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Introduction
This contribution addresses the behaviour of <group> resource specific procedure for Create and Update operation and behaviour of <fanOutPoint> resource corresponding to fanOut request to each member.
There can be scenarios when the remote CSE is not reachable for a long time and this scenario must be considered in the specifications.

When the remote group member is unreachable, the specification is not clear on the time window for which the hosting CSE must wait before declaring remote member to be not validated.
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
10.2.7.2
Create <group>
This procedure shall be used for creating a <group> resource.

Table 10.2.7.2-1: <group> CREATE

	<group> CREATE 

	Associated Reference Point
	Mcc, Mca and Mcc'

	Information in Request message
	From: Identifier of the AE or the CSE that initiates the Request

To: The address of the <CSEBase>, <AE>, or <remoteCSE> where the <group> resource is intended to be Created

Content: The representation of the <group> resource for which the attributes are described in clause 9.6.13

	Processing at Originator before sending Request
	The Originator shall request to Create a <group> resource by using the CREATE operation. The request shall address <CSEBase>, <remoteCSE> or <AE> resource of a Hosting CSE. The Request shall also provide memberIDs and may provide expirationTime attributes.For members which are of type <group>, the originator shall suffix the  ‘/fopt' to that ‘memberID‘ during group creation if the originator wants to fan-out the group request to each member of that sub-<group>, else originator shall not  suffix the  ‘/fopt' to that ‘memberID‘. The Originator may be an AE or a CSE

	Processing at Receiver
	For the CREATE procedure, the Receiver shall:

· Check if the Originator has CREATE permissions on the target resource

· Check the validity of the provided attributes

· Validate that there are no duplicate members present in the memberIDs attribute

· Validate that the resource type of every member on each member Hosting CSE conforms to the memberType attribute in the request, if the memberType attribute of the <group> resource is not 'mixed'. Set the memberTypeValidated attribute to TRUE upon successful validation

· Upon successful validation of the provided attributes, create a new group resource in the Hosting CSE. If the CSE supports semantic discovery functionality, the Hosting CSE shall also create and set the semanticSupportIndicator attribute to TRUE.
· Conditionally, in the case that the group resource contains temporarily unreachable Hosting CSE of sub-group resources as member resource, Receiver CSE of group should wait for REQUEST_EXPIRATION_TIMESTAMP for sub-group to become reachable. If REQUEST_EXPIRATION_TIMESTAMP is not provided, then Receiver CSE should wait for time duration based on its local policies.
· 
· As soon as any Hosting CSE that hosts the unreachable resource becomes reachable within the time duration, the memberType validation procedure shall be performed. If the memberType validation fails, the Hosting CSE shall deal with the <group> resource according to the policy defined by the consistencyStrategy attribute of the <group> resource provided in the request. or by default if the attribute is not provided

	Information in Response message
	The representation of the <group> resource if the memberTypeValidated attribute is FALSE

	Processing at Originator after receiving Response
	None

	Exceptions
	No change from the basic procedure in clause 10.1.1


-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------

-----------------------Start of change 2-------------------------------------------

10.2.7.4
Update <group>
This procedure shall be used for updating an existing <group> resource.

Table 10.2.7.4-1: <group> UPDATE

	<group> UPDATE 

	Associated Reference Point
	Mca, Mcc and Mcc'

	Information in Request message
	From: Identifier of the AE or the CSE that initiates the Request

To: The address of the <group> resource

	Processing at Originator before sending Request
	The Originator shall request to update attributes of an existing <group> resource by using an UPDATE operation. The Request shall address the specific <group> resource of a CSE. If originator intends to update memberIDs attribute ,for members which are of type <group>,  originator shall suffix the  ‘/fopt' to that ‘memberID‘ during group updation  if the originator wants to fan-out the group request to each member of that sub-<group> ,else originator shall not  suffix the  ‘/fopt' to that ‘memberID‘. The Originator may be an AE or a CSE

	Processing at Receiver
	The UPDATE procedure shall be:

· Check if the Originator has UPDATE permissions on the <group> resource

· Check the validity of provided attributes

· Validate that there are no duplicated members present in the memberIDs attribute

· Validate that the resource type of every member on each member Hosting CSE conforms to the memberType attribute in the request, if the memberType attribute of the <group> resource is not 'mixed'. Set the memberTypeValidated attribute to TRUE upon successful validation

· Upon successful validation of the provided attributes, update the <group> resource in the Hosting CSE

· Conditionally, in the case that the <group> resource contains temporarily unreachable Hosting CSE of sub-group resources as members resource, Receiver CSE of group should wait for REQUEST_EXPIRATION_TIME for sub-group to become reachable. If REQUEST_EXPIRATION_TIME is not provided, then Receiver CSE should wait for time duration based on its local policies. 
· 
· As soon as any Hosting CSE that hosts unreachable resource becomes reachable within the time duration, the memberType validation procedure shall be performed. If the memberType validation fails, the Hosting CSE shall deal with the <group> resource according to the policy defined by the consistencyStrategy attribute of the <group> resource provided in the request, or by default if the attribute is not provided

	Information in Response message
	The representation of the <group> resource if the memberTypeValidated attribute is FALSE

	Processing at Originator after receiving Response
	None

	Exceptions
	No change from the basic procedure in clause 10.1.3


-----------------------End of change 2---------------------------------------------
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