[bookmark: _GoBack] 
[image: GSMA_logo_colour_web_small]
TSGAI Doc 10c_002

Minutes for TSGAI#10b v1.0
Meeting Information
Meeting Name and Number
TSGAI#10c
Meeting Date
14th October 2020
Meeting Location 
Conference Calls
Document Information
Document Author(s)
Gaokun Pang (Huawei)
Document Creation Date
21st Sept 2020

Approval 
X
This document is for: (mark X as appropriate)
Discussion 


Information only

Security Classification –Non- Confidential GSMA Material
Can be distributed to: Public



Document Summary
Minutes for TSGAI #10b Meeting
Document History
Date
Version
Author / Comments 
Sept 2020
1.0
Gaokun Pang Huawei / Initial draft version 










© GSMA 2020. The GSM Association (“Association”) makes no representation, warranty or undertaking (express or implied) with respect to and does not accept any responsibility for, and disclaims liability for the accuracy or completeness or timeliness of the information contained in this document. The information contained in this document may be subject to change without prior notice. This document has been classified according to the GSMA Document Confidentiality Policy. GSMA meetings are conducted in full compliance with the GSMA Antitrust Policy.

Meeting minutes

1. Baorong Li Opened the meeting and welcomed the group.
Baorong Li sincerely suggested: we will approve some issues which got consensus during the group discussion, otherwise we will discuss it offline via email, if necessary needed, a vote will be held to go forward.
2. Paul Gosden welcomed everybody and pointed out the purpose of the call and reminded delegates of the GSMA Anti-trust and IPR policy. The purpose of the calls was to review actions from past meetings and answer some of the unanswered questions that were sent around.
3. TGSAI08b Meeting minutes were not reviewed or approved, these will be approved at the TSGAI10c meeting.

4. We continued section 5.1 on page 17 of Copper Horse CR and David presented his proposals (TS.47 CR1001 v0.3 DSG Proposed Changes Numbered - Copper Horse.docx). China Telecom agreed to most of the CR and wanted to review it again, once it is included in the final version.
· Copper Horse: had deleted the requirement about broader ethical consideration in this section 5.1. Covered it in the introductory text (section1.x in future version), the modified sentence in introductory part “Implementers of this specification are also invited to consider the broader ethical implications of”
· CT: agreed Copper Horse to put the broader ethical consideration in the introductory part. 
 
5. China Telecom questioned the use of human rights in the Requirement TS.47_3.1_REQ_002 and David provided background information as to how the requirement was created. QC questioned the term “SHALL and SHALL allow” and Bertrand as creator explained. It was suggested from QC to split the Requirement. The requirement was revised during the meeting. (AP – Qualcomm to confirm the text)
· The approved sentence in TS.47_3.1_REQ_002: AI Functions on the AI Mobile Device SHALL respect human rights in relation to data privacy

6. TS.47_3.1_REQ_001 - It was questioned if this should be a SHOULD or SHALL. Qualcomm (Mungal and James) got an AP to confirm with their legal consultants if the requirement should be a SHOULD or SHALL and if it is a SHOULD, we still need TS.47_3.1_REQ_003, if it is a SHALL, we delete TS.47_3.1_REQ_003.
· CT: TS.47_3.1_REQ_001 is the requirement for the whole AI, if the wording is shall, then delete TS.47_3.1_REQ_003.
· Orange: Bertrand agree with CT, it make sense. Samsung, Huawei also agreed.
· The approved wording except the SHOULD or SHALL usage in TS.47_3.1_REQ_001: Applicable law(s) as related to privacy and data protection SHOULD be complied with in connection with AI on mobile devices. 
· The approved wording in TS.47_3.1_REQ_003: AI Functions on the AI Mobile Device SHALL comply with all applicable laws relating to data privacy and data protection.

7. TS.47_3.1_REQ_002 - It was questioned if this needs to be splitted but Jim Wu stated it is good enough as it is. James asked Bertrand how to split it up, but Bertrand that there is no need for it. But QC wasn't happy with the definition and QC got an AP to create a definition for the term "AI function".

8. Based on this China Telecom suggested to delete the next requirement - TS.47_3.1_REQ_003 and Orange and Samsung agreed with it. - We combined the decision in the AP for QC in TS.47_3.1_REQ_001.

9. AP for Paul Gosden: To request support from the GSMA legal department to check the text of TS.47_3.1_REQ_001-003.

10. TS.47_3.1_REQ_005 - we tried to split it into three Requirements, but David Rogers suggested that this shouldn't be done on the call. AP: To David, Jim Wu and Mungal to check TS.47_3.1_REQ_005 and split it into three Requirements, taking Huawei Kun's suggestion into consideration.
· CT: REQ_005 is related to REQ_006, question that using data processor is better？
· Orange: the requirement is based on the spirit “privacy by default”.
· Samsung: questioned the AI function default off and allow user to disable it, disable it again? it is original disabled.
· Huawei: devices use AI function for roaming to choose a best base station which can’t be disabled by end user.
· Qualcomm: Mungal suggested using “whether” is better than “when”.
 
11. China Telecom mentioned the definitions for Privacy by Default, Privacy by Design, Secure by Default, Secure by Design had not been went through.
· GSMA Paul: people may still need time to go through and review. 

12. We continued with input from Orange (Bertrand) about the reorg of the General Requirements. China Telecom agreed with the restructure, but wants to optimize it further. Bertrand asked for an example and agreed to the suggestion. AP: CT, QC and Bertrand to optimize the reorg of the General Requirements in Section 4.4 and if we need to add a reference to the associated requirements.
· CT: China Telecom will help to optimize this section together, for example some title of subsection is about performance requirement, some section is about function requirement. 
One suggestion it is easy to define specific requirement in Application requirement rather than define the general requirement.
· CT, Orange agreed to record the Action point: Don't have a general section just have the specific requirement.

13. Approved to delete the TS47_4.4.1_REQ_001 and remaining REQ 001-004, Qualcomm, China Telecom, Orange all agreed.
· Qualcomm, CT: if it is changed to ”should”, we do not need REQ001.
· The detail is shown in the picture. 
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14. CT comment “least privilege” also needed a definition as “least permissive”.

15. We went back to the Question Document: Change 26 – Copper Horse questioned who provided the question. Di Zhang stated that it was a question from China Telecom and is part of the TSGAI review of the DSG changes. It was further questioned where the question list had come from and Paul explained how the document was created. Copper Horse and Orange stated that they were not aware of how the list was created. It was suggested by Orange to identify who the source was for each of the questions and then further discussion can continue.

New Actions from TSGAI10b
AP10b_001 – “least-permissive” to be defined - ALL
AP10b_002 – “TS47_3.1_REQ_001” in section 5.1 Text to be confirmed - Qualcomm
AP10b_003 – “TS47_3.1_REQ_002” in section 5.1 Text to be confirmed - Qualcomm
AP10b_004 – AI Function to be defined - Mungal
AP10b_005 – “TS47_3.1_REQ_003” in section 5.1 Text to be confirmed - Qualcomm
AP10b_006 – “TS47_3.1_REQ_005” in section 5.1 Revised text to be sent to the group – David, Kun, Jim & Mungal 
AP10b_007 - “TS47_3.1_REQ_005.1” in section 5.1 Revised text to be sent to the group – David, Jim & Mungal
AP10b_008 – “TS47_3.1_REQ_005.2” in section 5.1 Revised text to be sent to the group – David, Jim & Mungal
AP10b_009 –Request confirmation from the GSMA legal with regards the text for TS.47_3.1_REQ_001, 002 & 003 – Paul
AP10b_010 – to revise text for section 4.4 – CT, QC and Orange
 
The next calls will be to continue working through the questions in “Questions for DSG v5.0 Highlight” document. The aim is to review only the highlighted questions as all the other questions have already been discussed.

Please remember to send your contributions to the distribution list so that others can review ahead of the next call.
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