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· CONTACT:  John Bipes, ACTA OIP-Primary 507-345-7169 <mobeng@hickorytech.net>

NIPP NAI – Day 1 earlier AM:
1) NIPP NAI balloting ended on 2nd November, 2007, on withdrawl of T1.TRQ.6-2001 – requested by the ACTA as more recently ACTA Adopted Technical Criteria has effectively superseded/obsoleted TRQ.6. Completed in the morning session. ACTA’s request was, therefore, completed by NIPP NAI. The ACTA may now remove this document from ACTA Documents – Main, to ACTA Documents – Archived.
NIPP NEP – Day 1 PM:
2) Technical review of Mick Maytum’s contribution, NIPP-NEP-2007-009R1_dic-check; / T1.308 CO ESD Immunity Issue 71 (contribution -057 and 009R1).

NIPP NAI – Day 1 later PM:
3) Technical review of a technical description of MIMO (Crosstalk Channel) as a TR (ref. T1.417 and DSM TR – Annex G. 

4) Reviewed a technical paper FEXD Channel SNR simulations for use by modems at the CPE for services such as VDSL2. Again addressing Crosstalk Channel characterization issues. Lots of discussion re. technical issues suggested.

5) Reviewed a technical paper titled “Backward-Compatible Crosstalk Channel Downstream Vectoring” – evaluation criteria.

NIPP NEP – Day 1 still later in PM:
6) Review of NIPP-NEP-2007-047R1 EMP issues w.r.t. telecommunications facilities and frailties. Announcement of ATIS’ release of T1.328 “Protection of Telecommunications Links and Associated dc Power Systems from Physical Stress and Radiation Effects.”  www.safe9-1-1.com  “Commission to Assess the Threat to the United States from EMP Attack” in 2001. (Ref. T1.331, T1.313 and T1.316.) NIPP NEP decided not to react to the issue as it’s being taken care of in other venues and by other groups.

7) Review of NIPP-NEP-2007-050R1 “Electromagnetic Compatibility (EMC) and Electrical Protection.”
8) Review of NIPP-NEP-2007-051R1 “Electromagnetic Compatibility (EMC) and Electrical Protection, Criteria and Test Methods.”
NIPP NEP – Day 2 AM:
Veronica Lancaster 

vlancaster@atis.org
Nicole Butler


nbutler@atis.org
9) Randy Ivans, UL’s, announcement re. the IEC’s technical committee 108 WG HBSDT (Hazard Based Safety Development Team) currently working on a document IEC’s 62368 being created as a new international safety standard for audio/video, ITE and telecom equipment. This standard will be the basis for safety requirements for US telecom equipment in the future, effectively replacing UL60950-1 and its associated parts. UL will be forming a small/energetic WG called the THC (Technical Harmonization Committee) which will then send their overall recommendations to the UL STP and CSA TSC (Technical Standards Committee), these larger groups finally approving the THC efforts, ultimately for the development of the final bi-national standard for North America. (And organization participation fee for this effort is approximately $2000. It is anticipated that this THC will meet two to four times annually.) Kevin Ravo, UL, open letter to Jean Paul Emard, ATIS.

10) NIPP NEP forwarded a safety related type of document to UL which has become UL subject 2444. NEP is interested in having this work completed and is willing to supply contributions to fulfill the deficiencies current in the document in which too many references to other documents are included plus the fact that it may contain outdated references. NEP is responding back to UL’s Randy expressing its willingness to assist in whatever ways it’s possible.

11) T1.334 (contribution -044R2):

NIPP NAI – Day 2 AM:
12) Gave a comprehensive report on ACTA to NIPP NAI – including a thumbnail sketch of the FCC’s creation of the ACTA, ATIS/TIA sponsorship, the ACTA Secretariat – ATIS (and new ACTA Secretariat Paul Johnson – who, even after inviting him to join me in NIA to be introduced, honored and revered by NAI apparently forgot and stayed in another meeting room with NIPP NEP).

Describing how the Commission – at industry request and largely be industry formulation – handed over to the ACTA what I affectionately call the “dBs/Volts/μs” so the industry via the SDOs and the ACTA could much more quickly keep TE approvals criteria in step with technological change, I gently brow-beat the wire-line telecom industry for not following through on its promise to support the ACTA with its Segement Representatives. (Though I qualified my admonishments with “I know my hearers this morning are the ‘indians’ who, themselves, have enough trouble getting travel approvals even for this week’s meetings and not the ‘chiefs’ who really ought to be suffering the scourge of my remarks.”)  

I detailed how the ACTA Industry Segements, representation and lack thereof over the years, and evolution of wire-line telecom industry has now given rise to the ACTA’s new Industry Segments reorg. Details were given re. the 1st November call for nominations, nominee criteria, 16th November’s nomination deadline, the election period during the last two weeks of November, 2007, the announcement of election results on 3rd December, and the 6th December Face-to-Face meeting of the ACTA in Washington. Praise was given to ATIS, the ACTA Secretariat, and to TIA – ACTA co-sponsors.

As is always true when I take the floor, engineering committee participants engrossed in the laptops (surfing the Web and reading CNN news) give me their rapturous attentions. Coming to life they begin laughing and begin to realize what a boon to the industry is the ACTA – one of wireline’s best kept secrets (no thanks to the Commission’s having created and then abandoning it – there hardly even having heard let alone enforcing any of the ACTA’s concerns for TE (maliciously and/or naively circumventing the ACTA’s processes for database listing). 

NIPP NEP – Day 2 later AM:
13) Review of NIPP-NEP-2007-009R2.

14) Ernie Gallo contribution on the affects of protectors on broadband services such as XDSLx and Ethernet (such as 10/100/1000 BaseT) for both intra-building and inter-building applications. Amongst the issues discussed were whether or not to make the final document a TRQ (authoritarian) or a TR (implementers of equipment), technical differences between “switching” protectors and “clamping” protectors and their affect on TE re-boot / service-interrupt.

Considerable discussion followed on the whole protector issue – how to characterize their affects upon different PSTN-to-TE (CPE) digital services. Discussions re. live testing – perhaps w. the assistance of Gary Tennyson – AT&T who may be able to assist with network equipment (TE/CPE equipment being more readily available).

15) NIPP-NEP-2007-008-T1 316-EP: Reviewed T1.316-2002 Electrical Protection for Outside Plant which is up for renewal. NIPP NEP spent the remainder of the afternoon reviewing/updating this document.

NIPP NAI/NEP – Day 3 AM:
16) Good consensual meeting of NAI and NEP minds on mutual technical activities – particularly those relating to the best application of TE V-Threshold protectors and development of standards being written in attempts to define their best performance use for various VDSL technologies; POTS DSL Splitter / Filter issues, and….  

NIPP NPP – Day 3 PM:
17) OSP T&H Draft – revised by NPP.doc.
NIPP NPP – Day 4 AM:
18) Reviewed RoHs tin/lead soldering reliability considerations. 215oC. soldering reflow’s seeming improvement over 185oC. reflow. Lead-free solder tougher/stronger – but consequently lacking some flexibility. (10-year life not expected w. cell-phones, laptops, etc. 3 year target reliability by mfgrs. For typical consumer electronics. Anticipated life-span.) More that 50% of electronics products presently manufactured are lead-free. By mixing leaded and lead-free, 10% of leaded soldering can imperil 90% ($10,000,000 adversely affecting $100,000,000 worth) of lead-free. Lots of discussion followed on long-term telecom NEM interests for equipment reliability, tin-whiskers, et. al.

19) Discussions re. GHG/Global Warming related to the energy efficiency of all telecom equipments.

20) Discussions w.in NIPP NPP for encouraging industry expert participation in the development of newly-needed standards – as in items 18) and 19), previous. 

From my experience with the ACTA I agreed it takes two days to travel commercially for a one-day meeting, i.e., a costly pain! None-the-less, my experience over two decades with SDOs and nearing one on the ACTA suggests that a blend of face-to-face meetings – w. all the good chemistry which develops getting to really know one another and over dinner, in the hallways, etc., enables virtual meetings. Veronica Lancaster, ATIS, made the extremely good observation that face-to-face meetings are, conversely, disabled…diminished…by too readily providing a meeting-long conference bridge, an observation for which I thanked her and which, I believe, the ACTA should re-consider during face-to-face meetings. 

Recommendation to the ACTA from the discussion w.in NIPP-NPP:  Require that members of the ACTA be physically present at the couple of scheduled face-to-face meetings each year in order to be counted as part of the quorum and to have voting status. 

21) Consideration of NIPP-NPP-2007-078; OSP Draft:  

22) Consideration of NIPP-NPP-2007-020:

23) NIPP Plenary, 5:30PM Thursday. Affirmation of Ed Eckert, NIPP Chair. Summarization of week’s SDO activities. 

The Plenary afforded the ACTA SDO Representative to chat-up the ACTA with many different NIPP members. 

24) Next Meeting of NIPP:  Week of 21st January, 2008; same hotel / same city (Marriott Pinnacle – Vancouver, B.C.)
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