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Introduction
Reference given in the section 10.2.9.9 Delete <execInstance> and 10.2.14.3 update <Node> is wrong .

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
10.2.9.9
Delete <execInstance>
The DELETE request procedure shall be used by an originating AE to delete an existing <execInstance> resource on a Receiver IN-CSE.

The Originator shall be an AE.

NOTE 1:
The Receiver IN-CSE in the network domain could also delete an <execInstance> resource locally by itself. This internal procedure is out of scope.

NOTE 2:
The <execInstance> resource could also be deleted in the Receiver IN-CSE by other offline provisioning means which are out of scope.

Receiver: The Receiver shall check if the Originator has the DELETE permission on the addressed <execInstance> resource. Upon successful validation, the Hosting CSE shall remove the resource from its repository. If a corresponding management command has been initiated and is pending finished on the managed entity and the management command is cancellable, the Hosting CSE shall use existing management protocols (i.e. BBF TR-069 [i.2] CancelTransfer RPC) to cancel the corresponding management currently initiated at the managed entity. Then the CSE shall respond to the Originator with the appropriate generic responses.

The Hosting CSE shall be an IN-CSE.

Table 10.2.9.9-1: <execInstance> DELETE

	<execInstance> DELETE 

	Associated Reference Point 
	Mca

	Information in Request message
	According to clause 10.1.4

	Processing at the Originator before sending Request
	According to clause 10.1.4

	Processing at Receiver
	According to clause 10.1.4 with the following:

· If the <execInstance> has not been initiated, is already complete or it is not cancellable, the <execInstance> resource shall be deleted from the repository of the IN-CSE
· If the <execInstance> is pending and it is cancellable, the Receiver IN-CSE shall first cancel the <execInstance> from the managed entity using corresponding management procedures in existing management protocol (i.e. CancelTransfer RPC in BBF TR‑069 [i.2]). Afterwards, the <execInstance> resource shall be deleted from the repository of the Receiver IN-CSE
If the corresponding initiated commands cannot be successfully cancelled on the managed entity for some reason, the <execInstance> resource shall be still deleted

Then the Receiver IN-CSE shall respond to the Originator with the appropriate generic responses

	Information in Response message
	According to clause 10.1.4

	Processing at Originator after receiving Response
	According to clause 10.1.4

	Exceptions
	If the deletion is not allowed or the specific <execInstance> resource does not exist on the Receiver IN-CSE, there is no processing at the Receiver and a proper error code shall be returned to the Originator


-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
----------------------- Start of change 2---------------------------------------------
10.2.14.3
Update <node>
This procedure shall be used for updating the attributes and the actual data of a <node> resource and its child resources.

Table 10.2.14.3-1: <node> UPDATE

	<node> UPDATE

	Associated Reference Point
	Mca, Mcc and Mcc'

	Information in Request message
	All parameters defined in table 8.1.2-3 apply with the specific details for

Content: attributes of the <node> resource as defined in clause 9.6.18 which need be updated, with the exception of the Read Only (RO) attributes cannot be modified

	Processing at Originator before sending Request
	According to clause 10.1.3

	Processing at Receiver
	According to clause 10.1.3 with the following

· The Receiver shall check whether the provided attributes of the <node> resource represent a valid request for updating <node> resource

	Information in Response message
	According to clause 10.1.3

	Processing at Originator after receiving Response
	According to clause 10.1.3

	Exceptions
	According to clause 10.1.3


-----------------------End of change 2---------------------------------------------
CHECK LIST
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