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Abstract

A summary of the status of IRM administration.

Recommendation

For the information of IFAST members.

IRM Administrator’s Report (as of June 10th, 2005)

· The main focus of the IRM administrator and the secretariat has been getting through a backlog of invoices, due to various changes of secretariat and personnel over the past two years. Great progress is being made.

· A conflict has been investigated between China Unicom and Remote Dynamics over several IRM codes, including 0997. Our conclusion is that the IFAST information is correct. A misunderstanding appears to have occurred on the part of Remote Dynamics (then AutoLink) when they wrote to Cibernet in 1998 to obtain a BID code and provided information that they were utilizing IRM code 0997. The fact that Cibernet did not question this usage appears to have been taken by Remote Dynamics as a de facto assignment. Remote Dynamics has been informed of our conclusion, but has not responded.

· Some conflicts have been reported from India where some systems are using self-assigned MIN codes. This probably arose because the systems were originally designed as “wireless local loop”, without any roaming capabilities.

· Several conflicts were narrowly averted when ATIS received money for payment for IFAST fees resulting in IFAST reclaiming or not assigning the IRM codes. We thank the carriers that went out of the way to help avert the potential crisis, e.g. by returning IRM codes that they had been allocated by IFAST.

· Some IRM code splitting has been implemented. This is being done through ‘round robin’ invoicing, in which each company pays the fees one year, and the other company (or companies) in the intervening years.

· IRM emails are being distributed on approximately a 2 week schedule. Each time emails regarding new assignments, reservations or returns are circulated, IRM lists at http://www.ifast.org are updated.

· Education and consultation regarding the IRM assignment process is ongoing, largely by responding to emailed inquiries.

IRM Utilization

	Date

	IRM Codes Used
	Percentage Used

	June, 2005
	1801
	50%

	March, 2005
	1626
	45%

	September, 2004
	1397
	39%

	March, 2004
	1333
	37%

	IRM Expansion from 2000 to 3600 MNIs

	March, 2004
	1333
	67%

	August, 2003
	1318
	66%

	March, 2003
	1274
	64%

	September, 2002
	1174
	59%

	October, 2001
	1138
	57%

	October, 2000
	1126
	56%

	March, 2000
	n/a
	55%


IRM Status

	IRM Status

	Number (%) of Codes
	March 2005 Report
	March 2004 Report

	Paid
	1572 (87%)
	1230 (76%)
	1283 (92%)

	Dormant (12-18 months unpaid)
	14
	1
	0

	Being Reclaimed (6‑12 months)
	131 (4%)
	0 (2%)
	28 (2%)

	Owing (0-6 months unpaid)
	99 (3%)
	525 (32%)
	62 (4.5%)

	With technology and/or frequency information
	1267 (70%)
	1,133 (69%)
	770 (55%)

	Expanded IRM Usage (xxx[01]+6D)
	522 (29%)
	486 (13%)
	31 (2%)
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