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Meeting Report Summary 
Chair: Jim Haynes, Compliance Engineering Services

2:00pm-4:00pm ET
I. Call to Order

Mr. Haynes called the meeting to order at 2:00pm.
II. Attendance Check-in, Introductions and Administrative Matters 
The following ACTA Industry Segment Representatives and general public were present, either in person or on the telephone.

	Name
	Company/Organization
	Representing

	Jim Haynes
	Compliance Engineering Services
	ACTA Chair

	Ken Biholar
	Alcatel Lucent
	Manufacturer Segment

	John Bipes
	Mobile Engineering
	Other Interested Party Segment

	Milt Bush 
	The M Companies 
	Other Interested Party Segment

	Sharon Hoffman
	Timco Engineering 
	Testing Labs Segment

	Scott Lambert 
	Intertek 
	Testing Labs Segment

	Rich Mullen 
	Panasonic
	Manufacturer Segment

	Amar Ray 
	CenturyLink
	Service Provider Segment Representative

	Jimmy Salinas
	AT&T
	Service Provider Segment

	Matthew Mulvihill 
	Industry Canada
	Public 

	Magdoly Rondon 
	Industry Canada 
	Public 

	Jennifer Warnell 
	MetLabs 
	Public 

	Stephen Whitesell
	VTech Communications
	Public 

	Efrain Guevara
	Industry Canada
	Public 

	Scott Roleson 
	Hewlett Packard 
	Public 

	Dave Jeskey 
	Sentinel Connector Systems
	Public 

	Bob Brennan 
	Sentinel Connector Systems
	Public 

	Kevin Ressler
	TE Connectivity 
	Public 

	Stephanie Montgomery
	TIA
	TIA 

	George Ivanov
	TIA 
	TIA 

	Jean-Paul Emard
	ATIS
	ATIS Liaison to ACTA

	Kerrianne Conn 
	ATIS
	ACTA Secretariat Administrator

	Tom Goode
	ATIS 
	ATIS General Counsel 


III. Agenda Review and Approval (ACTA-11-005)

1. Participants reviewed the draft meeting agenda.  

2. Motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda as displayed. (Salinas/Hoffman). The revised was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
IV. Review and Approval of Meeting Summary from March 24, 2011 General Council Meeting (ACTA-11-004)
3. Participants reviewed the Meeting Summary.  
4. Motion was made for the approval of the March 24, 2011 Meeting Summary (Salinas/Bipes). The Meeting Summary was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
5. ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-11-004 (ACTION ITEM). 
· Action Item Review from March 24, 2011  

· The participants made a few modifications to the order of the agenda to accommodate participants with limited time. The Secretariat will post the revised agenda (ACTION ITEM).  

Status: Done
· ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-10-020 (ACTION ITEM).  

Status: Done
· The question was raised if there was any progress in reaching out to the HAC groups?  It was noted that there has been none at this time, but staff will investigate this further (ACTION ITEM). 

Status: Done – This will be reported during the Enforcement WG Summary
· Prior to next enforcement conference call staff will identify nongovernment HAC groups to potentially invite them to participate in future meetings (ACTION ITEM).   

Status: Done – This will be reported during the Enforcement WG Summary
· The question was raised if TIA-968-A would continue to be accessible due to the fact that filers might need to review the differences between the versions. Mr. Derr from TIA confirmed that TIA-968-A could continue to be available under the archived section of the Part 68 website. The Secretariat will take the necessary actions to make this update (ACTION ITEM). 

Status: Done
· Mr. Cassarino noted that a request had been received to see if Part68 website could be updated to function in the Google Chrome browser. He noted that this recently had been done. He added that the AOF system still needed to be reviewed to determine if it was functioning in Google Chrome (ACTION ITEM).  
Status: Done
· A participant noted that there were similar issues when trying to use Part68.org with the Safari browser. Staff will investigate this to see if the problem can be resolved (ACTION ITEM).  

Status: Done
· Item 15 was reviewed and it was noted that the ‘FAQ Terminology’ was referencing the ‘TIA FAQ Terminology’. This update will be made to the report and it will be reposted (ACTION ITEM).  

Status: Done
· It was noted that there was a typographical error in Item 16; CS-05 should read CS-03. This update will be made and the report will be reposted (ACTION ITEM). 

Status: Done
· Participants discussed TIA-1063, Telecommunications User Premises Equipment Analog Telephone Port Requirements for Packet-based User Premises Terminal Adapters. It was noted that this is a voluntary standard, but might be useful for ACTA to review. This review will be undertaken by the Enforcement Working Group (ACTION ITEM). 

Status: Done
V. Working Group Reports 

· ACTA WG on Enforcement – ACTA-11-008 

i. Draft Enforcement Advisory Submitted to the FCC 
6. Mr. Bush reviewed the recent activities of the WG on Enforcement. He noted that since the last ACTA meeting, the WG has met twice and the next meeting is scheduled for July 11th. 
7. It was noted that 4 HAC Consumer Groups were contacted by the Secretariat to determine if there was any interest in meeting w/ the WG to discuss enforcement issues, especially with regard to HAC. The Secretariat only heard back from one group, which requested more information, but said that they were unable to meet w/ the WG at this time. 

8. It was noted that HAC Consumer Groups are currently very involved in a number of Federal Advisory Groups, and therefore might not have the time to meet w/ the WG at this time. The WG agreed to put this on the ‘back burner’, but that they would continue to inform the HAC Consumer Groups of the activities of the WG. The Secretariat received an email from the one group who responded initially, requesting that the WG keeps it informed of future activities. 
9. It was noted that the WG created a draft enforcement advisory and submitted it to the FCC requesting that the FCC issue the enforcement advisory to the Industry. ACTA requested that the FCC issue the response by July 15th.  

10. The Secretariat received an immediate response from the FCC regarding the advisory, noting that the FCC will review the advisory and associated next steps. The Secretariat will follow-up with the FCC prior to July 15th. (ACTION ITEM)
· ACTA WG on Smart Grid and other new Technologies  

11. Mr. Salinas reported that no meeting has been held as no new technologies were brought before the group for review.  

VI. Secretariat Update 
· RPC Data Validation Update – “Top Questions”, ACTA-11-009 
12. Ms. Conn reviewed the Top Questions received by the Secretariat as contained in ACTA-11-009. It was noted that these responses had been reviewed and approved by the IS Reps.  
13. Mr. Emard reported that to-date there have been 168 successful RPC validations.  

14. The question was raised when the Secretariat would send a list of the RPC who have and have not validated to the FCC. 

15. A Motion was made and seconded to send the list of RPCs who have and have not validated to FCC (Salinas/Hoffman).  This action was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED). 
16.  The Secretariat will compile the list of the RPC who have and have not validated and draft the associated correspondence for review by the IS Reps prior to submittal to the FCC (ACTION ITEM). 
VII. Liaison Reports: 
· ACTA-11-007, TR 41 Liaison Report 
17. Mr. Bipes reviewed the TR 41 Liaison Report. 
18. He noted that Item 12 and 13, the ACTA and TIA comments to the FCC respectably, were both a matter of public record and therefore were available for review by any interested parties. 
19. Mr. Bipes reviewed Item 15 (TSB-31-D update) and noted that publication of the document is anticipated shortly. 
20. It was noted that VoIP and HAC compliance are an active discussion topic in both TR 41.9 and ACTA.   
21. Steve Whitsell reported that he would be leaving as TR 41 Chair after 2011. He noted that elections will be held at the November TR 41 face-to-face meeting for TR 41 and all of its subcommittees. Interested parties should contact TIA Staff.  
22. Mr. Whitsell noted that he will also be leaving his position at VTech Communications and his new contact information will be swhitsell@ieee.org. 

23. It was noted that the next TR 41.9 meeting, will be held virtually on Tuesday August 16th from 1-3pm ET. 
VIII. Discussion of Action Items and Contributions

· ACTA-11-006, RJ45 Gold Plating Issues +More  

24. Dave Jeskey introduced himself, Bob Brennan and Kevin Ressler. Mr. Jeskey provided some background information on Sentinel Connector Systems (Sentinel), noting that it is a major, domestic manufacturer of RJ45 plugs, jacks, and patch cable assemblies. He noted that Mr. Brennan is the President/Founder of Sentinel Connector Systems. 
25. Additionally, Sentinel participates in a member of a number of associations, specifically Communications Cable and Connectivity Association (CCCA). Mr. Ressler is attending the meeting on behalf of the Association. 
26. It was noted that Sentinel systematically and periodically purchases products off the shelf and performs tests on cables and jacks. Based on its review, Sentinel discovered that there is a large problem with inferior products for both RJ 45 plugs and jacks in the marketplace. 

27. The goal of Sentinel and also of CCCA is to inform, educate, and increase the awareness level in the marketplace about the above problems. By doing so, customers will hopefully make better product selections and get the desired results the customers are seeking.
28. It was noted that many of these problems relate to the RJ-45 Plug/Jack not meeting the minimum mechanical or material standards regarding Gold Plating, Plastic Housing Material, and Contact Design/Dimensions as set forth by a variety of Standards Bodies, including the Part 68 specifications. 
29. There are specific problems relating to the Gold and Nickel Plating, Physical Dimensional Issues, Bad Contact Design, and Blade Depth Issues. 

30. The question was raised about who is responsible for policing compliance with Part 68 specifications? In response, it was noted that if the plugs and jacks are not in compliance with TIA-968-A, the complaint would need to be filed with the Commission. 
31. The question was raised about what brought this issue up at this time? It was noted that it always has been an issue; however there might be some changes in the networks which are causing it to be noticed more. For example, the increase in dry loop networks (VoIP and DSL) could be making the problems more visible. 
32. The question was raised as to if the customer of the plugs/jacks had filed a complaint with the FCC? Additionally, it was noted that there is a complaint form on the FCC website that the customer should use. 

33. The suggestion was made that it might be helpful for the Enforcement WG to review some of these complaints and potentially use them in a report to the Commission. 

34. The recommendation was made that this issue should also be brought up to TR 41. Mr. Jeskey noted that he had already begun to discuss this with Mr. Whitsell. 
35. Mr. Jeskey thanked the ACTA for the opportunity to present this information. He noted that Sentinel and CCCA would like to continue to be involved with ACTA in the future. 
36. The Secretariat will add Mr. Jeskey, Mr. Ressler, and Mr. Brennan to the ACTA email list (ACTION ITEM). 
IX. Old/New Business 
· HAC and VoIP E-mail Inquiries 
37. Ms. Conn provide a brief summary of the May 16th Conference Call and noted that there were two action items from the May meeting to discuss today.  

38. The first action item pertained to the Secretariat drafting and sending an email response to the individuals who submitted the inquiries regarding HAC and VoIP. Ms. Conn reported that the email, which had been approved by the IS Reps via email, was sent to the 3 individuals who submitted the original inquiries. 

39. The second action item pertained to drafting a letter to the FCC noting that these inquires had been received and requesting official guidance on how ACTA should respond. Mr. Bush and Mr. Haynes noted that they have not had the opportunity to draft this letter yet, but would be working on the letter during the coming weeks. Council Members were encouraged to provide Mr. Bush and Mr. Haynes with any input they had.  

· 2012 Filing Fees 
40. Mr. Emard noted that the IS Reps and WG on Enforcement have been reviewing the possibility of raising filing fees for 2012.  It was noted that ACTA was tasked with maintaining the database for registration with Part 68 compliance, and therefore needs to do what is necessary to fulfill that task.
41. It was noted that it would be necessary to review the status of the budget at the end of the 2nd Quarter (June 30, 2011). 
42. The Secretariat will schedule an Executive Committee Meeting for early July to discuss this further (ACTION ITEM). 
43. It was noted that any decision on this matter would be reported during the September General Council Meeting. 

· Input on Future Meeting Agenda Items
44. The suggestion was made to possibly add a Regulatory Report section to all ACTA General Council meetings, in order to allow the FCC and Industry Canada to report on any items directly relating to Part 68. 
45. The Secretariat will draft a letter to the FCC and Industry Canada informing them that ACTA would like to add this to the regular agenda and gauging their interest (ACTION ITEM). 
X. Next Meeting 
46. The next meeting is currently scheduled for September 15, 2011. The Secretariat has a scheduling conflict on that day and proposes that the meeting be moved to September 22, 2011. 

47. The Secretariat will send a note out to the Council requesting input on moving the meeting. The meeting date will then be posted and announced to the Council (ACTION ITEM). 
XI. Adjournment
48. Motion was made and seconded to adjourn the meeting (Biholar/Salinas) (AGREEMENT REACHED). 
49. The meeting adjourned at 3:30pm 
Summary of Action Items

50. ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-11-004 (ACTION ITEM). 

51. The Secretariat received an immediate response from the FCC regarding the advisory, noting that the FCC will review the advisory and associated next steps. The Secretariat will follow-up with the FCC prior to July 15th. (ACTION ITEM)
52. The Secretariat will compile the list of the RPC who have and have not validated and draft the associated correspondence for review by the IS Reps prior to submittal to the FCC (ACTION ITEM).
53. The Secretariat will add Mr. Jeskey, Mr. Ressler, and Mr. Brennan to the ACTA email list (ACTION ITEM). 

54. The Secretariat will schedule an Executive Committee Meeting for early July to discuss this further (ACTION ITEM). 

55. The Secretariat will send a note out to the Council requesting input on moving the meeting. The meeting date will then be posted and announced to the Council (ACTION ITEM). 
Summary of Agreements Reached

56. Motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda as displayed. (Salinas/Hoffman). The revised was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
57. Motion was made for the approval of the March 24, 2011 Meeting Summary (Salinas/Bipes). The Meeting Summary was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
58. A Motion was made and seconded to send the list of RPCs who have and have not validated to FCC (Salinas/Hoffman).  This action was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED). 
59. Motion was made and seconded to adjourn the meeting (Biholar/Salinas) (AGREEMENT REACHED). 
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