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GUIDELINES for Change Requests:

Provide an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.

Each CR should contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem.
In case of a correction, and the change apply to previous releases, a separate “mirror CR” should be posted at the same time of this CR
Mirror CR: applies only when the text, including clause numbering are exactly the same.

Companion CR: applies when the change means the same but the baselines differ in some way (e.g. clause number).
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.
Follow the drafting rules.
All pictures must be editable.
Check spelling and grammar to the extent practicable.
Use Change bars for modifications.
The change should include the current and surrounding clauses to clearly show where a change is located and to provide technical context of the proposed change. Additions of complete clauses need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed clause number clearly shows where the new clause is proposed to be located.
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

Slide 7 in  TST-2016-250R01 oneM2M_interop_3_issues and optimizations highlighted inconsistency between TS-0001 and TS-0004 regarding handling of some optional attributes of a <container> resource.

During joint TST/PRO/ARC session we agreed to align TS-0004 with the functionality that is described in TS-0001.

This is a contribution with the proposed change which is to allow a CSE to leave these optional values empty if desired (mni, cbs, mia) [CSE MAY fill these values]. This contribution highlights some impacts to not supporting this feature that should be addressed.
R03 – updated header / template

R02 – assigned to TP27 (originally discussed in TP26) – no changes

R01 – During PRO drafting session we explored what it may imply to continue with this course of action.

This diagram highlights the cases that can occur. Please pay attention to case #3.  As that highlights an unhandled case that is what this contribution tries to address.

#1 originator provides a value that the CSE choose to change. Changed value in response.

#2 originator does not provide a value but the CSE assigns a default value. Changed value in response.

#3 originator provides a value but the CSE does not support this attribute. What should the response be?
· NOT_IMPLEMENTED seems to be the best fit from table 6.6.3.6-1

· Will this be the generic response to spec features that are optionally not implemented in a given CSE?

· Should there be a requirement that states that the error information provided should include details of the “NOT_IMPLEMENTED” feature, i.e. in this case “mni is not implemented, remove attribute from request”? Should the request still be successful, returning empty mni?
#4 originator does not provide a value and the CSE does not support this attribute.  OK response.

#5 originator provides a value and the CSE accepts this value.  OK response.
Does this capture the desired behavior and what should the CSE response be if we still agree to allow this behavior.  
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----------------------- Start of change 1  -----------------------
7.4.6.2.1 Create

Originator:

No change from the generic procedures in clause 7.2.2.1.

Receiver:

 Primitive specific operation on Recv-6.4 is performed with following exceptions for optional attributes while executing procedures defined in clause 7.3.3.3. 

The Hosting CSE may assign default values based on local policy for optional attributes maxNrOfInstances , maxByteSize and maxInstanceAge.

If the maxNrOfInstances , maxByteSize or maxInstanceAge attributes are present in the resource representation, but their value indicates an invalid value, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
There are two cases where the Hosting CSE may configure or override a maxNrOfInstances , maxByteSize or maxInstanceAge value specified in the resource representation (if present).

1) The Originator does not specify a value

2) The Hosting CSE determines the maxNrOfInstances , maxByteSize or maxInstanceAge requested by the Originator doesn’t meet its requirements (e.g. based on a local policy)

In these cases, the Hosting CSE may configure a maxNrOfInstances , maxByteSize or maxInstanceAge into the resource according to local policy. In addition, the Hosting CSE shall communicate the modified value back to the originator in the response if the Result Content parameter permits this.
No other changes from the generic procedures in clause 7.2.2.2.
----------------------- End of change 1 -----------------------
CHECK LIST

· Does this Change Request include an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.?
· Does this CR contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem?
· Have any mirror CRs been posted?
· Does this Change Request  make all the changes necessary to address the issue or problem?  E.g. A change impacting 5 tables should not include a proposal to change only 3 tables?Does this Change Request follow the drafting rules?
· Are all pictures editable?
· Have you checked the spelling and grammar?
· Have you used change bars for all modifications?
· Does the change include the current and surrounding clauses to clearly show where a change is located and to provide technical context of the proposed change? (Additions of complete clauses need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed clause number clearly shows where the new clause is proposed to be located.)
· Are multiple changes in this CR 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.?
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