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Backgroud

There has been some discussion in PRO 24.1 about including TS-0008 in the release 2 ratification package.

There are some comments that there are some release 2 features in TS-0004 not yet contributed to CoAP binding (E2E security).

So there are two options:

1) Ratify TS-0008 v2.0.0 without those R2 new features. The new features will be contributed afterwards and may catch up with the point release. In this way, the new features in R2 will not be implementeable on top of CoAP as there is no corresponding CoAP binding.

2) Don’t include TS-0008 in the R2 package and wait for the new feature to be contributed. In this way, there will be no CoAP binding in R2 package which may send a signal to the outside world that oneM2M has abandoned the maintenance of CoAP binding.

Way forward proposal:

Suggest the first option as the following reasons. We shouldn’t give the impression that oneM2M has stopped maintaining CoAP. It’s quite common feature sets tend to shrink down along stage 1, 2, 3 and to bindings. Missing features shouldn’t block the ratification of the specification. It’s allowed several features in not implementable in specific bindings.
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