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Meeting Minutes July 25, 2018 – 9AM to 10AM EST
1. Roll call (Danit)
The meeting was called to order at 9:01 AM ET. 

Cedric Sabbah,self
Michael Fisher, University of Liverpool
Danit Gal, self
Ken Wallace, self
Yin Chen,self
Phil Koopman, self

Ariella Berger, self
Vicky Hailey,VHG
Davy Pissoort, self
Raja Chatlia,self
Sunyoung Yang, self

Sean Liang, self
Stephen Ross, self
Sebastian Fischmeiter,University of Waterloo
Lou Gullo,self
Jennifer Santulli IEEE-SA
Natasha Alvarado IEEE-SA
Quorum was met today with 9/11 voting members present.

2. Call for patents (Danit)
The patent claims were made. There were no reported claims raised.

3. Approval of the June meeting minutes (Members)
The meeting minutes for June  were approved. 

4. Discussion of the Draft Outline (Members) 
· Alternative Title
· Alternative name suggested by Ken on IMeet draft. “Absolute Safety”. Concerned that the original title will be unrealistic in regards to safety. More focus could be on operations.

· Discussion: Focus should be on resilience, capturing notion that system is indeed safe and it can sustain faults and still provide an acceptable level of operation. There is apiece available about resilient systems to verify this notion.
· There is a law regarding resilience engineering and its definition is availability to maintain performance in aspects of change.  This would open up to multiple system properties.  As a result, this would also extend the scope.
· Michael’s comment on title- Concern for intelligent systems- all autonomous systems are using intelligent systems. Are we biting off too much? 
· Consider the changes in systems that were once controlled by humans but are now functioning solely on operational systems (e.g. self-operating plane what is being replaced from a pilot)
· Perhaps, consider defining enforcement
· Phil’s comment on title- Fail safe is a mechanism not a goal. Should not prejudge what mechanisms you use to get safety 
· You can not obtain fail safe if you don’t design for it.
· Are we defining something that is a design process or just a result? 
· Use resilience instead of fail safe, application could adapt to certain changes
· Lou- Meaning of fail safe- it is a design feature or a function. Tie fail safe to resilience. eg. Aircrafts (in planes vs airport) 
· Scope Change 

· Discussion from Ken, if we change the title we may need to change the scope. 

· Enforcement- means that someone will be enforcing a law. 

· The standard is focused on giving tools in the design state. May find some development is descriptive and some of it is performance based. 

· Design is critical and might change in operation OR design is the early state and it is not thought about for the duration of the lifetime. Steer away from design. 

· Propose Change

· Question for the group- Should this be perspective or performance based? 

· Umbrella Standard 

· Have an umbrella standard and have performance requirements. eg: Electric Utility Systems 

· By having performance based you have principles in place 

· Skada Systems- Have something in the system so when something goes wrong it flips the system so it doesn’t happen. 
· Discussion on V Model use in ground cars. 

· Review of Definitions 

· Review of “chapters”

· Review of Steakholders 

· Review of timeline 

· Aim for a 3 year timeline 

· Discussion of subcommittees 

5. Action Items (Danit)

· Members should review draft and provide additional comments for 2 weeks following meeting 
· Members should review other comments and be ready to vote during August meeting

6. Adjourn meeting (Danit)
               a. Reminder about the need for WG Secretary 

We are still looking for a WG secretary to take up a key leadership role in the standard (see call below). If you are interested in the position, please contact me. 
If you would like to hear more about the position, please feel free to contact Ken who also serves as the P7006 WG secretary.

The meeting adjourned at 10:02 AM ET.




