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This document provides a status update on WG3 issue list to WG2. It does not provide a formal WG2 agreed answer to WG3 however captures some of the answers provided during the joint session during TP11 week as well as agreed contribution in WG2 which provide an answer to the issue list.
Q: What type of Partial updates are required?
A: for multi instance attributes it was agreed to use only one attribute which is a list of the instances. Any update of the instance means the update of the full attribute. See – see ARC-2014-1447R01. Update are always performed on the resource. The XML would need to list which attributes are updated.
Q:  Idempotent which operations are idempotent and which are not; which messages can we re-deliver?
A: During ARC11 contribution ARC-2014-1419 was considered but not agreed. This means that TS-0001 will keep the request-id as part of the requests. WG2 will need to clarify how such a request-id could be subsequently used. One possibility is to keep track of the request-id for a created resource so that subsequent requests for the creation of the same resource with the same request-id does not lead to additional resource creation.

WG2 chair will invite views on the issue with the objective to resolve it during one of the subsequent joint calls.

Q: Identifiers
A: see attached presentation. 

Q: Lifecycle of parent/child relationship 
A: Clarification was provided during the joint meeting
· If you do an update - you don't touch the child resources.
· If you delete the container you delete the tree below.
Such a clarification may need further clarification in TS0001 (contribution).
Q: Processing at the time of the request is not well described. (information in the resource description but not in the procedures.)
A: Unfortunately this issue will need to be resolved later. It is true that sometimes the information is not clearly depicted in the procedure. One will need to read both the resource type description as well as the related procedure description. Solving this issue will take place starting TP12.
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