The organization shall be a single entity and not a consortium of smaller independent entities.

2. The organization must have compelling criteria for creating discrete networks. Examples of a discrete 
network might include:

3. Regulatory restrictions for data transmission,

4. Geographic distance and diversity between networks,

5. Autonomous multihomed discrete networks.

6. The organization must keep detailed records on how it has allocated space to each location, including 
the date of each allocation.

7. When applying for additional internet address registrations from ARIN, the organization must 
demonstrate utilization greater than 50% of both the last block allocated and the aggregate sum of all 
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blocks allocated from ARIN to that organization. If an organization is unable to satisfy this 50% minimum 
utilization criteria, the organization may alternatively qualify for additional internet address registrations 
by having all unallocated blocks of addresses smaller than ARIN’s current minimum allocation size.

8. The organization may not allocate additional address space to a location until each of that location’s 
address blocks are 80% utilized.

9. The organization should notify ARIN at the time of the request their desire to apply this policy to their 
account.

10. Upon verification that the organization has shown evidence of deployment of the new discrete network 
site, the new network(s) shall be allocated the minimum allocation size under section 4.2.1.5.

Proposed:

4.5 Multiple Discrete Networks

Organizations with multiple discrete networks desiring to request a new or additional IP address space allocation 
under a single Organizational Identifier (Org ID) must meet the following criteria:

The organization shall be a single entity and not a consortium of smaller independent entities and must have 
compelling criteria for creating discrete networks.

Examples which may result in discrete networks might include:

• Regulatory restrictions for data- transmission;

•  Geographic distance and diversity between networks; or

• Autonomous multihomed discrete networks.

The organization must keep detailed records on how it has allocated IP addresses to each  location, including the 
date of each allocation. When applying for additional Internet Resource allocations from ARIN, the organization 
must demonstrate utilization greater than 50% of both the last IP addresses allocated and the aggregate sum of 
all IP addresses allocated from ARIN to that organization. If an organization is unable to satisfy this 50% minimum 
utilization criteria, the organization may alternatively qualify for additional internet IP address allocations by 
having all unallocated IP address blocks smaller than ARIN’s current minimum allocation size. The organization 
may not allocate additional IP address space to a location until each of that location’s IP address allocations are 
80% utilized. The organization should notify ARIN at the time of the request of their desire to apply this policy to 
their account. Upon verification that the organization has shown evidence of deployment of the new discrete 
network site, the new network(s) shall be allocated the minimum allocation size under section 4.2.1.5.

Current:

6.11. IPv6 Multiple Discrete Networks

Organizations with multiple discrete IPv6 networks desiring to request new or additional address space under a 
single Organization ID must meet the following criteria:

1. The organization shall be a single entity and not a consortium of smaller independent entities.

2. The organization must have compelling criteria for creating discrete networks. Examples of a discrete 
network might include:

3. Regulatory restrictions for data transmission,

4. Geographic distance and diversity between networks,

5. Autonomous multihomed discrete networks.

6. The organization must keep detailed records on how it has allocated space to each location, including 
the date of each allocation.
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7. The organization should notify ARIN at the time of the request their desire to apply this policy to their 
account.

8. Requests for additional space:

9. Organization must specify on the application which discrete network(s) the request applies to

10. Each network will be judged against the existing utilization criteria specified in 6.5.2 and 6.5.3 as if it 
were a separate organization, rather than collectively as would be done for requests outside of this 
policy.

Proposed:

6.11. IPv6 Multiple Discrete Networks

Organizations with multiple discrete IPv6 networks desiring to request new or additional IPv6 address allocations 
under a single Organizational Identifier (Org ID) must meet the following criteria:

The organization shall be a single entity and not a consortium of smaller independent entities. The organization 
must have compelling criteria for creating discrete networks.

Examples which may result in discrete networks might include:

• Regulatory restrictions for data transmission;

• Geographic distance and diversity between networks; or

• Autonomous multihomed discrete networks.

The organization must keep detailed records on how it has allocated IPv6 addresses to each location, including 
the date of each IPv6 address allocation. The organization should notify ARIN at the time of the request their 
desire to apply this policy to their account.

Requests for additional space:

• Organization must specify on the application which discrete network(s) the IPv6 address request 
 applies to

• Each network will be judged against the existing utilization criteria specified in 6.5.2 and 6.5.3 as if it 
were a separate organization, rather than collectively as would be done for requests outside of this 
policy.

Proposed (definition):

Section 2.18 Organizational Identifier (Org ID)

An Organizational Identifier (Org ID) is a record that represents a business, non-profit corporation, or government 
entity in the ARIN database. An entity must have an Organizational Identifier (Org ID) to request Internet Number 
Resources.

COMMENTS:

The working group considered entering 3 separate proposals but decided that the parts are all related enough 
to combine into one proposal. Section 2.18 is the proposed section number for Organizational Identifier (org ID) 
definition due to recently adopted ARIN-2022-11 taking section 2.17.

TIMETABLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION: Immediate
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ARIN’S POLICY DEVELOPMENT PROCESS (PDP)
This version of the ARIN Policy Development Process was published on 1 May 
2023. It supersedes the previous version

https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/pdp/

SECTION 1 – GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

1.1. Purpose of the ARIN Policy Development Process

The primary goal of the Policy Development Process (PDP) is to create and update the policies that ARIN uses to 
administer Internet Number Resources (as defined herein). 

Policies developed through the PDP must advance ARIN’s mission, not create unreasonable fiduciary or liability 
risk, and must be consistent with ARIN’s Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws, and all applicable laws and regulations.

Changes to Internet Number Resource Policy must be developed via open and transparent processes that provide 
a meaningful opportunity for public participation. All policies must be considered in an open and publicly 
accessible forum as part of the adoption process, with open participation for all who adhere to the guidelines of 
behavior and decorum.

All aspects of the PDP are documented and publicly available via the ARIN website. The PPML is archived and 
available to the public. The proceedings of each Public Policy Consultation shall be published. The meeting 
minutes of the Advisory Council and the ARIN Board of Trustees shall also be published. All policies are 
documented in the Number Resource Policy Manual.

1.1.1. The Number Resource Policy Manual (NRPM)

The Number Resource Policy Manual is the official document published by ARIN, containing all policies 
successfully developed and adopted via the PDP. The NRPM is version-controlled and published by ARIN.

The current version of the NRPM is posted on the ARIN website at https://www.arin.net/participate/policy/
nrpm/

1.1.2. Overview of Policy Development 

1.1.2.1. Regional Policy

Regional Policy is Internet Number Resource Policy developed by each region’s Regional Internet 
Registry (RIR). Regional Policy developed in the ARIN region directs ARIN to perform functions 
related to its allocations of the IPv4, IPv6 and ASN number resources.  

1.1.2.2. Global Policy

The Global Policy Development Process is separately documented and facilitated by the Number 
Resource Organization Number Council (NRO NC). Information about the NRO can be found at 
https://www.nro.net/

1.2. Definitions

The following terms and acronyms are used interchangeably throughout this document.  

1.2.1. Day

Any reference to a day is to a calendar day unless otherwise specified.
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1.2.2. Draft Policy (DP)

A Policy Proposal that is complete, in scope for the PDP, and accepted by the Advisory Council as a Draft 
Policy. A Policy Proposal is complete if it meets the requirements set out in section 2.2.2.

1.2.3. Editorial Update

An Editorial Update is a non-substantive change to the NRPM.

1.2.4. Internet Number Resources

Internet Number Resources consist of Internet Protocol version 4 (IPv4) address space, Internet Protocol 
version 6 (IPv6) address space, and Autonomous System (AS) Numbers. These three categories are defined by 
the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF).

1.2.5. Internet Number Resource Policy

Policies successfully developed and adopted via the PDP. 

1.2.6. Petition

An action initiated by a member of the Internet Community who is dissatisfied with the action taken by the 
Advisory Council regarding a specific Policy Proposal, Draft Policy or Recommended Draft Policy.

1.2.7. Policy Proposal (PP)

An idea for a policy that is submitted via the Policy Development Process. Detailed requirements for a 
complete Policy Proposal are found in section 2.2.1.

1.2.8. Public Policy Consultation (PPC)

An open public discussion held by ARIN of Internet Number Resource Policy that provides for the 
contemporaneous interaction and polling of in-person and remote participants. 

1.2.9. Public Policy Mailing List (PPML)

The ARIN Public Policy Mailing List is used for discussion of Internet Number Resource policy by members of 
the Internet Community.

1.2.10. Public Policy Meeting (PPM)

A PPC held periodically by ARIN that includes Public Policy Consultations of all Draft and 
Recommended Draft Policies.

1.2.11. Recommended Draft Policy (RDP)

A Recommended Draft Policy is a Draft Policy that meets the three principles of Internet Number 
Resource stewardship and has been recommended for adoption by the Advisory Council as a 
Recommended Draft Policy. A Recommended Draft Policy is complete if it meets the requirements 
set out in section 2.3.1.

1.3. Participant Roles and Responsibilities

A variety of individuals and groups participate in the Policy Development Process and are mentioned throughout 
this document. A description of each is provided below. 

1.3.1. Internet Community

The Internet Community is composed of individuals who are interested in the management, promotion, and 
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operation of the Internet. ARIN Internet Community members consist of members from both within the ARIN 
service region and interested individuals outside the ARIN service region.

1.3.2. Proposal Author

A Proposal Author is a member of the Internet Community who submits an idea for an update to the NRPM 
to ARIN’s PDP. The Proposal Author reduces their ideas into a formal Problem Statement, as described in 
section 2.2.1.1. The Problem Statement, along with suggested changes to the NRPM, and other basic details 
create a Policy Proposal which is submitted to the Advisory Council for its consideration within the Policy 
Development Process.

1.3.3. Advisory Council

The ARIN Advisory Council (AC) is a body composed of the elected members of the Internet Community 
who have the responsibility to help implement the Policy Development Process. This includes facilitating 
the communication within the Internet Community regarding proposed changes to Internet Number 
Resource Policy, operating as a deliberative body to discuss potential changes to the NRPM, and making 
recommendations to the Board of Trustees.

1.3.4. Policy Shepherds

Policy Shepherds are members of the Advisory Council which have been selected by the AC Chair to guide a 
Policy Proposal through the Policy Development Process. Policy Shepherds assigned to a Policy Proposal can 
be changed at any time by the AC Chair. All references herein to a Policy Shepherd include a reference to all 
Policy Shepherds assigned to a Policy Proposal.   

1.3.5. Board of Trustees

ARIN’s Board of Trustees (Board) is a body composed of elected members of the Internet Community 
responsible for the overall governance of ARIN. The Board ensures that the Policy Development Process is 
followed in creating and modifying Internet Number Resource Policy. The Board reviews the history of each 
Recommended Draft Policy before adopting it to ensure that the policy and its development process comply 
with the requirements specified in this document. 

1.3.6. ARIN Staff

ARIN Staff are responsible for implementing Internet Number Resource Policies as articulated in the NRPM. 
ARIN Staff also provides feedback to the Internet Community and the Advisory Council through various 
methods including the staff and legal review of Draft Policies and policy experience reports.

1.4. Principles of Internet Number Resource Policy

Internet Number Resource Policy must satisfy three important principles, specifically: (1) enable fair and 
impartial Internet Number Resource administration; (2) be technically sound; and (3) be supported by the 
Internet Community.

1.4.1. Enable Fair and Impartial Number Resource Administration

Internet Number Resources must be managed with appropriate stewardship and care. The Internet 
Community consists of a wide range of stakeholders with varying interests and concerns, and not all policy 
statements will apply to all Internet Community members. Internet Number Resource Policy must provide 
for fair and impartial management of resources according to unambiguous guidelines and criteria. All policy 
statements must be clear, complete, and concise.

1.4.2. Technically Sound

Policies for Internet Number Resource management must be evaluated for technical soundness against 
three overarching requirements: conservation, aggregation, and registration. More specifically, policies for 
managing Internet Number Resources must:
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• Support both conservation and efficient utilization of Internet Number Resources to the extent 
feasible. Policy should maximize number resource availability to parties with operational need.

• Support the aggregation of Internet Number Resources in a hierarchical manner to the extent 
feasible. Policy should permit the routing scalability that is necessary for continued Internet growth. 
(Note that neither ARIN, nor its policies, can guarantee routability of any particular Internet Number 
Resource as that is dependent on the actions of the individual Internet operators.)

• Support the unique registration of Internet Number Resources. Policy should prevent to the extent 
feasible any unknown or duplicate use of Internet Number Resources that could disrupt Internet 
communications.

• Policies must achieve a technically sound balance of these requirements, and support for these 
technical requirements must be documented in the assessment of the policy change.

1.4.3. Supported by the Internet Community

Changes to Internet Number Resource Policy must be shown to have a significant level of support in the 
Internet Community in order to be adopted. The determination of support for the policy change is done by 
polling the Internet Community for support during a Public Policy Consultation (PPC), evaluating Internet 
Community support on the Public Policy Mailing List (PPML) and through Internet Community feedback 
provided to members of the Advisory Council. The Policy Development Process, as a consensus-based 
collaborative development process, encourages incorporation of feedback received from participants where 
possible with the goal of increasing community support for policy changes.

A significant level of Internet Community support for a policy change does not mean unanimous; it may be 
demonstrated by a subset of the community, as long as the policy change enjoys substantially more support 
than opposition in the part of the Internet Community that is active in the discussion.

1.5. Communication and Discussion Methodologies

A variety of communication and discussion methodologies are used in the Policy Development Process. A 
description of each is provided below.

1.5.1. Public Policy Feedback (PPF)

Feedback which is received from members of the Internet Community in support of ongoing development of 
the Internet registry system and Internet Number Resource Policy. Feedback that is public and attributable to 
its author during policy discussions is considered relevant  in the development of Internet Number Resource 
Policy.

1.5.2. Public Policy Mailing List (PPML)

The ARIN public mailing list for discussion of Internet Number Resource Policy. ARIN hosts this mailing list at 
https://www.arin.net/participate/community/mailing_lists/

1.5.3. Public Policy Meeting (PPM)

A public forum held periodically by ARIN that includes Public Policy Consultations of all Draft and 
Recommended Draft Policies. Public Policy Meetings are held at least annually, although Public Policy 
Consultations for selected Draft or Recommended Draft Policies may be held in between Public Policy 
Meetings in similar open forums.

1.5.4. Public Policy Consultation (PPC)

An open public discussion held by ARIN of Internet Number Resource Policy that provides for the 
contemporaneous interaction and polling of in-person and remote participants. These consultations may be 
held at ARIN’s Public Policy Meetings and at other related forums as approved by the ARIN Board of Trustees.
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SECTION 2 – POLICY DEVELOPMENT LIFE CYCLE

2.1. Introduction to Section 2

2.1.1. How to Use Section 2

The sections below outline each step of the PDP in chronological order. Each step of the PDP outlined below 
contains a description of the criteria needed to move forward to the next step in the PDP, followed by the 
specific responsibilities and potential actions available to the Advisory Council, the Internet Community, ARIN 
staff, and the ARIN Board of Trustees.

2.1.2. Voting--Advancement by AC on Policy Matters

All ARIN Advisory Council decisions on policy matters require an affirmative roll call vote of the majority of 
the members of the full Advisory Council, unless otherwise specified.

2.2. Policy Proposals

ARIN’s Policy Development Process starts with the creation and submission of a Policy Proposal. Policy Proposals 
may be submitted to the ARIN Policy Development Process by a member of the Internet Community except for 
members of the ARIN Board of Trustees or ARIN staff. Policy Proposals may be submitted at any time by following 
the procedure outlined on the ARIN website.

Upon receipt of a new Policy Proposal, ARIN staff will post the Policy Proposal to ARIN’s public website and notify 
the ARIN Advisory Council. The Advisory Council Chair will designate one or more members to act as Policy 
Shepherd(s) for the Policy Proposal.  

2.2.1 Anatomy of a Policy Proposal

ARIN will provide a template for new Policy Proposal submissions on its website. If a Policy Proposal is 
submitted that does not meet the required format provided in the Policy Proposal template, the Policy 
Shepherd(s) assigned to the Policy Proposal will work with the Proposal Author of the Policy Proposal to 
modify the Policy Proposal to include all required elements. The Proposal Author controls the language of its 
Policy Proposal until it is accepted by the Advisory Council as a Draft Policy. A Policy Proposal contains the 
following elements:

2.2.1.1. Problem Statement

The Policy Proposal must contain a statement that clearly articulates a problem with existing 
Internet Number Resource Policy.

2.2.1.2. Proposed Policy Statement

The Policy Proposal should contain a proposed policy statement that provides suggested changes 
to the text of the Number Resource Policy Manual to address the problem identified in the problem 
statement. If a proposed policy statement is not included the Policy Shepherd(s) will work with the 
author to draft a proposed policy statement.

2.2.2. Criteria for Advancing to Draft Policy

The Advisory Council may not evaluate the merits of a Policy Proposal when deciding whether 
or not to advance the Policy Proposal to a Draft Policy. In order to advance to a Draft Policy, the 
Advisory Council must consider only whether a Policy Proposal meets the following criteria:

2.2.2.1. Clear Problem Statement

The Policy Proposal must contain a clear Problem Statement that identifies a real, perceived, or 
potential problem with existing Internet Number Resource Policy in the ARIN region. The text of 
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the Problem Statement must provide sufficient clarity for the average member of the Internet 
Community to understand the problem described. 

2.2.2.2. Proposed Changes to the Text of NRPM

The Policy Proposal must contain suggested changes to specific language in the NRPM which 
address the problem described in the Problem Statement. The proposed policy statement does not 
need to provide a perfect or complete solution to the problem identified in the Problem Statement. 
However there must be a reasonable connection between the problem identified in the Problem 
Statement and the suggested changes to the text of the NRPM provided in the proposed policy 
statement.

2.2.2.3. Fall within the Scope of ARIN Policy

In order to be considered within the scope of ARIN policy, a Policy Proposal must address policies 
and guidelines to be followed by ARIN in its role in managing Internet Number Resources within the 
ARIN region. 

Note: A Policy Proposal may not define the specific processes by which the Policy Proposal will 
be implemented by ARIN staff, nor may it define or establish services offered by ARIN, or the fees 
charged by ARIN for its services. To suggest changes to ARIN processes, fees, or services, members of 
the Internet community may participate in ARIN’s Consultation and Suggestion Process (ACSP). The 
ACSP is described on ARIN’s public website. 

2.2.3. Author Actions

During the proposal phase, the Proposal Author shall work with the Policy Shepherd(s) and ARIN staff to 
ensure the Policy Proposal meets the criteria set out in section 2.2.2. The author may revise (or not) the Policy 
Proposal based on the feedback received from the Advisory Council. 

2.2.4. Advisory Council Actions

The Advisory Council shall review the Policy Proposal as submitted by the Proposal Author. After reviewing 
the Policy Proposal against the requirements in section 2.2.2 the following actions are available to the 
Advisory Council:

2.2.4.1. Advance to Draft Policy

If the Policy Proposal meets the applicable criteria the Advisory Council should advance the Policy 
Proposal to the Draft Policy state for consideration and discussion by the Internet Community.  This 
action shall be announced to the Internet Community on the ARIN Public Policy Mailing List.

2.2.4.2. Remand to Author

If the Policy Proposal does not meet the criteria for advancement to Draft Policy state, the Advisory 
Council may formally remand the Policy Proposal to the Proposal Author.  This action shall be 
announced to the Internet Community on the ARIN Public Policy Mailing List (PPML). The Proposal 
Author shall also receive notice of the formal remand and a statement from the Advisory Council 
which notes the reasons for taking such an action. The notice shall also note the Petition Actions 
available to the Author. Policy Proposals which are remanded to the Author and not revised by the 
Author within 60 days are deemed to be abandoned.  

2.2.4.3. Reject as Out of Scope

If the Policy Proposal is out of scope for the Policy Development Process the Advisory Council may 
reject it as out of scope. This action shall be announced to the Internet Community on the ARIN 
Public Policy Mailing List (PPML).  The Author shall receive notice of the rejection for out of scope 
and a statement from the Advisory Council which notes the reasons for taking such an action. The 
notice shall also note the Petition Actions available to the Author. 
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2.2.4.4. Deem Editorial

If the text of the Policy Proposal is editorial in nature, the Advisory Council may use the Editorial 
Update process (as defined in section 2.8) for a Policy Proposal.

2.2.5. Community Petition Actions

2.2.5.1. Petition for Proposal Remanded

If a Policy Proposal has been formally remanded to the Proposal Author, the Proposal Author may 
request that a Petition be initiated to advance the Policy Proposal to a Draft Policy as defined in 
section 3. This Petition request must occur within seven days after the announcement date of the 
Advisory Council action. A successful Petition, within the meaning of section 3.1.4, results in the 
Policy Proposal being advanced to a Draft Policy. A staff and legal review shall be conducted and 
published on a Draft Policy advanced by Petition.

2.2.5.2. Petition for Proposal Rejected as Out of Scope

If a Policy Proposal has been rejected as out of scope, a member of the Internet Community may 
request that a Petition be initiated to advance the Policy Proposal to a Draft Policy as defined in 
section 3. This Petition request must occur within seven days after the announcement date of the 
Advisory Council action. A successful Petition, within the meaning of section 3.1.4, results in the 
Policy Proposal being forwarded to the ARIN Board of Trustees for consideration as a Draft Policy.

2.2.5.3. Petition for Promotion to Draft Policy

If a Policy Proposal has not been advanced to Draft Policy within 60 days of being submitted, a 
member of the Internet Community may request that a Petition be initiated to advance the Policy 
Proposal to a Draft Policy as defined in section 3. A successful Petition, within the meaning of section 
3.1.4, results in the Policy Proposal being advanced to a Draft Policy. A staff and legal review shall be 
conducted and published on a Draft Policy advanced by Petition.

2.3. Draft Policy

Once a Policy Proposal is assessed as described in section 2.2, it becomes a Draft Policy. A Draft Policy will be 
presented to the Internet Community for feedback, and evaluated by the Advisory Council as described below.

2.3.1. Criteria for Next Step

In order to advance to a Recommended Draft Policy, a Draft Policy must meet the principles outlined in 
section 1.4: it must enable fair and impartial administration of number resources, be technically sound, and 
be supported by the Internet Community. A staff and legal review must be completed prior to advancing the 
Draft Policy to a Recommended Draft Policy state.

2.3.2. Community Action

The Internet Community may participate in evaluating and providing feedback (PPF) on a Draft Policy by 
participating on the PPML, at a Public Policy Consultation, by providing feedback directly to members of the 
Advisory Council, or via other recognized methods.

2.3.3. Advisory Council Actions

2.3.3.1. Presentation to the Community

The Advisory Council will present the Draft Policy to the Internet Community and encourage 
discussion and solicit feedback on the PPML. The Advisory Council may present the Draft Policy to 
the Internet Community for feedback at a PPC. The Advisory Council may elect to advance the Draft 
Policy to Recommended Draft Policy state without first presenting the Draft Policy at a Public Policy 
Consultation if the Advisory Council is satisfied with the level of feedback received from the PPML. 
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2.3.3.2. Submission for Staff and Legal Review

The Advisory Council may submit a Draft Policy for review by ARIN staff and legal at any point. A staff 
and legal review must be completed prior to advancing the Draft Policy to a Recommended Draft 
Policy state. If a Draft Policy has gone through substantial changes since the previous staff and legal 
review, the Advisory Council must submit a request for a subsequent staff and legal review prior 
to advancing the Draft Policy to a Recommended Draft Policy. The staff and legal review should be 
completed within 14 days of receipt of the submission.

2.3.3.3. Revision Based on Feedback

The Advisory Council may edit the Draft Policy in response to feedback from the Internet 
Community; in response to feedback received during the staff and legal review; and to better align 
the Draft Policy with the criteria outlined in section 2.3.1. Additionally the Advisory Council may, at 
its discretion, merge two or more Draft Policies of a similar nature or that aim to achieve a similar 
goal. If more than superficial differences exist between two Draft Policies, the Advisory Council 
should seek feedback from the Internet Community prior to merging two Draft Policies when doing 
so would involve omitting a substantive element from one or more Draft Policies. 

2.3.3.4. Abandon the Draft Policy

The Advisory Council may abandon a Draft Policy that is unable or highly unlikely to meet the 
criteria set forth in section 2.3.1, or if an alternative Draft Proposal has received more support from 
the Internet Community. 

2.3.3.5. Advance to Recommended Draft Policy

The Advisory Council may advance a Draft Policy to Recommended Draft Policy after the criteria in 
section 2.3.1 are met.

2.3.3.6. Deem Editorial

If the text of the Draft Policy is editorial in nature, the Advisory Council may use the Editorial Update 
process (as defined in section 2.8).

2.3.3.7. Publish Assessment

The Advisory Council will assess the conformance of each Draft Policy to the principles defined in 
section 2.3.1 and document the result and any action taken in an assessment published to PPML. 
Any specific concerns expressed by a significant portion of the Internet Community must be 
explicitly noted and addressed in the assessment of the policy change.

2.3.4. Community Petition Actions

2.3.4.1. Petition Against Abandonment

If a Draft Policy has been abandoned by the AC, a member of the Internet Community may request 
that a Petition, as defined in section 3, be initiated to reverse the abandonment.  This Petition 
request must occur within seven days after the announcement date of the Advisory Council action. 
A successful Petition, within the meaning of section 3.1.4, results in the abandoned Draft Policy 
being returned to a Draft Policy status. A staff and legal review shall be conducted and published 
on completion of a successful return of an abandoned draft to a Draft Policy. The Draft Policy may 
not be revised or abandoned by the AC until after it has been presented to the Internet Community 
at a PPC following the successful Petition. After such presentation the AC may revise or abandon 
the Draft Policy or advance the Draft Policy to Recommended Draft Policy status according to the 
standard Policy Development Process.
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2.3.4.2. Petition for Promotion to Recommended Draft Status 

If a Draft Policy has not been advanced to Recommended Draft Policy within 90 days of being 
submitted, a member of the Internet Community may request that a Petition be initiated to advance 
the Draft Policy to a Recommended Draft Policy as defined in section 3. A successful Petition, within 
the meaning of section 3.1.4, results in the Draft Proposal being advanced to a Recommended Draft 
Policy. A staff and legal review shall be conducted and published on a Draft Policy advanced by 
Petition.

The Recommended Draft Policy may not be revised or abandoned by the AC until after it has 
been presented to the Internet Community at a PPC following the successful Petition. After 
such presentation the AC may revise or abandon the Recommended Draft Policy or advance the 
Recommended Draft Policy to Last Call status according to the standard Policy Development 
Process.

2.4. Recommended Draft Policy

2.4.1. Criteria for Next Step

In order to advance a Recommended Draft Policy to Last Call the RDP must be presented to the Internet 
Community at a Public Policy Consultation. The RDP will again be reviewed to ensure it meets the principles 
described in section 1.4: (1) it must enable the fair and impartial administration of Internet Number 
Resources; (2) it must be technically sound; and (3) it must be supported by the Internet Community. 

2.4.2. Community Action

The Internet Community may participate in evaluating and providing feedback on a Recommended Draft 
Policy by participating on the PPML, at a Public Policy Consultation, and by providing feedback directly to 
members of the Advisory Council.

2.4.3. Advisory Council Actions

2.4.3.1. Advancement to Last Call

Following the completion of the Public Policy Consultation the AC shall review the feedback 
provided by the Internet Community. The AC must only advance policies to Last Call that meet the 
Internet Number Resource Policy principles set out in section 1.4.

2.4.3.2. Recommended Draft Policy Updates

The AC may make minor changes to a Recommended Draft Policy prior to advancing that RDP to 
Last Call provided that the changes were discussed and supported by the Internet Community 
during the previous Public Policy Consultation. If the AC advances a RDP to Last Call that differs from 
the RDP presented at the last PPC, the AC will provide a detailed explanation for all changes to the 
text of the RDP to PPML. 

If the AC makes substantial changes to the text of a RDP after it has been presented at a PPC, the 
revised text must be presented at a future PPC before the AC may advance the revised text to Last 
Call status. 

2.4.3.3. Reversion to Draft Policy

If a Recommended Draft Policy has not been advanced to Last Call within 60 days of completion of 
a Public Policy Consultation where the RDP was presented, the RDP shall revert to Draft Policy status 
on the AC’s docket.

2.4.4. Community Petition Actions

2.4.4.1. Petition for Promotion to Last Call
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If a Recommended Draft Policy has not been advanced to Last Call within 60 days following a Public 
Policy Consultation where the RDP was presented, a member of the Internet Community may 
request that a Petition be initiated to advance the Recommended Draft Policy to Last Call as defined 
in section 3. A successful Petition results in the Recommended Draft Policy being posted to PPML for 
a Last Call period of 30 days. 

2.4.4.2. Petition Against Abandonment

If a Recommended Draft Policy has been abandoned by the AC, a Petition against abandonment 
may be initiated by a member of the Internet Community within 14 days of the announcement of 
the abandonment by the AC as defined in section 3. A successful Petition results in the policy being 
placed back on the AC’s docket as a Recommended Draft Policy and must be presented at the next 
PPC.

2.5. Last Call

2.5.1. Criteria for next step

In order to advance a Recommended Draft Policy in Last Call to the Board for adoption the RDP must fully 
meet the three principles of Internet Number Resource Policy described in section 1.4. A Recommended Draft 
Policy must have significant Internet Community support as indicated by a poll taken at the last Public Policy 
Consultation prior to advancement to Last Call. A RDP in Last Call shall be posted to the Internet Community 
for a minimum of 14 days. The AC in its discretion may extend a Last Call period for up to 30 additional days.

2.5.2. Community Action

The Internet Community may participate in a final evaluation of a Recommended Draft Policy in Last Call by 
providing feedback to the AC on PPML, or via direct conversations with members of the AC.

2.5.3. Advisory Council Actions

2.5.3.1. Advancement to the Board for Adoption

Following the completion of the Last Call period the AC shall review feedback provided by the 
Internet Community. The AC must only advance policies to the Board for adoption which continue 
to meet the requirements of section 1.4., and where no undiscussed substantial issues have been 
raised by the Internet Community. Advancement shall be made by the affirmative roll call vote of the 
two-thirds of the members of the full Advisory Council. 

2.5.3.2. Editorial Edits

The AC may make minor editorial changes to a Recommended Draft Policy and reissue it for Last 
Call. No other changes may be made while the policy is in Last Call.

2.5.3.3. Reversion to Draft Policy

If a Recommended Draft Policy in Last Call has not been advanced to the Board for adoption within 
60 days of completion of the Last Call period the Recommended Draft Policy shall revert to a Draft 
Policy on the AC’s docket.

2.6. Adoption

2.6.1. Criteria: 

The ARIN Board of Trustees evaluates a Recommended Draft Policy for adoption once it is received from the 
Advisory Council. In its review, the Board of Trustees confirms that the process followed the purpose of the 
ARIN PDP (as per 1.1) and that the resulting policy satisfies the Principles of Internet Number Resource Policy 
with respect to the Policy Development Goals of the PDP specifically defined in 1.4.
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2.6.2. Board Actions

2.6.2.1. Adopt Recommended Draft Policy

The Board of Trustees may adopt the Recommended Draft Policy. Upon adoption the 
Recommended Draft Policy shall be integrated into the NRPM and implemented by ARIN staff.

2.6.2.2. Remand or Review to the AC, Rejection 

The Board of Trustees may reject or remand the Recommended Draft Policy to the AC. A rejection or 
remanding shall include a written explanation to the AC noting the issues which caused the Board 
to take this action and shall be announced on PPML.

A rejected RDP shall revert to Draft Policy state. A remanded RDP shall remain in RDP state. A 
remanded RDP that is not subsequently abandoned by the Advisory Council must be presented to 
the Internet Community at a subsequent PPC before it is sent to another Last Call.

The Board of Trustees may also seek clarification from the AC without remanding the RDP. 

2.7. Implementation

2.7.1. Staff Action

ARIN staff shall implement changes to the NRPM as adopted by the ARIN Board of Trustees. ARIN staff prepare 
an update to the NRPM to incorporate the changes that were adopted via the PDP and publish the update 
and the implementation time for new policies if applicable. ARIN shall also update its internal documents and 
procedures as necessary to fully implement the changes to the Internet Number Resource Policies.

ARIN staff should monitor the implementation of policies and report back to the Internet Community if it 
becomes aware of a significant defect or issues regarding policy implementation. 

2.8. Special Actions

2.8.1. Editorial Update

2.8.1.1. Editorial Update Criteria

An Editorial Update results in non-substantive change to the NRPM.  Editorial Updates can 
provide additional clarity, correct textual errors or references, improve grammatical language, or 
remove non-operative sections of the NRPM.  Editorial Updates do not change ARIN’s practices or 
procedures related to the administration of Internet Number Resources.  

2.8.1.2. Advisory Council Action

If a Policy Proposal meets the criteria of 2.8.1.1 the AC may advance a Policy Proposal as an Editorial 
Update. After the AC adopts a Policy Proposal as an Editorial Update, ARIN staff shall post a copy of 
the proposed update to PPML for a minimum of 30 days. ARIN staff shall conduct a staff and legal 
review of this proposed update for consideration by the Advisory Council and the Board of Trustees.

2.8.1.3. Community Action

Members of the Internet Community may comment on PPML if they believe an update would not be 
an Editorial Update or if they believe that additional formal discussion should occur for the proposed 
NRPM update.

2.8.1.4. Advisory Council Action

The Advisory Council shall review all the comments posted by the Internet Community on the PPML 
regarding the Editorial Update. Following its review, the AC may make a formal recommendation to 
the Board of Trustees that the Editorial Update be included in a future version of the NRPM. 
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2.8.1.5. Board Action

Upon receiving a recommendation from the Advisory Council to make an Editorial Update to the 
NRPM, the Board of Trustees shall confirm that the change meets the criteria of 2.8.1.1 and that 
notice of change has been publicly posted to the PPML for at least 30 days. The Board of Trustees 
may then ratify this Editorial Update for inclusion into the NRPM.

The Board of Trustees may remand an Editorial Update to the AC. A remand shall include a written 
explanation to the AC noting the issues which caused the Board to take this action. A remanded 
Editorial Update returns to the Draft Policy state.

2.8.1.6. Staff Action

ARIN staff shall implement editorial changes to the NRPM in a similar manner as other NRPM 
changes pursuant to section 2.7.

2.8.2. Policy Suspension 

2.8.2.1. Policy Suspension Criteria

Prior to suspending an adopted policy, the Board of Trustees must determine that a current Internet 
Number Resource Policy as implemented is flawed such that it causes significant impediments to 
ARIN’s ability to manage Internet Number Resources, or causes a substantial adverse impact on the 
Internet Community. 

2.8.2.2. Initial Board Action

If a policy meets the suspension criteria as defined in 2.8.2.1, the Board of Trustees may immediately 
suspend the policy. Within 14 days of suspending a policy the Board of Trustees shall request a 
recommendation from the AC on next steps. The Board of Trustees shall publish a notice of the 
suspension and describe the problem that must be addressed giving rise to the policy suspension.

2.8.2.3. Advisory Council Actions

The Advisory Council shall provide the Board of Trustees with a recommended update to the 
Internet Number Resource Policy which resolves the issue that caused the policy suspension or 
note that the problem is solved by suspension. Any recommended update to policy provided by 
the Advisory Council under this section shall take the form of a Recommended Draft Policy.  A 
recommendation to the Board of Trustees to adopt the Recommended Draft Policy under this 
section shall only be made by the affirmative roll call vote of the two thirds of the members of the 
full Advisory Council. Any recommended policy made under this section must be narrowly tailored 
to address the problem resulting in the suspension, and cannot exceed the scope of the problem 
presented. 

2.8.2.4. Community Actions

The Advisory Council’s recommended update shall be published for discussion on the PPML for a 
period of at least 14 days, during which the Internet Community may provide feedback to the AC 
and the Board on its recommendation.

2.8.2.5. Board Action

The Board of Trustees will review the Advisory Council’s recommendation and the PPML discussion. 
If the Advisory Council has recommended an alternative policy to the Board of Trustees for adoption, 
the Board of Trustees will assess whether the recommended alternative policy sufficiently addresses 
the problem resulting in the suspension, and whether the proposed alternative policy is limited to 
the scope of the problem which resulted in the policy suspension. If the Board of Trustees adopts 
the AC’s recommended update, the adopted Recommended Draft Policy shall be implemented 
immediately by ARIN staff or at a timeline as directed by the Board.  
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2.8.2.6. Advisory Council Actions

The adopted Recommended Draft Policy shall then be placed on the AC’s docket as a 
Recommended Draft Policy as defined in section 2.4. If the text of the Recommended Draft Policy 
has not been changed before the text freeze deadline prior to the next Public Policy Consultation, 
this Recommended Draft Policy shall only be presented to the Internet Community as an 
informational update and automatically removed from the AC docket 30 days following the PPC.  
However, if the text of the Recommended Draft Policy has changed it shall be presented at the next 
scheduled Public Policy Consultation and shall follow the usual Policy Development Process to 
completion.

2.8.3. Emergency Policy Action 

2.8.3.1. Emergency Policy Action Criteria

If urgently necessary pursuant to ARIN’s mission the Board of Trustees may initiate Internet Number 
Resource policy by declaring an emergency and posting a Recommended Draft Policy on the PPML. 

2.8.3.2. Initial Board Action

After the Board of Trustees has declared a policy emergency, the Board of Trustees shall publish on 
the PPML: (1) a description of the emergency being addressed by the emergency policy proposal; 
(2) the text of the proposed policy, which will take the form of a Recommended Draft Policy; and 
(3) an invitation to the Internet Community to take part in the discussion of the posted emergency 
Recommended Draft Policy for a period of 14 days.

2.8.3.3. Community Action

The Internet Community shall have 14 days following the Board of Trustees declaration of 
emergency on the PPML to review and provide feedback on the emergency Recommended Draft 
Policy.

2.8.3.4. Advisory Council Actions

Following the completion of the discussion period on PPML, the Advisory Council will review the 
emergency Recommended Draft Policy and the PPML and make a recommendation to the Board of 
Trustees within seven days of the end of the discussion period. The Advisory Council will evaluate 
the emergency Recommended Draft Policy to ensure that it meets the requirements of section 1.4, 
is fair and impartial, technically sound, and supported by the Internet Community given the limited 
time period for evaluation.  A recommendation to the Board of Trustees to adopt the emergency 
Recommended Draft Policy, may be made only by the affirmative roll call vote of the two-thirds of 
the members of the full Advisory Council.

2.8.3.5. Board Action

If the Board of Trustees adopts the emergency Recommended Draft Policy, the policy shall be 
implemented immediately by ARIN staff or at a timeline as directed by the Board.  

2.8.3.6. Advisory Council Actions

The emergency Recommended Draft Policy shall then be placed on the AC’s docket as a 
Recommended Draft Policy as defined in section 2.4.  If the text of the Recommended Draft Policy 
has not been changed before the text freeze deadline prior to the next Public Policy Consultation, 
the Recommended Draft Policy shall only be presented to the Internet Community as an 
informational update and automatically removed from the AC docket 30 days following the PPC.  
However, if the text of the Recommended Draft Policy has changed it will be presented at the next 
scheduled Public Policy Consultation and shall follow the usual Policy Development Process to 
completion.
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SECTION 3 – PETITION PROCESS

3.1. Petition Action

A member of the Internet Community may petition the Board of Trustees to overrule a decision made by the 
AC that an Internet Community member believes does not properly follow the Policy Development Process as 
described in this document.  

ARIN Staff and ARIN Board of Trustees may not initiate or be counted in support of petitions.

3.1.1. Petition Initiation

A Petition action shall be initiated when a member of the Internet Community completes the Petition 
initiation form. The form shall be available on ARIN’s website. On the form, the petitioner shall specify which 
stage of the Policy Development Process that they believe has not been properly followed and provide an 
issue statement describing the error that occurred.

Petition initiations must be done under the circumstances and within the timeframes defined within the 
PDP. ARIN staff shall notify the Internet Community of the availability of a Petition option on PPML when 
Community Petition actions are available and provide a link to the Petition initiation form. Only one Petition 
action will be considered for a given policy action.  

3.1.2. Petition Window

After a valid Petition initiation form is successfully submitted, ARIN staff shall announce within two 
business days to the Internet Community on PPML that a Petition has been initiated. A Petition window 
shall start when the announcement is made to PPML and shall remain open for seven calendar days. The 
announcement to PPML shall include a link to the Petition support form, the text of the current Policy 
Proposal, Draft Policy, or Recommended Draft Policy being petitioned, the ACr action being petitioned, the 
result of a successful Petition, and the date and time of the close of the Petition window.

3.1.3. Petition Support

Members of the Internet Community who wish to support the Petition action must be a registered point 
of contact for an ARIN member organization to submit a Petition support form. The Petition support form 
shall note the policy action being petitioned, the issue statement from the petitioner, and that the supporter 
supports the Petition and the issue statement. Petition support forms must be successfully completed while 
the Petition window is open.  

The Petition initiator is eligible to submit a Petition support form provided they meet the criteria in this 
section.

3.1.4. Petition Conclusion

After the Petition window has closed, ARIN Staff shall review the Petition support forms. A Petition action is 
considered successful if at least 15 valid Petition support forms from 15 different ARIN member organizations 
are received. 

ARIN staff shall post to the PPML the result of the Petition action within two business days of the close of the 
Petition window. The results of a Petition shall be presented to the Internet Community at the next PPC.
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Thank you for attending ARIN 52


