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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 10:00am.
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

	Milt Bush 
	The M Companies 
	Other Interested Party Segment

	Scott Lambert 
	Intertek 
	Testing Labs Segment

	Rich Mullen 
	Panasonic
	Manufacturer Segment

	Amar Ray 
	CenturyLink
	Service Provider Segment Representative

	Jimmy Salinas
	AT&T
	Service Provider Segment

	Matthew Mulvihill 
	Industry Canada
	Public 

	Magdoly Rondon 
	Industry Canada 
	Public 

	Claude Beaudoin 
	Industry Canada 
	Public 

	Nicolas Desmarais
	Industry Canada 
	Public 

	Jennifer Warnell 
	MetLabs 
	Public 

	Jim Reed
	MetLabs
	Public 

	Stephen Whitesell
	VTech Communications
	Public 

	John Derr
	TIA
	TIA Liaison to ACTA

	Cheryl Blum 
	TIA 
	TIA 

	Jean-Paul Emard
	ATIS
	ATIS 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-11-001)

1. Participants reviewed the draft meeting agenda.  

2. The participants made a few modifications to the order of the agenda to accommodate participants with limited time. The Secretariat will post the revised agenda (ACTION ITEM). 
3. Motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda as revised and displayed. (Biholar/Salinas). The revised agenda was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
IV. Review and Approval of Meeting Summary from December 2, 2010 General Council Meeting (ACTA-10-020)
4. Participants reviewed the Meeting Summary.  
5. Motion was made for the approval of the December 2, 2010 Meeting Summary (Biholar/Salinas). The Meeting Summary was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
6. ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-10-020 (ACTION ITEM). 
· Action Item Review from December 2, 2010  

7. ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the September Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-10-017. 

Status: Done
8. ACTA Secretariat will post the new meeting dates to the ACTA website. 
Status: Done
V. Working Group Reports 

· ACTA WG on Enforcement – ACTA-11-03 

i. ACTA Response to 2010 Biennial Review of Telecommunications 

9. Mr. Bush reviewed ACTA-11-03. He noted that the participation has been high, and the ideas have been worthy of discussion. He noted that there were a number of ACTA items that the group was reviewing. He added that a lot has been accomplished in a short period of time.  

10. Mr. Bush asked if anything has been heard from the Commission regarding the ex parte, and the comments from the biennial review on the enforcement-related comments.
11. Mr. Goode noted that the comments were filed and that no response had been received to date. He added that he has reached out to the Enforcement Bureau via Cathy Zima (FCC) regarding the penalties. He added that the penalties are listed on the FCC website, but that the specific dollar amounts are not clear.  Mr. Goode noted that he is hopeful to have more information by the next Enforcement Working Group meeting (April 6th).
12. It was noted that the information regarding the penalties will hopefully be used to create an informational piece that could be used on the website and in other ACTA material. 

13. The question was raised if there was any progress in reaching out to the HAC groups?  It was noted that there has been none at this time, but staff will investigate this further (ACTION ITEM). 

14. It was noted that HAC is a big issue relating to the 21st Century Communications & Video Accessibility Act. Mr. Bush added that getting consumer groups to join in ACTA calls (non-government related groups) might also be helpful.  

15. Prior to next enforcement conference call staff will identify nongovernment HAC groups to potentially invite them to participate in future meetings (ACTION ITEM).  

16. Participants discussed the question regarding whether a lack of enforcement is related to a resource issue. It was noted that this is a double edged sword because the lack of enforcement causes a resource issue on the ACTA side. 

17. The question was raised about who the biennial review comments were vetted by within ACTA? It was noted that the comments were drafted by the Enforcement Working Group, reviewed by ATIS Legal on behalf of ACTA, and vetted to the ACTA IS Reps.  
18. It was noted that some concerns by General Council attendees were raised as they were not included in this process. They were encouraged to work with their respective IS Reps in the future.

19. It was added that there are a number of empty positions within the IS Reps and all interested parties should contact the ACTA Chairman and/or the Secretariat for further information.  

20. It was noted that the next Enforcement Working Group call is on April 6, 2011.  

· ACTA WG on Smart Grid and other new Technologies  

21. Mr. Salinas reported that no meeting has been held as no new technologies were brought before the group for review.  

VI. Secretariat Update 
· Website Updates 

22. Mr. Cassarino reported that there have been a number of updates to the ACTA Part 68 website. First, he noted that TIA-968-A has been superseded by TIA-968-B. He added that TIA-968-A will be kept on the website for 2 weeks as a reference; then it will be moved to the archived material. 
23. The question was raised if TIA-968-A would continue to be accessible due to the fact that filers might need to review the differences between the versions. Mr. Derr from TIA confirmed that TIA-968-A could continue to be available under the archived section of the Part 68 website. The Secretariat will take the necessary actions to make this update (ACTION ITEM). 
24. Mr. Cassarino noted that a request had been received to see if Part68 website could be updated to function in the Google Chrome browser. He noted that this recently had been done. He added that the AOF system still needed to be reviewed to determine if it was functioning in Google Chrome (ACTION ITEM). 
25. A participant noted that there were similar issues when trying to use Part68.org with the Safari browser. Staff will investigate this to see if the problem can be resolved (ACTION ITEM). 
· Report on RPC Data Validation Program
26. Mr. Cassarino reported that the program was implemented and activated on January 1, 2011. He noted that from the perspective of updating the database; the program had been very successful. The review of RPC Data by the Responsible Parties had resulted in a number of transfers of RPCs. 
27. It was noted that there was some initial confusion/resistance when the program was initially launched due to misinformation. Mr. Cassarino has spent a significant amount of time with the filers educating them about the program. 

28.  It was noted that there are a lot more companies taking the initiative to participate in this program either by themselves or by working with their TCBs. It was added that hopefully, this will get the company representatives more involved with ACTA. 
29. It was noted that a lot of Responsible Parties are also updating the US Product Contact for the TTE as a part of this process. Many companies are also taking the initiative to inform other companies/colleagues regarding the program. 
30. It was noted that the Secretariat is taking steps to try and broaden the outreach of information regarding the program, by reviewing email ‘bounces’ and trying to reach out to Responsible Parties through methods other than email. 

31. The question was raised if a company makes a new filing during the calendar year, does that satisfy the program? Mr. Cassarino noted that if a company purchases or transfers a RPC; they do not need to validate for the current year. He added that if a filer does an original, a change, or a modification filing, they are not automatically validated. 
32. The question was raised if there were still notice of change filings that fall under the umbrella of “wildcards”? It was noted that there were not many of these in the system at this time. 
33. It was noted that the education of Responsible Parties regarding ACTA and the program was ongoing. This is particularly important since a number of new company representatives are now getting involved. 
34. It was added that the program is working and a lot of fixes to bad, old and out of date data are occurring. ACTA should continue to strive for further education on the program and other initiatives. 
· Other 

35. The question was raised if the Secretariat had been receiving many inquiries regarding the connection of VoIP, Wi-Fi, and/or Broadband devices to the PSTN. It was noted that to-date the Secretariat had not be receiving this type of inquiry. 
36. Some of the participants noted that they have been receiving this type of inquiry, and they responded to tell the company that they should comply with Part68 rules and file with ACTA.  

37. It was noted that any VoIP device with a PSTN adaptor needs to comply with Part68 requirements.  
38. The question was raised that if these devices were not registered with ACTA, how could its compliance with HAC requirements be verified? 

39. It was noted that a few years ago, the FCC noted that VoIP phones needed to be accessible to all users but that no specific rules were outlined. 

40. It was noted that the Enforcement Working Group is reviewing this subject and will report back to the Council with any new information. 

VII. Liaison Reports: 
· ACTA-11-002, TR 41 Liaison Report 
41. Mr. Bipes reviewed the report, and highlighted specific items which were of interest to the Council. 

42. Item 7 was reviewed. It notes that there was an assertion made during the meeting that the new ACTA RPC Data Validation Program was conceived in secret. Mr. Bipes added that ACTA representatives who were present, tried to clarify this concern by pointing out the fact that the program was reviewed and discussed during the December 2nd General Council meeting  Further, it was noted that the potential for such a program had been discussed as early as the first ACTA meeting in 2010.
43. It was noted that during the meeting, the suggestion was made that any additional modifications to the RPC Data Validation Program should be done during the public General Council meeting.  
44. It was noted that during the December 2nd meeting no concerns were raised about the program, but that some of the feeling about constructing the program too hastily might be due to the time constraints of implementing the program by the 1st of the year. 

45. It was noted that any suggestions regarding the ACTA Database and/or the RPC Data Validation Program should be submitted to the ACTA Chairman or Secretariat and will be reviewed and discussed at the following meeting. 

46. The question was raised if the individual who raised the concerns noted above had any actual suggested changes to the program, or if concerns were with the process. This was unknown, and it was once again noted that all parties are invited to bring any concerns to the ACTA Chairman or Secretariat. 
47. Item 13 was reviewed and it was noted that the work on TSB-31-D should be completed shortly. It was added that this might be a possible topic of interest for an ACTA Educational Seminar. 
48. Item 15 was reviewed and it was noted that the ‘FAQ Terminology’ was referencing the ‘TIA FAQ Terminology’. This update will be made to the report and it will be reposted (ACTION ITEM). 
49. It was noted that the summary of updates from Industry Canada was not included in this Report, but could be found in TR41.9-11-02-007-Industry_Canada_Report. 
50. Item 16 was reviewed and discussed. It was noted that TIA-810-B addresses volume control limits for digital phones and that TR 41 will be making the request that the FCC make the recommendation that devices should be harmonized with this standard. 
51. It was noted that there was a typographical error in Item 16; CS-05 should read CS-03. This update will be made and the report will be reposted (ACTION ITEM). 
52. Motion was made for the approval of the TR 41 Liaison Report as modified (Salinas/Ray). The Liaison Report was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
VIII. Old/New Business 
· ACTA Presentation at the April 2011 TCBC Workshop 
53.  It was noted for information that Mr. Haynes will be making a presentation at the TCBC Workshop in Baltimore, MD on behalf of ACTA. This presentation will be on April 7, 2011 at 3:30pm. 

54. It was noted that the presentation will be a refresher on ACTA including information on the RPC Data Validation Program. 

55. It was noted that the presentation will be available via part68.org after the workshop. 

· FCC VoIP Regulations – Texas PUC 

56. Participants reviewed a publication from the Public Utility Commission of Texas which addresses VoIP. This publication was provided by Mr. Salinas. 
57. It was noted that the state PUCs are sending customers to the federal government for further information regarding the regulation of VoIP, but at the current time there are no federal regulations on the subject. 

58. Participants discussed TIA-1063, Telecommunications User Premises Equipment Analog Telephone Port Requirements for Packet-based User Premises Terminal Adapters. It was noted that this is a voluntary standard, but might be useful for ACTA to review. This review will be undertaken by the Enforcement Working Group (ACTION ITEM). 
59. This was noted as informational for the General Council, and will be submitted to the Enforcement Working Group for further discussion.  
· Industry Canada Update 

60. It was noted that Industry Canada continues to keep a watch on the market in the area of terminal equipment and that there is a continued concern that there is a lot of equipment on the market that is not registered. It was added that there is a high-level of non-compliance in both the technical and administrative arenas.  
61. The question was raised if Industry Canada had a formal dialogue with the FCC?  It was noted no formal relationship existed at this time. 

62. The question was raised if there were any public statistics provided by Industry Canada on noncompliance? It was noted that there were none, but that participants should review the report on filing trends in Canada presented at the December 2nd ACTA General Council meeting (ACTA-10-19a). 
· 21st Century Communications & Video Accessibility Act
63. Mr. Goode noted that the FCC adopted three Notices of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) as part of its ongoing efforts to implement the “Twenty-First Century Communications and Video Accessibility Act of 2010” (CVAA). 
64. Mr. Goode added that ACTA might want to consider submitting comments on the NPRM seeking information pertaining to CVAA’s requirement that “advanced communications services” (ACS) and manufacturers of equipment used for ACS make their services and products accessible to people with disabilities, unless it is not achievable to do so. 
65. It was noted that the comments could be similar to the comments ACTA recently submitted on the 2010 Biennial Review of Telecommunications Regulations. The deadline for comment submittal is April 13th.  
· Other 
66. It was noted that due to the supply problems following the disaster in Japan, there might be an increase in filings. Participants considered if some type of announcement regarding this should be drafted. This subject was deferred until further information is available. 

IX. Next Meeting 
67.  The next meeting will be held on June 16, 2011 (virtually) from 2:00-4:00 pm ET. 
X. Adjournment
68. Motion was made and seconded to adjourn the meeting (Bishop/Biholar) (AGREEMENT REACHED). 
69. The meeting adjourned at 12:00  pm
Summary of Action Items

70. The participants made a few modifications to the order of the agenda to accommodate participants with limited time. The Secretariat will post the revised agenda (ACTION ITEM). 
71. ACTA Secretariat will remove “Draft” from the Meeting Summary and repost the document as ACTA-10-020 (ACTION ITEM). 
72. The question was raised if there was any progress in reaching out to the HAC groups?  It was noted that there has been none at this time, but staff will investigate this further (ACTION ITEM). 

73. Prior to next enforcement conference call staff will identify nongovernment HAC groups to potentially invite them to participate in future meetings (ACTION ITEM).  

74. The question was raised if TIA-968-A would continue to be accessible due to the fact that filers might need to review the differences between the versions. Mr. Derr from TIA confirmed that TIA-968-A could continue to be available under the archived section of the Part 68 website. The Secretariat will take the necessary actions to make this update (ACTION ITEM). 

75. Mr. Cassarino noted that a request had been received to see if Part68 website could be updated to function in the Google Chrome browser. He noted that this recently had been done. He added that the AOF system still needed to be reviewed to determine if it was functioning in Google Chrome (ACTION ITEM). 
76. A participant noted that there were similar issues when trying to use Part68.org with the Safari browser. Staff will investigate this to see if the problem can be resolved (ACTION ITEM). 

77. Item 15 was reviewed and it was noted that the ‘FAQ Terminology’ was referencing the ‘TIA FAQ Terminology’. This update will be made to the report and it will be reposted (ACTION ITEM). 

78. It was noted that there was a typographical error in Item 16; CS-05 should read CS-03. This update will be made and the report will be reposted (ACTION ITEM). 

79. Participants discussed TIA-1063, Telecommunications User Premises Equipment Analog Telephone Port Requirements for Packet-based User Premises Terminal Adapters. It was noted that this is a voluntary standard, but might be useful for ACTA to review. This review will be undertaken by the Enforcement Working Group (ACTION ITEM). 

Summary of Agreements Reached

80. Motion was made and seconded for the approval of the agenda as revised and displayed. (Biholar/Salinas). The revised agenda was approved without opposition (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
81. Motion was made for the approval of the December 2, 2010 Meeting Summary (Biholar/Salinas). The Meeting Summary was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
82. Motion was made for the approval of the TR 41 Liaison Report as modified (Salinas/Ray). The Liaison Report was approved without objection (AGREEMENT REACHED).  
83. Motion was made and seconded to adjourn the meeting (Bishop/Biholar) (AGREEMENT REACHED). 
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