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Minutes of the twenty first session of the UN Task Force on Cyber Security and OTA issues 
19th to 21st April 2021, 13:00-15:00 (CEST) 
by video conference

I. Introductions
The chair introduced the meeting.  

II. Adoption of the Agenda
The ad hoc group of the Task Force may wish to adopt the provisional agenda.
Documentation:	TFCS-21-01 (Chair) Agenda
The agenda was adopted

III. Adoption of minutes and report from previous meetings
The Task Force will be asked to adopt the minutes from the previous meeting. 
Documentation:		TFCS-21-02 (Chair) Minutes of TFCS 20

The minutes were accepted. 
The co-chairs announced that the US co-chair would be changing and Mr Ezana Wondimneh will be transitioning in, taking over from Mary Versailles. 
The actions from the previous meeting were accepted as complete. It was noted that the term “vehicles in the field” are not defined in ISO/SAE 21434 .
IV. [bookmark: _Hlk24373585]Development of draft list of Technical Requirements
The task force will be asked to consider the Framework document ECE/TRANS/WP.29/2019/34[footnoteRef:1] and develop a draft set of Technical Requirements for Contracting Parties to the 1998 Agreement.  [1:  https://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/trans/doc/2020/wp29/ECE-TRANS-WP29-2019-34-Rev2e.pdf] 

Documentation: 	
TFCS-21-03rev2 (Chair) Updated proposed technical requirements for CS and SU
TFCS 21-04 (JPN) Inputs from Japan for TFCS21
TFCS 21-06 (Blackberry) Comments and proposals related to vehicle phases
The task force reviewed TFCS 21-03rev2. The outcome was recorded as TFCS 21-03rev5 and a clean version of the final document was recorded as TFCS 21-07. 
During discussion it was noted that:
· The discussion is not focussed on reviewing R155 and R156 or suggesting amendments to it
· For point 1.1.1. the task force preference was for the original text
· For point 1.1.2 the proposal to refine the text and centre it on the management system processes was accepted
· Proposed amendment to 1.1.3 was accepted
· The JPN proposal for 1.1.4 was accepted with a minor amendment
· Proposed amended to 1.1.5 was accepted
· The text of 1.2.1 was debated as to what software it should refer to. The task force agreed to reference “software on systems of the vehicle specified in regulation or national legislation”. 
· It was agreed to refer to the RxSWIN as a “unique identifier used to represent information about software on a vehicle”. The term was chosen over “dedicated identifier” as the latter is used elsewhere and has a different meaning.
· Further amendments were made to 1.2.1 to ensure consistency with R156
· It was agreed that 1.2.2.1 to 1.2.2.5 should be lettered as sub-bullets of 1.2.2 for clarity
· It was agreed to refer to “regulation or national legislation” instead of “national legislation or regulation” throughout the document as this was clearer
· 1.2.4 was amended to make it more consistent with R156
· Amendments to 2.2 were made to cover the use of the RxSWIN and different ways it could be implemented. The amendments also made the text more consistent with the intent of R156. It was suggest additional wording to explain the RxSWIN concept may be needed in the preamble.
· It was noted that direct reference to an RxSWIN cannot be made into a GTR as it is referencing type approvals and therefore is not enforcement neutral
· 2.2.4.5 was amended as it is should be part of 2.2.4.4
· A definition for “configuration information” was suggested. The task force was asked to confirm this.
· The definitions of the phases of a vehicles lifetime were discussed. It was finally suggested not to define these terms, but add into the preamble that it is for CP’s to define as they adopt the guidance. It was noted that for the 1958 reg it is defined. ACTION: Task force to confirm approach
· The suggestion from JPN to remove table C3 was accepted
[bookmark: _Hlk54607440]Action 21-01 (Chairs) – ACTION: consider wording in preamble to describe the RXSWIN and how it interacts with these requirements
Action 21-02 (task force) – review documentation and provide any comments in writing ahead of the meeting, particularly to verify that the requirements of R156 are covered to an appropriate level and things are not missed (e.g. RxSWIN concept and its alternatives)
V. Next Steps
The group will be asked to confirm next steps. This will include what to report to GRVA and the need for any future meetings. 
A further meeting will be convened to progress the work. This will most likely be by video conference.
VI. Any Other Business
1. Contracting Parties will be invited to provide feedback on any planned implementation of the UN Regulations (CS and S/W updates)
1. Consideration of the scope of R156 with regards category R, S and T vehicles
Documentation: TFCS 21-05 (CEMA) SUMS-CYBERSECURITY position
1. Subject to confirmation, updates on:
1. Managing updates to system approvals for registered vehicles (UK), request for action, please see TFCS 20-09
1. Extensions of R155 type approvals after 1 July 2024 (OICA), please see TFCS 20-11

No feedback was provided on item 1. It was agreed to remove this from the next agenda.

[bookmark: _GoBack]An official from CEMA presented TFCS 21-05 and expressed their concerns on the timing and scope of any adoption of R156. Contracting Parties noted that R156 provides an opportunity for global harmonisation and as such has benefits for all. 

A representative from the UK provided an update on item 3a. The topic has been discussed with OICA but not resolved. It was suggested that the topic be removed from the agenda of the task force, to be brought back should parties progress and wish for the task force to discuss it further.

A conversation was had on the OICA proposal TFCS 20-11. Contracting parties agreed the proposal was helpful. It was suggested that OICA should propose this for the next GRVA. 

VII. List of actions 
Action 21-01 (Chairs) – ACTION: consider wording in preamble to describe the RXSWIN and how it interacts with these requirements
Action 21-02 (task force) – review documentation and provide any comments in writing ahead of the meeting, particularly to verify that the requirements of R156 are covered to an appropriate level and things are not missed (e.g. RxSWIN concept and its alternatives)

