Subj ect : M nutes of Monday 2/23/98 Tel econ

Tel econference Participants
The attendees included :

Shi geru Ueda Canon

Aki hiro Shinmura Canon

Takashi |soda Canon

Lee Farrell Canon Informati on Systens
Geg LeCair* Epson

Bri an Bat chel der Hewl ett Packard

Al an Ber kema Hewl ett Packard

G eg Shue Hewl ett Packard

Fum o Nagasaka Sei ko Epson

Randy Tur ner Shar p

* 1394 PWG Chai r nan

Di scussi on

Nagasaka- san started the neeting by asking how G eg Shue w |l inplenent
his SBP-2 approach according to the January proposal. Shue said that his
proposal has not changed since then. (Neither has Al an Berkenma nmade any
changes, although he expects to do so soon.) According to Shue, the
recent e-mail has only been a discussion contrasting the features of
different alternatives. Shue is anxious to avoid confusion between his
proposal and the e-mmil discussions.

VWen Geg LeC air arrived, he attenpted to set an agenda. The three
proposal alternatives currently under discussion were identified:

* 1284.4 over SBP-2 (there has not been nuch
di scussion supporting this on the e-mail list, but Brian Batchel der says
he's not yet ready to abandon it conpletely. He said that nost people
are agreeing that 1284.4 over SBP-2 is not very desirable because of the
significant feature overl ap. Nagasaka-san says he still |ikes the use of
1284. 4 because of its credit feature. Others are willing to consider
1284. 4 over sone datalink.)

* SBP-2 "native"

* DPP (Randy Turner wonders how heavy the session
layer will be for this.)

Geg LeC air concluded that today's discussion should cover technical
i ssues about SBP-2 vs. DPP. Brian suggested that he would like us to do
a trade-of f analysis of SBP-2 and DPP at the next PW5 neeting.

(Geg LeCair's comments - | felt it was nore of a clarification of the technical issues
bei ng di scussed on SBP-2 and DPP {not SBP-2 vs. DPP} as these had been the hotter topics



on the reflector in the |last few days.)

Both Greg Led air and Al an Berkema think that Randy's topic of a Wnsock
APl on top of SBP-2 was interesting. However, Al an wants to see a nore
det ai |l ed proposal

Randy Turner suggested that we al so consider the DPP comrand set over a
different transport |ayer.

O the several proposals currently under consideration, Randy wanted to
identify an alternative that could be rejected. However, no one could
agree on one to elimnate. (At |east one person was interested in each.)

Al an Berkema suggested that we have an e-mail poll to rank the different
alternatives being considered. Geg LeCair will organize this. As part
of the "ranking poll", he will also ask respondents to offer a few words
descri bing why they rank the alternatives as they do

Al an asked for a scenario wal k-through of how SBP-2 really works to be
gi ven at our next 1394 PWG neeti ng.

Despite clainms from George Chrysant hakopoul os (Mcrosoft), Brian is very
concerned that SBP-2 really won't work (as supported by M crosoft) for
printing. He is (at |east) concerned about enunerating multiple |ogica
units as separate devices. Neither Brian nor Shue knows which is nore
difficult: getting Mcrosoft to change an existing inplenentation of
SBP-2 or getting themto add a (new) different protocol

Brian was confused as to why Nagasaka-san feels that crediting is so

i mportant. Brian says that 1394 should be able to support the flow
control using sonething other than credit-based control. Wth SBP-2, if
each channel (logical unit service) has a different |ogin, he believes
this should elimnate any problens that Nagasaka-san is worried about.

Randy Turner is concerned that our requirenents-especially regarding the
enuneration of different logical units-may conflict with Mcrosoft's
plans for their inplenmentation of SBP-2 support. He is very anxious that
we do not conpronise our 1394 PWs requirenments sinply because of current
CS support limtations

Nagasaka- san (Brian?) said that soneone from M crosoft will join the next 1394
PWG neeting. (G - I've confirmed that Hitoshi Sekine plans to attend)

VWhat shoul d we have on the Austin neeting agenda? Suggestions included
the foll ow ng:
* Sunmmary of e-mmil polls for ranking the alternative proposals
* Conpari son of SBP-2 and DPP vs. the requirenents |ist

* Randy' s ideas on creating a "best current practice" for |layering above 1394



Wl k through scenarios on how a print session over SBP-2 really works:
login, print job, reverse channel conmunication, etc.
Start with real sinple printer-basic exanple.

W& need to work through the assunption of nultiple logical units vs. single
device. Greg Shue volunteered do this.

Multiple logical units and how they are used (may be part of scenario wal k-throug

Tel econf er ence adj our ned.
Next 1394 PWG Tel econf erence

None was schedul ed. (TBD after Austin - Q)



