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· GSMA welcomed the group and reminded about everyone that the meeting would be held in full compliance with the GSMA Anti-trust and IPRs policies.
· GSMA presented the TSGNS20 Agenda (TSGNS20_002), which was approved.
DP20_001 TSGNS20_002 TSGNS20 Agenda approved

· GSMA presented the Minutes from the TSGNS19 (TSGNS20_001), which were approved. 
DP20_002 TSGNS20_001 TSGNS19 Meeting Minutes approved.

· Apple presented TSGNS20 Doc 008_Rev0_TS-62 v0-7-3 CR1020 v01 Removing requirements that are not yet approved by the group in the draft_v0-6. 
Apple suggested to remove the unapproved content in the document, and suggested to use the latest draft to create CR.  n.
Qualcomm agreed with Apple and suggested to have a CR sheet showing who make the change. But for this CR include comments from other company need to be removed, otherwise it will cause unnecessary confusion.
Verizon agreed with Apple to remove the unapproved requirement, and update it in future.
Samsung suggested to remove the text and the requirement sequence number.
GSMA reminded the requirement sequence number needs to consider logic.
China Telecom would bring a new draft  based on the comments.
DP20_003 The group approved the CR.

· China Telecom presented TSGNS20 Doc 005_Rev0_TS-62 v0-7-6 CR1024 v01 UE general REQ for URSP-China Telecom__Verizon_Honor_v0-2
China Telecom explained there were two steps for UE to do matching, first to obtain and then pass traffic information for URSP matching logic. China Telecom explained we can note these requirements were for Type1 UE.
Google had concern about the requirement 2, the UE pass the traffic information to device’s matching logic and the matching logic is in UE itself. Google suggested to have a new wording to describe this more clear. SHALL requirement was to strong, for some use case the UE may not obtain Traffic information for Type2 and Type 3 UE which did not have API.  Google thought this CR had some level overlap with Orange’s CR.
Orange suggested to split the two SHALL requirements into two individual requirements to make it more clear.
Verizon thought the first and second Requirements are overlapped with Orange’s CR, suggested to wait for Orange’s proposal and discuss them together. The third requirement need more offline discussion, the fourth requirement was not needed which was part of 3GPP. CR1021 will explain the matching logic, so it did not make sense here. Verizon suggested to postpone this CR.
Qualcomm had concern about the similarity about the two requirements, and agreed to postpone this CR.
KDDI had concern about the structure about the document. These requirements are for UE requirements, this first requirement may move to other section.
DP20_004 The group agreed to postpone CR1024, and wait for the updated CR from Orange.

· GSMA stated that the content in TSGNS20 Doc 007_Rev0_TS-62 v0-7 CR1014 v03 Requirements on Data Privacy-Apple and Google_v0-11 was acceptable for the Public Policy Group.
China Telecom had concern about the sentence in “example”. China Telecom suggested to remove this sentence.
Orange recalled the previous discussion about the example description, suggested to be careful to talk about this requirement and follow local regulation, the different regulation may need different examples, that will cause problem. Orange suggested to focus on the content of requirement.
Google：the example description is useful.
Verizon had concern about how to test and verify it, following the regulation in different country.
GSMA explained these requirements here only served as reminding, it is very hard for GSMA to test it.
China Telecom agreed it is difficult to test, and we need some general test for manufacture to provide some guarantee. In future testing book, the group would discuss the detail.
Apple explained the opinion about the example description as last meeting, Apple would figure out some general requirement. Apple suggested to agree this version, then Apple bring future CR to update.
Nokia agree with apple to specify an example.
Vodafone suggested Apple to use a better wording for this meaning.
Qualcomm suggested to use “comply” to replace “NOT compromise”. 
After lots of discussion the text in TS62_3.3.2_REQ_001, the latest wording for Apple to refer as following: 
[image: ]
DP20_005  The group got a new wording for Apple to refer, the future new CR would be named as CR1014 v04.	Comment by o202101810284: Is it right?

· Verizon presented TSGNS20 Doc 009_Rev0_TS-62 v0-7-3 CR1021 v01 - URSP Rule Matching Logic definition and use Verizon_v0-6
Verizon explained why we need to add the term, the group use this term in our document, but the group did not have the definition, and this term did not defined in 3GPP, the wording was consistent with 3GPP.
Orange had concern of the wording “whether URSP rule matches an application”
Apple had the same concern with Orange and had concern about the wording “applicable for an application”.
Qualcomm pointed it might be wrong, at least there was a default rule to be applied.
China Telecom suggested a new wording.
Google suggested a new wording.

After lots of discussion the text in URSP rule matching logic definition was approved:
[image: ]

DP20_006  The group approved URSP rule matching logic definition, and the rest of CR needed to discuss in next meeting	Comment by o202101810284 [2]: Updated

· China telecom suggested to have a F2F meeting in May to speed up the progress, 
Orange had concern about the time to host F2F, there are still a lot questions to be solved. We can have a F2F meeting when we have the fundamental agreement, and then a F2F meeting will make more sense.
Vodafone agreed with Orange, it is not the right time to have the F2F meeting. We need to have fundamental agreement for this document.
GSMA suggested an alternative option in September at the TSG plenary meeting t.
Verizon agreed with Orange to have fundamental agreement and then arrange the F2F meeting.
DP20_007  The group agreed to have conference call continually and then arrange F2F meeting in future.


Decision Points:

DP20_001 TSGNS20_002 TSGNS20 Agenda approved
DP20_002 TSGNS20_001 TSGNS19 Meeting Minutes approved
DP20_003 The group approved to remove the unapproved content in the latest draft.
DP20_004 The group approved to postpone CR1024, and wait updated CR from Orange.
DP20_005 The group got a new wording for Apple to refer, the future new CR would be named as CR1014 v04.	Comment by o202101810284 [2]: updated
DP20_006 The group approved URSP rule matching logic definition, and the rest of CR needed to discuss in next meeting.	Comment by o202101810284 [2]: updated
DP20_007 The group agreed to have conference call continually then arrange F2F meeting in future.
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