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	Minutes

	Meeting title:
	REQ26

	Chair:
	Shelby Kiewel, skiewel@iconectiv.com 

	Secretary:
	Emily Hoefer, ATIS (ehoefer@atis.org)

	Meeting Date:
	5-9 December 2016 – Kobe, Japan

	Intended purpose of

document:
	 Decision

 Discussion

 Information

 Other <specify>
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1
Opening of Meeting 

1.1
Welcome
The meeting was opened by the Chair, Shelby Kiewel (iconectiv), on 6 December 2016. 

1.2
Objectives
1.3
Schedule

2
Review and Approval of Agenda
REQ-2016-0086 REQ Agenda for TP26
AGREED - REQ-2016-0086 REQ Agenda for TP26
3
Review and Approval of Previous Minutes
N/A
4
Action Item Status
	Number
	Action
	Responsible
	Status

	From REQ 18.1
	Review term “Wipe” in use case(s)
	Shelby Kiewel/iconectiv
	Open

	From REQ 18.1
	Standardize references to R2 in TS-0002
	Shelby Kiewel/iconectiv
	Open


5
Contributions
REQ-2016-0087 REQ Doc Allocation for TP26 was updated throughout the week, ending in an R06.
5.1 
Contributions for REQ26 (REQ-2016-0087R06 – contribution allocation document)
REQ-2016-0075- TS-0002_Requirements-V2_8_1_newbaseline
· It was noted in the next revision of the baseline all occurrences of “oneM2M System” should have a capital “S”.
AGREED - REQ-2016-0075- TS-0002_Requirements-V2_8_1_newbaseline
REQ-2016-0073- product_profile_related_definition
· Modifications were suggested for clarity. 
· Discussion occurred regarding how Feature Set should be defined . It was noted requirements should not be included in the definitions. Definitions should be brief and provide a concept. An explanation can be provided in a note. 
· Revision expected.
NOTED - REQ-2016-0073- product_profile_related_definition
REQ-2016-0081- cr_requirement_service_grouping
· To be discussed in adhoc session, revision expected.
NOTED- REQ-2016-0081- cr_requirement_service_grouping
REQ-2016-0080R01- new_use_case_service grouping
· To be discussed in adhoc session, revision expected. 
NOTED- REQ-2016-0080R01- new_use_case_service grouping
REQ-2016-0079- introduction-service-grouping
· Discussion occurred regarding the services proposed. It was noted clarification is need on the why and how of the mechanism to provide clearer context. 
· It was suggested offline discussion occur and continue discussion during an adhoc session. 
· Revision expected.
NOTED - REQ-2016-0079- introduction-service-grouping
REQ-2016-0078- Draft-TR-0026-Vehicular_Domain_Enablement_v_0_5_0
· Agreed as baseline. 
AGREED - REQ-2016-0078- Draft-TR-0026-Vehicular_Domain_Enablement_v_0_5_0
REQ-2016-0076- TR-0026 corrections update
· Edits were made to the text for clarification during review.

NOTED - REQ-2016-0076- TR-0026 corrections update
AGREED - REQ-2016-0076R01- TR-0026 corrections update
REQ-2016-0077R01- TR-0026 subscription requirements
· Edits were made to the text for clarification during review. 
· The former #9 was removed and incorporated into #8. 
NOTED - REQ-2016-0077R01- TR-0026 subscription requirements
AGREED - REQ-2016-0077R02- TR-0026 subscription requirements
REQ-2016-0082- TR0026 proposed changes to intro
· It was suggested the group consider creating a definition set (possibly an appendix) for this TR.
· iconectiv requested the definition of “world model” be included in the next revision of this contribution.
NOTED - REQ-2016-0082- TR0026 proposed changes to intro
AGREED - REQ-2016-0082R01- TR0026 proposed changes to intro
REQ-2016-0083- TR0026 - changes to 5.3
AGREED - REQ-2016-0083- TR0026 - changes to 5.3
REQ-2016-0084- Use cases additions
· Discussion occurred regarding timing requirements. It was suggested the REQ needs to start with basic requirements and then go to other WGs.
· It was noted the WG need to decide whether to focus on connected car or autonomous driving (need a use case the M2M platform can support). It was noted this is dependent on the underlying network. The use case will need to show how M2M is different.
· Further discussion to occur in adhoc session and Friday REQ session. Revision expected.
· During the Friday REQ session, it was suggested the new text on timing and latency and reliability of message delivery be moved to an annex.
· Discussion occurred regarding certification - want to be specific about what is certified – it was noted oneM2M can certify different levels. It was noted there may be significant impacts, particularly in regards to timing. 
· It was suggested REQ provide basic/high level requirements to the other working groups to determine other impacts as a first step.
· REQ leaders will take this topic to TP and coordination groups. 
NOTED - REQ-2016-0084- Use cases additions
NOTED - REQ-2016-0084R01- Use cases additions
AGREED - REQ-2016-0084R02- Use cases additions
REQ-2016-0088- CR_Requirement_of_use_case_for_ETC

· It was noted the only substantive modifications were to steps #8 and #9. 
· It was noted the Road Side Units (RSU) are not necessarily connected to each other, but are connected to the ETC Service Platform. 
· Modifications were suggested to Step #9. 
NOTED - REQ-2016-0088- CR_Requirement_of_use_case_for_ETC

AGREED - REQ-2016-0088R01- CR_Requirement_of_use_case_for_ETC
5.2 
Contributions for REQ/TST
Discussion/Decision on REQ mapping to Test Cases

· Feature Set questions: why? how? how to synchronize? 
· It was noted TR-0032 contains feature catalogue. 
· REQ wants to map requirements back to other TS requirements
TST-2016-0249- Requirements collection v0.6
· REQ is looking for something similar to this spreadsheet – possibly in the form of an ADM document. 

· To create this contribution in TST, several volunteers look at every statement in the TS and determine if it is a requirement – create an annotated TS. 

· Something similar to this document that is official would be a valuable tool. 

· Agreement that there should be mapping; however, question remains how to do it. 

Action: Shelby will follow up on how to go about the mapping.

 REQ-2016-0073R01- product_profile_related_definition
· Discussion occurred regarding whether Feature Set should be defined. 
· Discussion occurred about “Features Set” versus “set of Features”. It was noted “Features Set” is a hierarchy of Features that are grouped together.
NOTED - REQ-2016-0073R01- product_profile_related_definition
5.3 
Contributions for REQ/SEC

REQ-2016-0073R03- product_profile_related_definition
AGREED - REQ-2016-0073R03- product_profile_related_definition
REQ-2016-0085- TR-0026-Vehicular_Domain_Enablement_Clause_9_2_Security
· Discussion occurred regarding the core elements. It was noted these are considered high level requirements and not necessarily requirements for the algorithm. 
NOTED - REQ-2016-0085- TR-0026-Vehicular_Domain_Enablement_Clause_9_2_Security
AGREED - REQ-2016-0085R01- TR-0026-Vehicular_Domain_Enablement_Clause_9_2_Security
SEC-2016-0186R01- Use_Case_of_Decentralized_Authentication

· Questions were raised regarding what is trying to be solved in this contribution
· Lengthy discussion occurred during review of the figure. It was noted the flow in the figure can be completed with what already exists. 
· The group assembled reviewed the Potential Requirements, and after discussion, suggested modifications to the wording of the requirements for clarity and recommended additions to the Use Case.
NOTED - SEC-2016-0186R01- Use_Case_of_Decentralized_Authentication

REQ-2016-0074R01- Collection of corrections and clarifications to TR-0026
· Briefly reviewed. To be discussed further during the Friday REQ session. 
· It was recommended some of the changes proposed in Section 6.7 be modified, particularly the removal of “Application Server”.
· Discussion occurred regarding the use of the term “user owned” in Section 6.12.10. 
· To be revised. 
NOTED - REQ-2016-0074R01- Collection of corrections and clarifications to TR-0026
ACTION - François will update Section 6.7 based on discussion.
· It was noted the above action was completed during the meeting week. 

· Contribution revisited during Friday REQ session. It was requested that Hitachi provide the editable figures for Section 6.17.9.
NOTED - REQ-2016-0074R02- Collection of corrections and clarifications to TR-0026
AGREED - REQ-2016-0074R03- Collection of corrections and clarifications to TR-0026
6
Planning for Next Meeting(s)
Face-to-Face
· 2017-02-13 to 2017-02-17 / Vancouver, BC
7
Any Other Business

Initiate discussion regarding method of mapping Requirements to Specifications for requirements met.
· discuss introducing feature with other WGs 
· Informal discussion with ARC and SEC leadership 
Initiate discussion regarding removing of requirements no longer valid or requiring significant rewording to address architectural and structural decisions within agreed oneM2M specifications
· Participants to bring in contributions related to removal of requirements. 

During the Friday REQ session, participants reviewed the REQ status report to TP Closing and made suggestions for updates. 
8
Closure of Meeting

The final REQ session was held on 9 December 2016.
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