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R01:Changes since the start of PRO 38 are shown with revision marks
R03.  Futher updates
* is used to identify items where  TS-0004 Rapporteur work is required
*** is used to identify items where a WG decision is required
New CRs that are needed against TS-0004, as identified by Gap analysis (PRO-2018-0001R10 ) and PRO action items

1. CR to add triggerReference to <triggerRequest> in TS-0004.  See ARC-2018-0058R04-Resource_Type_triggerRequest
Done: PRO-2018-0251-trigger_reference  - included in 3.10.0  
2.*** CR to fix mismatches in notificationEventType.  TS-0004's enumeration value 5 (Retrieve_of_Container_Resource_With_No_Child_Resource) doesn't match TS-0001 case E (An attempt to retrieve a <contentInstance> direct-child-resource of a subscribed-to <container> resource ). Also TS-0001 has a case G (Update with blocking of the triggering update) which isn't mentioned in the TS-0004 enumeration or in its procedures. See ARC 2018-0175R01.  May need CR on R2 as well   In progress, PRO-2018-0269 is addressing case G.  Need to fix the mismatch on case E. ***
3. * CR on Announcements and remoteCSE's.  The changes made in ARC-2018-0255R01-TS-0001_Announce_CSE_Rework_R3 need to be reflected in TS-0004.  Need Mirror CR for R2 as well. This could address action A-PRO-37-003.   Done  PRO-2018-0276 agreed  To be included in 3.11.0
4. CR on <multimediaSession> Need to remove <accessControlPolicy>  from the list of child resource types of <multimediaSession>.  See ARC-2018-0220.  Also TS-0004 has <transaction> as a child of <multimediaSession> but TS-0001 doesn't (although TS-0001 clause 9.6.48 para 2 implies that it should have). 
Done: 
· PRO-2018-0248-Modification_for_Child_resource_of_MultimediaSession – included in 3.10.0
· ARC-2018-0356-Synchronization_about_Transaction_Description
5. CR (either to TS-0001 or TS-0004) to determine whether <crossResourceSubscription>can have a <transaction> child or not.  At the moment TS-0004 has it listed;  TS-0001 clause 9.6.48.2 para 2 suggests that it should have, but it is not in TS-0001 table 9.6.58-1.
Done: ARC-2018-0359-CrossResSub_transaction


6. *** CR on contentSerialization. The procedures in TS-0004 only refer to use of this attribute in Notification requests, not other requests or responses - see ARC-2018-0211R01-CR_Content_Serialization_Response_R3.  Need mirror CR on R2 as well.   See PRO-2018-0270  Needs agreement ***
7. *** Check the changes in ARC-2018-0303R01-DM_and_Node_management_cleanup_Rel3 against TS-0004. They are mostly consistent, but there’s a bit about being able to delete <mgmtObj> that might not match
See PRO-2018-0278  Needs agreement  Might need ARC contribution as well ***
8. * ARC-2018-0341-CR_TriggerInfoAddress_R3_Mirror introduces text to TS-0001 which isn’t exactly consistent with Clause 9 of TS-0004. In particular about whether you can have a TriggerInfoAddress attribute if triggerPurpose is RegistrationRequest
Done SDS-2019-0003
TS-0001 CR

ARC-2018-0152R01-CrossResourceSub_updates_R3 has been agreed by ARC, but is not in the TS-0001 v3.13.1 baseline. If this isn't implemented, we will have a resource type <subscriptionLinkDeletion> in TS-0001 that isn't in TS-0004. 

Done:  ARC-2018-0152R01-CrossResourceSub_updates_R3
Open CRs that need to be agreed on TS-0004

· PRO-2018-0223-childResourceRef_drt_R3  (Done – included in 3.10.0)

· *** Bob to look at issue raised about drt names in PRO-2019-0001
· * PRO-2018-0245-Representation_of_Primitives_in_Transaction_resource Agreed as R01. To be included in 3.11.0  

Other TS-0004 issues that we are aware of (may need CRs to fix)

1. pollingChannelURI. Mismatch on the Notify exception check.  

· TS-0001 says "If the Originator of the <pollingChannelURI> Notify is not the AE-ID of the <AE> resource or CSE-ID of the <remoteCSE> resource which is the grandparent resource of the <pollingChannelURI> resource, then the Hosting CSE shall reject the request with access privilege error information." 

· TS-0004 says "Check if the request Originator is the creator of the parent <pollingChannel> resource. If it is not the creator, the Hosting CSE shall send response primitive with a Response Status Code indicating "ORIGINATOR_HAS_NO_PRIVILEGE" error.

Done: wording is actually ok, but there’s also a small fix in PRO-2018-0250-TS-0004-pollingChannelURI_correction_R3. Done - included in 3.10.0
2. <accessControlPolicy> Need better description of wildcarding in accessControlOriginators.
This was raised during Interop 6. Not done
3. *** Improve URL examples in Clause 8 and Annex C.
See SDS-2019-0045
4. *** Clarify behaviour on offset when paging through large result sets –what happens if additional resources get created while the read is in progress? 
See SDS-2019-0112-TS-0001-CR_offset_filterCriteria_clarification_R3
5. Clarify situations under which an update to a child resource causes a notification to be generated against the parent 
This was raised during Interop 6. Not done
6. ***Fix sentence in 7.3.3.14 "The Retrieve Request shall include filterUsage element, which is not either "Discovery Criteria","Conditional Retrieval" or "IPE On-demand Discovery" in Filter Criteria."
See SDS-2019-0114-TS0004-CR_resource_discovery_editorial_fix_R3
7. Complete Table 7.4.9.1-5 (or remove it)

8. Clarify bullet in 7.4.14.3.5 that says "A Delete operation targeting a <fanOutPoint> does not remove members from the parent <group>."
Done: PRO-2018-0252R01-Note_for_FanOutPoint_Deletion.  Included in 3.10.0
9. Do we need to specify which mgmtCmds are cancellable, or is that entirely an  implementation choice?

10. ***Introduction in 7.4.46.1 looks wrong "The <ontologyRepository> resource is used as the repository of ontologies that can be used for reference and validation of the associated <ontologyRepository> resources."
See SDS-2019-0116-TS0004-CR_semantics_related_editorial_fixes
11. *** Issues on  Semantic Mashups - in particular Table 7.4.50.1-3  
See SDS-2019-0117-semantic_mashup_TS-0004_clean_up
12. Is the creator of a <localMulticastGroup> allowed to set accessControlPolicyIDs or not?

13. Other points marked as “Note to WG” in v3.9.2
14. *** Remove reference to stateTag from clause 7.3.2.5 (also applies to R2)

See SDS-2019-0083-TS-0004_stateTag_missing_cleanup_(R3)
15. *** TS-0001 shows <triggerRequest> as announceable, but TS-0004 has it non-announceable
Dale to investigate TS-0001
 TS-0008

1.   Reconcile issues arising from conflicts between PRO-2018-0209R01 and  PRO-2018-0085R02 (Done)
2.  Remove duplications that came from applying both PRO-2018-0081R01 and  PRO-2018-0214R04 (Done)
3.  *** Resolve issues to do with non-blocking modes, and the representation of 100x RFCs
See PRO-2018-0261-TS-0008-nonBlocking_for_coap_proposal_R3 and PRO-2018-0219R01-CoAP_binding_issues.  Questions here are whether we really need the separate non-blocking modes for CoAP, since CoAP is inherently non-blocking anyway, and how much we need to conform to the CoAP standard (i.e. will there be anything processing CoAP that isn’t aware that it is doing so as part of a oneM2M implementation). This last question also applies to the next point…
4. *** Resolve query from IANA about the categorization of options as critical/elective and concern about the number of options included in the cache key. We need to resolve the categorization question before we can confirm that the option numbers are correct.
TS-0009

1. Change RSC 5206 to be NON_BLOCKING_SYNCH_REQUEST_NOT_SUPPORTED (Done)
2. *** Decide whether to change HTTP headers in response to feedback from IANA
IANA feedback follows:
· The use of Header names starting with X- is deprecated  (RFC 6648).  The headers we are trying to register all start with X-.  
· Resolution leave the X- headers in R3 and don’t register them with IANA. Introduce query string replacements.
· Use of content-location rather than location isn’t consistent with normal HTTP practice (I raised this myself some time ago, but was told we had decided to do it differently for some reason).
· Concern about use of the Host header to do multi-hop
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