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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
Currently, the virtual resource names are fixed ones and reserved for its parent resource type only. For example, “fopt” is reserved as the child of <group> resources. This means we can create the “fopt” as resourceName of <contentInstance> resource under a <container> resource.
When developers find such a resource identifiers during testing/development, it will be really confusing. 

This CR proposes to reserve all the virtual resource names in the whole resource tree.

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------

7.3.3.3 Check validity of resource representation for CREATE

The handling below shall apply to each attribute in the resource for CREATE request primitives and the handling depends on the "presence in CREATE request" column of the resource table. If the request is rejected based on the rules below, then the other attributes do not have to be checked.

If the CREATE request has a Resource Type that is not listed in the child resource tables, defined in 7.4 corresponding to the addressed resource, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "INVALID_CHILD_RESOURCE_TYPE" error.

If no resource representation is present in the CREATE request, then the request is rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.

If the expirationTime attribute is present in the resource representation, but its value indicates a time in the past, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.

There are three cases where the Hosting CSE shall configure or override an expirationTime value that differs from the value specified in the resource representation (if present).

1) The Originator does not specify an expirationTime 

2) The Originator requests an expirationTime that is later than expirationTime of the parent 

3) The Hosting CSE determines the expirationTime requested by the Originator does not meet its requirements (E.g. based on a local policy)

In each of these cases, the Hosting CSE shall configure an expirationTime into the resource that is less than or equal to the expirationTime of the parent resource. In addition, the Hosting CSE shall communicate the modified value back to the originator in the response if the Result Content parameter permits this.

If the creator attribute is present in the resource representation and supported by the type of resource to be created its value shall be NULL. If the originator provides a value for the creator attribute but resource type does not support the creator attribute, then the Hosting CSE shall reject the request with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error. If the originator provides a value for the creator attribute within the request, the Hosting CSE shall reject the request with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
If the resourceName attribute is present in the resource representation and it is the same as one of the virtual resource names listed in the clause 6.8, the Hosting CSE shall reject the request with the Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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