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1. Instructions

Review comments should be collected and aggregated into a single review report.  This will facilitate efforts to resolve issues:

· If the review involves more than one document (e.g. ERP), use a separate table for each document.

· Avoid changing CommentIds once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and ‘Q’ for Question for clarification
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3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-RD-SUPL-V3_0-20100921-C doc
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2011.07.28
	E
	2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the [X.S0002], ‘URL’ is duplicated.

Proposed Change: Remove a duplicate.
	Status: OPEN 



	A002
	2011.07.28
	T
	2.2
	Source:  ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: RFC5139 in informative reference should be removed because SUPL3.0 doesn’t support IETF PIDF-LO format.(Requirement SUPL-HLF-17)

Proposed Change: Change RFC5139 to RFC4776 because the civic address, in SUPL, is defined in OMA LPPe which refers to RFC4776.  
	Status: OPEN 



	A003
	2011.07.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The definition of SUPL Agent needs to be a consistency with the definition in AD.

Proposed Change: Modify the definition of SUPL Agent.
	Status: OPEN 



	A004
	2011.07.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the definition of Triggered Location Request, a velocity triggered service needs to be added as one of triggered location request type.

Proposed Change: Add ‘a change of velocity event’
	Status: OPEN 



	A005
	2011.07.28
	E
	4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the sixth paragraph, the blank is duplicated between the first and the second sentences.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated blank
	Status: OPEN 



	A006
	2011.07.28
	T
	5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the description of Improved Location for IP Emergency Calls, the second sentence, “It enables location support after IP emergency call release as required in some regulatory environments (e.g., Japan) and introduces improvements to SUPL INIT transport (reduction of latency and elimination of transport restrictions) and security.”, is not handled in TS.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN 



	A007
	2011.07.28
	T
	5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the description of Triggered Location Enhancement, examples mentioned, “(compressed data during slow/no movement, expanded data during rapid movement and/or change of direction, precise route tracking, etc.)”, is not handled in TS.

Proposed Change: Remove examples.
	Status: OPEN 



	A008
	2011.07.28
	T
	5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The privacy enhancement item is not handle in TS

Proposed Change: Remove the item.
	Status: OPEN 



	A009
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The SUPL 1.0 does not support the WLAN access network.

Proposed Change: Remove the WLAN in second and third sentences of the first paragraph, also remove the WLAN positioning in the second column of the table.
	Status: OPEN 



	A010
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The SUPL 2.0 only supports the I-WLAN.
Proposed Change: Change WLAN to I-WLAN in the second paragraph.
	Status: OPEN 



	A011
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The HLF-13 on a localized assistance data broadcasting is not handled in TS.

Proposed Change: The release of the HLF-13 is changed from SUPL V3.0 to future release.
	Status: OPEN 



	A012
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The HLF-14 on a SET-to-SET velocity is not handled in TS.

Proposed Change: The release of the HLF-14 is changed from SUPL V3.0 to future release, or defining a SET-to-SET velocity in TS.
	Status: OPEN 



	A013
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: SUPL-HLF-17 which support PIDF-LO civic address format [RFC5139] should be changed to support civic address referring to RFC4776.
Proposed Change: Change SUPL-HLF-17 requirement to “SUPL SHALL support position results in civic address[RFC4776]”
	Status: OPEN 



	A014
	2011.07.20
	T
	6.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement SUPL-HLF-13 not fulfilled in the TS.

SUPL-HLF-13  : The Architecture SHALL support localized assistance data broadcasting.

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-HLF-13 in the TS or revmove the requirement .
	Status: OPEN 



	A015
	2011.02.22
	T
	6.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement SUPL-HLF-14 not fulfilled in the TS.

SUPL-HLF-14  : SUPL SHALL support SET to SET Velocity. The SET to SET Velocity Service enables a SET to obtain the velocity of one or more Target SETs (either absolute or relative to its own velocity) on an ongoing – including one time event – basis.

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-HLF-14 in the TS or remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN 



	A016
	2011.02.22
	T
	6.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-HLF-15 only partially fulfilled in the TS. The TS currently only supports SET to SET location as one time event.

SUPL-HLF-15  : SUPL SHALL support SET to SET Location. The SET to SET Location Service enables a SET to obtain the location of one or more Target SETs (either absolute or relative to its own location) on an ongoing – including one time event – basis.

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-HLF-15 in the TS or modify the requirement.
	Status: OPEN 



	A017
	2011.02.22
	T
	6.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-HLF-16 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-HLF-16  : SUPL SHALL support positioning data (any positioning-related data such as location information, AGNSS data, fingerprint data and radiomap) streaming (continuous, periodic exchange of data) between two or more SETs via the network-resident SUPL-function or between the network-resident SUPL-function and the SET.

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-HLF-16 in the TS or remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN 



	A018
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2.5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The IOP-08 on provisioning the SET capabilities to another SET is not handled in TS.

Proposed Change: The release of the IOP-08 is changed from SUPL V3.0 to future release.
	Status: OPEN 



	A019
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The LOCT-11 on an assistance data change notification is not handled in TS and is the scope of the LPPe.

Proposed Change: Modify the requirement description
	Status: OPEN 



	A020
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The LOCT-12 on extended location information (Motion State) is not a scope of the SUPL, but the LPPe. 

Proposed Change: Modify the requirement description
	Status: OPEN 



	A021
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The TRIG-03 on an equidistance trigger service is not defined in TS.

Proposed Change: The release of the TRIG-03 is changed from SUPL V3.0 to future release, or defining a SET-to-SET velocity in TS.
	Status: OPEN 



	A022
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The TRIG-04 on a SET-to-SET trigger service is not defined in TS.

Proposed Change: The release of the TRIG-04 is changed from SUPL V3.0 to future release, or defining a SET-to-SET velocity in TS.
	Status: OPEN 



	A023
	2011.07.28
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The TRIG-06 on T-D-V combination trigger is not supported in TS.

Proposed Change: The release of the TRIG-06 is changed from SUPL V3.0 to future release, or defining a SET-to-SET velocity in TS.
	Status: OPEN 



	A024
	2011.02.22
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-TRIG-03 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-TRIG-03: SUPL SHALL support Equidistant Trigger services. The Equidistant Trigger Service performs position determination of a Target SET at equidistant intervals (i.e., distance travelled since last report) and transmits event occurrence (Target SET has moved by the predefined distance) and calculated positions to requesting clients (SUPL Agents).

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-TRIG-03 in the TS or remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN 



	A025
	2011.02.22
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-TRIG-04 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-TRIG-04: SUPL SHALL support SET to SET Triggers. The Relative SET to SET Trigger Service provides area event trigger services for a Target SET relative to a Reference SET. A client (SUPL Agent) specifies a Reference SET and provides a geographical target area around the Reference SET which moves in sync with the position of the Reference SET. The SUPL Agent is informed when a trigger event occurs (i.e., when the Target SET enters or leaves the geographical target area around the Reference SET).

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-TRIG-04 in the TS or remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN 



	A026
	2011.02.22
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-TRIG-06 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-TRIG-06: SUPL SHALL support T-D-V Combination Triggers. The T-D-V Combination Trigger service allows to combine time elapsed since last report (periodic) triggers (“T”) (SUPL-TRIG-01), distance travelled since last report (equidistant) triggers (“D”) (SUPL-TRIG-03) and maximum velocity reached since last report(velocity) triggers (“V”) (SUPL-TRIG-05). A T-D-V Combination Trigger is defined as [(T) AND/OR (D) AND/OR (V)]. More complex combinations – if applicable – SHALL also be allowed (e.g. [(T) AND (D)] OR [(T) AND (V)], etc.).

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-TRIG-06 in the TS or remove the requirement.
	Status: OPEN 



	A027
	2011.07.27
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: SUPL-TRIG-03 (Equidistant Trigger services) is not implemented in ULP v3.0 TS.
Proposed Change: Remove this requirement in SUPL v3.0 or postpone to future release.
	Status: OPEN 



	A028
	2011.07.27
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: SUPL-TRIG-04 (SET to SET Triggers) is not implemented in ULP v3.0 TS.

Proposed Change: Remove this requirement in SUPL v3.0 or postpone to future release.
	Status: OPEN 



	A029
	2011.07.27
	T
	6.2.9
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: SUPL-TRIG-06 (T-D-V Combination Triggers) is not implemented in ULP v3.0 TS.

Proposed Change: Remove this requirement in SUPL v3.0 or postpone to future release.
	Status: OPEN 



	A030
	2011.07.28
	E
	6.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the description of OSR-01, the blank is duplicated between first and second sentences.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated blank.
	Status: OPEN 



	A031
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix B.1.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the fifth step of the normal flow, the blank is removed between ‘session’ and ‘end’
Proposed Change: Add the deleted blank.
	Status: OPEN 



	A032
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix B.6.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence of the alternative flow, the blank is duplicated between ‘determination’ and ‘will’.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated blank.
	Status: OPEN 




3.2 OMA-AD-SUPL-V3_0-20110308-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2011.07.28
	E
	All
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: The blank is duplicated between sentences in many places.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated blank.
	Status: OPEN 



	B002
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Remove reference to UMB (UMB has been abandoned as standard).

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	B003
	2011.07.28
	E
	2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: The OMA RLP 1.0 is not needed as a reference because the latest version of RLP is 1.1 and it is already included as a reference.

Proposed Change: Remove OMA RLP 1.0.
	Status: OPEN 



	B004
	2011.07.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the definition of Immediate Service, a blank is needed between ‘Immediate’ and ‘Service’
Proposed Change: Add a blank.
	Status: OPEN 



	B005
	2011.07.28
	E
	3.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: IMSI and SMLC are not appeared in AD.

Proposed Change: Remove IMSI and SMLC
	Status: OPEN 



	B006
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: A cross reference of [3GPP2 HRPD] is missing.

Proposed Change: Add a cross reference.
	Status: OPEN 



	B007
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Typo error in Sec. 4.1 

Proposed Change: Change “Positining” to “Positioning”
	Status: OPEN 



	B008
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.1, 4.2, 4.3
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Typo error in Sec. 4.1, 4.2, 4.3

Proposed Change: Change “Positining” to “Positioning”
	Status: OPEN 



	B009
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: In consistence with A-GPS description in Version 1.0 in Sec4.1, Additional description(SET-based, SET-assisted) after A-GANSS is needed.

Proposed Change: Change “A-GANSS” to “A-GANSS(SET-Based, SET-Assisted)”
	Status: OPEN 



	B010
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the Additional SUPL services supported, the relative location service also needs to be added.

Proposed Change: Add the relative location service.
	Status: OPEN 



	B011
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: The additional security feature needs to be added.

Proposed Change: Add the additional security feature.
	Status: OPEN 



	B012
	2011.07.26
	T
	4.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Velocity Trigger and SET Initiated Emergency Service are missing from additional SUPL services supported.

Proposed Change: Add missing services.
	Status: OPEN 



	B013
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Add footnote to positioning protocols supported (second line item) : “In SUPL 3.0 it is possible to use either LPP (by itself), LPP+LPPe or TIA-801 as positioning protocol.  Therefore the following convention applies: LPP implies use of LPP only (i.e. without LPPe), LPPe implies use of  LPP and LPPe and TIA-801 implies use of TIA-801 only. A SUPL POS (LPP/LPPe/TIA-801) message means a SUPL POS message carrying either LPP, LPP+LPPe or TIA-801 positioning payload”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	B014
	2011.07.27
	T
	4.3
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042
Comment: Velocity event triggered service missing in “Additional SUPL services supported” of SUPL v3.0

Proposed Change: Add it.
	Status: OPEN 



	B015
	2011.07.20
	T
	4.3, 5.2.2.2,  5.3.1.9, Steps F-G of B.5
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: making ULP bearer agnostic (i.e. removing LocationID from ULP layer) will either break or adversely impact the following features or procedures.

1) Interim position feature defined in SUPL for SI no longer works. In SUPL 2.0, the H-SLP may return SET interim position in SUPL RESPONSE message based on Location ID received in SUPL START. The feature is reliant upon LocationId being present in ULP layer. When ULP goes bearer agnostic, this feature no longer works.

2) SLC supports SPCF (SUPL Positioning Calculation Function) or in other words coarse location. In SUPL 1.0 and 2.0, the SLC supports this function by using location ID provided in ULP layer and the SLC is pos protocol agnostic.  If LocationId is removed from ULP layer, the SLC will be forced to get into pos protocol as well as SPC.

3) Roaming determination based on location Id is supported in SUPL 1.0 and 2.0. If ULP goes bearer agnostic (i.e. remove locationId from ULP layer), the SLC has to start a pos session to get access to the information it needs for roaming determination.  Due to the same reason, steps F and G in B.5 will not work. 

4) The SLP Discovery Function (SSDF) allows the selection of D-SLP based on access type. If ULP goes bearer agnostic, the H-SLP has to start a pos session with the SET just to get the access network information.

5) For Generic SUPL Sessions, roaming determination and D-SLP discovery would shift from the SLC to the SPC.

6) For ILP-based implementations, the SLC could no longer choose the appropriate SPC.

While SI interim position feature is completely broken as explained in “1)”,  for cases 2), 3) and 4) illustrated above, the SLC is forced to get into pos protocol just to get access to bearer network information which was available in ULP layer in SUPL 2.0 and 1.0.  It is not a good architecture to have both SLC and SPC involved in pos protocol layer and it is certainly not efficient for the cases mentioned above.

Proposed Change: Restore network identification data to the SUPL layer without any measurement data.  This allows the SLC to perform its required functionality, but does not clutter the layer with measurement data used by the SPC.
	Status: OPEN 



	B016
	2011.07.28
	T
	5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the SUPL 3.0, a broadcasting mechanism is not considered.

Proposed Change: Remove the third paragraph.
	Status: OPEN 



	B017
	2011.07.28
	T
	5
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: In Sec 5 description, there is a description supporting broadcast service in architecture model.(”SUPL can get broadcast services through an abstract functional interface to broadcast system.”) However, any related interface is not included in Architecture Diagram.

Proposed Change: Change SUPL Architecture Diagram according to already agreed CR( OMA-LOC-2010-0075R02-CR_SUPL3_0_AD_

Architecture_Change_for_Broadcast)
	Status: OPEN 



	B018
	2011.07.26
	Q
	5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Last paragraph: “SUPL can get broadcast services through an abstract functional interface to broadcast system. The interface is dependent on specific broadcasting mechanism which is FFS”

What are we going to do with this paragraph? My proposal would be to delete it.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	B019
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the first bullet, a blank is needed between ‘[OMA MLP 3.3]’ and ‘and’. 

Proposed Change: Add a missed blank.
	Status: OPEN 



	B020
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: Cross references of [3GPP LPP] and [3GPP1 C.S0022-B] are missing.
Proposed Change: Add cross references.
	Status: OPEN 



	B021
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.2.2.1.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the first sentence, ‘Discovered SLP’ is changed to ‘discovered SLP’ due to consistency with others

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 



	B022
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.3.1.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  In the last paragraph is says: “For roaming, the H-SLP or E-SLP may request the V-SLP to provide an initial position estimate, e.g., based upon Location ID”. The Location ID parameter no longer exists in SUPL 3.0. It is proposed to replace it with cell/sector/AP id.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	B023
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.1.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Velocity Trigger is missing

Proposed Change: Add Velocity Trigger to this section.
	Status: OPEN 



	B024
	2011.07.27
	T
	5.3.1.8
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042
Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing

Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 



	B025
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.3.1.8
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: The description on the velocity triggered service needs to be added.

Proposed Change: Add the description on velocity triggered location service.
	Status: OPEN 



	B026
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.1.8
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the fourth bullet of event based triggers, the blank is needed between ‘see’ and ‘5.3.1.8.1’.

Proposed Change: Add a blank.
	Status: OPEN 



	B027
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.1.8.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Event trigger types are no longer limited to area events. Section 5.3.1.8.2, however, deals exclusively with area event triggers.

Proposed Change: Change heading from “Event Trigger Types” to “Area Event Trigger Types”
	Status: OPEN 



	B028
	2011.07.27
	T
	5.3.1.8.2
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042
Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing

Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 



	B029
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.1.8.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  Add new section for Velocity Triggers

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 



	B030
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.1.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the section title, ‘SUPL’ needs to be added in front of ‘SLP’.

Proposed Change: Add ‘SUPL’.
	Status: OPEN 



	B031
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: Cross references of [3GPP LPP] and [OMA LPPe] are missing in the second paragraph.

Proposed Change: Add cross references.
	Status: OPEN 



	B032
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix A.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Missing change history about agreed CR.

Proposed Change: Make new row in A.2 history table and add “OMA-LOC-2010-0282R01-CR_SUPL3.0_AD_Draft “
	Status: OPEN 



	B033
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: The cross reference of [OMA ULP] is missing in the fourth paragraph.

Proposed Change: Add cross reference
	Status: OPEN 



	B034
	2011.07.26
	E
	Appendix B, C
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  reference to LPPe is missing

Proposed Change: Replace LPP with LPP/LPPe
	Status: OPEN 



	B035
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix B.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: Cross references of [OMA ULP] and [OMA LOCSIP] are missing in the note below step A.

Proposed Change: Add cross references.
	Status: OPEN 



	B036
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix B.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the second and third sentences of step G, ‘SULP POS INIT’ is changed to ‘ULP SUPL POS INIT’.

Proposed Change: Modify them.
	Status: OPEN 



	B037
	2011.07.27
	T
	Appendix B.4
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042
Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing

Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 



	B038
	2011.07.20
	T
	B.6
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Need to clarify if the secure connection between the SET and the HSLP may be released after individual pos sessions during the lifetime of GSS.

Proposed Change: add clarification text in the call flow.
	Status: OPEN 



	B039
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix B.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the step K, step H is changed to step J.

Proposed Change: Modify them.
	Status: OPEN 



	B040
	2011.07.20
	T
	B.7
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: 

· Need to clarify if the secure connection between the SET and the HSLP may be released after individual pos sessions during the lifetime of GSS. 

· The SET needs to respond to the ULP SUPL REINIT with ULP SUPL POS INIT

Proposed Change: fix the call l flow as described in the comments above. 
	Status: OPEN 



	B041
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix C
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: The cross reference of [OMA ILP] is missing in the fourth paragraph.

Proposed Change: Restore the cross reference.
	Status: OPEN 



	B042
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix C.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036
Comment: In the step E, ‘the ULP SUPL INIT’ is change to ‘the ULP SUPL INIT message’.

Proposed Change: Add ‘message’.
	Status: OPEN 




3.3 OMA-TS-ULP-V3_0-20110630-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: UMB as a standard has been abandoned. Remove references to UMB throughout the document except in the ASN.1 section where it is needed for code backwards compatibility.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C002
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In all diagrams which show a SUPL POS message exchange including the LPP/TIA-801 payload, the LPPe payload must also be shown – since this is an option.

The associated call flow descriptions also refer only to LPP and not LPPe and need to be amended also.

Proposed Change: Where applicable, replace LPP/TIA-801 with LPP/LPPe/TIA-801 in all call flow diagrams. Add LPPe (to the existing LPP and TIA-801) in the call flow description also.
	Status: OPEN 

	C003
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The footnote stating that all optional parameters are shown in gray is not shown consistently throughout the document. It is proposed to remove the individual footnotes and replace them with the following note: “Note: Optional parameters in the call flow diagrams of this chapter are shown in gray”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C004
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: ULP parameters shown in the call flow diagrams are sometimes shown in their ASN.1 format and sometimes not. It is proposed to always use the ASN.1 format of the ULP parameters shown in the diagrams. 

Proposed Change: Update call flow diagrams accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C005
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: NI is used for Network Initiated without a definition of the abbreviation NI. SI (for SET Initiated) is not used anywhere in the document. Sometimes NI is used and sometimes Network Initiated is used. For better consistency, replace NI with Network Initiated throughout the document.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C006
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Timers are described in Appendix C. However, in many places throughout the document it is stated “See Appendix D for timer descriptions”. This needs to be changed to “See Appendix C for timer descriptions”. Also, replace the hard wired reference to Appendix C with a cross- reference to Appendix C.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C007
	2011.02.22
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-HLF-15 only partially fulfilled in the TS. The TS currently only supports SET to SET location as one time event.

SUPL-HLF-15  : SUPL SHALL support SET to SET Location. The SET to SET Location Service enables a SET to obtain the location of one or more Target SETs (either absolute or relative to its own location) on an ongoing – including one time event – basis.

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-HLF-15.
	Status: OPEN 



	C008
	2011.02.22
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-HLF-16 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-HLF-16  : SUPL SHALL support positioning data (any positioning-related data such as location information, AGNSS data, fingerprint data and radiomap) streaming (continuous, periodic exchange of data) between two or more SETs via the network-resident SUPL-function or between the network-resident SUPL-function and the SET.

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-HLF-16.
	Status: OPEN 

	C009
	2011.02.22
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-TRIG-03 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-TRIG-03: SUPL SHALL support Equidistant Trigger services. The Equidistant Trigger Service performs position determination of a Target SET at equidistant intervals (i.e., distance travelled since last report) and transmits event occurrence (Target SET has moved by the predefined distance) and calculated positions to requesting clients (SUPL Agents).

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-TRIG-03.
	Status: OPEN 

	C010
	2011.02.22
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-TRIG-04 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-TRIG-04: SUPL SHALL support SET to SET Triggers. The Relative SET to SET Trigger Service provides area event trigger services for a Target SET relative to a Reference SET. A client (SUPL Agent) specifies a Reference SET and provides a geographical target area around the Reference SET which moves in sync with the position of the Reference SET. The SUPL Agent is informed when a trigger event occurs (i.e., when the Target SET enters or leaves the geographical target area around the Reference SET).

Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-TRIG-04.
	Status: OPEN 

	C011
	2011.02.22
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: SUPL 3.0 requirement  SUPL-TRIG-06 not fulfilled in the TS. 

SUPL-TRIG-06: SUPL SHALL support T-D-V Combination Triggers. The T-D-V Combination Trigger service allows to combine time elapsed since last report (periodic) triggers (“T”) (SUPL-TRIG-01), distance travelled since last report (equidistant) triggers (“D”) (SUPL-TRIG-03) and maximum velocity reached since last report(velocity) triggers (“V”) (SUPL-TRIG-05). A T-D-V Combination Trigger is defined as [(T) AND/OR (D) AND/OR (V)]. More complex combinations – if applicable – SHALL also be allowed (e.g. [(T) AND (D)] OR [(T) AND (V)], etc.).
Proposed Change: soliciting CR to cover SUPL-TRIG-06.
	Status: OPEN 

	C012
	2011.07.25
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Are more PosTechnology types needed to support the LPPe position determination methods around Bluetooth, near-field etc?

Proposed Change: Discuss
	Status: OPEN 

	C013
	2011.0725
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: There are ASN.1 compilation errors.

Proposed Change: Provide contribution to fix errors.
	Status: OPEN 

	C014
	2011.07.2x
	T
	
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: 

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C015
	2011.07.26
	E
	1.
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: “For more details about SUPL Requirements refer to [SUPLRD3]” should read “For details about SUPL Requirements refer to [SUPLRD3]”

Proposed Change: make editorial change.
	Status: OPEN 

	C016
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: reference 3GPP 25.225 is not used in the document

Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C017
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: reference to IEEE 802.16-2004 is not used and not needed.
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C018
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to IOPPROC is not used in the document. Reference seems to be superfluous.
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C019
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: References to NWG 1.2.0 stage 2 and NWG 1.2.0 stage 3 are not used in the document. References seem to be superfluous.
Proposed Change: remove references
	Status: OPEN 

	C020
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to RFC 3825 is not used in the document. Reference seems to be superfluous
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C021
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to RFC4234 is not used in the document. Reference seem to be superfluous.
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C022
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to SUPLAD1 is not used in the document. Reference seem to be superfluous.
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C023
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to SUPL3 ILP TS is not used in the document. Reference seem to be superfluous.
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C024
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to OMADICT is not used in the document.
Proposed Change: Either add reference to the document or remove reference in section 2.1.
	Status: OPEN 

	C025
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to X.694 is not used in the document. Reference seem to be superfluous
Proposed Change: remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C026
	2011.07.28
	E
	2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the 3GPP 23.167, the URL is duplicated.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated URL.
	Status: OPEN 

	C027
	2011.07.28
	E
	2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The SUPL AD 1.0 is not needed as a reference because the latest version of SUPL AD is 3.0 and it is already included as a reference.
Proposed Change: Remove [SUPLAD1]
	Status: OPEN 

	C028
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a reference to a SUPL 2.0 MO document:

“OMA Management Object for SUPL”, Version 2.0, Open MobileAlliance™, OMA-TS-SUPL-MO-V2_0

This needs to be updated to:

“OMA Management Object for SUPL”, Version 3.0, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-TS-SUPL-MO-V3_0
Proposed Change: update as described above
	Status: OPEN 

	C029
	2011.07.26
	Q
	2.2, 8.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: There is a reference to “OMA SUPL Client Provisioning”, Version 1.0, Open Mobile Alliance™, OMA-TS-SUPL-Client-Provisioning-V1_0. This document does not seem to exist. What should we do with this reference?
Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN 

	C030
	2011.07.2x
	T
	2.2 & 8.5 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: [SUPL CP] is not part of TS and is (likely) obsolete

Proposed Change:  Remove reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C031
	2011.07.28
	E
	2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The version of [OMADICT] needs to be corrected.

Proposed Change: Modify the version of it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C032
	2011.07.28
	E
	2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The version of SUPL MO is 3.0.

Proposed Change: Modify the version of it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C033
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Replace hard wired reference to RFC2119 with a cross-reference to bookmark RFC2119.
Proposed Change: update reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C034
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The definition of the term Location ID does not point out that Location ID is only relevant in the context of RLP (i.e., roaming). In ULP itself, the Location ID parameter is no longer being used and has been retired (it is only present due to ASN.1 code backwards compatibility). This should be reflected in the definition of Location ID.

Proposed Change: update definition of Location ID accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C035
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Multiple Location ID parameter has been retired in SUPL 3.0 (as has Location ID). The definition of Multiple Location ID is therefore superfluous.

Proposed Change: remove definition of Multiple Location ID
	Status: OPEN 

	C036
	2011.07.2x
	E
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Add references to  LLP and LPPe definitions

Proposed Change:  Add  reference to [3GPP LPP] & [OMA-LPPe]
	Status: OPEN 

	C037
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: the Location ID parameter has been retired in SUPL 3.0 TS ULP. The abbreviation is therefore no longer needed.

Proposed Change: remove Location ID from the abbreviation section.
	Status: OPEN 

	C038
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: R-SLP and V-SLP are missing in the abbreviation section.

Proposed Change: add R-SLP and V-SLP
	Status: OPEN 

	C039
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Abbreviation SPC (SUPL Positioning Center) is missing.

Proposed Change: Add SPC to abbreviation section.
	Status: OPEN 

	C040
	2011.07.11
	T
	4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The NI message flows in section 5 assume use of MLP between the SUPL Agent and the D/E/H-SLP. But it should be possible to use SUPL when a D/E/H-SLP supports other interfaces to an external Client. For example, for emergency services, the E2 interface defined in J-STD-036 might be used in North America. To support location retrieval using a location URI, a SIP, HELD or another location dereferencng protocol might be used. It is proposed to clarify this in section 4.

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN 

	C041
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: HRPD is used throughout the document but nowhere is there a reference to 3GPP2 C.S0024-A (3GPP2 C.S0024-A is listed in the Normative Reference section (section 2.1).

Proposed Change: add a reference to [3GPP2 HRPD] in section 4.2.
	Status: OPEN 

	C042
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: WiMAX is used throughout the document but nowhere is there a reference to IEEE 802.16-2005 (IEEE 802.16-2005 is listed in the Normative Reference section (section 2.1)

Proposed Change: add a reference to [IEEE 802.16-2005] in section 4.2.
	Status: OPEN 

	C043
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second bullet, position and location exist simultaneously.

Proposed Change: Remove one of them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C044
	2011.07.27
	T
	4.3
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C045
	2011.07.2x
	E
	4.3 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: D-SLP is “feature”  too briefly described

Proposed Change:   Change to “Mechanisms for authorization of D-SLP and E-SLP. 
	Status: OPEN 

	C046
	2011.07.28
	E
	4.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third bullet, ‘roaming’ is duplicated after ‘V-SLP’
Proposed Change: Remove it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C047
	2011.07.26
	T
	5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In SUPL 3.0, support for High Accuracy QoP was introduced. High Accuracy QoP is mutually exclusive with QoP and is only used for high accuracy positioning. This is not reflected in the call flows which simply show QoP without mentioning High Accuracy QoP.

Proposed Change: add the following note after the existing note in chapter 5. Message Flows:

“Note: The optional parameters QoP and High Accuracy QoP used in SUPL INIT, SUPL SET INIT, SUPL START and SUPL TRIGGERED START are mutually exclusive. High Accuracy QoP is not explicitly mentioned in the call flows of this section. It is assumed that either QoP or High Accuracy QoP – but not both - may be used as optional parameters defining the desired quality of position.”
	Status: OPEN 

	C048
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Flows are missing description that TLS connection shall not  be released if other session is using TLS connection (see also ULP 2.0)

Proposed Change:  Make CR to add text e.g.  in sec 5
	Status: OPEN 

	C049
	2011.07.28
	E
	5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the note below the figure, appendix D is mentioned as a timer section in many flows, however an actual timer section is appendix C.

Proposed Change: Modify it
	Status: OPEN 

	C050
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.1, 5.2.1, D.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the Note at the end of step B it says: “Before sending the SUPL END message, the SET SHALL perform the data connection setup procedure of step C and use the procedures described in step D to establish a TLS connection to the D/H-SLP”. However, the SLP also must check the value of the ver parameter received in the SUPL END message. If the value of the ver parameter received in SUPL END does not match, the SLP MUST NOT forward the position result to the SUPL Agent. Instead, the SLP needs to inform the SUPL Agent with an appropriate error message.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly 
	Status: OPEN 

	C051
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.1, 5.2.1, D.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of step D it says: “If the SUPL POS INIT message contains a position which meets the requested QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step F and not engage in a SUPL POS session”. However, the SLP should not simply proceed to step F but should also examine the value of the ver parameter as it would do in step E (which is skipped in this scenario). If the value of ver does not match, the SLP should proceed as described in the first part of step E but MUST NOT use the position result calculated based on information received in SUPL POS INIT i.e., in step E. Instead, the SLP needs to inform the SUPL Agent with an appropriate error message.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C052
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.1, 5.1.1.3, 5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.7, 5.1.2.8, 5.2.1, 5.2.3, 5.3.3.1, 5.3.4.1, D.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Toward the end of step D it says: “The SET MAY also provide its position, if this is supported (as part of LPP/LPPe/TIA-801 pos protocol payload).”  The SET may provide its position directly in SUPL POS INIT – in an explicit position parameter – and not only as part of LPP/LPPe/TIA-801 pos protocol payload. The text should be changed to: “The SET MAY also provide its position, if this is supported.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C053
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.1, 5.1.1.3, 5.1.2.1, 5.1.2.7, 5.1.2.8, 5.2.1, 5.2.3, D.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of step D it says: “If the SUPL POS INIT message contains a position which meets the requested QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step F and not engage in a SUPL POS session”. However, the SLP may also use information other than an explicit position estimate (e.g. enhanced cell/sector/AP measurements) which were sent in SUPL POS INIT to obtain (calculate) a position estimate. So the wording should be changed to: “If a position retrieved in - or calculated based on information received in - the SUPL POS INIT message is available that meets the required QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step F and not engage in a SUPL POS session”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C054
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: The diagram should include LPPe in step E.  This should be applied throughout document.

Proposed Change: Add LPPe in the list or add comment stating LPP implies LPP/LPPe in the diagrams.
	Status: OPEN 

	C055
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Appendix D should be changed to Appendix C.  This should be applied throughout document.  Not all call flows include this note.  One overall note should be sufficient.

Proposed Change: Make generic comment timers are in Appendix C and remove from individual call flows.
	Status: OPEN 

	C056
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.1.1
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In Step B, if the SLP uses a previously computed position, the SET shall respond with a SUPL_END.  This should be moved to an alternate flow as the SUPL_END origination is different from diagram.

Proposed Change: Create an alternative call flow.
	Status: OPEN 

	C057
	2011.07.2x
	Q/T
	Sec. 5.1.1.1 StepA & StepB
	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:
1) How does an Agent know that the DSLP it is associated with is able to contact the target SET?

2) Is a DSLP able to initiate contact with target SET using NI procedures before it has been authorized?

Proposed Change: Add informative text even if it is considered out-of-scope for SUPL
	Status: OPEN 

	C058
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Timer should be shown in diagram between steps A-B.  The timer should be shown for all RLP messages.

Proposed Change: Add timer where appropriate.
	Status: OPEN 

	C059
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.1.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the figure, ‘MLP(Ms-id, eqop)’ is changed to ‘MLP(ms-id, eqop), i.e. M of Ms-id needs to be a small letter.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C060
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: same as in comment C30 above.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C061
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D it says: “The SET SHALL establish a TLS connection to the D/H-SLP using the D/H-SLP address which is either the H-SLP address provisioned by the Home Network or the D-SLP address provided or verified by the H-SLP”. However, in order to be consistent with the latest change in D-SLP (which is reflected in section 5.1.1.1) it should read: “The SET SHALL establish a TLS connection to the D/H-SLP using the D/H-SLP address which is either the H-SLP address provisioned by the Home Network or the D-SLP address provided or verified by the H-SLP or by a Proxy D-SLP authorized by the H-SLP”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C062
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of step D it says: “If the SUPL POS INIT message contains a position which meets the requested QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step F and not engage in a SUPL POS session”. However, the SLP should not simply proceed to step F but should also examine the value of the ver parameter as it would do in step E (which is skipped in this scenario). If the value of ver does not match, the SLP should send a SUPL END message to the SET with status code “authSuplinitFailure”. The SLP also needs to inform the SUPL Agent with an appropriate error message.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C063
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step H it says: “Once the position calculation is complete, the D/H-SLP sends a SUPL END message to the SET indicating that the location session has ended.” Since the position calculation has already been finished in step E it should say: “The D/H-SLP sends a SUPL END message to the SET indicating that the location session has ended.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C064
	2011.07.27
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Roaming scenario for Single Fix with Notification/Verification based on Current Location missing
Proposed Change: Add a section 5.1.1.4 to address it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C065
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.1.1.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the case of the second paragraph of step B, it is vague whether or not the notification mode parameter is included.

Proposed Change: If needed, add a description on including the notification mode parameter. If not needed, add a description on not including the notification mode parameter.
	Status: OPEN 

	C066
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2 & more 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Establishment of connection to SLP (step B) uses non-normative wording and is different to legacy flows in SUPL 2.0 and to NI flows in SUPL 3.0.  Current text does thus not mandate allowed address and TLS. 

Proposed Change:  Make CR to align with legacy format.
	Status: OPEN 

	C067
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the note after step D it says: “NOTE: the SET1 MUST NOT release the secure TLS connection between steps B and D”. Since the SLP may also release the TLS connection it should rather say: “NOTE: SET1 and D/H-SLP MUST NOT release the secure TLS connection between steps B and D”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C068
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The resultType parameter must be used in step B in SUPL SET INIT and set to a value of either “absoluteposition” or “positionrelativetoreferencepoint”. If positionrelativetoreferencepoint is used, then the Reference Point Id parameter is also required. This also needs to be mentioned in the call flow description in step B.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C069
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.2.3
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: The SUPL_SET_INIT message should always go to the H-SLP.  It should not be allowed to go to a D-SLP.  SET2 would probably not be able to verify a request from a D-SLP as it is not in its list.  The D-SLP1 does no position determination, so there is no value to using a D-SLP.

Proposed Change: Change H-SLP/D-SLP to only H-SLP for SLP1.
	Status: OPEN 

	C070
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step A, D/H-SLP is changed to D/H-SLP1.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C071
	2011.07.2x
	Q/T
	Sec.

5.1.2.3

5.1.2.4

StepB


	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: HSLP1 can redirect to HSLP2 based on target SET id, but how would HSLP1 redirect to DSLP2 since HSLP1 is unaware of DSLP2?

Proposed Change: Add text to indicate that for 3rd party loc request always proceeds through HSLP2.
	Status: OPEN 

	C072
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The parameter requestType in Figure 7 is in actual fact the responseType. responseType in this context must be set to a value of positionrelativetoSET.
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C073
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.2.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the note after step D it says: “NOTE: the SET1 MUST NOT release the secure TLS connection between steps B and D”. Since the SLP may also release the TLS connection it should rather say: “NOTE: SET1 and D/H-SLP MUST NOT release the secure TLS connection between steps B and D”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C074
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.2.4
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In step B, the last line “For example, a D-SLP….” is incorrect as the two SETs could utilize different D-SLP’s.  The statement should be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove statement
	Status: OPEN 

	C075
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.2.4
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In step C, the details are omitted, but SET2 should not receive a SUPL INIT from a D-SLP as it MAY have no way to authenticate the D-SLP.  The use of a D-SLP1 may be required to support SET1’s position determination.

Proposed Change: Expand call flow showing more complex logic and SET2 only receiving SUPL INIT from H-SLP.
	Status: OPEN 

	C076
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step B of the figure, ‘requestType=relative’ is changed to ‘resultType=Position relative to SET’.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C077
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.2.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Section 5.1.2.5 does not reflect the D-SLP. Required changes: 

(1) update Figure 8 to show D/H-SLP instead of H-SLP. 

(2) Modify call flow description in step A from: “The SET takes appropriate action to establish a secure TLS connection to the H-SLP” to “The SET takes appropriate action to establish a secure TLS connection to the D/H-SLP”

(3) Modify call flow description in step B from: “The SUPL Agent on the SET uses the default address provisioned by the Home Network to establish a secure TLS connection to the H-SLP and sends a SUPL START message to start a positioning session with the H-SLP.” to “The SET uses either the default address provisioned by the Home Network for an H-SLP or the address provided or verified by the H-SLP or by a Proxy D-SLP authorized by the H-SLP for a D-SLP to establish a secure TLS connection to the D/H-SLP and sends a SUPL START message to start a positioning session with the D/H-SLP. ”

(4) Modify call flow description in step C from: “The H-SLP and Target SET performs the remaining procedures to determine the location of the Target SET, i.e. step C to step F described in the section 5.1.2.1 are performed” to “The D/H-SLP and Target SET performs the remaining procedures to determine the location of the Target SET, i.e. step C to step F described in the section 5.1.2.1 are performed”
(5) Modify call flow description in step D from: “The H-SLP transfers the position result to the 3rd party and releases all resources related to the session” to “The D/H-SLP transfers the position result to the 3rd party and releases all resources related to the session”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C078
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.5
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038
Comment: It would be reasonable to change H-SLP to D/H-SLP in both diagram and description

Proposed Change: Change H-SLP to D-SLP in both diagram and description
	Status: OPEN 

	C079
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2.5

5.1.2.8

5.1.2.9

5.3.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: The role of “SUPL Agent” is not aligned with clarification made in AD.

Proposed Change:  Make CR to align text to e.g. 5.1.2.6
	Status: OPEN 

	C080
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.2.6
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: No error procedures are defined for location URI’s.  There are error status codes for location URI’s.  Proposed Change: These should be added in STEP C for SLP to send SUPL_END with error status code.
	Status: OPEN 

	C081
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.1.2.6
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Could a SUPL POS session be needed for the SLP to determine the location URI?  There is no guidance for the SLP on how to obtain the URI.

Proposed Change: Discuss
	Status: OPEN 

	C082
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:  SUPL START can include request for multiple services (e.g. URI and authorization requests).  Concurrent  service execution is not defined and rules to clarify handling are needed .

Proposed Change:  Make CR to add that SLP shall disregard parameters not related to URI request.
	Status: OPEN 

	C083
	2011.07.2x
	E
	Sec.

5.1.2.6
	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:
1) Need to add definition of Location URI to Sec 3.2

2) All “Notes” sections need to be in blue

Proposed Change: Add definition.
	Status: OPEN 

	C084
	2011.07.11
	T
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Step G bullet e 2nd sentence states “If H-SLP access is indicated as “not allowed”, the SET shall not access the H-SLP (and thus must access a D-SLP)”. It is then unclear what happens if the SET cannot access a D-SLP – e.g. is outside the service area or not using a permitted access network. A better requirement would be “If H-SLP access is indicated as “not allowed”, the SET shall not access the H-SLP (and thus must access a D-SLP) whenever the conditions for accessing at least one D-SLP are fulfilled”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C085
	2011.07.11
	T
	5.1.2.7

5.1.2.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In 5.1.2.7, step G bullet c 4th sentence in the note states: “After the access conditions are fulfilled, the SET should re-verify them  (e.g. not necessarily on every access)”, This is rather vague and may lead to inadequate or over zealous reverification. A better statement would be “After the access conditions are fulfilled, the SET should periodically re-verify them  (e.g. on some but not necessarily on allevery access occasions)”.

The same correction can be applied to 5.1.2.8 step G bullet d, 4th sentence in the note.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C086
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2.7, 5.1.2.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: “SET’s local serving area” is not defined.    Further the flows implies that SET can only discover D-SLP when in (or for) “local serving area”. As “local serving area” is not know seems not add any value.

Proposed Change: Make CR to remove “local service area” or to clarify.
	Status: OPEN 

	C087
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2.7
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:  Procedure for unsolicited authorization is missing 

Proposed Change:  Make CR to add in 5.1.2.7 or in separate section
	Status: OPEN 

	C088
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2.7 & more
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:  statements indented to be normative don’t use keyword per RFC 2119  (example “may” in step A.

This introduces risk of ambiguous interpretation of spec and potential interoperability and testing problems.

Proposed Change:  Make CR to make use of RFC2119 keywords.
	Status: OPEN 

	C089
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.1.2.7

5.1.2.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Rules for handling of D/E-SLP lists don’t use RFC 2119 keyword.  ( e.g. in step F)

Proposed Change:  Make CR to use 2119 keywords
	Status: OPEN 

	C090
	2011.07.2x
	T
	Sec

5.1.2.7

StepF
	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: QoP is not the only criterion that determines whether a DSLP should be used.

Proposed Change: Remove reference to QoP from text
	Status: OPEN 

	C091
	2011.07.28
	Q/T
	5.1.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In case the SET request the SUPL session from the D-SLP when the SET is not in the service area of the D-SLP, how is this case handled?

Proposed Change: Add the obvious description on this case
	Status: OPEN 

	C092
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.1.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: How does the H-SLP decide whether or not the H-SLP can provide the desired QoP in the current SET’s area? And if the SET wants the D-SLP for indoor positioning, how does the H-SLP know it?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C093
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.1.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last paragraph, it is mentioned “privacy requirements should still be followed.” What does this sentence mean?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C094
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence of step C, the SUPL RESPONSE is changed to the SUPL RESPONSE message, i.e. message is added behind the SUPL RESPONSE.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C095
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of step D, the SUPL RESPONSE is changed to the SUPL RESPONSE message, i.e. message is added behind the SUPL RESPONSE.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C096
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.1.2.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In case the SET performs an area event triggered location service with D-SLP, the SET may be outside of service area of D-SLP. However when the SET performs an area event trigger with D-SLP and the SET is outside of service area of D-SLP, the D-SLP may be de-authorized by H-SLP or proxy D-SLP because the SET is outside of service area of D-SLP. 
Proposed Change: The method to solve above mentioned problem is needed.
	Status: OPEN 

	C097
	2011.07.11
	T
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: When the SET is enabled to access a Proxy D-SLP or Proxy E-SLP, the SET can request authorization of further D-SLPs or E-SLPs from either the H-SLP or Proxy D/E-SLP. It is not clear whether there should be a preference. However, since the H-SLP initially designated a D-SLP or E-SLP as a proxy, we think it makes sense to prefer authorization from the proxy D/E-SLP and not from the H-SLP – e.g. since this deloads the H-SLP and is likely to result in more effective authorization (given the SET is in the D/E-SLP serving area). We thus suggest adding a new sentence at the end of the opening paragraph to state “A SET that supports D-SLP or E-SLP authorization from a Proxy D/E-SLP should make use of this in preference to obtaining authorization from the H-SLP whenever authorization of previously unauthorized D-SLPs or E-SLPs is needed and provided the SET also satisfies any service area or access network conditions for accessing a Proxy D/E-SLP.”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C098
	2011.07.11
	T
	5.1.2.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: A rule is needed concerning what happens if a D-SLP or E-SLP is authorized more than once – e.g. by both the H-SLP and a Proxy D/E-SLP or by multiple Proxy D/E-SLPs. This could result in conflicting access conditions – e.g. small service area and/or short duration assigned by the H-SLP versus larger service area and/or longer service duration from a Proxy D/E-SLP. It is suggested that any H-SLP authorization override authorization by a Proxy D/E-SLP but that separate authorizations by different Proxy D/E-SLPs be allowed to coexist. The following is thus suggested to be added at the end of step F. “The SET shall ignore and not act upon (as specified in step G) any D-SLP or E-SLP authorization from a Proxy D/E-SLP so long as the same D-SLP or E-SLP is authorized by the H-SLP. The SET may retain and act separately upon (as specified in step G) any authorizations from different Proxy D/E-SLPs for the same D-SLP or E-SLP”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C099
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.8
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of step D, the SUPL RESPONSE is changed to the SUPL RESPONSE message, i.e. message is added behind the SUPL RESPONSE.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C100
	2011.07.2x
	E/T
	Sec

5.1.2.8
	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:  A parameter to turn off all “Proxy” D/ESLP functionality (irrespective of whether a DSLP is configured to function as a “Proxy” or not) exists but is not mentioned in this section.

Proposed Change: Add text in this section to identify this parameter and the availability of this option
	Status: OPEN 

	C101
	2011.07.28
	Q/T
	5.1.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: If the D-SLP that the SET currently accesses cannot support a Network Initiated service, how does it handled?

Proposed Change: Add an obvious description on this case.
	Status: OPEN 

	C102
	2011.07.28
	Q/T
	5.1.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In case that the H-SLP forwards the Network initiated service to the SET’s previous D-SLP because the H-SLP have not received the recent D-SLP access notification from the SET, what will be happened?

Proposed Change: Add an obvious description on this case.
	Status: OPEN 

	C103
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the figure, SUPL REPORT need to be capitalized.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C104
	2011.07.11
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Change “and/o” in bullet 4 to “and/or”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C105
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the 4, ‘and/o’ is changed to ‘and/or’, i.e. ‘o’ is ‘or’.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C106
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.1.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step A it says: “Other triggered SUPL sessions may be in progress”. It should say: “One or more triggered (or non triggered) SUPL sessions may be in progress”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C107
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.1.3.1, 5.1.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figure 13, step D in SUPL REPORT it should say Authorized-D/E-SLP-List as opposed to SLP List. 

The call flow description in step D says : “For a request from an H-SLP, the SET SHALL also include a list of the addresses of currently authorized D-SLPs and/or E-SLPs including the addresses of any D-SLPs or E-SLPs currently authorized by a currently authorized Proxy D-SLP or Proxy E-SLP. For a request from a Proxy D-SLP, the SET SHALL include a list of the addresses of all D-SLPs currently authorized by this Proxy D-SLP.” It should say: “For a request from an H-SLP, the SET SHALL also include a list of the addresses of currently authorized D-SLPs and/or E-SLPs (Authorized-D/E-SLP-List) including the addresses of any D-SLPs or E-SLPs currently authorized by a currently authorized Proxy D-SLP or Proxy E-SLP. For a request from a Proxy D-SLP, the SET SHALL include a list of the addresses of all D-SLPs (Authorized-D-SLP-List)currently authorized by this Proxy D-SLP”    

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C108
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.3.1, 5.1.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D the SLP needs to check the value of the ver parameter. If ver doesn’t match, then the SLP needs to send a SUPL END message with status code “authSuplinitFailure” to the SET

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C109
	2011.07.27
	T
	5.1.3.1
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C110
	2011.07.2x
	E
	5.1.3.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Delete the “the” in step H

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C111
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.1.3.1, 5.1.3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: For a D/E-authorization, a current SET’s position and access network type are needed as criteria. However in the Session info query procedure, there is no way to get above mentioned information. Consequently in the current session info query procedure the H-SLP and Proxy D/E-SLP cannot authorize D/E-SLP successfully.
Proposed Change: The way to get above mentioned information for an authorization is needed.
	Status: OPEN 

	C112
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.1.3.1, 5.1.3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Why does the SET include D-SLP addresses authorized by Proxy D-SLP when the request is from H-SLP?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C113
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.3.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In step D of the figure 13, SLP List is changed to the original parameter name, Authorized D-SLP List and Authorized E-SLP List.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C114
	2011.07.28
	E
	5 .1.3.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Numbering mismatch 

Proposed Change: Change H to G
	Status: OPEN 

	C115
	2011.07.27
	T
	5.1.3.2
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C116
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In step D of the figure 14, SLP List is changed to the original parameter name, Authorized D-SLP List and Authorized E-SLP List.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C117
	2011.07.27
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Exception Procedures for Single Fix with Notification/Verification based on Current Location missing.
Proposed Change: Add a section 5.1.4.4 to address it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C118
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.1.4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D the SLP needs to check the value of the ver parameter. If ver doesn’t match, then the SLP needs to send a SUPL END message with status code “authSuplinitFailure” to the SET.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C119
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The third sentence, “The call flow shown in Error! Reference source not found. applies to both roaming and non-roaming scenarios.”, is redundant.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN 

	C120
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence of the step C, SUPL INIT is changed to SUPL INIT message.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C121
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence of step D, the blank is duplicated between ‘(ver)’ and ‘and’.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C122
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.1.4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Regarding SUPL INIT authentication it says: “A SUPL INIT message that is found to be non-authentic (see xyz) does not constitute a protocol error and no SUPL END message shall be sent”. It should say: “A SUPL INIT message that is found to be non-authentic (see section 6.3.3) does not constitute a protocol error and no SUPL END message shall be sent”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C123
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.1.4.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the sixth paragraph, the section number needs to be corrected.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C124
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step D, what is the default E-SLP address?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C125
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.2.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In the diagram, the SUPL Session should be greyed out similar to other flows.

Proposed Change: Update diagram
	Status: OPEN 

	C126
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: For the consistency with SUPL 2.0, this section is not needed.

Proposed Change: Remove the section.
	Status: OPEN 

	C127
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.2.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: If the SET does not have any E-SLP address, what does it happen?

Proposed Change: Add a description on that.
	Status: OPEN 

	C128
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.2.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of the step D, SUPL RESPONSE needs to be changed to SUPL RESPONSE message.

Proposed Change: Add message behind RESPONSE.
	Status: OPEN 

	C129
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Is the SET initiated emergency location service needed?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C130
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence, Figure number is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Change Figure 17A to Figure 20.
	Status: OPEN 

	C131
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third sentence of step A, the name of actual RLP message is RLP-ERLIR.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C132
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Step B, the name of actual RLP message is RLP-ERLIA.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C133
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.2.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Chapter 5.2.5 is empty.

Proposed Change: remove empty chapter.
	Status: OPEN 

	C134
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.1.1, 5.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D it says: “The SUPL TRIGGERED START message contains the SET capabilities (sETCapabilities), reporting capabilities (reportingCap) and the hash of the received SUPL INIT message (ver) calculated in step B.” However, ver is calculated in step C. The text need to be updated to: “The SUPL TRIGGERED START message contains the SET capabilities (sETCapabilities), reporting capabilities (reportingCap) and the hash of the received SUPL INIT message (ver) calculated in step C.”

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

	C135
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.3.1.1, 5.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Toward the end of step G it says: “The SET MAY also provide its position, if this is supported (as part of LPP/LPPe/TIA-801 pos protocol payload).”  The SET may provide its position directly in SUPL POS INIT – in an explicit position parameter – and not only as part of LPP/LPPe/TIA-801 pos protocol payload. The text should be changed to: “The SET MAY also provide its position, if this is supported.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C136
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.1.1, 5.3.2.1, 
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of step G it says: “If a position calculated based on information received in the SUPL POS INIT message is available (e.g. a cell-id based position fix) that meets the required QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step I and not engage in a SUPL POS session”. To make this consistent with the proposed change C052, the wording should be changed to: “If a position retrieved in - or calculated based on information received in - the SUPL POS INIT message is available that meets the required QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step I and not engage in a SUPL POS session”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C137
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the fourth sentence of step D, SUPL INIT needs to be changed to SUPL INIT message.

Proposed Change: Add message behind SUPL INIT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C138
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third sentence of step E, the blank is missing between ‘SUPL’ and ‘TRIGGERED’.

Proposed Change: Add the missed blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C139
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of step L, ‘and’ is needed between ‘if quasi-real time reporting is used’ and ‘if one or more previous reports have been missed’.

Proposed Change: Add ‘and’.
	Status: OPEN 

	C140
	2011.07.2x
	Q/T
	Sec.

5.3.1.1

5.3.2.1

StepF
	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: If HSLP sets the ‘req-id’ parameter in TLRA (and subsequent TLREP), how does the Agent correlate the responses with corresponding TLRR for multiple ongoing MLP sessions?

Proposed Change: Add clarification of this issue
	Status: OPEN 

	C141
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Title name change for consistency 

Proposed Change: Change “Network Initiated Area and Velocity Events” to “Network Initiated Area or Velocity Events” in both title and second row sentence.
	Status: OPEN 

	C142
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.3.2 & more
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:  The trigger criterion is speed (i.e. no bearing component). It thus incorrect to name the event “velocity event” (as velocity includes bearing)

Proposed Change:  Rename “velocity” to “speed” where applicable. 
	Status: OPEN 

	C143
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step G it says: “When the area or velocity event trigger mechanism in the SET or the comparison of the current area id to the downloaded area ids indicates that a position fix is to be executed, the SET establishes a TLS connection with the D/H-SLP. A TLS connection with the D/H-SLP is also established by the SET, whenever the area or velocity event trigger in the SET indicates that a position fix has to be performed or at any time the SET decides it requires assistance data.”

These two sentences contain a lot of redundancy and should be replaced by: “When the area or velocity event trigger mechanism in the SET indicates that a position fix is to be executed or assistance data is required, the SET establishes a TLS connection with the D/H-SLP.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C144
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step H it says: “SET and D/H-SLP engage in a SUPL POS message exchange in order to calculate a position – which may include the velocity - (or to obtain assistance data).” This should be replaced by: “SET and D/H-SLP engage in a SUPL POS message exchange in order to calculate a position – which may include the velocity - or to obtain assistance data.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C145
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of step K it says: “Since a velocity estimate is always sent as part of a position estimate, the position estimate is also included.” It is probably clearer to state the following: “Since velocity estimate is always sent as part of a position estimate, the position estimate is also included whenever a velocity estimate is sent.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C146
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step M it says: “If the SUPL Agent has requested several reports and more reports are to be sent, the SET repeats step G to L or step G to J depending on whether an area or velocity event has occurred”. It is probably clearer to state that: “If the SUPL Agent has requested several reports and more reports are to be sent, the SET repeats step G to L or step G to J depending on whether or not a trigger event (area or velocity) has occurred”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C147
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Positioning protocol change for consistency
Proposed Change: Change “LPP/LPPe/TIA-801” to “LPP/TIA-801” in SUPL POS message in Figure 22.
	Status: OPEN 

	C148
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third paragraph of step A, there is a blank in front of the sentence.

Proposed Change: Delete the blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C149
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third paragraph of step J, there is a blank in front of the sentence.

Proposed Change: Delete the blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C150
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step J, in case that no event is triggered, the SET return to step G, however the SET may perform the step J again if the positioning session is not needed.

Proposed Change: Add description related with above mentioned case.
	Status: OPEN 

	C151
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second paragraph of step K, H-D-SLP needs to be changed to D/H-SLP.
Proposed Change: Modify it
	Status: OPEN 

	C152
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step C of Figure 23, the actual message name is not MLP TLR, but MLP TLREP. And in the description of Step C, the same change is also applied.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C153
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step A and B of Figure 24, the dash is needed in the RLP message name for the consistency with other RLP message. And in description of Step A and B, the same change is also applied.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C154
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The note under step F says: “steps D to F are optional and not performed for SET Based in the case where no assistance data is required from the network. In this case the SET autonomously calculates a position fix based on the currently available assistance data stored in the SET.” In order to be consistent with similar language used in the NI case, it is proposed to substitute the above text with: “If a SET Based positioning method was chosen which allows the SET to autonomously calculate a position estimate (e.g. autonomous GNSS or A-GNSS SET Based mode where the SET has current GNSS assistance data and does not require an assistance data update from the D/H-SLP), steps D to F are not performed.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C155
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.3.1, 5.3.4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of step D it says: “If a position calculated based on information received in the SUPL POS INIT message is available (e.g. a cell-id based position fix) that meets the required QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step F and not engage in a SUPL POS session”. To make this consistent with the proposed change C052, the wording should be changed to: “If a position retrieved in -  or calculated based on information received in -  the SUPL POS INIT message is available that meets the required QoP, the D/H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step F and not engage in a SUPL POS session”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C156
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.3.3, 5.3.3.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: These two sections are empty since the underlying features were not carried over from SUPL 2.0 due to lack of interest in these features. 

Proposed Change: remove the empty headings
	Status: OPEN 

	C157
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.4
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Title name change for consistency
Proposed Change: Change “SET Initiated Area and Velocity Events” to “SET Initiated Area or Velocity Events” in title
	Status: OPEN 

	C158
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third paragraph of step G, there is a blank in front of the sentence.

Proposed Change: Delete the blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C159
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.4.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step G, in case that no event is triggered, the SET return to step D, however the SET may perform the step G again if the positioning session is not needed.

Proposed Change: Add description related with above mentioned case.
	Status: OPEN 

	C160
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.4.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step A and B of Figure 28, the dash is needed in the RLP message name for the consistency with other RLP message. And in description of Step A and B, the same change is also applied.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C161
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: The GSS call flows need to indicate support for roaming.

Proposed Change: Show roaming interaction.
	Status: OPEN 

	C162
	2011.07.25
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: The GSS call flows need to show processing when use of a D-SLP is available.

Proposed Change: Show D-SLP interaction.
	Status: OPEN 

	C163
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence of the second paragraph, some restrictions are mentioned, however there is no detailed restriction description in TS. 

Proposed Change: Add the description on the restriction.
	Status: OPEN 

	C164
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: For the specific location based service provided in the specific area, the area condition is valuable as a duration condition of GSS. And an accessed D-SLP condition can be one of criteria of duration.
Proposed Change: Add more criteria in the duration of GSS.
	Status: OPEN 

	C165
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The second note at the end of step A says: “The session id used when establishing GSS must remain same throughout the life time of the GSS”. This should be corrected to say: “The session id used when establishing GSS must remain the same throughout the life time of the GSS”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C166
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.3.5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step J the SET sends ver. However, in step K it does not say that the SLP must check whether ver matches. It should state that if the value of ver does not match, the SLP must send a SUPL END message to the SET with status code “authSuplinitFailure”.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C167
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figure 29: UT2 is wrong, should be UT1

Proposed Change: Replace UT2 with UT1. 
	Status: OPEN 

	C168
	2011.07.2x
	T
	5.3.5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: The condition for doing step I & J shall be made mandatory. 

Proposed Change:  Make CR
	Status: OPEN 

	C169
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.3.5.1, 5.3.5.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In case a positioning capabilities is updated in the SET and/or the SLP when the SET and the SLP already know a positioning capabilities of another entity, the SET and the SLP may skip the positioning capabilities exchange procedure and perform the positioning activity directly because the SET and the SLP cannot know the positioning capabilities of another entity is updated. 

Proposed Change: The method to check the consistency of positioning capabilities of another entity in the SET and the SLP is needed.
	Status: OPEN 

	C170
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.3.5.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of the step B, what does ‘a positioning method (posmethod) of “GSS”’ refer to?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C171
	2011.07.28
	Q
	5.3.5.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step H, it is mentioned that the MLP in step A and the MLP in step H may not be the same. What is the example? And is there no problem in that case?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C172
	2011.07.2x
	T
	Sec

5.3.5.1

StepF
	Source: AT&T

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Clarification required after Step F regarding the status of secure IP connection following creation of long-lived GSS.

Proposed Change: Add text to indicate that IP-TLS connection may be retained or dropped before GSS duration expires
	Status: OPEN 

	C173
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.5.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The note underneath Figure 30 says: “The session id used when establishing GSS must remain same throughout the life time of the GSS”. This should be corrected to say: “The session id used when establishing GSS must remain the same throughout the life time of the GSS”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C174
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.5.2
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Because GSS can support LPPe, LPPe should be included in SUPL POS message. 
Proposed Change: Change “LPP/TIA-801” to “LPP/LPPe/TIA-801” in SUPL POS message.
	Status: OPEN 

	C175
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The format of the title of sub-section is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Modify the format of the title.
	Status: OPEN 

	C176
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.1, 5.3.6.2, 5.3.6.3, 5.3.6.4,
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figures 31, 32, 33 and 34: rename request_type to requestType
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C177
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.1, 5.3.6.2, 5.3.6.3, 5.3.6.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step B it says: “The SET sends the SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to inform the D/H-SLP that the triggered session in the SET is paused. The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message SHALL contain the request type parameter (requestType) to indicate that this message is to pause the current triggered session.” The wording should be changed to: “The SET sends a SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to inform the D/H-SLP that the triggered session in the SET is paused. The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message SHALL contain the request type parameter (requestType=Pause) to indicate that this message is sent in order to pause the current triggered session”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C178
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.1, 5.3.6.2, 5.3.6.3, 5.3.6.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step B it says: “While the triggered session is paused, both triggered sessions paused by the request in the D/H-SLP and the SET SHALL be still active, however the SET SHALL not perform positioning and store enhanced cell/section measurements. In case of the area event triggered service, the SET SHALL not also perform the Area ID comparison” The wording should be changed to: “Being paused in this context means that the triggered session is still active but that the SET SHALL NOT perform positioning and/or store enhanced cell/section measurements. In case of area event triggered services, the SET SHALL also not perform the Area ID comparison”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C179
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.1, 5.3.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The note in step C says: “The implementation of this step is optional hence the presence of this step depends on the D/H-SLP Policy and an implementation.”. The wording should be changed to: “The implementation of this step is optional and the presence of this step depends on the D/H-SLP Policy and implementation.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C180
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D it says: “The SET sends the SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to inform the D/H-SLP that the triggered session in the SET is resumed. The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message SHALL contain the request type parameter (requestType) to indicate that this message is to resume the paused triggered session. After the triggered session is resumed, the SET SHALL resume actions related with positioning.” The wording should be changed to: “The SET sends a SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to inform the D/H-SLP that the triggered session in the SET is resumed. The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message SHALL contain the request type parameter (requestType=Resume) to indicate that this message is sent in order to resume the paused triggered session. The SET then SHALL resume the triggered session.”
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN 

	C181
	2011.07.27
	T/Q
	5.3.6.1~5.3.6.4
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Pause/resume procedure for triggered session can be initiated by SUPL Agent or SLP?
Proposed Change: To add the flows where SUPL TRIGGERED STOP is initiated by SUPL Agent or SLP in section 5.3.6.
	Status: OPEN 

	C182
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6.1, 5.3.6.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The second sentence is redundant.

Proposed Change: Remove it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C183
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6.1, 5.3.6.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step B and D of figure 31 and the step B and C of figure 34, the parameter name, ‘request_type’, needs to be changed to ‘requestType’ for the consistency with others.

Proposed Change: Modify them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C184
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the beginning of section 5.3.6.2 it says: “This section describes the procedure to handle the case where the stop time of the triggered session expires while the triggered session is paused.” The wording should be changed to: “This section describes the scenario where the stop time of the triggered session expires while the triggered session is paused”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C185
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step E it says: ”The target SET sends the SUPL END message to the D/H-SLP including the status code “sessionStopped” (statusCode). The SET release all resources related to this session.” The wording should be changed to: ”The target SET sends a SUPL END message to the D/H-SLP including the status code “sessionStopped” (statusCode=sessionStopped). The SET releases all resources related to this session.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C186
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.2, 5.3.6.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figures 32 and 33, change status_code to statusCode.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C187
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6.2, 5.3.6.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the step B and E of figure 32 and the step B and D of figure 33, the session id parameter needs to be removed. And the parameter name, ‘request_type’, needs to be changed to ‘requestType’.

Proposed Change: Modify them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C188
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D it says: ”The SET sends the SUPL END message to the D/H-SLP including the status code “sessionStopped” (statusCode). ” The wording should be changed to: ”The SET sends a SUPL END message to the D/H-SLP including the status code “sessionStopped” (statusCode=sessionStopped). ”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C189
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6.3, 5.3.6.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Chang the order of the section 5.3.6.3 and the section 5.3.6.4 to provide the better understanding to readers.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C190
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step C it says: ”The SET sends the SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to inform the D/H-SLP that the triggered session in the SET is resumed. The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message SHALL contain the request type parameter (requestType) to indicate that this message is to resume the paused triggered session. After the triggered session is resumed, the SET SHALL resume actions related with positioning.” The wording should be changed to: ”The SET sends a SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to inform the D/H-SLP that the triggered session in the SET is resumed. The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message SHALL contain the request type parameter (requestType=Resume) to indicate that this message is sent in order to resume the paused triggered session. The SET then SHALL resume the triggered session.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C191
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the beginning of the section it says: “If the H-SLP has an active TLS connection to the SET, it can stop an ongoing triggered session by sending a SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message to the SET. This is shown in Figure 35.” This should be reworded to say:”This section describes the scenario where the D/H-SLP cancels an ongoing triggered SUPL session when there is an active TLS connection between the SET and the D/H-SLP.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C192
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step C it says:” If the D/H-SLP deems the sending of the SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message unsuccessful (i.e. timer ST6 expired after no SUPL END message was received as acknowledgement that the SET has received and accepted the triggered session cancellation request), the D/H-SLP considers the triggered session as cancelled and proceeds directly to step E”. This should be reworded to: “If the D/H-SLP deems the sending of the SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message unsuccessful (i.e. timer ST6 expired with no SUPL END message received), the D/H-SLP considers the triggered session as cancelled and proceeds directly to step E.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C193
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of this section it says: “In scenarios where the D/H-SLP does not have an active TLS connection established with the SET, the D/H-SLP follows the procedure defined in section 5.1.2.7 Session Info Query”. The cross reference to section 5.1.2.7 is wrong. The cross reference should be to section 5.1.3.2.
Proposed Change: Update cross reference.
	Status: OPEN 

	C194
	2011.07.28
	T
	5.3.6.5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of the note below step B, the MLP message may be need to report that the triggered service is canceled. 

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C195
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6.5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence, the correct section number is 5.1.3.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C196
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.6.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step C it says: “The SET SHALL release the secure IP connection and release all resources related to this session”. Replace “secure IP connection” with “TLS connection”.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C197
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.6.6
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: There is a blank in front of the first sentence.

Proposed Change: Remove the blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C198
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.7.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the third sentence of step B, the blank is duplicated between ‘posmethod’ and ‘historical’.

Proposed Change: remove the duplicated blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C199
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.7.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence of step C, SUPL INIT needs to be changed to SUPL INIT message.

Proposed Change: Add message behind INIT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C200
	2011.07.26
	T
	5.3.7.1, 5.3.7.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step D the description that the match of ver needs to be checked (and the session aborted if there is no match) is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add description
	Status: OPEN 

	C201
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.7.1, 5.3.7.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Figures 37 and 38 change “posMethod=historical data retrieval” to “posMethod= historicalDataRetrieval”

In step B change “historical data retrieval”  to “historicalDataRetrieval”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C202
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.7.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Timer ST4 in Figure 38 should be removed since it is an RLP timer and therefore not really relevant to this document. Also, the document does not show any RLP timers in any of the other call flows.

Proposed Change: Remove ST4 in Figure 38.
	Status: OPEN 

	C203
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.7.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence, the blank is duplicated between ‘measurements’ and ‘roaming’.

Proposed Change: Remove the duplicated blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C204
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step C it says: “The SUPL TRIGGERED START message contains the SET capabilities, cell/sector/AP information carried within LPP/TIA-801 payload and the cause for re-sending the SUPL TRIGGERED START message. The SET capabilities include the supported positioning methods and positioning protocols (e.g., LPP or TIA-801).” The wording should be changed to: “The SUPL TRIGGERED START message contains the SET capabilities, cell/sector/AP information carried within LPP/LPPe or TIA-801 payload and the cause for re-sending the SUPL TRIGGERED START message. The SET capabilities include the supported positioning methods and positioning protocols (e.g., LPP/LPPe or TIA-801).” 

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C205
	2011.07.28
	E
	5.3.8
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In step F of the figure 39, the parameter names, posmethods and trigger_parameters, needs to be changed to actual parameter names.

Proposed Change: Change posmethods and trigger_parameters to posMethod and triggerParams.
	Status: OPEN 

	C206
	2011.07.25
	T
	6
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Change “Aside form” to “Aside from”

Proposed Change: Update sentence.
	Status: OPEN 

	C207
	2011.07.25
	T
	6.1
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: AN used but not defined.

Proposed Change: Add AN as a definition for Access Network in definitions section.
	Status: OPEN 

	C208
	2011.07.2x
	E
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Term “AN” is not defined

Proposed Change:  Add abbreviation: AN = Access Network
	Status: OPEN 

	C209
	2011.07.26
	E 
	6.1.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to [3GPP2 S.S0109] is not needed here.

Proposed Change: Remove reference.
	Status: OPEN 

	C210
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Caption in Table 3 says: “Requirement status (mandatory or optional) of the various authentication methods for SETs supporting least one alternative access network and SLPs supporting these SETs” and should be replaced with “Requirement status (mandatory or optional) of the various authentication methods for SETs supporting at least one alternative access network and SLPs supporting these SETs”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C211
	2011.07.2x
	T
	6.1.1.3


	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: heading and caption on table 3 can be interpreted as if SET supporting both 3GPP and e.g. WiFi 

Proposed Change:  Change from “…..for SETs  supporting at least one alternative access network…” to 

“…..for SETs not supporting 3GPP, 3GP2 or WiMAX  but supporting at least one alternative access network…”.
	Status: OPEN 

	C212
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.2.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Missing reference in second bullet (after reference to 3GPP 33.220): [3GPP 33.222], [3GPP2 S.S-109]

Proposed Change: Add references
	Status: OPEN 

	C213
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.2.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the third bullet, cross reference to section 6.5 is wrong and should be replaced with cross reference to section 6.6.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C214
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.2.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of the first bullet it says: “as described in section 6.1.4 for non-emergency cases and section 6.2.5 for emergency cases”. This text is unnecessary and should be removed.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C215
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first sentence of the second paragraph after the bullet list says: “A SET that supports PSK based methods may be unable to use the GBA or SEK-based method at a given point in time due to a BSF or WiMAX AAA experiencing problems”. This should be replaced with: “A SET that supports PSK based methods may be unable to use the GBA-based method or SEK-based method at a given point in time due to a BSF or WiMAX AAA experiencing problems”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C216
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The paragraph starting with: “If only PSK based methods are indicated……” should be deleted since this function is not required in SUPL 3.0 (and has never been implemented in previous versions of SUPL).

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C217
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sub-bullet item a. in bullet item 2. should be changed from “If the SET and SLP both support a TLS-PSK ciphersuite, then this indicates support for GBA. The SLP responds with a ServerHello, ServerKeyExchange and ServerHelloDone message, with ServerHello.cipher_suite indicating a mutually-supported TLS-PSK ciphersuite. (see [TLS]).” to “If the SET and SLP both support a TLS-PSK ciphersuite, then this indicates support for GBA. The SLP responds with a ServerHello, ServerKeyExchange and ServerHelloDone message, with ServerHello.cipher_suite indicating a mutually-supported TLS-PSK ciphersuite and ServerKeyExchange formed as in the relevant GBA specifications listed below. The details are outside the scope of this document”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C218
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first sentence in bullet item 3. “The SET processes ServerHello message and other messages appropriate to the selected indicates a ciphersuite to the SET” should be changed to “The SET processes the received ServerHello message and other messages” 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C219
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sub-bullet item b. in bullet item 3. should be changed from “Otherwise, the ServerHello.cipher_suite indicates a mutually-supported TLS ciphersuite using RSA encryption for the TLS key exchange algorithm” to “Otherwise, the ServerHello.cipher_suite indicates a mutually-supported TLS ciphersuite using RSA encryption for the TLS key exchange algorithm. The SET first verifies the SLP certificate as in [TLS]. The next steps depend on whether the SET received a CertificateRequest message” 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C220
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: replace reference to TS 24.109 and TS 33.220 with a cross-reference to bookmarks 3GPP 24.109 and 3GPP 33.220, respectively:

A SET wishing to use the GBA-based method with 3GPP2 credentials SHALL use the method  in Section 5.4 of [3GPP 33.222], with the references “TS 24.109 [18]” and “TS 33.220 [3]” replaced by [3GPP2 S.S0109] 

Proposed Change: update reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C221
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first sentence states: “This section applies only to deployments supporting GSM/UMTS and CDMA SETs”. This should be replaced with “This section applies only to deployments supporting 3GPP and/or 3GPP2 SETs”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C222
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first bullet item states: “A bearer network may support the ACA-based method. A bearer network must support the ACA-based method if a H-SLP wishes to support the ACA-based method for the bearer network’s subscribers” should be replaced with “A bearer network may support the ACA-based method. A bearer network must support the ACA-based method if a SLP wishes to support the ACA-based method for the bearer network’s subscribers” 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C223
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The first sentence in bullet item 4. states: “Prior to responding to the first SUPL Message from the SET (SUPL POS INIT, SUPL START, SUPL AUTH REQUEST, SUPL TRIGGERED START, SUPL REPORT or SUPL END), the SLP  MUST verify the SET_ID of the SET”. This should be replaced by “Prior to responding to the first SUPL Message from the SET (SUPL POS INIT, SUPL START, SUPL TRIGGERED START, SUPL REPORT or SUPL END), the SLP  MUST verify the SET_ID of the SET” This is because SUPL AUTH REQUEST is no longer supported in SUPL 3.0.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C224
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the part for Network Initiated scenarios bullet 4.a.i.1 it states: “If a valid SET_ID is returned from the bearer for the source IP address of the first SUPL message sent by the SET then the SLP checks that the returned SET_ID is internally associated with the correct SET_ID (see Step 3). If this check fails, then the SLP ends the SUPL session with the appropriate message” This should be replaced with “If a valid SET_ID is returned from the bearer for the source IP address of the first SUPL message sent by the SET then the SLP checks that the returned Session-id is internally associated with the correct SET_ID (see Step 3). If this check fails, then the SLP ends the SUPL session with the appropriate message"  

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C225
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the part for SET Initiated scenarios bullet 2.a.i.1 it states: “If a valid SET_ID is returned from the bearer for the source IP address of the first SUPL message sent by the SET then the SLP checks that the returned SET_ID is same as provided by the SET”. This should be replaced by “If a valid SET_ID is returned from the bearer for the source IP address of the first SUPL message sent by the SET then the SLP checks that the returned SET_ID is the same as the SET_ID provided by the SET”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C226
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.2.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The paragraph stating: “
· SET-Initiated Sessions: 

In order to use the ACA method, the serving bearer network MUST prevent IP Address Spoofing at the bearer level. It should be noted that the ACA method can be applied even whether or not the SET is registered an authenticated on the bearer network. This supports cases where there is no activated SIM/USIM/UICC/(R)UIM present in the SET.” Should be replaced by: “In order to use the ACA method, the serving bearer network MUST prevent IP Address Spoofing at the bearer level. It should be noted that the ACA method can be applied whether or not the SET is registered and authenticated on the bearer network. This supports cases where there is no activated SIM/USIM/UICC/(R)UIM present in the SET.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C227
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The second sentence states: “The first message sent in response to the SUPL INIT/REINIT message (that is, a SUPL POS INIT, SUPL AUTH REQ or SUPL TRIGGERED START message) MUST contain a verification field (VER)” This must be replaced by “The first message sent in response to the SUPL INIT/REINIT message (that is, a SUPL POS INIT, SUPL START, SUPL TRIGGERED START, SUPL REPORT or SUPL END message) MUST contain a verification field (VER)”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C228
	2011.07.11
	T
	6.3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  SUPL 3.0 has defined Mode A and Mode B SUPL INIT protection. Mode A protection requires that the SLP has the ability to send a shared key to the SET during a secured ULP session. However, the shared key parameter is currently undefined. It also needs to be defined which ULP message are to be used to request and send the shared key. 

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN 

	C229
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The second bullet item states: “If the SET has a valid SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY and valid ReplayCounter already negotiated using Mode A or Mode B SUPL INIT protection for a particular SLP, then the SET processes all SUPL INIT/REINIT messages from that SLP using the negotiated mode (Mode a or Mode B).” This should be replaced by: “If the SET has a valid SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY and valid ReplayCounter already negotiated using Mode A or Mode B SUPL INIT protection for a particular SLP, then the SET processes all SUPL INIT/REINIT messages from that SLP using the negotiated mode (Mode A or Mode B)”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C230
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.3.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In bullet item 3.b.ii.2 it states: “If the SLP does not support Mode A SUPL INIT protection (or does not with to support Mode A SUPL INIT protection at this particular time), then the SLP sends an indication to the SET (in a ULP message) that Null SUPL INIT Protection applies” This should be replaced by “If the SLP does not support Mode A SUPL INIT protection (or does not wish to support Mode A SUPL INIT protection at this particular time), then the SLP sends an indication to the SET (in a ULP message) that Null SUPL INIT Protection applies”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C231
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is state: “NOTE: As noted in Table XXXX, there is no SUPL INIT Protector for Null SUPL INIT protection”. The cross-reference to Table XXXX should be replaced with a cross-reference to Table 5.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C232
	2011.07.2x
	T
	6.3.4 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: The note is missing table reference.

Proposed Change:  Add reference to table.
	Status: OPEN 

	C233
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the last paragraph it states: “For example, suppose a SET has not be responding to multiple SUPL INIT/REINIT messages using TemporaryModeAKeyIdentifier in the Basic SUPL INIT Protector” This should be replaced by: “For example, suppose a SET has not been responding to multiple SUPL INIT/REINIT messages using TemporaryModeAKeyIdentifier in the Basic SUPL INIT Protector”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C234
	2011.07.2x
	T
	6.3.5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: The parameters described (e.g. ModeAKeyIdentifier) are not included in protocol definition (sections 9, 10 & 11)

Proposed Change:  Make CR to add.
	Status: OPEN 

	C235
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.5.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the last bullet point it states: “BasicMAC is computed using SUPL_INIT_IK = HMAC-SHA256-128(SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY, “Mode A IK”), using SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY associated with the KeyIdentifier above” This should be updated to: “BasicMAC is computed using SUPL_INIT_Basic_IK = HMAC-SHA256-128(SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY, “Mode A IK”), using SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY associated with the KeyIdentifier above”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C236
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the third bullet it states: “The BasicMAC parameter is computed using SUPL_INIT_IK = HMAC-SHA256-128(SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY, “Mode A IK”),…” This should be replaced by: “The BasicMAC parameter is computed using SUPL_INIT_Basic_IK = HMAC-SHA256-128(SUPL_INIT_ROOT_KEY, “Mode A IK”),…”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C237
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.7.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the second and third bullet, KeyIdentity needs to replaced by KeyIdentifier.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C238
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.3.7.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the second and third sub-bullet in bullet item 1, KeyIdentity needs to be replaced with KeyIdentifier.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C239
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the second paragraph (paragraph beginning with Provisioning of the H-SLP address in the SET) the second sentence starting with “If the SET supports storage…” needs to be replaced by “When a SET uses a H-SLP address provisioned by OMA DM then the SET MUST use the GBA-based authentication method described in section 6.1.2.1.1” – This does not constitute a technical change but is simply a rephrasing of the original wording.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C240
	2011.07.26
	E
	6.4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: broken link:

“Provisioning of the H-SLP address in the SET: If the H-SLP address is to be stored in a secure location on the SET, it MUST be provisioned using OMA Device Management V1.2 or later Error! Reference source not found.. If the H-SLP address is provisioned using OMA DM the SET MUST authenticate the OMA DM Server based on the server side certificate presented by the DM Server during the TLS Handshake.  If the SET supports storage of the H-SLP address it MUST NOT rely on the authentication scheme set forth in section Error! Reference source not found., i.e., the Alternative Client authentication based on MSISDN/IP-Address mapping authentication. i.e. the SET MUST rely on the PSK-TLS mutual authentication method as described in section Error! Reference source not found.”

Proposed Change: link is to section 6.1.1. Update link.
	Status: OPEN 

	C241
	2011.07.28
	E
	7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of the second paragraph of Network Initiated scenarios, a dot between ‘M’ and ‘and’ needs to be change to comma.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C242
	2011.07.28
	E
	7.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Figure 42, the supported version of SLP is not V3.x.y – 1.0, but V3.x.y – 2.0.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C243
	2011.07.26
	E
	8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Transport for SUPL INIT and SUPL REINIT is identical. However, SUPL REINIT is not mentioned anywhere in chapter 8.

Proposed Change: Add SUPL REINIT where applicable (it is not applicable where the actual content of the message is concerned since SUPL REINIT is an empty message).
	Status: OPEN 

	C244
	2011.07.26
	T
	8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Transport for SUPL INIT (and SUPL REINIT) is only defined for cellular bearers. Non-cellular bearers (WLAN and Fixed Broadband) are not mentioned.

Proposed Change: Add description that UDP can also be used on WLAN and Fixed Broadband as transport for SUPL INIT and SUPL REINIT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C245
	2011.07.28
	E
	8
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence of the third paragraph, SUPL INIT needs to be changed to SUPL INIT message.
Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C246
	2011.07.28
	T
	8, 8.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: SUPL REINIT message is also added in the description.

Proposed Change: Add SUPL REINIT message.
	Status: OPEN 

	C247
	2011.07.26
	T
	8.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of this section it says: “An example usage of the MESSAGE method is shown in Appendix TBD.” The missing TBD is described in Appendix B.4 in SUPL 2.0 TS ULP. 

Proposed Change: Add Appendix B of SUPL 2.0 TS ULP to SUPL 3.0 TS ULP and replace the TBD with a cross reference to the section in appendix B.
	Status: OPEN 

	C248
	2011.07.28
	T
	8.2, 8.2.1, 8.3, Appendix
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The example needs to be added in Appendix and section numbers needs to be updated.

Proposed Change: Add examples in Appendix and update section numbers.
	Status: OPEN 

	C249
	2011.07.26
	T
	8.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In section 8.2.1 it says: “An example call flow is shown in Appendix TBD.” The missing TBD is described in Appendix B.5 in SUPL 2.0 TS ULP

Proposed Change: Add Appendix B of SUPL 2.0 TS ULP to SUPL 3.0 TS ULP and replace the TBD with a cross reference to the section in appendix B.
	Status: OPEN 

	C250
	2011.07.25
	T
	8.2.1
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: I don’t see an example call flow defined as described in the statement “An example call flow is shown in Appendix TBD”.

Proposed Change: Remove sentence
	Status: OPEN 

	C251
	2011.07.26
	T
	8.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In section 8.3 it says: “An example (informative only) is shown in Annex TBD.” The missing TBD is described in Appendix B in SUPL 2.0 TS ULP

Proposed Change: Add Appendix B of SUPL 2.0 TS ULP to SUPL 3.0 TS ULP and replace the TBD with a cross reference to appendix B.
	Status: OPEN 

	C252
	2011.07.28
	E
	8.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The font of [TIA-637] and [TIA-41] needs to be corrected.

Proposed Change: Correct the font.
	Status: OPEN 

	C253
	2011.07.28
	E
	8.5
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: [SUPL CP] is not supported in SUPL 3.0.

Proposed Change: Remove it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C254
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Section 8.6 states that: “The function of the Lup reference point is logically separated into Service Management and Position Determination.

This interface is used to enable the SLP to establish a session with the SET and performs the functions listed in section 8.6.1.” The wording should be replaced by: “The functions of the Lup reference point are logically separated into Service Management and Position Determination and are described in section 8.6.1.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C255
	2011.07.28
	E
	8.6
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence, section 8.6.1 needs to be changed to [SUPLAD3].

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C256
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The text above Table 6 states that “Table 6 shows the messages in the Lup Service Management interface.” The wording should be changed to: “Table 6 lists Service Management ULP messages.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C257
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of SUPL SET INIT states that: “The SUPL SET INIT message is used by the SET to initiate a SUPL session to locate the other SET”. The wording should be changed to “The SUPL SET INIT message is used by the SET to initiate a SUPL session in order to locate a 3rd party SET.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C258
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of SUPL TRIGGERED STOP states that: “The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message is used by the SLP or SET to end an existing SUPL TRIGGERED session”. This should be modified to: “The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message is used by the SLP or SET to end an existing triggered session or to pause/resume an ongoing triggered session”.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C259
	2011.07.28
	T
	8.6.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message is also used to pause and resume the triggered session.

Proposed Change: Add it in the description of SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message.
	Status: OPEN 

	C260
	2011.07.28
	E
	8.6.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Dot behind SUPL NOTIFY needs to be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove dot.
	Status: OPEN 

	C261
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The text above Table 7 states that “Table 7 shows the messages used on the Lup Position Determination interface.” The wording should be changed to: “Table 7 lists Position Determination ULP messages.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C262
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of SUPL POS states that: “The SUPL POS message is used between the SLP and SET to exchange positioning protocol messages (LPP/TIA-801) used to calculate the position of the SET”. This should be changed to: “The SUPL POS message is used between the SLP and SET to exchange positioning protocol messages (LPP/LPPe or TIA-801) used to calculate the position of the SET.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C263
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of SUPL POS INIT states that: “The SUPL POS INIT message is used by the SET to initiate a positioning protocol session (LPP/TIA-801) with the SLP.” This should be updated to: “The SUPL POS INIT message is used by the SET to initiate a positioning protocol session (LPP/LPPe or TIA-801) with the SLP.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C264
	2011.07.26
	E
	8.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Footnote 12 (LPP in this context means LPP by itself or LPP combined with LLPe (as it does throughout this document)) no longer applies since the note at the beginning of section 5 clarifies the role of LPP vs. LPPe. 

Proposed Change: remove footnote 12
	Status: OPEN 

	C265
	2011.07.26
	T
	8.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is stated that: 

“A GSM and/or WCDMA/TD-SCDMA and/or LTE capable SET and SLP providing support for this SET type SHALL support LPP if A-GPS, A-GANSS, E-OTD (for GSM) or OTDOA (for WCDMA/TD-SCDMA and/or LTE) positioning is supported. 

A CDMA/HRPD capable SET and SLP providing support for this SET type SHALL support TIA-801 if A-GPS, A-GANSS or AFLT positioning is supported.

For all other bearers, at least one of LPP or TIA-801 SHALL be supported if A-GPS or A-GANSS or E-CID positioning is supported.

A SET or SLP that supports LPP SHALL also support LPPe if the SET or SLP supports any access type other than LTE or CDMA/HRPD. Otherwise, the SET or SLP MAY support LPPe. In this specification the term LPP refers to LPP either in isolation or combined with LPPe unless stated or implied otherwise”

This is confusing since it seems to imply that for instance a GSM capable SET and SLP can perform E-OTD positioning as long as LPP is supported as positioning protocol. This is of course incorrect since LPP+LPPe are needed to perform E-OTD (this is just one example).

The statement should be replaced by:

“The following requirements apply for a SET or an SLP that supports at least one positioning method standardized for LPP, LPPe or TIA-801. An LTE capable SET and SLP providing support for this SET type SHALL support LPP and MAY support LPPe. A CDMA/HRPD capable SET and SLP providing support for this SET type SHALL support TIA-801. A SET supporting any other bearers, and an SLP providing support for this SET SHALL support LPP and LPPe.

A SET or an SLP that supports no positioning method standardized for LPP, LPPe or TIA-801 need not support these positioning protocols although support of SUPL will then be limited.” 

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly. 
	Status: OPEN 

	C266
	2011.07.26
	T
	8.6.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is stated that: “A SET or SLP that supports LPP SHALL also support LPPe if the SET or SLP supports any access type other than LTE or CDMA/HRPD. Otherwise, the SET or SLP MAY support LPPe. In this specification the term LPP refers to LPP either in isolation or combined with LPPe unless stated or implied otherwise.” This is incorrect since LPPe is not needed on e.g., GSM, WCDMA/TD-SCDMA or WLAN as long as no network based positioning methods are involved.

Proposed Change: remove text.
	Status: OPEN 

	C267
	2011.0725
	T
	8.6.2
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: The standard doesn’t address how dual-mode LTE/CDMA handsets should be handled.  Pg. 145, the Payload parameter implies a single POS session may contain both LPPe and TIA-801 messages.

Proposed Change: Add content to 8.6.2 enforcing POS messages may contain one or all of LPP/LPPe/TIA-801.
	Status: OPEN 

	C268
	2011.07.28
	E
	8.6.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence of description of SUPL POS INIT and SUPL REPORT, there is a blank.

Proposed Change: Remove blanks.
	Status: OPEN 

	C269
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the last sentence, p of parameters needs to be a capital letter.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C270
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: make stricter rule for SLP mode

Proposed Change:  Change to “This parameter SHALL be set to proxy”
	Status: OPEN 

	C271
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.1 & more
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Describe use of QoP and high accuracy in normative language.

Proposed Change:  Change to “

QoP SHALL NOT be present if High Accuracy QoP is present”  and vice versa.
	Status: OPEN 

	C272
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.1, 9.2.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Positioning Method at the end it says: “In line with the SET Capabilities, the SLP MAY change the positioning method used in the actual positioning session regardless of the positioning method parameter”. In SUPL 3.0 the SET Capabilities no longer carry supported positioning technologies. The SET Capabilities sent on ULP only contain the service capabilities and positioning protocols supported (among other things not relevant in this context). So this statement is no longer correct and should be replaced by: “In line with the positioning capabilities of the SET (shared with the SLP on the positioning protocol level) the SLP MAY change the positioning method used in the actual positioning session regardless of the positioning method parameter” 

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C273
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the end of the second paragraph of the positioning method description, a parenthesis is missing.

Proposed Change: Add a parenthesis.
	Status: OPEN 

	C274
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In front of the sentence of the supported network information, there is a blank.

Proposed Change: Remove a blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C275
	2011.07.28
	Q
	9.2.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Why is the D-SLP address parameter needed in the SUPL INIT message?

Proposed Change: Remove a blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C276
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: For security, the SUPL REINIT message must contain the Protection Level parameter defined in SUPL INIT.

Proposed Change: Add Protection Level parameter to SUPL REINIT in both section 9.2.2 and the ASN.1 definition of SUPL REINIT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C277
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Target SET ID it states: ”Identifies the Target SET to be located where a SET can initiate location request to another target SET.” This should be reworded to: ”Identifies the 3rd Party Target SET to be located.”  

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C278
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the description of the Result Type parameter is says: This parameter SHALL be included when the location of another SET is requested. However, SUPL SET INIT is used exclusively to request the location of a 3rd party i.e., this parameter must always be included in SUPL 3.0 (this parameter did not exist in SUPL 2.0 since there was no concept of relative vs. absolute position). So while the parameter is technically optional (and not as stated conditional), it is in fact mandatory in SUPL 3.0.
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C279
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: handling of non support shall be made normative 

Proposed Change:  change “should” to SHALL” 
	Status: OPEN 

	C280
	2011.07.2x
	Q
	9.2.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Should not error handling be described in message flow description?

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C281
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Third Party it states: “For the SET Initiated location request without transfer to Third Party, this parameter is not REQUIRED.
For the SET Initiated location request with transfer of location to Third Party mode, this parameter is REQUIRED.“ This should be changed to: “For the SET Initiated location request without transfer to Third Party, this parameter SHALL NOT be used.
For the SET Initiated location request with transfer of location to Third Party mode, this parameter SHALL be used.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C282
	2011.07.11
	T
	9.2.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Location URI parameter shoud be conditional and not optional in a SUPL START. Thus, change “O” to “CV” and add the sentence “This parameter SHALL be included in a request for a location URI. For any other SET initiated request, this parameter SHALL be absent.”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C283
	2011.07.11
	T
	9.2.4

9.2.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The description of Location URI Set in a SUPL START and SUPL POS INIT is not clear regarding how an SLP might use this parameter. The following sentences could be added for both messages: “The SLP may use the received location URI(s) to obtain a separate location estimate for the SET from the server(s) referenced by the location URI(s). The means for doing this are oustide the scope of this specification.”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C284
	2011.07.11
	T
	9.2.4

9.2.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Reference Point ID parameter in a SUPL START and SUPL TRIGGERED START should be conditional and not optional. Hence, “O” should be changed to “CV” and a sentence should be added to state “This parameter SHALL be included when the SET requests a relative location estimate and SHALL otherwise be absent.”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C285
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.4, 9.2.6, 9.2.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is stated in Location ID that: “Since the parameter is mandatory, it SHALL be set to NULL”. This is not correct since we introduced a new cell type “noCellInfo” to be used in this case. The sentence should be reworded to: “Since the parameter is mandatory it MUST be present and the Cell Info element SHALL be set to ‘noCellInfo’.”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C286
	2011.07.2x
	E
	9.2.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Third party should be center aligned

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C287
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence of third party description, a blank is duplicated between ‘of’ and ‘third’.

Proposed Change: Remove a blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C288
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence of emergency services indication description, a blank is duplicated between ‘parameter’ and ‘indicates’.

Proposed Change: Remove a blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C289
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Positioning Method it states: “The positioning method that SHALL be used for the SUPL session”. This is a carryover from SUPL 1.0/2.0 and no longer applies. In the call slow descriptions (section 5) the mechanism defined is that the detailed positioning methods are negotiated between SLP and SET on the positioning protocol level. The SET Capabilities sent on ULP only contain the service capabilities and positioning protocols supported (among other things not relevant in this context).

Proposed Change: Change to: “In line with the positioning capabilities of the SET (shared with the SLP on the positioning protocol level) the SLP MAY change the positioning method used in the actual positioning session regardless of the positioning method parameter”. 
	Status: OPEN 

	C290
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.5, 9.2.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: SPC_SET_Key, SPC-TID and SPC_SET_Key_lifetime are not used in SUPL 3.0 since they are only needed for non-proxy mode – which is no longer supported in SUPL 3.0. However, for code backwards compatibility with SUPL 2.0, they need to remain in SUPL 3.0.

Proposed Change: Add: “This parameter is not applicable in SUPL 3.0. This parameter SHALL NOT be used”.
	Status: OPEN 

	C291
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: SPC_SET_Key, SPC-TIDand SPC_SET_Key_lifetime are not used 

Proposed Change:  change description to “SHALL not be used”
	Status: OPEN 

	C292
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Is nowhere defined if or when to include “Initial Approximate Civic Position”. It’s presence is thus proprietary defined

Proposed Change:  Add in description “The presence of this parameter is implementation dependent.”
	Status: OPEN 

	C293
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.6
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: There is no “Null” alternative but a “”noCellinfo”

Proposed Change:  Change “Null” to “NoCellInfo”
	Status: OPEN 

	C294
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Ver it states: ”This parameter contains a hash of the SUPL INIT message. In Network initiated proxy mode a SET SHALL calculate a hash of a received SUPL INIT and include the result of the hash in this parameter.” This should be changed to: “This parameter contains the hash of the SUPL INIT/SUPL REINIT message. In Network Initiated scenarios the SET SHALL calculate the hash of the received SUPL INIT/SUPL REINIT and include the result in this parameter.” 

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C295
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.6
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence of SUPLPOS description, a blank is missing between ‘SUPL’ and ‘POS’.

Proposed Change: Add a blank.
	Status: OPEN 

	C296
	2011.07.28
	T
	9.2.6
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Note in the SUPLPOS description is not correct.

Proposed Change: Remove Note.
	Status: OPEN 

	C297
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.7, 11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The LPP/LPPe call flows shown in Appendix E present a mandatory minimum set of call flows which MUST be supported by both the SLP and the SET. The “more” parameter which was introduced as new ULP parameter in SUPL POS has not been added to SUPL POS in the main body of the spec.

Proposed Change: Add the more parameter to SUPL POS in the main body of the spec (in both the SUPL POS message definition section – section 9 – and the ASN.1 definition – section 11).
	Status: OPEN 

	C298
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  In Ver it states: “This parameter contains a hash of the SUPL INIT message and is calculated by the SET. This parameter MUST be present in situations where the SUPL END message is sent as a direct response to SUPL INIT (both proxy and non-proxy mode).” This should be changed to: “This parameter contains the hash of the SUPL INIT/SUPL REINIT message and is calculated by the SET. This parameter MUST be present in situations where the SUPL END message is sent as a direct response to a SUPL INIT/SUPL REINIT message.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C299
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Civic Position it states: “This parameter defines the position result according to civic address.” This should be changed to: “This parameter defines the position result as civic address.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C300
	2011.07.11
	T
	9.2.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  It is not clear when a Location URI Set should be included in a SUPL END. It is proposed to amend the current description as follows: “This parameter MAY only be included if the SUPL END message is sent from the SLP to the SET and if the SET had previously requested a Location URI from the SLP”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C301
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: The condition for sending unsolicited authorization is an implementation issue and should not be listed.

Proposed Change:  Make CR to remove 
	Status: OPEN 

	C302
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: make clearer that rules for replacement applies to all case no only unsolicited.

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C303
	2011.07.2x
	T
	9.2.8 & 9.2.14
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Is nowhere defined if or when to include “Civic Position”. It’s presence is thus proprietary defined

Proposed Change:  Add in description “The presence of this parameter is implementation dependent.”
	Status: OPEN 

	C304
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Ver it states: “In Network initiated proxy mode a SET SHALL calculate a hash of a received SUPL INIT and include the result of the hash in this parameter.” This should be changed to: “In Network Initiated mode, the SET SHALL calculate the hash of the received SUPL INIT message and include the result in this parameter.” 

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C305
	2011.07.26
	T
	9.2.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Third Party parameter is only required for transfer to 3rd party. However, this feature did not make it into SUPL 3.0 – unless someone wants to add it as part of the consistency review.

Proposed Change: State that this parameter is not applicable in SUPL 3.0 and SHALL NOT be used.
	Status: OPEN 

	C306
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Positioning Payload it states: “In the context of Network Change for Area Event Triggered scenarios (see section 5.3.9), this parameter SHALL be provided by the SET.” The cross reference to 5.3.9 is incorrect. The correct cross reference is 5.3.8.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C307
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first sentence, ‘or for re-initiating a triggered session during a V-SLP to V-SLP handover’ needs to be removed because a V-SLP to V-SLP handover is not supported in SUPL 3.0 no longer.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN 

	C308
	2011.07.28
	T
	9.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The SET initiated periodic location request with transfer to the third party defined in SUPL 2.0 is not ported to SUPL 3.0. So third party parameter is not useless.

Proposed Change: Add the SET initiated periodic location request with transfer to the third party or modify the description of the third party parameter description.
	Status: OPEN 

	C309
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The section number in the positioning payload description is 5.3.8.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C310
	2011.07.28
	T
	9.2.9
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The Reference Point ID is only used in the periodic triggered service.

Proposed Change: Add the description on that.
	Status: OPEN 

	C311
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Trigger Params it states: “This parameter indicates parameters of trigger session.” This should be changed to “Triggered Session parameters.” 
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C312
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Batch Report Type: It is unclear that the two paragraphs under the bullet Intermediate Reporting actually belong to that bullet. Change formatting to reflect that.

It is also unclear that the three paragraphs under the bullet Discard Oldest actually belong to that bullet. Change formatting to reflect that.

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C313
	2011.07.28
	T
	9.2.10
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The positioning capabilities is exchanged in LPPe. The second paragraph of positioning method description needs to be modified.

Proposed Change: Modify the description.
	Status: OPEN 

	C314
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the beginning of section 9.2.11 it says: “SUPL TRIGGERED STOP is used by the SLP or the SET to cancel a triggered session”. This is incomplete and should be reworded to: “The SUPL TRIGGERED STOP message is used by the SLP or SET to end an existing triggered session or to pause/resume an ongoing triggered session”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C315
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Notification it is stated: “If the Notification List parameter is present, this parameter is ignored.” This should be changed to “If the Notification List parameter is present, this parameter SHALL be ignored.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C316
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Notification List it is stated: “A list of notification types to be applied to each session that needs re-notification or re-notification and verification. This parameter SHALL be only used in the “session-info query” session.” This should be changed to: “A list of Notifications to be applied to each session that needs re-notification or re-notification and verification. This parameter SHALL only be used during a Session Info Query session.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C317
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.13
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Notification Resp List it is stated: “A list of notification responses of each session. This parameter SHALL be only used in the “session-info query” session.” This should be changed to: “A list of notification responses for each session. This parameter SHALL only be used during a Session Info Query session.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C318
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.13
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Session ID it is stated: “The Session id related with notification response.” This should be changed to: “The Session id related to the notification response.”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C319
	2011.07.26
	E
	9.2.14
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: At the end of bullet point (3) it says: “This allows the SET to dynamically manage its memory by managing the amount of data stored in SET” This should be reworded to: “This allows the SET to dynamically manage its memory by lowering the amount of data stored on the SET”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C320
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.14
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of (2), SUPL REPORT needs to be changed to SUPL REPORT message.

Proposed Change: Add message behind SUPL REPORT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C321
	2011.07.28
	E
	9.2.14
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The font of GANSS Signals information, GANSS id and Relative Position needs to be corrected.

Proposed Change: Modify the font.
	Status: OPEN 

	C322
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In SLP address it states: “The SLP address (SLC or SPC address for non-proxy mode) can be of type.” This should be changed to: “The SLP address can be of type”
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C323
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: ‘(SLC or SPC address for non-proxy mode)’ needs to be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN 

	C324
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.4
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the end of the first sentence, dot is missing.

Proposed Change: Add dot.
	Status: OPEN 

	C325
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The status code GSS Capability Mismatch which is used in section 5.3.5 is not defined in table 26 in section 10.5.

Proposed Change: add Status Code GSS Capability Mismatch to table 26.
	Status: OPEN 

	C326
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Positioning Method it is stated in the first paragraph: “Listed below are only applicable positioning methods.” The actually listed positioning methods, however, include also those which are not applicable (e.g., AFLT, EOTD, OTDOA).

 Proposed Change: Remove the sentence “Listed below are only applicable positioning methods.”
	Status: OPEN 

	C327
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Position Method it is stated: “For Network Initiated scenarios, if a particular Positioning Method is desired by the SLP (i.e. sent in SUPL INIT), and if the following SUPL POS INIT message (or SUPL TRIGGERED START message) from the SET indicates support of that same Positioning Method, then this Positioning Method SHALL be used during the entire SUPL session. If the Positioning Method desired by the SLP is not supported by the SET (as indicated in the SET Capability parameter in SUPL POS INIT or SUPL TRIGGERED START) then another mutually acceptable Positioning Method (i.e. a positioning method consistent with the SET's capabilities) may be used by the SLP in the positioning session. Otherwise the SLP will respond with a SUPL END message with status code posMethodMismatch and terminate the session.

For SET Initiated scenarios, the Positioning Method parameter is used by the SLP (sent in SUPL RESPONSE or SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE) to indicate the Positioning Method that SHALL be used for the entire SUPL session”

This statement is no longer correct since according to the agreed call flow descriptions in section 5, the SET Capabilities are sent to the SLP as part of the positioning protocol payload either in SUPL POS INIT or during the SUPL POS message exchange (SET Capabilities sent in SUPL POS INIT no longer carry the Pos Technology and Pref Method parameter).

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN 

	C328
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The note at the end states: “NOTE: Once a SUPL session has been established and a positioning method determined, positioning methods may only be switched from SET Assisted to SET Based or visa versa if the positioning method selected was a preferred positioning method (i.e. SET Assisted Preferred & SET Based Allowed or SET Based Preferred & SET Assisted Allowed). An exception is the fallback to cell-id positioning method which is always available in case the selected positioning method failed to produce a positioning result during a positioning session”
This statement is no longer correct since according to the agreed call flow descriptions in section 5, the SET Capabilities are sent to the SLP as part of the positioning protocol payload either in SUPL POS INIT or during the SUPL POS message exchange (SET Capabilities sent on ULP no longer carry the Pos Technology and Pref Method parameter).

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN 

	C329
	2011.07.11
	T
	10.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The session Info Query description should also mention usage to retrieve authorized D-SLPs and E-SLPs. It is proposed to modify the description as follows: “Session-Info Query is used to retrieve the session-ids of all active SUPL sessions at the SET, the addresses of any authorized D-SLPs and/or E-SLPs and optionally also the SET Capabilities.”.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C330
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.7, 11.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: To support GSS, a new posMethod “GSS” was introduced in the call flows. However, GSS was not added to the definition of the posMethod parameter.

Proposed Change: Add GSS to supported positioning methods.
	Status: OPEN 

	C331
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.7
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Wrong positioning method name
Proposed Change: 
Change “A-GANSS SET based is the fallback mode” to “A-GNSS SET based is the fallback mode”.

Also change “A-GANSS SET Assisted is the fallback mode” to “A-GNSS SET Assisted is the fallback mode”.
	Status: OPEN 

	C332
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.7 

9.2.1

9.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: It is not needed and restricting to define “desired” positioning method for method that can be defined in LLPe/TIA-801. As  LPPe supports concurrent methods it is unclear how SLP would indicate desire for A-GNSS and OTDOA. 

Proposed Change:  Make CR to make GPS/GNSS methods “not applicable” and describe that “generic” or “other” method is to be used.
	Status: OPEN 

	C333
	2011.07.28
	T
	10.7
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The meaning of ‘SET Assisted Generic’ and ‘SET based Generic’ is vague.

Proposed Change: Add the description on that.
	Status: OPEN 

	C334
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: SET Capabilities used to be used in SUPL 1.0 and 2.0 mainly to convey the Positioning Technology supported by the SET. In SUPL 3.0, however, the SET’s positioning method capabilities are sent no longer on ULP but as part of the positioning protocol message exchange. Pos Technology and Pref Method have been removed from SET Capabilities. So the statement in SET Capabilities: “SET capabilities (not mutually exclusive) in terms of supported positioning technologies and positioning protocols.

During a particular SUPL session, a SET may send its capabilities more than once – specifically, in SET initiated cases, the SET capabilities are sent in SUPL START, SUPL TRIGGERED START and in SUPL POS INIT. For immediate requests, the SET capabilities MUST NOT change during this particular session. For triggered requests, the SET capabilities MAY change during a session.” no longer applies.
Proposed Change: Remove text.
	Status: OPEN 

	C335
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The last paragraph in SET Capabilities states: “The SET Capabilities parameter MAY also be used by the SET to inform the H-SLP or D-SLP about its service capabilities”

This should be reworded to: “The SET Capabilities parameter is used to inform the H-SLP or D-SLP about the supported positioning protocol, the service capabilities, QoP capabilities, Civic Position and Relative Position capabilities, D/E-SLP support capabilities and sensor support capabilities.” Or alternatively simply state: “Describes the capabilities of the SET”.
Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C336
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sensor Support must be moved down one level in the parameter hierarchy (Sensor Support needs to be replaced by >Sensor Support).

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C337
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Pref Method is missing “SHALL NOT be used”

Proposed Change:  Add
	Status: OPEN 

	C338
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment:  This indicator “Sensor Support” is ambiguous. It needs to be made clear that “sensor positioning” in LPPe is not covered. 

Definition of sensor is needed. (e.g. “entity outside SET providing info)

The implication/purpose of setting this indicator must be defined. (Eg. If set can any “position” be based on sensor data or only in certain scenarios.) 

Proposed Change:  Make CR
	Status: OPEN 

	C339
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.8
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the parameter name of ‘E-SLP Provision-from-H-SLP’ and ‘E-SLP Provision-from-Proxy-E-SLP’, dashes needs to be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove dashes.
	Status: OPEN 

	C340
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.9 
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Simplify description of Cell info. Define rule for population of Status parameter.

Proposed Change:  make CR
	Status: OPEN 

	C341
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.12
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second paragraph below the table 34, “The exception to this rule is the sending of a SUPL TRIGGERED START message by the SET after receiving a SUPL END message with cause code “no SUPL coverage” during a V-SLP to V-SLP handover. … i.e. the session id received in the SUPL END message which initiated the V-SLP to V-SLP handover).” needs to be removed because a V-SLP to V-SLP handover is not supported in SUPL 3.0.

Proposed Change: Remove sentences.
	Status: OPEN 

	C342
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.13
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In SLP Mode it states: “Describes the mode that the SLP (SPC for non-proxy mode) uses.” This should be changed to: “Describes the mode that the SLP uses.”

Proposed Change: update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C343
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.13
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the SLP Mode parameter description, bullets are needed.

Proposed Change: Add bullets.
	Status: OPEN 

	C344
	2011.07.2x
	E
	10.14

10.15
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: compatibility is not limited to SUPL 1 

Proposed Change:  remove “SUPL 1.0”
	Status: OPEN 

	C345
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.16
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Ver it states: “Describes the hash of the SUPL INIT message. For further details of the encoding of this parameter, see section TBD”. This should be replaced by: “Describes the hash of the SUPL INIT or SUPL REINIT message.”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C346
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.16
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: “TBD” in definition

Proposed Change:  Add correct section
	Status: OPEN 

	C347
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.16
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the description, the section number needs to be updated.

Proposed Change: Update the section number.
	Status: OPEN 

	C348
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.17.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Broken cross reference link in Stop Time needs to be fixed.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C349
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.17.2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Stop Time description, section numbers need to be updated.

Proposed Change: Update section numbers.
	Status: OPEN 

	C350
	2011.07.28
	T
	10.17.2.2
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Additional information on Area Id SET Type needs to be added in Appendix.

Proposed Change: Add additional information in Appendix and update the section number in the Area Id Set Type parameter description.
	Status: OPEN 

	C351
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.17.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Broken cross reference link in Stop Time needs to be fixed.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C352
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.17.2.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: The letter size of the table 53 needs to be modified.

Proposed Change: Modify the letter size.
	Status: OPEN 

	C353
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.17.2.3
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Stop Time description, section numbers need to be updated.

Proposed Change: Update section numbers.
	Status: OPEN 

	C354
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.17.2.22
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: Not aligned with ASN.1. The type of MCC+MNC+Cell Identity shall be added. 

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C355
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.17.2.23 &

11.2.12


	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: The type of MCC+MNC+Tracking Area code shall be added. 

Add Tracking Area code to  LTEAreaID

Proposed Change:  
	Status: OPEN 

	C356
	2011.07.26
	T
	10.21
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The references to supported network information in  Historic Reporting no longer applies since the Supported Network Information parameter is not used in SUPL 3.0 anymore. 

Proposed Change: Remove reference to supported network information.
	Status: OPEN 

	C357
	2011.07.28
	Q
	10.21
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Historic Reporting, where is the supported network information included? Supported network information is mentioned in Reporting Criteria, Time Window and Stop Time parameters.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C358
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.22, 10.23, 10.24
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: SPC_SET_Key, SPC-TID and SPC_SET_Key_lifetime are no longer used in SUPL 3.0. They are still required for code backwards compatibility but the description in the parameter section is now superfluous.

Proposed Change: Delete all three sections.
	Status: OPEN 

	C359
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.25
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The protection level is not only applicable to SUPL INIT but also to SUPL REINIT.

Proposed Change: Replace SUPL INIT with SUPL INIT/SUPL REINIT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C360
	2011.07.11
	T
	10.25, 11.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The definition of the Protection Level Parameter does not reflect the fact that Basic Protection has been changed to Mode A Protection and Mode B Protection (Mode B Protection being the same as the previous Basic Protection). The ASN.1 definition also needs to be updated.

Proposed Change: Correct section 10.25 to reflect Mode A and Mode B protection. Update ASN.1 section also (11.4).
	Status: OPEN 

	C361
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.29
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the parameter name of QoP Capabilities, the blank is missing.

Proposed Change: Add blank
	Status: OPEN 

	C362
	2011.07.28
	Q/T
	10.29
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: How is adding an indicator that informs whether or not the SLP can support Location URI?

Proposed Change: Add indicator
	Status: OPEN 

	C363
	2011.07.26
	E
	10.31
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Replace hard wired references to RFC 3856, RFC 3986 and RFC 5985 with cross-references to bookmarks RFC 3856, RFC 3986 and RFC 5985, respectively.
Proposed Change: update references
	Status: OPEN 

	C364
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.32
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Reason parameter description, bullets, G, H, and I, needs to be changed to a, b, and c.

Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 

	C365
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.34, 10.35, 10.36, 10.37, 10.38
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: Bullets in the description needs to be removed.

Proposed Change: Remove them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C366
	2011.07.28
	Q
	10.34
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: How is adding a kind of services that the SET want to use?

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

	C367
	2011.07.2x
	T
	10.35
	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: In description of parameter “Proxy D-SLP”, it’s not clear how “treated separately” shall be interpreted.
Proposed Change:  Clarity
	Status: OPEN 

	C368
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.38
	Source: ETRI

Form: doc #0038

Comment: Wrong table 74 name
Proposed Change: 
Change “Authorized E-SLP List Parameter” to “D-SLP Access Notification Parameter”.
	Status: OPEN 

	C369
	2011.07.11
	E
	10.41
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  For the Delay field, there is an editorial comment in square brackets that should be removed.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C370
	2011.07.28
	E
	10.41
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the Delay parameter description, “[SE: I don’t think 0 is very meaningful or practical.]” needs to be deleted.

Proposed Change: Remove the sentence.
	Status: OPEN 

	C371
	2011.07.26
	T
	11.2.11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: the definition of triggerParams is wrong:

TriggerParams ::= CHOICE {

   periodicParams
PeriodicParams,

   areaEventParams
AreaEventParams,

   velocityEventParams
VelocityEventParams
   ...,

  ver3-TriggerParams-extension Ver3-TriggerParams-extension}

velocityEventParams must be part of ver3-TriggerParams-extension otherwise backwards compatibility with SUPL 2.0 is broken.

Proposed Change: make velocityEventParams part of ver3-TriggerParams-extension
	Status: OPEN 

	C372
	2011.07.2x
	T
	11.2.12


	Source: Ericsson

Form: INP doc #0035

Comment: clarify how bir 29 in refCI within LTEAreaID is to be handled

Proposed Change:  Make CR
	Status: OPEN 

	C373
	2011.07.26
	T
	11.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Ver3-SUPL-REPORT-extension is defined twice. Needs to be consolidated into one single extension. 
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C374
	2011.07.26
	T
	11.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Ver3-SUPL-TRIGGERED-STOP-extension is defined three times in section 11.4 (each time with different type definitions). Consolidate into one single Ver3-SUPL-TRIGGERED-STOP-extension 
Proposed Change: update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C375
	2011.07.11
	T
	11.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  In D-SLP-Services, ni-LocationURIRequest should be changed to si-LocationURIRequest and moved to the SI part of this ASN.1 structure.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

	C376
	2011.07.26
	T
	11.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The status code gssCapabilityMismatch which is used in section 5.3.5 is not defined in the ASN.1 section (section 11.7).

Proposed Change: add gssCapabilityMismatch to StatusCode in section 11.7.
	Status: OPEN 

	C377
	2011.07.26
	E
	11.7 and 11.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Replace hard wired reference to TIA-553 with a cross-reference to bookmark TIA-553.

Proposed Change: update reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C378
	2011.07.26
	E
	11.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: replace hard wired reference to 3GPP TS 36.321 with a cross-reference to bookmark 3GPP 36.321:

LteCellInformation ::= SEQUENCE {

  cellGlobalIdEUTRA
 
CellGlobalIdEUTRA,

  physCellId

PhysCellId,
  trackingAreaCode

TrackingAreaCode,
  rsrpResult

RSRP-Range
OPTIONAL,

  rsrqResult

RSRQ-Range
OPTIONAL,
  tA      INTEGER(0..1282) OPTIONAL, -- Timing Advance as per 3GPP TS 36.321
  measResultListEUTRA   MeasResultListEUTRA OPTIONAL, --Neighbour measurements

  ...}

Proposed Change: update reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C379
	2011.07.26
	E
	11.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: replace hard wired reference to 3GPP TS 36.331 with a cross-reference to bookmark 3GPP LTE:

-- LTE Cell info per 3GPP TS 36.331. --

-- If not otherwise stated info is related to serving cell --
LteCellInformation ::= SEQUENCE {

  cellGlobalIdEUTRA
 
CellGlobalIdEUTRA,

  physCellId

PhysCellId,
  trackingAreaCode

TrackingAreaCode,
  rsrpResult

RSRP-Range
OPTIONAL,

  rsrqResult

RSRQ-Range
OPTIONAL,
  tA      INTEGER(0..1282) OPTIONAL, -- Timing Advance as per 3GPP TS 36.321

  measResultListEUTRA   MeasResultListEUTRA OPTIONAL, --Neighbour measurements

  ...}

-- Measured results of neighbours cells per 3GPP TS 36.331 --

Proposed Change: update reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C380
	2011.07.26
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Replace hard wired reference to SCRRULES with a cross-reference to bookmark SCRRULES.
Proposed Change: update reference
	Status: OPEN 

	C381
	2011.07.11
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The requirement for ULP-PRO-C-001-O states: “(ULP-PRO-C-009-O OR ULP-PRO-C-010-O) AND ULP-PRO-C-011-O” 

This is incorrect since LPPe support is also required for GSM and WCDMA. 

Proposed Change: Replace statement with: “(ULP-PRO-C-009-O OR ULP-PRO-C-010-O) AND (ULP-PRO-C-011-O OR ULP-PRO-C-013-O) “
	Status: OPEN 

	C382
	2011.07.11
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  The requirement for ULP-PRO-C-003-O states: “(ULP-PRO-C-009-O OR ULP-PRO-C-010-O) AND ULP-PRO-C-008-O”

This is incorrect since it doesn’t tie in the positioning protocol and security is dealt with someplace else already.

Proposed Change: Replace statement with: “(ULP-PRO-C-009-O OR ULP-PRO-C-010-O) AND (ULP-PRO-C-011-O OR ULP-PRO-C-013-O) “
	Status: OPEN 

	C383
	2011.07.11
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  In ULP-PRO-C-043-O it states: “Support of Basic Protection Level” In SUPL 3.0 Basic Protection gave way to Mode A and Mode B Protection. This needs to be reflected properly. 

Proposed Change: Change “Support of Basic Protection Level” to “Support of Mode A Protection” and add a new item ULP-PRO-C-044-O for “Support of Mode B Protection”. Also change “Support of Null Protection Level” in ULP-PRO-C-041-O to “Support of Null Protection” 
	Status: OPEN 

	C384
	2011.07.11
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment:  In security modes, the requirements listed are for Null Protection and for Basic Protection. However, SUPL 3.0 employs Mode A and Mode B Protection in lieu of Basic Protection. Update security modes requirements to reflect change to Mode A and Mode B Protection.

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN 

	C385
	2011.07.26
	T
	B.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Support for Single Fix with Notification based on Location is missing as SET procedure.

Proposed Change: Add support for Single Fix with Notification based on Location to SET procedures.
	Status: OPEN 

	C386
	2011.07.27
	T
	Appendix B.1.1
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related SCR items missing
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C387
	2011.07.26
	T
	B.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Support for Single Fix with Notification based on Location is missing as SLP procedure.

Proposed Change: Add support for Single Fix with Notification based on Location to SLP procedures.
	Status: OPEN 

	C388
	2011.07.27
	T
	Appendix B.2.1
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related SCR items missing
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C389
	2011.07.26
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In UT1 the use of UT1 as guard timer for SUPL REPORT in D-SLP Access Notification to the D-SLP is missing.

Proposed Change: Add: “For D-SLP Access Notification to the H-SLP to receipt of SUPL END.”
	Status: OPEN 

	C390
	2011.07.26
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In UT3: replace “From sending of the last SUPL POS message to receipt of SUPL END or SUPL REPORT” with “From sending of the last SUPL POS message to receipt of SUPL END, SUPL REPORT or SUPL NOTIFY”. Reference to SUPL NOTIFY needs to be added back in because SUPL 3.0 now also supports Notification based on Location (which had initially been removed).
Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C391
	2011.07.26
	E
	Appendix C
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In ST2 the note in the default value column states: “NOTE: When user verification is required using “allow on no answer” or “deny on no answer”, the H-SLP should allow at least 40 seconds for the SET to prompt the user and determine that no answer has been made”. H-SLP should be replaced by H/D-SLP. 
Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C392
	2011.07.26
	E
	Appendix C
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In SLP timers: ST3 and ST4 are RLP timers and should be removed (ST3 is no longer needed anyway since it is only applicable to roaming with V-SLP which has been removed from SUPL 3.0).

Proposed Change: Delete rows for ST3 and ST4 in Table 77
	Status: OPEN 

	C393
	2011.07.26
	E
	Appendix C
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In ST5: Add “From sending SUPL INIT to receipt of SUPL REPORT” to description. This is needed for Retrieval of Historical Position Results.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 

	C394
	2011.07.27
	T
	Appendix D.3
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN 

	C395
	2011.07.26
	E
	Appendix E
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: replace hard wired references to 3GPP LPP with a cross-reference to bookmark 3GPP LPP

Proposed Change: update references
	Status: OPEN 

	C396
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix F
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the NOTE, SUPL POS needs to be changed to SUPL POS message.

Proposed Change: Add message behind POS.
	Status: OPEN 

	C397
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix F.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the second sentence of the step j, SUPL REINIT needs to be changed to SUPL REINIT message in all call flows.

Proposed Change: Add message behind REINIT.
	Status: OPEN 

	C398
	2011.07.28
	E
	Appendix F.1
	Source: LGE

Form: INP #0036

Comment: In the first step, the step number is changed from M to a. Proposed Change: Modify it.
	Status: OPEN 


3.4 OMA-TS-ILP-V3_0-20110630-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2011.0725
	T
	General
	Source: TCS

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: There are ASN.1 compilation errors.

Proposed Change: Provide contribution to fix errors.
	Status: OPEN 



	D002
	2011.07.20
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: References 3GPP 11.11, 3GPP 23.038, 3GPP 23.167, 3GPP 24.109, 3GPP 25.225, 3GPP 31.101, 3GPP 31.102, 3GPP 33.220, 3GPP 33.222, 3GPP 36.321, 3GPP 49.031, 3GPP LTE, 3GPP2 HRPD, 3GPP2 S.S0109, 3GPP2 S.S0114, 3GPP2 UMB, HMAC, IEEE 802.11v, IEEE 802.16-2004, IEEE 802.16e-2005, NWG 1.2.0 stage 2, NWG 1.2.0 stage3, OMA-DM, OMA-LOCSIP, OMNA, PROVCONT, PSK-TLS, RFC 3546, RFC 3825, RFC 3856, RFC 3986, RFC4234, RFC 4279, RFC 5985, SCRRULES, SIP PUSH, SUPLAD1, TIA-41, TIA-637, TLS-AES, WAP Cert, WAP PAP, WAP POTAP, WAP PROVSC, OMA PUSH, WAP TLS, WAP WDP and X.694 are not used in the document.

Proposed Change: Remove references
	Status: OPEN 



	D003
	2011.07.20
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Location ID parameter has been deprecated in SUPL 3.0 and needs to be removed.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 



	D004
	2011.07.20
	E
	3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Multiple Location ID parameter has been deprecated in SUPL 3.0 and needs to be removed.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 



	D005
	2011.07.20
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The following abbreviations are not used in the document: ACA, BSF, HELD, lid, LRF, OMNA, PAP, PSAP, POTAP, RNC, SEK, SID, SIP, SM, UMB, URI, and WAP.

Proposed Change: Remove abbreviations.
	Status: OPEN 



	D006
	2011.07.20
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Abbreviation SPC (SUPL Positioning Center) is missing.

Proposed Change: Add SPC to abbreviation section.
	Status: OPEN 



	D007
	2011.07.20
	E
	5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Add note explaining that optional parameters are shown in gray in the call flow diagrams.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 



	D008
	2011.07.20
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step E it states: “The H-SLC SHALL respond with a SUPL RESPONSE message containing the positioning method (posMethod) and the SLP Capabilities (sLPCapabilities). If the H-SPC included a list of supported posmethods in step D, the chosen positioning method SHALL be on this list”. This no longer applies since the chosen positioning method is now bearer agnostic i.e., does not include bearer dependent positioning methods such as E-OTD, OTDOA or AFLT (see posMethod parameter in ULP). This should be reworded to: “The H-SLC SHALL respond with a SUPL RESPONSE message containing the intended positioning method (posMethod) and the SLP Capabilities (sLPCapabilities). If the H-SPC included a list of supported posmethods in step D, the chosen intended positioning method SHALL be aligned with the list of supported posmethods”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D009
	2011.07.20
	T
	5.3.1, 5.3.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step G it states: “If the H-SPC included a list of supported posmethods in step F, the chosen posmethod SHALL be on this list”. This no longer applies since the chosen positioning method is now bearer agnostic i.e., does not include bearer dependent positioning methods such as E-OTD, OTDOA or AFLT (see posMethod parameter in ULP). This should be reworded to: “If the H-SPC included a list of supported posmethods in step F, the chosen intended positioning method SHALL be aligned with the list of supported posmethods
Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D010
	2011.07.20
	T
	5.3.3, 5.3.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In step E it states: “If the H-SPC included a list of supported posmethods in step D, the chosen posmethod SHALL be on this list”. This no longer applies since the chosen positioning method is now bearer agnostic i.e., does not include bearer dependent positioning methods such as E-OTD, OTDOA or AFLT (see posMethod parameter in ULP). This should be reworded to: “If the H-SPC included a list of supported posmethods in step D, the chosen intended positioning method SHALL be aligned with the list of supported posmethods
Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D011
	2011.07.20
	E
	7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference to BASIC-PER should be [PER] and not [PER.1]. 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D012
	2011.07.20
	T
	7.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: PSTOP is missing in Table 1.

Proposed Change: Add PSTOP to Table 1.
	Status: OPEN 



	D013
	2011.07.20
	T
	8.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: PSTOP is missing in Table 3.

Proposed Change: Add PSTOP to Table 3.
	Status: OPEN 



	D014
	2011.07.20
	T
	8.3, 9.14, 10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Approved Positioning Method List parameter needs to be updated to reflect all possible positioning methods supported by the SLP (need to add OTDOA for LTE, etc.). The change needs to be applied also to the parameter definition section (9.14) and to the ASN.1 definition section (10).

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D015
	2011.07.20
	T
	8.4, 9.16, 10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Preferred Positioning Method parameter needs to be aligned with the posMethod parameter in ULP (which has changed in SUPL 3.0). The change needs to be applied also to the parameter definition section (9.16) and to the ASN.1 definition section (10).

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D016
	2011.07.20
	T
	8.5, 9.15, 10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Supported Positioning Method List parameter needs to be updated to reflect all possible positioning methods supported by the SLP (need to add OTDOA for LTE, etc.). The change needs to be applied also to the parameter definition section (9.15) and to the ASN.1 definition section (10).

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D017
	2011.07.20
	T
	8.6, 8.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is stated in Location ID that: “Since the parameter is mandatory, it SHALL be set to NULL”. This is not correct since we introduced a new cell type “noCellInfo” to be used in this case. The sentence should be reworded to: “Since the parameter is mandatory it MUST be present and the Cell Info element SHALL be set to ‘noCellInfo’.”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D018
	2011.07.20
	E
	8.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In Positioning Method it states: “Please refer to [SUPL 3.0 TS ULP] for allowed positioning methods in SUPL 3.0” This sentence should be deleted since a reference to TS ULP is not required since the Positioning Method parameter is defined in section 9.3.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	D019
	2011.07.20
	T
	9.3, 10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Positioning Method in ILP is not in line with Positioning Method defined in TS ULP.

Proposed Change: Update Positioning Method. The update needs to be applied both to the parameter definition section (9) and to the ASN.1 definition section (10).
	Status: OPEN 



	D020
	2011.07.20
	E
	Appendix B
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Status column is no longer used in the latest template.

Proposed Change: Remove status column.
	Status: OPEN 



	D021
	2011.07.27
	T
	Appendix C.1
	Source: HTC

Form: INP doc #0042

Comment: Velocity event triggered service related descriptions missing in LT2 and PT2 (Actions on expiration).
Proposed Change: Add them.
	Status: OPEN


3.5 OMA-SUP-MO_oma_sup-V3_0-20110608-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2011.07.11
	E
	UTF- 8 encoding
	Source: XML Validation service

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: UTF- 8 encoding issue: Contains a character that should not be present in a file using UTF-8 encoding - (0x92)

Proposed Change: Remove character
	Status: OPEN 



	E002
	2011.07.11
	E
	<DFProperties>
	Source: XML Validation service

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Missing the <DFType> child element of <DFProperties> for the following nodes

/<X>/ToConRef (line 143),

<X>/ToConRef/<X> (line 153) 

/<X>/Ext/ (Line 201)

Proposed Change: Add DFType child elements
	Status: OPEN 




3.6 OMA-ERELD-SUPL-V3_0-20110704-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2011.07.26
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: UMB has been abandoned and references to UMB should be deleted.

Proposed Change: Remove reference to UMB.
	Status: OPEN 



	F002
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: References to [DMAccDDF], [DMDDFDTD], [IOPPROC],  are not used anywhere in the document.

Proposed Change: Delete references
	Status: OPEN 



	F003
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reference [RFC2119] is listed twice.

Proposed Change: Delete one reference
	Status: OPEN 



	F004
	2011.07.26
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Replace RLP 1.0 reference with reference to RLP 1.1. 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F005
	2011.07.26
	E
	4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Replace “This document outlines the Enabler Release Definition for SUPL Enabler and the respective conformance requirements for clients and servers implementing claiming compliance to it as defined by Open Mobile Alliance across the specification baseline” with “This document outlines the Enabler Release Definition for the SUPL Enabler and the respective conformance requirements for clients and servers”. The current text does not seem to make much sense.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 



	F006
	2011.07.26
	E
	4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In the second paragraph change “SUPL V2.0” to “SUPL V3.0”

Also add footnote that says that the SLP consists of SLC and SPC.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F007
	2011.07.26
	E
	4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Remove 3rd paragraph (“Communication between SET and SLP…………”). The level of detail is not needed here.

Proposed Change: Remove 3rd paragraph.
	Status: OPEN 



	F008
	2011.07.26
	E
	4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Add cross-reference to RLP 1.1 to the last paragraph.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F009
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of Version 1.0 Functionality is not accurate and should be replaced by the following wording (the entire text in section 4.1 should be replaced by): “SUPL V1.0 supports immediate fix positioning procedures for GSM, WCDMA/TD-SCDMA and CDMA networks. It supports terminal and network based positioning methods defined for GSM, WCDMA/TD-SCDMA and CDMA such as A-GPS, EOTD and Enhanced Cell Id.”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F010
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Update Figure 1 to remove the MLS Application and also show a SUPL Agent on the network side interfacing with the SLP. “Wireless Network” should be replaced by “Wireless and Wireline Network” 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F011
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The descriptions found in the 2nd and 3rd paragraph underneath Figure 1 are inaccurate. They should be replaced by: “Depending on whether the SUPL Agent residing in the network or the SUPL Agent residing in the SET requests service, the SLP (Network Initiated) or the SET (SET Initiated) sends the service initiation message. ULP uses TCP/IP as transport with TLS providing for data integrity and data protection. The only exception are the service initiation messages SUPL INIT and  SUPL REINIT which are generally transported over  push mechanism (WAP Push, SIP Push, MT SMS, UDP).” 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F012
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2.1, 4.2.2, 4.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Move sections 4.2.1, 4.2.2 and 4.2.3 to the end of section 4 (after section about Version 3.0 Functionality.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F013
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The current description does not make a lot of sense. Replace with: “The Internal Location Protocol (ILP) is a protocol-level instantiation of the Llp reference point. The protocol is used between the SLC (SUPL Location Center) and a SPC (SUPL Positioning Center)”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F014
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Reword “RLP is an element of the OMA MLS Enabler, and facilitates the SUPL roaming scenarios. RLP is also known as Inter-Location Server Mobile Location Protocol” to “RLP is part of the OMA MLS Enabler, and enables SUPL roaming.”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F015
	2011.07.26
	E
	4.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The 2nd and 3rd paragraph are not needed and should be deleted.

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F016
	2011.07.26
	T
	4.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The description of Version 3.0 Functionality is not up to date. Replace with: “SUPL 3.0 adds the following new functions:

· Support for LPPe

· Generic SUPL Session

· 3rd Party Relative Location 

· Security model for non-UICC devices using client certificates stored on the device

· Support for a D-SLP

· Support for a Location URI”

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 



	F017
	2011.07.26
	E
	8, 9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Sections 8 and 9 are empty.

Proposed Change: add content to section 8 and 9
	Status: OPEN 




3.7 OMA-ETR-SUPL-V3_0-20110629-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	G001
	2011.07.26
	Q
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: Most of the references are not used in the document. What should we do with the references?  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 



	G002
	2011.07.26
	E
	3.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The following abbreviations are missing: SPC, SEK 

Proposed Change: Add abbreviations
	Status: OPEN 



	G003
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.1.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: The Feature Test Requirement in (feature key NPP) still refers to proxy mode. However, in SUPL 3.0 there is no more distinction between proxy and non-proxy (everything is now proxy mode). 

Proposed Change: Replace: “Verify that a consistent choice of positioning method, proxy mode and protocol are made based upon the capabilities of SLP and SET” with “Verify that a consistent choice of positioning method and positioning protocol are made based upon the capabilities of SLP and SET”
	Status: OPEN 



	G004
	2011.07.26
	E
	5.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: INP doc

Comment: In 3rd bullet it states: “LPP/LPPe and 3GPP2 positioning protocols” This should be replaced by “LPP/LPPe and TIA-801 positioning protocols” 

Proposed Change: Update spec accordingly
	Status: OPEN 
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