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NOTICE

(On contributions, use the source organization’s disclaimer.  On Council documents, use the ACTA disclaimer shown below)

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

NOTE:  Due to severely limited ACTA funding for this – the last ACTA Liaison to SDO TIA-TR41 this meeting of fiscal year 2010 – I missed 3/5ths of the week’s meetings, thereby attending only TR41.9 and subcommittee meetings on Tuesday and Wednesday, days 2 and 3 of the week (and donating much of my time).
TR41.9.1 Technical Criteria – Day 2:
NOTE: TR41.9.1 reviews and updates documents as directed by TR41.9, for example the technical requirements contained in TIA-968-A and all of its addendums consolidated into TIA-968-B. More currently TIA-968-B and a companion TSB-31D
1) Chairman Phil Havens formally opened the subcommittee meeting with a round of introductions (of the eight in attendance were two Canadian government representatives from Industry Canada, Canada’s equivalent to the USA’s Federal Communications Commission. Matt Mulvihill and Magdoly [Dolly] Rondon, Sr. Telecom Engineer).
2) Matt Mulvihill also serves as the TSB-31-D Editor. He opened the work on revising TSB-31-C via the DRAFT Revision and Change Log. Matt shared concerns with seeming confusion in the description/use of Loop simulators. The morning was spent addressing this concern and finishing up a host of other TSB-31-D technical and editorial items in preparation for its presentation to TR41.9 on Wednesday.
.

3) TR41.9 Technical and Administrative Regulatory Considerations – Day 3:
NOTE: TR41.9 is a standards formulating group that initiates proposals and monitors regulations and related matters for wireline telecommunications terminal equipment in North America.

The primary work of this subcommittee includes:

· development, maintenance and interpretation of technical requirements to prevent network harm (e.g. 47CFR Part 68, TIA-968)
· development and maintenance of related administrative requirements, guidelines and procedures
· Development and maintenance of test methods and guidelines
· submission of technical and administrative documents to the ACTA for adoption
· advising and responding to others (e.g. FCC, ACTA, Industry Canada, committees or individuals) on regulatory issues in the telecommunications terminal equipment environment
· efforts to foster harmonization with CS-03, other North American regulatory requirements and industry standards

The group will also consider such other regulatory matters it deems appropriate.
4) Chair Phil Havens opened the meeting – a little late while awaiting a quorum from the ever diminishing number of participants (nine of which three are non-voting / non-quorum contributing, John Bipes w. ACTA and Matt Mulvihill and Magdoly Rondon, Industry Canada) – at 8:45AM.

Attendees:
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Trone Bishop
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Steve Whitesell
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(Manufacturer)

Rafi Rahamim

Broadcom

(Manufacturer)

John Bipes

ACTA


(Regulator)

Randy Ivans

UL-Melville

(Test Lab)

Magdoly Rondon

Industry Canada
(Regulator)

Matt Mulvihill

Industry Canada
(Regulator)

5) The next (Face-to-Face) Meeting 7th-11th February, 2011, w. TR41.9 again meeting on Wednesday. (Probably to be held in Orlando or Lake Buena Vista, FL). Submissions are requested by 1st February – after which contributions will have an “L” designation which may cause their consideration to be delayed until the following quarterly meeting.
6) Announcements were made and the TR41.9 Agenda was approved; the Chair and Vice-Chair positions (and recording Sec’y.) positions were announced by Chair Havens as still open. Upshot; Phil Havens, Littelfuse, continues as the interim chair of TR41.9 (and TR41.9.1). Matt Mulvihill, Industry Canada, was again ‘volunteered’ (my recommendation) to be Recording Secretary for this week’s meeting.

7) Chair Phil raised questions of TR41’s ongoing efficacy – with diminishing industry support due, in part, to a lack of FCC enforcement of the ACTA Adopted Technical Criteria. Phil raised the question of TR41 writing a paper on wireline viability. TR41 Chair Whitesell contributed to the Agenda Item list – an FAQ item on REN designation/marking for KX auxiliary equipment.  (See Item 13 which follows.)
8) I gave the ACTA Report to SDO TIA-TR41.9. Matt Mulvihill, Industry Canada, and I (with data provided by Mark Cassarino of the ACTA Secretariat) worked to prepare a presentation to this TR41 meeting in November, 2010, showing trends of ACTA filings. (See Item 10 which follows.)
9) Steve Whitesell raised questions about the “IT” code – and that there are lots more possibilities of ACTA filings IF the Commission should mandate that they be Approved TE and listing on the ACTA database. He stated that of the VoIP adapters he’s seen, most of them have no ACTA filing designation. “IT” (VoIP) – one of the three different categories of PSTN VoIP gateway. 

10) Matt Mulvihill, Industry Canada, gave the Industry Canada Report to SDO TIA TR41.9. Matt, the Canadian enforcement point person at IC’s labs, said that Canada is working with other sovereignties around the world re. Market Surveillance for Regulatory Affairs. Although the FCC is present at such meetings, Matt hinted that cooperation has been more forthcoming from Europe and other places in the world than the USA. Matt said that in Canada they actually do check on-the-retail-shelf TE and pull them into the lab for testing. When non-compliant TE is discovered, it’s a fairly resource project in finally closing the file. When asked by Trone Bishop re. complaints from the industry (carriers) about harms Matt suggested that they’ve had no complaints about TE (from carriers).
Matt said that about 98% of the wireless filings in Canada are from TCBs; about 50% of TCB filings are for wireline.

NOTE:  Wildcard filings are NOT allowed by Industry Canada. The ACTA may wish to make it the same in the US.
Speaking only from my own point-of-view on the heels of so much healthy participation of Canada’s regulators with SDO TIA TR41, I jokingly asked Matt what they’d charge if the ACTA should consider switching its working relationship from the FCC to IC? 
Matt and I, having worked together to prepare the presentation on Filing Trends, Canada and the USA, displayed the following:
11) Matt Mulvihill, who is also editor of TSB-31-D, said that a new/clean version of (Draft 5) of the document is in order. None-the-less TR41.9 decided to go ahead and release the document for balloting and see how it flies. A couple of motions led to Trone Bishop offering the motion “If no negative votes and no comments from balloting on TSB-31-D, then it could go to publication.” It was later agreed that ANY comments, accompanying either “No” or “Yes” and received on a timely basis following the ballot, would precipitate a teleconferenced meeting to resolve the comments within an approximate two week time frame. 

12) TSB-129-B’s status, for which Trone Bishop is technical editor, was reported on by TR41 Chair Whitesell. Apparently – in addition to a balloting ‘No’ vote on more than just an editorial issue – there’s been a little delay at TIA in getting a legal opinion on the document. “Must Be” (vs. “Is To Be”?) language? A later-in-the-day reply from TIA said ‘don’t use “must”’ as the document more represents the committee’s interpretation than the normative document(s) referenced within the document in question. (37 instances) The question arose, “Will another ballot be required.” Steve Whitesell suggested a simple up-front blanket statement which would eliminate the necessity of changing all 37 instances. Much of the remainder of the day was spent re-wording these 37. Following the editing the committee decided to proceed to publication of the document.
13) TSB-168-B. Steve Whitesell said that in testing a new VTech to-be KX product (which, though not intended for such, could be plugged into the PSTN) the test house wanted to use ‘NA’ instead of what Steve thought would more properly be ‘##’.  

Quoting from TSB-168-B:

 “## represents the Ringer Equivalence Number without a decimal point, 00 through 50. Exception: in the case of equipment not connected to circuits with analog ringing supplied then “NA” shall appear. Equipment without a network interface (intended for use behind a host system) shall be labeled with the numerical REN code or with NA.”

It was decided that TR41.9 should take on a project of amending Section 4.2 portion of TSB-168-B for clarification. Trone Bishop will bring a contribution to TR41.9 in February, 2011.
14) Steve Whitesell brought up an interoperability/legality re. the possible use of multiple handsets w.r.t. C63.17 (DECT spec for compliance to FCC Part 15). Revision Review – should TR41.9 look into this as a review effort? Remember this is a Regulatory issue, not Part 68 related. TR41.9 may be able to provide technical input.
15) The issue originally brought before the ACTA by Lisa Zhu, engineer from Bay Area Compliances Laboratories was briefly considered – which resulted in Ms. Zhu being advised by the ACTA (Secretariat) to bring the issue before TR41.9 (she’s not done so to date). Chair Phil Havens led the discussion and asked if TR41.9 wished to formulate a formal response to the questioner, Ms. Zhu. When asked by Chair Havens what my thoughts were on the issue, I shared that the response of TE to incoming ringing is deemed a performance issue and as such is beyond the scope of TIA-968-B. Trone Bishop objected to the assertion (which I made) that ‘phones not ringing are not a harms issue.’ He continued that phones not responding the callED party are an issue to carriers. I countered to Trone, “Does it then follow that the ACTA Adopted Technical Criteria (TIA-968-B) should be amended to indicate that TE must respond (alert the user) to incoming ringing – over and above simply presenting an acceptable ringing Z to the PSTN. Various other standards related to telecom performance issues were mentioned by the committee during the discussion. After a fair amount of discussion, Chair Havens recommended we relay to Ms. Lisa Zhu that – if it’s still an issue – TR41.9 would be happy to re-visit the issue.
Next meetings of TR41 will occur the week of 7th February, 2011, probably Orlando or Lake Buena Vista, FL.
	February 2011

	M
	M
	T
	W
	T
	F
	S

	
	      
	1
	2
	3
	4
	   5  

	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12

	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18
	19

	20
	21
	22
	23
	24
	25
	26

	27
	28
	
	
	
	
	

	30
	31
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


[image: image1.png]



