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	MINUTES

	Meeting title:
	REQ 34

	Chair:
	Shelby Kiewel, iconectiv, skiewel@iconectiv.com 

	Vice Chair:
	Victor Kueh, Huawei, Victor.Kueh@huawei.com 
Catalina Mladin, Convida, Mladin.Catalina@convidawireless.com 

	Secretary:
	Peter J. Kim, pjk@tta.or.kr

	Meeting Date:
	2018.03.12-16

	Intended purpose of

document:
	 Decision

 Discussion

 Information

 Other <specify>


oneM2M Notice

The document to which this cover statement is attached is submitted to oneM2M.  Participation in, or attendance at, any activity of oneM2M, constitutes acceptance of and agreement to be bound by terms of the Working Procedures and the Partnership Agreement, including the Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) Principles Governing oneM2M Work found in Annex 1 of the Partnership Agreement.

1
Opening of meeting 

1.1
Welcome

The meeting was opened by the Chair, Shelby Kiewel(iconectiv). Participants were advised to read the legal notices on the agenda and declare any IPR. (none declared)
1.2
Objectives

1.3
Schedule (for face-to-face meetings only)

1. 2018.01.15(Mon) 16:00~17:30

2. 2018.01.16(Tue) 10:30~12:00, ARC/REQ/SEC Joint


3. 2018.01.16(Tue) 13:30~15:00 (ad-hoc) (may not be needed)

4. 2018.01.17(Wed) 08:30~10:00, ARC/REQ/SEC Joint 


5. 2018.01.18(Thu) 13:30~15:00

2
Review and Approval of Agenda
	REQ-2018-0024
	Agenda WG1 REQ34
	Shelby Kiewel, iconectiv, WG1 Chairman


Comment/Issue: None
REQ-2018-0024 was AGREED
3
Review and Approval of Previous Minutes 
	REQ-2018-0005
	REQ 33 Minutes
	Secretary


Comment/Issue: None
REQ-2017-0005 was AGREED
4
Review of Open Action Status
There are no open REQ action items.
5
Contributions
5.1 Monday 11:00 ~ 12:30 Session

	REQ-2018-0007R02
	TS-0002-Requirements-V4_1_0
	Huawei (BEI XU)


Comment/Issue: None
REQ-2018-0007R02 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0019
	Service User definition TS-0011
	Convida


Comment/Issue: Modifications to some terms made (i.e. definition on ‘M2M Service User’). Revision will reflect all the changes. 
REQ-2018-0019 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0019R01 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0021R01
	Patch the digital home (TR001)
	Orange, Gemalto, AT&T


Comment/Issue: Comment was made that the proposed process of where oneM2M is managing an end device was similar to that of BBF TR-69. Further discussion will be done at the ad-hoc session. 
REQ-2018-0021R01 was NOTED
Presented by Said on Wednesday session-4 REQ/ARC/SEC

The contribution proposes to add a use case named:  patch the connected home.

Comment:

Some questions to clarify how the M2M system dynamically trigger the secure update.. It is asked to clarify the wording “dynamically”, and how it is  performed it.It isproposed to remove the word “dynamically’

As the final clause number is not yet known, it is agreed that the figure would need to be correctly numbered by the rapporteur when implementing the contribution.

REQ-2018-0021R03 was NOTED

REQ-2018-0021R04 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0013R01
	Use case: Platooning
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: 
Question of if oneM2M can manage platooning, but it was noted that oneM2M would only administer the platooning, not the actual triggering of the platooning event. 
Question of if ‘platooning’ is within the scope of oneM2M. As such, looking to fit this use case into oneM2M would be required. Offline discussion will take place for this contribution to fit as oneM2M requirement.
REQ-2018-0013R01 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0013R02 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0013R03 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0020
	Data model for platooning - informative
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: Linked with doc REQ-2018-0020. Revision expected after offline discussion. 
REQ-2018-0020 was NOTED
5.3 Tuesday 15 :30 ~ 17:00 Session
	REQ-2018-0012R01
	Use case on Automated Valet Parking
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: Revision expected.
REQ-2018-0012R01 was NOTED

REQ-2018-0012R02 was NOTED

REQ-2018-0012R03 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0016R01
	Use case: Car Rebalancing
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: 

Some of the term ‘Car sharing’ will be replaced with ‘car rebalancing’ (not all). 

‘Must’ will be replaced with ‘shall’ only when it pertains to normative section. 

The term ‘car rebalancing’ need to be clarified. 
All use cases contributions will be reviewed and requirements will be separated for reviewed by MAS. 
Revision expected.

REQ-2018-0016R01 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0016R02 was NOTED

REQ-2018-0016R03 was NOTED

REQ-2018-0016R04 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0015R01
	Use case: Car Sharing
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: Requirements will be ported out for separate review later. Revision expected.
REQ-2018-0015R01 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0015R02 was NOTED
	REQ-2018-0014R01
	Use case: Highway Pilot
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: Requirements will be ported out for separate review later. Revision expected.

REQ-2018-0014R01 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0014R02 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0017R01
	Use case: Urban Driving
	Miodrag Djurica (TNO)


Comment/Issue: Requirements will be ported out for separate review later. Revision expected.

REQ-2018-0017R01 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0017R02 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0017R03 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0022R01  
	Reqs: Patch the connected home (TS0001)
	Orange, Gemalto, AT&T, Convida, TNO


Presented by Said on Wednesday session-4 REQ/ARC/SEC

Comment:

Following comment in REQ-2018-0021R03, the word “dynamically” is also remove from the use case description
REQ-2018-0022R01 was NOTED

REQ-2018-0022R02 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0010R02
	Use case for High-precision Road Map Service using Edge/Fog Computing
	KDDI, Convida, AT&T


Presented by Catalina on Wednesday session-4 REQ/ARC/SEC

This contribution provides new use case on Edge and Fog computing to Clause 6 “Vehicular Domain Use Cases” in TR-0026. The R02 addresses comments from initial presentation

Comment:

Question for clarification on item 4) of the potential requirements, especially for the synchronization of the collected data

The item 6) seems to be unclear. It is anyway agree for the time being but would need to be clarify in the TS-0002 later. 

REQ-2018-0010R02 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0018R02
	Smart Trasportation with Edge Fog
	Convida, KDDI, ATT


Presented by Catalina on Wednesday session-4 REQ/ARC/SEC

This contribution provides a use case for Clause 6 “Vehicular Domain Use Cases” of TR-0026.

Comment:

Some new terms like Fog node, Fog entity and local Fog node are presented in the TR but not yet specified at stage 2.

General comment: the difference between fog and edge is still unclear for many delegates. Catalina has anyway provided her definition.

REQ-2018-0018R02 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0008R02
	Use case for Accident Notification Service using Edge/Fog Computing
	KDDI, Convida


Presented by Catalina on Wednesday session-4 REQ/ARC/SEC

This contribution has been presented on Tuesday. The comments received have been taken into account into this R02 revision.

REQ-2018-0008R02 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0009R03
	Requirements for Accident Notification Service using Edge/Fog Computing
	KDDI, Convida, AT&T


Comment/Issue: Editorial changes made 
REQ-2018-0009R03 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0009R04 was AGREED
	REQ-2018-0011R02
	Requirements for High-precision Road Map Service using Edge/Fog Computing
	KDDI, Convida, AT&T


Comment/Issue: Agreed with action item.
REQ-2018-0011R02 was NOTED
REQ-2018-0011R03 was AGREED
Action item: Definition of Edge/Fog nodes is TBD and must be provided before architectural work.

Tuesday 10:30-12:00 – ARC/REQ/SEC – Secretary Karen Hughes, ETSI
 

	ARC-2018-0050
	Service Subscriber and User TR Skeleton
	Convida


This has been agreed as the first baseline for the Service Subscriber and User TR and should be uploaded to the WPM area of the portal by the Rapporteur.
ARC-2018-0050 was AGREED
 

	ARC-2018-0061
	Service Subscribers Users TR Intro
	Convida


‘User’ should be changed to ‘Service User’
Agreed that ‘M2M’ does not need to be added in front of ‘Service Subscriber’ or ‘Service User’

ARC-2018-0061 was NOTED
ARC-2018-0061R01 was AGREED
 

	ARC-2018-0062
	Service Subscriber Users Limitation 1
	Convida


ARC-2018-0062 was AGREED
 

	REQ-2018-0025R01
	Introduction to NIST for TR-0052
	Convida, KDDI


REQ-2018-0025R01 was AGREED
 

	REQ-2018-0008R01
	Use case for Accident Notification Service using Edge/Fog Computing
	KDDI, Convida


Need a definition for Edge/Fog nodes, but this is not urgent.
It was suggested that some clarification on the architecture diagram was needed

Some concerns raised over the use of the RSU

This use case is not specifying the type of connection.

Questions raised over the use of ‘fog’ and ‘edge’ and it was felt that it should be more generic.

Updated online

REQ-2018-0008R01 was LEFT OPEN
REQ-2018-0008R02 was AGREED
6
Planning for Next Meeting(s)
6.1
Face-to-Face Meetings
TP#35 in Sophia Antipolis, FR, 22 – 25 May 2018
6.2
Next Conference Calls
No conference calls scheduled prior to TP35/REQ35
7
Any other business
8
Closure of meeting

The meeting ended at 14:30 (UTC) on 16 March 2018.
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