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GUIDELINES for Change Requests:
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Each CR should contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem.
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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
REVISION R01: Upon discussion and further review, most of the changes in this contribution are removed.  The existing text covers the scenarios described by the referenced ARC CR.

In particular, section 7.4.27 describes announced resources and what to do with attributes when they are marked as OA/MA. If we recognize that the announced resource is its own resource type, then we would not refer to other resource definitions in 7.4.x.

I have kept some of the editorial changes that we identified during discussion.

This contribution corresponds to the agreed to ARC-2015-1977R04-Mirror_CR_for_announced_RO_attributes contribution.

This CR clarifies that if an attribute is marked as RO and also marked as MA or OA, then only the attribute of the original resource shall be interpreted as RO.  The corresponding attribute of the announced resource shall be RW to the original resource hosting CSE to allow it to properly announce and de-announce the attribute and keep the attribute’s value synchronized with the original resource.
For example, the currentNrOfInstances, currentByteSize and stateTag attributes of the <container> resource are marked as RO and OA.  .
----------------------- Start of change 1 -----------------------
6.5.1 Description

Each oneM2M Resource Data Type is defined using XML Schema (XSD), and supplied as a separate XSD document.  This XML Schema defines the attributes of the Resource in accordance with TS-0001 [6]. It represents an entire resource. In other words if and only if a requestor retrieves an entire resource in XML format, the XML that is returned shall be valid with respect to the schema for that resource. Note that the payload of a Create or Update request primitive does not necessarily have to be valid according to the schema, as this payload is not required to contain values for all the resource attributes. For example, a resource might contain mandatory read-only attributes which do  not appear in a Create or Update request.
.
----------------------- End of change 1 -----------------------
----------------------- Start of change 2 -----------------------
7.3.1.1 Compose request primitive
The originator shall compose a Request message that shall be mapped to a specific protocol.

The Request shall include mandatory parameters which is Operation, To, From and Request Identifier.

The Request may include the time related parameters which is Originating Timestamp, Request Expiration Timestamp, Result Expiration Timestamp and Operation Execution Time.
The Request may include the other parameters as specified in Table 7.2.1.1‑1: Request Primitive Parameters.

When including a resource representation in the request primitive for create and update, the originator shall take into account the validation rules as specified in "Check validity for resource representation for create" and "Check validity for resource representation for update" respectively.
EXAMPLE:
Any attributes marked with NP shall not be present in the resource representation for the corresponding request primitive.

----------------------- End of change 2 -----------------------
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