
‭PeeringDB Issues board‬ ‭Google Meet‬ ‭PC Todo list‬ ‭Product Roadmap‬

‭2024-10-03 Start:‬‭15:30 UTC‬‭End:‬‭16:30 UTC‬
‭Participants: Paul, Jack, Leo, Yan, Steve‬
‭Apologies: Arnold, Terry, Yolandi‬

‭Main agenda‬
‭●‬ ‭2025 budget proposal (Leo)‬

‭○‬ ‭Combined development budget for AC, Operations, and PC‬
‭○‬ ‭Plan to increase development hours + rate‬‭(in exact‬‭manner previously‬

‭discussed -JC)‬

‭Number‬ ‭Title‬ ‭Summary‬ ‭Consent‬
‭Finalized?‬

‭#1675‬ ‭AC tool to support making‬
‭MFA mandatory‬

‭#1634‬‭got consensus to “Force MFA on‬
‭all users”. In the design document (‬

Copy of 1634 Forcing Multi-Factor …
‭) we discussed the need for a support‬
‭tool, so users who do not establish a‬
‭second factor, or lose it, can login. This is‬
‭a proposal for that tool.‬

‭#1446‬ ‭v2 Search - extra facility‬
‭results are returned with exact‬
‭match search‬

‭As title - can we get consensus for‬
‭release in 2.65.0 in January?‬

‭#1517‬ ‭Searching for an AS number‬
‭returns less than helpful‬
‭search results‬

‭As title - can we get consensus for‬
‭release in 2.65.0 in January?‬

‭#1542‬ ‭v2 search does not find a fac‬
‭in Charlotte, NC but finds an ix‬
‭in a fac there‬

‭As title - can we get consensus for‬
‭release in 2.65.0 in January?‬

‭Consent Agenda‬
‭Non-contentious issues that can be agreed in a single vote. Members can ask for an issue to be‬
‭placed on the main agenda if they want it to have more discussion.‬

‭Number‬ ‭Title‬ ‭Summary‬ ‭Consent‬
‭Finalized?‬

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LvUcBhpXm170NRbn_MhiCxNQSFdvxZ1kAhfpfDMfclc/edit


‭#1673‬ ‭Direct call fails, while‬
‭parameter call succeeds‬

‭Bug? Both queries should deliver the‬
‭same output‬

‭Informational‬
‭No action required. Members should be aware that these new issues have been agreed since‬
‭the last meeting.‬

‭Number‬ ‭Title‬ ‭Bug?‬ ‭Summary‬

‭#1674‬ ‭"[peeringdb.com] Please‬
‭Confirm Your Email Address"‬
‭messages should present an‬
‭https://‬

‭NO‬ ‭Use HTTPS for the URL in the confirmation‬
‭link‬

‭#1671‬ ‭Inconsistent netixlan ASN‬
‭data can result in inability for‬
‭deleted netixlan to be claimed‬
‭by new use‬

‭YES‬ ‭Nullify the local asn field of netixlan objects‬
‭and make it a read only view of‬
‭$network.asn.‬

‭Number‬ ‭Title‬ ‭Summary‬

‭AOB‬
‭●‬ ‭None‬


