DASC Conference Call - Unapproved Meeting Minutes

April 1, 2010  8:00 AM PDT

Attendees:

· Stan Krolikoski

· Yatin Trivedi

· Ernst Christen

· Joe Hupcey

· Karen Bartleson

· Dennis Brophy

· Chuck Berking

· Ron Waxman

· Chuck Swart

· Gary Delp

· Steve Dovich

· Andy Piziali

· Mike McNamara

· Karen Pieper

· Michael Mirmak

· Mike McNamara

· Darren Galpin

· Kathy Werner

Agenda:

1. Call to order

4/1 at 8:05 AM PDT
1.1 Quorum call

We have quorum


2. Approval of Agenda

Motion to approve by Ron, seconded by Chuck B and Ernst

Approved unanimously

3. P1497-2001 (SDF) update

The recirculation ballot received the same negative ballot as the first time, but two additional voters were on the recirculation ballot so it passed with 95% approval.  It will be on the next RevCom agenda.

4. P1850 (PSL) update

Approved at the Mar 25 RevCom meeting.  Harry Foster is resigning as chair, but the standard is likely to go into maintenance mode.

5. P1666-2010 (SystemC) update

Two contractors are helping with the standard; John Ainsley is being paid by OSCI.  There has been a lot of discussion in the group and issues uncovered to be worked on; TLM1 was not described well and TLM2 is not a superset of TLM1.  A schedule update is expected in April to determine if the group can meet the mid 2010 ballot deadline.

AI:  Send an email to Stan or subscribe to the email reflector if you are interested in participating.

6. P1800 (SystemVerilog) Draft revised PAR

The standard was approved last year, but updates are proposed.  An updated PAR has been generated that needs to be approved by the DASC.  Stan will send an email vote with a deadline of April 8.  Voting on this counts toward meeting attendance.  

The PAR has been changed to be a bit more general, while negotiating the scope within the PAR bounds.  The associated standards list was expanded and the dual sponsorship of DASC and CAG by removing CAG.  This is because one sponsor is sufficient.  The CAG should be considered as a sponsor if the working group doesn’t have any knowledge of the corporate program or if the work is an area not previously considered in IEEE, for example clean energy.  

The group asked if other working groups should update their PARs if they list CAG as a dual sponsor and Stand responded that this can be evaluated when the PAR is renewed.

AI: Stan to send an email call for vote to approve the updated P1800 PAR.  You can also send an email with P1800 PAR in the subject line directly to Stan to vote.  

The DASC Status link on the web site shows current voting rights.  Everyone should vote even if they don’t have voting rights to improve their status and potentially have your vote count on the next issue.

7. IEEE Updates

Karen B. reported on the recent CAG visits and meetings in India.  CAG representatives met with industries, ministries, and companies in Bangalore and Delhi to give an overview of the standards development process, IPR, and other associated topics.  In general, IEEE was not known for standards development, rather as a professional society that published papers.  There was a strong interest in forming a partner standards development organization.  However, the IEEE membership cost is very high in rupees to Indian engineers; the IEEE is looking at different structures.  The IEEE announced they are opening an office in Bangalore.

The CAG is looking to mentor new technology areas including green technology, sensor networks, cloud computing and potentially gaming.  Dennis Brophy is CAG chair and Phill Wennblom was elected vice chair.  The IEEE corporate membership is growing, and corporate drops are usually due to completing the work of interest.  Eleven entity projects are in progress and 12 others have been approved.

The CAG formed an ad hoc committee chaired by Karen B. to look at and clarify corporate participation rules.  The group will create a FAQ list related to entity-based participation and potential updates to the standards policy if these are approved by the standards board.

AI:  All send any questions on this topic to Karen, particularly those that should be addressed in the FAQ.

8. AOB

There was a lengthy discussion around the format of the DASC minutes.  Concerns were expressed about a ‘transcript” approach and about the amount of detail to distribute.  The general consensus was that the minutes should convey the intent of the discussion, summarize the points, include updates presented in the meeting and record issues versus only record the formal business motions.  IEEE does have standards for minutes.

AI:  Stan to review the IEEE rules for minutes.

Motion to adjourn by Dennis, seconded by Yatin.  Meeting adjourned at 9:15 AM PDT

