MSC neet i ng

Monday 2004Apr 12
Starting at 18:30
Chef Chus

Mountain View, CA
Dr. David V. Janes,

DRAFT 1.0
At t endi ng:

Present:

Bob Davi s

Bob Fer guson
Martin Freenman
Davi d B. Gustavson
Davi d Janes

Ri chard Kar pi nski
John Lenon

M ke Snolin

Geof f Thompson
Dan Zur as

Tom Mat hey

nmscM n2004Apr 12. t xt

MSC secretary

bob@csi.com

bobf @i r-internet.com
martin. freeman@bhilips.com
dbg@Cl zzL. com

dvj @lumnmit.edu

di ck@fcl.com

j 1 emon@ umi nous. com
adr m ke@ahoo. com

t honpson@ eee. or g

r 754@onabel i an. com

t mat hey@oncentri c. net

Bruce Nordman bnordman@ bl . gov 510 486- 7089

*kkokkokkkk

Tel econference facilities
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We tried to connect a cell
plugged into a battery booster.

phone to the car-speaker,
I't seened to work, but

the last minute preparati ons neant no one was able to
connect.

This will

be tried again, given the partial success.

An attenpt to find a quiet dinner room (banquet facilities)

will

al so be attenpted.

John Lermon noted the secretary's laptop could also run off of

the battery,

since restaurants are sonetines AC wal |l -outl et

chal | enged.
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Meeting minutes
kkkkkkkk*k

Appr oval
Approval of

of agenda - no objection.

| ast neeting minutes - no objection.

Di scussion of next-neeting conflicts.

The Chair presented a call

Geof f Thonmpson noted the next neeting conflicts with 802.
Davi d CGustavson noted the neeting dates have been fixed
and consistent for years, second Monday evening of the
month, and stability is desired.

Concl usi on: next neeting continues on the second Monday
of the nonth.

for patents:
Geof f Thonpson noted that Nortel has essential patents
on 1000BT, and those patents perm ssions do not necessarily
apply when P1394C transports frames over 1000BT.
Davi d Janmes noted this may al so be a concern for p802.17.
Action item informthe appropriate chairs
(status - P1394C. M chael Johas-Teener inforned via emil)
(status - P802.17: M ke Takefrman to be included in mnutes)

Chair report

A new nonencl ature was adopted for PAR suffix notations,
such as p1596.1, p802.3ah, etc. This will apply to new
groups of standards. Existing sequences will renmin unchanged.
The 1155 VXI standard has been accepted as a stabilized standard
("stabilized" is a newtermfor what was informally nicknanmed
Seni or Standard, in sonme previous MSC neetings).
The Chair noted that Ethernet on the backplane is a project
within 802 that seens to overlap with the MSC charter.
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Geof f Thonmpson noted that a request for coordination is
i nappropriate, since coordination requirenents between groups
have been abandoned.
David Janes noted that coordination with RBR and RPR had been
assunmed in the last P802.17 neeting. The P802.17 Chair will
be informed this formal requirenent thus cannot be provided,
al t hough informal coordination will be attenpted.
The | EEE consi dered Sponsor bal |l ot operations, as the Chair reported.
* There was a proposal to make the Sponsor ballot lists be
open docunents; that proposal was rejected. The concern was
that this would allow others to |obby for their opinions.
* Bob Davis noted he is working on Standards Board adhoc
conmittees, to address concerns with the BRC process.
- announcenent of the neeting
- elimnpate the royal "we" in responses.
right now, the royal "we" could be a group of one.
| EEE/ RAC di scussi ons
The Chair (Bob Davis) noted that Peter Johansson had requested
an EUl - 48 nunber assignment, based on the MSC s assigned QU val ue.
Peter had requested a number corresponding to the hex value of 1394;
Bob Davis had provided the first sequential nunber (excluding O and 1),
respondi ng on behal f of the MSC adhoc for RAC subassignnents,
since that group has not yet conpleted its work.
Peter has afterwards confirned the printed assignment nunber can
be changed in a recirculation ballot.
Bob Davis requested an opi nion on whether specific nunber requests
shoul d be al | owed.

Unani nous agreenment was that specific nunber assignnents will not
be entertained. Assigned nunbers will be provided in a sequential
f ashi on.

Geof f Thonmpson and DVJ noted that the | EEE/ RAC di scussed coll ection
of royalty fees at the | ast neeting. The proposal was to support

a protocol where the | EEE gets nunber ranges froma particul ar
vendor, and collects royalty fees for that vendor (its patent
license fees, done on a per-nunber basis) as the nunbers are

assi gned.

Geoff and DVJ noted this was flatly rejected by the | EEE/ RAC,
due to a variety of conflict-of-interest and inplied
patent-validity inplications.

Geof f and DVJ noted that discussions are continuing on the topic
of QU formats and the inplications on 802 standards. An adhoc
task group of DVJ, Geoff Thonpson, and Bob Davis is to neet and
generate a proposal in the next week or two.

P1621 to Sponsor ball ot

The P1621 draft was provided to the MSC, with a request to form
a Sponsor ballot team The MSC approved sending it too Sponsor
ballot, with the provision that editorial review would be all owed
by MSC nenbers in the next week. DVJ noted the presence of

sone editorial errors (ed note: these have since been fixed,

by nmutual concent, via offline emails). Qhers

al so volunteered to proof-read the draft.

This raised the topic of the MSC s responsibility in approving
a WG draft. Bob Ferguson noted that we have never had to reject
a subm ssion, so specific criteria are not exactly specified.

Geof f Thonpson asked whet her the MSC consi dered negative votes
in the Sponsor ballot approval application. O hers noted that
the MSC neetings are announced, and anyone with objections is
free to cone, and will be seriously considered. Since this
rarely happens, this procedure seens to suffice.

Geof f Thonmpson noted that Xerox Parc nay be a source for
useful Sponsor ballot reviewers, since they have perforned
extensive human interface studies in the past. Geoff will
try to provide the pl621 Chair with a list of experts, so
they can be added to the Sponsor ballot pool.
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Several menbers requested that Sponsor balloting requests
shoul d be proceded by a 1-week draft availability period,
so that MSC nenbers can (if desired) preview drafts before
approval . The Chair concurred, and this will be attenpted
in the future.

| EEE P754r

A |l engthy di scussion on | EEE fl oating point ensued. There appears
to be strong pressure to remain conpatible, but simlar pressures
to enhance. So, the standard really is tw parts. Also, it's taking
| onger than pl anned.

Mbtion - 2 year extension of PAR for P754
Motion by Dan Zuras
2nd by Richard Kar pi nski
unani nous

General discussion: The MSC Chair noted the inportance of this
standard, since it is the way math will legally be done for the
next 10 to 20 years. It is inparitive that two standard-conformant
machi nes get the same answer, as well as correct answers.

Splitting the draft into two parts, both within

the nunbered cl auses, would neke sense. Putting an entire part-11
into the Annex would seemto obfuscate its presence, although
normative annexes are allowed and (in theory) would suffice.

Si de notes:
The word Appendi x has been deprecated. These are now cal | ed Annexes.

Menmory channel interface.
Bob Davis pass the Chair responsibilities to vice-chair David Gustavon.
He then distributed a witten proposal for a PAR After brief discussion,
a notion to accept the PAR proposal was generated:
Moved by Bob Davi s
passes by | ack of objection
Geof f Thonpson abst ai ns

Resilient backpl ane ring (RBR)

Davi d Janes discussed the desire of the RBR study group to get

a PAR The scope and purpose were reviewed and iterated on the |aptop,
in an attenpt to elimnate concerns of associated groups. In particular,
the standard will not claimto be a formor variant of p802.17 RPR

al though it is based on concepts fromthis, as well as 1596 and 1394

st andar ds.

DVJ noted that Bob G ow had that afternoon expressed concern with
directly referencing an 802 standard. DVJ al so noted that inclusion

by cross-reference plus listed differences is difficult (as per p802.3ah),
so doing so probably was a bad idea, independent from Bob Gow s

mai nt enance- based concerns.

After discussion and revisions, the notion to approve the RBR
PAR was proposed.
Moved by David V. Janes
2nd by David B. Gustavson
5 for
3 abstain
Mbti on passes.

Bob Davis noted that a meeting is necessary to discuss the
internationalization of standards. Thus, proposed tinme for review
of Bob's emailed TAG naterial is:

1pm SC25 JTCl MSC neeting, 2004Apr18, (408) 857-1273

22685 Summit, Los Gatos

DVJ
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