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ABSTRACT

The following is an issue that has been brought to the attention of the ACTA secretariat as a result of a filing that took place.
These requests have been presented to the ACTA between fourth quarter of 2006 and the first quarter of 2007
NOTICE

This is a draft document and thus, is dynamic in nature.  It does not reflect a consensus of ACTA and it may be changed or modified.  ACTA makes no representation or warranty, express or implied, with respect to the sufficiency, accuracy or utility of the information or opinion contained or reflected in the material utilized ACTA further expressly advises that any use of or reliance upon the material in question is at your risk ACTA shall be liable for no damage or injury, of whatever nature, incurred by any person arising out of any utilization of the material.  It is possible that this material will at some future date be included in a copyrighted work by ACTA.

*CONTACT: Mark Cassarino, ACTA Database Manager Tel: 202-434-8825, 
Email: mcassarino@atis.org
B. Request Regarding PBX Systems with Multiple/Interchangeable Cards: 
1. Recently a filer registered a PBX with ACTA that uses T1/PRI cards.  The responsible party wants to modify this PBX to add a Loopstart card into this configuration.  It is the  understanding of the filer, that because this product is a system then a modification filing can be done to add in the new card (Manufacturer Port ID) and new technical information, eg REN etc as part of the filing.  

However, the question arises from the fact that because the original filing was for digital interfaces only a REN of NAN was added in the ACTA label.  With the addition of a Loopstart card the PBX now has a configuration where REN is applicable.  Does ACTA require that the whole PBX now be re-registered under a different label even though it is the same PBX and in the future will have additional cards added into the system?
Additionally the following information was provided via e-mail:

The product in question is registered using the new ACTA label format and as such the NAN was used in the label because the only interface present in the PBX at the time of registration was a T1 interface.  The customer is now creating new interface cards for this PBX system and the changing of the labels each time will of course be problematic.  As the product was approved as a PBX the label gets placed on the outside of the enclosure and not on the cards themselves.  Is there a way to cut down on the number of re-registrations required when a new interface for the same system is created?  For example can the customer choose a higer REN, e.g 5.0 just to cover all possibilities even if the REN on the interface tested was 0.1B?
