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	Minutes

	Meeting title:
	REQ #32 

	Chair:
	Laurent Laporte, Laurent.laporte@sprint.com 

Rajesh Bhalla, rabhalla@zteusa.com   

Joerg Swetina, Joerg.Swetina@neclab.eu

	Secretary:
	Nicole Butler, ATIS, nbutler@atis.org

	Meeting Date:
	17 June – 20 June

	Meeting Details:
	TP#5, Seoul, South Korea


	Intended purpose of

document:
	 Decision

 Discussion

 Information

 Other <specify>


oneM2M IPR STATEMENT

Participation in, or attendance at, any activity of oneM2M, constitutes acceptance of and agreement to be bound by all provisions of IPR policy of the admitting Partner Type 1 and permission that all communications and statements, oral or written, or other information disclosed or presented, and any translation or derivative thereof, may without compensation, and to the extent such participant or attendee may legally and freely grant such copyright rights, be distributed, published, and posted on oneM2M’s web site, in whole or in part, on a non-exclusive basis by oneM2M or oneM2M Partners Type 1 or their licensees or assignees, or as oneM2M SC directs.
1   Opening of meeting 
· 1.1
Welcome
Laurent Laporte, WG1 Chair welcomed everyone to the WG 1 meeting.
· 1.2
Meeting Schedule 
· oneM2M-TP-2013-0256R0X-TP5_Schedule 
· Presented by Laurent Laporte, WG1 Chair 

· oneM2M-TP-2013-0256R0X-TP4_Schedule  NOTED
· 1.3
Meeting Logistics 
TTA was thanked for hosting the meeting.
· 1.4
Secretary Support 
Nicole Butler, WG1 Secretary.
· 1.5
Introduction of Observers 
As per the TP#5 meeting.
2
Review and Approval of Agenda
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0364R02-REQ_Agenda_Seoul
· Presented by Laurent Laporte (WG1 Chair)
· Participants AGREED to address late contributions (submitted after the June 9, 2013, deadline) as time permits.

· Edits were made resulting in oneM2M-REQ-2013-0364R03-REQ_Agenda_Seoul
· Decisions and Actions: 
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-036403-REQ_Agenda_Seoul was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0365-WG1_Schedule_During_TP_5
· Presented by Laurent Laporte (WG1 Chair)
· This will be a fluid document that will be updated daily for the information of participants.  

· Decisions and Actions:
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0365-WG1_Schedule_During_TP_5 was NOTED.

3  Review and Approval of Previous Minutes
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0342-Minutes 2013-06-06
· Presented by Laurent Laporte (WG1 Chair)
· Decisions and Actions:
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0342-Minutes 2013-06-06was AGREED.

4
Objectives for the Meeting

· freeze Requirements TS;
· Approve Use Case TR; and
· continue vocabulary and definitions discussion

· Notes:

· Changes requested after the “freeze” Release 1 will need to officially submitted as CRs.

· Other requirements submitted would be included in Release 2.
5
Work Items
NOTE: The list of documents shows all contributions to be discussed in this agenda item.  The order in which documents are opened may be different than the order shown in this list.
· Document oneM2M-TP-2013-0065R13, Use Case TR 
· Presented by the Chair

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution was uploaded ahead of the upload deadline, however edits needed to be made inside the window.  

· WG#1 can provisionally agree to approval of this document, and it will be brought to the TP for their approval.  With that there will be a 14 day electronic review for final approval.

· Edits were made towards the completion of this technical report resulting in the creation of oneM2M-TP-2013-0065R13.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-TP-2013-065R13, Use Case TR was NOTED. 

· Document oneM2M-TP-2013-0266, Use Case TR Approval Request was WITHDRAWN
· Document oneM2M-TP-2013-281, Change in Timeline for the Use Case TR 
· Presented by the Chair

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes an allowance for the possibility of newly-admitted Partner Type 2 members to contribute their Use Cases.

· The proposal suggests the revision period extend to two Technical Plenary meetings prior to the first oneM2M release at which time the TR would be closed to any further technical input while permitting editorial changes.

· Then the Technical Plenary approval date can be set for one Technical Plenary meeting prior to the first oneM2M release

· Discussion occurred regarding the relationship between the use case and requirements document.  Discussion further occurred regarding the effect this action would have on the current timeline.  
· It was noted this proposal would have to be approved by the TP.

· It was commented that having a more official naming convention for a living document (and having it clear on the document) is critical.  

· There was support for the concept, with the additional note that use cases are not bound to a release.  
· This proposal is not for the normative Requirements document, it is just a proposal for the informative Use Case document.

· The chair asked for support for the current schedule, and only two participants noted their support for that plan.  It was noted this discussion would be held in TP, however the consensus of the room was to support this proposed plan.

· The results of this discussion would be shared via e-mail and further discussed in the technical plenary.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-TP-2013-281, Change in Timeline for the Use Case TR was NOTED. 

· Documents oneM2M-TP-2013-0267, Liaison interaction of oneM2M with Underlying Networks and oneM2M-TP-2013-268, Liaison interaction of oneM2M with Underlying Networks
· Presented by the Chair

· Comments and Issues:

· These liaisons were received from 3GPP.  
· The Chair noted that it would be useful to draft a liaison to SA1 and SA3 specific information from oneM2M as well as letting them know what information oneM2M would like back.  

· Participants brainstormed some potential content for the reply liaison to be drafted:
· Decisions about the specific “audience” for this liaison will be discussed upon completion

· Invoke levels of QoS and make policy requests to the underlying network

· Discuss device triggering

· Addressing and external identifiers (?)

· Security features (what are they doing and how can oneM2M direct that work)   

· Sleep cycle and scheduling parameters

· Northbound

· Device group management

· Charging 

· Subscription

· Only reference TSB—there are other interfaces, and we should supply that information

· Broadcast/multi-cast interface

· Decisions and Actions:

· Documents oneM2M-TP-2013-0267, Liaison interaction of oneM2M with Underlying Networks and oneM2M-TP-2013-268, Liaison interaction of oneM2M with Underlying Networks were NOTED.  

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0327R01, CR to TR 0004, Definitions and Acronyms V0.0.3
· Presented by the Rapporteur
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution was presented as a change request for TR 0004.  
· Participants discussed the proposed changes.  There was some concerns that this document remains aligned with any agreements made in the Architecture working group.  
· All Architecture definitions will be discussed during the joint session.  

· Section 3.0, general information was AGREED.

· The definitions in Section 3.2A, were presented.  Some edits were made for clarity, and section 3.2 was AGREED.
· The definitions in Section 3.4C were presented, and it was noted that Common Service, CSE, CSEC and CSF would need to be discussed with the Architecture group.  

· The definitions in 3.7 were previously agreed and there were no objections to their inclusion in the CR.

· The changes in 3.10 were previously agreed and there were no objections to their inclusion in the CR.

· The changes in 3.15N were previously agreed and there were no objections to their inclusion in the CR.
· The changes in 3.20S were previously agreed and there were no objections to their inclusion in the CR.  M2M Service Infrastructure and M2M Service Provider were tabled will be discussed with the Architecture group.  The editor’s note was removed from this section.
· The changes in 3.22U were previously agreed and there were no objections to their inclusion in the CR.  The editor’s note was removed from this section. 
· The acronyms in section 44C will be discussed with Architecture.
· The acronyms for M2M and S&A were agreed.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0327R01, CR to TR 0004, Definitions and Acronyms V0.0.3 was NOTED.
6
Requirements
NOTE: The list of documents shows all contributions to be discussed in this agenda item.  The order in which documents are opened may be different than the order shown in this list.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0335R01 Definition of Local Context.
· Presented by Cisco

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes a definition for local context as used in a previously accepted requirement.
· Participants discussed this proposed definition.  Participants discussed the use of “dynamic” versus “static” metrics.  
· Considerable discussion occurred regarding the specific wording of this definition.  
· A change may be needed to OSR 33 to include “dynamic” local context, and a separate definition may be needed for “static.”

· Further edits are needed to refine this definition.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0335R01 Definition of Local Context was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0138R03 Requirements from use cases REQ-2013-0120 and REQ-2013-0137.
· Presented by NEC
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution provides several new proposed requirements.
· Participants discussed the first proposed requirement. For all the requirements discussion occurred regarding and their relationship to 3GPP.

· These requirements need further discussion for the specific wording. It was noted that Sprint is in agreement with this contribution.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0138R03 Requirements from use cases REQ-2013-0120 and REQ-2013-0137 was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0157R05 Requirements from Analytics Use Case.
· Presented by Cisco

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains additional material towards these proposed requirements.
· Seven requirements were proposed.  Discussion occurred regarding how these requirements would work within an M2M system.
· Concerns were expressed requiring the amount of effort this would put on a system.
· Participants expressed confusion regarding the goal of work on analytics in oneM2M.  Further discussion occurred regarding if these requirements are within the scope of current work.

· Requirement #1 was AGREED.  

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0157R05 Requirements from Analytics Use Case was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0157R06 Requirements from Analytics Use Case was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0177R05 EventTriggeredTaskExec_Reqs.
· Presented by Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents one proposed requirement for management.
· Discussion occurred regarding if it is the system or the application that fills this requirement.

· It was noted this requirement may need to be further harmonized with existing requirements.
· This concept was agreed in principle, further edits are needed.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0177R05 EventTriggeredTaskExec_Reqs was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0368 New section in Req TS on Design Principles and Guidelines.
· Presented by Cisco

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes a new section to the requirements document to capture design principles.
· If this new section is accepted then further proposals for text will be contributed.
· It was recommended that the title may be more appropriate as “non-functional” requirements.  This would an informative section.

· There were no objections to creating this new section.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0368 New section in Req TS on Design Principles and Guidelines was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0368R01 New section in Req TS on Design Principles and Guidelines was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0267R04 Requirements from Smart Parking Use Case.
· Presented by LGE

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes two requirements associated with the smart parking use case.
· The proposed change in the wording for R-001 was AGREED.

· Some wording changes were changed for requirements R-003.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0267R04 Requirements from Smart Parking Use Case was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0267R05 Requirements from Smart Parking Use Case was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0275R02 Requirements for REQ-0260 (Broadcasting - Multicasting).
· Presented by NEC

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents several new requirements.
· Participants discussed the first and second proposed requirements.  Some edits were made to remove listed examples.  Further edits were recommended for clarity and accuracy.

· With those edits, the first proposed requirement was AGREED.

·  The second and third proposed requirements were NOTED.
· The fourth proposed requirement was edited for clarity and NOTED 

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0275R02 Requirements for REQ-0260 (Broadcasting - Multicasting) was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0275R03 Requirements for REQ-0260 (Broadcasting - Multicasting) was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0316R01 Requirements from use case smart building.
· Presented by Huawei

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents one proposed requirement.  It was edited and further work is needed it was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0316R01 Requirements from use case smart building was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0320R01 oneM2M Supports Differentiated Quality of Service.
· Presented by AT&T

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents four proposed requirements.  
· Participants discussed requirement R-0001.  Discussion occurred regarding the intent of this requirement.  This requirement was edited for clarity and AGREED.  
· Participants discussed R-0002.  Edits were made for consistency with the previous requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.
· Participants discussed requirement R-0003.  Discussion occurred regarding if this requirement should be merged with a charging requirement, or exist as a separate requirement.   This requirement was AGREED as a requirement related to CHG 002.  NOTE: this requirement will need to be related to CHG 0002.
· Participants discussed requirement R-0004.  Edits were suggested to this requirement for clarity.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0320R01 oneM2M Supports Differentiated Quality of Service was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0320R02 oneM2M Supports Differentiated Quality of Service was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0287R04 Requirements on M2M communications.
· Presented by Sierra Wireless

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes text for three requirements.  
· Participants discussed OSR-SWIR-05.  Participants discussed the effect of this requirement on the underlying network.  Some additional work is needed for the wording in this requirement.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Participants discussed OSR-SWIR-06.  It was commented that this proposed requirement may already be covered in a current accepted requirement.  The contributor mentioned the intent is to provide a more explicit requirement.  Some edits were provided for clarity.  This requirement was AGREED.
· Participants discussed OSR-SWIR-07.  This requirement may be applicable to the “non-functional requirements” section on the document.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0287R04 Requirements on M2M communications was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0287R05 Requirements on M2M communications was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0347 Video Stream for Health.
· Presented by Continua

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains several proposed requirements. Participants discussed requirement R-xxx1.  Participants discussed if this is a service layer requirement.  The requirements are very industry specific and extraction of the relevant oneM2M service layer attributes may need to be extracted.  Edits were made to capture appropriate concept.  The contributor noted that being able to map to the specific verticals needed for Continua would be helpful.  Perhaps an informative Requirements TR would be useful for this translation, and further discussion is needed on that topic. 
· Participants continued review of the requirements to determine their appropriate mapping to oneM2M.  There are a lot of policy and QoS items in these proposed requirements.  It will be essential for Continua to receive assistance on these requirements.  The Chair recommended holding a virtual meeting to allow Continua to educate the group on their need so the appropriate requirements can be drafted.  
· This contribution was NOTED.

· The Chair will work with Continua to set up a virtual meeting as an education session geared towards their requirements.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0347 Video Stream for Health was NOTED.
· ACTION ITEM: The WG#1 Chair will work with Continua to set up a virtual meeting in order to educate WG#1 on their needs related to requirements.

· ACTION ITEM: The WG#1 Chair will initiate discussion on the need for an informative requirements TR via e-mail.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0348 Waveform for Health.
· Presented by Continua

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution was discussed and it was noted the content was similar to -347.  This contribution was noted.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0348 Waveform for Health was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0325R04 Requirements on Multiple M2M Systems Interaction.
· Presented by CATT

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains two proposed requirements.
· Participants discussed the use of “service infrastructure” in these proposed requirements, and noted that they may be similar to existing requirements. 

· Particular concerns were noted regarding the inclusion of requirement CHG-xx1.  
· These requirements were NOTED.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0325R04 Requirements on Multiple M2M Systems Interaction was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0329 Evolution requirements.
· Presented by Cisco

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents two proposed requirements.
· Participants discussed proposed requirement OSR-0xx.  Participants discussed if this requirement contains new information or is already contained elsewhere in the document.  It was also suggested that these requirements may fit into the new section 7 for non-functional requirements.
· Several participants noted their support of this concept, and there was no objection to the concept.  
· OSR-0xx was AGREED.  

· OSR-0yy was discussed. It was noted that this requirement should be separated into two. In the first sentence, some suggested edits occurred for clarity.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0329 Evolution requirements was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0329R01 Evolution requirements was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0333R01 Sleepy Nodes Requirements.
· Presented by Interdigital

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes two requirements.
· Future discussions may be needed regarding any dependencies this requirement creates.  It was clarified that implementation issues are not being discussed at this point.  
· It was noted some clarity may be needed in the wording to more clearly represent the intent of the requirements.  Further explanation of “sleep” in an M2M system may be required.  This requirement is agreed in principle, however the additional refinement is needed, 
· These requirements are NOTED.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0333R01 Sleepy Nodes Requirements was NOTED.
7.
Joint REQ/SEC Session
NOTE: The list of documents shows all contributions to be discussed in this agenda item.  The order in which documents are opened may be different than the order shown in this list.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0189R07 Requirements Remote Maintenance Service.
· Presented by Fujitsu
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents two proposed requirements.  
· The first requirement was discussed and edits were proposed.  The requirement, as edited, was AGREED.
· The second requirement was discussed.  It was noted a contribution defining Hardware Security Module (HSM) would be very useful.  The second requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0189R07 Requirements Remote Maintenance Service was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0189R08 Requirements Remote Maintenance Service was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0194 New Security Requirements.
· Presented by Gemalto

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0194 New Security Requirements was WITHDRAWN.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0311 Security Requirements Wellness Services.
· Presented by KDDI
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents one proposed requirement.  “Device” was added to this requirement.  Further discussion occurred regarding the intent of this contribution.  
· This requirement was AGREED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0311R01 Security Requirements Wellness Services was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0311R02 Security Requirements Wellness Services was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0323R02 Security Requirements in Traffic Accident Information Collection.
· Presented by CATT

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents one proposed requirement.  
· Some concerns were expressed regarding having examples listed in the requirement.

· This requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0323R02 Security Requirements in Traffic Accident Information Collection was NOTED.

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0326R02 Security Requirements on Multiple M2M Systems Interaction.
· Presented by CATT

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes two requirements.
· It was suggested to change “M2M System” to “M2M Service Provider.”
· Further discussion occurred regarding the intent of these requirements, and if they are intended to address interworking.
· These requirements were NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0326R02 Security Requirements on Multiple M2M Systems Interaction was NOTED.

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0331 Security Requirement from Smart Parking Use Case.
· Presented by LGE

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes one requirement.  It was noted this requirement is related to the parking use case.  It was recommended that the example be removed.  
· This requirement was NOTED.
· The contributor presented a proposed revision in oneM2M-REQ-2013-0331R01.  Further edits were made to clarify this requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.  
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0331 Security Requirement from Smart Parking Use Case was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0331R02 Security Requirement from Smart Parking Use Case was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0332R01 Some M2M Generic Security Requirements.
· Presented by CATT

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes three generic security requirements.
· In discussing the first requirement, concerns were expressed regarding how a group can be authenticated.  Edits are needed and this requirement was NOTED.
· For the second proposed requirement, discussion resulted in this requirement also being NOTED.
· The third requirement was discussed and NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0332R01 Some M2M Generic Security Requirements was NOTED.

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0341 Pending security requirements from WG4.
· Presented by Gemalto

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents several proposed requirements.
· Participants discussed requirement HLR 182 rev.  Edits were made for clarity.  This requirement was AGREED.
· Participants discussed the New proposed requirement from Gemalto.  It was suggested this is not a measurable requirement and should therefore be placed in the new Section 7 as a design principle.  It was suggested that a functional requirement may also be needed in this area, and edits were made. This requirement was AGREED.
· Requirement HLR 179 (split 2) was discussed.  Some edits were made for clarity.  Due to significant discussion this requirement was NOTED.
· The New proposal from Cisco had been previously NOTED and was not discussed here.

· Participants discussed requirements RP-03, 04 and 05.  Participants discussed if RP-03 is covered in existing requirements.   Due to discussion, further edits were made for clarity.  RP-03 was AGREED.  

· RP-05 was discussed.  Edits were made for clarity.  It was noted that a definition is needed for “stakeholder.”  RP-05 was NOTED.

· RP-04 was NOTED.  
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0341 Pending security requirements from WG4 was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0341R01 Pending security requirements from WG4 was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0343R03 Requirements on credentials bootstrapping.
· Presented by Sierra Wireless

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains two proposed requirements.
· The first proposed requirement, SWR-04, was discussed.  It was noted there may need to be editorial changes to current requirements for consistency in saying “use” in place of “leverage.”  Further edits were recommended to the first requirement.   With the edits, this requirement was AGREED.

· Discussion occurred regarding the use of the term “bootstrapping” versus “provision.”  Edits were made to this requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0343R03 Requirements on credentials bootstrapping was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0343R04 Requirements on credentials bootstrapping was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0344R02 (edited to -0344R03) Key Management Requirements.
· Presented by CATT

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents one proposed requirement towards general security requirements.  
· Edits were made to this requirement for clarity, and an additional requirement was added to the contribution.
· Significant discussion occurred regarding the exact wording of these requirements.  Following significant discussion this requirement was NOTED.
· The new requirement RS-xx was discussed.  Concerns continued to be expressed regarding the role of secure environments in these requirements.  This requirement was noted.
· The contributor presented an updated revision, oneM2M-REQ-2013-0344R05.  This requirement was AGREED.  
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-034403 Key Management Requirements was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-034405 Key Management Requirements was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0347 Video Streaming for Health (R-xxx7 and R-xxx9).
· Presented by Continua
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains two requirements for video that overlap with security—R-xxx7 and R-xxx9.  
· Edits were recommended to these requirements for clarity.  It was commented that there may already be requirements accepted relating to overall M2M security.
· Participants further asked if audio should be included in these requirements.

· Further discussion is needed for these requirements and they were NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0347 Video Streaming for Health (R-xxx7 and R-xxx9) was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0348 Waveform for Health (R-xxx4 and R-xxx5).
· Presented by Continua 
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains two requirements for video that overlap with security—R-xxx4 and R-xxx5.  

· R-xxx5 is the same as was presented in -0347, so participants discussed R-xxx4.  
· Audio will also be needed for these requirements and editing will occur off-line.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0348 Waveform for Health (R-xxx4 and R-xxx5) was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0363R01 Broad authorization requirement.
· Presented by Cisco
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains one proposed requirement.
· Discussion occurred regarding the intent of this requirement, and edits were made for clarity.  An editor’s note was added noting an area of further study for this requirement.  
· This proposed requirement was AGREED

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0363R01 Broad authorization requirement was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0363R02 Broad authorization requirement was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0367 Good practice_security_requirements.
· Presented by Cisco
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes three requirements.
· Participants discussed SER-0x1.  An edit was made for clarity.

· Participants discussed SER-0x2.  There was some question on the meaning of “efficiently” in this requirement.  It was further suggested that the first two requirements might be most appropriate in the new Section 7 of the document.
· Regarding SER-0x3, it was noted that there are deployment issues inherent in this requirement.  

· These requirements were noted.  

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0367 Good Practice Security Requirements was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0372 Requirements regarding Remote Maintenance services Use Case_part 2 .
· Presented by Fujitsu
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes one requirement. Several edits were made to this requirement.  Considerable discussion occurred regarding the intent of this requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0372 Requirements regarding Remote Maintenance services Use Case_part 2  was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0372R01 Requirements regarding Remote Maintenance services Use Case_part 2  was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0376 Security Requirements leftover from REQ 0341.
· Presented by Gemalto

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains three requirements.
· Participants discussed HLR 179 (split).  This requirement was AGREED.

· Participants discussed RP-05.  Some edits were made to clarify the intent of this requirement.  A note was added to this requirement to clarify the scope of the requirement.  This requirement, as edited, was AGREED.  
· Participants discussed RP-04, and this requirement was deleted. 

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0376 Security Requirements leftover from REQ 0341 was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0376R01 Security Requirements leftover from REQ 0341 was AGREED.
8.
Joint REQ/MAS Session

NOTE: The list of documents shows all contributions to be discussed in this agenda item.  The order in which documents are opened may be different than the order shown in this list.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0173R04 Input Requirements for M2M Service Provisioning for Equipment with Built-in M2M Device.
· Presented by Huawei
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes several requirements.

· The first requirement was discussed, and some edits were made. With these edits HLR-A (the first two lines) was AGREED.
· The second requirement was discussed.  Some edits were made and a note was added for clarity.  With these edits requirement HLR-B was NOTED.
· Participants discussed the proposed requirement HLR-C.  Edits were made for clarity.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Participants discussed proposed requirement HLR-D.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Participants discussed the proposed requirement HLR-E.  This requirement may already be covered in existing requirements.  This requirement was NOTED.

· Participants discussed proposed requirement HLR-F.  This requirement was NOTED.

· Participants discussed proposed requirement HLR-G.  This requirement was NOTED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0173R04 Input Requirements for M2M Service Provisioning for Equipment with Built-in M2M Device was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0173R05 Input Requirements for M2M Service Provisioning for Equipment with Built-in M2M Device was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0313R01 Input Requirements on Management.
· Presented by Huawei

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution contains several proposed requirements. Three are changes to existing requirements, and three are new proposed requirements.
· MGR-001 was edited, and was AGREED with the edits.
· MGR-007 and MGR-009 were discussed and AGREED

· MGR-x3 was discussed.  Edits were made for consistency with terminology with the Architecture group.  A definition of static will be needed.  This requirement was NOTED.
· MGR-x4 and MGR-x5 were edited and AGREED.

· It was noted the agreed terminology for the requirements TS is to use M2M Area Network, and the Chair will take the action to make that update in the TS.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0313R01 Input Requirements on Management was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0313R02 Input Requirements on Management was AGREED.
· ACTION ITEM:  The Chair will update the Requirements TS to consistently use the term M2M Area Network.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0375 Input requirements on management.
· Presented by Huawei

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution presents one proposed requirement.

· This requirement was AGREED.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0375 Input requirements on management was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0345 Consolidated ABS-Related Requirements from WG5.
· Presented by NEC

· Comments and Issues:
· Participants discussed ABS-03.  This requirement was AGREED.
· Participants discussed ABS-04.  This requirement was AGREED.

· Participants discussed ABS-07.  This requirement was AGREED.

· Participants discussed ABS-08.  Edits were made to this proposed requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.

· Participants discussed ABS-09.  It was noted that the definitions will be updated as appropriate.  This requirement was AGREED.

· Participants discussed ABS-010.  Discussion occurred regarding the intent of this requirement.  Edits were made to this proposed requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.

· Participants discussed ABS-02.  Further edits were made to this proposed requirement.  This requirement was AGREED.
· All definitions will be submitted in a separate CR. 

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0345 Consolidated ABS-Related Requirements from WG5  was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0345R01 Consolidated ABS-Related Requirements from WG5  was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0351R02 Semantics Requirements and Definitions.
· Presented by Interdigital

· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes two requirements.
· Participants discussed ABS-12 and -13.  Some edits were suggested to edit the reference to a virtual device.    Discussion occurred regarding the relationship between analytics and semantics.  Further edits were made for clarity.
· ABS-12 was AGREED.

· ABS-13 was AGREED.
· The definitions will be placed in a CR.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0351R02 Semantics Requirements and Definitions was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0351R03 Semantics Requirements and Definitions was AGREED.
· Document oneM2M-MAS-2013-0041R01 Opened ABS related requirements.
· Presented by NEC

· Comments and Issues:

· Participants discussed ABS-x1.  Edits were made for clarity.  Concerns were expressed regarding the intent of this requirement, particularly with regards to references to semantics and management.  These requirements were NOTED.

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-MAS-2013-0041R01 Opened ABS related requirements  was NOTED.
9.
Joint ARC/REQ Session

NOTE: The list of documents shows all contributions to be discussed in this agenda item.  The order in which documents are opened may be different than the order shown in this list.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0352R01 Associating Preferred Communication Characteristics.
· Presented by Qualcomm
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution has one proposed requirement.
· Participants discussed proposed requirement CRH-xxxA.  Concerns were expressed that this requirement also proposes a solution.  Some edits were proposed to address these concerns. When the room was polled, there was a fair amount of support for the requirement, with wording changes requested for clarity and accuracy.  This requirement will be circulated via e-mail to refine the wording and be discussed at a future meeting.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0352R01 Associating Preferred Communication Characteristics was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0353 Communication Policy.
· Presented by Qualcomm
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0353 Communication Policy was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0354 Local Context and Communication Policy.
· Presented by Qualcomm

· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0354 Local Context and Communication Policy was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0355 Communication Policy Requirements.
· Presented by Qualcomm

· Comments and Issues:

· Participants discussed requirement R-0004.  Suggested edits were proposed for clarity and consistency with existing requirements.  Discussion continued on the use of “shall” in this requirement.  
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0355 Communication Policy Requirements was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-ARC-2013-0269R02 Definitions of Nodes.
· Presented by LGE
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes several definitions for nodes
· (Please see discussion for contribution -0288 as both contributions were presented at once)
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0269R02 Definitions of Nodes was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-ARC-2013-0288 Working assumptions for multiple CSE instances.
· Presented by NEC
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution proposes several assumptions for instances of multiple CSEs.
· It was commented that this may be a forward looking contribution, but may not be appropriate for the current release.  A participant noted current focus for oneM2M is on single CSEs. There was support for a single CSE per node, as opposed to the instances of multiple nodes.  There were comments for and against both proposed views in the contribution.
· Decisions and Actions:

· Document oneM2M-REQ-2013-0288 Working assumptions for multiple CSE instances was NOTED.
· Document oneM2M-ARC-2013-0293R04 TP#05 WG2 Drafting Session Discussions.
· Presented by Sierra Wireless, for discussion
· Comments and Issues:

· This contribution provides a list of Common Service Functions (CSFs) as discussed by WG#2.  
· The goal of this discussion is to determine the path forward for the work, and to determine what is needed to determine the work is complete.  
· Items that may be missing from the CSF list were added, such as tracking of reachability status and semantics based discovery per subscription.    
· There will need to be an exercise undertaken to map the accepted requirements to this list.  

· The Chairs asked about prioritizations for Release 1.  It was recommended that abstractions as explicit functions could be removed from the first release.  Another participant felt all the high level items are integral.  It was recommended that data management might be addressed in TMF, and may not need to be a priority here.  Another participant also noted data management, in addition to session management and even security as not required for Release 1.  Other participants suggested paring down the functions within the CSFs, but maintaining the high-level topics.  The emerging consensus was that there is a subset within each CSF that should be addressed for prioritization. 
· It was proposed that even a minimally functional delivery has validity, particularly if it contains a future outline.  It was noted that it is necessary that the solution be deployable. 

· The current set of high-level CSFs had been pared down over time already with the goal of producing Release 1.

· The Chairs further asked if the current timeframe is realistic given the current high-level CSFs.  The current goal is a first release of a minimally deployable solution by the end of 4th Q 2013.  Participants discussed this proposed date.  It was noted that the initial delivery date was provided by oneM2M leadership (and agreed as tentative dates by membership), as a goal to move the work.  The leadership asked if the date is not met, what is achievable, and what are the consequences of moving the date.

· It was noted that is the goal is not met another organization may reach the solution ahead of this group, and the efforts of this group will be wasted.
· If the goal is a deployable solution, then the list of priorities has to reflect what is needed to make that happen.

· The Chairs of WG#1 and WG#2 will report to the TP the results of this discussion noting the initial list of CSF’s is seen as appropriate, and the details in each CSF need to be addressed and prioritized.  The timeline will be discussed in the Technical Plenary.

· Contribution oneM2M-ARC-2013-0293R04 will be treated by WG#2.
10
Generate and Agree WG1 Report to Technical Plenary 

· The WG1 Chair will produce this report due to meeting time constraints.
11   Planning of Next Meeting
· The Chair will follow up with Continua to set up a conference call to discuss their use cases, in line with the Action Item.  This will be an ad hoc meeting but will be announced on the e-mail exploder as normal.

· The Chair presented a proposal for the path forward on the Requirements document.  He noted there are roughly 34 documents still outstanding towards this document.  He presented several options and discussed the pros and cons for each option, then opened the floor for discussion of these options:
· Maintain FREEZE at TP#5

· Electronic meetings between TP#5 and TP#6

· Interim face-to-face WG1 meeting (3 days)

· Append WG1 meeting to TP#6 (Fri-Sun)

· Additional meeting time during TP#6 (Night meetings)

· Participants discussed the options, with some participants voicing support for maintaining the freeze at TP#5, and some finding that option unacceptable.

· It was also suggested that only the unopened documents from TP#5 be addressed (12) at TP#6.  Possible electronic approval processes were also recommended.  Participants were also encouraged to address any issues in noted documents in order to run things as efficiently as possible and less critical requirements should be considered for withdrawal.
· It was further clarified that the assumption in this conversation is that no NEW requirements will be received.  

· Following discussion, the Chair noted that it does not seem to be an option to freeze the document at this meeting.

· The Chair recommended a Sunday evening meeting at TP#6.  He also recommended a small ad hoc gather to review the requirements and initiate e-mail discussions.  
Conference call schedule--Thursdays 13:00 GMT for 2 hours.
· July 11, 2013 to discuss the proposed liaison to 3GPP.
· July 25, 2013, to discuss requirements
12  
Any other Businesses 

There was no other business.
13  
Closure of Meeting 
Laurent Laporte, REQ WG 1 Chair closed the meeting.
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Annex 2
Document Dispositions

	Document Number
	Title
	Comment
	Disposition

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0364R02
	Seoul WG1 Agenda
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0342
	REQ_Minutes_2013-06-06
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-TP-2013-0266
	Use Case TR Approval Request
	
	Withdrawn

	oneM2M-REQ-2012-0065R13
	Use Case TR
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-TP-2012-281
	Change in Timeline for the Use Case TR
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0327R01
	CR to  TR 0004 Definitions and Acronyms V0.0.3
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0138R03
	Requirements from use cases REQ-2013-0120 and REQ-2013-0137
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0157R06
	Requirements from Analytics Use Case
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0177R05
	EventTriggeredTaskExec_Reqs
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0368R01
	New section in Req TS on Design Principles and Guidelines
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0335R01
	Definition of Local Context
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0267R05
	Requirements from Smart Parking Use Case
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0275R03
	Requirements for REQ-0260 (Broadcasting - Multicasting)
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0287R05
	Requirements on M2M communications
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	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0316R01
	Requirements from use case smart building
	
	Noted
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	oneM2M Supports Differentiated Quality of Service
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	Sleepy Nodes Requirements
	
	Noted
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	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0348
	Waveform for Health
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0189R08
	Requirements Remote Maintenance Service
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0194
	New Security Requirements
	
	Withdrawn
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	Security Requirements Wellness Services
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	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0323R02
	Security Requirements in Traffic Accident Information Collection
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	Some M2M Generic Security Requirements
	
	Noted 
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	Pending security requirements from WG4
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	Requirements on credentials bootstrapping
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	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0344R05
	Key Management Requirements
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0347
	Video Streaming for Health (R-xxx7 and R-xxx9)
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0348
	Waveform for Health (R-xxx4 and R-xxx5)
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0363R02
	Broad authorization requirement
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0367
	Good practice_security_requirements
	
	Noted 

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0376R01
	Security Requirements leftover from REQ 0341
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	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0372R01
	Requirements regarding Remote Maintenance services Use Case_part 2  
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0173R05
	Input Requirements for M2M Service Provisioning for Equipment with Built-in M2M Device
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0313R02
	Input requirements on management
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0375
	Input requirements on management
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0345R01
	Consolidated ABS-related requirements from WG5
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0351R03
	Semantics requirements and definitions
	
	Agreed

	oneM2M-MAS-2013-0041R01
	Opened ABS related requirements
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0352R01
	Associating Preferred Communication Characteristics
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0353
	Communication Policy
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0354
	Local Context and Communication Policy
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-REQ-2013-0355
	Communication Policy Requirements
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0269R02
	Definitions of Nodes
	
	Noted

	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0288
	Working assumptions for multiple CSE instances
	
	Noted


Action Items
	Action ID
	Details of the action

	Person Responsible
	

	Status
	

	A-WG1-2013-001
	The WG#1 Chair will work with Continua to set up a virtual meeting in order to educate WG#1 on their needs related to requirements.

	Laurent LaPorte
	

	Open
	

	A-WG1-2013-002
	The WG#1 Chair will initiate discussion on the need for an informative requirements TR via e-mail.

	Laurent LaPorte
	

	Open
	

	A-WG1-2013-003
	The WG#1 Chair will update the Requirements TS to consistently use the term M2M Area Network.

	Laurent LaPorte
	

	Open
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