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Meeting Report Summary 
Chair: Jim Haynes, Compliance Engineering Services

10:00am-4:00pm ET
I. Call to Order

Mr. Haynes called the meeting to order at 10:09am and welcomed the participants to today’s meeting.
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

	Trone Bishop
	Verizon
	Service Provider Segment

	Bob Brennan 
	Sentinel Connector Systems
	Manufacturer Segment

	Scott Lambert 
	Intertek
	Testing Labs Segment

	Rich Mullen 
	Panasonic
	Manufacturer Segment

	Sharon Hoffman 
	Timco Engineering 
	Testing Labs Segment

	Milt Bush
	The M Companies 
	Other Interested Party Segment

	Dave Jeskey 
	Sentinel Connector Systems
	Public 

	Efrian Guevara
	Industry Canada 
	Public 

	Jennifer Warnell 
	MetLabs 
	Public 

	Scott Roleson 
	Hewlett Packard 
	Public 

	Krik Burgee
	FCC
	Public 

	Karen Onyeije
	FCC
	Public 

	John Poutosse
	FCC
	Public 

	Jonathan Reel 
	FCC
	Public 

	Cathy Zima 
	FCC
	Public 

	Jean-Paul Emard 
	ATIS 
	ATIS Liaison to ACTA 

	Brian Scarpelli 
	TIA
	TIA Liaison to ACTA

	Mark Cassarino
	ATIS 
	ACTA Database Manager 

	Kerrianne Conn 
	ATIS
	ACTA Secretariat Administrator

	Tom Goode
	ATIS 
	ATIS General Counsel 


III. Agenda Review and Approval (ACTA-12-004)

1. Participants reviewed the draft meeting agenda.   
2. A motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda as modified. (Bipes/Brennan). The agenda was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
IV. Review and Approval of Meeting Summary from January 19, 2012 General Council Meeting (ACTA-12-003)
3. Participants reviewed the Meeting Summary.  
4. Motion was made for the approval of the January 19, 2012 Meeting Summary (Brennan/Hoffman). 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-12-003 (ACTION ITEM). 

Action Item Review from January 19, 2012  

· In response to the FCC Enforcement Bureau’s recommendation that enforcement advisories are most successful when they are targeted to a specific issue of non-compliance, it was recommended that the Council issue a Public Notice whenever an issue of non-compliance is discovered. It was recommended that the Enforcement WG review this proposal further (ACTION ITEM).  Status: Done. A series of PNs will be discussed during today’s meeting. 
· It was recommended that ACTA should consider sending out an educational Enforcement Advisory on an annual basis. It was recommended that the Enforcement WG review this proposal further (ACTION ITEM). 
Status: Done. A series of PNs will be discussed during today’s meeting.
· ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-11-022 (ACTION ITEM).  

Status: Done 

· A question was raised about a manufacturer’s responsibility (due diligence) in ensuring whether or not a parts provider, specifically in this case a company which produces jacks, complies with Part 68 requirements. It was noted that this question could potentially fit in the draft Ex Parte. Mr. Mullen will provide staff some further information on this item (ACTION ITEM).  
Status: Done
· Participants discussed Alternate contact materials for the 50 micro inches of hard gold described in Part 68. Mr. Bishop noted that there was an FCC Public Notice on this item in the past, and he would circulate it to the group after this call (ACTION ITEM).  
Status: Done
V. Working Group Reports 

· ACTA WG on Enforcement 

i. Summary of January 26th Ex Parte Meeting and Follow-up Letter – ACTA-12-008, ACTA-12-010 
6. Ms. Conn reviewed the ACTA-12-008 which provides an overview of the WG on Enforcement activities since the last General Council meeting. It was noted that the majority of the WG activities surrounded the January 26th Ex Parte meeting. 
7. It was noted that the overall response from the FCC Wireline Competition Bureau (WCB) and Enforcement Bureau (EB) was very positive. FCC participants at this meeting were very engaged/interested, and asked numerous questions.  The ACTA representatives were thanked for the presentation, which included relevant data. Representatives from both Bureaus stated that they wished to go back to their respective offices and digest the information in the presentation. It was noted there were a number of questions/action items from the meeting. 
8. The Enforcement WG met on March 6, 2012.  It was noted that the main purpose of this meeting was to review the January ACTA Ex Parte meeting and to discuss action items and next steps from the meeting. Next steps were discussed and the group agreed to send a letter to the FCC responding to the action items from the Ex Parte and reminding the FCC staff of the April 12th meeting.

9. It was noted that the follow-up letter to the FCC is contained in ACTA-12-010. 
10. It was noted that FCC staff is invited to participate in the Enforcement WG in the future. FCC involvement would be appropriate since ACTA does not have a formal role in enforcement.  
11. It was noted that a dialogue between the FCC and ACTA has started and both parties have benefited, and will continue to benefit, from such a dialogue.   
12. Mr. Burgee noted that FCC staff was in attendance at this meeting to listen and learn. Mr. Haynes thanked the FCC staff for attending the meeting and noted that ACTA hopes to continue the dialogue with the FCC. 

· ACTA WG on Smart Grid and other new Technologies  

13. Ms. Conn, reporting on Mr. Salinas’ behalf, noted that no meeting has been held as no new technologies were brought before the group for review.   It was noted that if Council members or members from the general public were aware of any new technologies that needed to be discussed, they should be reported to Mr. Salinas.  
· ACTA WG FCC/ACTA Submission Guidelines   
i. Final Report on Proposal “Manufacture Discontinued Date” – ACTA-12-009 
ii. Next Steps for WG? 
14. Ms. Conn reviewed ACTA-12-009 which provides an overview of the WG on FCC/ACTA Submission Guidelines since the last General Council Meeting. It was noted the ACTA WG on FCC/ACTA Submission Guidelines was created in 2011 to exam a number of issues. The first set of questions reviewed by the WG resulted in modifications made to the submission guidelines which went into effect in December, 2011.  

15. It was noted that the WG met in February 2012 to review its final question of the implementation of a proposed “Manufacture Permanently Discontinued Date.”  For reference, this issue arose from a number of questions received by the Secretariat regarding the RPC Data Validation Program. Responsible Parties have contacted the Secretariat to inquire as to whether or not companies need to validate their RPC Data if their company was no longer producing the product.  

16. It was noted that the WG is recommending that no changes be made to the current RPC Data Validation policy. Additionally, the WG is recommending that if the Secretariat receives questions regarding how long a RP needs to validate its data, it should respond with “until the company is no longer in business or there is a transfer of control to a successor entity that becomes the RP.” 
17. Mr. Haynes thanked Mr. Bishop for all of the work he provided within the WG. 
18. The question was raised; if a company has completely switched in the products it manufactures, does the company still have to validate its RPC Data?  In response, it was noted that even though the company might not be making the product a longer, the product might still be in the market place and therefore a customer might need to contact the RP. 
19. A motion was made to sunset the ACTA WG on FCC/ACTA Submission Guidelines.  (Bipes/Bishop). The sun setting of the WG was agreed to without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
VI. Secretariat Update 

· Inquiry Received by Secretariat regarding VoIP phone (For Information Only) 
20.  Mr. Cassarino reported that a TCB contacted the Secretariat requesting information regarding whether or not a VoIP phone that does not connect directly into the PSTN could be registered in the ACTA database. The TCB was motivated by the manufacturer to include the document in the ACTA database because the entity wanted to test the phone for HAC requirements and label it with a US label. The Council responded that Yes, the product could be registered in the ACTA database using the code “IP” Equipment Code. It was noted that this type of inquiry should be added to the General Council agenda as an FYI. 

21. It was noted that an IS Rep received an informal question, regarding a magic jack phone and whether or not it has to meet the ACTA approved technical criteria. Additionally, the questioner asked the IS Rep if the product is connected through the USB port, did the product need to be in compliance with the HAC requirements?  It was noted that this has been an ongoing question of the Council.  
22. It was noted that if the product has the type of connector (RJ11/RJ14) for the purpose of connecting the equipment to the PSTN and it can plug into a service providers’ outlet, then the equipment needs to be registered. 

23. It was noted that even if the purpose of the devise is not intended to connect to the network but has the capability to be plugged into the PSTN, it should be registered with ACTA and compliant with Part 68. It was noted that without the registration in the ACTA database, there is no way or knowing whether or not the equipment underwent the necessary testing for HAC and E-9-1-1 services. 

24. It was noted that this is often a question received and that often times the Council is at a loss of how to respond. It was noted that the FCC is here in listening mode, however it was requested that they review this question regarding magic jack and other VoIP-type devices.  

25. It was noted that HAC rules fall under Part 68. The HAC rules might not fit the traditional issue of protection of the PSTN because they were added to Part 68 at a later date. However, since the HAC rules are a part of Part 68, by default equipment having these features falls under ACTA database registration even if it does not fall specifically under the protection of the network requirement. 
VII. TIA Presentation on Access to ACTA Adopted Technical Criteria 
26. Mr. Scarpelli noted that there has been a change regarding the method of accessing the ACTA adopted technical criteria. It was noted that in the past, the documents were posted on part68.org, free of charge, and with no copyright protection per se. Now, the documents are, while still available free of change, need to be accessed via IHS.com. IHS is a 3rd Party Reseller for TIA. New users will need to register with the IHS website, and the document will be accessed via a shopping cart function similar to other online shopping websites. Once the shopping part is complete, the document will be freely delivered via email and will be locked to the device to which it was downloaded. 
27. The question was raised regarding whether or not the above described method also will be used when ACTA is reviewing any future proposed adopted technical criteria. In response, it was noted that it will not be used; rather the past method of posting the file on part68.org for 30 days will be used moving forward for the purpose of ACTA public review.  

28. It was noted as a reminder that copyrighted material shared with ACTA Industry Representatives should be used only for ACTA-related purposes and not intended to be shared with other individuals.  
29. Participants discussed the process of approving technical criteria by ACTA. It was noted that during an open public review period of the criteria, that a No vote could be recorded and sent back to TIA for review. It was noted that the general public can comment on a document during the ANSI Public Review period, as well as during the ACTA approval period.  

30. Mr. Brennan presented a jack that was removed from an FAA tower. It was noted that the jack does not meet the dimensions/criteria described in a specific TIA Standard/accepted technical criteria. It was noted that Sentinel Connector Systems wants to address this issue further. It was noted that the first course of action on this would be for Mr. Brennan to send information directly to TIA, prior to bringing this up as an issue within ACTA. It was noted that Mr. Scarpelli would reach out to Mr. Brennan offline regarding this matter.  

31. It was noted that the ACTA adopted technical criteria are still linked on the part68.org website.  

32. The question was raised if someone comes to the ACTA website and clicks on a technical criteria and gets sent to IHS, does IHS track where the click comes from? It was noted that Mr. Scarpelli will do some research on this subject. 
VIII. Liaison Reports: 
· TR 41 Liaison Report
i. ACTA-12-005 – TR 41 Liaison Report 

ii. ACTA-12-006 – TR 41 Liaison Letter – Standards up for 5 year review 

iii. ACTA-12-007 – TR 41 Liaison Letter – Jacks Plugs 

33. Mr. Bishop presented ACTA-12-005, which provided an overview of the TR 41 meetings held since the last General Council meeting. The report includes highlights from TR 41, TR 41.3, TR 41.7, and TR 41.9 meetings. 

34. Mr. Bishop highlighted the work from the TR 41.9 meeting, noting that the ballot for the draft proposed addendum to TIA-968-B closed on Feb. 11, 2012 with 10 approval votes, 2 abstentions, and 3 ballots not returned.  No comments were received.  TR41.9 approved sending the addendum to TIA for publication and to forward the standard to ACTA for public review and adoption. The addendum (TIA-968-B-1) updates several informative references and corrects errors in several tables and figures related to VDSL2.   

35. Additionally, Mr. Bishop noted that the TR41.9 project to update the Part 68 FAQ list currently provided on the TIA website was completed at the February meeting.  Several editorial changes were made, mostly updates of technical references, and a few technical changes were made as well.  The final version was approved for posting on the TIA website.   
36. Mr. Bishop noted that there were two ACTA approved Technical Criteria standards which were up for 5 year review in 2013. Mr. Whitesell, TR 41 chair, sent a Liaison letter to Mr. Haynes soliciting any participation from the ACTA Council Members. It was noted that if no proposed changes to the standard are forthcoming, then TR 41 will put the standard forward for reaffirmation.  
37. Lastly, Mr. Bishop noted that it was reported to TR 41 that the connector data sheets provided by a number of modular plug and jack manufacturers incorrectly reference compliance with Part 68, Subpart F of the FCC rules (which no longer exists) instead of ANSI/TIA-1096-A.  A liaison letter to ACTA requested ACTA’s assistance in informing connector manufacturers, and the industry in general, of the current standard for telecommunications connectors (ANSI/TIA-1096-A).  

38. Mr. Cassarino noted that the Secretariat received an email regarding Subpart F and its connection to TIA-1096-A.  The individual indicated that their company had registered with the FCC on its plug/jack attestation list, and were wondering if the company also needed to submit additional documents since the technical criteria now falls under TIA-1096-A opposed to Subpart F.  
39. It was noted that an attestation list project began a few years ago and there was not enough motivation in order to continue the project. It was noted that laboratories that would test for compliance for terminal equipment were not capable of analyzing the jack to determine its compliance with some of the technical criteria. Specifically, it was noted that the labs do not always have the ability to determine whether or not there are 50 microns of gold in the connectors. It was noted that a connector has to be taken apart in order to review the gold content.
40. Mr. Brennan noted that Sentinel Connector Systems participated in a large test sample where 50% of the products did not meet gold requirements, and that 93% of the products tested failed at least one criteria described in TIA-1096-A. It was noted that there is also a problem with counterfeiting. It was noted that the majority of the materials made in the US met the requirements, while jacks made internationally and sold here in the US, especially from Asia, were less likely to comply with the rule. 
41. It was noted that black market parts are always a problem for manufacturers and that companies often ask for verification that the manufacturer meets requirements. There is often a concern about filing a complaint due to industry blow back. It was noted that in some cases, these counterfeit and/or non-compliant parts could lead to massive recalls. 

42. It was noted that a number of the telecommunications standards referenced in Part 68 are being applied in larger roles, including data transfer. 

43. It was noted that non-compliance with Part 68 leads to two main issues: 1) unfairness in the market place; and 2) harm concerns within the network.   

44. It was noted that in the 1990s, the FCC used to publish a list of connector manufactures that sent attestation letters. This was a useful list for terminal equipment providers. To the best of the Council members’ knowledge, the FCC stopped publishing the list for attestation in 1996. The TE supplier is now required to get the attestation directly from the connector manufacturers. It was noted that at this time, ACTA does not have a method for collecting attestation letters from connector manufactures.  It was noted that collecting the letters might not provide any benefit to the industry because ACTA does not have any way of verifying the validity of the attestation letters. 
45. It was noted that non-compliance is so prevalent because there is an unwillingness to make a compliant. It was noted that plug/jacks non-compliance maybe having an impact on declining registrations. 
46. Participants agreed to create a Public Notice reminding the industry about the use of TIA-1096-A for Plugs and Jacks. Mr. Bishop volunteered to draft a sample PN and the final draft will be circulated with the IS Reps via email (ACTION ITEM).  
· FCC Report 

47. Mr. Burgee noted that the FCC did not have anything to report at this time. 
· Industry Canada Report 

48.  Mr. Guevara noted that Industry Canada did not have anything to report at this time. 
IX. Questions for the FCC
49. The question was raised regarding whether the FCC was aware of non-compliance issues surrounding connectors.  The FCC staff present at the meeting indicated that they were interested in this issue and encouraged ACTA members and/or members of the public, to share any non-compliance data with the FCC.  
X. Old/New Business  
· Discussion of proposed series of educational public notices covering both compliance and ACTA database related issues 
50. Ms. Conn noted that during past meetings participants have discussed the possibility of doing a series of PNs, similar to the Compliance PN (PN 11-03) issued in December 2011. It was noted that these PNs could address a variety of topics, including ACTA Database concerns, FAQs from ACTA filers, and/or compliance issues. 

51. It was noted that Council members should submit any ideas for PNs directly to the Secretariat. Additionally, this item will be added as a reccurring agenda item for the General Council meetings going forward. 

52. Participants discussed educational seminars and noted the proposed PNs might make a good topic for future educational seminars. It was noted that seminars can be costly, so the Council needs to review the benefits for holding a face-to-face seminar vs. a potential virtual meeting and/or webinar. 

53. It was suggested that the FCC should consider issuing a Public Notice reminding the industry that Subpart F of Part 68 of the FCC’s Rules is now obsolete. The Enforcement WG has discussed that even a token piece of enforcement from the FCC could have a strong impact on Part 68 compliance.  The FCC staff in the meeting noted that it would take this suggestion under advisement. 
XI. Next Meeting 
54. The next meeting is currently scheduled for July 26, 2012.  
XII. Adjournment
55. The meeting adjourned at 12:30pm. 
Summary of Action Items

56. ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-12-003 (ACTION ITEM). 

57. Participants agreed to create a Public Notice reminding the industry about the use of TIA-1096-A for Plugs and Jacks. Mr. Bishop volunteered to draft a sample PN and the final draft will be circulated with the IS Reps via email (ACTION ITEM).  
Summary of Agreements Reached

58. A motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda as modified. (Bipes/Brennan). The agenda was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  

59. Motion was made for the approval of the January 19, 2012 Meeting Summary (Brennan/Hoffman). The Meeting Summary was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
60. A motion was made to sunset the ACTA WG on FCC/ACTA Submission Guidelines.  (Bipes/Bishop). The sun setting of the WG was agreed to without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
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