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oneM2M Notice
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1
Opening of the meeting


Nicolas Damour, chair of the ARC WG, opened the meeting and drew the participants’ attention to the oneM2M notice on the cover page of the agenda.
2
Review & Agreement of Agenda


	ARC-2016-0463R01
	ARC#25.0 Agenda
	Nicolas Damour, WG2 Chairman


ARC-2016-0463R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0463R02 was AGREED

	ARC-2016-0464
	ARC#25 Document allocation
	Nicolas Damour, WG2 Chairman


ARC-2016-0464 was NOTED
3
Review & Approval of Previous Minutes


	ARC-2016-0419R01
	Minutes ARC 24-3
	Laurent Velez, ETSI


These notes were agreed by correspondence on 13th October.
ARC-2016-0419R01 was AGREED

4
Objectives for the Meeting
See agenda.
5
Action Item Status

None
6
Contributions

	ARC-2016-0442
	TS-0001_Functional_Architecture-V1_13_8
	ZTE


This has been agreed as the new baseline for TS-0001 release 1 and the Rapporteur will now upload it as a permanent document to the WPM area of the portal.
ARC-2016-0442 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0441
	TS-0001_Functional_Architecture-V2_10_1
	ZTE


This has been agreed as the new baseline for TS-0001 release 2 and the Rapporteur will now upload it as a permanent document to the WPM area of the portal.

ARC-2016-0441 was AGREED
By the mid-week TP meeting the restructure of TS-0001 for release 3 should be agreed by the ARC WG and presented to the TP.
	ARC-2016-0424
	Skeleton_of_TR-0030_Service_Layer_Forwarding
	InterDigital


It was suggested that the request and response mechanisms could be handled in separate sub-clauses - this needs further discussion.
It was agreed to add a clause on conclusions.
Need to use the latest template.

Revision expected

ARC-2016-0424 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0424R01
	Skeleton_of_TR-0030_Service_Layer_Forwarding
	InterDigital


ARC-2016-0424R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0415
	CR request forwarding (R1)
	KETI


The position of the text added to clause 8.2.0 was questioned. 
AEs should be able to use all ID formats, it should not be over restricted as this can cause interoperability issues

Concerns raised over '…then the receiver CSE forwards the request' - the addition of an Editor's note was suggested.

This contribution should be discussed with PRO

2 Parameters to contain target resource regardless of format

Clarification needed for the Reference points
Clarification needed on the change in line 43.

Revision expected

ARC-2016-0415 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0416
	CR request forwarding (R2)
	KETI


Revision expected

ARC-2016-0416 was NOTED
	TP-2016-0287
	GSMA Mobile IoT Device Management and Service Enablement
	GSMA


It was clarified that the deadline given in this LS is not a fixed deadline and can be extended to the end of November.

No disposition can be given to this contribution as it is a contribution allocated to the TP.

	ARC-2016-0445R01
	CIoT Function mapping between oneM2M and 3GPP
	Huawei


The skeleton for TS-0026 has not yet been agreed by the ARC WG and needs to be uploaded for agreement.
There may not be a clear mapping between these columns. oneM2M Function is a concept still under discussion. The right hand column should be left empty or change the header to 'possible oneM2M functionality impacted'
Security CSF should be included

Shouldn’t just concentrate on 3GPP. High level requirements from operators is needed.
Offline discussion needed.

ARC-2016-0445R01 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0444R01
	CIoT interworking architecture
	Huawei


Questions raised over the inclusion of Non-oneM2M Device Node.
It was felt that a drafting session would be useful to resolve the issues with this diagram.
Concerns raised over the Mcn mapping

Question raised over the definition of Trust Domain as used in the diagram. It could be that the definition is the same as that used by 3GPP in which case this needs to be made clear in the oneM2M deliverable.
Clarification needed for the 3GPP interfaces and 3GPP exposed interfaces - this was felt to be confusing.
The text also needs to be clarified.
The text and the diagram do not match.
The device is now in the diagram. It was suggested that the existing agreed diagram in the TR should be used and updated step by step.
Middle node has not been shown
Need a clear idea of the scope of this diagram and the basic cases that need to be covered and that have already been covered. 
There were also explicit concerns from multiple delegates over the 3GPP SCEF being shown as part of the IN-CSE NSSE
Offline discussion and drafting session needed.

ARC-2016-0444R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0444R03 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0440
	3GPP Trigger Payload
	InterDigital, ATT


It was suggested that this text could be added to the new TS on CIoT Interworking rather than adding it to TS-0001. The work item could be updated to '3GPP Interworking' rather than CIoT Interworking.

Need to request that PRO WG can specify the format for these strings ('establishConnection' etc). Suggested adding a note to clarify.

Concerns raised over the PoA and whether or not an update is needed. 

Questions raised on the uri of the PoA. This will be changed to remote CSE.
No URI - should be changed to resource ID

This is currently aimed for Release 3.

Need to clarify the intention of this contribution
More discussion needed

ARC-2016-0440 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0440R01
	3GPP Trigger Payload
	InterDigital, ATT


The cover sheet needs to be updated as this is not a bug fix. This was corrected online.

This text is aimed at release 3 and will be moved to the new TS on 3GPP Interworking
ARC-2016-0440R01 was NOTED

ARC-2016-0440R02 was AGREED

	ARC-2016-0446
	Enchancement to the eventNotificationCriteria
	BOE, Haier


Resource ID a bit misleading.

“etc” should be removed for clarity. 
Questions raised over the meaning of “this resource ID”? Is it subscribed to a resource already known or a random resource?  Rewording is needed. 
Revision expected, for review and discussion during a future meeting.

ARC-2016-0446 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0446R02 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0406
	Non-DeRegistration_Delete_R2
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0406 was NOTED 
ARC-2016-0406R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0407R01
	Non-DeRegistration_Delete_R1_Mirror
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0407R01 was AGREED

	ARC-2016-0471
	TS-0026 Scope-section
	Patricia Martigne (Orange)


ARC-2016-0471 was NOTED

ARC-2016-0471R01 was AGREED

	ARC-2016-0411
	Labels_Attribute_Multiplicity_R2
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0411 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0412
	Labels_Attribute_Multiplicity_R1_Mirror
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0412 - was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0397R01
	RemoteCSECreateCorrections_R1
	C-DOT


Question for clarification on option parameters of the remote CSE.
Some rewording is needed for more clarity.  
ARC-2016-0397R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0397R02 was AGREED 
	ARC-2016-0398R01
	RemoteCSECreateCorrections_R2
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0398R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0398R02 was AGREED 
	ARC-2016-0423
	WO_RO_Definition_R3
	C-DOT


The content of this contribution is correct and will be automatically included into the Release 3 agreed baseline. Previously agreed mirror CRs: ARC-2016-0405R01 and ARC-2016-0404R01
ARC-2016-0423 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0422
	DefinitionCorrection_R3
	C-DOT


The content of this contribution is correct and will be automatically included into the Release 3 agreed baseline. Previously agreed mirror CRs: ARC-2016-0402 and ARC-2016-0403.
ARC-2016-0422 was NOTED
Contents will be in Release 3 baseline (and no changes can be made to the baseline right now) A grammatical error was corrected in this version of the contribution. The contribution will need to be reviewed again and won’t be considered at this meeting.
ARC-2016-0422R01 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0413
	RemoteCSENewAttribute(R3)
	C-DOT


Discussion on the attributes of <remoteCSE.> and the differentiation between Registrar CSE and Registree. More offline discussion is needed on the topic.
Revision expected
ARC-2016-0413 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0465
	NotificationURI_R2
	C-DOT


Late contribution. We should be clear about which URI given by the originator. 
Identifies an inconsistency between TS-0001 and TS-0004. Wording in TS-0004 is correct; TS-0001 needs to be changed to match TS-0004. Text in TS-0004 will be reviewed to confirm.

ARC-2016-0465 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0465R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0466
	NotificationURI_R1_Mirror
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0466 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0466R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0436
	Clarification_on_attributes_update_R1
	ZTE


This removes the reset mechanism.
There was support for this contribution but revision is needed
Offline discussion needed
ARC-2016-0436 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0457R01
	DDS backgrounds
	Huawei


Questions raised over whether this should be a TR or a TS. Currently it is expected to be a TR and this could lead to a new binding TS. 
Some questions raised over the 2nd bullet in clause 5.6
Concerns raised over the way the interworking will work however this was explained.
There is another contribution in the PRO group which addresses this issue.

It was suggested that the contributors should work together and merge the two contributions and then bring the revision back to the joint ARC/PRO session.
ARC-2016-0457R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0457R02was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0456R01
	Senarios for DDS protocol binding with central control
	Huawei


Questions on the similarity of DDS to MTQQ.
Some confusion over 

Figure 7.1-1 terminology needs to be updated

Figure 7.1-2 - questions raised on the communication between the entities

Clarified that the M2M Device is referring to 'oneM2M Device'

Questions raised on how may repositories there are in the cloud
Revision expected

ARC-2016-0456R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0456R02 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0468
	group_multicast_presentation
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.


ARC-2016-0468 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0414
	AENewAttribute(R3)
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0414 was LEFT OPEN
	ARC-2016-0462
	AcpIDDescriptionCorrection
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0462 was NOTED.
	ARC-2016-0431R01
	CR-accessControlObjectDetails_R2
	InterDigital


Feature only applies to Release 2.
ARC-2016-0431R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0432R01
	CR-ACP_Validation_for_Child_Resources_R1
	InterDigital


Revision expected

ARC-2016-0432R01 was NOTED

	ARC-2016-0433
	CR-ACP_Validation_for_Child_Resources_R2_Mirror
	InterDigital


ARC-2016-0433 was NOTED

	ARC-2016-0452
	Transaction_in_REST
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.


ARC-2016-0452 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0453
	architecture_of_transaction
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.


It was felt that the figure 7.1.2-1 was slightly confusing and a bit misleading
Some online editing
Need to avoid inconsistent behaviour

It was suggested that the scope of the work item should be narrowed down

ARC-2016-0453 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0453R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0454
	potential_transaction_solution_in_oneM2M
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.


Questions raised over the multiplicity being 1

Revision expected
ARC-2016-0454 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0451
	location_for_node
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.


Cover sheet needs to be updated as this is a STE and it is a new feature not a bug fix
There was support for putting the locationPolicy under the node

Need to take into account that a node can be anywhere in the world and two may not necessarily be in the same area
It was agreed to use option 2

Need to add a clarification note

Revision expected

ARC-2016-0451 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0438
	3GPP R13_Small_Data_Delivery_discussion
	InterDigital, ATT


The figure does not address all the issues and it was felt that 3 figures were needed in the future
This figure is a good simple start

3GPP elements should be added and a note should be added

Both options in 5.2-2 should not be present
There was support for this contribution

Concerns raised over 3GPP Trust Domain
Edited online
ARC-2016-0438 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0439
	TS-0026_sec5_sec6.1
	InterDigital, ATT


The figure does not address all the issues and it was felt that 3 figures were needed in the future

This figure is a good simple start

3GPP elements should be added and a note should be added

Both options in 5.2-2 should not be present

There was support for this contribution

Concerns raised over 3GPP Trust Domain
There was consensus to remove the diagram 5.2.2 which showed the 3GPP SCEF inside the IN-CSE as a deployment/implementation option
There was consensus to remove the language “tightly coupled” to describe any deployment or implementation of an IN-CSE and SCEF
ARC-2016-0439 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0439R01
	TS-0026_sec5_sec6.1
	InterDigital, ATT


Concerns raised over the amount of detailed description on 3GPP in this TS. 
Some errors in this contribution and comments via email were requested

It was suggested that the contribution should be split into two - one for clause 5 and one for clause 6
The notion of 3GPP Trust Domain was not clear and was replaced by the notion of 3GPP Domain
The dotted box around MTC-IWF and SCEF was removed
ARC-2016-0439R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0439R03 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0447R01
	TS-0026_Background_Data_Transfer
	ZTE


It was felt that further discussion was needed as the high level architecture still needs to be discussed
It was suggested that there may be an overlap with cmdh

ARC-2016-0447R01 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0449
	Small Data SCEF integration using IPE
	Nokia


There was some support for this however there are some technical issues to be sorted out

Offline discussion needed
ARC-2016-0449 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0474R01
	TR-0024_Control_Plane_Data_Delivery
	InterDigital, ATT


Concern was raised that this contribution goes too deep (too much detail) into 3GPP details for inclusion in a TR. 
ARC-2016-0474R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0401R02
	re-structured clause 10 of TS-0001 for Rel-3
	KETI, Huawei, InterDigital, Qualcomm


Concern was raised over the restructuring of a section in a document as it will have an impact on references including those used by external organizations.

The goal is to have the restructuring completed by April 2016.

The WPD requests that sections be marked “Void” when restructuring occurs. It was noted, however, that this is not a requirement.

ARC-2016-0401R02 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0458R01
	Application ID check for Network-based location procedure
	Huawei


Revision expected

ARC-2016-0458R01 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0394R03
	New TS on 3GPP-interworking Draft Baseline
	Orange, Huawei, AT&T


Contribution was assigned to the wrong meeting (ARC24.1) and the file could not be opened. Revision expected to correct the file type and to include the changes made during discussions.
Existing 3GPP text needs to be brought into TS-0026 from TS-0001. CRs will be brought into a future conference call. 
We don’t have an agreed TS, therefore, we should not consider technical contributions right now.
ARC-2016-0394R03 is NOTED

ARC-2016-0394R04 is AGREED 

ARC/SEC joint session October 18th

	ARC-2016-0443
	e2eSecInfo Resource
	KT


Discussion on attributes as new resource type and on simple type or complex data type in an attribute. Converting attributes into resources doesn’t seem useful. Or we keep as attribute for Release 2 and re-discuss
This contribution was also discussed in the joint ARC/SEC/MAS meeting on Thursday where it was NOTED.

ARC-2016-0443 was NOTED 
	ARC-2016-0409
	CR TS-0001 R2 Assigned Token Identifiers
	Phil Hawkes, Qualcomm


This contribution was needed because it had been forgotten in the list of primitive parameters. 
ARC-2016-0409 was AGREED
	SEC-2016-0165
	Discussion_on_TEF_interface
	Qualcomm Inc. (TIA)


It was meant to include all specifications of reference point into Security specification. Some aspects to be reviewed in Protocol groups. Entities MEF and TEF to be listed in Resources table in Architecture specification. 
More discussion needed on interfaces for functions and where those functions can be hosted. 
The point is to try to define something that can be brought further into Release 3 specification. 
The point is to define a new reference point between functional entities. Discussion to be continues in SEC ad-hoc.
SEC-2016-0165 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0448
	TS-0001_TEF_reference_point
	Qualcomm Inc. (TIA)


Need to clarify which release it concerns.

Is it infrastructure or field domain? Some use cases are needed. Discussion to follow in SEC and REQ.
Suggestion to keep same convention for all reference points. 
Revision expected.
ARC-2016-0448 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0448R03 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0460
	CR Access Control Policy Resource Type
	Datang


Questions for clarification on the diagram in Introduction and hosting CSE. PDP and PIP if distributed in different locations there’s need for different interface.  
Question for clarification on how to use these new resources. How and when? 
Do we want to specify the concept presented here?  
More offline discussion needed.
Revision expected
ARC-2016-0460 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0460R03 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0460R05 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0461R02
	Distributed Authorization Resource Types and Procedures
	Datang


ARC-2016-0461R02 was NOTED
Joint ARC/PRO - Tuesday afternoon
	PRO-2016-0349R02
	RemoteCSEOriginatorActions_R1
	C-DOT


Questions raised over the use of 'optional'.

Need to decide whether or not this is useful. Should this be exposed and should this be made more precise? It was felt that this contribution was too vague.
Suggested that this should not be included in Rel-1 but will be included in Rel-2

Bullet in line 37 should be removed
This R02 has not yet been uploaded
Some text will be presented to make sure that alignment between TS-0001 & TS-0004 is kept
PRO-2016-0349R02 was NOTED
	PRO-2016-0348R02
	RemoteCSEOriginatorActions_R2
	C-DOT


PRO-2016-0348R02 was NOTED
Joint ARC / TST meeting - Tuesday afternoon

	TST-2016-0192
	Structure of Product Profiles
	TTA


There was some support expressed for this 

Questions raised over the 'minimum feature' for the product profiles mentioned on slide 6

The TST WG would like to collect the list of features from other WGs 

 No decision was taken on this presentation as it is a TST contribution

	ARC-2016-0450
	Feature_catelogue
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.


Could add another category 'Supporting functions'

There was support expressed for this contribution

Terminology may be clarified at a later date and will need some further discussion

CSF definition needs to be updated

Should also include something from the Protocols such as binding and also the parameters from the Architecture

Concerns raised over the use of the word 'product'
ARC-2016-0450 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0420
	CR definition of RW (R1)
	KETI


ARC-2016-0420 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0420R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0421
	CR definition of RW (R2)
	KETI


ARC-2016-0421 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0421R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0459R02
	OPC UA Introduction
	Hitachi


Revision expected this week. More analysis will be done prior to bringing this information into the MAS WG.

ARC-2016-0459R02 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0459R03 was AGREED

	ARC-2016-0384R02
	TS-0001_Functional_Architecture-V2_10_0
	ZTE Corporation


Changes made during discussions and a revision is expected.
Contribution was discussed during the joint ARC/PRO session. 
ACTION – Peter to send an email to PRO & ARC to see if we are missing any use cases. A contribution against TS-0001 (IBM, KETI, InterDigital) to address how we handle those deletion cases.

ARC-2016-0384R02 was LEFT OPEN
ARC / REQ Joint meeting - Thursday afternoon

	REQ-2016-0068R01
	Dual-WAN Device Registration
	BOE, Haier


Edited online

TS-0001 currently does not support the first requirement but there was no objection to adding it
The second requirement is in direct conflict with the first one

Questions raised on the need for this

It was suggested that the real problem needs to be clarified and architectural design needs to be avoided/removed
More offline discussion needed
REQ-2016-0068R01 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0470R02
	TR-0026 clause 9 key issue
	InterDigital


There is an issue here that needs to be solved however it was felt that it does not impact this solution
Some concerns raised over the use case, this addresses the high level communications protocol

This is not a full solution and is only the first input to clause 9

Other solutions may be added for the same issues, this one is only 'solution A'

ARC-2016-0470R02 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0425
	CR-Service_Layer_Forwarding_Analysis
	InterDigital


ARC-2016-0425 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0426
	CR-Service_Layer_Forwarding_Solution
	InterDigital


In line 56 should be 'To' parameter not field however this can be fixed at a later date
ARC-2016-0426 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0429
	CR-Accept_Request_Parameter_R1
	InterDigital


ARC-2016-0429 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0430
	CR-Accept_Request_Parameter_R2_Mirror
	InterDigital


ARC-2016-0430 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0472R01
	AcpIDsHandlingInSelfPrivileges
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0472R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0473
	AcpIDsHandlingInSelfPrivileges_R1_Mirror
	C-DOT


ARC-2016-0473 was AGREED
ARC/SEC/MAS joint session Thursday afternoon
	MAS-2016-0214R02
	Proposal for Resolution Framework for IoT Services
	ETRI


More examples needed. This could lead to a WI creation for a TR. 

MAS-2016-0214R02 was NOTED

	ARC-2016-0418R02
	LWM2M_Interworking-V3_0_0_Draft-Baseline
	Tim Carey (Nokia)


ARC-2016-0418R02 was AGREED

	MAS-2016-0209R04
	TS-0022 Restructure and Update
	Tim Carey (Nokia)


This contribution is about restructuring and updating the existing TS-0022 v0.6.0 

MAS-2016-0209R04 was AGREED
	MAS-2016-0243
	TS-0022_updates_configuration_terminology
	Tim Carey, Nokia


Fix configuration terminology to avoid confusion of the term

Add text in the scope and section 8.1.3.3 that makes it clear that the mcc reference point can only be used once M2M Service Layer operation has been established – this includes the security associations and registration

MAS-2016-0243 was AGREED
	MAS-2016-0223
	TS-0022 Add Registration Attributes
	Tim Carey, Nokia


Edited online to fix some typo. Revision expected
MAS-2016-0223 was NOTED

MAS-2016-0223R01 was AGREED 
	MAS-2016-0210R01
	TS-0022 Issues
	Tim Carey, Nokia


MAS-2016-0210R01 was NOTED

	MAS-2016-0239
	TS-0022_Add_Trigger_M2M_Ext_ID_Registration
	Timothy Carey (Nokia)


Question whether the CSE-ID is needed in the proposed externalID definition. Edited online for removing the resourcePath 

MAS-2016-0239 was NOTED
MAS-2016-0239R01 was AGREED
	MAS-2016-0211R01
	TS-0006-Updates for TS-0022 v.0.6.0
	Tim Carey (Nokia)


MAS-2016-0211R01 was AGREED
	ARC-2016-0469R01
	e2eSecInfoRef attribute
	KT


Contribution revised after discussions with SEC
Comment raised that the info transmitted is a certificate that should be sent in clear and usually does not need to be part of a secure environment. No consensus on the contribution. Need more offline discussion.
Should be discussed further with the SEC WG before consensus on this contribution can be reached.

ARC-2016-0469R01 was NOTED
ARC-2016-0469R02 was NOTED
	ARC-2016-0443
	e2eSecInfo Resource
	KT


This contribution is linked to ARC-2016-0469R01 that needs more off line discussions. 
ARC-2016-0443 was NOTED
	SEC-2016-0165R01
	Discussion_on_TEF_interface
	Qualcomm Inc. (TIA)


The option 3 is described in ARC contribution ARC-2016-0448R01
It is proposed to define TEF in a separate specification for the sake of simplicity when discussion with involved WGs
The option 3 is proposed by contributor as the best way to move forward.

SEC-2016-0165R01 was NOTED
NOTE: 
Any contributions that were not addressed during the ARC25 meetings will be carried forward to a future ARC meeting.
7
Planning for next Meetings

	ARC 25.1
	Conference call
	10/11 13:00-14:00
	https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/343961541

	ARC 25.2
	Conference call
	22/11 13:00-14:00
	https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/343961541

	ARC 26
	Face to Face
	5-9 December
	Kobe, Japan


8
Any other business

All Rapporteurs were asked to review the list of work items, as provided on the agenda, and provide the Chair with an update of the WI status.
9
Closure of meeting

Nicolas thanked the participants for the successful meeting and wished the delegates a safe trip home, then he closed the meeting.
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