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1
Opening of meeting


1.1
Welcome
The Chair opened the meeting and welcomed the participants. 

The Chair made the group aware of the IPR policy. 
1.2 
Schedule

See : TP-2014-0036-Weekly_Schedule
1.3
Attendees 

2
Review and Approval of Agenda


· PRO-2014-0140R02, Agenda PRO#10
PRO-2014-0140R02-Agenda was AGREED with the understanding that it will be updated throughout the week 
3
Review and Approval of previous Minutes 

PRO-2014-0130, Minutes 2014-03-25, uploaded 2014-03-28; to be agreed by correspondence after seven days.

PRO-2014-0166-Minutes_Ad-Hoc,

If no comments this week they will be approved. 
4
Baselines available on server after TP-9.0 & Conf call PRO9.3

· TS-0004 V0.3.0 on work programme area output agreed in PRO-2014-0112R01
· TS-0008 V0.1.0 on work programme area output agreed in PRO-2014-0018R01
· TS-0009 V0.1.1 on work programme area output agreed in PRO-2014-0115
· TS-0010 V0.1.0 on work programme area output agreed in PRO-2014-0035R02
· TR-0009 V0.5.0 on work programme area output frozen as PRO-2014-0121R01
Discussions on contributions for WG3 

· HTTP overview revised PRO-2014-0131R01 from last conference call
· Xml – FQDN vs. short names for TS-0004 PRO-2014-0122R02 contribution to the next meeting expected

· …
Future planning of Protocol works PRO-2014-0113R06 

5
Action Item Status
	Item #
	Document Number(S)
	Short name
	Source
	Status

	5.
	PRO-2014-0113R06
	Call for volunteers/Issues list 
on TS-0004
	WG Chairman
	Ongoing

	6
	Tp 0400  - doc of issues for all wg session
	
	Shingu 
	


6
Contributions

· PRO-2014-0175-Draft_CoAP_Binding_TS_v0_1_1
· Presented by Seongyoon Kim, LGE
PRO-2014-0175 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0131R01-HTTP-REST_Overview 

· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu
· Comments and Issues

· need to agree what special CSE and local CSE mean – some offline discussions needed

·  there was a suggestion to remove the 2nd sentence
· 1st part – is only to accept notification messages – this is for any CSE.

· It is clear that actors are needed in use cases – but the need of ‘Actors’ in the HTTP Binding case was questioned

· The issue of AE registration was already discussed during a previous conference call – off line discussion needed on this issue. If no consensus reached then an editor’s note could be added

· Need to fix the hanging clause
· Normative language needs to be replaced – this is a descriptive clause (remove shall and should – suggested that it is change to will). 

· Revision to be presented later in the week 
PRO-2014-0131R01 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0131R02 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0131R03-HTTP-REST_Overview 

· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

PRO-2014-0131R03 was AGREED

· PRO-2014-0147-HTTP_binding_TS_clause2_clause3
· Presented by Seungmyeong Jeong, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· It was pointed out that HTTP 1.2 will not be included in release 1
PRO-2014-0147 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0148-HTTP_binding_TS_clause5
· Presented by Seungmyeong Jeong, LGE
· Comments and Issues

· Questions on what exactly clause 5.f Conditional Request relates to. It was agreed to change to Request Parameters
· In 5.e it was suggested that as the request must derive from the resource the text should read ResourceID not TargetID. The title for 5.e is correct however line 34 and 35 should be removed. This was agreed.

· There are two contributions on this clause.  One is related to higher level details while this one concentrates on the details of HTTP binding only. 
· The contribution was updated during this discussion.

· It was agreed that the Rapporteur can merge the agreed content of both contributions.(0148 & 0161)
· More off line discussion on the restructuring of the specification will take place but it was felt that this contribution could be agreed. 
PRO-2014-0148 was AGREED 

· PRO-2014-0149-HTTP_binding_TS_clause6_clause7 

· Presented by Seungmyeong Jeong, LGE

· Comments and Issues

· There is a conflicting contribution on this area
· It was suggested that a decision on this contribution should be put on hold until there is consensus on the way forward

· Apart from the structural issue this proposal is not objectionable. 
· It was agreed that the title of 6.1 should be updated – ‘Primitive Type’ should be replaced by ‘HTTP Method’ 
· Discussion on this contribution will continue after the discussion on the structure of TS 0004 
· Revision 01 expected with the editorial title change of clause 6.1. Technical content agreeable to the group.
PRO-2014-0149 was NOTED 
· PRO-2014-0149R01 

· Presented by Seungmyeong Jeong, LGE

· Comments and Issues

· Clause title should be aligned with the table title
· Discussions on the structure are still ongoing

PRO-2014-0149R01 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0149R02 

· Presented by Seungmyeong Jeong, LGE

PRO-2014-0149R02 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0159-HTTP Authentication
· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· This is not the only way of doing authentication and the current text says ‘the access token should  ...’ It was agreed to change should to may where necessary. 
· Use of ‘access credential’ was questioned as this has been defined elsewhere ‘access token’ may be used as a generic term
· HTTP Request – can this be clarified to better explain what is meant. It was discussed whether the title should be changed to oneM2M Request – however after checking, it was agreed that the title was correct as is.
· It was suggested that there should be an introductory sentence which explains that as this is the HTTP binding protocol document and a oneM2M request is a HTTP request. 

·  It was pointed out that it is not always true that a single onem2m request will translate to a single http request. It could be one-to-many mapping. Further clarification is needed for this. 
· The contribution was edited online with input from the group and this version will be saved as R01 and discussed during the joint meeting later in the week
PRO-2014-0159 was NOTED

· PRO-2014-0159R01

· This was presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu, during the joint meeting with WG4

· It was suggested that the authentication mechanism could be used for all protocol bindings. The transport layer is specific to HTTP and not a solution for CoAP 
· Even though the requirements state that end-to-end security should be included it is currently not provided and it will not be included in the Initial Release

· The similarity between Authentication and Confidentiality was questioned and it was suggested that Confidentiality could be hop-by-hop rather than end-to-end

· There are two RFCs which can solve this problem and there was a strong suggestion that they should be used. It was felt that this was a problem that had already been solved and these RFCs will fit as a more generic solution.

· It was suggested that the Protocol domain should use one solution for all however it was also suggested that it would be better to have different technologies and solutions for the different protocols – decision will need to be taken soon
· This contribution is just a proposal, but it is a direction that WG3 would like to consider. The security issues need to be addressed in WG4 first though.
· It was agreed that R02 will be discussed within the security working group. 

PRO-2014-0159R01 was NOTED

· PRO-2014-0159R02

· This was presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu, 

· It was agreed to delete the last paragraph– this is in line with what was agreed by WG4
PRO-2014-0159R02 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0159R03 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0160-WebSocket based Notification
· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Some concerns raised over this text as it is only describing one case. WebSocket may be used in many other cases but they are not mentioned here. 
· Addition of a section on WebSocket was suggested.  

· There is currently a solution in the architecture specification which is very similar to WebSocket. 
· Issues raised over the second sentence:

· Change  can to may
· Can not start a sentence with But

· Needs to be reformatted – it is disjointed 
· could be confusing and it was suggested that the addition of  some very simple descriptions for all cases from AE to CSE or CSE to AE would be useful
· Online editing carried out during the meeting however more offline discussion needed
PRO-2014-0160 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0160R01
· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· WebSocket could be related to a number of protocols, but it is not really HTTP specific although it is transport specific – if needed for other protocols then this will be added later
· It was confirmed that this would cause no conflict with anything Protocol specific included in TS 0004

· it was suggested that this may be premature and an editor’s note should be added to explain that the use of WebSocket is FFS. 
· Contributions and offline discussions still needed 

PRO-2014-0160R01 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0160R02 was NOTED

· PRO-2014-0160R03

· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

PRO-2014-0160R03 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0161-CRUD mapping on HTTP
· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Question related to the missing Notify and it was clarified that this is covered in a separate contribution (related to WebSocket)
· Structure of the text was questioned – it is not in line with the other specifications  
· This is similar to another contribution (149R01) one difference is that this one avoids the use of primitive
· More clarification on the wording requested
· It was suggested that some further descriptive text should be added to 5.x

· Responses and mapping to responses – should this be here?

· Technical content is agreed but structure still under discussion.

· Rapporteur should merge the contributions 149R01 & 161R01 and the next discussions should be on the resulting document
PRO-2014-0161 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0170-HTTP_M2M_Data_related_procedures
· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Use of the word ‘Preparing’ was questioned; it was felt that this is no different to any other ‘Create’. 
· The title needs to be changed
· It was confirmed that this is not just an example – this is a proposal to go into the technical specification

· Nothing in the table about the creation however the status code is there. Creation should be added
· The mandatory parameters are missing from this contribution

· Template for the bindings also needed. This is also related to 149R01 and could be included in the merged document (161R01 & 149R01) 

· 149R01 – removes the structure of clause 6 and 7 – this contribution however still follows the ‘old’ structure – This contribution is in direct conflict with 149R01

· A revision of this contribution may be brought back in a different format as the group does not object to the technical content 

· This could be resubmitted and put into an Annex
PRO-2014-0170 was NOTED 

· PRO-2014-0143-Draft Core Protocol TS v0.3.2
· Uploaded by Shingo Fujimoto, Rapporteur
· This is the new baseline Draft Core Protocol TS v0.3.2

PRO-2014-0143 was AGREED

· PRO-2014-0180R01-Draft_Core_Protocol_TS_v0_3_3

· Presented by Phil Brown, co-Rapporteur

· Comments and Issues

· Annex B – CRs welcome
· Annex A – is the list of all the attributes – it is an informative annex it was suggested that the normative text will be in clause 7. 

· It was agreed to make the annex normative

· This document will be open for comment via the email reflector for one week.
PRO-2014-0180R01 was NOTED 

· PRO-2014- 0141R01-TS-00004 Outline
· Presented by Ray Forbes, LM Ericsson
· Comments and Issues

· Suggested to reduce the amount of text by approximately half. Some way to compact the text is needed. It was felt however that much of the text will remain more or less the same. Most of the primitive descriptions are repeated and redundant in the ETSI spec.
· A better is template needed 
· Suggestion to go to Annex A and make a decision on the content – there are two conflicting contributions on this and it needs some discussion

· It was suggested that the decision hinges on the scope of TS 0004

PRO-2014-0141R01 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0145-Core Protocol TS Restructuring
· Presented during a conference call by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu. Was not represented again here
· Comments and Issues

· There was support for organizing the procedure descriptions by resource type as has been done in this contribution
PRO-2014-0145 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0145R01
· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Motivation – was categorization
· WG 2 has already discussed this issue and because the resources were created independently from the CSFs, there is no clear mapping between CSF and resources. 

· It was suggested that to solve this issue we should try to organize in line with the Stage 2 document. There was support for ordering the resources in the same order as in the Architecture document
· Some resources are mandatory and some are optional 
· This contribution may relate to 0167 – R02 will be updated 

· Some further offline discussion needed
PRO-2014-0145R01 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0145R02 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0172-Template for oneM2M Resource Type Definition

· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Some questions raised over ‘The Op Specific’ column and it was clarified that this is ‘operations Specific’. There will be 5 columns
· It was suggested that for templates it would be good to see an example or two so that it can be easier to see how to use the template
· There was a suggestion to turn Table 2 around so that the Operations are listed along the top however no decision was taken on this 

· In table 3 the word ‘simple’ should be removed as the data type may also be complex
· It was agreed that some explanatory text should be added
· Replication of text is discouraged 
PRO-2014-0172 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0172R01

· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Requested that each contributor goes through the resources and fills in the template

PRO-2014-0172R01 was AGREED

·  PRO-2014-0177-Container_resource_type_definition

· Presented by Shingu Fujimoto, Fujitsu

 PRO-2014-0177 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0162-Applicability of Primitives

· Presented by Philip Jacobs, Cisco

· Comments and Issues

· 2 issues:
· Structure of table

· Clarification on what is a primitive

· There was support for having just one large table  however it should be streamlined
· Only a few exceptional cases would need to be described in detail and the table should contain the generic primitives with exceptions apart
· The specification needs to be clear and unambiguous

· CRUD has already been specified so should not be repeated

· Naming:  use of cancel in the naming was questioned. 

· This contribution will be NOTED however the text within may be taken into the drafting session scheduled for 08 April.

PRO-2014-0162 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0167R01-Generic_primitives_and_procedures

· Presented by Nobu Uchida, Qualcomm

· Comments and Issues

· There was support expressed by the group
· Suggested that the Primitive Type should not be set as a mandatory item and in particular with regards to TimeStamp
· Add operation which is missing

· A  representative example could be added
· There is an ARC contribution which is in conflict with some parts of this contribution

· Notify is missing here – it was explained that this was deliberately kept out of this contribution as there are still some open issues to be resolved. Once these issues have been resolved then notify could be added here.
·  Revision expected and this will be discussed during a drafting session
PRO-2014-0167R01 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0167R02

· Presented by Josef Blanz, Qualcomm

· Comments and Issues

· In ARC all requests had been gathered together in one table it was suggested that this could be done here also. In terms of the tables there are no differences however the procedure descriptions are quite different. There was some support for having one table and it was agreed to do this.
· This contribution will be discussed during the drafting session and the contents will be merged into the final contribution
PRO-2014-0167R02 was NOTED

· PRO-2014- 0150-primitives

· Presented by Jiaxin Yin, Huawei Technologies 

· Comments and Issues

· In ARC TS – the transport is hidden 

· There was a contribution which introduced the broken request and non-broken request as a concept - 
· In the CoAP binding case – what would the non-broken mean in this case? The first figure was not agreed – it was felt that this was not correct
· Offline discussion needed

PRO-2014-0150 was NOTED 
· PRO-2014- 0150R01

· Presented by Jiaxin Yin, Huawei Technologies 

PRO-2014-0150R01 was AGREED
· PRO-2014- 0153-Identifiers

· Presented by Barbara Pareglio, NEC Europe Ltd. 

· Comments and Issues

· There was some support expressed for this contribution 

· Some concerns over the naming of the examples – they will be updated
· All IDs should be the same data type

· Revision to be created and discussed during the drafting session 
· Description needs to be improved
PRO-2014-0153 was NOTED
POR-2014-0153R01 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0153R02

· Presented by Barbara Pareglio, NEC Europe Ltd. 

· Comments and Issues
· It was thought that for the moment the example column should be removed 

PRO-2014-0153R02 was NOTED 

 PRO-2014-0153R03 was AGREED 
· PRO-2014- 0139-Device triggering for 3GPP presentation
· Presented by Barbara Pareglio, NEC Europe Ltd. 
PRO-2014-0139 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0144-Device triggering for 3GPP
· Presented by Barbara Pareglio, NEC Europe Ltd. 
· Comments and Issues

· AVP – this has been defined in 3GPP but not in this contribution – it was agreed to add it in full at the beginning of the text.
· There were questions on whether the two attributes at registration would be used in oneM2M – this was confirmed

· Where would this fit into 0004 – it may not be right for TS 0004 – 
· As long as we have the text it was suggested that it could go into an Annex 
· Questions raised on how to use ‘Payload’ – keep the NULL add a note to say that Further definitions can be defined
· Change the text to TS 0004 does not currently specify payload
· Do we stick to 3GPP release 11 now that Rel12 has been finished. If the TS states 11 then we can not change until it is aligned
· This contribution does not define Data Type as this is fixed by 3GPP and we can not change that – so it was agreed to add a note to clarify this.

· Some of these are optional – SessionID for example – add a note to explain this
PRO-2014-0144 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0144R01 was AGREED
·  PRO-2014-0165-MQTT_Protocol_Binding_Scenarios

· Presented by Sungchan Choi, KETI
· Comments and Issues

· It was felt that a separate server in the backend could be useful
· This is similar to 108 but this contribution does contain information not included in 108 – need to check how to merge these – offline discussion needed
· Figure 6.3.2 – some offline discussion needed

· How this is provisioned needs to be clarified
· There was support expressed for the contribution
· Protocol segment – this is terminology which has already been introduced and could be used in this contribution

· Question raised over the communication between the two MQTT servers 

· Examples for the motivation behind the 2nd scenario would be useful
 PRO-2014-0165 was NOTED
·  PRO-2014-0165R01

· Presented by Sungchan Choi, KETI
· Comments and Issues

· More time for consideration was requested

· There is a MQTT client missing from the diagram
· This is related to section 5 only

· More description on the diagram is needed as currently it is felt to be quite confusing 
· The opening title – Binding overview – was felt to be slightly misleading
· Need to be very clear on what exactly is being transported but this text can be added to the spec at a later date
 PRO-2014-0165R01 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0165-R02 was AGREED
· PRO-2014- 0142-XML Schema Change Request
· Presented by Peter Niblett, IBM
· Comments and Issues

· There was a question related to where the verification will be done during the transmission into the binding protocol
· Prefix – there is no requirement for what the prefix is – it had previously been decided to use  m2m and not onem2m – the feeling that it was important from a marketing point of view to use onem2m

PRO-2014-0142 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0142R01
· Presented by Peter Niblett, IBM

· Comments and Issues

· In the ARC WG, Flat was changed to non hierarchical (NH)
· Remove the words ‘in question’

PRO-2014-0142R01 was NOTED 

· PRO-2014- 0142R02

· Presented by Peter Niblett, IBM

· Comments and Issues

· One error which may cause a misalignment with Architecture – need to clarify this. It was agreed to add an editor’s note in R03

· If the long name is put into the schema it makes it easier to change to the short name later rather than the other way around. It was pointed out that there could be two schemas 
PRO-2014-0142R02 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0142R03 was AGREED

· PRO-2014- 0151-common-operations
· Presented by Jiaxin Yin, Huawei Technologies
· Comments and Issues

· Error case – not sure if it is needed or not
· At the top level it should be assumed that all works fine – the responses should be defined in the protocol specification
· It was suggested that the ‘response code’ - could contain families of codes – more detail and a version – so the error could contain 3 pieces of information
· There is still no agreement yet on how we deal with errors. Could add an editor’s note to say that this is FFS
· This contribution is generally acceptable but needs some alignment

PRO-2014-0151 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0151R01
· Presented by Jiaxin Yin, Huawei Technologies
· Comments and Issues

· In ARC successful and unsuccessful were combined and this needs to be reflected in this contribution it was suggested that this can be done in a later contribution

· Need to note that the options will need to be filled in at some point
PRO-2014-0151R01 was AGREED

· PRO-2014- 0152-group-management-procedures
· Presented by Jiaxin Yin, Huawei Technologies
· Comments and Issues

· There has already been a presentation on this issue (0162) where the tables were combined into one table. There is no issue with the contact but the format needs to be improved to make it more compact
· It was suggested that this could be agreed as the information within the contribution is acceptable, then the format can be updated later

PRO-2014-0152 was NOTED 

Revision 01 expected

· PRO-2014- 0154R02-mgmtCmd
· Presented by Catalina Mladin, InterDigital 
· Comments and Issues

· Some harmonization with the template needed but this table will fit well into the template
· There was a request to study the information and the procedures rather than the editorials so that the technical content can be agreed, the editorials on all agreed contributions will be fixed during drafting sessions.
· There was a proposal to take the cyan part of this contribution and use as common part of the spec
· Request to have feedback for MAS to inform them that the technical content of this contribution is acceptable to PRO
PRO-2014-0154R02 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0155-execInstance
PRO-2014-0155 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0156-discussion paper or for TR-0009 not clear Discussion on energy efficient protocols
· Presented by Antonio M. Ortiz, Institut Telecom
· Comments and Issues

· It was suggested that this was more of a Requirements issue and should be treated in WG1.
· There is another contribution which proposes the removal of these sections so if this is approved and the other is also approved then we need to decide where this text will go

· Peter Niblett & Phil Brown will work with Antonio to help revise this contribution to ensure that it is clear.
PRO-2014-0156 was NOTED
· PRO-2014- 0157-Proposal for design principles and requirements on energy efficient protocols
· Presented by Antonio M. Ortiz, Institut Telecom
· Comments and Issues 
· If this can not be measurable then it may not be of use
· Questions on what exactly is meant by protocols – if it is referring to all protocols it would be very far reaching to put into the spec at this stage
PRO-2014-0157 was NOTED 
· PRO-2014- 0157R01

· Presented by Antonio M. Ortiz, Institut Telecom

· Comments and Issues 

· Questions on how the requirements will be addressed were raised and it was explained that these ideas are presented in the contribution 0156.
PRO-2014-0157R01 was AGREED

· PRO-2014- 0158-Basic Data and Enumeration Type
· Presented by Hongbeom Ahn, LG Electronics
· Comments and Issues

· it was felt that it was premature to delete these data types
· Questions raised over the removal of ‘Integer’ – it was felt with the other data types we have then integer may not be needed in the oneM2M
· There may already a table which lists the constraints and enumerated types so this new table may not be needed. This was checked and the table does exist already
· If we have similar data types we should reuse the existing data types 
· Questions raised over the need for the new column – Type Name

· It was felt important that this issue is resolved during this meeting

PRO-2014-0158 was NOTED
· PRO-2014-0128R03-ISA100.11a Analysis
PRO-2014-128R03 was AGREED
· PRO-2014-0132R01-WirelessHART Analysis
· Comments and Issues

· Seems fairly complete and it was suggested that it would be easy to add to the TR however the TR will need to be checked once the contributions have been incorporated
PRO-2014-132R01 was  AGREED
· PRO-2014-0138-CoAP
· Presented by Phil Jacobs, Cisco
PRO-2014-0138 was  AGREED
· PRO-2014-0137-XMPP
PRO-2014-0137 was  AGREED
· PRO-2014-0136-Modbus
PRO-2014-0136 was AGREED 
· PRO-2014-0135-DNP3 and oneM2M Requirements
PRO-2014-0135 was  AGREED 
· PRO-2014- 0146-Support for Bluetooth
· Presented by  Ray Forbes, LM Ericsson
PRO-2014-0146 was AGREED 
· PRO-2014-0163-HTTP-REST Analysis
· Presented Shingo Fujimoto, FUJITSU
PRO-214-0163 was AGREED

· PRO-2014-0178-Output_Draft_TS-0010_MQTT_Protocol_Binding_V-0_1_1
PRO-214-0178 was NOTED
·  PRO-2014-0179-Output_Draft_TS-0010_MQTT_Protocol_Binding_v_0_1_2

This baseline document will remain as a TD for one week and comments are invited 
· PRO-2014-0176-Output_Draft_TR-0009_Protocol_Analysis_v051 

· Presented by Richard Brennen, Telxxis LLC

· Comments and Issues

· It was proposed that this should be discussed via email and R01 will be produced incorporating all comments received 
· It was felt that this is now around 90% complete and contributors will be contacted to fill out their areas in the document
PRO-2014-0176 was NOTED 

7
Planning for next Meeting(s)

Joint meetings – will be held this week
Conference Calls

· PRO10.1 Tuesday – 1:00 pm UTC, April 22 (World on summer time)


· PRO10.2 Tuesday – 1:00 pm UTC, April 29


· PRO10.3 Tuesday – 12:00 noon UTC, May 06


· PRO10.4 Tuesday – 12:00 noon UTC, May 13


· PRO10.5 Wednesday – 12:00 noon UTC, May 14


· PRO10.6 Tuesday – 12:00 noon UTC, May 20 & Wednesday May 21 (with SEC - 1:00 pm UTC)


· PRO10.7 Tuesday – 12:00 noon UTC, 27 May & Monday May 26 (with MAS - 1:00 pm UTC)


· PRO10.8 Ad’hoc Tuesday – 12:00noon UTC, 03 June 2014


Face to Face


· PRO11.0 Week 09-13 June 2014, Xi’an China


· PRO11.1 interim ad'hoc Monday 16-Wednesday 18June China (Beijing).


· There is a clear need for more f2f time – however adding more decision making meetings may not be the way forward – there was a proposal to have the meeting as an Ad Hoc meeting. 

· After a show of hands it was agreed that the Beijing meeting would be an ad hoc drafting session to populate the draft specifications.

· Having a 3rd room during the Xi’an was proposed which could be dedicated to WG3 for the entire week. It was agreed to discuss this and see if it is possible.
· PRO11.x interim Wednesday 23-Friday 25 July ETSI (Sophia-Antipolis).

· PRO11.x official interim Wednesday 23-Friday 25 July ETSI (Sophia-Antipolis). agreed
8
Any other business
There was no other business to discuss

9
Closure of meeting
Joint meeting – WG3 / WG4 – Wednesday 2014-04-09 

WG 3 explained that the three bindings are progressing in parallel and the HTTP area has seen significant progress during this F2F meeting. 
There was a suggestion that it would be better to use generic rather than a protocol binding specific solution
There was a proposal that WG4 should define the security protocols an dWG3 defines the bindings. This would be useful for generic solutions in the security area. The security solutions are very protocol specific and WG3 discussed having other security proposals linking directly to the specific bindings.

There was a discussion on how to secure the connection between CSC and whether or not it would be possible to use the existing protocols in the stack . Not yet discussed the use of the lower layers. It was suggested that Authentication could be a good generic solution to use. There are two types of authentication and it was felt that both should be considered.
It was agreed that joint sessions should be held, either in F2F meetings or in conference calls, when the protocols are being discussed. Interested parties from WG4 & WG3 should join both mailing lists and ensure that information and progress is shared via email. It was felt that this will make the joint sessions more productive.
It was agreed to set up a joint call between WG3 & WG4 prior to TP11 in China and a joint F2F meeting will be scheduled during the week of TP11.
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