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	MINUTES

	Meeting title:
	TP#1 (Technical Plenary 1)

	Chair:
	Jonas Sundborg, Ericsson, jonas.sundborg@ericsson.com 

	Secretary:
	Victoria Gray, ETSI, victoria.gray@etsi.org

	Meeting Date:
	2012-09-24/28

	Meeting Details:
	TP#1, Nice, France

Invitation

	Intended purpose of

document:
	 Decision

 Discussion

 Information

 Other <specify>


oneM2M IPR STATEMENT

Participation in, or attendance at, any activity of oneM2M, constitutes acceptance of and agreement to be bound by all provisions of IPR policy of the admitting Partner Type 1 and permission that all communications and statements, oral or written, or other information disclosed or presented, and any translation or derivative thereof, may without compensation, and to the extent such participant or attendee may legally and freely grant such copyright rights, be distributed, published, and posted on oneM2M’s web site, in whole or in part, on a non-exclusive basis by oneM2M or oneM2M Partners Type 1 or their licensees or assignees, or as oneM2M SC directs.
Opening of meeting 
1.1
Welcome

oneM2M-TP-2012-0001R02-TP1-Invitation-Nice-0912 

· Victoria Gray, ETSI (European Telecommunications Standards Institute)
oneM2M-TP-2012-0001R02-TP1-Invitation-Nice-0912 NOTED
1.2
Schedule and Meeting Logistics
oneM2M-TP-2012-0003R02-Draft_Schedule 

· Jonas Sundborg, Convenor

The document provides the meeting schedule as well as room names, registration details, coffee break, lunch and social event information.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0003R02-Draft_Schedule NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0013R02-TP1_Meeting_Logistics
· Victoria Gray, ETSI

The document provides all logistical information for the meeting.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0013R02-TP1_Meeting_Logistics NOTED
1.3
Secretariat Support

oneM2M-TP-2012-0014R01-Secretariat_support_contact_details
· Gerry McAuley, ETSI

The document provides a list of people contact details and email exploder list addresses for the various oneM2M Secretariat support functions.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0014R01-Secretariat_support_contact_details NOTED
1.4
TP#1 Observers
oneM2M-TP-2012-0037R01-TP1_Guests

· Victoria Gray, ETSI

There are 3 observers which have been invited to attend the TP#1 meeting:

· Robin Mersh – Broadband Forum (BBF)
· Sung-hoe Hur – Korean Communications Commission (KCC)

· Matthew Tasooji – Connected Device Forum (CDF)
oneM2M-TP-2012-0037R01-TP1_Guests NOTED
1.5
Portal Introduction

oneM2M-TP-2012-0033R01-Introduction_to_the_portal
· Gerry McAuley, ETSI

The presentation provides a brief tutorial regarding portal functionality including:

· Get a portal login ID

· Logon

· How to reserve a document number

· How to upload and download documents

· Where to find the portal help files

oneM2M-TP-2012-0033R01-Introduction_to_the_portal NOTED
1.6
Document Status

oneM2M-TP-2012-0032-Status_options_for_oneM2M_documents
· Gerry McAuley, ETSI

The document contains a proposal for the status options which can be given to Temporary Documents and Permanent Documents on the portal.

ETSI has volunteered to provide the oneM2M Portal to support the technical work in oneM2M.

The document status options that are currently available are listed below. In addition, there is a free text comment field which can be used to expand, clarify or to provide additional information if required.

ETSI believe that all of the proposals can be satisfied using a combination of the existing status options and the associated free text comment field.

The intervention of development resources would be needed to change the status options for the different document types which would have cost and scheduling impacts.

ETSI would like to propose that oneM2M Technical Plenary agrees to work with these status options for two or three meeting cycles so that we can see if it is sufficient, and if it is not sufficient, to provide good experience on which to base the specification of any necessary changes.

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

The question was asked if a stable draft status will be decided at WG or TP level.
This has not yet been decided.

A difference should be made between agreed by the WG (Working Group) and approved by the TP.  
Approved status should be added for temporary documents.

Document status which is dictating how minutes are taken.
Document status should be discussed in conjunction with the working procedures in order to have a better understanding.

We need to work with what we have on the portal for now while the finer details are worked out.

It was suggested adding the status “published”.

A mailing list discussion can take place on document status.

Documents agreed by working groups can be sent for TP approval.

A-TP-2012-0001 Gerry McAuley, ETSI to create an ad-hoc mailing list to discuss portal details
oneM2M-TP-2012-0032-Status_options_for_oneM2M_documents NOTED
1.7 
Process (Working Procedures Document (WPD))

oneM2M-TP-2012-0012-Working-Procedures-Document
· Victoria Gray, ETSI

The latest version of the oneM2M Working Procedures Document is uploaded for reference during the first TP meeting.

This is the outcome of the SC#1 bis meeting.

Article 12: Technical Plenary Task was highlighted.

In the TP#1 meeting it is necessary to work by consensus as no voting is possible.

There are still several articles which have not yet been approved which will be the goal of the SC#2 (Steering Committee 2) meeting.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

Is it possible to create a study item as opposed to a work item?  

Study items are mentioned in the WPD.

Study items should be mapped to reports and not to specifications as done in 3GPP.
A publications process is not included in the Working Procedures Document.

A process is needed to release the specifications back to the Partners Type 1 who will need to publish the outcome of oneM2M.

Any mention of the word publication should be removed from the WPD.

The purpose of Technical Specification and Technical Reports should be in the WPD.

It is recognised that people coming from different organisations may not fully understand the WPD immediately therefore working via consensus will used during TP#1.

D-TP-2012-0001 The TP ad-hoc group working on portal changes via e-mail exploder will provide input to the SC with regards to the WPD

oneM2M-TP-2012-0012-Working-Procedures-Document NOTED
2
Review and Approval of Agenda

oneM2M-TP-2012-0002R07-Agenda
· Jonas Sundborg, Convenor.
It was requested that the work plan be discussed prior to the transfer of documentation. 

Agenda items 6.4 and 6.5 should be interchanged or rename 6.4 to “Introduction” rather than “Analysis”.
D-TP-2012-0002 It was agreed to change the title of agenda item 6.4 from “Analysis” to Introduction” and to reallocate documents in accordance with the discussion
oneM2M-TP-2012-0002R07-Agenda NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0002R08-Agenda AREED
3
Review and Approval of previous Minutes 
None
4
Review of Objectives for the Meeting
Document oneM2M-TP-2012-0040R01-TP1_Objectives
· Jonas Sundborg, Convenor
The document outlines the objectives for the TP#1 meeting and these will be revisited at the end of the meeting to check that they have been met.

General

Information about oneM2M scope and processes presented

Transfer

Analysis performed.

Principles for transfer agreed upon.

Work Plan

Initial work plan established

Technical Plenary subgroups
The most urgent subgroups established.

Convenors selected.

Technical Plenary Leadership
Call for candidates for TP Chair and Vice Chairs.

TP Meeting Schedule
TP meeting schedule for 2013 agreed upon.
Social dimension 
“Know each other in the TP”
Fun!

QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
Some analysis of the work to be transferred is to be done if possible.
No analysis of material should be performed as there will be no common reference point and too much confusion.

There are many factors to take into consideration including the fact that translations of documentation will need to be done from Chinese, Korean etc.
The principles of transfer for documentation will be discussed in the meeting.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0040R01-TP1_Objectives AGREED
The TP#1 meeting objectives were revisited at the end of the meeting and it was deemed they had all been met.

5
Action Item Status
None
6
Contributions


6.1
Liaisons
6.1.1 
Liaison Relationships
If any relationships need to be established this should be requested to the SC via e-mail providing the justification and allowing 2 weeks for approval of such a request.
6.1.2
Incoming Liaison Statements

oneM2M-TP-2012-0020R02-Liaison_Statement_to_oneM2M_on_TTA_Standards_and_work_items 
· Peter J. Kim, TTA (Telecommunications Technology Association)
The document provides a list of work items and specifications from TTA PG (Project Group) 708 and TTA PG311 which TTA propose to be transferred into oneM2M.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
Can ongoing/non finalised work be transferred?
This will be decided when discussing the transfer principles.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0020R02-Liaison_Statement_to_oneM2M_on_TTA_Standards_and_work_items NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0021R01-Liaison_Statement_from_TIA_TR-50
· Peter Nurse, TIA (Telecommunications Industry Association)
The document provides a list of standards and reports from TIA TR (Technical Report) 50 which is proposed to be transferred into oneM2M.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
The transfer of overlapping work should not take place.
If the TIA specifications are not transferrable within a certain timeframe then TIA groups will not wait.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0021R01-Liaison_Statement_from_TIA_TR-50 NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0022R01-Liaison_Statement_from_TIA_TR-45
· Mark Lipford, TIA

The document provides a list of standards and reports from TIA TR 45 which is not proposed to be transferred into oneM2M as it is CDMA (Code Division Multiple Access) related and therefore out of the scope of oneM2M but it should be noted that it is complimentary work.
It is requested that this documentation be considered while progressing the oneM2M work and that any work plan from oneM2M be socialised with the TIA TR-45 group.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0022R01-Liaison_Statement_from_TIA_TR-45 NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0035-Liaison_ITU-T_M2M_standardisation_collaboration

· Marco Carugi, ZTE
ITU-T Focus Group Machine-to-Machine Service Layer (FG M2M) was established at the January and requests collaboration on M2M standardisation activities with the oneM2M with regards to organization structure, work plan, meeting schedule and any other relevant information when available.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
A liaison relationship with the ITU-T should be considered in agenda item 6.1.1 considering that representatives from oneM2M may need to be sent to ITU-T FG M2M meetings or even an official liaison officer.
ITU-T could become a Partner Type 2 of the oneM2M Partnership Project rather than having a liaison relationship.
D-TP-2012-0003 To create a liaison relationship with the ITU-T

A-TP-2012-0002 Victoria Gray, ETSI to request SC to approve a liaison relationship between the TP and ITU-T

A-TP-2012-0003 Richard Brennan, Telxxis to draft a response liaison to ITU-T FG M2M
oneM2M-TP-2012-0035-Liaison_ITU-T_M2M_standardisation_collaboration NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0039-LS_from_ETSI_M2M

· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia
The liaison statement provides initial information on the expected transfer of Technical Specifications from ETSI TC (Technical Committee) M2M to oneM2M.
This liaison has also been sent to both OMA (Open Mobile Alliance) and the BBF (Broadband Forum) as collaborative work is ongoing between them and ETSI TC M2M.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
What will happen if ETSI TC M2M continues to work on Release 2 and will transfer Release 1?

In December 2012 it will be possible to transfer Release 2 as it will be approved and published. 
The idea of transfer needs to be clarified as there is some notion of endorsement and maintenance being shown in the documentation. 
D-TP-2012-0004 To draft an LS to ITU-T JCA IoT during TP#2
oneM2M-TP-2012-0039-LS_from_ETSI_M2M NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0041-ITU-T_JCA_IoT_request_Liaison_Officer
· Marco Carugi, ZTE
ITU-T Joint Coordination Activity on Internet of Things (JCA-IoT) was established by ITU-T TSAG in February 2011 and would like to request that a liaison officer be appointed from oneM2M to attend JCA-IoT meetings and report on oneM2M advancements to foster coordination and collaboration internationally. Avoiding duplication of efforts and reducing proliferation of fragmented standardization in this field is of utmost importance.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0041-ITU-T_JCA_IoT_request_Liaison_Officer NOTED
6.1.3
Outgoing Liaison Statements
Richard Brennan, Telxxis to draft a response liaison to ITU-T FG M2M.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0051R01-Reply_Liaison_ITU-T_FG_M2M
· Richard Brennan, Telxxis

The liaison will be discussed on the mailing list.

A-TP-2012-0004 Victoria Gray, ETSI to sent the ITU-T LS to the TP mailing list for discussion

oneM2M-TP-2012-0051R01-Reply_Liaison_ITU-T_FG_M2M NOTED
6.2
Reporting from SC#1 and SC#1 bis

SC#1 took place in July 2012 where Partner Type 1s signed the agreement and a press release was made.
SC#1 bis was a conference call focusing on the Working Procedures Document.

Agreed minutes for SC#1 and draft minutes of SC#1 bis are available on the portal.

It will be important to establish a balance between expedience and good deliverables and results when thinking of the working group structure and work to be transferred.

6.3
Introduction of oneM2M Scope
oneM2M-TP-2012-0004-Guidance_for_preparing_contributions_proposing_transfer_of_work_to_onem2m 
· Jonas Sundborg, Convenor
The scope of the Partnership Project is mentioned in the above mentioned document.

Interoperability and testing is in the scope of the project and could help to answer the liaisons from the ITU-T.

Test and conformance specifications will be produced but whether or not the actual testing is done in-house is not yet decided.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0004-Guidance_for_preparing_contributions_proposing_transfer_of_work_to_onem2m NOTED
6.4

Analysis of the potential candidate standards/specifications to be transferred into oneM2M
oneM2M-TP-2012-0004-Guidance_for_preparing_contributions_proposing_transfer_of_work_to_onem2m 
· Jonas Sundborg, Convenor

The document was provided in advance of the TP#1 meeting to provide guidance for Partner Type 1s for preparing contributions proposing the transfer of work into the oneM2M Partnership Project.

QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:

Anything not mentioned in list 1 to 10 could be considered out of focus but not necessarily out of scope.
Once the transfer principles are decided and something is considered out of scope (not in the list 1-10) then it could be decided to add this into the list as point 11 and revisit the scope of the project if necessary.

Partner Type 1 organisations may have to have stacks of work translated into English and this may require further approval by those organisations before they are published. 

It is suggests extracting the technical content only from these documents.

Partner Type 1s cannot propose material for transfer only member companies.  
Therefore if a member is proposing something they could possibly look after the translation also.

Even though the focus is on service layer capabilities the entire ecosystem should be considered.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0011R01-Proposal_of_candidate_CCSA_TC10_specifications_to_be_transferred_to_onem2m
· Yi Chen, Huawei, China Academy of Telecom Research of MIIT (CATR), ZTE
The document provides a list of work items and specifications from CCSA China Communications Standards Association) TC (Technical Committee) 10 which CCSA propose to be transferred into oneM2M.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
All of the proposed work is in Chinese.  

The terms and definitions document is in Chinese it will need to be translated quite soon into English.
When it is decided which documentation will be transferred translations can be done as needed or Chinese delegates will bring in the vital parts of the documentation in English.

Translation issues need to be determined in the transfer principles.
The content of the original input and R01 is the same the only change is the ordering of the list.  

CCSA specifications are association specifications for interested parties whereas industry standards are under the control of MIIT and are enforced.  
National Standards must be adopted.  
The mention of TS or TR in this input will at least become CCSA standards but may become industry and national standards afterwards.
In some cases different frameworks are envisaged.

Chinese regional requirements will need to be respected.
Deliverables which already have the industry or national standard number they can be made available to oneM2M members to machine translate.
There is no demarcation in Chinese specifications with regards to the stage 3 process.
CCSA is working on the internationalisation of standards and are using the concepts of the other SDOs such as ETSI.

Further pre analysis of the synergies between the ETSI work and the CCSA work could be done.

Special handling will be needed for regional or national standards therefore bi-lingual delegates could get together to help other understand what their standards contain.

A-TP-2012-0005 Yi Chen, Huawei to create a revision of oneM2M-TP-2012-0011R01 showing where there are synergies with the work of other SDOs (e.g. ETSI, ITU-T etc.)
oneM2M-TP-2012-0011R01-Proposal_of_candidate_CCSA_TC10_specifications_to_be_transferred_to_onem2m NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0023R02-Proposal_to_transfer_TTA_Standards_and_work_items_under_TTA_PG708_and_TTA_PG311
· Jae-Young Ahn and Jun Seob Lee, ETRI, TTA PG708, TTA PG311, KETI, KT, Samsung SDS, SKT

The document contains the embedded ongoing work items and finalised specifications from TTA PG708 and TTA PG311 which are proposed to be transferred into oneM2M.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:

What is the difference between the PG 708 and PG 311?
PG 311 works on RFID and PG 708 works on the development of M2M service requirements.
Any material accepted into oneM2M will continue in oneM2M and anything not accepted will continue in TTA separately.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0023R02-Proposal_to_transfer_TTA_Standards_and_work_items_under_TTA_PG708_and_TTA_PG311 NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0028R01-PROPOSAL_FOR_INCLUSION_OF_ETSI_NORMATIVE_WORK_IN_ONEM2M_SPECIFICATIONS
· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia

The document provides a list of specifications from ETSI TC M2M which are propose to be transferred into oneM2M.
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:

The ETSI work follows a typical stage 3 process (Requirements, Architecture, Protocols) except in the stage 3 where API and data model work has also been done.
TIA groups can only provide a list of potential work to be transferred and cannot provide where overlap will occur.
ETSI member companies have input technical specifications and reports to be transferred.  These do not come from ETSI as a Partner type 1.

TIA member companies should create member contributions stating what they wish to transfer. 

The overlap with other member contributions will be determined at a later stage.
The scope of oneM2M should be compared with the list of work proposed by TIA and where the work is in scope (and here it is believed that all of the TIA work is within the scope) contributions should be brought to the TP.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0028R01-PROPOSAL_FOR_INCLUSION_OF_ETSI_NORMATIVE_WORK_IN_ONEM2M_SPECIFICATIONS NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0029R01-Initial_set_of_specifications_for_oneM2M
· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia

This document proposes a set of work items for the initial set of service layer specifications for oneM2M for approval in accordance with the stage 1, stage 2 and stage 3 approaches as depicted in ITU-T I.130.
WI01: Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); M2M service requirements
WI02: Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); Functional architecture
WI03: Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); reference points

WI04: Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); OMA DM compatible
WI05: Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); BBF TR-069 compatible Management Objects for M2M Devices

WI06: Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); M2M definitions 
QUESTIONS and COMMENTS:
It needs to be decided how to handle the requirements and if the architecture will be handled in separate sections/groups.  
A container is needed in which to put input contributions. 
Use cases coming in from verticals would not fit into this WI 101.  
This is untrue as a work item could cover several specifications and reports therefore for example there could be a technical report under WI 101 for use cases coming from verticals.

Specific Work Items are proposed with relation to both OMA and BBF as these 2 organisations have the main management specifications for mobile and fixed networks respectively.
A work item does not have to be linked to a single WG nor a single specification and/or report.  Flexibility is needed.
This will be unmanageable and at least a primary group should be assigned to the work item and one or more secondary groups.
It needs to be confirmed by the SC in the WPD if Work Items can also be directly brought into the TP. 
Full granularity for a work item is required and this is not currently provided for in the WPD.

Technical Plenary is responsible for work items which can be assigned to a WG as suitable but ultimately the TP owns the work and will approve the work.

A work item could cover TSs and TRs therefore study items could come under the umbrella of a TR.

Study items may not result in a deliverable.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0029R01-Initial_set_of_specifications_for_oneM2M NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0030R01-MAINTENACE_OF_ETSI_M2M_RELEASE_1_SPECIFICATIONS
· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia

This document proposes a set of work items to cover the maintenance of the TRs and TSs in ETSI TC M2M Release 1:
Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M):M2M service requirements (ETSI TS 102 689 Release 1)

Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); Functional architecture (ETSI TS 102 690 Release 1)

Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); mIa, dIa and mId interfaces (ETSI TS 102 921 Release 1)

Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); OMA DM compatible Management Objects for ETSI M2M (ETSI TS 103 092 Release 1)

Title:
Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); BBF TR-069 compatible Management Objects for ETSI M2M (ETSI TS 103 093 Release 1)

Title: Machine-to-Machine communications (M2M); M2M definitions (ETSI TR 102 725 Release 1)
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

Backwards compatibility between oneM2M work and existing work needs to be considered.
The decision to maintain ETSI TC M2M Release 1 needs to be made during a later meeting once oneM2M has decided which technical work will be transferred.
It should be noted that ETSI TC M2M Release 1 will no longer be maintained in ETSI.

Maintenance work would be a burden upon the onem2m organisation especially if every SDO follows suit.
Would other Partner type 1s need to publish maintenance work from the other Partner type 1s?

The transfer of maintenance specifications should be raised to the SC for discussion.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0030R01-MAINTENACE_OF_ETSI_M2M_RELEASE_1_SPECIFICATIONS NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0006R01-Proposal_to_study_Semantic_support_for_M2M_Data

· Joerg Swetina NEC (ETSI), KDDI (TTC), Deutsche Telekom (ETSI), Telecom Italia (ETSI), Alcatel-Lucent (ETSI), France Telecom (ETSI), FBConsulting Sarl (ETSI)
This contribution proposes to set up a study item for Semantic support for M2M Data in oneM2M. 

It should be considered to re-use the work that has started already in ETSI TC M2M.
By providing the means to understand M2M data, the available business models can be greatly extended.
Work in other organisations which is ongoing should be considered as it is already overlapping (e.g. OMA, BBF...) and therefore what would the role of oneM2M be here.
A counter comment is that oneM2M should be working on an end to end solution.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0006R01-Proposal_to_study_Semantic_support_for_M2M_Data NOTED
6.5
Work Plan

oneM2M-TP-2012-0005R02-Proposed_Process_for_Forming_the_oneM2M_Baseline
· Laurent Laporte, Sprint

The presentation proposes a process to be used for the formation of the oneM2M baseline with various phases:

· Assessment phase

· Baseline phase

· Steady state phase
The assessment phase will consist of:
· Learning via tutorials on each specification

· Working group assessment of gaps, overlap etc.

· A coarse filter of the documents existing.

· A weighted prioritisation of use cases.

The baseline formation phase will take place using the guiding principles as constraints.

The steady state phase will be where new work can be addressed, any newly identified critical and important items will take top priority.

The request to the Technical Plenary is to:

· Accept the basic framework presented here and immediately begin elaboration of various sections;

· Establish ad-hoc group to:

· Determine Guiding Principles;

· Derive Guiding Criteria from the Guiding Principles;

· Begin Assessment Phase with minimal delay.

It was suggested that WG 1 should start harmonising requirements for one meeting cycle before going into further stages with WG 2.
It should be possible to fix small issues in the initial phases when they are noticed.

It is not possible to have SDO / Partner Type 1 input contributions.

Inputs must come from member companies and Partner Type 2s.
It would be preferable to see all WGs start in parallel as companies want to start contributing.  
Individual member companies will need to bring in the individual use cases that they desire.

People will need time to understand the language and terminology, use cases, architecture etc. 

Individual member companies can also bring in industry segment related requirements and use cases where gaps are identified and not just Partner Type 2s.
Do member companies bringing in Partner Type 1 material need to go through some copyright process?
This is covered in the Partnership agreement signed by the Partner Type 1 organisations.

Architectures need to be understood which are brought in, if they are very similar or very different to fully understand to make informed decisions when updating the architecture for oneM2M.

If member companies and Partner Type 2s can bring in new functionality etc. there is the risk that this will end up in a 2 stage process.

When new functionality comes in that is not critical to the first release it may need to be decided not to include it. 

Fixes will come in for critical gaps which were not previously identified.  This will need the attention of both the requirements and the architecture groups.
New work should not be blocked if it is considered important or critical.  

It was suggested that all Partner Type 1 material be liaised into oneM2M and stored in a document repository where they can be used for reference and also as the basis for new contributions.
A distinction should be made between the material that is being proposed by member companies in relation to that which is offered by Partner Type 1s.

A revision of this document was requested to add in the deadline of TP#2 for member company input contributions transferring Partner Type 1 work into oneM2M.
OneM2M is a total of the IPR from the Partner Type 1 SDOs.  

The IPR already declared to each SDO covers the work being brought into oneM2M from individual companies as they have already declared their IPR to their Partner Type 1.

N-1 companies co-signing work may not be covered by this.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0005R02-Proposed_Process_for_Forming_the_oneM2M_Baseline NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0017R02-creating_a_set_of_baseline_oneM2M_specifications_with_expedience
· Ray Forbes, LM Ericsson et al

The document proposes to create a set of baseline oneM2M specifications with expedience by quickly setting up a structure into which the material from SDOs can be transferred.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

It is important that the technical work begins to respect time to market and also to ensure that it meets the market needs.

It is proposed to look for ways to shorten and alleviate the time in the assessment and evaluation phase.
It was asked how to measure a good architecture.  The answer is that if there are market implementations of a certain architecture this would be a good measure.
There was a comment that it will be important to have a single architecture which is not service specific as there are a lot of vertical specific solutions and not so many horizontal solutions.

One single protocol per interface would be ideal but it is unsure if this is possible.

In ETSI TC M2M there are several protocols per reference point for example and this may not be avoidable in oneM2M.

There was a comment that this proposal needs to be more specific by providing a time to market proposal.

It was asked if it was thought that the verticals have looked as SDO architecture solutions.  This is thought to be the case in some instances especially in China where they have been involved in the specification development work and in ETSI some verticals have been involved.
The maximum amount of verticals needs to be involved in the one M2M work.

There was a concern that by allowing the input from verticals may delay the time to market and the quality of the specifications.

A roadmap of releases is needed to see what features will go into each as it needs to be adhered to as time to market is crucial.

Every effort needs to be made to limit the assessment and learning phase as well as the requirements gathering, use case development phase.
The idea to being all documentation from each of the SDOs into a single repository to be used as the main source of information was again suggested as the best way forward.

The intention of this contribution is not to measure SDOs against each other with regards to input into oneM2M but to find a harmonised approach to doing the work and to start the requirements phase as soon as possible.
It was asked if the time to market is referring to standards to market or market implementations and it should just be talked about producing the oneM2M specification in a timely fashion.
The Chinese national standards may be difficult to bring in as the industry standards.  Some development ongoing in CCSA may be easier to bring in but the best effort will be made to bring in what is needed in a timely fashion.

Parts of the European standards may be difficult to bring in as they are also government related.
It was asked if there is any flexibility in oneM2M to have different protocols per region.

The target as previously stated would be to have one protocol per interface however this may not be realistic.

This proposal is stating that the requirements gathering and harmonisation needs to start now and in parallel the architecture work can begin therefore each time a new requirement is brought in the architecture can be verified against this to gain time.
It is essential to know the market needs in order to not make a revolution and put something out there which is not implementable.  The assessment phase should not be rushed.

Something that suits the market needs to be developed.
The verticals need to be shown how they can use the oneM2M system, proving that it resolves scalability problems for example.

A simple system needs to be designed with a minimum set of implementable features.

There was an opposing view that the requirements from each SDO are already available and the architecture work needs to begin now as the implementation phase is already underway. For example HGI is already implementing the ETSI TC M2M standards and are expecting n now from oneM2M to produce a common architecture for them, other organisations and other verticals to use.
There was opposing views that until the requirements are in a stable phase the architecture phase should not start.
The verticals need to understand what oneM2M is trying to do and how they can bring in their own requirements.
There was a comment that the requirements WG and architecture WG should be set up in parallel and be allowed to study what currently exists and both WGs allowed to have an assessment phase in order to gain time.
There was disagreement that without a full set of requirements the architecture cannot be considered.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0017R02-creating_a_set_of_baseline_oneM2M_specifications_with_expedience NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0018R01-Proposal_for_process_to_derive_work_program
· Josef Blanz, Qualcomm UK Ltd

The document proposes a way to derive a Work Programme for oneM2M’s Technical Plenary that is more leaning towards the classical stage-1-2-3 approach without endorsing a set of base line specifications.
It is suggested that oneM2M adopts this process:
· Agree on an initial Working Group structure including Scope Statements and Terms of Reference based on the “Classical” Stage-1-2-3 work split – i.e. creating 3 working groups with high-level scopes of Requirements, Architecture, and Protocols, respectively – plus possibly more working groups as deemed essential to meet the scope of oneM2M. It is noted that oneM2M TP can always decide to add more working groups as need is identified at a later stage

· Accept submissions of documents/specifications/reports representing work previously done in other organizations that would be relevant under oneM2M’s scope and could be used during work item creation and/or technical work phase after adoption of work items. 

· Within each working group work out a list of initial work items that should be created and propose the work items to the TP for approval.

· Once TP has approved the acceptable WIs, start technical work in each group. In this technical work it is anticipated that to re-use information/solutions provided in the submitted documents/specifications/reports.

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

Partner Type 1 and 2 inputs should be placed into a repository and used as a pool of information.
The individual work groups which have been created should then create their own work items and use the information from the pool to complete the work items.  However the pool should not be the only source of information and requirements etc. from verticals can be brought in.
There was a comment to not to limit to the 3 WGs (Requirements, Architecture, and Protocols) as Management, Charging etc. Also needs to take place in parallel.
There was a comment that each WG identified could have their own stage 1, 2 and 3 phases such as a Security group.

There was agreement for this that the basic 3 WGs should be set up but that this does not prevent further working groups from looking at their own requirements, architecture etc.

The security WG if it is created for example may not create its own specification but have input into other group’s specifications.
There was a comment that the adoption of the stage 3 approach remains to be agreed.  This can be decided in the TP and if necessary reported to the SC for inclusion in the WPD.

It was asked how to deal with use cases versus requirements.  This needs to be decided afterwards when drafting the terms of reference of the different groups.
A comment received that setting up a rigid three stage process may not result in something marketable.  If the only goal is to fulfil all requirements which have been brought in naive view of this may be a blind view of things.

 There was a comment it should be avoided that too many groups meet in parallel.  In fact groups should perhaps in the beginning meet jointly especially for the requirements and architecture.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0018R01-Proposal_for_process_to_derive_work_program NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0019R01-Proposal_for_organizative_frame_of_work
· Dragan Vujcic, OBERTHUR TECHNOLOGIES

It is proposed that an initial structure of 5 WGs be used:

· WG1 : to study use cases and requirements for a common set of service layer capabilities
· WG2: to study service architecture  of an access independent view of end-to-end services
· WG3:  to study open interfaces & protocols
· WG4:  to study security issues and privacy aspects 

· WG5: to study management aspects of entities/modules

These working groups should work in 2 phases.

The transferred work will be split amongst the WGs and harmonised.

The second phase will result in oneM2M Release 1 where consistency between the WGs will be ensured and any new work can be considered which is needed to complete the release in relation to market needs.

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

There was a comment that liaising with other external organisations without TP and SC agreement may not be possible.
If a WG wants to establish a liaison relationship then it needs to be requested by the TP and approved by the SC.
There was a comment not to limit the initial phase to exclude new inputs.

The initial phase should be very short and therefore not include any further work.

People in other WGs should have a view via TP to see liaisons that will be sent out in order to verify the consistency of what is being sent out.
There was an opposing view that it is unnecessary to discuss a liaison in a WG and then again in the TP.  This is not done in ETSI or in 3GPP.

Perhaps a compromise solution could be that WGs can directly liaise with other organisations however liaisons should go to TP where there is an influence on other work ongoing in oneM2M.
The possibility should be given to groups to influence the input in other groups and this would happen in TP.

Another view is that WGs should be allowed to work independently and where necessary inform other affected groups of decisions made and work achieved.
It is thought that splitting the work transferred into oneM2M amongst the WGs is not feasible and each of the WGs should be allowed to re-use any of the work transferred.
New use cases and requirements should be allowed as the work which already exists can be improved upon and this should not be prevented.

The more WGs created at the beginning the better as the experts will go to the WG they are interested in and this will speed up the work both regarding the transfer and the further updates to the work.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0019R01-Proposal_for_organizative_frame_of_work NOTED
The proposal from the Convenors would be that the contributors take their inputs and revise in accordance with the agreed and disagreed areas from the discussion in the TP and come back with an updated proposal for transfer principles.
· Laurent Laporte, Sprint: oneM2M-TP-2012-0005R02-Proposed_Process_for_Forming_the_oneM2M_Baseline
· Ray Forbes, Ericsson KK Japan: oneM2M-TP-2012-0017R02-creating_a_set_of_baseline_oneM2M_specifications_with_expedience
· Josef Blanz, Qualcomm: oneM2M-TP-2012-0018R01-Proposal_for_process_to_derive_work_program
There was a comment that the co-signers of the contributions should be considered and this was agreed to.

A-TP-2012-0006 Laurent Laporte, Sprint, Ray Forbes, Ericsson KK Japan and Josef Blanz, Qualcomm to prepare a harmonised proposal for transfer principles based on the discussion, agreement and disagreement in TP.
This action item resulted in a consolidated work plan in the following document:

oneM2M-TP-2012-0042-Consolidated_Workplan_Summary
· Josef Blanz (Qualcomm), Ray Forbes (Ericsson), Laurent Laporte (Sprint)
4 areas where there was agreement have been identified.
· Creation of initial set of WG’s
The proposal is to have a joint WG1/2 with two co-convenors to hold regular joint meetings between TP#1 and TP#2, to create an early draft text for ToR for each WG (e.g. 1,2,3,…) and to delegate responsibility for work items to working groups.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

The joint group will maintain the harmonisation between the requirements and the architecture and that input will be able to be given by the architecture group to any difficulties coming in from the requirements group at an early phase with regards to implementation into the communications system.  This will be a learning phase between the 2 groups.

The proposal is to split the joint WG1/2 after TP#2.

There was a suggestion to maintain the joint WG1/2 as it will be the same people.
· Establish the pool of candidate specifications
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

This should include candidate set of specifications in the pool for the purpose of drawing material for contribution to work items which can be added to.

A candidate set of specifications refers to material coming from Partner Type 1s being contributed by members. The pool can however stay open and additional candidate specifications can be added.  Late additions to the pool may risk not being integrated in the first release however the eventuality of having additional Partner Type 1s should not be blocked.
A deadline for inclusion into Release 1, Release 2 etc should be set.

It is important that Partner type 1 material be contributed by member companies for IPR reasons.

We should adhere to commitments made by Partner Type 1s to avoid overlapping work.

A second pool for Partner type 2 materials should also be created. 
· Agree on initial set of work items owned by the Technical Plenary
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

An initial set of work items should be determined at the TP level and the responsibility to draft material to go into the work items should then be delegated by the TP to the initial working groups.

Subsequent work items will be generated by working groups and will be agreed upon at the TP level.
· Generate input for the work items
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

During the proposed co-convened Working Group 1 and 2 period initial documents may be based upon material consolidated from the pool of PT1 inputs.

Inputs do not necessarily have to be generated exclusively by use of material from the document pool.

Focus on contributions towards missing functionality.

A timeline is provided in the final slide. 
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

The baseline initiation will begin after TP#2.  The requirements and architecture work discussed prior to that will need to be documented in some manner.

The intention is that by TP#3 the initial set of agreed requirements is established in order to kick off the baseline however this is not frozen and any critical requirements can be added as necessary to the first release.
Rather than beginning with a baseline from one of the SDOs the work will start with empty baseline documents which will be populated by drawing from material in the pool.

A deployable solution is expected to be the result of each of the release meaning that the network and devices are available to use the solution.  Release 1 is expected to be a minimal deployable solution.
Between now and TP#2 what the minimal deployable solution will be needs to be decided.  It could be possible that the first release be available prior to the end of 2013 but that cannot be decided until after the initial phase of the work.
There was a comment that work should begin and be facilitated at the TP level even if WG structure and WG ToRs have not been agreed. 
oneM2M-TP-2012-0042-Consolidated_Workplan_Summary NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0042R01-Consolidated_Workplan_Summary
· Josef Blanz (Qualcomm), Ray Forbes (Ericsson), Laurent Laporte (Sprint)
The document was revised taking into consideration the comments and emails received.
WG1/2 could be co-convened or be an ad-hoc group of the TP.

Other WG’s should be convened separately after WG structure determined by TP#1.

ToR to be drafted between TP#1 and TP#2.

For the phase of co-convened WG1/2 the architecture group will only study concepts of existing architectures (from the document pool) but will leave decisions open until requirements are agreed.
For the initial phase architecture decisions will not be taken but this does not prevent discussion and learning to take place.  Decisions on architecture will only be taken when the requirements are defined.

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

There was a suggestion that the requirements and architecture work would be better kicked off in an ad-hoc group of the TP to meet between TP meetings in order to be able to decide by TP#2 which WGs are needed.  There was a lot of support for this way forward.
Others preferred to go forward in a WG structure and report back to the TP#2 meeting in December as involving 140 people in a requirements discussion is not realistic.
There was consensus that between TP#1 and 2 that an analysis phase needs to take place either separately or at the same time as the real work takes place.
Work should not be delayed until TP#2 it should begin in the interim.

There was a suggestion also that initially only the requirements work item should be created and worked upon by WG1/2.
There must be a tightly coupled feedback loop between requirements and architecture (meeting jointly seemed to be the most efficient option in the short term).
Clarification is needed on the methodology to input to the pool of material/documentation.

Two different conditions have been expressed.
· Liaison from PT1 SDO

· Individual member support
Can companies submit missing requirements e.g. from 3GPP?

3GPP is not a Partner Type 1 and therefore the documentation from 3GPP will not be in the pool.

6 of the SDOs are the same as the SDOs in 3GPP.  Therefore there is no barrier to preventing 3GPP specifications coming into the pool.

There was disagreement that the pool will contain documentation that SDOs agree to no longer update and this will not be the case of 3GPP.  However nothing prevents members from contributing content from 3GPP documentation.

The aim is not to take work from 3GPP or other organizations but to work alongside them.

Inputs do not exclusively have to be generated from material in the pool.

Individual member companies can of course contribute requirements as needed.

A timeline was asked for regarding when requirements can be submitted to the first phase.

As soon as the work item exists contributions can begin to come in.  The pool should be created immediately and initial work items created without delay.
Released specifications and ongoing work can be contributed to the pool.

The bullet “Individual member support” should be deleted as material will be liaised in by the Partner Type 1s.
How items are taken from the pool also needs to be decided:

· Contributed within the scope of a agreed WI

· Individual member or members contribution

· Contribution from PT2 members
Partner Type 2 members cannot contribute.  This should simply state Partner Type 2 organisations.

Members can contribute from the pool but also from elsewhere.  This is not restricted to the pool.

The bullet “Individual member or members contribution” should read “oneM2M members contribution”.
There was a suggestion to create a work item for the analysis of material to result in a TR and the output to result in a TS and this work item be attributed to a WG when WGs are created which is not needed.  The creation of a work item is more important.
To create a joint co-convened WG1/2 is the preference as this would delegate the work form the TP and would give a better message to the community as opposed to an ad-hoc TP group ad-hoc group.
There was a comment that work items are inherent in the proposals in this presentation.
It is agreed that the first release of a minimally deployable solution should be ready by the end of 2013.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0042R01-Consolidated_Workplan_Summary NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0042R02-Consolidated_Workplan_Summary WITHDRAWN
oneM2M-TP-2012-0042R03-Consolidated_Workplan_Summary AGREED
The priorities now will be to create a terms of reference for WG1/2 and to find a convenor(s).
oneM2M-TP-2012-0024-M2M_Service_Requirements
· Rajesh Bhalla, ZTE, China Telecom

This document proposes to initiate discussions for consolidating industry requirements for M2M services. 
Some industry requirements and associated M2M services functional models are presented. It is recommended that such consolidated industry requirements be used as the basis for the architectural and functional specifications to be developed by oneM2M.
It is recommended to support the 3 functional models which exist for M2M applications:

· M2M Services Platform Independent functional model (Applications Server communicates with M2M devices/gateways directly without the intermediate M2M Services Platform)
· M2M Services Platform Dependent functional model (Applications Server communicates with M2M devices/gateways by the use of intermediate M2M Services Platform)
· Hybrid deployment model
The other recommendation is to require all functional models to support additional features e.g., emergency and priority services.

The requirement for the first use case is not obvious and perhaps it is to maintain backwards compatibility with existing solutions.
Use case 1 shows what the market is demanding right now may be transitioned into the new work.
There is no doubt surrounding the use cases presented but it is unclear what needs to be standardized by oneM2M in relation to the use cases.  This cannot be answered at this time and will need to be studied further in the WGs.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0024-M2M_Service_Requirements NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0025R01-M2M_Transport_Network_Deployment_Requirements
· Rajesh Bhalla, ZTE

This contribution presents M2M transport/communications network deployment models being specified by 3GPP and 3GPP2, and the associated requirements for oneM2M.

oneM2M is expected to take an access-independent view for end-to-end services. Yet, oneM2M needs to make sure that the specifications developed by it can be used effectively by the communication/transport service providers also for meeting their operational and deployment requirements.

The contribution recommends using the consolidated set of industry requirements as the basis for the architectural and functional specifications to be developed by oneM2M.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

There are many differences between the work of ETSI TC M2M and that of 3GPP and oneM2M needs to resolve these differences by liaising with 3GPP/2.
3GPP/2 considers the Services Capability Server to be out of scope. 
It is the capabilities provided by the Services Capability Server/M2M Services Platform that are the focus of oneM2M though.

A service platform which supports all 3 functional models (direct, indirect and hybrid) needs to be created.

There was a comment that if such a requirement is not coming in from another SDO then there needs to be the possibility for new requirements to come in from other sources.

A functional architecture needs to be designed which will facilitate many different business models.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0025R01-M2M_Transport_Network_Deployment_Requirements NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0049-Initial_work_items-Requirements

· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia

The document proposes the Requirements Work Item for approval.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

The target dates for the deliverables were discussed. 

The TS should start in TP#2 a bit later than the start of the TR.

The end of the TS work should be pushed to later than TP#3.
This will result in a first release of the requirements document and will in no circumstances be the final set of requirements.
The version and/or release number needs to be added into the work item.

There is consensus that work should be done in releases however one work item one document cannot be the case.  
The secretariat should verify that the portal supports multiple documents linked to one work item.
The freeze date should mean that no further updates can be made to the documentation.

It was suggested to use the status as per the portal in order to avoid confusion.
Frozen date is not catered for on the portal.

Time is needed to allow the verticals to be able to input requirements.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0049-Initial_work_items-Requirements NOTED

oneM2M-TP-2012-0049R01-Initial_work_items-Requirements AGREED

D-TP-2012-0005 Requirements WI is approved and allocated to WG1

D-TP-2012-0006 Anu Appaji Inte l(TIA) to be rapporteur for Use case collection TR

D-TP-2012-0007 Linyi Tian Huawei (CCSA) to be rapporteur for Requirements TS

D-TP-2012-0008 Phil Hawkes, Qualcomm (TIA) to be the rapporteur for the Requirements TR
oneM2M-TP-2012-0050-Initial_work_items-Architecture 
· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia

The document proposes the Architecture Work Item for approval.

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

A decision needs to be made as to whether there is a rapporteur per work item or per TR/TS.
The terms used in the work items should be aligned to those agreed in the WG terms of reference.
Once the study has taken place the gaps will be identified and the new work will be able to take place.
There was a comment that the work item should mention that the requirements be respected.

All architecture work is based upon requirements.
The target dates for the deliverables were discussed.

It is unrealistic to have the Architecture TS finalised and approved between 2 TP meetings.

It is important to have an early stable draft of the architecture.
The schedule should be in line with the schedule agreed in document 0042R03.
The dates are target dates and they can shift.
The release number should also be added into this work item.

It is expected that the architecture will be 70% based upon the architectures from the different bodies.

The work item target dates should be expressed as dates and not in TP meeting numbers as the TP meeting frequency has not yet taken place.
Vodafone objected to the architectures work item schedule.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0050-Initial_work_items-Architecture NOTED

oneM2M-TP-2012-0050R01-Initial_work_items-Architecture AGREED

D-TP-2012-0009 Architecture WI is approved and allocated to WG2
D-TP-2012-0010 Richard Brennan, Telxxis(TIA) to be rapporteur for Architecture TR Part 1
D-TP-2012-0011 Phil Brown InterDigital(ETSI) to be rapporteur for Architecture TR Part 2

D-TP-2012-0012 Rajesh Bhalla, ZTE(CCSA) and George Foti, Ericsson(ATIS) to be rapporteurs for Architecture TS
6.6
Technical Plenary subgroups
6.6.1 
Determination of initial Working Groups (WGs) incl. terms of reference
oneM2M-TP-2012-0007R04-oneM2M_Work_Group_Work_Item_Proposal

· Philip Jacobs, Cisco

The document proposes the creation of 5 WGs:
1. Industry Requirements WG

2. Architecture WG

3. Protocols WG

4. Operations and Management WG
5. Security and Privacy WG

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

Functional flows are usually done in stage 2 and here they are in stage 3.  
Functional flows can be worked on in different places but should be documented in only 1 place.

There was a suggestion to highlight which sub topics for each group are critical for release 1.

All sub topics are critical but not urgent.  There will be a natural flow of what needs to be done first.
Depending upon future discussions some sub topics may be prioritised in order to have a successful release 1.

WG creation should not be limited to a low number due to the fact that companies human resources.  This will need to be worked around.

It has been decided in the SC that no more than 2 working groups will meet in parallel.

Charging is missing from the sub topics.  This will be dealt with in the requirements and after the architecture WG.

WG structure should be defined in accordance with the interest of companies in certain areas.

There was a comment that there is no clear distinction between the Protocol and the O&M working groups with regards to where data models/structures are defined.

Very clear terms of reference will be needed for each WG to clearly define which group will do what.
The scope of each group should be defined for a long term purpose.
There was a concern regarding the topic of inter-working under the Protocol WG as it is not a protocol issue only. 
Interworking is also mentioned in the sub topics for the Requirements and Architecture WGs.

Inter-working is necessary as the minimum deployable system will need to work with what already exists on the market and the oneM2M solution will need to be complimentary.

The creation of WGs is to gives a clear message to the market in relation to oneM2M.  The work in each group does not necessarily have to begin immediately.

There was a comment that the Protocol WG looks overloaded and that for the O&M and Security groups it is the opposite and these should be merged.
The Protocol WG may separate into different WGs at a later stage.
A Certification or Interoperability WG may be required. 

It remains to be decided if oneM2M will go so far as to perform testing and provide certification.

It was asked where device architecture would fit into this WG structure as it is present in a lot of the architectural document available.  This would take place in WG 3 for Protocols.

Further proposals include a Device related WG which should be considered.

There was a comment that this WG structure is network centric.  This was disagreed with.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0007R04-oneM2M_Work_Group_Work_Item_Proposal NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0008R01-Proposal_on_setup_of_Management_WG_under_oneM2M_TP
· Huawei, China Academy of Telecom Research (CATR), China Telecom, China Unicom, Datang Mobile, InterDigital, Telecom Italia, Vodafone
oneM2M-TP-2012-0008R01-Proposal_on_setup_of_Management_WG_under_oneM2M_TP WITHDRAWN
oneM2M-TP-2012-0009R01-Proposal_on_setup_of_Device_Aspects_WG_under_oneM2M_TP
· Mitch Tseng, Huawei, China Academy of Telecom Research (CATR), China Telecom, China Unicom, Datang Mobile

The document proposes to set up a Device Aspects WG in order to facilitate the collaboration between device and module manufacturers and oneM2M. 
The group would in essence:

1. Shorten the gaps between actual implementations and the specifications developed in oneM2M
2. Facilitate the discussions on Device Testing and oneM2M Device Certification process
3. Report and resolve interworking issues between oneM2M devices and gateways
4. Be the focal group for M2M device manufactures to join, and participate in oneM2M
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

There is a lot of requirements related work involved.
This group will need to liaise with the requirements group to feed them with these requirements.

The oneM2M project will not produce implementations only specifications.
APIs will not be developed by this group.

Work is currently ongoing in other organisations regarding form factor and it is out of the scope of oneM2M work.
Issues with protocols will not be device specific as they will also affect the network.
Protocol work should be done only in the Protocol WG as security work should only be done in the Security WG.

The idea is that this group will act as a filter between device manufacturers and oneM2M WGs.
This is a duplication of work and not necessary.

Currently existing M2M work does not fully satisfy the requirements of device manufacturers therefore such a group is necessary.
Differentiation is being made between device and gateway therefore is a Gateway Aspects WG needed.  
This is an unintentional differentiation.

It is unclear what the group can do in relation to regulatory issues.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0009R01-Proposal_on_setup_of_Device_Aspects_WG_under_oneM2M_TP NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0010R02-Proposal_on_setup_of_Management_WG_under_oneM2M_TP
· Huawei, China Academy of Telecom Research (CATR), China Telecom, China Unicom, Datang Mobile, InterDigital, Telecom Italia, Vodafone

The document proposes to set up a Management WG in order identify and resolve issues related to the management of M2M entities, the management functionalities of M2M devices and gateways in the remote field as well as the management functionalities of M2M network.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0010R02-Proposal_on_setup_of_Management_WG_under_oneM2M_TP NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0016R03-Creation_of_WG_on_data_abstraction_and_semantics
· Tim Carey, Alcatel-Lucent, Orange, NEC, ETRI
The document proposes the creation of a Data abstraction and semantics WG to focus on the development of an ecosystem for information content with priority on activities that include development of a data abstraction and semantics framework.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

In order to quickly create wide acceptance of the oneM2M standard by domain specific industries oneM2M should assist these industries in the creation of interfaces of the M2M system towards their existing standards for devices and gateways. 

This should include identifying semantics and data models used in these industries and making them available to the M2M system. 

Additionally, oneM2M should be able to support the domain specific industries in the creation of abstract data models for the different devices within a specific domain.

It is unclear if a separate WG is needed for this work and it could be done in the Management WG if it is created.

The exposure of abstraction and semantics is important.  This is a highly specialised area like security.

The highlight should be on creating WGs 1 and 2 and subsequent WG creation needs further study.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0016R03-Creation_of_WG_on_data_abstraction_and_semantics NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0026R02-PROPOSAL_FOR_TOR_OF_SECURITY_WG
· OBERTHUR TECHNOLOGIES

The document proposes the creation of a Security WG to perform analysis of potential threats to oneM2M systems. Based on the threat analysis, the WG will determine the security and privacy aspects (authentication, encryption, integrity verification).
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

Security is an important part of the work to be done.

The Security work should be done in conjunction with the other WGs.

Verticals may bring in their own security solutions which may need to be discussed.

A oneM2M security best practices document should be produced.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0026R02-PROPOSAL_FOR_TOR_OF_SECURITY_WG NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0031R01-INITIAL_WG_SETTING_FOR_ONEM2M_TP
· Telecom Italia

The document proposes the creation of 5 WGs:
1 oneM2M Requirements and Use Cases (WG1)
2 oneM2M Functional Architecture (WG2)
3 oneM2M Protocols (WG3)
4 oneM2M Security (WG4)
5 oneM2M Management (WG5)
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:
A fast release of the oneM2M specifications is expected by the market. This will require a significant amount of work to be performed in parallel on stage 1, 2 and 3 aspects including security and management aspects.

Already existing solutions will be used as much as possible.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0031R01-INITIAL_WG_SETTING_FOR_ONEM2M_TP NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0046R01-Creation_of_WG4_on_Management_&_Application_Enablement

· Tim Carey (Alcatel-Lucent), Patricia Martigne (FT)
The document proposes a compromise to consider both proposed activities on Application Semantics (TP-2012-0016R03) and Device Management (TP-2012-0010R02) in one single WG under the TP.
The inter-working concept may be better in the protocols group.

Provisioning and discovery are not mentioned and will be covered.
The requirements will be done by WG1 however this WG could provide more detailed requirements.
The TP agreed that the application and semantics should be merged with the management group.
Interdigital objected to this as they had drafted the Management WG contribution (TP-2012-0010R02) however they had not been involved in the drafting of this contribution.
Further time is needed to study this proposal.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0046R01-Creation_of_WG4_on_Management_&_Application_Enablement NOTED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0048-Proposed_Co-convened_WG1_2_Objectives,_Schedule,_and_Activities
· Laurent Laporte, Sprint and Omar Elloumi, Alcatel-Lucent
The document proposes the terms of reference for the Requirements and Architecture Working Groups as well as a conference call schedule between the TP#1 and TP#2 meetings.
It needs to be clarified that entire specifications will not be copied but parts thereof will be drawn from the pool of documentation.
D-TP-2012-0013 The Terms of Reference for WG 1 and 2 were agreed

D-TP-2012-0014 Rotation between 3 conference call times to be used for WGs 1 and 2
Telecom Italia and Sierra Wireless objected to the rotation plan for conference calls.
Vodafone stated that their offer to act as a rapporteur had not been taken into consideration.  

The Convenor asked if this point needed to be revisited and it was decided by Vodafone that this was not necessary.

Apologies regarding the misunderstanding were provided by Laurent Laporte WG1 – REQ Convenor.The first 2 calls (9 and 11 October) are to be considered ad-hoc as they cannot be announced 14 days in advance which is the rule according to the working procedures document.

The majority agreed to the proposal and therefore it was accepted.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0048-Proposed_Co-convened_WG1_2_Objectives,_Schedule,_and_Activities AGREED
oneM2M-TP-2012-0047R01-Way_ForwardTo_progress_the_proposals_for_scope_and_ToR_up_to_TP2
· Dragan VUJCIC, Oberthur Technologies

In order to progress the discussions, to refine the scope and  terms of reference or to clarify the proposals up to the TP#2 meeting it is proposed to start on the TP reflector e-mail discussion threads on the following other possible working groups:
· Protocol
· Security
· Management and Application Enablement
· Device Aspects
A summary of the email discussion for each thread will be provided at TP2 by email moderators.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

The email thread should be demarcated in order to be able to follow the discussion.

It was proposed to separate out the security and protocols WG discussion from the others for which there was fewer consensuses to create.
There is agreement that a protocol working group is needed and this will be progressed over the email exploder to determine the terms of reference.
The following people have agreed to be moderators for the following groups.

· Protocol (Ray Forbes, LM Ericsson)
· Security (Dragan Vujcic, Oberthur Technologies)
· Management and Application Enablement (Tim Cary, Alcatel-Lucent)
· Device Aspects (Mitch Tseng, Huawei Device US)
oneM2M-TP-2012-0047R01-Way_ForwardTo_progress_the_proposals_for_scope_and_ToR_up_to_TP2 AGREED
6.6.2
Call for nominations for Convenors of WGs
The TP Convenor opened the call for nominations to be received.

WG 1: Laurent Laporte Sprint was nominated to be Requirements WG Convenor.
WG 2: Omar Elloumi Alcatel-Lucent was nominated to be Architecture WG Convenor.
6.7
Technical Plenary Leadership
6.7.1
Election process
The TP needs to elect a Chair and a maximum of 3 Vice Chairs.  These will be elected during TP#2.  The nomination phase will end 14 days in advance of the meeting.
Nominations must be accompanied by a letter of support.

Candidates must be from a oneM2M member company or a Partner Type 2.
A term of election lasts for 2 years.

The voting process needs to be finalised by the Steering Committee.

For this instance it is suggested that in TP#2 people in attendance will be eligible to vote.

This will be sent to the SC for confirmation and will also apply to WGs also.
6.7.2
Call for candidates for TP Chair and Vice Chair
The call for candidate for TP Chair and Vice Chair(s) was opened and will close 14 days prior to TP#2.
For voting purposes a delegate can only represent one company.
Nominations should be sent to the 3 TP Convenors and the TP Secretary and will be published on the portal.

6.8
Convenors of WGs selected
D-TP-2012-0015 WG 1: Laurent Laporte Sprint was appointed as Requirements WG Convenor.

D-TP-2012-0016 WG 2: Omar Elloumi Alcatel-Lucent was appointed as Architecture WG Convenor.
The nomination period for WG1 Requirements and WG2 Architecture Chairs and Vice Chairs will be opened during the TP#2 meeting and elections will take place during the TP#3 meeting.

Convenors of WGs will be permitted to stand for WG Chair positions.
6.9
Determination of 2013 Meeting Schedule
oneM2M-TP-2012-0027R02-Calendar_for_physical_meetings_of_oneM2M_TP
· Telecom Italia

The document proposes the schedule for oneM2M TP meetings in 2013.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

6 face to face meetings per year for TP and WGs should be considered the maximum.
It was requested that South America be considered when planning the meeting for 2013 onwards.

A combined TP and WG meeting week is the preference.
There was a lot of debate as to whether the TP should meet 4 or 6 times per year.
The number of meetings should be determined by the amount of work and nothing other.

4 meetings per year will jeopardise the work that needs to be done.

Electronic working should be used as much as possible including for a review and approval process.

Companies need to know at least the plan for 6 months in advance for budgeting purposes.
Documents should be treated directly by the WGs and not have to pass via the TP first.
WGs should be allowed to meet separately from the TP.
Not having a TP meeting may delay approvals of documentation and liaisons etc.

An opening plenary is unnecessary as there would be a very limited amount of documentation to discuss.
Liaison statements could be directly handled by WGs.  

TP could use electronic means to approve documentation in order not to delay work.

Samsung suggested that 6 meetings per year are too much and would prefer 4.
It was suggested that an opening and closing plenary should be maintained for at least the first year.
Delegates will have difficulties to travel 6 times a year when they have to cover other fora meetings.  6 meetings per year are too much resource and budget wise.
Regional work should stop and the new work transferred into oneM2M therefore the number of meetings to travel too should remain the same.

The goal of oneM2M is to centralise the work being done regionally and should reduce travelling and effort.
The majority of companies supported having 6 meetings per year in order to progress the work.

Decoupling WG meetings from the TP is the preference.

Flexibility should be maintained with regards to an opening and/or closing plenary.

Qualcomm requested to move the TP#6 meeting by one week (12-16 August 2012).  This was not agreed.

ITU-T FG M2M will meet in the same week in April 2013.  It was suggested to collocate the meeting.

TIA volunteered to host the first TP meeting in North America in February 2013.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0027R02-Calendar_for_physical_meetings_of_oneM2M_TP WITHDRAWN

oneM2M-TP-2012-0027R03-Calendar_for_physical_meetings_of_oneM2M_TP AGREED
D-TP-2012-0017 6 TP/WG meetings will take place per year

6.10
Reporting to SC
To be determined
7
Planning for next Meeting(s)

Conference Calls

· None
Face-to-Face

· Next TP Meeting (10-14 December 2012; China)
The meeting will be hosted by CCSA in Beijing.
Hotel and meeting location details will follow shortly.

Invitation letters can be requested from Mr. Zhao Shizhuo (zhaosz@ccsa.org.cn).
8
Any other business
oneM2M-TP-2012-0036-Introduction_of_M2M_standard_development_project_in_Korea

· KCA, ETRI

There was no time for the presentation to be made.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0036-Introduction_of_M2M_standard_development_project_in_Korea POSTPONED

oneM2M-TP-2012-0044-Proposal_for_oneM2M_tutorial_session
· Jaeseung Song, NEC
The document provides the outline of what is needed from a oneM2M Tutorial Session.
COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

SDOs who want to put their documentations in the pool should prepare a tutorial for the TP#2 meeting.
There was a concern that waiting until the TP#2 meeting is causing a delay.
Tutorials can be made available prior to the meeting.

Slots for presentation at the TP#2 meeting should be maintained however.
· 15 mins presentation and 15 minutes discussion per each tutorial

· Assign slots (such as Monday) for tutorial before starting analysis discussion.  

 Each presentation should include a section about “how this will benefit my business” for newcomers to onem2m.

There was a lot of support for this approach.
oneM2M-TP-2012-0044-Proposal_for_oneM2M_tutorial_session NOTED

oneM2M-TP-2012-0045-INITIAL_ONEM2M_WORK_ITEMS

· Enrico Scarrone, Telecom Italia

The document proposes a set of 2 Work Items to kick off the requirements and architecture work in oneM2M.

COMMENTS and QUESTIONS:

A list of requirements which are important for verticals would be very helpful.
A selection process for the necessary requirements needs to be put into place.

Use cases will come in from all of the SDOs and an analysis and selection phase is needed.
New requirements can still be submitted.  This is not limiting new inputs.

Architecture work should not be kicked off until there is a stable set of requirements.  
Some activities such as attracting verticals should be left to the marketing team under the SC.
The TR for benefits for use case analysis and selection should not be made public.

The benefits of the oneM2M technology work item should fall under the SC and/or marketing group.
A high level marketing exercise should of course take place but here in the work item the purpose is to select the necessary requirements as soon as possible.

An initial work item template is available to be used and any comments regarding the template should be sent to the Secretariat.
There was a concern that the requirements and architecture work both start in the TP#1 timeframe as it was already decided that the architecture work will commence later the requirements work.

oneM2M-TP-2012-0045-INITIAL_ONEM2M_WORK_ITEMS AGREED
9
Closure of meeting
Jonas Sundborg, Convenor thanked everyone for their hard work during the TP#1 meeting week.
Ed Tiedemann, Qualcomm thanked everyone from the industry who had made the creation of the oneM2M Partnership Project possible.
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Open Actions

	Action ID
	Details of the action

	Person Responsible
	

	Status
	

	A-TP-2012-0001
	To create a mailing list to discuss portal details

	Gerry McAuley
	

	Open
	

	A-TP-2012-0002
	To request SC to approve a liaison relationship between the TP and ITU-T

	Victoria Gray, ETSI
	

	Open
	

	A-TP-2012-0003
	To draft a response liaison to ITU-T FG M2M

	Richard Brennan, Telxxis
	

	Closed
	

	A-TP-2012-0004
	To sent the ITU-T LS to the TP mailing list for discussion

	Victoria Gray, ETSI
	

	Open
	

	A-TP-2012-0005
	To create a revision of oneM2M-TP-2012-0011R01 showing where there are synergies with the work of other SDOs (e.g. ETSI, ITU-T etc.)

	Yi Chen, Huawei
	

	Closed
	

	A-TP-2012-0006
	To prepare a harmonised proposal for transfer principles based on the discussion, agreement and disagreement in TP

	Laurent Laporte, Sprint, Ray Forbes, Ericsson KK Japan and Josef Blanz, Qualcomm
	

	Closed
	


Annex 4
Decisions taken during the meeting
	 Decision ID
	Text

	D-TP-2012-0001
	The TP Ad-hoc group working on portal changes via e-mail exploder provide input to the SC with regards to the WPD

	D-TP-2012-0002
	It was agreed to change the title of agenda item 6.4 from “Analysis” to Introduction” and to reallocate documents in accordance with the discussion

	D-TP-2012-0003
	To create a liaison relationship is needed with the ITU-T

	D-TP-2012-0004
	To draft an LS to ITU-T JCA IoT during TP#2

	D-TP-2012-0005
	Requirements WI is approved and allocated to WG1

	D-TP-2012-0006
	Anu Appaji Intel (TIA) to be rapporteur for Use case collection TR

	D-TP-2012-0007
	Linyi Tian Huawei (CCSA) to be rapporteur for Requirements TS

	D-TP-2012-0008
	Phil Hawkes, Qualcomm (TIA) to be the rapporteur for the Requirements TR

	D-TP-2012-0009
	Architecture WI is approved and allocated to WG2

	D-TP-2012-0010
	Richard Brennan, Telxxis (TIA) to be rapporteur for Architecture TR Part 1

	D-TP-2012-0011
	Phil Brown, InterDigital (ETSI) to be rapporteur for Architecture TR Part 2

	D-TP-2012-0012
	Rajesh Bhalla, ZTE (CCSA) and George Foti, Ericsson(ATIS) to be rapporteurs for Architecture TS

	D-TP-2012-0013
	The Terms of Reference for WG 1 and 2 were agreed

	D-TP-2012-0014
	Rotation between 3 conference call times to be used for WGs 1 and 2

	D-TP-2012-0015
	Laurent Laporte Sprint was appointed as Requirements WG Convenor

	D-TP-2012-0016
	Omar Elloumi Alcatel-Lucent was appointed as Architecture WG Convenor

	D-TP-2012-0017
	0017 6 TP/WG meetings will take place per year
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