IEEE 1451.4 Standard Working Group

Telephone Meetings, June 19, 2003

Meeting Minutes, issued June 20, 2003

Chair: T. Licht

Secretary : P. Hufnagel

Attendance:

Jorgen Baekke, G. R. A. S. Sound & Vibration, mailto:jb@gras.dk
Mike Dillon, Modal Shop, Mdillon@modalshop.com
Garritt Foote, National Instrument, Garritt.Foote@ni.com
Ed Herceg, Macro Sensors, EEH@macrosensors.com
Paul Hufnagel, Kistler Instruments, Paul.Hufnagel@kistler.com
Fernando Gen-Kuong, Endevco, Fernando@endevco.com
Torben Licht, B&K, trlicht@bksv.com
Carlos Lopez-Reyna, Scitefair, CLopez@scitefair.com
Bill Schuh, Watlow, Bschuh@watlow.com
Darold Wobschall, Esensors, mailto:ecedcw@acsu.buffalo.edu
Kang Lee, NIST, kang.lee@nist.gov
Daoud Serang, dserang@cmlmicro.com
Charles Summey, MPI Softtech, Csummey@mpi-softtech
The current Draft is P1451.4/1.0, Mar 26, 2003.

1) Balloting:

a) Discussion of possible face-to-face meeting to accelerate completion of comments and preparation for re-ballot. General consensus of last week is reiterated, that schedule doesn’t allow face-to-face meeting. Teleconference calls, perhaps returning to more than once per week, along with email will better serve our needs. There are 3 or 4 serious questions that need resolution, the rest of the comments are typographical in nature.

b) Meeting the August 1 deadline for submittal to IEEE will require quick turnaround on open comments. The Draft needs to be ready for ballot by July 1, to allow 10 days for re-ballot and 10 days for any final changes.

Action:  All members with assigned responsibilities in Comments document need to complete these tasks within the next week to allow the Draft to be completed by July 1.

2) Licensing with Maxim/Dallas Semiconductor:

a) Concerns expressed over potential patent infringement in use of the DSC MicroLAN( due to a patent on the 1-Wire A/D Converter (Pat. No. 6,239,732). Consensus is that purchasing a device and installing it into a product does not infringe on the patent for the device.

3) Tiers of Compliance (Subclause 4.3):

a) Proposal for change to compliance Tiers (subclause 4.3).  Intention of proposal is to better reflect the levels of complexity required by the host to support different levels of functionality. The proposed changes result in a system which is easier to implement, but presently aren’t truly hierarchical tiers, in which each contains all components of the tiers below it.

b) Suggested changes include changing “don’t care” cases to “yes”, changing the terminology “tiers” to something else which doesn’t imply hierarchy, or rearranging the table for true hierarchical tiers. Deletion of the “assign” statement is suggested. Consensus is to adopt the new definitions, but to edit them for a more logical progression. 
c) Question on the need for MMI to be considered as a condition for compliance, which the proposal omits entirely.
d) There may be a need to define compliance levels for transducer and system separately, since the definitions in the Draft seem to stress transducers, while the proposal seems to place emphasis on the system implementation.
e) Action: G. Foote and D. Potter will make a proposal on rearranging the tier structure.

4) Clause 9:

a) C. Lopez is answering all the comments on Clause 9.  

b) Some of the comments deal with the implementation of an adapter to connect 1451.4 to 1451.1, which would be better dealt with as a separate subject. Since the question has been presented to 1451.4, however, it will be answered from 1451.4. A product actually using 1451.1 is needed to allow the demonstration of such an adapter.

5) Next Meeting:

a) Next meeting: June 26, 2003.

b) Adjourn: 3:30pm EDT.
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