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1
Opening of the meeting and Chairman’s remarks
Dr. Young Chang (Convener, TTA) opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates to Tokyo, Japan.  He explained the main objective of this meeting was to complete M2 milestone and make progress for M3 milestone as much as possible. Two Co-Conveners had been appointed: one representing the North America region (David Foot, ATIS) and one representing the European region (Jonas Sundborg, ETSI).  Dr. Kohei Satoh (ARIB) was requested to act as Secretary for this meeting.
The list of participants is given in Annex A.  
2
Approval of the Agenda and Meeting Minutes
The draft Agenda was presented and approved with amendment [M2MCons04_01r2].  The list of documents is given in Annex B.
3
Approval of the Meeting Minutes and Assignment from Last Meeting

The draft meeting minutes from the third meeting of potential M2M consolidation partners in Berlin (15-16 December 2011) was presented and approved without amendment [M2Mcons-Vertical01_07], [M2MCons03_26].
Actions arising from the Berlin meeting were reviewed and all items were discharged.
Action 3/1 (Any potential partner wishing to raise objections to the working assumption that the consolidated standardization activity would be in the form of a partnership (virtual entity) to do so by 10 January 2012). Status:  Discharged
Action 3/2 (To initiate the agreed selection process to determine the name of the consolidated standardization activity and to complete that process by 10 January 2012). Status:  Discharged
Action 3/3 (To revise their draft Compilation of Understanding to take account of decisions made during the Berlin meeting, by 10 January 2012). Status:  Discharged
Action 3/4 (To prepare a final draft Communiqué by 10 January 2012). Status:  Discharged
Action 3/5 (To compile and maintain a summary of the contacts made by potential partners with vertical industry groups). Status:  Discharged
	A-M2MCons 4/1
	Secretary
	To maintain a summary of the contacts made by potential partners with vertical industry groups.


Action 3/6 (To convene electronic meetings on 5 Jan and 18 Jan, both meetings from 1400 to 1600 GMT). Status:  Discharged
4
Update from Invited Organizations
Invitations were made to 3 vertical industry groups. ETSI invited the Home Gateway Initiative (HGI). They were unable to send a representative to this meeting, however, showed their interest in the outcome of this meeting. TIA extended the invitation to Continua Health Alliance, but they were also unable to attend this meeting. They still expressed their interest in our discussions and efforts. 
Consumer Electronics Association was not available for this meeting, but they communicated their ongoing interest in oneM2M, particularly their opportunity to participate, to ATIS.
5
Feedback, Discussions and Conclusions on Consolidated M2M Activities
There were no matters raised under this Agenda item.
6
Continued Work on Proposed Consolidated oneM2M Activities
6.1
Final review of feedback from vertical reach out
There were no matters raised under this Agenda item.
6.2
Status report from joint ad-hoc group
Enrico Scarrone (Co-Convenor of the Joint Ad Hoc Group) presented a report on the activities of Ad Hoc Group [M2MCons04_17]. The Ad Hoc Group agreed to move output documents to the plenary for review and discussion [M2MCons04_02 - 06]. It was noted that some of them were not considered agreed upon output. Several unresolved issues were also reported including voting method, IPR policy, secretariat services and funding. Joint AdHoc Group chair was requested to summarize the issues to be resolved at this meeting.
6.3
Milestone 2 – Final Consensus
Milestone 2 checklist was reviewed to see where we stand [M2MCons04_16]. ATIS and ETSI proposed the feedback from vertical reach outs incorporated into major principles should not be in this milestone as a check point. It was also proposed to reach final consensus on funding principles, not about concrete number in M2. These proposals were agreed and it was confirmed that scope, structure and legal status had been closed and address the remaining items at this meeting. It was clarified that the agreements so far had been captured in the CoU document.
At a later stage of the meeting, it was agreed that Milestone M2 – Final Consensus” has now completed.
6.4
Completion of the Founding Document (Agreement)
Kari Lang (Convenor of the Compilation of Understandings (CoU) Ad Hoc Group) presented an updated version of the Compilation of Understandings [M2MCons04_19]. It was noted that the agreement in the Joint Ad Hoc Group was not yet fully reflected. The main change in this version was about the timeline. After the discussion, it was agreed that the structure should be included in the CoU.
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Based on the previous discussion, Enrico Scarrone (Co-Convenor of the Joint Ad Hoc Group) prepared a list of issues to be resolved [M2MCons04_20]. 
Those issues were;
Q1: Voting in technical groups
Q2: Definition of “one organization controlling more that one membership”
Q3: Technical contribution for member based organization
Q4: Partner 1 Publishing
Q5: Meeting hosting
It was agreed to address above issues one by one.
Q1: Voting in technical groups
TIA presented a comparison of two approaches (“one company one vote” vs. “one vote per company per SDO”) relating to voting in oneM2M for information [M2MCons04_12]. It was stated that TIA and ATIS had a different view on the legal aspect, but it was noted that this was a fair summary on pros and cons. ETSI provided a comment that point 2 for “one company one vote” is also applicable to other alternative. 
TIA proposed edits to Section 1.9 Members of the draft partnership agreement in order to clarify the definition of affiliates [M2MCons04_7r1].  
CCSA expressed that their preference was “one company one vote”, but other alternative was also fine with them considering the success in 3GPP. It was noted that it would not be a good idea to allow one company to have too many voting rights.
ETSI proposed 3rd option, “one member one vote with a cap”, which can avoid one member having too much influence. During opinion sounding, TTA proposed 4th option, “one company one vote per SDO with a cap”.
After the considerable discussion, it was agreed on “1 vote per company per Partner Type 1” assuming “company” includes all its affiliates.
Q2: Definition of “one organization controlling more than one membership”

Based on TIA’s proposal [M2MCons04_7r1] the followings were defined;

Company – the set of corporate entities and affiliates
Any corporate entity and/or its affiliates may be a oneM2M member.

"AFFILIATE" of a first legal entity means any other legal entity: 
· directly or indirectly owning or controlling the first legal entity, or 
· under the same direct or indirect ownership or control as the first legal entity, or 
· directly or indirectly owned or controlled by the first legal entity, 
Q3: Technical contribution for member based organization

TIA presented a general IPR statement of oneM2M [M2MCons04_3r1]. It was clarified that this IPR statement was intended as an Annex of the partnership agreement.
During the discussion, ETSI made clarification on some issues concerning IPR by sharing a picture of their view. In the discussion, it was clear that all members/member-based organizations of Partner Type 1 have to be bounded by the Partner Type 1 IPR policy. Also it became clear that the Partner Type 2 shall have an IPR policy which is compatible with a Partner Type 1. Taking into account the clarification, it was confirmed that the answers to the both questions in Q3 should be YES and the following modifications were made regarding Partner Type 2;

At a minimum, a Partner Type 2 must:


(1) Have an IPR policy that is compatible with a Partner Type 1 IPR Policy; or
(2) Provide written assurance that: (i) its oneM2M contributions are made in accordance with a Partner Type 1 IPR Policy; and (ii) its members are bound by such an IPR policy relative to any oneM2M contributions.
Q4: Partner 1 Publishing

Enrico Scarrone (Co-Convenor of the Joint Ad Hoc Group) presented a draft partnership agreement [M2MCons04_06].
In the discussions, it was agreed that Partner Type 1 should be capable to publish standards in the context oneM2M scope. Also it was confirmed that at least one Type 1 Partner per region shall publish and more can publish. It was noted that a Partner using or publishing a oneM2M technical specification or technical report shall not impose an IPR policy more restrictive than that described in the oneM2M IPR statement attached to this Partnership Agreement.
CCSA had proposed modifications to the draft partnership agreement [M2MCons04_13]. As the most of proposed changes were editorial, Enrico and Rajesh agreed to work offline to incorporate them into the next revision of draft partnership agreement.
At a later stage of the meeting, Enrico presented an updated draft partnership agreement [M2MCons04_21].
In the discussion, it was agreed that voting aspect in the document should be moved to the working procedure document. It was endorsed the UK is the working assumption as the place for dispute settlement, but final decision should be made by the joint Ad Hoc Group discussion. Also it was agreed to delete list of annex (section 12).
In conclusion, it was confirmed that the all issues have been resolved expect for the following items;
· Dispute settlement place
· IPR statement
· Trademark policy
The resulting partnership agreement was prepared [M2MCons04_21r2].
6.5
Other Issues
TIA presented oneM2M secretariat functions [M2MCons04_4]. It was reported that there was one outstanding issue on meeting planning.
TTA proposed modifications oneM2M secretariat functions [M2MCons04_10]. At a later stage of the meeting, it was agreed to remove the last bullet of the participants management. ETSI pointed out that ensuring compliance with official documents should not be a task for the secretariat. It was agreed to modify the text as “Maintain and advice compliance with…”.
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TTA presented their view of budget & secretariat functions [M2MCons04_11]. ATIS indicated that their view was in line with TTA.
Q5: Meeting hosting

For short term, it was agreed that meeting hosted directly by the partners/members by rotation per region. For long term, however, there was no consensus reached among SDOs (ATIS and TIA preferred meeting hosting by secretariat while ARIB, ETSI, TTA and TTC supported hosting by partners/members. CCSA indicated that they were fine with both options.)
ATIS proposed funding model and budget [M2MCons04_18]. After the discussion, it was agreed that the secretariat function to be provided based on voluntary resources from SDOs for short term, while no consensus reached for long term. After further discussion, the followings were agreed;
· Funding formula is 1)Fix part and 2)Variable part which is proportional to number of members admitted to oneM2M by type1 partner
· Type1 partner  will fund (fix and variable parts)
· Type2 partner is free of charge to the end of 2012. 
During the discussion, it was agreed that the associated member should be limited to regulatory agencies and government agencies only and no cost required for them. Also, it was agreed that each type1 partner shall have a funding requirement; the value which can be satisfied by monetary contribution and/or commitment of resources according to the funding formula. The resources subject to acceptance by the steering committee.
7
Preparation of Signing Ceremony
This topic was covered under Agenda item 8 below.
8
Schedule
8.1
Timeline & Milestone Discussion
ATIS presented a joint contribution which proposed a timeline and associated milestones for the successful launch of oneM2M [M2MCons04_16]. TIA had prepared a similar contribution [M2MCons04_9]. TIA also presented a proposed outline for the kick-off meeting [M2MCons04_8]. The proposed timeline and associated milestones were discussed and a number of modifications made.  The resulting timeline and associated milestones were approved [M2MCons04_16r1].
8.2
Next Meeting Planning
In order to achieve Milestone 3, the following electronic meetings were agreed:

April 10, 2012, 1200-1400 GMT Joint Ad Hoc Call
April 11, 2012, 1200-1400 GMT Plenary Call
9
Communication
ARIB/TTC presented the recent M2M-related discussion results from CJK-11 held in Miyazaki [M2MCons04_15]. In the interest of time, each SDO was requested to review the document offline and contact Dr. Tomita (TTC) for any question on this matter.
10
Any other business
There were no matters raised under this Agenda item.
11
Closure
The convener expressed his gratitude for the extensive work achieved and the meeting was closed at 19:45.
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