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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
Clause 7.3.2 of TR-0050 defines a simple mechanism to enable a Hosting CSE to support anonymization of one or more specified attributes of a oneM2M resource via a small enhancement to the existing oneM2M access control policy framework.  
Using this enhancement, the values of certain resource attributes contained in the Content parameter of the response can be anonymized if/when required.  The anonymization of attributes can be enabled/disabled via the settings of the attribute-level access control privileges of a given resource. 

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
9.6.2.6
accessControlAttributes

The accessControlAttributes is an optional parameter in an access-control-rule-tuple. The accessControlAttributes parameter consists of a list of tuples. Each tuple in the accessControlAttributes list consists of the elements defined in table 9.6.2.6-1. The attribute element is mandatory and defines the name of an attribute of the targeted resource to which the access-control-rule-tuple applies.  The anonymizationRequired element is optional and indicates whether the value of the named attribute requires anonymization by the Hosting CSE.  If an anonymizationRequired element is present and configured to TRUE, then the Hosting CSE shall anonymize the value of the attribute before returning it in a response to the request Originator.  This anonymization functionality can help ensure that the privacy of the information contained within the attribute is maintained while at the same time still allowing useful data to be shared with the Originator.

Note, the method and type of anonymization performed by the Hosting CSE is implementation specific and outside the scope of the present document. 
Table 9.6.2.6-1: Types of parameters in accessControlAttributes tuples
	Name
	Description

	attribute
	The name of the attribute applicable to this rule

	anonymizationRequired
	An indicator whether the value of the named attribute requires anonymization by the Hosting CSE when it is returned to a request Originator.  


-----------------------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.?
© 2020 oneM2M Partners
                                                                                                   Page 1 (of 7)



[image: image1.png]