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Check spelling and grammar to the extent practicable.
Use Change bars for modifications.
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Multiple changes in a single CR shall be clearly separated by horizontal lines with embedded text such as, start of change 1, end of change 1, start of new clause, end of new clause.
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
WG2 has agreed a CR “ARC-2015-1966R01-Non-Blocking_Asynch_Target_List.doc”. This CR is proposing the corresponding change in the stage 3. The rational is provided in the following.

When a request is made in non-blocking asynchronous mode, it is possible to indicate an optional list of notification targets as part of the request parameter Response Type. If the optional target list is present, the result of the requested operation shall be sent as notification(s) to the entities in the notification target list. If the optional tartget list is not present, the result of the requested operation shall be sent as a notification to the originator of the request itself. One aspect is not fully spelled out in the definition of the request parameter Response Type in the case when it is set to nonBlockingRequestAsynch: There is no explicit specification text for the behaviour in case the optional notification target list is present in the request but it is empty. For that case it was agreed in WG2 earlier that, in this specific case, no notifications shall be sent at all about the result of the requested operation.
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------

7.4.1.2.4 Notification for Asynchronous Non-blocking Request

Originator:

When the requested operation for a nonBlockingAsynch request is completed, the Originator (=hosting CSE of the resource) shall send a Notify request primitive to inform the final result of requested operation against the oneM2M resource. When an empty notification target list was not provided in the nonBlockingAsync request, no notification with the result of the requested operation shall be sent at all by the Originator.
1) The Originator shall compose a Request primitive with following parameter settings:

a. The From parameter shall be set to the ID of the Originator (i.e. hosting CSE which hosts the targeted resource in the previously received nonBlockingAsynch request).

b. The To parameter shall be set to the Originator of the previsouly received nonBlockingAsynch request if no notification target is provided in the Response Type parameter or to the notificationURI in the Response Type parameter.

c. The Response Type :  If the Originator selects to send the Notification in nonBlockingAsynch mode, the Originator shall include empty notification target. 

d. The Content parameter shall be set to the response to the previously received nonBlockingAsynch request as m2m:responsePrimitive.

2) The Originator shall send the Request primitive. See clause 7.2.1.2 for detail.
Receiver: 

No change from the generic procedure in clause 7.1.2.2.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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