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1
Opening of the meeting


1.1
Welcome
The chair opened the meeting and welcomed the participants. 
1.2
Schedule 

· 12noon – 14.00 PRO AdHoc 

· We may continue until 15.00 UTC

1.3
IPR reminder
The Chair reminded the participants of the IPR policy.
2
Review & Approval of Agenda


PRO-2014-0210R02-WG3_PRO_10_8_Agenda
PRO-2014-0210R02 was NOTED

PRO-2014-0210R03 was NOTED

PRO-2014-0210R04 was AGREED 
3
Review & Approval of Previous Minutes


PRO-2014-0213R01-10_5_Minutes
Revision uploaded 02 June. Will be accepted by email on 09 June 
4
Status of deliverables on work programme area

Baselines available on server after TP-10.0

· TS-0004 V0.3.2, 8 April, Rapporteurs: Shingo Fujimoto 

· Core Protocol TS v0.4.0 in work programme area & 

· PRO-2014-0184R02

· TS-0008 V0.2.0, 10 April, Rapporteur: SeongYoon Kim

· TS-0009 V0.2.0, 18 April - Rapporteur: SeungMyeong Jeong 

· TS-0009 v0.2.0 in PRO-2014-0183R01

· TS-0010 V0.1.2, 11 April, Rapporteur: Peter Niblett

· TR-0009 V0.6.0, 22 April (frozen), Rapporteurs: Richard Brennan, Phil Jacobs – V0.6.1 approval by correspondence
5
Review of Objectives for the Meeting

Discussion on contributions for WG3
6.
Action Item Status

	Item #
	Document Number(S)
	Short name
	Source
	Status

	5.
	PRO-2014-0113R10
	Call for volunteers/Issues list on TS-0004

· When each area will be contributed (month)?

· Is there a volunteer for all the unassigned topics?
	WG Chairman & Vice Chairman
	Revised

Need to Review

	7
	PRO-2014-0205
	Template for oneM2M Resource Type Definition
· Revised template - noted

· Revision expected
	S.FUJIMOTO on behalf of WG3 Drafting Team
	To Be Used


7
Contributions
PRO-2014-0113R10- Issues_-_topics_for_volunteers
Presented by Phil Jacobs
Comments and Issues

· More volunteers still needed. Those who have already volunteered have committed to covering much of the open issues – further volunteers to fill the empty areas were requested.

· Questions raised on whether or not the architecture document should still be used as the basis for filling the empty sections. It was suggested that contributors names should be put into the empty sections. Shingo will go through the spec and see which areas still need volunteers and will request volunteers during TP11
ACTION: Shingo to make a list of which areas still need work and if no volunteer has come forward he will allocate names to that area
PRO-2014-0205- Template for oneM2M Resource Type Definition
Presented by Shingo Fujimoto, Fujitsu 
Comments and Issues

· Contribution 0215 contains latest version of the agreed part of the templates
PRO-2014-0205 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0212- Proposed_Conference_calls_btween_TP_11&TP_12
Presented by Ray Forbes, Chair WG3
Comments and Issues

· Confirmed that the interim meeting in Sophia Antipolis will start on Wednesday morning at 09:00. This information is important for booking hotel rooms.
· This contribution mentions 12 noon start rather than the usual 13:00. There were some concerns about the early hour for at least one of the participants. 

· There was a suggestion that the ARC group may not need all of their conference call slots and it may be possible for PRO to take at least some of these slots and have 2 shorter calls per week at the usual time of 13:00. 
· It was also suggested that one call could be the regular 2 hours on Tuesday and 1 hour on Wednesday however concerns were raised over having back to back meetings. Some joint calls could be scheduled with SEC who have already reserved their slots
ACTION: Chair to discuss this with the chairs of the other working groups

· Freeze of the specifications was discussed:

· it was felt that TP#11 is too early to freeze the PRO specifications and it was suggested that the freeze should be scheduled for TP#12 as we do have enough meetings and calls scheduled to advance the work sufficiently.
· Concerns raised over this as it was felt that it was very (too) ambitious. 
· It was suggested that this should be discussed during the coordination meeting prior to TP#11or during TP#11 itself,

· concerns raised about this as input is needed from the entire working group before agreeing to freeze at TP#12 - there are still some open issues where we do not know who will actually do the work. 
· Feature freeze vs Document freeze was discussed and it was pointed out that ‘feature freeze’ does not exist in oneM2M, although the ARC working group has used this idea.
·  Concerns also raised over freezing too early where the specs may be felt to be too immature to be implementable. 
· The schedule should be reviewed after shortly after TP#11. Suggested putting together a list of features which need to be in the document before it can be frozen.
PRO-2014-0212 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0232- Candidate_for_approval
Presented by Phil Jacobs, Cisco
Comments and Issues

· The Rapporteurs will not attend TP#11 next week however he will join some of the early morning sessions via telephone
PRO-2014-0232 was NOTED

PRO-2014-0232 expected
PRO-2014-0234- TR-50_Protocol_Description
Presented by Mihai Voicu, ILS Technology
Comments and Issues

· need to clarify what two things are being bound together

· do not need to repeat publish date. Suggestion to add some information on new releases or future work
· add a line to the dependencies to explain what it needs to operate. It was suggested that a figure may be useful
· shouldn’t be talking about the oneM2M X interface
· Revision expected to be agreed by correspondence – this will enable the rapporteurs to update the TR during  the F2F meeting so that it can be approved on Friday morning to be approved by the TP on Friday afternoon.
· PRO-2014-0234 was NOTED

· PRO-2014-0234R01 – Approval by correspondence – Friday 06 June
PRO-2014-0216-Response_Status_Clause
Presented by Phil Jacobs, Cisco
Comments and Issues

· It was suggested that there is a need to support multiple codes at the same time
· some details on what the reason for the rejection is needed

· questions raised over the provision of the version number 

·  some questions on the acknowledgements – is more information needed here?

· if message received – resource does not exist – originator has a choice of actions to take however it was not felt possible to standardize the actions at present. There was a suggestion that some normative text could be added to give guidance.
· Was suggested that the codes could be randomly assigned (sequentially) 
· Need to clearly mention what the response will be after a request has been made – this is included in the architecture document

· Was suggested that some ‘memory’ may be needed regarding what the outgoing request was when the incoming response is received
· Questions raised over the numeric code 0010 and it was explained that whatever the receiver version is should be clear in the message. It was suggested that it should be explained which codes are valid for each version as this would avoid the need to send the version. Already allocated codes should not be redefined in later versions. It was stressed that they must be backward and forward compatible
· Clarification will be needed on how the receiver will know what version the originator has used 

PRO-2014-0216 was NOTED
PRO-2014-0216R01 expected
PRO-2014-0215-Draft Core Protocol TS v0.4.2
Presented by Shingo Fujimoto, Fujitsu 
Comments and Issues

· Clarification requested on annex Z on the ‘actual data type’ and ‘data type ID’ – it was agreed that these do need to be clarified further 
· Request that the most recent xsds used should be included in the  zip file with the next versions of the draft Core Protocol

· Questions raised over the third table – the default values and constraints column was not felt to be sufficient and a different table has been used in some other contributions

PRO-2014-0152R01 was NOTED
6
Planning for next Meetings
6.1
Face to Face

· PRO11.0 Week 09-13 June 2014, Xi’an China

· PRO11.1 interim Ad’hoc Monday 16 Wednesday – 18 June Beijing China

· Those intending to attend this interim meeting must register before the end of next week.
· PRO11.x interim Wednesday 23 - Friday 25 July ETSI (Sophia-Antipolis)
8
Any other business

PRO-2014-0195R03 was on approval by correspondence and as no comments have been received it is agreed
PRO-2014-0195R03 was AGREED 
9
Closure of meeting

The Chair closed the meeting.
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