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Meeting Report Summary
Chair: Jim Haynes





                            10:00am-5:00pm ET
Call to Order

1. Mr. Haynes called the meeting to order at 10:00am.
Attendance Check-in, Introductions and Administrative Matters

2. 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

	James Salinas
	AT&T
	Service Provider Segment

	Sharon Hoffman
	Timco Engineering, INC
	Testing Labs Segment

	Scott Lambert
	Intertek Testing Services
	Testing Labs Segment

	Jean-Paul Emard
	ATIS
	ATIS Liaison to ACTA

	Ed Mikoski
	TIA
	TIA Liaison to ACTA

	Deirdre Cheek
	ATIS Attorney
	ATIS Legal

	Tom Goode
	ATIS General Counsel
	ATIS Legal

	Paul Anderson
	ATIS
	ACTA Secretariat Administrator

	Mark Cassarino
	ATIS
	ACTA Database Manager

	Meisha Goodhue
	ATIS
	ACTA Administrative Assistant

	Jennifer Warnell
	MET Laboratories
	Public

	Richard Mullens
	Panasonic
	Public

	Scott Roleson
	HP San Diego
	Public

	Steve Whitesell
	VTech
	Public

	Tuan La
	Industry Canada
	Public


Agenda Review and Approval (ACTA-09-002)

3. Mr. Haynes asked for any possible additions to the agenda.

4. Motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda (Jimmy Salinas / John Bipes). The agenda was approved without opposition. (AGREEMENT REACHED)
Review of Action Items
5. An Ad Hoc group will be formed to plan an ACTA educational seminar, which will include Jean-Paul Emard, Mark Cassarino, Paul Anderson, Meisha Goodhue, Ed Mikoski, Jimmy Salinas, Roger Hunt, Trone Bishop and John Bipes. (Done)
6. The Connector Attestation Ad Hoc group will compile a list of connector manufacturers for distribution of notification when and if the proposed connector attestation requirements are approved. (Carried Over)
7. The Connector Attestation Ad Hoc group will continue to develop a process for the filing of connector attestations while ACTA-08-023 is under Legal review. (Ongoing)
8. ATIS Legal will provide an analysis of ACTA-08-023 to the March 2009 ACTA meeting. (Done)
9. Mark Cassarino will examine the TTE submission forms and suggest changes which would allow filers to use the submission form as a preparation for the online filing process. (Carried Over)
10. Jim Haynes will provide a contribution to provide a link to the Customer Information Requirements for the ACTA Submission Guidelines. (Carried Over)
11. Trone Bishop will review ACTA documents in order to update document references and clarify compliance concerns expressed in ACTA-08-025. (Carried Over)
12. The ACTA Secretariat will notify Mr. Slowik that ACTA has undertaken a review of documents in order to explore possible remedies to these concerns. (Done)
13. The ACTA Secretariat will issue Public Notice bearing the approved dates for ACTA meetings in 2009. (Done)
Review and Approval of Meeting Summary from December 11, 2008 General Meeting (ACTA-09-001)
14. Minor changes were made to the meeting record from the December 11, 2008 meeting.
15. Motion was made and seconded (James Salinas / Scott Lambert) to approve the meeting summary, ACTA-09-001, which was approved without opposition. (AGREEMENT REACHED)
Secretariat Update 

· Web site updates
16. Part68.org was reviewed; updates were made to remove pages and materials that were identified as extraneous or redundant. 
17. It was noted that changes were to pages used for ACTA meeting operations; pages used by the industry for filing purposes have not been changed.

18. ACTA participants are reminded to forward any issues with Part68.org to Paul Anderson, ACTA Secretariat Administrator, at the following email address: panderson@atis.org. 

Updates from Attending Representatives (Contribution Discussion)

· ACTA-09-003: TIA TR41 Liaison Report
19. It was noted that the report is available for public review. Sections highlighted in yellow were reviewed verbally by Mr. Bipes.
20. For details, see ACTA-09-003.
21. Mr. Haynes thanked Mr. Bipes for his report.

Old/New Business

· Antique Equipment Sales

22. Participants were updated on a question submitted to the AOF Filings mailbox concerning the sale of antique equipment for decorative purposes in antique stores while still having the connection wiring attached.

23. It was noted that the phones are being imported and sold without a disclaimer/registration.
24. It was noted that the phones may be grandfathered in because they were manufactured before Part 68.

25. It was noted that the phones were registered in Great Britain, and it could not be assumed that they are safe for the PSTN as they were never tested with the network.
26. It was suggested that grandfather clauses were removed from Part 68, and published in TIA 168 A1 which notes that the network in Great Britain is not included in those rules.

27. It was noted that when ACTA was started, grandfathering equipment was effectively ended.

28. It was noted that the phones in question were no longer being manufactured, but being imported as antiques.

29. It was noted that the Council previously had addressed an issue regarding new phones that are being manufactured and sold as decorative pieces that could be plugged into the network, but do not meet specifications and are not registered.

30. Participants reviewed the question submitted regarding antique phones: “Is it necessary to file with ACTA in order to sell equipment as an antique decorative item?”
31. It was noted that the ACTA is not in a position to determine what a person may legally do.

32. It was noted that the Secretariat could cite the various applicable Part 68 rules, and provide the antique dealer with answers on how to pursue an answer to her question without providing a legal opinion or a conclusion. 

33. It was asked that the ACTA Administrator draft a correspondence with regard to antique phones for the ACTA Chair’s approval and signature.  (ACTION ITEM)
34. It was noted that the AOF questions box receives many questions that the Secretariat is not necessarily authorized to answer. It was suggested that moving forward, questions requiring the input of the ACTA should be as detailed as possible and submitted as contributions.

· Analysis of ACTA-08-023

35. It was noted that nothing prohibits connector attestation, and that the rules seem to be flexible enough to allow ACTA to move forward with that in the future.

36. It was noted that there are caveats that may change the situation in the future, but at the present time, there is nothing to stop the ACTA from updating rules to include connector attestation.

37. It was noted that there seems to be a basis for ACTA requesting attestation filing information, either from the manufacturer or the distributor.

38. It was noted that the proposal would acknowledge that the entity making the equipment also may make the connector attachments, as well as the fact that sometimes separate entities manufacture this equipment.
39. It was noted that a seperate database, with no cross linking (MC), and in the SDOC a reference should be included to the fact that the connector attestation is included and available in connector attestation database. 

40. It was noted that the Ad Hoc group will proceed to work out the details in the process, having heard a positive report from ATIS Legal in moving forward.

41. It was asked if there was any legal validity of equipment filed in the US, and responded that there is an enforcement mechanism in place, and that the equipment could be stopped from entering the country should a risk of network damage be established.

42. It was noted that nothing was written into Part 68 that did not have to do with the end result, but focused on whether the equipment was tested and passed.

43. It was noted that TIA 1096 now holds information on ensuring connector quality, but physical laboratories are not equipped to perform tests on connectors only.

44. Participants discussed options for a bundled process, including all aspects of the device being plugged into the PSTN, including connectors.

45. It was noted that the current Part 68 process was patterned on the former FCC process, meaning that there would be a one time connector attestation.

46. Participants asked if the database was capable of supporting various options for connector attestation filings.

47. It was responded that the existing database will be made adaptable to future needs.

48. It was noted that this issue will be socialized with the FCC as far in advance of the implementation as possible in order to avoid any conflicts with the expectations of the FCC.

· VoIP Phone Inclusion 

49. It was noted that discussions of VoIP phones being included in the Part 68 database have been taking place, but no specific actions had taken place with regard to VoIP phones being registered.

50. It was noted that the FCC has not issued a ruling on VoIP and how it should be treated regarding the Telecommunications Act.

51. It was noted that related orders had been issued which pertained to VoIP phones, and the field is narrowing.

52. It was noted that the Katrina Act specifies emergency power requirements and includes VoIP.

53. It was noted that VoIP devices are used as transports which aid in the implementation of technologies that do not concern the ACTA.

54. It was asked if clarification should be sought from the FCC on phones marketed as VoIP and not currently listed in the ACTA database.

55. It was noted that there was a Report and Order that stated that interconnected VoIP devices must be accessible, and does not put a burden on companies going through an approval process.

56. It was suggested that the FCC may approach ACTA and question why the ACTA has not included them in the database. 

57. It was noted that there is no provision within the ACTA database that allows the filing for a VoIP terminal device.

58. It was noted that the equipment codes allow these phones to be registered and filed, and that while the medium exists for phones to be filed, VoIP phones are commonly not filed in the ACTA database.

59. It was noted that there are many kinds of equipment that do not directly connect to the network, and only the phones connecting to the network need to be filed.
60. It was asked if the FCC could be informed that there are phones not registered in the database, and that clarification could be provided to the ACTA detailing more specifically which devices require a filing.

61. It was noted that a mandate may be issued in response to an inquiry of this nature, and that participants should take under consideration the implications of being provided a mandate with what some may consider too much information.

62. It was pointed out that these filings are permitted, and the database is capable of accepting these filings.

63. It was recommended that a meeting be scheduled to bring this issue to the FCC’s attention, as well as provide education on the ACTA to the new FCC Administration.
64. ATIS Legal will schedule a meeting with the FCC to bring to their attention VoIP device concerns, as well as general education to the new administration. (ACTION ITEM)
· ACTA Executive Council Openings

65. It was noted that openings remain on the Executive Council, particularly in the manufacturer segment. Anyone wishing to join the ACTA Council may review the open positions and nominations procedures via Part68.org.
· Educational Seminar Planning

66. It was noted that planning for an Educational Seminar is currently underway. Participants are reminded to submit any suggestions for inclusion in the seminar to the following address: acta@atis.org. 

67. It was suggested that concerns voiced in the industry regarding connector attestations and VoIP concerns should be added to the list of potential topics for inclusion.
Next Meeting

68. The next meeting of the ACTA General Council will occur on June 4, 2009. This will be a virtual meeting.
Adjournment
69. Motion for adjournment was made (James Salinas / John Bipes); the meeting adjourned at 12:11pm.  (AGREEMENT REACHED)
Summary of Action Items

70. The Connector Attestation Ad Hoc group will compile a list of connector manufacturers for distribution of notification when and if the proposed connector attestation requirements are approved. (Carried Over)
71. The Connector Attestation Ad Hoc group will continue to develop a process for the filing of connector attestations while ACTA-08-023 is under Legal review. (Ongoing)
72. Mark Cassarino will examine the TTE submission forms and suggest changes which would allow filers to use the submission form as a preparation for the online filing process. (Carried Over)
73. Jim Haynes will provide a contribution to provide a link to the Customer Information Requirements for the ACTA Submission Guidelines. (Carried Over)
74. Trone Bishop will review ACTA documents in order to update document references and clarify compliance concerns expressed in ACTA-08-025. (Carried Over)
75. It was asked that the ACTA Administrator draft a correspondence with regard to antique phones for the ACTA Chair’s approval and signature.  (ACTION ITEM)
76. ATIS Legal will schedule a meeting with the FCC to bring to their attention VoIP device concerns, as well as general education to the new administration. (ACTION ITEM)
Summary of Agreements Reached

77. Motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda (Jimmy Salinas / John Bipes). The agenda was approved without opposition. (AGREEMENT REACHED)
78. Motion was made and seconded (James Salinas / Scott Lambert) to approve the meeting summary, ACTA-09-001, which was approved without opposition. (AGREEMENT REACHED)
79. Motion for adjournment was made (James Salinas / John Bipes); the meeting adjourned at 12:11pm.  (AGREEMENT REACHED)
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