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Abstract: This discussion paper proposes to expand the current ToR of SA6 to cover new topics outside of mission critical applications. 
1. Background
The SA6 WG was established during SA#66, and the main purpose then was to carry out critical communications application work within 3GPP, with an initial focus on mission critical communications. There was a general understanding that at some point in future the SA6 scope would be expanded to carry out other application work.  
Following its inception, SA6 has been very successful in delivering the Stage 2 aspects for MCPTT in Rel-13, and as well as the significant progress made in Rel-14 (including the development of architecture specifications for MC services such as eMCPTT, MCVideo, and MCData). With these deliverables, we believe the time is appropriate to consider the expansion of SA6 scope to cover new topics outside of public safety domain. Specifically, we envision the extended scope to include 3GPP application layer aspects including mission critical applications for both public safety and non-public safety domains e.g. railways, and as well as non-critical applications. 
We believe this step is particularly meaningful, considering that SA6 has developed a considerable amount of expertise in the application layer, and is now able to take on further work in the application space.
2. SA#75 
During SA#75, a discussion paper (SP-170219) and an accompanying proposal for SA6 ToR modification (SP-170220) were submitted. The papers were co-sourced by a number of supporting companies, suggesting a strong 3GPP community interest in modifying the current ToR of SA6. However, due to lack of consensus the ToR change was not approved by SA. The concerns raised were specific to the following areas:

1) Scope of the proposed ToR being too broad

2) Concerns on potential de-focus of mission critical related work

3) Seeking clarification on the relationship with other TSG ToRs e.g. SA4 

4) Seeking clarification on the distinction between stage 2 and stage 3 specification at the application layer, especially with respect to the general area of API specification.

Following the discussion, it was then suggested by SA Chairman to postpone the ToR discussion to the next meeting…..
3. Discussion

As a result of SA#75 and subsequent offline discussions, the supporting companies believe that the SA6 ToR should be expanded to reflect the current and future activities. It was also inferred from the discussions that any new proposal must also address the concerns that were presented during SA#75. In summary, the following aspects were seen to be crucial to the modification of the SA6 ToR. 
1) SA6 has played a critical role in establishing standards for mission critical applications (e.g. MCPTT, MCVideo, MCData). It is very important for SA6 to continue to maintain focus on this very important vertical for supporting the public safety industry, and other industries that may use or require this technology e.g. Railways, Health care, etc. It must also be noted that there is still some remaining work to address all the Stage 1 requirements (which is expected to continue in Rel-15 and Rel-16).

OBSERVATION #1: SA6 ToR should ensure the work on mission critical applications will remain a key focus area.

2) The current ToR does not fully represent the actual work that is happening in SA6 e.g. work is happening beyond just MCPTT (such as MCVideo, MCData), FRMCS (Railways) work has initiated that includes both critical communications and aspects that relate to non-critical communications, Common API framework (FS_CAPIF) is already underway, a new Study was agreed in SA6#17 on MBMS APIs (client-side) for MC services. This clearly suggests that SA6 scope is already beyond what the initial charter intended to accomplish. 

OBSERVATION #2: SA6 ToR should accurately reflect the ongoing activities, at the minimum.
3) Reflecting the ToR to represent current activities alone is not sufficient. We have received suggestions that the ToR should be forward looking or general enough to accommodate new proposals e.g. to support emerging verticals in the context of 5G. By doing this it will be possible for companies to submit the WIDs directly to SA6 as opposed to bringing them to plenary for discussion and approval each time! Further, this will also avoid frequent updates to the ToR (a best practice recommendation).
OBSERVATION #3: SA6 ToR should be expanded to cover generic application layer aspects of 3GPP, at least to the extent that 3GPP can forecast or support the direction of 3GPP roadmap.
4) While SA6 ToR expansion is important, we need to make sure that the relationship with other WG ToRs e.g. SA4, is clarified. This is also aligned with the feedback that was received during SA#75. The primary goal however, is not to update other ToRs but to provide sufficient clarification to ensure that there is no overlap with other ToRs, while coordination between TSGs will still be possible and encouraged.
OBSERVATION #4: SA6 ToR should not overlap with other WG ToRs. Relationship with other WGs ToRs should be clarified.
5) API development work in 3GPP is distributed across multiple groups e.g. SA2, SA6, SA5, CT3. At SA#75, during the discussion leading up to the approval of FS_CAPIF, the work split between SA6 and other WGs was debated, seeking clarification between Stage 2 and Stage 3 API aspects. While SA6 is seen as the group for addressing the common framework aspects for 3GPP APIs (with focus on Stage 2 aspects), it would help to clarify this aspect in the updated SA6 ToR.

OBSERVATION #5: 3GPP/SA6 ToR should clarify Stage 2 and Stage 3 responsibilities for 3GPP API standards development to prevent overlaps between respective 3GPP WGs e.g. SA2, SA4, SA5, SA6 and CT3

4. Proposal

It is proposed to expand the scope of SA6 based on the observations from section 3 of this paper, namely the following:

· SA6 ToR should ensure the work on mission critical applications will remain a key focus area.
· SA6 ToR should accurately reflect the ongoing activities, at the minimum.

· SA6 ToR should be expanded to cover generic application layer aspects of 3GPP, at least to the extent that 3GPP can forecast or support the direction of 3GPP roadmap.

· SA6 ToR should not overlap with other WG ToRs. Relationship with other WGs ToRs should be clarified.

· 3GPP/SA6 ToR should clarify Stage 2 and Stage 3 responsibilities for 3GPP API standards development to prevent overlaps between respective 3GPP WGs e.g. SA2, SA4, SA5, SA6 and CT3.

The corresponding SA6 ToR modification proposal is available in [SP-170529].
