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Central Office Code Activity Report

The following table is a summary of the Central Office (CO) code activity for the period January 2000 through January 2002
.

	Month
	Re-

Quests
	Assign-ments
	Changes
	Suspen-

sions
	Denials
	Cancel
	Discon-nects
	Reser-vations
	Lottery Denial
	Lottery Priority

	January 00
	3,372
	1,276
	849
	187
	247
	49
	179
	0
	507
	78

	February 
	4,240
	1,649
	1,221
	271
	208
	28
	227
	19
	506
	111

	March
	4,533
	1,627
	1,393
	317
	162
	93
	369
	2
	475
	95

	April 
	4,083
	1,333
	1,073
	404
	207
	66
	291
	5
	545
	159

	May
	4,127
	1,356
	1,259
	217
	189
	51
	437
	4
	430
	184

	June
	4,486
	1,437
	1,212
	597
	274
	86
	195
	0
	482
	203

	July
	4,745
	1,328
	1,214
	464
	713
	113
	253
	1
	474
	185

	August
	4,633
	1,112
	1,456
	435
	848
	70
	283
	0
	317
	112

	September
	4,048
	1,057
	1,045
	470
	617
	53
	282
	2
	357
	165

	October
	4,748
	1,453
	1,173
	470
	669
	121
	393
	0
	360
	109

	November
	3,834
	942
	1,071
	606
	387
	92
	360
	0
	304
	72

	December
	3,609
	840
	992
	570
	316
	59
	393
	0
	225
	214

	TOTAL
	50,458
	15,410
	13,958
	5,008
	4,837
	881
	3,662
	33
	-
	-

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	January 01
	4,373
	959
	1,414
	266
	841
	104
	789
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	February 
	4,590
	817
	1,922
	14
	1412
	64
	361
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	March 
	6,980
	1,319
	3,660
	4
	1333
	89
	575
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	April 
	3,514
	754
	1,541
	9
	839
	37
	334
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	May 
	5,143
	1,358
	1,757
	7
	1,392
	73
	556
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	June
	4,224
	1,024
	1,589
	20
	1,087
	73
	430
	1
	N/A
	N/A

	July
	3,439
	768
	981
	36
	831
	73
	750
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	August
	3,140
	734
	1,124
	N/A
	787
	132
	363
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	September
	2,974
	610
	937
	N/A
	891
	38
	498
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	October
	3,102
	836
	1,008
	N/A
	763
	92
	398
	5
	N/A
	N/A

	November
	2,912
	617
	1,133
	N/A
	465
	70
	627
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	December
	2,893
	602
	1,337
	N/A
	468
	109
	377
	0
	N/A
	N/A

	TOTAL
	47,284
	10,398
	18,403
	-
	11,099
	954
	6,058
	6
	-
	-

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	January 02
	3,132
	491
	1,254
	N/A
	630
	102
	655
	0
	N/A
	N/A


Observations

· Total assignments for 2001 were 10,398 codes.  By comparison, there were 15,410 codes assigned in 2000, a drop of 5000 codes.

· The quantity of returns increased nearly 2,400 codes in 2001.  

· Net assignments for 2001 were 4,300 codes, compared with nearly 11,500 codes in 2000, a difference of 7,200 codes.  

· In comparing the quantity of assignments in the month of January, there is a significant decline in demand (1,276 in 2000, 959 in 2001 and 491 in 2002).  

· In January 2002, the net assignment rate was negative (i.e., more codes were returned than assigned).  

Summary of Central Office Code Categories

The following are the definitions of the code categories included on the CO Code Activity Report. 

Requests – Sum of all the different categories of code requests by month.

Assignments – Quantity of CO code applications (i.e., the Part 1 Request form of the CO code (NXX) Assignment Guidelines) that resulted in the assignment of a code to a service provider.

Changes – Quantity of CO code applications that resulted in a change in the information associated with a code assignment.  Per the CO Code Assignment Guidelines, service providers submit a Part 1 Request form with the appropriate changes. 

Suspensions – Quantity of CO code applications that were suspended by NANPA due to the need for additional clarification or documentation or further follow-up with the code applicant.  Effective August 2001, NANPA eliminated this category.  Any code application suspended and later assigned or denied will appear in the “Assignments” or “Denials” category.

Denials – Quantity of CO code applications that were denied assignment of a code because they failed to meet the criteria for assignment as prescribed by the CO Code Assignment Guidelines. 

Cancel– Quantity of CO code applications requesting NANPA to either cancel or withdraw a previous assignment request.

Disconnects – Quantity of CO code applications requesting NANPA to disconnect an assigned code.  Codes that are returned to NANPA are included in this category.

Reservations – Quantity of code applications requesting and receiving a code reservation per the CO Code Assignment Guidelines.  Applicants receiving a code reservation must submit a Part 1 Request form at the time they want the code to be assigned to them.

Lottery Denial – Quantity of code applications in a lottery that were denied because the application was not selected in the lottery.  Effective January 2001, NANPA eliminated this category.  These denials are now included in the “Denial” column.  

Lottery Priority – Quantity of code applications in a lottery that were selected for eventual assignment of a code.  The priority status indicates when their request will become eligible for assignment.  Effective January 2001, NANPA eliminated this category.  Any code put in the lottery priority category and assigned or denied in a subsequent month will be shown as an assignment/denial in that month.

Utilization Calculation for Growth Code Resources

NANPA sought clarification from the FCC concerning the utilization formula as described in the NRO Orders.  Specifically, there was a concern that the proposed utilization calculation being developed in the INC and included on the Part 1 Code Request Months-to-Exhaust Worksheet (MTE) was not consistent with the NRO Orders.  The issue centered on the exclusion of intermediate numbers in the denominator of the calculation.  

The correspondence concerning this matter is provided below.  NANC, NOWG and INC leadership (including the INC CO Code Workshop Co-Chairs) were copied on this correspondence.

The INC met the week of March 4, 2002 and revisited their proposed utilization calculation.  The proposed new utilization calculation indicates that the numerator should consist of “Assigned Numbers” and denominator the “Total Numbering Resources in Applicant's Inventory.”  The issue remained in initial closure.
----Correspondence concerning Utilization Calculation----

John,

Thanks for the heads up.  As I indicated in our prior conversations, intermediate numbers are always to be included in the denominator, and can be included in the numerator to the extent that the entity receiving them has "assigned" them to an end-user (and the carrier who receives the numbers from NANPA should be prepared to demonstrate that the numbers have been assigned). 

Cheryl Callahan

>>> "Manning, John" <john.manning@neustar.biz> 02/25/02 01:16PM >>>

Cheryl,

As a follow-up to our discussions on January 9 and February 22, 2002, I wanted to provide you with some more information concerning an INC issue addressing the utilization calculation as described on the MTE form.

INC Issue 327 is presently in Initial Closure with plans for the issue to go to Final Closure on March 4, 2002.  I have attached the INC issue statement and modified MTE form for the CO Code Part 1 application form for your information.  Please note that this form is very hard to read due to the tracking marks and numerous footnotes.  As we discussed, there continues to be confusion about what should and should not be included in the numerator and denominator of the utilization calculation.  The proposed resolution for Issue 327 includes the following calculation for utilization (this figure would be multiplied by 100):

Assigned Numbers minus

Assigned Newly Acquired Numbers

Total Numbering Resources in Applicant's Inventory 

minus (Newly Acquired Numbers and Intermediate Numbers)

As you can see from above, the INC has excluded intermediate numbers from the denominator.  It is my understanding that although concerns were raised that this may not be the exact terms used in Par. 30 in the 2nd NRO Order or Par. 50 of the 3rd NRO Order, the INC decided that its interpretation was a cumulative interpretation of the utilization calculation based on the calculation set forth in the CFR, with the further definition of how to treat newly acquired numbers in Par. 108 of the 1st NRO Order, and how to treat intermediate numbers per Par. 21 of the 1st NRO Order.  Further, as I have noted to you previously, we at NANPA also had the impression that carriers could exclude intermediate numbers from the denominator of the utilization calculation based on Par. 21 of the first NRO Order.  That is, intermediate numbers are not considered a part of a SP's inventory because the SP does not control provision of these numbers.

Based upon my conversations with you in which you conveyed the intent of the FCC as it relates to the utilization calculation, the proposed INC utilization calculation (as well as NANPA's understanding) is not consistent with the NRO Orders.  That is, intermediate numbers should not be excluded from the denominator in the above calculation.  Therefore, if/when this issue goes to final closure on March 4, the CO Code Guidelines will include a utilization calculation that differs from the NRO Orders.  

Based upon the above information, NANPA will proceed forward with the understanding that intermediate numbers are not be excluded from the denominator of the utilization calculation.  We will also update information on our web site to reflect this information.  Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional clarification concerning NANPA's understanding.

John Manning

 <<iss327.doc>> 

NANP Resource Status Update

FG B Carrier Identification Codes (CICs)

The FG B CIC resource continues to decline in usage.  During 2001, only three (3) FG B CICs were assigned while over 60 codes were reclaimed or returned.  In 2000, only 17 codes were assigned with nearly 60 codes reclaimed or returned.  At this time, there is no concern relating to the exhaust of this resource based upon the current rate of assignment.

FG D Carrier Identification Codes (CICs)

There was a slight decline in FG D CIC demand.  The quantity of FG D assignments decreased from nearly 300 in 2000 to 236 in 2001.  The average monthly assignment rate decreased from 25 codes/month in 2000 to 19 codes per month in 2001.  However, the number of codes returned increased from 126 in 2000 to over 200 in 2001. 

During 2001, the FCC eliminated the provision constraining FG D CICs to the 0XXX, 5XXX and 6XXX ranges, thus opening the other ranges for assignment.  The FCC directive limiting entities to two CICs remained in place.  At the current assignment rate, the supply of FG D CICs will last for the next 30 years.  

500 NPA

At the beginning of 2001, there were 522 NXX assignments from the 500 NPA.  In November of 2000, NANPA reported to the INC that the resource could potentially exhaust as early as February 2002, based upon current assignment rates.  

In 2001, NANPA assigned 127 new 500-NXX codes.  However, NANPA, using data collected via the Number Resource Utilization and Forecast (NRUF) reporting, was successful in reclaiming or encouraging the return of over 170 500-NXX codes.  As a result, at year-end 2001, there were 479 codes assigned, which is over 40 codes less than the quantity assigned at the beginning of the year.  Further, on average, nearly 11 codes were assigned each month in 2001.  At this rate, the 500 resource is projected to exhaust in 2005.

900 NPA

Similar to 2000, the demand for 900 NXX codes is non-existent.  Only one 900-NXX was assigned in 2001.  Using NRUF data collected in August 2001, NANPA was successful in getting 84 900-NXX codes returned.  At the end of 2001, there were 228 assigned 900-NXX codes.

555 Line Numbers

The intended use for 555 line numbers includes the provisioning of information services but may grow to include a broad range of existing and future services as well.  There were 773 555 line numbers assigned in 2001.  At the end of the year, 7,285 555 line numbers were assigned for national use, 288 were assigned for non-national use, 116 remained “in dispute” and 100 were reserved.  There were 2,210 555 line numbers available for assignment.  

NPA 456 (International Inbound Service), 800-855, Vertical Service Codes and Automatic Number Identification (ANI) II Digits and N11 Codes

The purpose of NPA 456 and its associated NXXs is to enable the routing of inbound international calls for carrier-specific services, particular to that service provider's network, to and between countries served by the NANP.  800-855 numbers are used only for the purpose of accessing public services on the Public Switched Telephone Network (PSTN) intended for the deaf, hard of hearing, or speech impaired.  Vertical Service Codes (VSCs) are customer-dialed codes in the *XX or *2XX dialing format for touch-tone and the 11XX or 112XX dialing format for rotary phones.  They are used to provide customer access to features and services (e.g. call forwarding, automatic callback, etc.) provided by network service providers such as local exchange carriers, interexchange carriers or commercial mobile radio service (CMRS) providers.  Automatic Number Identification (ANI) “II” digits are digit pairs sent with the originating telephone number.  The digit pair identifies the type of originating station; e.g., plain old telephone service (POTS) or hotel/motel.

There were no assignments of these resources in 2001.  

NRUF and NPA Exhaust Projections

February 1, 2002 was the FCC-mandated date for service providers to submit their utilization and forecast reports to NANPA.  From mid-January through March 6, 2002, NANPA processed nearly 5,000 submissions.  These include new submissions, revised submissions that provide corrections to errors identified during processing and updates to previously submitted information.

Per the NRO Order, NANPA is to provide a copy of the carrier-specific data to state commissions with appropriate confidentiality protections in place.  NANPA will make this information available to the states on or about March 15, 2002.

NANPA is targeting the May 21-22, 2002 NANC meeting for the release of the new NPA exhaust projections.  Assuming a national pooling rollout schedule will been finalized and made available (for the remainder of 2002 and all of 2003), NANPA will incorporate the pooling rollout into its analysis.  However, if this schedule is not available, NANPA will only be able to include the impact of pooling in those NPAs where a mandatory pooling implementation date is known.  

NANPA Newsletter

In order to streamline the publication process and bring the news to you faster, NANPA has eliminated the print version of this newsletter. Instead, we want to bring it directly to your e-mail box.

To have NANPA Newletter delivered to your mailbox, simple go to the NANPA home page (www.nanpa.com), under Frequently Visited Pages, and click on “Electronic Mailing List Signup.”  There you find instructions for signing up for the NANPA Newsletter as well as other NANPA mailing lists.

The newsletter will also continue to be available in a PDF format on the nanpa.com web site.
� Source:  NANPA CO Code Administration
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