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This section of the FEDERAL REGQ STER contains notices to the public of
t he proposed i ssuance of rules and requl ati ons. The purpose of these
notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in
the rule nmaking prior to the adoption of the final rules.

FEDERAL TRADE COWMM SSI ON

16 CFR Part 432

Trade Regul ation Rule Relating to Power Qutput Cains for
Amplifiers Utilized in Home Entertai nment Products
AGENCY: Federal Trade Conmi ssion.

ACTI ON: Request for public conment.

SUMVARY: The Federal Trade Commi ssion (- FTC' or "~ Conm ssion' ')
requests public coment on its Trade Regul ation Rule Relating to Power
Qutput Clains for Anmplifiers Uilized in Home Entertai nment Products
(" " Amplifier Rule'' or " "Rule''). The Comm ssion solicits coment as
part of its systematic review of all current FTC rul es and gui des.

DATES: Witten coments relating to the Anplifier Rule review nust be
recei ved by May 12, 2008.

ADDRESSES: Interested parties are invited to submt witten comments
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relating to the Anplifier Rule review. To facilitate organi zati on of
comments, comments should refer to "Anplifier Rule Regul atory Review,
16 CFR Part 432, Comment, Project No. P974222.'' A comment filed in
paper form should include this reference both in the text and on the
envel ope, and should be nailed or delivered to the foll ow ng address:
Federal Trade Conmm ssion/ O fice of the Secretary, Room H 135 (Annex E),
600 Pennsyl vani a Avenue, N. W, Washington, D.C. 20580. Coments

contai ning confidential material nust be filed in paper form nust be
clearly | abeled "~ "Confidential,'' and nust conply with Conm ssion Rule
4.9(c).\1\ The FTC is requesting that any comment filed in paper form
be sent by courier or overnight service, if possible, because postal
mail in the Washington area and at the Conmi ssion is subject to delay
due to hei ghtened security precautions.

\'1\ The comment nust be acconpani ed by an explicit request for
confidential treatnent, including the factual and |egal basis for
the request, and nust identify the specific portions of the comment
to be withheld fromthe public record. The request will be granted
or denied by the Commi ssion's General Counsel, consistent with
applicable | aw and the public interest. See Comm ssion Rule 4.9(c),
16 CFR 4.9(c).

Comrents filed in electronic formshould be submtted by follow ng
the instructions on the web-based format https://
secure. comrent works. comi ftc-AnplifierRul eReview. To ensure that the
Commi ssion considers an electronic comment, you nust file it on that
web- based form You may also visit http://ww.regulations.gov to read
this notice, and may file an el ectronic comment through that website.
The Comm ssion will consider all comments that www. regul ations. gov
forwards to it.

The FTC Act and other [aws the Conmm ssion adm nisters pernmit the
col l ection of public coments to consider and use in this proceeding as

appropriate. The Commi ssion will consider all tinely and responsive
public comments that it receives, whether filed in paper or electronic
form Comments received will be available to the public on the FTC

website, to the extent practicable, at http://www.ftc.gov. As a matter

of discretion, the FTC nakes every effort to renove individuals' hone
contact information fromthe public comments it receives before placing
those comments on the FTC website. To read our policy on how we handl e
the information you submt--including routine uses permtted by the
Privacy Act--please reviewthe FTC s privacy policy, at http://

ww., ftc.gov/ftc/privacy.shtm

FOR FURTHER | NFORVATI ON CONTACT: Jock Chung, Attorney, 202-326-2984,
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Di vi si on of Enforcenent, Bureau of Consuner Protection, Federal Trade
Comm ssi on.

SUPPLEMENTARY | NFORMATI ON:
| . Background

In response to m sl eading or confusing power distortion and ot her
performance clains, the Comm ssion issued the Anplifier Rule in 1974 to
assi st consuners purchasi ng power anplification equipnment for hone
entertai nment purposes by standardizing the neasurenent and di scl osure
of various anplifier performance characteristics (39 FR 15387). The
Rul e establishes uniformtest standards and disclosures to aid
consunmers in maki ng neani ngful conparisons of anplifier performance
attri butes.

1. Regulatory Review of the Amplifier Rule

The Conm ssion reviews each of its rules and guides periodically to
assess the rule's or guide's efficacy, costs, and benefits; and to
determ ne whether to retain, nodify, or rescind it. This notice
comrences the Comm ssion's review of the Anplifier Rule.

A. General Areas of Interest for FTC Revi ew

As part of its review, the Conm ssion seeks conment on a nunber of
general issues, including the continuing need for the Rule and its
econom ¢ inpact. The Comm ssion believes that this review is inportant
to ensure that the Rule is appropriately responsive to changes in the
mar ket pl ace.

B. Specific Areas of Interest for FTC Revi ew

After its last revisions to the Rule in 2000, the Conm ssion issued
a Suppl enental Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (" SNPR ') soliciting
comment on Commi ssion proposals to amend the definition of " associated
channel s'' in connection with the power rating testing of nultichannel
““honme theater'' anplifiers (65 FR 80798 (2000)). Miltichannel
anplifiers incorporate five or nore anplification channels and are
desi gned to decode and/or anplify digitally encoded nulti channel novie
soundtracks or music. Section 432.2(a) of the Rule requires an
anplifier's continuous power output per channel to be ""[njeasured with
al | associated channels fully driven to rated per channel power.''\2\
Thus, manufacturers of multichannel audi o/video receivers and
anplifiers nust decide which of the five or nore discrete channels of
anplification are " "associated'' and, therefore, subject to
si mul taneous operation at full rated power. In its SNPR, the Conmm ssion
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solicited public comment on three alternative designations of
"Tassociated channels'' for such audio anplifiers.\3\

\'2\ Thi s conti nuous neasurenent represents the maxi mum per -
channel power an anplifier can deliver over a five mnute period.

\3\ The three proposed alternatives were: (1) all channels
associ ated as one group; (2) the front right and | eft channels and
t he center channel associ ated as one group, and the surround
channel s associ ated as a second group; and (3) the front stereo
channel s associ ated as one group, the center channel treated as a
second group, and the surround channels associated as a third group.

[[ Page 10404]]

The SNPR elicited one comrent, submitted by the Consuner
El ectronics Association (T "CEA '). CEA noted that there was no industry
consensus on testing, neasuring, and specifying the power output of
mul ti channel anplifier products. Consequently, CEA forned an industry
wor ki ng group to establish a voluntary industry standard.

On January 15, 2002, at the request of CEA, the Comm ssion deferred
action on the proposed rule to allow a consensus procedure for the
testing of nmultichannel anplifiers to develop (67 FR 1915). Although
CEA subsequently issued a standard, designated CEA-490-A, "~ Test
Met hods of Measurenent for Audio Anplifiers,''\4\ the Conmm ssion's
review did not find w despread adoption of this standard in
advertisenments or product specifications.

\4\ Copies of the test procedures may be obtained for a fee from
IHS Inc., 15 Inverness Way East, Engl ewood, CO 80112, or online from
http://global.ihs.comdoc_detail.cfn?item-s--key= 00033449& tem -

key- - dat e=970530&r i d=CEA.

Wth no universally adopted power rating standard for nultichannel
anplifiers, the Conm ssion was faced with the prospect of nmaking a
regul atory decision affecting a growi ng market for " hone theaters'
based on an outdated record. Consequently, the Conm ssion term nated
its rul emaking on March 20, 2007, stating that the rul emaking record
was insufficient for further regulatory decisions (72 FR 13052).

However, when it term nated the rul emaki ng, the Conm ssion stated
that it would place the Anplifier Rule on its regulatory review
schedul e for 2008, during which it would solicit comments to determ ne
what, if any anendnents are appropriate to address the testing of

http://a257.g.akamaitech.net/7/257/2422/01jan20081800/edocket.access.gpo.gov/2008/E8-3715.htm (4 of 8) [29/02/2008 02:24:45 p.m.]


http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/leaving.cgi?from=leavingFR.html&log=linklog&to=http://global.ihs.com/doc_detail.cfm?item--s--key=

FR Doc E8-3715

mul ti channel anplifiers. Sone of the questions included in this notice,
t herefore, address issues regarding the usage of multichannel " hone
theater'' anplifiers by consuners, and the costs and benefits of

requi ring different nethodol ogies for rating the power output of

mul ti channel "~ " hone theater'' anplifiers. By including these issues,
the Comm ssion intends to facilitate comrent, and the inclusion, or
exclusion, of any issue is no indication of the Commssion's intent to
make any specific nodifications to the Rule.

I11. |Issues for Conmment

The Conm ssion requests witten coment on any or all of the
foll ow ng questions. Please nmake your responses as specific as
possi bl e, including a reference to the questi on bei ng answered, and
reference to enpirical data or other evidence wherever avail able and
appropri ate.

A. General |ssues

(1) Is there a continuing need for the Rule? Wiy or why not?

(2) What benefits has the Rule provided to consuners? \Wat evidence
supports the asserted benefits?

(3) What nodifications, if any, should be made to the Rule to increase
Its benefits to consuners?

(a) What evidence supports your proposed nodifications?

(b) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for consuners?

(c) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for businesses, and in particular small businesses?

(4) What inpact has the Rule had on the flow of truthful information to
consuners and on the flow of deceptive information to consuners?

(5) What significant costs has the Rule inposed on consumners? Wat
evi dence supports the asserted costs?

(6) What nodifications, if any, should be made to the Rule to reduce
the costs inposed on consuners?

(a) What evidence supports your proposed nodifications?

(b) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for consuners?

(c) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for businesses, and in particular small businesses?

(7) Please provide any evidence that has becone avail able since 2000
concerni ng consuner perception of honme entertai nnment anplifier power
rating clainms, including clains not currently covered by the Rule. Does
this newinformation indicate that the Rule should be nodified? If so,
why, and how? |f not, why not?

(8) Please provide any evidence that has becone avail abl e since 2000
concerning consuner interest in particular hone entertai nnent anplifier
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power rating issues. Does this new information indicate that the Rule
shoul d be nodified? If so, why, and how? If not, why not?

(9) What benefits, if any, has the Rule provided to businesses, and in
particular to small businesses? Wat evidence supports the asserted
benefits?

(10) What nodifications, if any, should be made to the Rule to increase
Its benefits to businesses, and in particular to snmall businesses?

(a) What evidence supports your proposed nodifications?

(b) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for consuners?

(c) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for busi nesses?

(11) What significant costs, including costs of conpliance, has the
Rul e i nposed on busi nesses, and in particular on small businesses? \Wat
evi dence supports the asserted costs?

(12) What nodifications, if any, should be made to the Rule to reduce
the costs inposed on businesses, and in particular on snmall businesses?

(a) What evidence supports your proposed nodifications?

(b) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for consuners?

(c) How woul d these nodifications affect the costs and benefits of the
Rul e for businesses?

(13) What evidence is available concerning the degree of industry
conpliance with the Rul e?

(a) To what extent has there been a reduction in deceptive hone
entertai nment anplifier power rating clains since the Rule was issued?
Pl ease provide any supporting evidence. Does this evidence indicate
that the Rule should be nodified? If so, why, and how? If not, why not?

(b) To what extent has the Rule reduced marketers' uncertainty about
which clains mght lead to FTC | aw enforcenent actions? Pl ease provide
any supporting evidence. Does this evidence indicate that the Rule
shoul d be nodified? If so, why, and how? If not, why not?

(14) Are there clains addressed in the Rule on which regulation is no
| onger needed? |If so, explain. Please provide supporting evidence.
(15) What potentially unfair or deceptive hone entertai nnent anplifier
power rating clains, if any, are not covered by the Rul e?

(a) What evidence denonstrates the exi stence of such clains?

(b) Wth reference to such clains, should the Rule be nodified? If so,
why, and how? If not, why not?

(16) What nodifications, if any, should be nmade to the Rule to account
for changes in relevant technol ogy or econonm c conditions? Wat
evi dence supports the proposed nodifications?
(17) Does the Rule overlap or conflict with other federal, state, or
| ocal aws or regulations? If so, how?
(a) What evidence supports the asserted conflicts?
(b) Wth reference to the asserted conflicts, should the Rule be
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nodi fied? If so, why, and how? |f not, why not?
[[ Page 10405]]

(c) Is there evidence concerning whether the Rule has assisted in
pronoting national consistency with respect to the regul ation of hone
entertai nment anplifier power rating clains? If so, please provide that
evi dence.

(18) Are there international |aws, regulations, or standards with
respect to honme entertainnment anplifier power rating clains that the
Commi ssi on should consider as it reviews the Rule? If so, what are
they? Should the Rule be nodified in order to harnonize with these

I nternational |aws, regul ations, or standards? If so, why, and how? If
not, why not?

(19) Do current or inpending changes in technol ogy affect whether and
how t he Rul e shoul d be nodified?

B. Specific |Issues

(1) Should the Rule be revised to include additional guidance regarding
power ratings for nultichannel "~ hone theater'' anplifiers? If so, why,
and what gui dance should be provided? If not, why not? Wat evidence
supports your answer(s)?

(2) What nethods are currently used to neasure the power outputs of

mul ti channel "~ " hone theater'' anplifiers? Does use of these nethods
cause consuner injury? What evidence supports your answer(s)?

(3) How often during typical usage, i.e., for what percentage of usage
time, are multichannel "~ "honme theater'' anplifiers required to produce
full rated output in all channels sinultaneously? What evidence
supports your answer?

(4) How often during typical usage, i.e., for what percentage of usage
tinme, are nultichannel "~ honme theater'' anplifiers required to produce
full rated output in the three front channel s sinultaneously? What

evi dence supports your answer?

(5 What are the increnental effects on power ratings for nultichannel
““home theater'' anplifiers of driving two, three, four, five, six, or
nore channel s si mul taneousl y? What evi dence supports your answers?

(6) For a given rated power output, e.g., 100 Watts per channel, what
is the added cost of producing a multichannel "~ hone theater'

anplifier that can provide full rated power in all channels

simul taneously rather than in only one channel ? What evi dence supports
your answer ?

(7) Should the Rule require that any channel s be designated as

associ ated when testing the power output of multichannel " hone
theater'' anplifiers? If so, which channels should be designated as
associ at ed? What evi dence supports your answer?

(8) Shoul d Consuner El ectronics Associ ation protocol CEA-490-A be
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I ncorporated into the Rul e? Way or why not? \Wat evi dence supports your
answer ?

(9) Do current or inpending changes in technol ogy, such as the

devel opnment of self-powered wired and wirel ess speakers, affect whether
and how the Rul e should be nodified regardi ng power rating protocols
for nmultichannel "~ hone theater'' anplifiers?

Li st of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 432
Anmplifiers, Honme entertai nnent products, Trade practices.

Aut hority: 15 U S.C. 41-58.
By direction of the Conmm ssion.

Donald S. d ark,
Secretary
[ FR Doc. E8-3715 Filed 2-26-08: 8:45 am

Bl LLI NG CODE 6750-01-S
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