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Next meeting:  9nd April 10am PDT (subsequent meetings following weekly)
Attendees:

· Steven Dovich, Cadence

· Gary Delp, LSI

· Ruchi Tyagi, Cadence

· Michael Smith, Synopsys 

· William A Hanna, Boeing

· Meera Srinivasan, Synplicity

· John Shields, Mentor

· Jim Robinson, Synplicity

· Nick Sgoupis, CAST
· Syed Huq, Cisco

Minutes:

Patent Policy Review


Slides are published at:



http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
No Claims revealed during this meetings.

Agenda for this meeting:

· Boilerplate

· Determine Quorum

· Patent slides

· Approve agenda

· Previous minutes

· Announce work group approval

· Meeting minutes from study group

· Results of Liaison activity from John and Steve & Michael

· Discussion of P&P, potential vote

· Announce offer election schedule.

Quorum determination

Our P&P says that those attending make up the first group of eligible voters, and that attendance requirements proceed from this based on text in the P&P’s.

We have 100% attendance of eligible votes. We have Quorum.

Steve moved and John seconded the agenda, approved by acclamation.

Previous Minutes


John moved and Steve seconded the incorporation of all of the study group minutes as source documents for the working group, approved by acclamation.

Liaison Reports:

1076 language from the summary report, was brought in by Steve Dovich, and reviewed as potential addition to the ballot draft for 1800. Steve Dovich, John Shields and Michael Smith – are commissioned to take this issue and potential text forward representing the study group’s strong opinion that this is a key issue to provide interoperability between encryption models for 1076 and 1800.
Work is proceeding.

1076 is proceeding, 1800 has a gridlock issue.

Gary will send a note to David Smith asking for recommendation on password protections on eda.org.

See note from John Shields (included here).

	Hi,

We still need to get the LRMs available to those ip-encrypt members that need it to review these specs.  Despite that, here is some additional input.  There is the devil in some of the details.

I have taken some time to recall other Verilog and VHDL discrepancies in specification of protection directives, with the help of our developers.  Here is some more potential fodder to be reconciled.  The difference here, compared to the initialization vector issue, is that these need further analysis and may or may not represent components of use models we will recommend.  I personally haven't done any analysis, but I am sharing what I know to be substantive differences.

Verilog has key_public_key pragma and VHDL does not.

    I recall the VHDL view was that the keyowner, keyname tuple was required to uniquely identify the key required to decode a key block.  It was a tool responsibility to have access to keys and find the key, if possible.  This may be useful enough to include in VHDL.  No one could defend its value when the VHDL spec was written.

Verilog has the following 4 keys which are not in VHDL

data_public_key

data_decrypt_key

digest_public_key

digest_decrypt_key

Fundamentally, VHDL looked for meaningful use cases and attempted to get a clear understanding of these pragmas.  We could not find a meaningful interpretation that described something we expected should ever use, though there were questionable use cases.  For example, we felt no one should be encrypting data with an asymmetric cipher.  The digital envelope model and session key were meant to get around the performance. These may not be useful enough to keep in Verilog going forward.

Finally, 3 other pragmas were described differently in VHDL and should be reconciled.  decrypt_license, runtime_license, and viewport.  I put these in the category of "work in progress."  The differences should be reconciled and I believe the VHDL description is an improvement. I'd like to think that would be a simple first step. More importantly, they are not solid features and the shortcomings should be discussed.  That is a longer term action.

Finally, I find it very tedious to read the Verilog specification because of the lexical scope model of the directives. One has to assemble the required sets of directives for encryption input, output for various meaningful use cases.  There may be many other sets that represent poor or conflicting use cases and it is hard to convince yourself that you understand it all, that it is self-consistent.

One example --- there is a suggestion that key_keyowner is an optional pragma and data_keyname is required, but the directive descriptions suggest the opposite is true.  That just can't be right.

Regards, John


P & P Discussion:

Reviewed the P&P and eliminated all of the notes that had choices.
Steve moved and Michael seconded to adopt these P&P and forward to the reflector for distribution and to the DASC for approval. This was approved by acclamation.

Officer Elections


John Shields has been appointed the elections officer. We will act in good faith, assuming the DASC will approve the P&P’s, and proceed with the election process. John will solicit nominations ASAP. We may be able to approve officers elected at the same DASC meeting if we proceed this way. John will consult with Victor on procedure. Position statements are welcome but not required for this election. (This position had the concurrence of the entire group.)
AoB:


AI: Gary to produce the list of entities participating in the working group to be provided to Victor of the DASC and potentially to the IEEE SA.  (Note that this will trigger invoices from the IEEE.) Gary solicits membership intention statements.

Meeting adjourned 1:19 pm CDT 

Respectfully submitted, Gary Delp


Logistics support

· Eda.org is supporting the mailing list

· Ip-encrypt

· Gary.Delp@LSI.com

· Subscribe by sending mail to:

· mailto:majordomo@eda.org
· Plain text with the body:

Subscribe ip-encrypt <your email address>

end

· mailto:ip-encrypt@eda.org to send to the list

· http://www.eda-stds.org/ip-encrypt/hm/
