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[bookmark: _Toc257905511]2	Introduction
Since the Singapore face to face meeting, 9 meetings via conference calls were held 30 Sept, 7 Oct, 14 Oct, 21 Oct, 27 Oct, 4 Nov, 11 Nov, 18 Nov, 25th Nov and 2 Dec.
The focus was on H.IPTV-AM.0 high priority items identified in Singapore:
a.    Aggregation functional block might be having some additional function blocks. 
b.    EUMF description in SCF, network, CDF. 
c.    More configuration and examples. 
d.    Metadata section should be reviewed, including fig 12. 
e.    Mission/directives/ID/addressing/recombination
Several discussion documents and proposed changes were presented, discussed and modified. Summaries of meetings were produced and distributed via email, which included agreed changes and open issues. Agreed changes were incorporated into a new draft revision output document of H.IPTV-AM.0.
This document summarises the agreed changes and remaining open issues
[bookmark: _Toc257905513]3	Agreements reached
Agreed changes to AM0, listed by clause, are as follows :
· Clause 3 – added definition for white-list
· Clause 4 - There were numbers of terms have been modified, such as AMF, TD-AMF, SCF-AMF, CDF-AMF, NT-AMF. Those modifications are reflected within this entire draft Recommendation [H.IPTV-AM.0] and will extend to AM.1 and AM.2.
· Clause 6 - the diagram of Audience measurement overview was modified.
· Clause 7 - the diagram of Audience measurement functional architecture overview was modified to align with the new terms used. Non AM IPTV functions were removed.
· Clause 8 -  terminology changed.
· Clause 9 - the detailed diagram of Audience measurement functional architecture has been modified. The related descriptions were changed. 
· Clause 10 -  terms were modified in order to align with the terms used in other places.
· Clause 11 -  terms were modified in order to align with the terms used in other places. 
· Clause 12 -  There were new clause and diagrams added from previous draft version. The major part are the new added example of configuration on AMF and Aggregation functions. Some examples of configuration text were removed to go into appendix. 
· Clause 13 - terminology changed.
· Clause 14 - metadata tables were changed. 
· Clause 15 - terminology changed.
· Clause 16 - the term of reference points diagram were changed and one new reference point A5 was added to reflect communicating between Aggregation function and Home Network functions.
· Clause 17 - terminology changed..
· Appendix VI - terms in diagram were changed.

We agreed that excerpts of AM0 (clauses 1-8, 14) and AM1 (clause 9) should be sent to 3 organizations - AAAA, MRC and Esomar. AM0 and AM1 excerpts were created and posted (as 375 and 376) for the liaison to AAAA, MRC and Esomar with a modified liaison statement.

[bookmark: _Toc257905514]4	Open issues
1 – Strategy for producing a quality recommendation for consent in March. We have made good progress on the high priority items however there is much more work needed. We plan on continuing holding weekly conference calls. Our strategy needs further discussion.
2 – The small number of contributors is really the limiting issue. We should continue to try to enroll a broad cross-section of contributors.
3 – Mechanisms for non-TD audience management functions. We distinguished naming of the audience management functions and started discussions about the differences in their capabilities. We need to decide where to document the differences in AMF capabilities.. Assuming that non-TD audience management functions are to be covered to the same degree (e.g. configuration) as TD-AMF, more work in this area is needed.
4 – Work was started on a clause regarding metadata for configuration. More work in this area is needed. 
5 - A new clause on report metadata may be needed. Further discussion is required.
6  - Work was started on an appendix to show AMF configuration examples. More work in this area is needed.
7 – Further work was started on User permissions schemes, this may lead to a third permission method. More work in this area is needed.
8 – The use case for end-users asserting permissions among their devices was discussed due to the added complexity of supporting sets of permitted devices. Further discussion is needed.
9 – Work was started on an AMF configuration object diagram. This intersects with work on User permission schemes. More work in this area is needed.
10 – Work was progressed on a simple configuration flow diagram, a more detailed diagram needs to be added as an appendix.
11 – We discussed that aggregation functions can adapt stakeholders’ orders to minimise the work of AMFs while still fulfilling the orders. We need to add some examples into the appendix for implementation considerations.
12 - We discussed supporting measurement by specifying user type, event type and/or user context. We need to further consider the implications of these methods and add if technically supportable.
13 - We discussed if we can ask for one element to be measured and expect multiple data to be reported e.g. asking for device configuration which returms many data. This needs more discussion.
14 – Figure 1 needs clarification and description of « Other IPTV functions » 
15 – We started discussion regarding « Other IPTV functions » in the architectural figures, and agreed to create a new figure that will show interfaces to « Other IPTV functions » in a service-independent manner. The new diagram is to be added with text in either clause 7.2 or 14.
16 – We started discussion regarding the relationship between one or more IPTV SPs, Network providers, and Measurement providers. This may have wide implications. More discussion is needed.
17 - We discussed the need to review all blocks to determine which ones should be considered as “optional”. This needs more discussion.
18 – We support a null report but we should consider whether the null report idea is useful
19 – A consolidated table of AMF requirements would be better than the distributed and inconsistent list of requirements currently in AM0. This area needs work.
20 -  We have yet to agree on whether multiple services should be included in a single « measurement request » or if each service must each have their own « measurement request ».

[bookmark: _Toc257905521]5	Next meetings
Weekly conference calls will be continued following the Pune meeting.
https://www1.gotomeeting.com/join/536391448
Meeting Password: q13iptv
Meeting ID: 536-391-448 
3pm Geneva time, Thursdays

The work focus will remain on the top priority items plus we will start cleaning up the document after the Pune meeting
_____________
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