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GUIDELINES for Change Requests:
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Each CR should contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem.
Follow the principle of completeness, where all changes related to the issue or problem within a deliverable are simultaneously proposed to be made E.g. A change impacting 5 tables should not only include a proposal to change only 3 tables. Includes any changes to references, definitions, and acronyms in the same deliverable.
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Check spelling and grammar to the extent practicable.
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Introduction
Clarfiy the usage of the term hop in this specifications so that its usage consistet through out the spec.
Hop refers to the number of transit traversed by a request  on its route from its origin to its destination.  Traversal implies that the request was proxied through the CSE.  Hence the hops count for a request initated on a CSE and whose target is the same CSE is equivalent to a request iniatied on one CSE and whose target is another CSE. Both have 0 hops.
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
6.5.2.2
Actions of the Receiving CSE in the Originating Domain

The receiving CSE in the originating domain shall check if the addressed resource is locally available. If the addressed resource is not locally available, then the request shall be forwarded to the next M2M entity (CSE/AE/NSE).

If the receiving CSE is on an IN, it shall check if the addressed resource is locally available within its domain.  If the addressed resource is not located within its own domain, then the IN shall perform a DNS lookup by using the target hostname provided in the RETRIEVE request. A successful DNS lookup shall return to the origin IN in the originating domain the IP address of the M2M IN residing in the target M2M SP domain.

-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
-----------------------Start of change 2-------------------------------------------
8.2
Procedures for Accessing Resources

This clause describes the procedures for accessing the resources. The term "hop" in the description refers to the number of transit CSEs traversed by a request on its route from the Originator CSE to the Hosting CSE.  Traversal implies that the request was proxied through the CSE.  Hence the hops count for a request initated on a CSE and whose target (Hosting CSE) is the same CSE is equivalent to a request iniatied on one CSE and whose target is another CSE. Both have 0 hops 
All the descriptions and message flows in this clause are illustrative for the direction from a Registree acting as an Originator to a Registrar acting as a Receiver only. The flows from a Registrar CSE to a Registree CSE are symmetric with respect to the one described in this clause. Both the IN-CSE and MN-CSE have the ability to route a received request or response messages to one of their Registrees. If the Hosting CSE is not known by an MN-CSE that receives a request or response message, that MN-CSE shall forward the message to its own Registrar CSE by default.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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