DASC Conference Call - Unapproved Meeting Minutes

May 5, 2011 8:00 AM PST
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Attendees:

· Stan Krolikoski

· Dennis Brophy

· Serrie Chapman

· Charles Dawson

· Darren Galpin

· Jim Lewis

· Mike McNamara

· Michael Mirmak

· Karen Pieper

· Andy Piziali
· Chuck Swart

· Yatin Trivedi

· Ron Waxman

· Kathy Werner

· Joan Woolery – IEEE 

Agenda:

1. Call to order
At 8:06 AM PST
1.1 Roll Call

We have quorum


2. Approval of Agenda
Motion to approve by Kathy, seconded by Andy
Approved unanimously
3. Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes
Motion to approve the previous meeting minutes by Yatin, seconded by Darren
Approved unanimously

4. Action Item Review
Previous action items reviewed and summarized below.
5. WG Membership Update

- P1076 (Jim Lewis)
The group is meeting regularly, and recently had a question about the use of statistical data that was raised to the DASC and IEEE management.  See Item 7.  
Jim also requested that the DASC rule about mentioning company names and tools needs to be affirmed and documented.  There is a concern that DASC rules can get lost when IEEE updates their standard templates.  Stan replied that these items should be added to the DASC P&Ps.

AI:  Jim to forward email on company name and tool issue to Stan.

- P1076.1 & P1076.1.1

No update
- P1647, e (Darren)

On the RevCom June meeting agenda, waiting for feedback.
- P1666, System C (Stan)

The first ballot was approved: 13 registered voters, 11 returned votes that were all positive.  The group is revising the LRM for the planned 10-day recirculation ballot.
- P1699, Rosetta (Stan)

Perry and the group are working to extend the PAR.

- P1734, Quality (Kathy)

On the June RevCom meeting agenda; waiting for feedback.
- P1735, Encryption 
No update.
- P1800, SystemVerilog (Karen P)

The assessment invoices have been sent to the 8 original members plus new members ARM and Cisco.  There was a lot of discussion during the planning for the assessment, but no complaints since the invoices were sent.  
There was a question on how WG status would be affected if an entity did not pay the assessment.  Per IEEE rules, you must be an advanced member to vote and a regular member to observe in an entity group.  However, there is also the additional clause that WG approved additional levies must be paid to vote.  Advanced members may still observe if they opt to not pay the additional assessment.
- P1801, Low Power (Stan)

The group is still working on the “Sense of the Working Group” document.
AI:  Stan to remind WG chairs to send written status update prior to the DASC meeting if they are unable to attend.
6. Ad hoc subcommittee on Indian SIG formation
The current members are Stan, Yatin, and Kathy.  The group met with IEEE reps last week (Jennie Steinhagen and Joan Woolery of IEEE, Srini Venkataramanan the lead of SIG EDA/VLSI subgroup, and Sri Chandra the chair of the Indian SIG).  A webinar, similar to those done with JEITA, will be planned, possibly for mid-June, covering a DASC overview and WG topics & updates.  The slides will be reused for Stan’s meeting with JEITA this summer, and may be presented to Korea as well.  The invitation to participate in this subcommittee is still open. 
7. Use of marketing survey data in WG meetings and on reflectors
In a WG discussion on marketing requirements, a member sited a company-paid market survey, which raised the question on whether this was allowed by IEEE.  The IEEE rules state that a WG is not allowed to sponsor surveys, that the people doing the survey cannot solicit responses from participants as WG members, and that there can be no product promotion.  However, generally available data may be used by the WG.  This was confirmed by an IEEE attorney.  

AI:  Stan to forward email from the attorney on marketing data to the DASC.
A question was raised on previous practices, specifically using a survey of participants at a DAC open meeting to identify requested new features.  It is okay if users present their ideas in open meeting, but a survey must have prior legal approval before being used.  There are taboo subjects identified in the antitrust policy (http://standards.ieee.org/develop/policies/antitrust.pdf).  If WG members are contacted to participate in a survey, they may do so as a company but not a WG representative, and the WG cannot discuss response generation as a group. 
8. AOB
None.
Motion to adjourn by Ron, seconded by Yatin
Meeting adjourned at 8:45 AM PST
Next meeting:  June 9 at 8:00 AM PST, face to face in San Diego, location TBD
New Action Items:

AI:  Jim to forward email on company name and tool issue to Stan.

AI:  Stan to remind WG chairs to send written status update prior to the DASC meeting if they are unable to attend.
AI:  Stan to forward email from the attorney on marketing data to the DASC.
Done
Completed Action Items:

AI:  Karen to send an email reminding entities of the assessment and copy Stan.

Done
AI:  Karen to forward IEEE password email to Stan for follow-up with IEEE.

Done
AI:  Stan to raise P&P issues in the non-editable sections to AudCom.

Done
Previous Action Items:

AI:  All to send an email to Stan if willing to participate on ad-hoc India SIG committee

First meeting held, but opportunity to participate remains open
AI:  Karen to clarify entity and individual liaison rules

AI:  Entity WG chairs should strike non-entity members from their email reflectors

On-going
AI:  Steve and Darren to coordinate on P1647 interoperability

Steve and Stan to discuss off-line.  Proposal to update the PAR to list a liaison working group.

AI:  All to appeal to company representatives from companies headquartered in other countries to join TC93 and copy Victor.

