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Legacy devices are saie (now)

% |_.egacy devices willfonly initiate: transactions threugh
pridges Iff some oether device gives It a remote
address

Legacy devices do net know: how! to findladdresses off thelr
OWn BUs

It IS possible that semeone may have bullt a device that
searches other bus_ids

— We haven't heard of any

— Seems unlikely frem what we have heard of real development
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. Can buildinew contrellers sarely

»
“. % New devices that knew how! to give remote

< addresses to/legacy devices willl know:

l. IHow! te Work properly in a bridged network

<

Characteristics of the legacy devices they are working with
— Physicalldevice (low: layers)
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N Proposal

»
“. % DO not put restrctions on legacy devices| into
<

P1594. 1

NNHH 0
« |“| % Require that If device A that gives a remote address
“““m““ tordevice B, then AIs responsible te be sure that B
< . dees net malfunction In the bridged network
1
|
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N QU estion
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A manufacturer builds devices based onithe looser

N e

The designiis not correct (the legacy device / app fails)

e

. Will'any other devices have problems?, or

Will'only the devices In the poor design have problems?
N
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. Question

“. - IS there any preblem withilegacy
|. GEVICES as transaction responders?
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