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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
	A-PRO-32.0-002
	Raise CR to clarify format of ChildResourceRef – structured or unstructured?
	Bob
	No conclusion yet. Bob volunteers to raise a CR.


	Value
	Create
	Retrieve
	Update
	Delete
	Notify

	attributes
	default
	default
	default
	valid
	n/a

	modified-attributes
	valid
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	n/a

	hierarchical-address
	valid
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a

	hierarchical-address+attributes
	valid
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a

	attributes+child-resources
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	valid
	n/a

	child-resources
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	valid
	n/a

	attributes+child-resource-references
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	valid
	n/a

	child-resource-references
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	valid
	n/a

	nothing
	valid
	n/a
	valid
	default
	valid

	original-resource
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a

	semantic-content
	n/a
	valid
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a


6.2.1.1 m2m:childResourceRef
Table 6.3.5.29‑1: Type Definition of m2m:childResourceRef
	Element Path
	Element Data Type 
	Multiplicity
	Note

	(base content)
	xs:anyURI
	1
	URI of the child resource

	@name
	m2m:resourceName
	1
	Gives the name of the child resource pointed to by the URI

	@type
	m2m:resourceType
	1
	Gives the resourceType of the child resource pointed to by the URI

	@specializationID
	xs:anyURI
	0..1
	Gives resource type specialization of the child resource pointed to by the URI in case @type represents a <flexContainer> 


In the above table, names of XML schema attributes are prefixed with a "@" character to differentiate these from Resource attribute names. The "@" character is not part of the actual attribute name.
      <xs:complexType name="childResourceRef">

                <xs:simpleContent>

                                <xs:extension base="xs:anyURI">

                                                <xs:attribute name="nm" type="m2m:resourceName" use="required"/>

                                                <xs:attribute name="typ" type="m2m:ty" use="required"/>

                                                <xs:attribute name="spid" type="xs:anyURI" use="optional"/> 

                                </xs:extension>

                </xs:simpleContent>

      </xs:complexType>

Related Question is it’s mapping to location field in HTTP binding.

The question is what address format (structured or unstructured) should be used in the base value for xs:anyURI?

There is no way to specify a desire in the request a preference of which format to use.  

Based on the current specifications, I think that this URI should return unstructured resource address.  This is based on the fact that in TS-0001 there is an explicit RCN to return structured addresses, therefore implying that the default is unstructured. So to keep consistent, unless specifically stated, unstructured address are the default.

This should be extended to our discussion about the location field of the http response.  It should return an Unstructured values, unless RCN specifies structured.

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
6.2.1.2 m2m:childResourceRef
Table 6.3.5.29‑1: Type Definition of m2m:childResourceRef

	Element Path
	Element Data Type 
	Multiplicity
	Note

	(base content)
	xs:anyURI
	1
	URI of the child resource using the unstructured resource address format

	@name
	m2m:resourceName
	1
	Gives the name of the child resource pointed to by the URI

	@type
	m2m:resourceType
	1
	Gives the resourceType of the child resource pointed to by the URI

	@specializationID
	xs:anyURI
	0..1
	Gives resource type specialization of the child resource pointed to by the URI in case @type represents a <flexContainer> 


In the above table, names of XML schema attributes are prefixed with a "@" character to differentiate these from Resource attribute names. The "@" character is not part of the actual attribute name.

-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------

-----------------------Start of change 2---------------------------------------------

-----------------------End of change 2---------------------------------------------
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· Does this CR contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem?
· Have any mirror CRs been posted?
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