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	MINUTES

	Meeting title:
	Session_3_oneM2M_OMA_BBF _Coordination_for_Device_Management (call with BBF/OMA)

	Chair:
	Tim Carey, ALU, oneM2M

	Secretary:
	Tim Carey, ALU, oneM2M

	Meeting Date:
	2014-01-27

	Meeting Details:
	MAS Ad hoc Call to Discuss M2M Service Layer – DM Server Security.

	Intended purpose of

document:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Decision

 Discussion

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Information

 Other <specify>
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· M2M Service Layer – DM Server Security
· Document  MAS-2014-0008R01-M2M_Service_Layer_GÇô_DM_Server_Security
· Presented by Tim Carey, ALU, oneM2M
· Comments and Issues

· Presented for Information Purpose
· Group was informed that the oneM2M Security functions are still a work in progress and this topic should be revisited once the oneM2M Security functions for Authorization are stable.
· Slide 10 M2M Service Session/Link Security Requirements: The requirements where the DM Server shall be capable of using different and segregated security environments needs clarification in the context of the DM Server; the thought was that this requirement was for the Device environment. – Begin email discussion with Sec.
· Slide 13: A discussion about if a requirement was needed regarding the principle of least privilege with respect to the Access Management elements that a DM Server would provide to the M2M Service Layer. The group thought this might be a good idea but the wording needs to be crafted: Begin email discussion on this topic

· Decisions and Actions
From Previous Meetings: 
· Schedule sessions to discuss how Multi-tenancy and Group synchronization can be achieved between the M2M Service Layer and the M2M Device Management Layer.
· Begin an email discussion between OMA-BBF-oneM2M on how we should specify the requirements for synchronization of the M2M Service Layer and DM Server in “bulk”.

· Begin an email discussion on MAS and ARC lists to ask oneM2M if there is a need to “cache” values from devices in the M2M Service Layer that are received via the ms interface.
This Meeting: 

· The group agreed to use the oneM2M MAS list for email discussions.

· Begin email discussion (MAS and SEC wkg) around clarity of : The DM Server shall be capable of using different and segregated security environments. 

· Begin email discussion (MAS and SEC wkg) to obtain the correct wording of a requirement for least privilege for Access management elements provided by the DM Server to the M2M Service Layer. 
1. Planning for next Meeting(s)
· None scheduled at the moment

· Extra Session: Mon, Mar 24th 13:00 UTC
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