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Yu Yuan 
Paul Zeineddin 
 
IEEE Staff: 
Kim Breitfelder 
Matt Ceglia 
Mary Ellen Hanntz 
Konstantinos Karachalios 
Karen Kenney 
Karen McCabe 
Adam Newman 
Dave Ringle, Administrator 
Lisa Weisser 
Meng Zhao 
 
1 CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chair Rosdahl called the meeting to order at 11:00 a.m. 
 
2 INTRODUCTIONS 
 
There was a round of introductions by all present. 
 
3 APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
There was a motion to approve the agenda. The motion was approved. [Vote: 
Yes=5, No=1 (Wright)] 
 
4 APPROVAL OF THE 10 June 2014 ProCom MINUTES 
 
There was a motion to approve the previous meeting minutes. The motion was 
approved, as there was no objection to unanimous consent. 
 
5 OLD/UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
5.1 Trial-Use Standards Ad Hoc Update – Law 
 
David Law reported in Peter Balma’s absence. 
 
There was a motion to recommend the IEEE-SA Standards Board 
Operations Manual changes, noted below, to the SASB for approval 
consideration.  
The motion was unanimously approved. 
 

IEEE-SA Standards Board Operations Manual 

https://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/procom/private/814proagen_3.doc
http://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/procom/0614mins.pdf
https://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/procom/private/814proagen_5-1.doc
https://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/procom/private/814proagen_5-1.ppt
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1.2 Types of IEEE standards 
 
IEEE standards include but are not limited to: 
 
— Lists of terms, definitions, or symbols, applicable to any field of science or technology 
within the scope of the IEEE. 
— Expositions of scientific methods of measurement or tests of the parameters or 
performance of any device, apparatus, system, or phenomenon associated with the art, 
science, or technology of any field within the scope of the IEEE. 
— Characteristics, performance, and safety requirements associated with devices, 
equipment, and systems with engineering installations. 
— Recommendations reflecting current state-of-the-art in the application of engineering 
principles to any field of technology within the scope of the IEEE. 

 
IEEE standards are classified as: 
 
— Standards: documents with mandatory requirements. 
— Recommended practices: documents in which procedures and positions preferred by the 
IEEE are presented. 
— Guides: documents in which alternative approaches to good practice are suggested but 
no clear-cut recommendations are made. 
— Trial-Use documents: publications in effect for not more than two three years (see 5.7). 
They can be any of the categories of standards publications listed above. (See 5.7.) 
 
The IEEE standards development process may result in one or more of the following 
documents: 
 
— New: A document that does not replace or modify another standard. 
— Revision: A document that updates and replaces (i.e., supersedes) an existing IEEE 
standard in its entirety. 
— Amendment: A document that adds to, removes from, or alters material in a portion of 
an existing IEEE standard and may make editorial or technical corrections to that standard. 

NOTE – An amendment to a standard may be prepared to maintain the state-of-the-
art within the standard due to advancing technology or techniques. An amendment 
facilitates the timely change of an existing IEEE standard prior to its complete 
revision. 

— Corrigendum: A document that only corrects editorial errors, technical errors, or 
ambiguities in an existing IEEE standard. A corrigendum does not introduce new 
material. 

NOTE – A typical corrigendum may contain: 
— Corrections to equations, tables, or figures, or their associated numbering or 
citations in the text 
— Corrections to technically incorrect sentences or paragraphs 

— Erratum: A document that contains only grammatical corrections to, or corrections of 
errors introduced during the publishing process of, an existing IEEE standard. An erratum is 
based on the comparison of the final balloted version of the standard as compared to the 
published version. 
 
IEEE Standards Project Editors can assist Sponsors in determining whether an amendment 
or revision is appropriate. 
 
IEEE Standards may be in one of three states of activity: 
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— Developing: Standards projects that have not yet been approved as standards. 
— Active: Approved standards that have not been transferred to inactive status. 
— Inactive: Standards that are no longer being reviewed or assessed for accuracy, 
relevance to current practices, or further applications; these standards are removed from 
active status (i.e., these standards are transferred from active to inactive status). (See 
9.2). 
 
5.4.3.5 Completion of the standards balloting process and submittal to RevCom 
 
A minimum of 75% of those voting Approve or Do Not Approve (Negative with comment) 
must approve the draft in order to submit the ballot result to the IEEE-SA Standards Board. 
In the event that 30% or more of the returned ballots are Abstentions, the standards 
balloting process shall be considered invalid. 
 
In the event that a 75% return cannot be obtained, the standards balloting process is 
considered to have failed and further disposition of the proposed standard shall be the 
responsibility of the Sponsor. 
 
Once all required recirculations have been completed and 75% approval has been achieved, 
the IEEE requirements for consensus have been met. Efforts to resolve Do Not Approve 
votes may continue for a brief period; however, if such resolution is not possible in a timely 
manner, the Sponsor should forward the submittal to RevCom because the IEEE has an 
obligation to the majority to review and publish the proposed standard quickly. 
 
Copies of all unresolved Do Not Approve votes, together with the reasons given by the Do 
Not Approve voters and the responses by the Sponsor, shall be included with the ballot 
results submitted to RevCom. 
 
The Sponsor shall, if not included in a recirculation package, provide to the Do Not Approve 
voter and to RevCom an explanation why any comments associated with a Do Not Approve 
vote were not required to be recirculated. In order for a Do Not Approve vote to be changed 
to an Approve or Abstain vote, the Sponsor shall obtain and provide to RevCom written 
confirmation from each voter (by letter, fax, or electronic mail) that indicates concurrence 
with any change of his or her vote. Any Do Not Approve vote with comment that RevCom is 
asked to consider as a Do Not Approve (Negative without comment) shall be explained to 
RevCom. 
 
Proposed standards receiving a significant number of unresolved Do Not Approve votes 
should be considered by the Sponsor for trial-use (see 5.7). 
 
5.7 Trial-Use standards 
 
A Trial-Use standard may be appropriate for the following situations: 
 
a) To bring together concepts for cutting edge technologies that are so new that 
standardization concepts need to be developed as the technology progresses. 
b) To solicit input from a broader community prior to consideration of the development 
of a full-use standard. 
c) As an alternative for a proposed standard that receives a significant number of Do 
Not Approve votes that cannot be resolved. 
 
Trial-Use standards are effective for not more than two three years and cannot be 
amended; it is allowable to have corrigenda against a Trial-Use standard from the date of 
publication. In the absence of comments received in the trial period, the document is 
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subject to adoption as a full-status standard by the IEEE-SA Standards Board upon 
recommendation of the Sponsor. Trial-Use standards are prepared through the normal 
standards process and require a PAR indicating trial-use, Sponsor balloting, ballot 
resolution, and IEEE-SA Standards Board approval. During the trial-use period, users and 
those interested in the document may submit comments. The front matter of each approved 
Trial-Use standards shall contain a published scheduled cutoff date for receipt of comments 
and shall state the expiration date for the Trial-Use document (dates shall be calendar 
dates, i.e., dd mmm yyyy) for further revision and approval action. Theis comment cutoff 
date shall be at least six 12 months before the end of expiration date for the tTrial-uUse 
period for the standard. The expiration date for the Trial-Use standard shall be three years 
from its publication date. Upon expiration, the Trial-Use standard shall be transferred to 
inactive status (i.e., the document will be labeled Inactive and reserved for historical 
reference.) 
 
The approval period for a trial-use standard that is adopted as a full-status standard without 
change shall be for a total of ten years from the start of the trial-use period. If the trial-use 
period demonstrates that a trial-use standard has to undergo changes to become a full-
status standard, a PAR for revision of an existing standard shall be prepared. The Sponsor 
shall consider the comments received. If the document is to be converted to a full-use 
document, a revision project shall be initiated through the submission of a PAR that 
indicates full-use status. The normal Sponsor balloting and approval processes applicable to 
all standards shall be followed. Sponsor balloting for the full-use document shall not be 
conducted until after the comment cutoff date for the Trial-Use document. Once approved, 
the full-use standard will follow all of the applicable policies and procedures (e.g., ten-year 
life; can be amended; can be further revised; etc.). 
 
The Sponsor may consider converting a full-use project to a Trial-Use project. To make this 
conversion, a Modified PAR indicating the change to a Trial-Use project shall be submitted to 
NesCom. If the Sponsor balloting process has begun, the Sponsor cannot convert the 
project from full-use to trial-use. 
 
In addition, the Sponsor may consider converting a Trial-Use project to a full-use project. 
To make this conversion, a Modified PAR indicating the change to a full-use project shall be 
submitted to NesCom. If the Sponsor balloting process has begun, the Sponsor cannot 
convert the project from trial-use to full-use. 
 
Trial-Use standards may result from one of the following: 
 
a) At the Standards Development Level. When a draft has been generated that 
generally satisfies the standards-developing group (i.e., subcommittee or working group) 
but needs input from a very broad constituency, such a draft may be processed as an IEEE 
Trial-Use Standard. For approval, such a draft requires a letter ballot of the Sponsor and 
approval by the IEEE-SA Standards Board as a trial-use standard. 
b) At the Sponsor Level. When a Sponsor is unable to resolve negative ballots to a 
satisfactory level, or uncertain aspects of the document justify preliminary distribution, it 
may consider submission of the draft to the IEEE-SA Standards Board as a trial-use 
standard. 
c) At the IEEE-SA Standards Board Level. When the IEEE-SA Standards Board cannot 
attain a suitable level of approval for a draft submitted for adoption as an IEEE Standard, it 
may decide to approve it as a trial-use standard. 

 
Chair Rosdahl thanked the Ad Hoc for its efforts; the Ad Hoc was then disbanded. 
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6 NEW BUSINESS 
 
6.1  Proposed Changes to SASB OpMan RE: Commercial Terms and Conditions – 

Law 
 
David Law discussed the P&P changes that ICCom had forwarded to ProCom from 
its 19 August meeting. ProCom reviewed the proposed changes to the SASB 
OpMan and noted some specific areas that required re-examination. 
 
An Ad Hoc group {ProCom Industry Connections Work Product Ad Hoc} was 
formed to review the proposed changes to the SASB OpMan; it is expected that 
the Ad Hoc will make recommendations for ProCom’s review at its December 
meeting. 
 
Ad Hoc Members: David Law (Chair), Yve Ho Sang, Dave Ringle, and Don Wright. 
 
7 NEXT MEETING 
 
The next ProCom meeting is scheduled for 08 December 2014 in Piscataway, New 
Jersey, USA. 
 
8 ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:42 a.m.  
 

https://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/procom/private/814proagen_6-1.doc
http://standards.ieee.org/about/sasb/2014calendar.pdf
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