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IEEE 1680.2 Imaging Equipment and IEEE 1680.3 Television

JOINT WORKING GROUP MEETING APPROVED MINUTES  

Tuesday, November 30, 2010
Conference Call, 1 PM – 3 PM ET 

Pamela Brody-Heine, IEEE 1680.2 Co-Chair and Patty Dillon, IEEE 1680.3 Co-Chair called the meeting to order.
Roll Call/ Attendance:  See attached attendance list.  
Agenda Review:  Pamela Brody-Heine reviewed the agenda for the call. The agenda was approved by affirmation. 
Meeting Protocols: Pamela reviewed the meeting protocols.
List of Proxies (WG member holding proxy in parenthesis)

Proxies were announced by posting on WebEx. The WG member holding the proxy is in parentheses. 

	1680.2 WG

Fern Abrams, IPC (Stephanie Castorina) 

Rachael A. Baker, Kaiser Permanente (Sue Chiang)

Cate Berard, EPA (John Katz)

Stacey Guidry, Central Texas Zero Waste Alliance (Robin Schneider) 

Mary Harscher, Great Lakes Solutions (Steve Scherrer)
Karen Pollard, EPA (Jenny Stephenson)

Wayne Rifer, GEC (John Katz)

Renee St. Denis, Sims Recycling (Larry King)

Wendy Neu, Hugo Neu Corporation (Barbara Kyle)

Sheila Dormody, Clean Water Action (Barbara Kyle)

Alexandra McPherson, Clean Production Action (Judy Levin)

Andy Baynes, Apple (Kim Holliday)

Janet Smith, Lexmark (Chris Saunders)

Jeff Jacoby, Texas Campaign for Env. Fund (Robin Schneider

Zac Trahan, Texas Campaign for Environment (David Hogan)

Toni Stein, self (Judy Levin)

Hallie Smith-Petee, PolyOne (Waverly McFarland)

	1680.3 WG

Fern Abrams, IPC (Stephanie Castorina) 

Rachael A. Baker, Kaiser Permanente (Sue Chiang)

Cate Berard, EPA (John Katz)

Stacey Guidry, Central Texas Zero Waste Alliance (Robin Schneider) 

Missy Hayes, Mitsubishi (Colleen Pickford) 

Mary Harscher, Great Lakes Solutions (Steve Scherrer)
Karen Pollard, EPA (Jenny Stephenson)

Wayne Rifer, GEC (John Katz)

Renee St. Denis, Sims Recycling (Larry King)

Wendy Neu, Hugo Neu Corporation (Barbara Kyle)

Sheila Dormody, Clean Water Action (Barbara  Kyle)

Alexandra McPherson, Clean Production  Action (Judy Levin)

Jeff Jacoby, Texas Campaign for Env. Fund (Robin Schneider

Zac Trahan, Texas Campaign for Environment (David Hogan)

Mike Coop, heyCoop (Shannon Davis)

Toni Stein, self (Judy Levin)

Hallie Smith-Petee, PolyOne (Waverly McFarland)


Call for Patents. Patty Dillon provided an opportunity for participants to identify patent claims essential for the use of the standard. No patents were identified on the call.

Approval of November 18 Meeting Minutes:  The minutes from the last Joint IE/TV WG call, November 18, were distributed with the meeting materials. The draft minutes contain the voting results on additional commercial terms.  None of the concerns raised were considered “commercial terms” by a majority of WG members. See Appendix 2 of the meeting minutes for detailed results.
On the November 18 WG call a concern was raised by a WG member about the process for handling amendments for commercial terms, and specifically that limiting amendments on the call to minor changes was not consistent with Roberts Rules, and therefore, the Chairs were not following appropriate procedures. After consultation with IEEE, we’ve determined that the procedure for handling amendments for commercial terms is consistent with the WG Policies & Procedures and the previously established process for handling amendments.  Patty asked that WG members should contact her for additional details if interested, and she forward the email that was sent to the WG member who raised the concern.
The minutes from November 18 were approved by affirmation will be posted on the public area of our website.

Commercial Terms & WG Process

The WG moved on to discussing and voting on the proposed amendments to address commercial terms.  

During the 11/18 call, the WG went through the:

· Background of the commercial terms situation

· Commercial Terms Guidance Document

· WG process for addressing commercial terms

And during the 11/18 call, the three CTTFs presented on their recommendations and took clarifying questions.
The call briefly covered these topics because they were covered in detail during the last call and are outlined in detail in the 11/18 meeting minutes.  Included in the meeting materials, and distributed several weeks ago, are both the “Commercial Terms Guidance” and ”Commercial Terms Process” documents for reference.
In late September the IEEE Standards Board adopted the ANSI Essential Requirement pertaining to Commercial Terms & Conditions. As communicated to the WGs over a month ago, IEEE requested that the WGs address any potential commercial terms prior to submitting the standard for balloting. To assist the WGs in this process, IEEE had their legal counsel review the draft standard to identify any potential commercial terms.  Over the past month, the WG and EASC co-chairs have worked with the IEEE attorney and staff to clarify the IEEE policy and its implications for the WGs. 
The Commercial Terms Guidance was developed with the assistance of the IEEE attorney.  As a reminder, we are working in a gray area with no definitive guidance from IEEE and no precedence of IEEE Standards Board decisions. WG decisions on how to resolve commercial term issues are subject to approval by the IEEE-SA Standards Board as well as ANSI during their approval of the standard to become an American National Standard
Very important to note that our case will be substantially bolstered if we have strong consensus on the revisions to the criteria to address the commercial terms issues.  
In addition to the CTTF recommendations, any WG member could submit alternative options for the WG to consider in resolving the commercial terms issue by 11/19.  One submittal was received for criterion 4.6.1.1.   
The call today will include a brief summary of the presentations given by the Commercial Terms Task Forces during the 11/18 call.  Ted Smith will also present on his alternative amendment option.  We will entertain motions to improve recommended language (while preserving intent), only if there is a minor issue.  As was done during the previous amendment process, the author of the amendment (either the CTTF or an individual) will decide whether to accept the revision. 
WG approval of any changes to the standard to address commercial terms will be done in two steps.   Today the WGs will vote to select a single option for each criterion.  WG members can vote on more than one option, and should vote for all options that they consider a resolution to the commercial terms and condition issue.  Whatever option achieves at least a 75% approval will be incorporated into the draft standard. If more than one option receives 75% support, then the option with greater support will be incorporated into the draft standard.

If no option receives 75% approval, we’ll go to Step #2, which is to review and discuss the vote results and options that we have to obtain 75% approval during the 12/9 call. We’ll then hold a second round of voting. 
Pamela let the WG know that the survey monkey had been opened and will close at 5 PM Pacific/8 PM Eastern today.  Pamela reminded the WG to hit “done” when they are finished and not “exit” and if they are holding a proxy, please fill out a survey for the person whose proxy they are holding and clearly indicate that they are voting their proxy. 

Proposed Amendments to Address Commercial Terms
Members of the three task forces were posted on Webex. 

During the 11/18, the three CTTFs presented their recommendations to the WG.  These amendments, along with the one additional submitted amendment by Ted Smith, were provided to the WG for today’s call in the document “IEEE 1680.2 1680.3 CTTF Recommendations 101122.doc”.

Pamela emphasized the importance of this process and the vote today.  Addressing commercial terms is the last hurdle before the WGs can vote to approve the draft standards.  The CTTFs were balanced groups comprised of representatives from a variety of stakeholder categories.  The CTTFs worked very hard to retain the subgroup intent of the criteria while addressing the commercial terms and balancing risk.  Most of the recommendations came from feedback from the IEEE attorney.  With only one exception, the CTTF recommendations were decided with unanimous support.
Warranty Proposed Amendments 
Pamela summarized the CTTF recommendations, noting that they received unanimous support from Task Force members. For 1680.2 criteria 4.4.1.1 & 4.4.1.3 about warranties, the Task Force decided to add “separately” to the language, which doesn’t change the intent of the criteria but addresses the commercial terms issue per legal counsel input. For 1680.2 criterion 4.4.1.2, the Task Force clarified that there are options for providing this service. The Task Force recommended for 4.4.3.1 (spare parts; 1680.2) to remove the specific time limit and not to limit spare parts to those only made by the manufacturer. The proposed changes do not change the intent of the criterion. The biggest change in intent is with the Task Force recommendation for 1680.3 criterion 4.4.3.1. The recommendation adds a sentence allowing the warranty to be purchased separately or available free of charge. 

It was also noted that the CTTF discussed alternative approaches to warranties such as including statements about useful life, but decided that this concept was too difficult to capture and varies by product.  The recommendations keep the intent that products will have a warranty but addresses the IEEE Standards Board concern.

The WG was provided the opportunity to discuss the amendments and ask questions. 
Product & Packaging Take-back Proposed Amendments 
Patty Dillon provided a brief summary of the CTTF recommendations as presented on November 18. For criterion 4.6.1.1, the Task Force wanted to preserve the intent of the criterion that there is no charge to the consumer at the time the product is taken back for recycling. The Task Force recommendation removes all reference to internalizing the cost in the product price, which allows manufacturers with flexibility in determining how to pay for the service. Four of five Task Force members approved of this language. It was also noted that several language options were reviewed by the IEEE attorney and the Task Force recommended the language that was preferred by the attorney. Criterion 4.8.4.1 on packaging take back had the same commercial terms concerns as 4.6.1.1. The Task Force recommended a similar approach, which was unanimously supported by the Task Force. The Task Force unanimously agreed that criterion 4.6.2.1, regarding optional take-back for a broader scope of products contained any commercial terms. The Task Force acknowledged that this criterion may give an advantage to a larger company, but the intent of these standards is not to create a level playing field. Further, it’s an optional criterion that rewards companies for doing more.  

Ted Smith presented an alternative proposal for criterion 4.6.1.1, which does not allow front end or back end fees for take back services for consumers. The goal is to internalize take-back and recycling costs to encourage competition that results in efficient take-back systems. The proposed language encourages competition, and therefore, shouldn’t violate any antitrust concerns.   

Pamela shared with the WG the opinion of IEEE’s attorney on the various language options considered by the CTTF and proposed by Ted Smith. The language recommended by the CTTF (referred to as Option 1) was deemed the “least problematic” in avoiding commercial terms issues. Option 2 (not seen by the full WGs) is the second-least problematic since it does not expressly prohibit separate pricing for take-back service at the time of product purchase. Option 3 (not seen by the full WG) and Ted Smith’s proposal clearly prohibits separate pricing for the service.
The WG was provided the opportunity to comment on and discuss the recommendations. Don Wright, WG member and Standards Board member, noted that “least problematic” does not mean that the language is without risk when undergoing review and approval by the IEEE Standards Board and ANSI. If the Standards Board believes that any language violates IEEE rules, they will send the draft standard back to the sponsor. The sponsor must “fix” the language if they want the standard approved & published by IEEE. 
Consumables Proposed Amendments
Pamela reviewed the CTTF recommendations on 2 criteria, which had unanimous agreement by CTTF members. Criterion 4.9.1.1 addresses paper use. The recommended changes include removing the term “warranty”, which does not change the criterion intent. For criterion 4.9.2.1, the CTTF decided to recommend that the criterion be deleted. There was no way to address commercial terms while preserving the intent, since the criterion was so focused on warranties. The Task Force also thought that criterion 4.9.2.2 accomplished the same objective as 4.9.2.1, so the intent of the criterion would still be preserved in the standard even with the deletion of criterion 4.9.2.2.  

The WG was provided the opportunity to comment on and discuss the recommendations. 
 Next Steps
1) WG call schedule. The December 2nd WG call is cancelled since we completed our discussions of commercial terms issues today.  Outlook cancellations will be sent following today’s call. We will use the December 9th call (note, not 12/7) to further discuss commercial terms if we do not achieve 75% approval on at least one amendment for each of the criteria discussed today.   
2) Approval of the draft standards. If we achieve 75% approval on the commercial terms amendments today, we will send out the revised draft standards and the survey monkey to vote to approve them on Friday (12/3).  The SM will be open for 2 weeks, until 12/17.  If we do not achieve 75% needed for the amendments, we will have the call on 12/9, followed by another vote. We will update the WGs on the timeline as soon as all commercial terms issues are resolved. 
3) Please remember that the SM on commercial terms closes at 5 PM Pacific/8 PM Eastern.  
Meeting Adjourned
Attachment 1
IEEE 1680.2 & 1680.3 Working Groups Attendees, November 30, 2010

Allen Blakey, Vinyl Institute

Anne Peters, Gracestone, Inc.

Barbara Kyle, ETBC

Ben Knudson, Hennepin County

Beth Eckl, Practice Greenhealth

Bill Huggins, Static Control

Brian Gallipeau, Oce

Brian Hilton, RIT

Carol Hetfield, EPA

Cathie Gosnell, Premier Safety Institute

Charlie Pizarro, Center for Env. Health

Chris Cleet, ITI

Chris Saunders, Lexmark

Chung-Kyung Kim, LG Electronics

Colleen Pickford, ITI

Daniel McNamara, Catholic Healthcare West

Dave Cassano, Apple

Dave Krupar, Charles Schwab & Co.

David Hogan, self

Derek Dao, Samsung

Dewey Pitts, Lenovo

D’Lane Wisner, ACC

Don Wright, Lexmark

Doug Smith, Sony

Ed Weil, Polytechnic Institute of NY

Erica Logan, ITIC

Fareed Ferhut, CalRecycle

Frances Cabrera, Canon USA

Gail Lee, University of CA San Francisco

Gerry Kelly, InfoPrint

Herman Hall, Vinyl Institute

Holly Elwood, EPA

Holly Evans, Strategic Counsel

Jack Price, FL DEP

James Mejia, Redemtech

Janet Smith, Lexmark

Jason Kelley, Lexmark

Jeffrey Olsen, Commonwealth of PA

Jennifer Miyamoto, Xerox

Jenny Stephenson, EPA

Jessian Choy, City of San Francisco

Jim Arnold, Rissa Studios

Jim Hulbert, Pitney Bowes

Joe Burquist, HP

John Handzo, UNR Business Env Program

John Katz, EPA

John Powers, Integrated Solutions & Services
Jon Fairhurst, Sharp

Jonathan Wood, Defra

Joseph Yob, Creative Recycling Systems

Judy Levin, Center for Env. Health

Justin Lehrer, StopWaste.Org

Karen Cook, Alameda County

Kathy Fox, Washington Hospital Healthcare

Keiko Yokoyama, Sony

Ken Lowe, Vizio

Kim Holliday, consultant on the behalf of Apple

Kim Holmes, 4R Sustainability

Kimi Schell, Environmental Working Group

Larry King, Sims Recycling Solutions

Laura Heywood, UKCRA

Leslie Jackson, Sutter Health

Ligia Bejat, Lexmark

Lisa Sepanski, King County Solid Waste 

Lucian Turk, Dell

Malia Zaman, IEEE

Marcus Chong, Fujistu

Mario Rufino, Canon

Mark Corbett, self

Mark Sajbel, USDA

Mark Schaffer, Schaffer Environmental

Mark Sharp, Panasonic

Marty Strauss, City of Sacramento, CA

Mary Harscher, Great Lakes Solutions

Michael Gell, Xanfeon

Mike Anderson, Eastman Kodak Company

Mike Biddle, MBA Polymers

Mike Hutchings, Oracle

Mike Watson, Dell

Pamela Brody-Heine, EcoStewardship Strategies/ZWA 

Patty Dillon, Dillon Environmental

Patty Enneking, Klockner Pentaplast

Paul Chalmer, self 

Rachael Baker, Kaiser Permanente

Renee St. Denis, Sims Recycling Solutions

Ric Erdheim, Philips

Rich Vernam, Panasonic

Richard Kerr, Bayer MaterialScience

Richard Krock, Vinyl Institute

Rob Guzzo, Apple

Robert Hunn, Hospital Safety by Design

Robin Schneider, TCE Fund

Ron Mateas, Epson

Sandra Cannon, US Dept of Energy

Sara Schedler, Friends of the Earth

Sarah Westervelt, Basel Action Network

Sego Jackson, Snohomish County

Shannon Davis, US EPA

Sheila Davis, Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition

Stacey Foreman, City of Portland

Stephanie Castorina, IPC

Stephen Greene, Howland Greene Consultants 

Steve Kuo, Apple

Steve Risotto, ACC

Steve Scherrer, Chemtura

Steve Tolan, Oce

Sue Chiang, Center for Env. Health

Susan Landry, Albemarle

Ted Smith, ETBC

Tim Ringo, Konica Minolta Holdings USA

Todd Washburn, SABIC

Tony Jasionowski, Panasonic

Tricia Judge, ITIC

Victoria DeYoung, Xerox
Vincent van Dijk, ETIRA

Walter Alcorn, CEA

Waverly McFarland, PolyOne

Yuichi Somemori, Sharp

Attachment 2 – Voting Results on Commercial Terms Amendments
	Proposed Amendments Approved
	1680.2
	1680.3

	(1680.2 Only) For criterion 4.4.1.1, Required—Manufacturer extended warranty or service agreements for institutional products: 
	94%
	 

	(1680.2 Only) For criterion 4.4.1.2 Required—Manufacturer warranty or service agreements for consumer products: 
	91%
	 

	(1680.2 Only) For criterion 4.4.1.3 Optional — Manufacturer extended warranty or service agreements for consumer products: 
	94%
	 

	(1680.2 Only) For criterion 4.4.3.1 Optional—Spare parts/compatible spare parts
	93%
	 

	(1680.3 Only) For criterion 4.4.3.1 Required — Warranty provided
	 
	90%

	For criterion 4.6.1.2 Optional — Provision of Take-Back service for broader scope of products 
	90%
	94%

	For criterion 4.8.4.1 Optional—Provision of take-back service for packaging
	87%
	87%

	For criterion 4.9.1.1 Required — Allow use of general office paper with renewable content, recycled content, and that is chlorine free 
	91%
	 

	For criterion 4.9.2.1 Required—Use of Non-OEM Cartridges and Non-OEM Containers does not void warranty 
	91%
	 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Results for Proposed Amendments for Criterion 4.6.1.1
	1680.2
	1680.3

	% Support CTTF Recommendation
	55%
	49%

	% Support Alternative Option submitted by Ted Smith
	44%
	53%

	% Support Neither Option; Criterion does contain commerical term
	9%
	9%

	% Support Neither Option; Criterion does not contain commerical term
	1%
	1%

	# Abstaining Votes
	4 votes
	2 votes

	Note that percentages do not sum to 100% as some stakeholders supported both the CTTF recommendation and the alternative option submitted by Ted Smith
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