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GUIDELINES for Change Requests:

Provide an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.
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When subsequent changes are made to content of a CR, then the accepted version should not show changes over changes. The accepted version of the CR should only show changes relative to the baseline approved text. 
Introduction
In clause 9.6.12 there is an Editor’s Note on how to set the mode of deleting a <request> resource. In order to address this Editor’s Note, two alternative options are proposed:
A) A <request> resource is treated exactly the same as any other resource, i.e. it will be deleted on or after the expiration time occurred. 
B) 
It is not possible to assume that a <request> resource is available longer than the expiration time, but the hosting CSE may delete it also earlier – depending on implementation choice – if the result of the requested operation has been retrieved by the originator of the request or if the notification to the entity that shall receive a notification with the result of the operation has been sent.

There is already normative text in clause 9.6.12 that requires the expiration time of a <request>, see Table 9.6.12-2:

“The value of the expirationTime is chosen by the CSE dependent on the rqet, rset, rp and oet parameters associated with the original request.”

An originator of a request may have intentionally selected the rp parameter so that the result of a requested operation is persistent for some time – e.g. when not only the originator, but also other entities need to consume the result, or when multiple results need to be aggregated as a consequence of a request targeting a group. In such a case, it would be very harmful if an implementation chooses to delete a <request> resource earlier than the expiration time. For that reason we strongly recommend to accept option A below.
In case it is not possible to find consensus on this, we also provide an option B where the early deletion is allowed as an implementation choice.













-----------------------Start of change 1 Option B------------------------------------------

9.6.12
Resource Type request
The use of this resource type is optional depending on the configuration.

Creation of a <request> resource can only be done on a Registrar CSE implicitly when an AE issues a request for any other resource type to the Registrar CSE. Creation of a <request> resource instance  is only permitted by the Registrar CSE as a result of any request from the Originator which contains the rt parameter in the request message and where rt is set to 'Acknowledgement'.
When a CSE is requested to initiate an operation for which the result should be available to the Originator by reference ('rt' information of the request set to 'Acknowledgement'), the Registrar CSE which received the Request directly from the Originator shall provide a reference of the created <request> resource back to the Originator so that the Originator can access attributes of the Request at a later time - for instance in order to retrieve the result of an operation that was taking a longer time. If the Registrar CSE uses resources of type <request> to keep such context information, the reference that shall be given back to the Originator as part of the acknowledgment is the address of the <request> resource. The Originator (or any other authorized entity depending on access control) can access the request status and the requested operation result through it.

The <request> resource may get deleted by the CSE that is hosting it when the expiration time of the <request> resource is reached. So after the expiration time of a <request> resource is reached it cannot be assumed that that particular <request> resource is still accessible. Depending on implementation of the CSE that is hosting it, a <request> resource may also get deleted earlier than the expiration time, 
· when the result of the requested operation (if any result was requested at all) has been sent back to the Originator, by notification to the Originator or successfully Retrieved by the Originator.
· 
· 


For the purpose of providing a standardized structure for expressing and accessing the context of a previously issued Request, the resource type request is defined.

-----------------------End of change 1 Option B-------------------------------------------

�This is not needed anymore if a <request> resource is treated like any other resources as well.


‘�Any other time’ is not reasonable as that would be it could be deleted by the hosting CSE arbitrarily. As with all resources, an entity that has sufficient access privileges may delete a <request> resource at any time. 
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