Doc# OMA-CONRR-SUPL-V2_0-20071212-D.doc[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Review Report

Doc# OMA-CONRR-SUPL-V2_0-20071212-D.doc
Review Report


Consistency Review Report

	Review Report Document Id
	OMA-CONRR-SUPL-V2_0-20080124-D
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Material Being Reviewed:
	OMA-ERP-SUPL_2_0-V2_0-20071008-D

	Group Presenting Document:
	OMA LOC WG

	Date of This Report:
	24 January 2008


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 Comments once drafts have been published – source of possible confusion.

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment or 'T' for Technical comment

2. Review Information

2.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	
	
	
	

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	LOC WG
	Submitting Group
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	OMA-CONR-2007-0052-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_Orange

OMA-CONR-2007-0051-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_ETRI

OMA-CONR-2007-0048R01-for_ERP_SUPL_V2_0_20071008 (CMCC & ZTE)
OMA-CONR-2007-0047-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_Andrew

OMA-CONR-2007-0044-RC_SUPL_2_0_ERP_TS_from_LGE

OMA-CONR-2007-0043-RC_SUPL_2_0_ERP_RD_AD_from_LGE

OMA-CONR-2007-0042R01-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_Qualcomm

OMA-CONR-2007-0041-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ILP_Qualcomm

OMA-CONR-2007-0040R01-SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_Qualcomm

OMA-CONR-2007-0039-RC_SUPL2_0_Ericsson

OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC_SUPL_2.0_ERP_AD (Sprint Nextel)

OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC_SUPL_2.0_ERP_RD (Sprint Nextel)
OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
OMA-CONR-2007-0053-SUPL_2.0_ERP_RD_AD_Nokia
OMA-CONR-2007-0054R01-SUPL_2.0_ERP_TS_ULP_Nokia
OMA-CONR-2007-0055-SUPL_2.0_ERP_TS_ILP_Nokia
OMA-CONR-2007-0xyz-SUPL_2_0_ERP_TS_CIBA


2.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2007-12-03
	Conf Call
	LOC, REL
	OMA-ERP-SUPL_2_0-V2_0-20071008-D

	
	
	
	
	


3. Review Comments

3.1 OMA-RD-SUPL-V2_0-20070116-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.11.30
	E
	2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Update [3GPP2] reference

Proposed Change: Change to – [S.R0066]  3GPP2 S.R0066 “IP Based Location Services – Stage 1 Requirements”’ http://www.3gpp2.org/Public_html/specs/S.R0066-0_v1.0_110703.pdf
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	A002
	2007.11.30
	E
	2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing reference 3GPP2 X.S0002 to Informative References list used on section 6.1.5, IOP-02

Proposed Change: ADD – [X.S0002] 3GPP2 X.S0002-0_v2.0 “MAP Location Services Enhancements”’ http://www.3gpp2.org/Public_html/specs/X.S0002-0_v2.0_060531.pdfaction>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	A003
	2007.11.30
	E
	2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing reference 3GPP2 IS95

Proposed Change: ADD – 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor
Check where IS95 is used in the RD, and look if IS95 is applicable.

And if so a CR required to change IS95 to CDMA … whatever

	A004
	2007.11.30
	E
	2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing IEEE references for both WLAN and WiMAX

Proposed Change: ADD – 802.11a, b, and 11g reference and 802.16e with links
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor postpone 802.16e till we’ve come to a decision on WiMAX

	A005
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: AFLT, E-CI, and LAN are not definitions they are Abbreviations 

Proposed Change: Move AFLT, E-CI, and LAN to section 3.3 Abbreviations
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor <provide response>

	A006
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: E-SLP not used in document 

Proposed Change: Delete from section
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A007
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Definitions are missing for Application Service Provider, Change of Area, Periodic, Quality of Position,  SUPL Network, Target, and Triggered 

Proposed Change: Add definitions, some can be found in the AD
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>CR required, LAY

	A008
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing reference to IEEE documents for WLAN 

Proposed Change: WLAN – A local area network that provides wireless access via IEEE [IEEE 802.11].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A009
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing Definition of WiMAX 

Proposed Change: WiMAX - A wireless network that provides wireless access via [IEEE 802.16].
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0004R01-CR_TS_ULP_WiMAX_references_D366_A009.doc

	A010
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2 & 3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: CAMEL is not used in the document

Proposed Change: Delete CAMEL from section 3.2 and 3.3
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A011
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: ANSI is not used in the document

Proposed Change: Delete ANSI from section 3.3
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A012
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Correct the spelling of LoCation Services

Proposed Change: Change to Location Services
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A013
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: The following Abbreviations are missing QoP, SUPL, SET, SLP, MLP, RD, MLS, H-SLP, P2P, P2M, SMS, DoS, GPS, API, OTDOA, W-CDMA, CDMA, GSM, WiMAX, PS, UE,  

Proposed Change: Most of the abbreviations can be found in the AD except the following:

P2P – point-to-point

P2M – point-to-multipoint

DoS – Denial of Service

API – Application Programming Interface

W-CDMA – Wideband Code Division Multiplexing Access

CDMA - Code Division Multiplexing Access

GSM – Global systems for Mobile Communications

WiMAX - Worldwide Interoperability for Microwave Access Forum 

MS – Mobile Station

UMTS

 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>Check AD too !!
Check the definitions for CDMA. Postpone the WiMAX.
Remanded to editor

	A014
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Correct AGNSS and LBS

Proposed Change: Change to AGNSS to A-GNSS and LBS to LCS
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A015
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Sentence is unclear “The traceability of the SUPL requirements to the Location the Location Architecture Overview RD requirements is noted.

Proposed Change: Delete sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A016
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing WiMAX Use Case 

Proposed Change: Add Use Case see changes below
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2007-0454-CR_SUPL_2.0_RD_Fix_for_A016.doc

	A017
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Correct NW

Proposed Change: Replace NW with network 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A018
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Add space between toan 

Proposed Change: Change to: Locating a SET attached to an interworking WLAN…..
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A019
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing wording for PS in sentence 

Proposed Change: WLAN to access 3GPP/3GPP2 Packet switched Services.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> PS: Packet switched services. remanded to editor

	A020
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing (QoP)  

Proposed Change: Add (QoP) 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A021
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.41
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: To many s’s locations(s)   

Proposed Change: delete s chosen location(s) that
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A022
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1 HLFR-05
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: QoS is incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to QoP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A023
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1 HLFR-06
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: QoS is incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to Quality of Position (QoP), 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A024
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1.2 CRG-01 and CRG-02
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: QoS is incorrect 3 places

Proposed Change: Change to QoP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A025
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1.5 IOP-02
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Correct 3GPP2 and 3GPP references see comment A002

Proposed Change: Change to (e.g., [X.S0002], [23.271])
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A026
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1.5 IOP-02
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: QoS is incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to QoP
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A027
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1.7 LOCT-02
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: AGPS incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to A-GPS
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A028
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1.7 LOCT-10
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: AGNSS incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to A-GNSS
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A029
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.2

OSR-01
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing air interface WiMAX 

Proposed Change: Add WiMAX - (GSM, CDMA….WLAN, WiMAX)  
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> Postpone
remanded to editor

	A030
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing WiMAX requirement

Proposed Change: Add requirement OSR-09 SUPL SHALL support the positioning of a SET attached to a WiMAX network.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> Postpone, CR required; LAY

	A031
	2007.11.30
	E
	Title Page
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0036-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-RD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Document status mark is incorrect on title page

Proposed Change: Should read:OMA-RD-SUPL-V2_020070116-C
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	A032
	2007.10.10
	E
	
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Document Id shall not end with "-D"

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED, (prev. addressed)

	A033
	2007.10.10
	E
	4.0
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: “AGNSS” shall be "A-GNSS" 

Proposed Change:
	CLOSED (prev. addressed

	A034
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Delete "is" in "When a SET is attached to WLAN network supports…"

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	A035
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Last sentence belongs to sec 5.1.2

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor (move to 5.1.2)

	A036
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: a space is left out in the sentence “Locating a SET attached toan interworking WLAN architecture.” 

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED (prev. addressed)

	A037
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:sentence “ a notification or confirmation message is send to the target User.” is wrong

Proposed Change: It should be  “ a notification or confirmation message is sent to the target User.”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	A038
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: 
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:sentence “The Enhanced SET originated location request must be send to the H-SLP.” is wrong

Proposed Change: It should be  “The Enhanced SET originated location request must be sent to the H-SLP.”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	A039
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: "SUPL User" shall be "SET User" in all instances in the Use Case.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	A040
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: One "s" too much in "locations(s)"
Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED (already addressed)

	A041
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.7.5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Space missing in "anapplication"

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	A042
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.7.5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The statement in step 2 "For instance, in emergency cases, the third party will be the emergency center" is misleading.  It can be interpreted as if SET initiated emergency positioning is supported by SUPL although only Network Initiated is defined.
Proposed Change: Remove sentence 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	A043
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.7.5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The statement in step 2 "Note that the third party can be more than one." Is incorrect.

Proposed Change: Remove sentence 
	OPEN Postpone
Pending CR: 0005

	A0044
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: It is not clear if requirements OSR-7 is fulfilled 

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN CR required; AKE
Pending OMA-LOC-2008-0008-CR_SUPL_2_0_RD_ConrrA0044_WLAN.doc

	A045
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE
Form: doc #0043

Comment: “SUPL Enabled Terminal (SET)    A device that is capable of communicating with a SUPL network using the SUPL interface. Examples of this could be a UE in UMTS, an MS in GSM or CDMAIS-95, or a PC over an IP-based transport”. A spacing word is needed between the words, ‘CDMA’ and ‘IS-95’.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED
<provide response> remanded to editor (take out IS-95)

	A046
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: doc #0043
Comment: “Capability: Locating a SET attached toan interworking WLAN architecture.” A spacing word is needed between the words, ‘to’ and ‘an’.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED
<provide response>  remanded to editor (prev. addressed)

	A047
	2007.11.30
	E/T
	5.3.1
	Source: LGE
Form: doc #0043
Comment: “Capability: Enhanced SET Originated Location Request SHALL allow a SET resident MLS application to request the position from another target terminal, (which is not restricted to a SUPL Enabled Terminal) from the network.”

The current SUPL 2.0 cannot support the SET to request a location of another target terminal that is not a SUPL Enabled Terminal.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED
<provide response> Withdrawn

	A048
	2007.11.30
	E/T
	6.1
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: 

HLFR-08
The SUPL architecture and protocol specification SHOULD not be the limiting factor in the location reporting interval from the SUPL system. 

…

Deferred and periodic services are not in scope for SUPL version 1.0.
SUPL V1.0
The description of HLFR-8 should be modified for SUPL 2.0.
Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0441R01-CR_SUPL2_0_RD_Proposed_Resolution_A48.doc


	
	
	
	
	
	


3.2 OMA-AD-SUPL-V2_0-20070831-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Network Initiated SUPL Services is incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to SUPL Network Initiated Services
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>remanded to editor

	B002
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Missing definitions for:

SIP/IP core

Emergency IMS Core

SUPL Session

Location Services

End User Device

Location Base Applications 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>CR required !!
TCS

	B003
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: in the SUPL Interface and SLC definitions us the SET abbreviate
Proposed Change: Change SUPL Enable Terminal to SET
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	B004
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment: Definition for SLP is inconsistency
Proposed Change: Change to:  Entity responsible for Location Service Management and Position Determination. SLP contains the SLC and SPC Functions.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	B005
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Abbreviations missing for:

API

POTAP

HLIA

HLIR

ILP

H-SLC

H-SPC

MAC

MSISDN

SLIRep

SRLIRep

V-SLC

V-SPC

Proposed Change: Add abbreviations
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	B006
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  SMSC is incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to SMS-C
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	B007
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  SRRF appears twice in the document

Proposed Change: delete one SRRF
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B008
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  lone r in Note:

Proposed Change: Delete r
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B009
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  It is unclear what the sentence “The SUPL architecture depends on [OMA RLP] means.

Proposed Change: Delete sentence.
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response> Withdrawn

	B010
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Missing abbreviation for SUPL Security Function

Proposed Change: Add (SSF)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B011
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  extra word at the end of the  1st paragraph SUPL Service Provider

Proposed Change: Delete “Service” change to read SUPL Provider
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B012
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Reference links are not working

Proposed Change: Fix links
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B013
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  In the diagram SMSC is incorrect

Proposed Change: Change to SMS-C
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B014
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  SMSC is incorrect 2 places in the paragraph

Proposed Change: Change to SMS-C 2 places in paragraph
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B015
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The reference is written incorrectly in the 3rd bullet

Proposed Change: Change to OMA Architecture [OMA AD]
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B016
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  4th bullet 1st sub-bullet 2nd OMA AD reference is incorrectly written

Proposed Change: Change to OMA Architecture [OMA AD]
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B017
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  4th bullet  all sub-bullets need to abbreviate SUPL Initiation Function in each sub-bullet

Proposed Change: Change SIF
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B018
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  abbreviation missing

Proposed Change: Add (SLP)
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B019
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.1.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Use SLP abbreviation in first sentence

Proposed Change: The 1st sentence should read For any SET a SLP can perform….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B020
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.1.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  1st sentence is not using abbreviations 

Proposed Change:  Us only SLP, SLC and SPC in the 1st sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B021
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.1.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The wording in the1st paragraph 2nd sentence is not consist in document

Proposed Change:  Change to read:  The Lup interface is used to deliver messages for Location Service Management and Positioning Determination.  And change the next to last bullet of the section to read Messaging destined… SLP – Lup Location Service Management Messages
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B022
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.1.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The section doesn’t looks as if it belongs to section 5.2.3.1

Proposed Change:  Change section number to 5.2.3.2 and the next 3 section change also
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>remanded to editor

	B023
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.1.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  1st sentence SET is written out use abbreviation 

Proposed Change:  Change to read SET
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor 

	B024
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.4
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The title of the section and the title of table 1 should be the same

Proposed Change: Make the titles of table 1  to read the same as the section name
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B025
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.4
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The meaning of the statement introducing the section doesn’t make any sense

Proposed Change: Rewrite to mean something
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor 

	B026
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3.4
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Functional Group names in table don’t match section names.

Proposed Change: Change the titles to read: SUPL Location Services Functional Group and SUPL Positioning Functional Group
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B027
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix section title

Proposed Change: Should read: 5.3 Functional Groups and Reference Points
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B028
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  1st sentence not using abbreviation

Proposed Change: Change to read: The SPF is the function….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B029
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  1st bullet is incorrectly written

Proposed Change: The bullet should read: ….regardless of SUPL Network Initiated Services or SET Initiated Services
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor (consistent with B001)

	B030
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Abbreviation missing in last paragraph

Proposed Change: Change to read…. (LDC) to implement the SPF.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B031
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Section missing abbreviations and wording issues

Proposed Change: Changes in A:
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0455-CR_SUPL_2.0_AD_Fix_for_B031.doc


	B032
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Section missing abbreviations and wording issues

Proposed Change: Changes in B:
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0455-CR_SUPL_2.0_AD_Fix_for_B031.doc


	B033
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.5
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Abbreviation missing in 1st  sentence

Proposed Change: Change to read: The SCF is responsible….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B034
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.6
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Abbreviation missing in 1st  sentence

Proposed Change: Change to read: The SSMF is the function….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B035
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.1.7
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Abbreviation missing in 1st  sentence

Proposed Change: Change to read: The SSPF is the function….
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B036
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The title of the functional group should be capitalized in sentence

Proposed Change: Should read: …..entities within the SUPL Positioning Services Functional Group
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B037
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.2.1

5.3.2.2

5.3.2.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Use the abbreviation in the first sentence

Proposed Change: Should read: …..the SADF, The SRRF, The SPCF
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B038
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix section title

Proposed Change: Should read: 5.3.3 SUPL Reference Point Definitions
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B039
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix section title

Proposed Change: Should read: 5.3.3.1 Lup Reference Point
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B040
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Title of section is incorrect

Proposed Change: Should read Location Service Management
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B041
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The text introducing the section needs to be cleaned up

Proposed Change: Should read: This reference point is used to enable the SLP to establish a SUPL session with the SET, the SUPL Location Services Functional Group is found in Table 1.

Tables 2 list the Location Services Management messages.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor; -replace interface with reference point. 


	B042
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.1

Table 2

SUPL INIT
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Network Initiated is incorrect

Proposed Change: Should read: SUPL Network Initiated Services
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B043
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.1

Table 2

SUPL TRIGGERED START
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Network Initiated is incorrect

Proposed Change: Should read: SUPL Network Initiated Services
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B044
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.1

Table 2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Correct title of Table 2

Proposed Change: Should read: Table 2:  Location Service Management
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor;  

	B045
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  The text introducing the section needs to be cleaned up

Proposed Change: Should read: This reference point is used to transport messages between the SET and SLP for the calculation of a position, the SUPL Positioning Determination Functional Group are found in Table 1.

Tables 3 list the Positioning Determination messages.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B046
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix table title

Proposed Change: Should read: Table 3:  Positioning Determination
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B047
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Add in missing WiMAX information

Proposed Change:  Add in after WLAN… A WiMAX capable SET and SLP providing support for this SET type SHALL support RRLP if A-GPS or A-Galileo positioning is supported.

	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> Postpone
Resolved by CR: 457R01

	B048
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix title and sentence introducing this section

Proposed Change: Should read: 5.3.3.2 Llp Reference Point

The function of the Llp reference point is logically separated into Positioning Control function and Position Data function.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B049
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix section title

Proposed Change: 5.3.3.2.1     Position Control
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response>Withdrawn

	B050
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix text introducing section and table and table name

Proposed Change: This reference point is used to transport messages between the SLC and SPC for calculation of a position, the SUPL Positioning Determination Functional Group are found in Table 1

Table 4 list the Positioning Control messages


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B051
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix section title

Proposed Change: 5.3.3.2.2     Positioning Data 
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response> withdrawn

	B052
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.3.3.2.2
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Fix text introducing section and table and table name

Proposed Change: This reference point is used to transport messages between the SLC and SPC for calculation of a position for proxy mode, the SUPL Positioning Determination Functional Group are found in Table 1

Table 5 list the Positioning Data messages

Table 5:  Positioning Data
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> Refer to B050; remanded to editor

	B053
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.3 A, I, J

5.4.4 A, G, H

5.4.5 A, F, J, M, R

5.4.6 A, F, T

5.4.7 A, B, F, G, J,  K, L, M

5.4.8 A, B, C, D, H, I, J, L, M, N, O

5.4.9 A, B, J, K, P, Q, R, S

5.4.10 A, B, C, E, I, O, P, Q, R, S

5.4.11 A, E

5.5.3  A, K

5.5.4 A, M
	Source: Larry.A.Young@Sprint.com

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0037-RC-SUPL-2.0-ERP-AD, RELCONRSUPL 2.0 ConfCall

Comment:  Abbreviations not used in text, not consistent with ULP TS document

Proposed Change:  Replace a the written out words with the abbreviations
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B054
	2007.10.10
	T
	
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Version on front page incorrect.

Proposed Change: Add V 2.0
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B055
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: References  [OMA MLP] is missing version 
Proposed Change: Add V 3.2
	CLOSED 
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0006-CR_SUPL_2_0_AD_ConrrB055_057_MLPRLP_Versions.doc

	B056
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Add reference to MLP 3.3

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0006-CR_SUPL_2_0_AD_ConrrB055_057_MLPRLP_Versions.doc

	B057
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Add a reference to RLP 1.1

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0006-CR_SUPL_2_0_AD_ConrrB055_057_MLPRLP_Versions.doc

	B058
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  change TLS to TLS 1.1

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor (editor will look-up the date)

	B059
	2007.10.10
	T
	3.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The terms “MLS application and SUPL agent classes” is not anywhere in AD (or other SUPL documents)

Proposed Change:  Remove definition
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B060
	2007.10.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Term GMT is not used

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remove GMT; remanded to editor

	B061
	2007.10.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Term SRRF is repeated

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED, already addressed

	B062
	2007.10.10
	E
	3.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Term SRSF should be SUPL Roaming Support Function

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B063
	2007.10.10
	E
	4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The note is corrupted. “r” should be “rely”
Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED, already addressed by previous comment

	B064
	2007.10.10
	T
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The additions relative SUPL 1.0 should be described.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B065
	2007.10.10
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The section need alignment with ULP section 6.1.1.2 e.g. there are four methods and ACA applies also to 3GPP2.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Addressed by agreed CR 358; remanded to editor (will apply CR).

	B066
	2007.10.10
	T
	4.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Section is incorrect and seems unnecessary in AD
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Addressed by CR 358 ; remanded to editor (will apply as per CR)

	B067
	2007.10.10
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: TLS should be TLS 1.1
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Fixed by CR 358; remanded to editor

	B068
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Interfaces not defined in SUPL should be dashed (inline with AD best practice document) 
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B069
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Interface P-Y shall be P-1. Interface P-X shall be P-2.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B070
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Note 2 & 3 need to be resolved.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN CR required!! TCS !

	B071
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Note need to be resolved.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN CR required!! TCS 

	B072
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.3.1.3 5.2.3.3

5.2.3.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The trigger function is not described. It seems reasonable to add a SUPL Trigger Function (STF)
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN CR required!! Khiem 

	B073
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The last sentence is unclear. Further it refers to specific non-OMA entities in a way that can be interpreted as if they are found to comply with SUPL requirements. As work on permission/policy/privacy management is ongoing in OMA a more generic wording should be used
Proposed Change: Change sentence to:

“ SUPL may use other enablers to implement parts of the SUPL Privacy Function:
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B074
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.3.3.1.1

5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: SUPL_REPORT shall be SUPL  REPORT

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B075
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.3.3.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The text after table with requirements on SET and SLP has been move to TS ULP and shall not be repeated in AD due to risk of inconsistence. 
Proposed Change: Remove text after table 3. 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B076
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.4.11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The message name in step B and C is incorrect. Shall be "SUPL INIT"

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	B077
	2007.11.29
	T
	4.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: The reference to selected deployments for SUPL 1.0 should be a reference to SUPL 2.0

Proposed Change: correct typo.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B078
	2007.11.29
	T
	4.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: Definition for Authentication needs to be brought in line with ULP specification.  

Proposed Change: Update definition for Authentication.
	Status: OPEN Already addressed by CR 358 

	B079
	2007.11.29
	T
	4.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: Definition for Authorization needs to be brought in line with ULP specification (i.e. needs to be deleted). 

Proposed Change: Delete section.
	Status: OPEN Already addressed by CR 358

	B080
	2007.11.29
	T
	4.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: reference to SUPL AUTH REQ and SUPL AUTH RESP needs to be deleted. Both messages are secured with TLS. 

Proposed Change: remove reference to SUPL AUTH REQ and SUPL AUTH RESP.
	Status: OPEN Already addressed by 358

	B081
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: update missing links.

Proposed Change: correct missing links.
	Status: CLOSED; already previously addressed.

	B082
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: note 2 and note 3 under figure 1 need additional definition (TBD).

Proposed Change: update note 2 and note 3 under figure 1.
	Status: CLOSED Already addressed by previous comments

	B083
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: remove last sentence "note that SSF requirements for positioning in association with an emergency services call are FFS" since these requirements are already addressed in ULP.

Proposed Change: remove sentence.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B084
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: table 4: typo PRESP should be PRES
Proposed Change: correct typo.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B085
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: table 4: messages PCANCEL and PBORT do not exist anymore (compare ILP).

Proposed Change: remove PCANCEL and PBORT from table 4.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B086
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.1, 5.4.2, 5.4.3, 5.4.4, 5.4.7, 5.4.8, 5.4.9, 5.4.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: heading should include "immediate service" to point out this is an immediate position location session.

Proposed Change: update headings.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B087
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.1, 5.4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step D: the message also contains the location identifier.

Proposed Change: update wording in step D..
	Status: OPEN (add “and the location identifier”) remanded to editor

	B088
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step B: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery. 

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: Withdrawn 

	B089
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step B: UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery. 

Proposed Change: add UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0007R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_AD_ConrrB089_SuplInitTransport.doc 

	B090
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.3, 5.4.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: MLP part in call flow diagram in figure 4 and figure 5 needs to be brought in line with figure 79 in ULP. Also, MLP does not currently support the suggested call flow sequence.

Proposed Change: correct figure 4.
	Status: OPEN Pending similar resolution for comment to ULP section. CRs required (first to MLP & ULP).

	B091
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.5, 5.4.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step B: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: withdrawn

	B092
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step I: delete last sentence since SUPL REPORT is always used to indicate the end of the SUPL POS session (and not just to report a position back to the SET).

Proposed Change: delete last sentence in step I. Also in the first sentence change SUPL agent to SET.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor.


	B093
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: under step J: add that steps K to N are a repeat of steps G to J.

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B094
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step C: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: Withdrawn

	B095
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.7
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: the MLP and RLP call flows in figure 8 are not correct. The interim position cannot be reported the way it is shown. Refer to figure 79 in ULP to correct figure 8.

Proposed Change: correct figure 8 in line with ULP figure 79.
	Status: OPEN Similar resolution as for B090. remanded to editor.

	B096
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step E: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: Withdrawn

	B097
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.8
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: the MLP and RLP call flows in figure 9 are not correct. The interim position cannot be reported the way it is shown. Refer to figure 79 in ULP to correct figure 9.

Proposed Change: correct figure 9 in line with ULP figure 79.
	Status: Similar resolution as for B090.

	B098
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.9
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step D: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: Withdrawn

	B099
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step F: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: Withdrawn

	B100
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.9,

5.4.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: remove internal communication messages in call flows since it is not shown in the non-roaming cases either (section 5.4.2).

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B101
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.4.9, 5.4.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: the MLP and RLP call flows in figures 10 and 11 are not correct. The interim position cannot be reported the way it is shown. Refer to figure 79 in ULP to correct figures 10 and 11.

Proposed Change: correct figures 10 and 11 in line with ULP figure 79.
	Status: OPEN Similar resolution as for B090

	B102
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: mention in the introduction that only certain call flows are shown for instance SET Initiated only shown Immediate non-roaming cases. Also Network Initiated only shows non-roaming periodic triggered and area event triggered cases. Should be explained why.

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN 

remanded to editor

	B103
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: step B in the call flow of figure 12 shows the wrong message. There is no ULP SUPL REQUEST POSITION message. It should be ULP SUPL INIT. Description in the text needs the same corrections (i.e. replace ULP SUPL REQUEST POSITION with ULP SUPL INIT).

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B104
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step B: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: withdrawn

	B105
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step B: location identifier and 3rd party identity are also sent in SUPL START.

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B106
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step D: location identifier is also sent in SUPL POS INIT.

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B107
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.5.1, 5.5.2, 5.5.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step F: location identifier is also sent in SUPL POS INIT.

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B108
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.5.3, 5.5.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step D: SIP Push and UDP/IP may also be used for SUPL INIT delivery.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport.
	Status: withdrawn

	B109
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.5.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step I: location identifier is also sent in SUPL POS INIT.

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B110
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: LGE
Form: doc #0043
Comment: The abbreviation of ‘SRRF’ is appeared twice.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response> Addressed by previous comment

	B111
	2007.11.30
	E
	4
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: “Note: Applicability of a particular A-GNSS is subject to the support in relevant 3GPP and 3GPP2 specifications that SUPL r on.”

The character ‘r’ between ‘SUPL’ and ‘on’ should be deleted.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response> Addressed by previous comment

	B112
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.1
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: 
“SUPL Version 1 supports the following modes of operation for selected deployments:

· Proxy flows for GSM/WCDMA deployments

· Proxy flows for CDMA/CDMA2000 deployments
· Non-proxy flows for CDMA/CDMA2000 deployments”
This section should be modified for SUPL 2.0. 

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response> Addressed by previous comment

	B113
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.3
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: The message names should be changed from ‘ULP AUTH REQ’ to ‘ULP SUPL AUTH REQ’, and ‘ULP AUTH RESP’ to ‘ULP SUPL AUTH RESP’ in the figure and the step description.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B114
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.5
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: In step E, “The H-SLP selects one or more positioning method(s) to be used for the periodic triggered session and responds with a ULP SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE message.  This message contains the positioning methods and periodic trigger parameters.”

‘One or more positioning method(s)’ should be changed to ‘positioning method’ due to inconsistency between AD and TS.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>  remanded to editor

	B115
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.6
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: In step U, The sentence, “The SET then releases the secure and H-SLP release the secure IP connection.” should be changed to “The SET then releases the secure IP connection.”

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B116
	2007.11.30
	E/T
	5.4.8
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: In step J, “When the position calculation is complete the V-SLP sends the SUPL END message towards the SET, tunneled over RLP via the H-SLP.” Should be changed to “When the position calculation is complete the V-SLP sends the SUPL END message towards the H-SLP, tunneled over RLP.”

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: Withdrawn
<provide response> 

	B117
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.5.2
	Source: LGE
Form doc #0043
Comment: The description,” The SET then releases the secure connection to the H-SPC.” in the step I, should be moved to the step H.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B118
	2007.11.29
	E
	4.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The “Planned Phases” section still lists the modes of operation for SUPL1.0

Proposed Change: Update to SUPL2.0 modes of operation.
	Status: CLOSED; previously addressed.

	B119
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: mention of WAP “POTAT” instead of WAP “POTAP”
Proposed Change: Change to “POTAP”.
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B120
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.3.1.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: SUPL Security Function (SSF), contains text “Note that SSF requirements for positioning in association with an emergency services call are FFS.”

Proposed Change: This text should be deleted.
	Status: CLOSED covered by previous comment and agreed CR.

	B121
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.3.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: “The SUPL architecture identifies one new interface” – should be two, including ILP?
Proposed Change: Change to include ILP/Llp
	Status: OPEN 

remanded to editor

	B122
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.3.3.2.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In the Positioning Control Function section, Table 4 is out of date as some ILP messages have changed name or been removed

Proposed Change: Update to new names.
	Status: CLOSED, previously addressed. 

	B123
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.4
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: There is an apparent contradiction between Figure 1:Supl Architecture and 5.4.4 NI Proxy where it says 

“Note: the WAP-PPG/SMS-C network element is only involved if WAP Push or MT SMS is used for delivering the ULP SUPL INIT message to the SET.  If UDP/IP or SIP Push is used as transport for the ULP SUPL INIT message, the WAP-PPG/SMS-C is not involved.”

In Figure 1, it looks like the WAP-PPG can be involved when SIP Push is used as a transport due to the SIP Push (P-X) interface  shown between the WAP PPG and the SIP/IP core. The same comment applies for the SMS-C.
Proposed Change: Change the note in 5.4.4 if it is incorrect.
	Status: OPEN CR: Khiem & Paul  

	B124
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.7 (and others)
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In section 5.4.7, Steps K and M, the R-SLP is shown using the MLP SLIA and SLIRep messages to convey intermediate location information using the MLP asynchronous request mechanism. This callflow is currently incorrect, as it shows a position estimate being sent at Step K in the SLIA, which is not possible if SLIReps are also to be sent later. Appendix B.1 in the ULP spec shows the correct messaging for asynchronous requests for MLP.
Proposed Change: Change 5.4.7 to show correct messaging for both asynchronous and synchronous reporting. Alternatively, document asynchronous reporting only and add a note saying that synchronous reporting is also supported.
	Status: CLOSED, already covered by previous comment. Suggested text might be applied as part of the solution. 

	B125
	2007.11.12
	E
	4.1
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: Only operation modes for SUPL v1.0 have been described. If SUPL v2.0 apply to same area as 1.0, it should be mentioned clearly.
Proposed Change: add this sentence ‘SUPL version 2 does same as version 1 in network deployment, for other new network, such as WLAN, it is FFS’.
	Status: OPEN
<provide response>Already addressed by previous comment.

	B126
	2007.11.12
	T
	5.4.11
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In flow for ‘Historical Positions’, SUPL RESPORT message was used to terminate the session, but in normal, SLP/SET can only terminate and release a session when it receive a SUPL END message. So some change need to act there: It is better add another SUPL END message after SUPL REPORT from SLP to SET to terminal/release the session.

Proposed Change: add another SUPL END message after SUPL REPORT from SLP to SET to terminal/release the session.
	Status: OPEN 
Current wording/concept is perceived as applicable by group. Proposed changed not required.

(comment might be relevant for ULP)

	B127
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.4
	Source: Youngsu Cho

Form: doc#00

Comment: “H-SLC” in step H shall be “H-SLP”.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN remanded to editor

	B128
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.5
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#00
Comment: In Figure 6, WAP PPG and SMS-C Block should be added in order to be consistent with Figure 7.  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0007R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_AD_ConrrB089_SuplInitTransport.doc

	B129
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.4.6
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51
Comment: the SUPL Agent in step I shall be the SET.   

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN Already covered by previous comment.

	B130
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.4.11
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51
Comment: “the ULP SUPL REQUEST Position” shall be replaced by “the SUPL INIT” in step B in order to be consistent with step B in TS-ULP 5.1.20.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN Already covered by previous comment.

	B131
	2007.11.28
	E
	2.2
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  3GPP release version is not specified for [3GPP 33.220] and [3GPP 33.222]  in section 2.1 while reference [3GPP GSM LCS], [3GPP TS 23.271] and [3GPP WCDMA LCS] in section 2.2 refer to 3GPP Release 6. To be consistent, above 3GPP references shall all refer to specific 3GPP releases or none shall do. Also, if 3GPP release were to be specified for above mentioned references, release 7 should be used instead of release 6.

Proposed Change: remove “Release 6 “  from  reference [3GPP GSM LCS], [3GPP TS 23.271] and [3GPP WCDMA LCS].
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B132
	2007.11.28
	E
	4
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  Error in the following sentence -- “Note: Applicability of a particular A-GNSS is subject to the support in relevant 3GPP and 3GPP2 specifications that SUPL r on” 

Proposed Change: change “r” to “relies”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> Already covered

	B133
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.2.1
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  This section needs to be updated to cover the new transport mechanisms introduced in SUPL 2.0, i.e. UDP/IP and SIP Push. 

Proposed Change: add UDP/IP and SIP Push to the first paragraph of section 5.2.1. 
	Status: withdrawn
<provide response> 

	B134
	2007.11.28
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  As more than 3 alternatives are now defined for implementing the SUPL Initiation Function (SIF), the last bullet in section 5.2.2 shall be reworded.

Proposed Change: Change “The SUPL architecture provides three alternatives for implementing the SUPL Initiation Function (SIF)” to “The SUPL architecture provides the following alternatives for implementing the SUPL Initiation Function (SIF)”. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B135
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.2.2
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  SLP using WAP PPG is a different mechanism than SLP using SIP Push. For clarification, the first bullet under SIF in section 5.2.2 should be split into two, one for SIF using WAP PPG and the other for SIF using SIP Push.

Proposed Change: List SIF using WAP PPG and SIF using SIP Push in separate bullets.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor: Paul will send text

	B136
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.2.1 and 5.2.2
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  Lz interface between the Emergency IMS Core and the E-SLP  is introduced as part of OMA [SIP Push] for IMS Emergency Location Services. However, as of now, OMA [SIP Push] only refers to ISC and Gm reference points in the context of IMS. The ISC reference point is between the AS and the S-CSCF as per 3GPP TS 23.228; therefore the Lz reference point should not be considered the same as ISC, which leaves Lz reference point to be defined. 

Following options should be considered:

1. Extend 3GPP 23.167 Mi reference point (LRF—E-CSCF) to allow the E-SLP, which is part of LRF, to push the location request notification to the SET using SIP Message method. In this case, Lz could be replaced with reference point Mi defined in 3GPP. OMA [SIP Push] shall then be updated to refer to Mi as well as ISC in the context of IMS. 

2. Define Lz in OMA SUPL ULP TS, and make it conform to OMA [SIP Push].  

Proposed Change: 

Define Lz in OMA SUPL ULP TS as suggested in option 2 above. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>CR required; TCS, E///, Andrew & QC Etc.
Pending CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0021-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_Conrr_B136_SIP_Push_TCS.doc

	B137
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.4
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  Missing SET Initiated Roaming call flows.

Proposed Change: Add SET Initiated Roaming call flows in section 5.4.
	Status: Withdrawn
<provide response>

	B138
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.4
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  Missing emergency location service call flows.

Proposed Change: Add emergency location service call flows in section 5.4.
	Status: Withdrawn
<provide response>

	B139
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.4.11

Step B
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0046-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_AD_TCS
Comment:  SIP Push shall be added as one of the possible transports for ULP SUPL REQUEST POSITION message.

Proposed Change: Replace ” which may be a WAP PUSH or an SMS Trigger or UDP/IP”  with  “which may be a WAP Push or an SMS Trigger or UDP/IP or SIP Push”
	Status: Withdrawn
<provide response>

	B140
	2007.11.30
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: "WAP PROVSC, OMA-WAP-ProvSC-V1_1-20040428-C, WAP Provisioning Smart Card, Open Mobile Alliance" - Not referenced anywhere

Proposed Change: Needs to be removed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor (check if available in ULP)

	B141
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Following abbreviations are not used anywhere 
B-TID

DTD

Proposed Change: Needs to be removed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B142
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Abbreviation is present twice for SRRF
Proposed Change: One needs to be removed
	Status: CLOSED

<provide response>Previously addressed

	B143
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.3
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Abbreviation for PSK-TLS is missing

Proposed Change: Needs to be added
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B144
	2007.11.30
	T
	4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Here we are talking about initial phase (SUPL 1.0) and SUPL Release 2 (SUPL 2.0). 
Proposed Change: Since this document is for SUPL 2.0, the statement should be changed to clarify that in SUPL 1.0 only A-GPS service is provided and in SUPL 2.0 A-GNSS concept is introduced. Also “initial phase” should be clarified as SUPL 1.0.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> CR required: Nokia describing the history. (also ref. B064); 

	B145
	2007.11.30
	E
	4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: In the "Note", there extra 'r' at the end of the line. 
Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> remanded to editor

	B146
	2007.11.30
	E
	4.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: It is mentioned that "SUPL Version 1 supports the following modes of operation…".  In that case what does SUPL Version 2 support? 
Proposed Change: Clarify. Add high level description of essential additions of SUPL 2.0 compared to SUPL 1.0
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> CR required Nokia; (ref. B077) 

	B147
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.4.1, 5.4.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: It is mentioned that SUPL RESPONSE has QoP parameter and as per TS it is not there.
Proposed Change: add QoP to TS or remove from AD
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response> To be removed from AD, remanded to editor

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.3 OMA-TS-SUPL_MO-V1_0-20070615-A
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


No comments received.
3.4 OMA-TS-ULP-V2_0-20070927-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D01 
	2007.10.10
	T
	1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: SUPL AD do not have more  details on call flows.
Proposed Change: Remove “and call flows”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D02 
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Reference [3GPP 33.978] is not used.

Proposed Change:  Remove reference.
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D03 
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: As SUPL now have position protocol version in SET capabilities it not consistent to restrict reference to old version of RRC and RRLP. It further it would prevent use of GANSS feature.

Proposed Change: remove or add “or later version”. In latter case version to be updated.
	OPEN remanded to editor (remove ref. to any version (inc. TIA-801))

	D04 
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Ref [OMAOPS] should point to latest approved version and not include date 

Proposed Change:  adjust version remove date
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D05 
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: References [OWSER Prac], [OWSER], [OWSER 1.1] and [WSDL1.1]   are not used
Proposed Change: remove references.
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D06 
	2007.10.10
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Reference [TLS] shall point to TLS Version 1.1 RFC 4346  April 2006.

Proposed Change:  update ref
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D07 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The respective call flows contain text that provides ambiguous and incomplete description of actions towards establishment of secure connection between SET and SLP.  As the complexity of the handling of the secure connection has increased in SUPL 2.0 and as the mechanism is common to all flows a extensive description in beginning of section 5.1 is needed.

Proposed Change: Add new subsection or paragraphs.
	CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0009R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD07D32_Connectionsetup.doc

	D08 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In second paragraph, add that SUPL TRIGGERED START/RESPONSE shall be supported.

Proposed Change: Add new messages.
	OPEN remanded to editor (delete second paragraph)

	D09 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1 


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: All Network initiated flows include sentence 

“The SUPL INIT MAY contain the protection level and the desired QoP”. 

The applicability of these elements are shown in section 9. 

The presence or value of QoP is not utilized in the flows.

The usage of “protection level” is only partly described in the flows.

The sentence is thus not relevant for the complete understanding/interpretation of the flows 
Proposed Change: Remove cited sentence in applicable flows in section 5.1 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D010 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: All Network initiated flows include sentence 
“The protection level indicates the level of protection for the SUPL INIT message (see section 6.1.6).”.

The use of “protection level” is extensively described in section 6.1.6. The sentence does not add to understanding and reduces readability of flows.

Proposed Change: Remove cited sentence in applicable flows in section 5.1
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D011 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: All Network initiated flows include clause reading: 

“, which MAY be a WAP PUSH or an SMS Trigger”  

For some flows also “SIP Push” and “UDP/IP” are included.

The transport of SUPL INIT is extensively described in section 8 and does not need to be repeated. The term “SMS trigger” is not defined.  The transport of SUPL INIT is not relevant for the understanding of the flows. 

Proposed Change: Remove clause on SUPL INIT transport
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D012 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: All flows include a step corresponding to step D in section 5.1.1.

The description is incorrect and incomplete. 

- If SUPL INIT is found to be not authentic SET shall do nothing.
- “attach itself to Packet Data Network” and “establish a circuit switched data connection”  are ambiguous and not sufficient steps as preparation for the establishment of TLS connection in later steps.

Proposed Change: Add separate section on transport and data connectivity.

Change text to “The SET analyses the received SUPL INIT. If found to be non authentic SET takes not further actions. Otherwise the SET takes needed action preparing for establishment or resumption of a TCP connection.” 
	CLOSED

Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0010-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD12_NI_DataConnection.doc 

	D013 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The statement “the SET SHALL establish a secure IP connection to the H-SLP” is not strictly correct as TLS is the only allowed secure connection type according to section 6. Current wording could give impression e.g. IPsec is valid option.
Proposed Change: Remove “IP”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D014 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: A reader would expect  exception procedures to be at end of section 5.1

Proposed Change: consider moving section 5.1.7
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D015 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.7.1, 

5.1. 7.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Step E in 5.1.7.1 and step I in 5.1.7.2 are missing info that the messages shall be sent on secure connection
Proposed Change: Add text “the SET SHALL establish a secure connection to the H-SLP”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D016 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.7.6
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The SET shall not send SUPL END if it receives a SUPL INIT that have basic protection and is found to be  non-authentic.

Proposed Change: Add sentence excluding non-authentic SUPL INIT
	CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0012R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD16_ProtocolError.doc


	D017 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.8

5.1.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The description of TLRR could be reworded to clarify use of MLP 3.2 together with real time periodic reporting.
Proposed Change: Reword sentence to: “The TLRR message may indicate that batch reporting or quasi-real time reporting is to be used instead of real time reporting.
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D018 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.8.1

5.1.8.2

5.1.8.3

5.1.10.1

5.1.10.2

5.1.10.3


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In step L, the condition for storing position/measurements is incorrect.  It should read:

“If the SET cannot communicate with the H-SLP (e.g. no radio coverage available) and quasi-real time reporting is used or if batch reporting  is used,”

Applies also to corresponding steps in the other flows in  5.1.8 and 5.1.10 
Proposed Change: Change condition statement.
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D019 
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.1.8.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Step N has wrong formatting (right margin indented)

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D020 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.8.1

5.1.8.2

5.1.8.3

5.1.10.1

5.1.10.2

5.1.10.3


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The flows do not describe the repetition ‘loop’ for real time reporting. E.g. in 5.1.8.1 step N only includes “Alternatively -  and applicable – step L is repeated.”

Proposed Change: Change in 5.1.8.1 to 

“Alternatively repeat step L or step H depending on reporting mode”

Introduce corresponding changes to the flows.
	OPEN 
CR required (Ake)

	D021 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.8.1

5.1.8.2

5.1.8.3

5.1.10.1

5.1.10.2

5.1.10.3


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: A timer is missing between SET sending last SUPL REPORT and receiving SUPL END

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN CR required (Add timer, also appendix D Timer Table); Andreas.

	D022 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.14

5.1.16

5.1.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In step G and H the notes may confuse as the conditions for sending the messages are already given and differs from the note. 

Proposed Change: remove notes. Add text “this step is optional” to step G and H.


	OPEN remanded to editor

	D023 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.15

5.1.18

5.1.19


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The flows for “notification based on current location” non-proxy mode are optimized to avoid unnecessary signaling between SET and H-SLC. This increases complexity and makes flows significantly different from ‘normal’ non-proxy flows as the H-SLC need to, via V-SLC & V-SPC inform the SET that a ‘second’ notification need to be performed. Suggest to consider simpler solution 

Proposed Change: SET should always send SUPL REPORT to H-SLC if “notification based on location is indicated in SUPL INIT. 
	OPEN 
CR Required (Ake)

	D024 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.18
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In step E it is stated H-SLP will inform V-SLP on if “notification based of location” will be used. The used message SUPL START does not include any such element.

Proposed Change: ?
	OPEN CR is required on RLP; Ake

	D025 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.20.1

5.1.20.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Both step D are missing statement on release of resource 

Proposed Change: Add statement
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D026 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.22
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Need to add note that SET under some regulation only will accept emergency positioning during emergency calls.

Proposed Change: Add text from second paragraph in section 6.1.5.2.1
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D027 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.22
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In 5.1.22.1 step C, allowed transports of SUPL INIT are listed. For UDP/IP the condition to use it (i.e. having a IP address) is missing the option to receive IP address between step A & C. The conditions to use the other transport options are not listed. 

As mentioned in comment xxx Section 8 contains an extensive description of SUPL INIT transport and it thus not needed to repeated description.

The comments applies also to 5.1.22.2 step D, 5.1.22.3 step E and

5.1.22.4 step F 

Proposed Change:  Remove the clause on SUPL INIT transport.  Extend, if needed, description in section 9. 
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0013-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD27_Emerg_SUPLINIT_Transport.doc

	D028 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.22
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In 5.1.22.1 step B it is stated that location data and potential IP-address is used to verify roaming  although the Note states that specifics for determining roaming is out of scope of SUPL. Further step B gives impression that location data is mandatory element in MLP.

The comments applies also to 5.1.22.2 step B, 5.1.22.3 step B and

5.1.22.4 step B 

Proposed Change:  Change step B in 5.1.22.1 &  5.1.22.2 to: “The E-SLP verifies that the target SET is currently not SUPL roaming.”
Change step B in 5.1.22.3 &  5.1.22.4 to: “The E-SLP verifies that the target SET is currently SUPL roaming.”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D029 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.22
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In 5.1.22.1 step C, a statement “SUPL INIT SHALL contain E-SLP address if the E-SLP is not the H-SLP of the SET.  The flow description and the security mechanism does however not care whether E-SLP is provided in SUPL INIT or defaulted. The restriction on E-SLP seems thus not be needed.

The comments applies also to 5.1.22.2 step D, 5.1.22.3 step E and

5.1.22.4 step F 

Proposed Change: Remove sentence
	OPEN 
CR required (Ake)

	D030 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.1.22
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In 5.1.22.1 step E, 

It’s stated “…establish IP connection using either the H-SLP, …”. It shall read “…establish IP connection using either the default E-SLP address , …”

The comments applies also to 5.1.22.2 step F, 5.1.22.3 step G and

5.1.22.4 step H

Proposed Change: Correct sentence
	OPEN
CR required (Ake)

	D031 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In second paragraph, add that SUPL TRIGGERED START/RESPONSE shall be supported.

Proposed Change: Add new messages.
	OPEN remanded to editor (agreed to delete 2nd paragraph)

	D032 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The respective call flows contain text that provides ambiguous and incomplete description of actions towards establishment of secure connection between SET and SLP.  As the complexity of the handling of the secure connection has increased in SUPL 2.0 and as the mechanism is common to all flows a extensive description in beginning of section 5.2 is needed.
Proposed Change: Add new subsection or paragraphs under sec 5.2.
	CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2008-0009R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD07D32_Connectionsetup.doc

	D033 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: All flows include a step corresponding to step A in section 5.2.1.

The second sentence is incorrect and incomplete. 

- “attach itself [to Packet Data Network]” and “establish a circuit switched data connection”  are ambiguous and not sufficient steps as preparation for the establishment of TLS connection in later steps.

Proposed Change: Add separate section on transport and data connectivity.

Change text to “SET takes needed action preparing for establishment or resumption of a TCP connection.” 
	OPEN 
Ref. D32 
Resolved by CR: 0009R01
remanded to editor:

Change text to “SET takes needed action preparing for establishment or resumption of a TCP connection.”

	D034 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The statement “the SET SHALL establish a secure IP connection to the H-SLP” is not strictly correct as TLS is the only allowed secure connection type according to section 6. Current wording could give impression e.g. IPsec is valid option.
Proposed Change: Remove “IP”
	OPEN remanded to editor



	D035 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Step B in 5.2.1, “the requested QoP” is incorrect as QoP is optional in SUPL START. Thus QoP may be non-existing. 

Comment applies to corresponding step in all flows in 5.2
Proposed Change: Change “the” to “a” 
	OPEN remanded to editor



	D036 
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.2.7
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Having exception procedures in the middle of sec 5.2 is not convenient for reader.
Proposed Change: move section if feasible.
	OPEN remanded to editor



	D037 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.8
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Section belongs to sec 5.1

Proposed Change: Move section
	OPEN remanded to editor



	D038 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.8.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Step D is incomplete & incorrect. 

Proposed Change: Change last sentence to: “If H-SLP cannot send SUPL TRIGGERED STOP or if no SUPL END is received within time defined by timer ST6, the H-SLP continues to step F “
	OPEN CR required; Andreas

	D039 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.8.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The flow implies the SLP keeps the session state forever.

As a session may persist over a long time in the SET it should be allowed for SLP to drop session information and reply “invalid session id”

Proposed Change: Change end of step H  to “..with status code ‘session stopped’ or ‘invalidsessionid’.”
	OPEN remanded to editor



	D040 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.16
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The flows contain several serious flaws as the flows are based on  Network Initiated periodic flows with minor modifications. Examples of flaws:

- Batch and Quasi-real time reporting is included although no mechanism for SET to select reporting mode is defined.
- V-SLP (for V-SLP positioning) is not aware what mode is used.

There are no requirements or use-cases that  identifies need of periodic delivery to third party. The effort needed to make flows correct are significant. There are only minor disadvantages by instead using repeated ‘normal’ third party delivery. 

Proposed Change:
	OPEN Postponed


	D041 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.16
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: 5.2.16.1 step P includes sentence “As an option (e.g. if the 3rd party is not available), the H-SLP could retain the historic position fixes for later retrieval by the 3rd party.” As the delivery mechanism is out of scope of SUPL the described storage function is also out of scope of SUPL.

Comment applies to corresponding step in the other slows in 5.1.16

Proposed Change: Remove sentence (or periodic 3rd party delivery)
	OPEN 


	D042 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The proposed flow does not work for SET-based positioning determination as SLP only will deliver assistance data and thus position info will only be available in SET.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN CR required; Andreas

	D043 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In section 9.2.3 it is stated that SUPL START may include the position of the SET. This is not reflected in step B and D.

Proposed Change: Add that SUPL start may include position change last sentence in step D to “If, however, a position retrieved or calculated based on information received in the SUPL START message meets a requested QoP, the H-SLP MAY directly proceed to step G.
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D044 
	2007.10.10
	E
	5.2.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The expression “the third party” is not aligned with title of sec5.2.16. Further it is not correct to use definite form as the flow not is restricted to a specific third party. 
Proposed Change: Remove “the”
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D045 
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.2.17
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The transfer to third party flow is only described for non-roaming, proxy case. It is assumed that the function is not intended to be limited to this scenario.  Already this, the simplest, scenario revealed a problem when using SET based position determination. It is thus most likely that other scenarios will require specific handling of transfer to 3rd party feature.  

Proposed Change:  One of:

1.  As the feature seems to expose  more complexity than anticipated it is proposed to instead resolve requirement  by sending  location to third party in separate session. Achieved by modifying 5.2.17 such as it consist of just a SUPL INIT and a SUPL END.
2. Describe all scenarios

3. Remove function from SUPL 2.0
	OPEN 
Discuss alternative solution;  in this chapter we only present … all other scenarios are identical. Discuss with Ake Andreas. CR t.b.d.
CR required (andreas)

	D046 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:   Short sections giving overview of GBA and OMA-CIBA would be beneficial for readers.
Proposed Change:
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0014-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD46_GBA_CIBA_Overview.doc

	D46-1
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Credentials  may also be provided by Network operator via GBA.
Proposed Change: Change second paragraph to end "… which in turn are based on GBA or provisioned by the SUPL Service Provider."
	OPEN Delete everything after the comma in second paragraph of section 6.1.

Remanded to editor.

	D46-2
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.1.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Sentence in bullet under GBA is corrupt

Proposed Change: Remove “TLS with GBA.”
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D047 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.1.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: First sentence state table 1&2 include requirement on bearer network. There is no “bearer network” entity in tables.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN suggested change: delete “bearer network” in sentence.

Remanded to editor.

	D048 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In the sentence “The H-SLC CAN.. “, CAN shall be replace as CAN is not defined in RFC 2119.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN replace “CAN” with “chooses”

Remanded to editor.

	D049 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Regarding third bullet:
There is a mechanism in GBA to get different keys for different protocols between the UE and the NAF. This mechanism is mandatory to use and relies on that you have to include a protocol ID in the request for a NAF key from the BSF. The protocol IDs can be assigned by the OMNA. It is seen as preferable to use this mechanism instead of having a second FQDN for the SLP.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN To be validated by security experts. CR required: Ericsson
Pending CR:

OMA-LOC-2008-0015-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD49_GBA_ProtocolIdentifier.doc

	D49-1
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.1.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In third bullet as space is missing in “operator.comas FQDN”

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D49-2
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.2.1

6.1.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The 3GPP2 references for GBA should also be included (see 6.1.1.2). Otherwise the section can be seen as not applicable to CDMA.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN 
Postpone;
Either remove all PP2 references to GBA, or make it consistent i.e. add all missing 3GPP2 references to GBA.


	D49-3
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.1.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  "obtained" should be "obtains"

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D050 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In Network-Initiated scenarios, the first step is unnecessary complicated. The relation Between MLP and SUPL need to be included to define ACA mechanism.

Proposed Change: Reword first step to read: “The H-SLP assigns a SLP Session ID for the request and send a SUPL INIT.” 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D051 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  In Network-Initiated scenarios, steps 2&3 only one of two possible way to check IP-address to SET_ID mapping. For network initiated scenarios both ways are described.

Proposed Change: Instead of current step 2&3 reuse step 4&5 in NW initiated scenarios.
	OPEN 
CR required; Ake
Pending CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0016-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD51_SET_ID_mapping.doc

	D51-1
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  In NI scenarios step 3 delete "with" in "with the SUPL Session"
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D51-2
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  To prevent DoS attacks it is suggested that the format of the E-SLP FQDN is restricted to "E-SLP.*.*.*" This would allow for operators to filter DNS lookups to illegal E-SLPs.
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Postponed

Check with security experts.
CR Required (Ake)

	D51-3
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The description of the white list function is incomplete (e.g. sec 6.1.5.2.2 and the relation to "locality").  In addition the mechanism seems prune to implementation errors. 
As the threats not seems likely and can be mitigated by other means it is suggested to remove the white list function from SUPL 2.0  
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN
 CR will be provided by Ericsson.

	D052 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Contains normative statement although title implies its informative text.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Suggestion is to change title of section into: E-SLP white list.

Remanded to editor.

	D053 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Note need to be resolved.

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN 

Declared out of scope.
Remanded to editor.

	D054 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The sentence “The SET continues responding to emergency SUPL INIT messages until the genuine message is found: any remaining SUPL INIT messages may then be discarded.” Should be reworded into normative text.

As outstanding SUPL INIT may include valid requests they cannot be discarded (e.g. a low accuracy request may be followed by high accuracy request). 

Proposed Change:  “The SET continues responding to emergency SUPL INIT messages until a genuine message is found: any remaining SUPL INIT messages with invalid E-SLP address SHALL be discarded.” 
	OPEN 


Also addressed by agreed CR 0410, wording to be decided.
Remanded to editor.

	D54-1
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Secure SIP-Push is a better example of secure "channel". 

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D055 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: SLC-only method is missing.

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED addressed by CR 0410

	D056 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: 

Sentence including “ .. default FQDN corresponds to the E-SLP IP address provided in the SUPL INIT – e.g. using DNS” is incorrect. SUPL INIT contains FQDN of E-SLP

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D057 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.5.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Resolve Note

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED, Addressed by CR 0410

	D058 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.6.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Table 4, third column is not needed & incorrect.
Proposed Change: Delete third column
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D059 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.6.3

6.1.6.4 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The protection level terminology is not aligned with sec 10.33 and ASN.1 

Proposed Change: Use terms “No protection” and “Basic protection” instead. 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D060 
	2007.10.10
	T
	6.1.6.5 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The editor’s note need to be resolved.
Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED, addressed by CR 0410

	D061 
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: “TLS” should be “TLS 1.1” to avoid misconception that TLS 1.0 is intended

Proposed Change: Replace with TLS 1.1
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D062 
	2007.10.10
	E
	6.3.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: 
TLS_RSA_WITH_NULL_SHA is not mandatory in SUPL 1.0 

Proposed Change: Remove 

TLS_RSA_WITH_NULL_SHA  from list of mandatory ciphering algorithms in SET.
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D063 
	2007.10.10
	T
	8
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: According to current wording in section 6.1.5.5 a second SUPL INIT may for emergency positioning be transported over TLS.

Proposed Change: Change “The SUPL INIT message” to “The initial SUPL INIT message”.
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D064 
	2007.10.10
	T
	8.1.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: A registered port number for UDP messages to SET is needed. 

Port 7275 is already assigned for TCP/UDP transport of ULP at IANA

Proposed Change: Add UDP to section title and in text. 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D065 
	2007.10.10
	T
	8.1.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Resolve note

Proposed Change: take out note
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D066 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In description of element Notification the word “set”  is not clear  

Proposed Change: Change sentence to “If this field is not present….”
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D067 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.1

9.2.4

9.2.11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In description of element Supported Network Information the second sentence (“If present…..”) just repeats statement in first sentence but in different wording and more ambiguous. Having overlapping sentences don’t improve understanding and readability.

Proposed Change: Remove second sentence
	OPEN reword to: “if it is not present you can do what you want”

Remanded to editor.

	D068 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Description of element E-SLP address seems inconsistent with section 6.1.5.1. 

Proposed Change: Change description to “This parameter provides the E-SLP address.
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D069 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.3 

9.2.5

9.2.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In description of element location ID, it should be clarified that only information allowed in Supported Network Information shall be included

Proposed Change:  In description on Location ID add: “Only information allowed according to Supported Network Information received from the SLP SHALL be included.”
	Withdrawn

	D070 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.3 

9.2.10


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: It is not clear if there are any restrictions on when the element Position can be included (i.e. is it only allowed for 3rd party delivery and WLAN reporting capable SET)

It is not clear if there is technical need to restrict the presence of Position in SUPL (TRIGGERED) START.

Proposed Change:  Take it out completely.
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D071 
	2007.10.10
	E
	9.2.3 

9.2.10


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In description of Position element change to “For a SET….”

Proposed Change:  
	Withdrawn 

	D072 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.3

9.2.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The second sentence (“Unless the SET knows..”) is ambiguous. It is not defined when a SET “knows” that the SLP allows Multiple Location IDs. Thus the correct handling of Multiple Location IDs cannot be tested.

Element descriptions should include call flow descriptions as “should wait” “before sending”.

Making inclusion of Multiple Location IDs conditional on being allowed in previous SET initiated request seems to remove ambiguity.

Proposed Change:  Change second sentence to “Only information that was allowed according to supported Network Information element in a previous SUPL session SHALL be included”
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D073 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Unnecessary to have two element levels for Third party 

Proposed Change: Rename “Third party”  to “third party ID” Skip current “Third Party ID”. Change ASN.1 accordingly 
	Withdrawn

	D074 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.5 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: End of sentence “multiple location ID” need a firmer statement. This to avoid unclear test cases 

Proposed Change:  Delete “ according to the Supported Network Information received from the SLP”

Add “Only information allowed according to Supported Network Information received from the SLP SHALL be included.”
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D075 
	2007.10.10
	E
	9.2.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Element “Reporting Capability” is duplicated.

Proposed Change: Remove duplicate
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D076 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: For element Trigger Params the Presence field shall be “CV”

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D077 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: For element Supported Network Information the Presence field shall be “O”

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D078 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: First sentence don’t mention that SUPL REPORT also is used in “Notification based on current location” flows 

Proposed Change: Add description on how message is used in “Notification based on current location” flows
	OPEN Remanded to editor.

	D079 
	2007.10.10
	E
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The column “multi” is not used for any other message or element even if they include multiple occurrences of elements. For readability table 21 should be aligned with the other tables in sec 9.2

Proposed Change: Remove column “Multi”
	OPEN
Remanded to editor.

	D080 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The maximum numbers of “report data” and “GANSS Signals” are not defined.

Proposed Change:  Define
	OPEN 
CR required!!! (Andreas)


	D081 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The element “GANSS Signals” seems to include GPS and should thus be named “GNSS Signals”

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0020-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_Conrr_D82_D81_D133.doc

	D082 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: For element “GANSS Signals” definitions of signals are missing.
Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0020-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_Conrr_D82_D81_D133.doc

	D083 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Description of “ReportDataList” needs improvement.

Second sentence is irrelevant.

Proposed Change: Change description to “A list of one up to T.B.D occurrences of Report Data”  
	OPEN
Remanded to editor.

	D084 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Description of “Report Data” is incorrect. Elements are missing and element is not a sequence of reports.

Proposed Change: Change description to: “can include a combination of the elements positionData, MultipleLocationIds, resultCode, timestamp and reportTriggerType
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D085 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Unnecessary and  confusing to use a new element that is identical to “Multiple Location IDs

Proposed Change: Rename “Measurement Data” to “Multiple Location IDs”
	OPEN remanded to editor
Assignment to Ericsson to check ASN.1

	D086 
	2007.10.10
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Element “Ver” shall be moved to end of table as otherwise “Report Trigger Type” would be a sub-element of “Ver”
Proposed Change: Element “Ver” shall be moved to end of table
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D087 
	2007.10.10
	E
	10. 2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Sentence "If the size “f "rrlpPayl”ad" exceeds 65535 bits…" corrupt.
Proposed Change: use wording in SUPL 1.0
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D088 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10. 5
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: As version negotiation is described separately in section 7 it shall due to risk of ambiguity not be repeated in element description 

Proposed Change:  Delete all but first sentence in description of Version. Describes the protocol version of ULP.
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D089 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.8
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The two paragraphs starting “During a particular..” are not applicable for triggered session.

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN 
CR required (Andreas)

	D090 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: In list of messages including SET capabilities SET TRIGGERED START is missing.

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D091 
	2007.10.10
	E
	10.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: One "may" to much in "MAYmay"
Proposed Change:  delete one may
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D092 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: reference on elements “MAX Geo Target Area” and “MAX Area Id List” should be 10.20.2.2

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D093 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Elements “MAX Geo Target Area” and “MAX Area Id List” should have a range defined.

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0017R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD93D95_AddRanges.doc


	D094 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.11.4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: References missing for RFC 3825, RFC 4119 and X.694 

Proposed Change:  brackets needed
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D095 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Elements “Number of fixes” and “Interval between fixes” should have a ranges defined.
Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0017R01-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_ConrrD93D95_AddRanges.doc

	D096 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: If trigger condition never occur the session may get infinite duration if SET loose contact with SLP. To avoid the need of implementation depended timeouts a duration element should be introduced.

Proposed Change: Add new element ‘max. duration’
	OPEN 
CR required; Ake

	D097 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Description of element Repeated reporting not clear.

Proposed Change: Change description to “includes parameters for repeated reporting. If not present maximum one report shall be sent.”
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D098 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Description of elements “Minimum Interval Time” and “Number of report” is missing range and/or unit of the element. 

Proposed Change:  Add according to ASN.1
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D099 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Elements “Minimum Interval Time” and “Number of report” need to be Mandatory or having default values to avoid unpredictable SET behavior.

Proposed Change:  make them mandatory
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D0100 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Upper limit of element “Geographic Target Area List” is unclear.

Proposed Change:  Change second sentence to “Maximum number of areas are according to element Max Geo Target Area in SET capabilities.” See section 10.10
	OPEN remanded to editor

	D0101 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: To align with ASN.1 definition a new element “Area Id lists” shall be inserted and “Area ID List” shall be sub element of this new element.

Proposed Change: Add new element above “Area Id List” and add a “>” before names of elements below this new element. Add description of new element.
	OPEN 
CR required; Khiem

	D0102 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The “Area Id Lists” can contain one or more “Area Id List” and limits need to be defined.

Proposed Change: Include in description of Area Id Lists the sentence: “Maximum number of Area Id list are according to element “Max Area Id List” in SET capabilities. Minimum number of Area Id List is one.”
	OPEN 
Same CR D101 required; Khiem

	D0103 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: There is only one Area Id Set in a Area Id List. 

Proposed Change: Remove last sentence in description of Area Id List  
	OPEN 
Same CR D101 required; Khiem

	D0104 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Name of Element “Geographic Area Mapping” should be aligned with ASN.1 definition which  is more descriptive 

Proposed Change:  Change element name to “Geographic Area Mapping List”
	OPEN 
Same CR D101 required; Khiem

	D0105 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Description of Element “Geographic Area Mapping” is unclear and not sufficient.

Proposed Change: Change description to:

“Represents a list of one or more pointers to a Geographic Target Area to which the Area Id list applies. The number of pointers can be 1 to the number of Geographical Target Area elements. Each pointers can have a value from 1 to the number of Geographical Target Area elements. A pointervalue of one points to the first geographic Target Area in the list”
	OPEN 
CR required; Marta

	D0106 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.22
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: No need to introduce sub element “Notification Response type” 

Proposed Change:  Delete row “Notification Response type”. Add sentence to description of “Notification Response”: 

“Response can be one of following:  Allowed

Not Allowed”
	CLOSED – Overcome by CR 431 

	D0107 
	2007.10.10
	T
	10.24
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The description of element PT 1 - “Supported WLAN APs List” is incorrect as frequency info not is associated with AP MAC address. 

PT 2 - The use of device type and frequency info is unclear. Is the SET prohibited to send info for a listed AP not using a listed frequency or device type?
PT 3 - The need for specifying AP device type per AP is not clear. (e.g. If “Apdevtype” is set to 11b why would the SET be prohibited to report the AP if it transmits 11g signals)

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN 
CR required - Andrew
Pt 1 is an error

Pt 2 needs clarification

Pt 3 needs clarification



	D0108 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  "_" (Underscore) must not be used in ASN.1 elements as it is not allowed in X.680 and thus not accepted by all parsers

Proposed Change: Replace with "-" (hyphen)  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0109 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11

11.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Identifiers and Value reference names must start with lower case (incorrect in e.g. in sec. 11.2.2 ThirdPartyID, MajorVersionField, TechnicalVersionField, EditorialVersionField)
Proposed Change:   
	OPEN
CR required - Ericsson

	D0110 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11

11.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Type definitions must not begin with a numeral as in 3GPPPosProtocolVersion and 3GPPP2osProtocolVersion

Proposed Change: Rename to PosProtocolVersion3GGP / PosProtocolVersion3GGP2  
	OPEN – 
CR required - Ericsson

	D0111 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  IMPORTS list is missing SUPLREPORT or SUPLTRIGGEREDSTOP
Proposed Change:  
	OPEN – 
CR required - Ericsson

	D0112 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment:  In
  msSUPLNOTIFYRESPONSE    SUPLNOTIFYRESPONSE,

  ...

  msSUPLSETINIT   SUPLSETINIT,

msSUPLREPORT    SUPLREPORT,

...}

First "…" should be "…,"

Second "…" shall be deleted
Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0113 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment:  SUPLTRIGGEREDSTOP is missing definition 
Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED – Previously addressed

	D0114 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  allowedReportingTypes shall be allowedReportingType
Proposed Change:  
	OPEN – 
CR required - Andrew

	D0115 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Add units to startTime & stop time ( -- Minutes )

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN – 
CR required - Ericsson

	D0116 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  "FROM ULP-Components;" shall not end with ";".

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN – remanded to editor

	D0117 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment:  In SUPL START

Second "…" shall be deleted
Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED – Covered by CR 412 which has been agreed.

	D0118 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.2
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Elements “MAX Geo Target Area” and “MAX Area Id List” are missing

Proposed Change: 
	OPEN – 
CR required - Ericsson


	D0119 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.9
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Notification is imported from SUPL-INIT ( not ULP-components).

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED – Already addressed in agreed CR 412. 

	D0120 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.9
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Add "," after "Notification"

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED – Already addressed in agreed CR 412.

	D0121 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: “Notification Response ” is mandatory in tabular description 

Proposed Change:  Remove “OPTIONAL”
	WITHDRAWN – The tabular definition was updated to CV. 

	D0122 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.10
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: "," missing after "NotificationResponse OPTIONAL" 

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0123 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.10


	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: No need to introduce sub element “Notification Response type” 

Proposed Change:  change definition to:

SUPLNOTIFYRESPONSE ::= SEQUENCE {

  notificationResponse  NotificationResponse,
  ...}

NotificationResponse ::= ENUMERATED { allowed(0), notAllowed(1), ...}
END
	OPEN – 
CR required - Ericsson

	D0124 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: "," missing at end of in row  with causecode.
Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED – Addressed by CR 412 which has been agreed.

	D0125 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment:  remove   "…}" after 

 MaxAreaIdList INTEGER ::= 32

Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0126 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment:  "ENUMERATED {north(0), south(1))" shall end with "}" 
Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0127 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment:  "EllipticalArea ::" and

ReportingCap :  missing "=". 

geoAreaIndex missing "::=".
Comment after semimajor to be preceded by  --   
Proposed Change: 
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0128 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: element “Location_estimate” is missing 

Proposed Change:  After areaeventtype add:

Location_estimate BOOLEAN
	OPEN – 
CR required – Andrew to submit

	D0129 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Elements “Minimum Interval Time” and “Number of report” should presumably not be optional. See comment to 10.20.2.2

Proposed Change:  
	OPEN – 
CR required – Andrew to submit

	D0130 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.12
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The coding of latitude and longitude should be defined. 

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0028-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_D130.doc

	D0131 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.13
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: ReportingMode :: missing "="

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0132 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: Confusing naming of Gansssignals, GANSSsignalList and GANSSsignals. 

Proposed Change:  Rename “Gansssignals” to “Ganss-signals”
	OPEN – 
CR required – Ericsson to submit.

	D0133 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: GANSS should presumably be GNSS. See comment to 9.2.15

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2008-0020-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_Conrr_D82_D81_D133.doc

	D0134 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.2.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The value of N in 

ReportDataList ::= SEQUENCE SIZE (1..N) OF ReportData

is not defined.

Proposed Change:  
Note: This also needs to align with the tabular definition.
	OPEN – 
CR required – Andreas  to submit.

	D0135 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.2.14
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039

Comment: In 

PositionData ::= SEQUENCE (

( should be {

Proposed Change:  
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0136 
	2007.10.10
	E
	11.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: "," missing after 

"orientationMajorAxis  INTEGER(0..180)} OPTIONAL" and

"ganss-TODUncertainty INTEGER (0..127) OPTIONAL}"

SPCSETKeylifetime missing "::="
apDevType  ENUMERATED shall use  { }  and not ( )

Proposed Change:
	CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0415R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN1_syntax_error_corrections.doc

	D0137 
	2007.10.10
	T
	11.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment: The use of “refMNC”  element with different length (2 or 3 digits) of MNC should be clarified.

Proposed Change:
	Withdrawn

	D0138 
	2007.11.29
	T
	10.11.3, 11.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: the parameter description for CDMA Cell Info in section 10.11.3 is not consistent with the ASN.1 definition in section 11.3 (the parameter SECTORID in section 10.11.3 is out of order).

Proposed Change: update CDMA Cell Info in section 10.11.3 to bring it in line with the ASN.1 definition in section 11.3.
	Status: Withdrawn

	D0139 
	2007.11.29
	E
	8.1.5.1.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: SUPL POS is listed twice in table 6.

Proposed Change: delete the redundant SUPL POS in table 6.
	Status: OPEN – remanded to editor

	D0140 
	2007.11.29
	E
	8.1.5.1.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: missing reference in the second sentence in section 8.1.5.1.2.

Proposed Change: add missing reference.
	Status: OPEN – remanded to editor

	D0141 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.3, 10.11.1, 10.11.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: SUPL 2.0 added a new parameter to CdmaCellInformation: refSECTORID in order to support HRPD. This parameter is mutually exclusive with some of the C2K parameters (NID/SID/etc.). As a result, C2K parameters which were mandatory in SUPL 1.0 were made optional in SUPL 2.0. This may lead to confusion and problems.

Proposed Change: revert back to the SUPL 1.0 CdmaCellInformation parameter and add a new parameter to CellInfo: hrpdCellInfo
	Status: WITHDRAWN – Addressed in CR 432.

	D0142 
	2007.11.29
	T
	Appendix D - Timers
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: if the positioning protocol is TIA-801, the SUPL POS INIT may carry the first TIA-801 payload (mobile originated). In TIA-801 the terminal is allowed to send multiple mobile originated messages to the SLP before the SLP responds with a mobile terminated TIA-801 message. The current definition of UT2 therefore needs to be amended to allow this type of call flow.

Proposed Change: reset timer UT2 whenever a SUPL POS message is either received by the SET or sent by the SET.
	Status: WITHDRAWN

	D0143 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: missing ASN.1 definition for SUPL TRIGGERED STOP

Proposed Change: add ASN.1 definition of SUPL TRIGGERED STOP.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0450-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D143.doc

	D0144 
	2007.11.29
	T
	Appendix D
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: UT2 also resets if a SUPL REPORT message is received (not just SUPL POS or SUPL END as stated)

Proposed Change: update accordingly
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by contribution: OMA-LOC-2007-0432-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_HRPD_cell_info.doc and OMA-LOC-2007-0433-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_timer_corrections.doc

	D0145 
	2007.11.29
	T
	Appendix D
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: ST2 also resets if a SUPL TRIGGERED START message is received. This is not correctly described in Appendix D.

Proposed Change: update accordingly
	Status: CLOSED addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0433-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_timer_corrections.doc

	D0146 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.13
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: figure 25 step L shows the wrong security keys. Should be SPC_SET_Key and SPC-TID instead of SET_auth_key and key-id4. The same applies to step L in the call flow description.

Proposed Change: update accordingly
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0434-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D146.doc

	D0147 
	2007.11.29
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: some network initiated call flows do not list UDP/IP and/or SIP Push as transport for SUPL INIT.

Proposed Change: where missing, add UDP/IP and/or SIP Push as transport for SUPL INIT.
	Status: WITHDRAWN – Covered by CR to be submitted by Ericsson

	D0148 
	2007.11.29
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: reference to Appendix D is missing for timer description.

Proposed Change: add reference to Appendix D.
	Status: OPEN – remanded to editor

	D0149 
	2007.11.29
	T
	10.20.2.2, 11.2.12 
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: unclear whether a combination of periodic and area event triggers is allowed

Proposed Change: clarify whether a combination of periodic and area event triggers is allowed.
	Status: OPEN – 
CR required Andrew to submit.

	D0150 
	2007.11.29
	T
	10.20.2.2, 11.2.12 
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: use case for area event trigger criteria "within" needs explanation.

Proposed Change: add description of area event trigger criteria "within"
	Status: OPEN – 
CR required Andrew to submit.

	D0151 
	2007.11.29
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: misplaced reference to SUPL 1.0

Proposed Change: replace reference to SUPL 1.0 with reference to SUPL 2.0
	Status: OPEN – remanded to editor

	D0152 
	2007.11.29
	T
	10.20.2.2, 11.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: need to introduce HRPD area id.

Proposed Change: replace reference to SUPL 1.0 with reference to SUPL 2.0
	Status: CLOSED – Covered by CR 432 which has been agreed.

	D0153 
	2007.11.29
	T
	8.1.5.1.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: missing SUPL REPORT message in table 5.

Proposed Change: add SUPL REPORT to table 5.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0435-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D153.doc

	D0154 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.2.16.1, 5.2.16.2, 5.2.16.3, 5.2.16.4, 5.2.16.5, 5.2.16.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: SUPL TRIGGERED START in figures 63, 64, 65, 66, 67 and 68 are missing the 3rd party id parameter.

Proposed Change: add 3rd party id parameter.
	Status: OPEN – remanded to editor

	D0155 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.2.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: SUPL TRIGGERED START ASN.1 definition is missing (optional) 3rd party id parameter.

Proposed Change: add 3rd party id as optional parameter (import from SUPL START).
	Status: CLOSED addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0413-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_Third_party_in_SUPL_TRIGGERED_START and OMA-LOC-2007-0461R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN.1_Third_party_in_SUPL_TRIGGERED_START

	D0156 
	2007.11.29
	T
	9.2.10
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: SUPL TRIGGERED START message definition in table 17 is missing (optional) 3rd party id parameter.

Proposed Change: add 3rd party id as optional parameter.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0413-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_Third_party_in_SUPL_TRIGGERED_START and OMA-LOC-2007-0461R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_ASN.1_Third_party_in_SUPL_TRIGGERED_START

	D0157 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.14
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step G in the call flow description, it should say "In case notification and/or verification to the target SET user is needed, …."

Proposed Change: correct accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0438R01-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D157_D158_D159.doc

	D0158 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.16
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step M in the call flow description, it should say "In case notification and/or verification to the target SET user is needed, …."

Proposed Change: correct accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0438R01-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D157_D158_D159.doc

	D0159 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.17
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: in step K in the call flow description, it should say "In case notification and/or verification to the target SET user is needed, …."

Proposed Change: correct accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0438R01-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D157_D158_D159.doc

	D0160 
	2007.11.29
	T
	10.20.2.2, 11.2.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: Area Event Params do not currently define a start time/stop time or any other definition of time window to be applied to a area event trigger session. As a result, the SLP is required to emulate the correct time behavior by establishing and terminating an area event trigger session at the correct times. It should be evaluated whether the SET should be responsible for this functionality and whether timing parameters should be provided to the SET.

Proposed Change: update according to the results of this discussions.
	Status: OPEN – 
CR required – Andrew to submit.

	D0161 
	2007.11.29
	T
	6.1.6.5, 10.6, 11.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: currently there is no status code which can be used in SUPL END as response to SUPL INIT with the wrong protection level.

Proposed Change: create new status code "incompatibleProtectionLevel"
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0439R02-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D161.doc

	D0162 
	2007.11.29
	E
	11.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: it should be considered to move posProtocolVersionRRLP, posProtocolVersionRRC, posProtocolVersionTIA801 from SETCapabilities to PosProtocol (both are in SUPL START).

Proposed Change: update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN – remanded to the editor

	D0163 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: MaxLidSize (i.e. the maximum field length of Multiple Location ID) seems unreasonably long (1024). 

Proposed Change: limit MaxLidSize to 32.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0440R02-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D163.doc

	D0164 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.2.14
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: The maximum number of allowed historical positions and/or measurements is currently not specified (SEQUENCE SIZE (1..N) with N undefined).  

Proposed Change: Specify N in line with the maximum allowed ULP message length.
	Status: WITHDRAWN

	D0165 
	2007.11.29
	T
	All sections where historical position and/or measurement reporting is involved.
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: Depending on the number and size of historical position and/or measurement reports, the ULP message length limit of 64Kbytes may be exceeded. Either limit the size of allowed reported historical data or introduce a message segmentation mechanism for SUPL REPORT.  

Proposed Change: Specify a SUPL REPORT segmentation mechanism.
	Status: OPEN – 
CR required – (Andreas)

	D0166 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.2.12
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: ASN.1 definition for PeriodicParams does not have start time (as it is supposed to have according to table 50, section 10.20.2.1)   

Proposed Change: Add start time to PeriodicParams.
	Status: CLOSED, Addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0446-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D166.doc

	D0167 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: The PrefMethod parameter (in SUPL START) uses an extension marker (ellipsis) which was not part of the SUPL 1.0 PrefMethod parameter.    

Proposed Change: Alter definition of PrefMethod by introducing a new PrefMethod-ver2 (as example) parameter.
	Status: CLOSED – Addressed by CR 412 which was agreed.

	D0168 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: Second paragraph is no longer correct since not all applicable SUPL messages are listed.    

Proposed Change: Add missing SUPL messages or better, delete paragraph.
	Status: WITHDRAWN

	D0169 
	2007.11.29
	E/T
	6.
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: comments are per OMA-LOC-2007-0410-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_SUPL_security_comments which is on the OMA LOC portal.
Proposed Change: update document accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0410-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_SUPL_security_comments.doc

	D0170 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: current ASN.1 code for SUPL 2.0 does not lend itself to easy maintainability and extension to future versions of SUPL.
Proposed Change: restructure ASN.1 code by introducing SUPL version containers as per OMA-LOC-2007-0412-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_ASN_1_version_extension
	CLOSED: OMA-LOC-2007-0412-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_ASN_1_version_extension

	D0171 
	2007.11.30
	E
	3.2
	Source: LGE

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044

Comment: “Quality of Position      A set of attributes associated with a request for the geographic position of SET. Theattributes include the required horizontal accuracy, vertical accuracy, max location age, and response time of the SET position.” 

A blank is needed between the words, ‘The’ and ‘attributes’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	D0172 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: “NOTE:
See section XXX for timer descriptions.” 

‘XXX’ should be changed to ‘Appendix D.’. This editorial appears in many sections.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: / CLOSED - WITHDRAWN


	D0173 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In the first note of step B, “NOTE:
 he specifics for determining …”. 

‘he’ should be changed to ‘The’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	D0174 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In the note of step C, “NOTE:
The specifics for the interface between the H-SLC and H-SPC are beyond the scope for SUPL 2.0 and are thus implementation dependent.” 

This description should be changed to the description of ILP.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required – LGE to submit.

	D0175 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E, “If in step A the H-SLC decided to use a previously computed position, ...

NOTE:
Before sending the SUPL END message the SET SHALL perform the data connection setup procedure of step E and use the procedures described in step H to establish a secure IP connection to the H-SLC.” 

This paragraph should be moved to step D.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	D0176 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E, “NOTE:
Before sending the SUPL END message the SET SHALL perform the data connection setup procedure of step E and use the procedures described in step H to establish a secure IP connection to the H-SLC.” 

‘Step H’ should be changed to ‘step F’. 
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0177 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step M, “The H-SLC sends the position estimate back to the SUPL Agentin an MLP SLIA message.”
The blank is needed between words, ‘Agent’ and ‘in’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0178 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “…If the result of the privacy check in Step D indicates that notification or verification to the target subscriber is needed, …” 

‘Step D’ should be changed to ‘Step C’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0179 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step O, “The R-SLP sends the position estimate back to the SUPL Agent in anMLP SLIA message.” 
The blank is needed between words, ‘an’ and ‘MLP’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0180 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, “If the R-SLP determines that the SUPL Agent is not authorized for this request, Step S will be returned with …”  
‘Step S’ should be changed to ‘Step T’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0181 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step C, “If a previously computed position which meets the requested QoP is available at the H-SLP and no notification and verification is required, the H-SLP SHALL directly proceed to step R”
‘Step R’ should be changed to ‘Step S’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0182 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step H, “If the result of the privacy check in Step D indicates that notification or verification …”
‘Step D’ should be changed to ‘Step C’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0183 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “If in step C the H-SLP decided to use … The H-SLP SHALL then directly proceed to step R.
NOTE:
Before sending the SUPL END message the SET SHALL perform the data connection setup procedure of step I and use the procedures described in step J to establish a secure IP connection to the H-SLP.”
This description should be moved to step H.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR is required LGE to submit.

	D0184 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “. The H-SLP SHALL then directly proceed to step R.”
‘Step R’ should be changed to ‘Step S’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remand to editor

	D0185 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step K, “The H-SLC creates SPC_SET_Key and SPC-TID to be used for mutual V-SPC/SET authentication.”
‘H-SLC’ should be changed to ‘H-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	D0186 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E, “… If the result of the privacy check in Step D indicates that …”
‘Step D’ should be changed to ‘Step C’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	D0187 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step F, “…If the result of the privacy check in Step D indicates that …”
‘Step D’ should be changed to ‘Step C’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to editor

	D0188 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.7.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step C, “… In this case the result of the privacy check in Step A indicated that notification or verification to the target subscriber is needed, …” 
This exceptional procedure occurs when the notification parameter is set to ‘Notification and Verification’.
Proposed Change: ‘notification or verification’ should be changed to ‘notification and verification’.
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN

	D0189 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.7.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “… In this case the result of the privacy check in Step D indicated that …” 

‘Step D’ should be changed to ‘Step C’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0190 
	2007.11.30
	T
	9.2.10
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In SUPL TRIGGERED START message, ‘Area-id request’ parameter is not defined. This parameter is used when the H-SLP request the area-id to the V-SLP in the SET roaming case. In the callflow of the area event triggered service, this parameter is already mentioned.

Proposed Change: New CR will delete the parameter.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required – LGE to submit

	D0191 
	2007.11.30
	T
	All section on the area event triggered location service
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: The Area-ids related to the requested event area is generated and offered by the H-SLP(Non-roaming case) and the V-SLP(Roaming case). It means that the event area is in the coverage of the H-SLP or the V-SLP is assumed. 

However the requested event area may be outside of the coverage of the H-SLP or the V-SLP because the service requestor does not know where the target SET is and there may be more than one SLP in one PLMN.(It depends on the operator’s cell planning.) In other words, because the service requestor does not need to know and consider the relation between the event area and the serving SLP when he or she requests the area event triggered service, the problem mentioned above may occur.

In case the requested event area is outside of the coverage of the H-SLP or the V-SLP, after all the H-SLP cannot send the correct area-ids for the area event triggered session.

Proposed Change: Define the procedure to request the area-ids to the another V-SLP when the event area is outside of the coverage of the H-SLP or the V-SLP
	Status: CLOSED

WITHDRAWN No change required.

	D0192 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.1.12, 5.1.13
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In ULP TS, when the V-SLP to V-SLP handover occurs, the H-SLP may request the area-ids to the new V-SLP. However it does not make sense. 

The area-ids for the area event is not changed even if the handover occurs. When the H-SLP start the area event triggered location service first, the H-SLP offers the area-ids to the SET. The SET should proceed with the area-ids received from the H-SLP when the area event triggered session first until the session ends. Thus the H-SLP does not need to request the new area-ids to the new V-SLP and send it to the SET when the handover occurs.

Proposed Change: delete the description on requesting the new area-ids to the new V-SLP.
	Status: CLOSED, WITHDRAWN no change required.


	D0193 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.8.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “Consistent with the SET capabilities received in step F. the V-SLP selects the intended positioning method …”
A period between ‘F’ and ‘the’ should be changed to a comma.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0194 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.8.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step N, “… In SET Assisted mode the position is calculated by the H-SLP and therefore needs to …”
‘H-SLP’ should be changed to ‘V-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0195 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.9.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “Consistent with the SET capabilities received in step F. the V-SLP determines … ”
A period between ‘F’ and ‘the’ should be changed to a comma.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0196 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.1.9.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step N, “…The SUPL REPORT message includes the position estimate if the position estimate is calculated in the V-SLP (or the H-SLP) and therefore needs to be sent to the SET.”
The V-SLP and SET are the only entities that can calculate a position in this flow.

Proposed Change: deleting ‘(or the H-SLP)’
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN

	D0197 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.9.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step 5.1.9.3, “… The V-SLP also checks the area idsrequest indicator. If area idsare requested by the H-SLP, the V-SLP SHALL include area idscorresponding …”
Blanks are needed between ‘ids’ and ‘request’, ‘ids’ and ‘are’, ‘ids’ and ‘corresponding’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0198 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.9.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step H, “Consistent with the SET capabilities received in step E. the H-SLP determines the intended …”
A period between ‘E’ and ‘the’ should be changed to a comma.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0199 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.10.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step N, “… the H-SPC sends the SUPL REPORT message to the SET informing it that the positioning procedure is completed. The SET MAY release the secure IP connection to the H-SLP. If the reporting mode is batch reporting, the SET stores all calculated position estimates. In SET Assisted mode the position is calculated by the H-SPC and …”
‘H-SPC’ and ‘H-SLP’ should be changed to ‘V-SPC’ and ‘V-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0200 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.10.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step P, “…(e.g. autonomous GPS or A-GPS SET Based mode where the SET has current GPS assistance data and does not require an assistance data update from the H-SLP) …”
‘H-SLP’ should be changed to ‘V-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0201 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.10.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “Consistent with the SET capabilities received in step G …”
‘Step G’ should be changed to ‘Step E’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0202 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.10.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step P, “This step is optional and only used for real-time reporting: …”
This step can also occur for the quasi-real time reporting mode.

Proposed Change: the sentence, ‘and quasi-real time reporting’ is added behind ‘real-time reporting’.
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN

	D0203 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.10.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step T and GG, “… measurements into actual position estimates To this end …”
A period is needed between ‘estimates’ and ‘To’
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0204 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, “The H-SLC verifies that the target SET is currently not SUPL roaming. …”
This flow is for roaming successful case.

Proposed Change: delete ‘not’
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0205 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “…The V-SLC also checks the area ids request indicator. If area ids are requested by the H-SLC, the V-SLC SHALL include area ids corresponding to the area for the area event trigger session in the SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE message.”
This description is about the step H and it is already appeared in the step H. 

Proposed Change: delete these sentences
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0206 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step H, “Consistent with the SET capabilities received in step F. the V-SLC determines …”
A period between ‘F’ and ‘the’ should be changed to a comma.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0207 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step S, “The H-SLC informs the H-SPC about the end of …”
‘H-SLC’ and ‘H-SPC’ should be changed to ‘V-SLC’ and ‘V-SPC’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0208 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step T, “… no interaction with the H-SPC is required to calculate a position estimate. Interaction with the H-SPC is only required for …”
‘H-SPC’ should be changed to ‘V-SPC’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0209 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, “The H-SLC verifies that the target SET is currently not SUPL roaming. …”
This flow is for roaming successful case.

Proposed Change: delete ‘not’
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0210 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.11.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “Consistent with the SET capabilities received in step E. the H-SLC determines …”
A period between ‘F’ and ‘the’ should be changed to a comma.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0211 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.1.12
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “Mandatory parameters in SUPL TRIGGERED START that are not known to H-SLP (lid and SET capabilities) shall be populated with arbitrary values by H-SLP and be ignored by V- SLP2. The SET part of the session-id will not be included in this message by the H-SLP to distinguish this scenario from a SET Initiated scenario.”
The H-SLP already knows the lid, the SET capabilities and the session id of the SET. Thus the description does not make sense.

Proposed Change: delete the description
	Status: CLOSED, address by OMA-LOC-2007-0444-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_Proposed_Resolution_D211_D214.doc


	D0212 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.12
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step K, “The H-SLP forwards the received SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE message to the SET including session-id, one or more positioning method(s) to be used for the periodic triggered session and trigger parameters. …”
In the current ULP, the only one positioning method is decided and sent for the triggered session.
Proposed Change: ‘one or more positioning method(s)’ is changed to ‘positioning method’.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0213 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.13
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, “The SET sends a SUPL POS INIT message to the H-SPC to start a positioning session with the V-SPC.”
‘H-SPC’ and ‘V-SPC’ should be changed to ‘V-SPC1’.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0214 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.1.13
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “Mandatory parameters in SUPL TRIGGERED START that are not known to H-SLC (lid and SET capabilities) shall be populated with arbitrary values by H-SLC and be ignored by V- SLP2. The SET part of the session-id will not be included in this message by the H-SLC to distinguish this scenario from a SET Initiated scenario.”
The H-SLP already knows the lid, the SET capabilities and the session id of the SET. Thus the description does not make sense.

Proposed Change: delete the description
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0444-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_Proposed_Resolution_D211_D214.doc


	D0215 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.13
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step J and L, the security description should be modified as a current feature.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required – LGE to submit

	D0216 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.13
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step L, “… The SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE message contains session-id, one or more positioning method(s) to be used for …”
In the current ULP, the only one positioning method is decided and sent for the triggered session.
Proposed Change: ‘one or more positioning method(s)’ is changed to ‘positioning method’.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0217 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.15
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E, “. If in step A the H-SLC decided to use a previously computed position … the SET SHALL respond with a SUPL END message. The H-SLC SHALL then directly proceed to step Q.
NOTE:
Before sending the SUPL END message the SET SHALL perform the data connection setup procedure of step E.”
This description is for the step D.

Proposed Change: These sentences moved to the step D.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required – LGE to submit.

	D0218 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.15
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step H, “… The SET and H-SLP perform mutual authentication and the SET sends a SUPL POS INIT message …”
‘H-SLP’ should be changed to ‘H-SPC’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0219 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.16
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step L, “Once the position calculation is complete the V-SLP sends the SUPL END message to the SET, …”
‘SET’ should be changed to ‘H-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0220 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, “…If the R-SLP determines that the SUPL Agent is not authorized for this request, Step U will be returned with …”
Step U should be changed to Step V.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0221 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step C, “. If a previously computed position which meets the requested QoP is available at the H-SLP and no notification and verification is required, the H-SLP SHALL directly proceed to step T.” 
Step T should be changed to Step U.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0222 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step D, “Based on the received ms-id the H-SLP SHALL apply subscriber privacy against the client-id. …”
The privacy check occurs in step C.

Proposed Change: This sentence should be moved to step C.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0223 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E and F and H, “If the result of the privacy check in Step D indicates …”
Step D should be changed to Step C.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0224 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “When the SUPL INIT is received by the SET it will either attach itself to Packet Data Network if it is not already attached or establish a circuit switched data connection (step J).”
Delete ‘(step J)’
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0225 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “… The H-SLP SHALL then directly proceed to step T.”
Step T should be changed to Step U.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0226 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step M, “… The SET SHALL also release the IP connection to the H-SLC.”
‘H-SLC’ should be changed to ‘H-SLP’
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0227 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.18
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step M, “The V-SPC informs the V-SLC that the positioning procedure is started.”
This sentence should be moved to step N.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0228 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.20.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, “The H-SLP initiates the retrieval of historical positions with the SET using the SUPLINIT message …”
A blank is needed between ‘SUPL’ and ‘INIT’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0229 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.21
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step F, “The H-SLP sends SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE message to the SET including session-id, one or more positioning method(s) to be used for …”
In the current ULP, the only one positioning method is decided and sent for the triggered session.
Proposed Change: ‘one or more positioning method(s)’ is changed to ‘positioning method’.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0230 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.1.22(5.1.22.1, 5.1.22.2, 5.1.22.3)
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: in the flow, SUPL Agent sends the MLP ELIR message including the location data. However if the SUPL Agent knows the location of the SET, the location request is not needed. It’s a paradox. And In MLP ELIR message of MLP, the location data is not specified.

Proposed Change: delete the location data parameter in the flow and modify the step B.
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN

	D0231 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.22.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step M, “… The E-SLC SHALL release all resources related to this session.”
This sentence appears twice. 
Proposed Change: delete this sentence
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0232 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.22.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step L of the figure, the MLP ELIA message is sent from the V-SLP to the SUPL Agent. However actually the MLP message is sent from the E-SLP to the SUPL Agent.

Proposed Change: modify the figure.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0233 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.22.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “. The E-SLP proceeds to step L and returns the positioning result.”
Step L should be changed to Step K.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0234 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.22.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step F, “… If in step C the E-SLP decided to use …”
Step C should be changed to Step A.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0235 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.22.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step K, “The SET establishes an IP connection to the V-SPC according to the address received in step G.”
Step G should be changed to Step F.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0236 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step D, “… based on information received in the ULP SUPL START message.”
‘ULP’ in front of ‘SUPL START message’ should be deleted.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0237 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step C, “The H-SLP verifies that the target SET is currently not SUPL roaming.”
‘H-SLP’ should be changed to ‘H-SLC’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0238 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step D, “NOTE:
The specifics for the interface between the H-SLC and H-SPC are beyond the scope for SUPL 1.0 and are thus implementation dependent.”
This description should be changed to the description on the ILP.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0239 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E and F, “… based on information received in the ULP SUPL START message.”
‘ULP’ in front of ‘SUPL START message’ should be deleted.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0240 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step G, “The H-SLC generates SPC_SET_Key and SPC-TIDto be used for …”
A blank is needed between ‘SPC-TID’ and ‘to’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0241 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step L, “The V-SPC and V-SLC SHALL release all resources related to this session.”
In order to send the SUPL END message to the H-SLP, V-SLC must not be release the resources in this step, but release it in the next step.

Proposed Change: modify the step L and M. see below

Step L “… The V-SPC SHALL release all resources related to this session.”
Step M “… The H-SLP and V-SLC SHALL release all resources related to this session.”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

 remanded to the editor

	D0242 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step F, “…, based on information received in the ULP SUPL START message.”
‘ULP’ in front of ‘SUPL START message’ should be deleted.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0243 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step H, “The H-HHSLP calculates the position …”
‘H-HHSLP’ should be changed to ‘H-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0244 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step F and G, a blank is needed between the words, ‘SPC-TID’ and ‘a’ 
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0245 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.8.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step A, “… The H-SLP shal authenticate the SUPL Agent …”
‘shal’ should be changed to ‘shall’
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0246 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.2.8.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step C, “In this case the SUPL INIT message contains at least session-id, proxy/non-proxy mode indicator, intended positioning method and service-id. The service-id indicates the triggered service is requested.”
The service-id parameter has not been defined in the current ULP. And the functionality of the service-id is similar to the trigger type parameter.

Proposed Change: delete the service-id parameter and add the trigger type parameter and delete the NOTE in step C.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required – LGE to submit

	D0247 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.8.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: Step G and H are the optional step. 
Proposed Change: modify the description to represent the optional procedure.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0445-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_Proposed_Resolution_D247.doc


	D0248 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.8.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step C, “This step is optional. If HSLP has roaming session with one VSLP, it should send RLP SSRP message including SUPL TRIGGERED STOP to notify the VSLP to release resource allocated for this session.”
‘HSLP’ and ‘VSLP’ should be changed to ‘H-SLP’ and ‘V-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0249 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.9
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step E, “… then SLP2 proceeds with a Network initiated location request to SET2 as described in Section 6.8 …”
‘Section 6.8’ should be changed to ‘Section 5.1’
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0250 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.10.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In the NOTE of step I, “steps E to J are optional and not performed …”
‘J’ should be changed to ‘I’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0251 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.2.11.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step K, “The SUPL REPORT message includes the position result if the position estimate is calculated in the V-SLP (or the H-SLP) and therefore needs to be sent to the SET.”
In this flow the position is calculated by the only V-SLP and SET.

Proposed Change: delete ‘(or the H-SLP)’
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN

	D0252 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.13(step H), 5.2.12.1(step D), 5.2.12.2(step E), 5.2.12.3(step D), 5.2.13.1(step D), 5.2.13.2(step E), 5.2.16.4(step D), 5.2.16.5(step E), 5.2.16.6(step D)
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: ‘trigged’ should be changed to ‘triggered’ 
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0253 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.12.3
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In the NOTE of the step BB, “Note that for A-GPS SET Based mode where the SET calculates the position estimate based on GPS assistance data available in the SET, steps I to O are performed …”
‘steps I to O’ should be changed to ‘steps F to L’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0254 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.2.16.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step B, the target SET sends the SUPL TRIGGERED START message to H-SLP to start the service. However the Target SET id parameter for this service is not defined in the current SUPL TRIGGERED START message.

Proposed Change: add the Target SET id parameter in the SUPL TRIGGERED START message.  The related parameter in section 9.2.10 and ASN.1 must be changed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required to be submitted by LGE.

	D0255 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.1
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step P, “If enhanced cell/sector measurements are received in step R, …”
‘Step R’ should be changed to ‘Step O’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0256 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step W, “… In the case of batch reporting, the stored position estimates and/or stored enhanced cell/sector measurements included in the SUPL REPORT message may be chosen according to criteria received in step K. If no criteria are received in step K, …”
‘Step K’ should be changed to ‘Step F’.

Proposed Change: see above  NOTE: Both Step K’s must be changed.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0257 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.2
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step AA, “After the last position result has been transferred to the 3rd party in step CC, …”
‘Step CC’ should be changed to ‘Step Z’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0258 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step U, “…and at any time up until step X, …”
‘Step X’ should be changed to ‘Step Y’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0259 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.4
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: in step V, “This step is optional: if the H-SLC received stored enhanced cell/sector measurements in the SUPL REPORT message in step Y, …”
‘Step Y’ should be changed to ‘Step U’.
Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0260 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.5
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step K, “Once the position calculation is complete the H-SPC sends the SUPL REPORT message to the SET informing it that the positioning procedure is completed. The SET MAY release the secure IP connection to the H-SLP. If the reporting mode is batch reporting, the SET stores all calculated position estimates. In SET Assisted mode the position is calculated by the H-SPC and …”
‘H-SPC’ and ‘H-SLP’ should be changed to ‘V-SPC’ and ‘V-SLP’.

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0261 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step I, “For real-time or quasi-real time reporting, if the returned position meets the required QoP, the H-SLC SHALL directly proceed to step L and not engage in a SUPL POS session. For batch reporting, if the returned position meets the required QoP, the H-SLC SHALL send the position result through internal communication to the H-SPC (step J) and the H-SPC will forward the position result to the SET using a SUPL REPORT message (step L) without engaging in a SUPL POS session (step K).”
This description should be moved to Step J.

Proposed Change: see above
NOTE: Andrew did not agree with the change.  LGE to re-review comment.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
LGE to re-review comment from Andrew

	D0262 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step S, “This step is optional and only takes place if after the translation into a position estimate in steps Q and R the H-SPC is required to calculate the final position estimate.”
This step is not the final position calculation step.

Proposed Change: delete the word “final” in: ‘the H-SPC is required to calculate the final position estimate’
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor 

	D0263 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.16.6
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step CC, “In the case of batch reporting, the stored position estimates and/or stored enhanced cell/sector measurements included in the SUPL_REPORT message may be chosen according to criteria received in step G. If no criteria are received in step G, …”
‘Step G’ should be changed to ‘Step E’.

Proposed Change: <Recommended action>
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0264 
	2007.11.30
	E
	9.2.10
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: The ‘Reporting capability’ parameter appears twice.

Proposed Change: delete the second ‘Reporting capability’ parameter
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0265 
	2007.11.30
	E
	9.2.11
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: The presence of the Trigger Params is ‘MCV’ 
Proposed Change: ‘MCV’ should be changed to ‘CV’
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

remanded to the editor

	D0266 
	2007.11.30
	E
	Appendix B.
	Source: LGE
Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0044
Comment: In step D, “The SUPL INIT may contain the desired QoP, a Key Id, and a MAC. The Key-Id corresponds to MAC_Master_Key in section 7.1.2 …”
Wrong section number

Proposed Change: Section number should be changed
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR is required LGE to submit

	D0267 
	2007.11.29
	E
	2.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In the Normative References section [3GPP RRC] is out of date (5.11.0 has no GANSS content) 

Proposed Change: Choose a later version of 3GPP TS 25.331.
	Status: CLOSED 
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0019-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_Conrr_D267_D362_3GPPRefererences_TCS.zip

	D0268 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1, 5.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1, the Introductory text says “SET MAY reuse an existing secure IP connection to the SLP”, but makes no mention that the following call flows are for a single session over a connection only.  Without this statement, various SHALL statements in the following call flows become incorrect (for example where it says “the SET SHALL release the secure IP connection”, it would cause problems if multiple sessions were in progress on the same connection, without some extra clarification). 

This comment also applies to section 5.2.

Proposed Change: add a sentence to 5.1 and 5.2 stating that the following callflows are for a single session over a connection only.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Ericsson and Andrew will coordinate with CR on transport.

	D0269 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.1,5.1.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.1, Step B, the second note refers to SUPL1.0 scope instead of SUPL2.0. The same comment applies to Step E of 5.1.3.

Proposed Change: Update references to SUPL1.0 scope to SUPL2.0 scope throughout the document.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate 

	D0270 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.4
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.4, Step B refers to Step S. This should be Step T. Step H refers to a privacy check in Step D. There is no privacy check in Step D. Was this meant to be Step C?

Proposed Change: Confirm original intent of callflow.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate 

	D0271 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.5, 5.1.6
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.5 Step E refers to privacy check in Step D. Should this be step C? The same comment applies for Step F of 5.1.6.

Proposed Change: Confirm original intent of callflow.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate 

	D0272 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.7
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: There is no exception case for the “notification based on current location” scenarios. This needs to be specified so that it is clear what messaging the H-SLP and SET should expect after the SET denies permission. Clarification is also required as to whether the H-SLP should forward a location to the SUPL Agent if it does not receive a SUPL NOTIFY RESPONSE in reply to a notification-only SUPL NOTIFY (which would effectively allow the SET to deny permission for the notification-only case anyway).

Proposed Change: From design discussions, it appears the H-SLP will immediately send a SUPL END back to the SET after receiving a SUPL NOTIFY RESPONSE denying permission. 
	Status: CLOSED / Pending addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0431-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_Notification_Exceptions.doc 

	D0273 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.7.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.7.1, there is no mention of the establishment of a secure connection from the SET to the H-SLP for the transport of the SUPL END.

Proposed Change: Add this in at Step E.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate of D15 

	D0274 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.7.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.7.2 there is no mention of the establishment of a secure connection from the SET to the H-SLP for the transport of the SUPL END.

Proposed Change: Add this in at Step I.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate of D15 

	D0275 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.7.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.7.3, the text reads “This scenario is identical to the non-roaming scenario (see section Error! Reference source not found.).” Need to say that it “is identical for ULP messaging to the non-roaming scenario (see section 5.1.7.1)”. 

Proposed Change: see above
	Status: OPEN 

remanded to the editor

	D0276 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.8.1 and later callflows
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: UDP/IP is mentioned as a method for SUPL INIT delivery in 5.1.8.1, Step C, but not in earlier call flows. It is also mentioned in some later flows but not others. This needs to be consistent to avoid the impression that UDP/IP (or SIP Push for that matter) are only supported in some call flows.

Proposed Change: use the same wording for all callflows where the SUPL INIT delivery mechanisms are listed.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate of D11

 

	D0277 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.8.1 and later callflows (including 5.1.8.2, 5.1.8.3, 5.1.9.1)
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: 5.1.8.1 Step G contains the  text “The MLP TLRA may be sent immediately after the H-SLP receives MLP TLRR, namely before step B”. Actually, there is no reason why the TLRA couldn’t be sent at any time from after step A until step G, and it might make more sense to send it after step B at least. Same comment applies to later call flows.

Proposed Change: Alternative text: “The MLP TLRA may be sent earlier at any time after the H-SLP receives the MLP TLRR.”
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the editor

	D0278 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.8.1 and later callflows 
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: 5.1.8.1 Step J. If the H-SLP calculated an adequate position from the lid in step H and batch reporting mode is used, the position will need to be sent to the SET in STEP J. This is not mentioned in the text (which only mentions the position being sent in the SET Assisted case – unless SET assisted is meant to include cell sector and enhanced cell sector, if so it needs to be clarified). 
Proposed Change: The wording in Step J of 5.1.9.1 would be ideal here.” The SUPL REPORT message includes the position result if the position estimate is calculated in the H-SLP and therefore needs to be sent to the SET.”
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0279 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.8.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.8.2, Step M, do we need to mention of the contents of the SUPL REPORT? 

Proposed Change: mention that SUPL REPORT includes calculated position.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the edtior

	D0280 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.9.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.9.1, Step N – does the SET have to wait the minimum time between reports between each check of its position or merely between each report of its position? Currently the former is specified in step N, but we left it up to the STEP in step H how often to choose to do its own positioning. This could be significant if multiple triggers are allowed.
Proposed Change: confirm intent of callflow

NOTE: The intention is to clarify the frequency of reporting.
	Status: WITHDRAWN 

	D0281 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.10.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.10.1, Step P, do we need to mention the establishment of a secure connection when sending the SUPL REPORT? 

Proposed Change: mention that a secure connection is established if one does not already exist.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate of CR for generic transport section by Ericsson 

	D0282 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.10.1, 5.1.10.2, 5.1.10.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.10.1, Step BB, I was confused over the other steps referenced here. When it says “if the last position was calculated in step T and step X was not performed”, was it meant to be “.. and step V is not performed” instead of step X? 

The same comment applies for Step KK in 5.1.10.2 and Step LL in 5.1.10.3.
Proposed Change: confirm and change if necessary.
	Status: WITHDRAWN 

	D0283 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.11.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.11.1NI N-P Triggered Service: event triggers, ST2 is shown between the SUPL INIT and the SUPL TRIGGERED RESPONSE but Appendix D only lists it being between the SUPL INIT and the SUPL POS INIT. 

Proposed Change: update Appendix D.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit.

	D0284 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.11.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In 5.1.11.3, the diagram shows only V-SLC, but callflow refers to V-SLP at various steps (ie. M and W).

Proposed Change: refer to V-SLC consistently throughout.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the edtior

	D0285 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.14
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In this callflow, if the H-SLP chooses to use a previously calculated position, there is no check for notification based on location (which only happens at step E) 
Proposed Change: add an additional check for notification based on location when the H-SLP uses a previously calculated position.
	Status: WITHDRAWN 


	D0286 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.22.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: NI ES N-R Success case, Proxy mode, Step C. No mention of SIP Push amongst SUPL INIT delivery mechanisms.

Proposed Change: add SIP Push in for consistency, especially since this callflow is an obvious use for it.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate of D11 

	D0287 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.22.1
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: NI ES N-R Success case, Proxy mode, Step B contains the text “The E-SLP uses the location data and/or any SET IP address received in step A to verify that the target SET is currently not SUPL roaming.”
 The diagram shows “location data” being included in the EME LIR. The equivalent parameter in the MLP spec, is a “shape” element  included in the supl_support_params element. This needs to be stated as it means only later versions of MLP can be used. 

There also needs to be some guidance as to what the shape actually means. Is it the only possible area that the SET may be in, or is it just an estimate position? This could make a difference from an SLP implementation point of view. Also, is it only used for determining SUPL roaming? 
Proposed Change: mention that the “location data” is included in the supl_support_params element. Clarify what the shape should be taken to mean.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew and TCS to coordinate.

	D0288 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.22.3, 5.1.22.4
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Editor’s note “It would be possible to consider using emergency equivalents of the RLP SSRLIR, SSRLIA and SSRP assumed here if that would provide some advantage. This is considered FFS.”
Proposed Change: These should be removed.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the editor

	D0289 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: SET-Initiated Location Request of another SET

- are the Location Request and Location response messages meant to be RLP, or are they non-SUPL messages?
Proposed Change: clarify which they are.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit.

	D0290 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: SET-Initiated Location Request of another SET

- there is no way to specify QoP for a SI location request of another SET. Was this intentional?
Proposed Change: update if required

NOTE: Andrew to illicit more discussion and propose way forward.
	Status: OPEN 
CR required

Andrew to solicit more discussion and propose way forward.

	D0291 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: SET-Initiated Location Request of another SET

- there are no guard timers in this call flow. The note after step G that the SET must not release connection from B to G is therefore dangerous as SUPL END might not arrive.

Proposed Change: add in guard timers.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0292 
	2007.11.29
	T
	6
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Throughout section 6 (Security Considerations), there is an unstated assumption that a SET must be either 3GPP or 3GPP2 based from a security perspective and that a WLAN only SET, if one existed, would either have to be a 3GPP or 3GPP2 SET as well, or would need to act like one. If correct, this needs to be stated somewhere. If not correct, it needs to be stated what the security considerations for a WLAN only SET are.
Proposed Change: confirm whether a WLAN only SET is supported and what the security considerations for it would be (for example, does it require a SIM?)
	Status: OPEN 

POSTPONED pending on response from Security group.  QualComm to bring the issue to their attention.

	D0293 
	2007.11.29
	T
	6.1.5.2.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Obtaining an E-SLP whitelist – this entire section reads:

“[Note from OMA-SEC: the method by which a SET is provided with an E-SLP whitelist needs to be determined in consultation with the appropriate emergency services regulatory bodies. OMA-LOC is expected to liaise with these regulatory bodies to determine the appropriate procedure(s)].”

Proposed Change: is there any more work required here?
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate of D51-3 

	D0294 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.14, 5.1.15, 5.1.16, 5.1.17,

9.2.14
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The SUPL Notify Response parameter has an optional Notification Response element, which indicates whether the SET grants permission for the location to be sent to the SUPL Agent. Currently, 5.1.14 and 5.1.15 (and the roaming equivalents 5.1.16 and 5.1.17) all indicate the SET must include the optional Notification response element at all times. 

From design discussions, it appears that the SET should not include the optional element in response to a notification-only SUPL NOTIFY. If so, this needs to be clarified in the call flows. If this is not so, then 9.2.14 should be changed to make the optional element mandatory.

From the SLP-side, we want to avoid the situation where an empty SUPL NOTIFY RESPONSE arrives and we don’t know whether it means to grant or deny the positioning attempt.
Proposed Change: either make the optional element mandatory, or spell out explicitly the scenarios when it is allowed to not be present.
	Status: CLOSED covered by CR 431 which was agreed. 

	D0295 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.10
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The text in the row for “Pos technology”, “Zero or more of the following positioning technologies (bitmap and technologies listed in GANSS Position Methods structure):” needs rewording.

Proposed Change: .  Possibly meant to be “Zero or more of the following positioning technologies (including those listed in the optional  GANSS Position Methods structure).
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the editor

	D0296 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.11.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Inconsistent use of WCDMA/TD-SCDMA vs WCDMA

Proposed Change: .  Use “WCDMA/TD-SCDMA consistently throughout document.
	Status: WITHDRAWN 

	D0297 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.11.2,

10.20.2.2.2, possibly other sections
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Inconsistent use of WCDMA/TD-SCDMA vs WCDMA

Proposed Change: .  Use “WDCMA/TD-SCDMA consistently throughout document.
	Status: WITHDRAWN 

	D0298 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.11.4
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Contains editor’s note “The use of additional WLAN AP Identifier(s) in WLAN AP Info is FFS. “

Proposed Change: Remove note.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the editor

	D0299 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.12, 10.23
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Should “SIP URL” actually be “SIP URI” here? Actually, looks like FormatIndicator (the matching parameter in the ASN.1 for 10.12) already says “sipUrl”. But the ASN.1 does say sip_uri for ThirdPartyId which is “SIP URL” for 10.23.

Proposed Change: make it “SIP URI” throughout.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0300 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: In the section for Area event params, the text above the table indicates that the Area trigger events can be of 3 types, but text in first row of  Table 51 and the ASN.1 description indicates that an Area event trigger can actually be a combination of trigger event types. If so, this should be clarified.
Proposed Change: The text above Table 51 should read “The Area Event trigger could involve any combination of the following three trigger types:” See also the other comments for this section, as it may make this one irrelevant.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0301 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The exact intention of the three trigger types (entering, within and leaving), combined with periodic reporting is currently not well defined. It is not clear for example whether an entering trigger implies the SET must confirm it is outside the target area before it can “enter” it, or whether there periodic reporting should continue after a trigger regardless of whether the trigger condition remains (ie. Would a SET with a “within” trigger send periodic reports as long as it is still within the area, or would it send N periodic reports after the trigger event regardless of whether it leaves the area).
Proposed Change: Clarify what the actual requirements are, state in the spec the intended behaviour.
	Status: OPEN 
CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0302 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.1.9.1,

10.20.22
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Step H in 5.1.9.1  contains the text:

“If the area ids are downloaded in step F, the SET SHALL compare the current area id to the downloaded area ids. When the area 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..”

This allows a Set to receives both a list of area ids and a target area as part of an area event trigger and to use the two of them to determine whether it needs to check it’s location more accurately. For example, in the leaving area trigger, if the SET knows that the area ids are all inside the geographic target area, then it doesn’t need to contact the H-SLP for a more precise fix if it detects that it is within one of the area ids. (In practical terms, if my geographic area is a university campus and the area ids are wlan access points that are definitely within the university campus, there is no need for the SET to perform A-GPS position if it is within range of one of the WLAN APs). The same applies for the entering triggers, with the difference that the area ids would need to cover an area larger than the geographic area (for example, the SET might only need to check if it is within the university campus if its WCDMA Area Id indicates that it’s within the same locality as the university.

This sort of optimization is currently only possible if the trigger does not combine both entering and leaving triggers, as was the case previously. Now that support for a trigger to be both entering and leaving has been added, and since the same list of area ids is shared between them, the SET currently has no way to interpret whether the list of area ids indicates that it should check or not check its position.
Proposed Change: A decision needs to be made on which behaviour is most important. I would propose only allowing one type of trigger per area event, but if triggers of multiple types are required, one option would be to either pass separate area id lists or … add add igni
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	
	
	
	
	.. to add flags to indicate how the area ids are to be interpreted.
	

	D0303 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The hysteresis parameter is shown in table 51 as coming after Geographic Target Area, when it is actually contained within the Geographic target area. Also, in the ASN.1 definition, the polygonHysteresis is not OPTIONAL while the others are. Is there any reason for this?
Proposed Change: make consistent between Table 51 and ASN.1 – The parameter will be made OPTIONAL.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to the editor

	D0304 
	2007.11.29
	E
	10.24
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Question of whether TD-SCDMA should be considered as WCDMA as far as Supported Network Information is concerned.
Proposed Change: need to clarify. If a separate parameter in Supported Network Information is required, then it should be added in.
	Status: WITHDRAWN 

	D0305 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11, 10.24
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: SupportedWLANApdata – are channels listed in SupportedWLANApsChannel11bg meant to apply across all supported WLAN APs, or was there supposed to be separate channel information for each AP? The current ASN.1 wording implies that the channels apply across all APs, but 10.24 implies that the channel information is associated with the AP. I’m not sure if it is very useful to have all the channel information shared by all APs.
Proposed Change: confirm which is the intended behaviour, resolve conflict between section 10.24 and ASN.1.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate 

	D0306 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11, 10.11.4
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The Location Value element in Location Data from the WLAN AP definition is not big enough for the ASN1 data type as currently defined. 

Locationvalue is an Octet string of size 1..128, but according to 10.11.4, it could contain a location encoding “as per RFC 4119”. 

“As per RFC4119” is a bit ambiguous as RFC4119 basically defines the PIDFLO which contains usage rules as well as a location. The PIDFLO also supports locations in different forms, such as civic address. 

128 octets is certainly not large enough to contain an entire PIDFLO.  It doesn’t seem to be long enough to encode even a basic gml:location object according to RFC4119, let alone a civic location object, which can be quite large.

Proposed Change: limit the Location Value to be something that can fit in 128 octets (for example a set of coordinates) or increase the size of the Location Value octet string.
	Status: OPEN 

POSTPONED pending discussion.
CR required: Andrew ?

	D0307 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11, 9.2.15
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The ASN.1 description of ReportDataList is “SEQUENCE SIZE (1..N) OF ReportData”. 9.2.15 also describes ReportDataList as being a sequence of “1 to N” reports.

- is N defined anywhere?

Proposed Change: Choose a maximum value if not already specified somewhere.
	Status: WITHDRAWN duplicate 

	D0308 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: are the ASN.1 definitions for A-GANSS assistance data correct?

In SET-GANSSReferenceTime, ue-GANSSTimingOfCell is OPTIONAL but it’s listed as mandatory in 10.29. Mandatory makes more sense because the equivalent field in MP in 25.331 (as per 10.3.7.93a). modeSpecificInfo is also OPTIONAL while being mandatory in 10.29.

Likewise, in GanssReqGenericData, apart from many of the fields being in a different order from that in 10.9, ganssReferenceMeasurementInfo is apparently requested by an empty sequence instead of a Boolean as in 25.331 (and the relevant cell in table 31 is blank). Was this intentional?

Proposed Change: Confirm that ASN.1 definitions for A-GANSS data are correct
	Status: WITHDRAWN 
duplicate of D440 which is to be addressed in CR 460.

	D0309 
	2007.11.29
	T
	Appendix D, Timers
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The default values of some of the timers may need to be adjusted.

RT1 has a default value of 10+(optionally) response time in QoP. In some call flows it must be at least longer than ST2 and ST4 put together (for example, see 5.1.19), but default values of ST2 and ST4 are: 10 (proxy for ST2, otherwise 50+qop for non-proxy) and 10 respectively.

This is also true for cases where RT1 must be greater than ST2 and ST3 (for example 5.1.3 and 5.1.4). Also cases where RT1 could be larger than ST2+UT2+UT3+ST5+UT5 (see 5.1.17 and 5.1.18)

Note: PT1 must be greater than UT4 (5.1.15) PT1 currently includes QoP. If this is removed, need to readjust default value.

Also, UT2 should be greater than ST4 (see 5.1.8.3) but their default values are the same.

Likewise UT1 should be greater than ST3 (see 5.1.9.2) but their default values are the same.

Likewise UT1 should be greater than ST4 (see 5.2.5)

Proposed Change: default timer values need to be considered and adjusted as necessary.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0310 
	2007.11.29
	T
	Appendix D, Timers
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: The SLP timer values don’t take user verification and notification into account. ST2, for example, covers the time from the sending of the SUPL INIT to the receipt of a SUPL POS INIT. If no user verification is required, this could be significantly shorter than if user verification was required. The default value for ST2 is ten seconds, a good deal of which could be taken up by the SUPL INIT delivery. This does not leave much time for a user to find their handset and respond to a request. It also raises the question of how the time limit to respond is actually conveyed to the user. If they are to respond within 5 seconds, they may still be too late if too much time has elapsed delivering the SUPL INIT.

Proposed Change: allow the SLP to vary the  timer values by an optional amount if user response is required.

Update to ST2 timer for proposed change.
	Status: OPEN 

CR is required Andrew to submit

	D0311 
	2007.11.29
	E
	all
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Assorted typos.

5.1.1 Step B. Typo in first note “he” instead of “The”

5.1.2 Step M. Typo “Agentin”

5.1.3 Step O. Typo “anMLP”

5.1.4 diagram, step G, comma missing

5.1.9.3 step G typos wherever the phrases “area id” appears. Ie. “area idrequest”, “area idsare”. Looks like a cut and paste error.

5.1.10.1 Step F. Typo “sessionThe” in first line.

5.2.9 diagram, Step B, typo “taget”

10.10 Table 32, first row, typo “MAYmay”

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

Remand to the editor

	D0312 
	2007.11.12
	E
	2.1
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: There are only rfc2246 which represents TLS v1.0 in ‘Normative References’ section, but in chapter 6, it says that SET should use TLS 1.1 to establish security connection with SLP. So this item should be changed to RFC 4346 which represents TLS 1.1.
Proposed Change: Add one item for TLS v1.1 (RFC 4346) or change TLS v1.0 item with it.
	Status: CLOSED
Related to D06: Agreed to reference TLS V1.1, hence RFC2246 to be changed to RFC 4336

Remanded to Editor

	D0313 
	2007.11.12
	E
	5.1.3, 5.1.4, 5.1.5, 5.1.6
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: 5.1.3 Step G, line 5, the D in ‘If the result of the privacy checking in Step D’ should be changed to C.

5.1.4, Step H, line 5, same change.

5.1.5, Step E, line 5, same change.

5.1.6, Step F, line 5, same change.

Proposed Change: Change to ‘If the result of the privacy check in Step C’
	Status: OPEN
CLOSED, Ref. D217

	D0314 
	2007.11.12
	E
	5.1.12, 5.1.13
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: 5.1.12, Step F, SET sends a SUPL TRIGGERED START message, but it is not the response for SUPL INIT, so it will not include a hash of the received SUPL INIT message.

5.1.13, Step D, same change.

Proposed Change: remove the ‘a hash of the received SUPL INIT message’ from Step F of 5.1.12 and Step D of 5.1.13.
	Status: OPEN
Remand to the editor

	D0315 
	2007.11.12
	E
	5.1.8.2, 5.1.9.2, 5.1.9.3, 5.1.10.2, 5.1.11.2, 5.1.11.3, 5.1.12, 5.1.13, 5.2.10.2, 5.2.11.2, 5.2.11.3, 5.2.12.2, 5.2.13.2, 5.2.13.3, 5.2.16.2, 5.2.16.5
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In these sections, RLP TSRLRA and TSRLRR messages have been mentioned. But there are no such message defined in RLP. So they should be changed to RLP SSRLIR and RLP SSRLIA.
Proposed Change: Change RLP TSRLRR to SSRLIR and change RLP TSRLRA to SSRLIA in all of these sections. Also the figures should also be changed.
	Status: OPEN
Remand to the editor

	D0316 
	2007.11.13
	T
	5.1.20.1, 5.1.20.2
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In flow for ‘Historical Positions’, SUPL REPORT message was used to terminate the session, but in normal, SLP/SET can only terminate and release a session when it receive a SUPL END message. So some change need to act there: It is better add another SUPL END message after SUPL REPORT from SLP to SET to terminal/release the session.
Proposed Change: add another SUPL END message after SUPL REPORT from SLP to SET to terminal/release the session.
	Status: OPEN
Change is not required

	D0317 
	2007.11.13
	E
	5.1.21
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: The content of this section is duplicated with those in section 5.1.12 and 5.1.13. So we can delete the text here and change the title to ‘(void)’ (like those in 3GPP TS 23.271) and add comments like ‘See section 5.1.12 or 5.1.13’
Proposed Change: delete the text in section 5.1.21 and change the title to ‘(void)’ (like those in 3GPP TS 23.271) and add comments like ‘See section 5.1.12 or 5.1.13’
	Status: OPEN 
No change 5.1.21 required to the title

	D0318 
	2007.11.13
	E
	5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.6, 5.2.10.1, 5.2.10.2, 5.2.10.3, 5.2.11.1, 5.2.11.2, 5.2.11.3, 5.2.12.1, 5.2.12.2, 5.2.12.3, 5.2.13.1, 5.2.13.2, 5.2.13.3, 5.2.16.1, 5.2.16.2, 5.2.16.3, 5.2.16.4, 5.2.16.5, 5.2.16.6, 5.2.17
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In all SET-initiate case, there is note that SLP can not simply determine if the SET is SUPL roaming or not. But the lid within first SUPL message send by SET can tell SLP about the information. It should be considered that SET-initiate cases are different from those Network-initiated.
Proposed Change: simply delete the note or change it with this sentence: ’SLP/SLC can determine if the SET is SUPL roaming or not by Lid or other information’.
	Status: CLOSED 

No action required

	D0319 
	2007.11.13
	T
	5.2.16, 9.2.10
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: For section ‘SET-Initiated Periodic Location Request with Transfer to Third party’ function, SET need add third party information into SUPL TRIGGERED START message, so it is need add this parameter into the message.
Proposed Change: Add ‘ThirdParty’ parameter into SUPL TRIGGERED START message.
	Status: CLOSED 
Addressed by D154 and D156
Duplicates to 154 & 156

	D0320 
	2007.11.13
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In callflow ‘SET-Initiated Location Request of another SET: Successful Case’, SET must keep the connection active during whole session. It is very breakable resolution. Can we modify it with another ASych method like those in MLP or RLP?.
Proposed Change: modify call flow with another ASych method like those in MLP or RLP
	Status: CLOSED, the connection session handling is part of the bearer session handling and not perceived as an issue for SUPL.


	D0321 
	2007.11.13
	T
	5.2.11.1, 5.2.11.2, 5.2.11.3, 5.2.13.1, 5.2.13.2, 5.2.13.3
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: For Area Event type trigger location call flow, SLP need send SUPL REPORT message to SET after SUPL POS interaction, but for SET-Based AGPS mode, SLP can not set anything in this message, neither can SET obtain any benefit from this message.

Proposed Change: Change this step into Optional, and note that in SET-Based AGPS mode, it should be ignored.
	Status: OPEN SUPL report is required, so no change to sections is necessary.


	D0322 
	2007.11.13
	T
	5.1.9.3,  5.1.11.3, 5.2.11.3, 5.2.13.3
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In call flow of these four sections, the RLP TSRLRR and RLP SSRP message is redundant. The reason is like those in approved CR 0097 and 0098.

Proposed Change: delete the RLP TSRLRR and RLP SSRP relative step in section 5.1.9.3, 5.1.11.3, 5.2.11.3, 5.2.13.3.
	Status: OPEN 
Messages are required because these address area event, so no change to the sections is needed.

	D0323 
	2007.11.13
	E
	6,
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: There is not any reference indicator after TLS 1.1.
Proposed Change: Add reference after TLS 1.1 like ‘TLS 1.1 [TLS 1.1]’
	Status: CLOSED 
Duplicate of D06

	D0324 
	2007.11.13
	T
	6,
	Source: CMCC, ZTE

Form: 
Comment: In SUPL 2.0 ULP draft, TLS 1.1 was selected as security protocol between SET and SLP, but in SUPL 1.0 ULP approved version, SET should communicate SLP with TLS 1.0. However, there are some little different in handshaking between TLS 1.0 and TLS 1.1. For considering compatible with SUPL 1.0, it is better choice TLS 1.0 also in SUPL 2.0 specification.
Proposed Change: Change TLS 1.1 in chapter 6 with TLS 1.0.
	Status: CLOSED 
TLS 1.1 was agreed as the security protocol for SUPL 2.0

	D0325 
	2007.11.30
	T
	5.2.16
	Source: Huawei

Form: 

Comment: the parameter ‘transfer to 3rd party indication’ has not been specified yet. 

Proposed Change: Suggest deleting it and change it back to “third party id”
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor

	D0326 
	2007.11.30
	T
	9.2.10
	Source: Huawei

Form: 

Comment: the parameter ‘third party id’ is missed in SUPL TRIGGERED START

Proposed Change: add it
	Status: OPEN

Covered by D156

	D0327 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.14
	Source: Huawei

Form: 

Comment: missing description of using session id in SUPL SET INIT

Proposed Change: add description
	Status: OPEN

Add SUPL SET INIT after start into existing description

Remand to the editor

	D0328 
	2007.11.30
	E
	8.1.5.1.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: 

Comment: there are two SUPL POS in the form

Proposed Change: delete one
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor

	D0329 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.1
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: “he specifics” shall be “The specifics”.  

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

Remand to the editor

	D0330 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.9.1
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: In Figure 15, step O is missing.
Proposed Change: Need to be added. 
	Status: OPEN

No change required.

	D0331 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.20
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: Space missing in “SUPLINIT”
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor

	D0332 
	2007.11.30
	T
	9.2.5
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: At the description of Requested Assistance Data, only the requested GPS assistance data is defined. In 10.9, however, the requested assistance data includes not only GPS but GANSS.  
Proposed Change: GPS shall be replaced by GNSS in the description.
	Status: CLOSED, 
OMA-LOC-2007-0451R01-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D332.doc

	D0333 
	2007.11.30
	E
	9.2.5

9.2.6
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: The descriptions of UTRAN GPS Reference Time Result and UTRAN GANSS Reference Time Result between 9.2.5 and 9.2.6 shall be consistent.    
Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor

Description in the SUPL POS init description will be used.

	D0334 
	2007.11.30
	E
	10.9
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: In DGANSS Signal parameter, bits shall be started from 0.
Proposed Change: Numbering from 1 should start from 0.
	Status: OPEN

Numbering remains consistent with starting from 1 throughout the spec.

	D0335 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.9
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: According to 3GPP TS 25.331 Rel 7, the sentence that reference system is indicated by GANSS ID is incorrect because reference system including GPS cannot be defined by GANSS.
Proposed Change: GANSS ID shall be changed  by GNSS Time Offset ID defined in 3GPP TS 25.331 Rel 7. Also need to add GNSS Time Offset ID as a new parameter in the Requested Assistance Data.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved by CR 0452R01.

	D0336 
	2007.11.30
	E
	10.9
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: In GANSS Time Model GNSS-GNSS parameter, bits shall be started from 0.
Proposed Change: Numbering from 1 should start from 0.
	Status: OPEN

Numbering remains consistent with starting from 1 throughout the spec.

	D0337 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.9
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: The description of GANSS Reference Measurement Information is missing.
Proposed Change: Add sentence to

“If presents, reference code and Doppler measurement information of satellite of a GANSS constellation are requested.” It is referred to 3GPP TS 25.331 Rel 7.
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor, (without the word “visible”)
Resolved by CR 0452R01.

	D0338 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.9
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: The description of GANSS UTC model shall be more detailed in order to distinguish it from GPS UTC model.
Proposed Change:  Add sentence to 

“If presents, GANSS UTC model is requested”
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor
Resolved by CR 0452R01.

	D0339 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.10
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: GANSS ID shall only include GANSS, not GNSS because GNSS is broader concept including not only GPS but also GANSS. 
Proposed Change:  In the description, the GNSS shall be replaced by the GANSS.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0453-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_D339.doc

	D0340 
	2007.11.30
	E
	11.2.4
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: coding according to parameter definition in Section 9.9 is incorrect.  
Proposed Change:  Section 9.9 shall be Section 10.9
	Status: OPEN

Remand to the editor

	D0341 
	2007.11.30
	T
	11.2.4
	Source: Youngsu Cho
Form: doc#51

Comment: The Type of ganssReferenceMeasurementInfo shall be BOOLEAN according to 3GPP TS 25.331 Rel 7.
Proposed Change:  Change to BOOLEAN if feasible.
	Status: OPEN
CR required 


	D0342 
	2007.11.30
	T
	B.1
	Source: Nicolas Bellardie

Form: doc#0052

Comment: There is an example of the use of MLP with ULP in asynchronous mode. An example with RLP would be nice too.

Proposed Change: Write an example with RLP.
	Status: OPEN 
CR required (Nicolas ?)
Also to MLP to be updated to facilitate Asynchronous mode.
Also Ref. B090 and D…

	D0343 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.1

Step B


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  Even though the note in step B indicates that the specifics for determining if the SET is SUPL roaming are considered outside the scope of SUPL, the call flow shows that roaming determination is performed before the H-SLP contacts the SET.

An alternative to the current call flow is to allow the H-SLP to check whether the SET is SUPL roaming after it receives the SUPL POS INIT message from the SET,  or in more general terms after the H-SLP has obtained the location ID information from the SET. With this approach, roaming determination can be done by the H-SLP based on location ID.

Proposed Change: add a new note in step B to allow the H-SLP to determine whether the SET is SUPL roaming based on SET Location ID after it has been received in the first SUPL message from the SET.  

The added new  note may read “Alternatively, the H-SLP may determine whether the SET is SUPL roaming in a later step using the location identifier (lid) received in the first message from the SET. ”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required TCS to submit.

	D0344 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.3

Step B
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  same as comment in A001.

Proposed Change: Add note in step B to allow the H-SLP to determine whether the SET is SUPL roaming based on Location ID after the H-SLP receives the SET location ID in the first SUPL message from the SET, in which case step E and F will be skipped by the H-SLP.

The added new  note may read “Alternatively, the H-SLP may determine whether the SET is SUPL roaming in a later step using the location identifier (lid) received in the first message from the SET, in which case step E and F are skipped by the H-SLP”
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required TCS to submit.

	D0345 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.8.2

Step F


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  In step F, it says that the H-SLP determines the V-SLP based on LID or other mechanism. However, roaming determination is also done in step B according to current call flow description.

Proposed Change:  apply the change proposed in A001 and reword step F to read “The H-SLP sends an RLP TSRLRR including the SUPL TRIGGERED START message to the V-SLP to inform the V-SLP that the target SET will initiate a SUPL positioning procedure”. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required TCS to submit.

	D0346 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  Comment A001/A002/A003 may apply to other calls in section 5.1 as well.

Proposed Change: Apply proposed changes in A001 or A002 or A003, whichever applicable, to other call flows in section 5.1.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required TCS to submit.

	D0347 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  In step C of all call flows in section 5.1,  the subclause of the first sentence shall include all of the following transport mechanisms: WAP PSUH, SMS Trigger, UDP/IP and SIP Push.

Proposed Change: replace the subclause of the first  sentence with “which MAY be a WAP Push or an SMS Trigger or UDP/IP or SIP Push” for all call flows in section 5.1
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN due to Ericsson CR.

	D0348 
	2007.11.28
	T
	10.20.2.1
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  StartTime is not really needed. As of now, both MLP and ULP allow StartTime to be set for periodic trigger, which consequently causes a location session to be seeded in both SLP and SET for an extended period of time before the attempt to get the first fix starts. There does not seem to be a convincing reason why the start time can’t be handled by application alone. Instead of issuing a request in advance, the application can always request for periodic location report when the start time comes and thus relieves SLP/SET from handling start time. 

Also, when it comes to privacy, it becomes unreasonable to require someone to respond to notification and verification request associated with a periodic trigger which will start hours or days later and one may not even know where he will be at that time.

It is suggested to remove StartTime and always start the first fix for  periodic trigger right away 

Proposed Change: remove Start Time from both MLP and ULP. This also applies to area event trigger.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>WITHDRAWN

	D0349 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.8.1

Step F,

9.2.11,

11.2.13,

10.24
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  the way historical measurements allowed flag is defined in 9.2.11 and 11.2.13 is inconsistent with the description in step F in section 5.1.8.1 – “if enhanced cell/sector positioning was selected for batch or quasi-real time reporting, the SUPL_TRIGGERED RESPONSE message indicates if the SET is permitted to send historic measurements”.  As per 9.2.11 and 11.2.13 ,  historical measurements allowed flag only applies to batch report while step F in section 5.1.8.1 suggests otherwise.

In addition, with the parameter “Historic” defined in 10.24 as part of Supported Network Information, historical measurements allowed flag does not seem to be needed.  
Proposed Change:
Remove historical measurements allowed flag from 9.2.11,

11.2.13 and reword step F in 5.1.8.1
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>


	D0350 
	2007.11.28
	T
	9.2.11


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  The definition of  Number of historic measurements is not clear. 

Here is the ANS.1 definition of the report data  to which Number of historic measurements is supposed to apply: 
ReportDataList ::= SEQUENCE SIZE (1..N) OF ReportData

ReportData ::= SEQUENCE {

  positionData PositionData OPTIONAL,

  MeasurementData MultipleLocationIds OPTIONAL,

  resultCode ResultCode OPTIONAL,

  timeStamp TimeStamp OPTIONAL,

  reportTriggerType ReportTriggerType OPTIONAL,

  ...}

MultipleLocationIds ::= SEQUENCE SIZE (1..MaxLidSize) OF LocationIdData

is it supposed to ensure that the total number of location ids in the ReportDataList do not exceed the value set by Number of historic measurements?
Further, is there really a need for this parameter?  The limit set by ASN.1 (N * MaxLidSize) may just work fine.

Proposed Change: clarify and make changes if needed. 
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

CR required Andreas & Fei to look at this

	D0351 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.8.1

Step L,


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment: step L reads “This step is optional: If the SET cannot communicate with the H-SLP (e.g. no radio coverage available) and if batch reporting or quasi-real time reporting is used, the SET MAY – if supported - perform either SET Based position fixes (autonomous GPS or SET Based A-GPS where the SET has current assistance data) or, if allowed by the H-SLP, enhanced cell/sector measurements. …”

Why “…either…or”?

In the case mentioned in this step, 

The SET MAY – if supported - perform SET Based position fixes (autonomous GPS or SET Based A-GPS where the SET has current assistance data) and /or, if allowed by the H-SLP, enhanced cell/sector.

Proposed Change:
Reword to read “…the SET MAY – if supported - perform SET Based position fixes (autonomous GPS or SET Based A-GPS where the SET has current assistance data) and/or, if allowed by the H-SLP, enhanced cell/sector measurements” .
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required.
To be discussed between Andreas and Fei



	D0352 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.8.1

Step L,


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  The last sentence of step L as quoted below does not read well. Also, it does not seem to add any value.

Proposed Change:
Remove last sentence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

Withdrawn

	D0353 
	2007.11.28
	T
	9.2.15

10.20.2.2


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  The fact that Report Trigger Type is included in SUPL REPORT message as defined in 9.2.15 implies multiple area event triggers may be  used in one session (i.e. combination of leaving and entering triggers in one session is allowed). However the way area event param is defined in 10.20.2.2 does not back this up.

An extensive discussion on area event had been started via emails for the past couple of weeks. Expect this comment to be addressed as part of the overall discussion on area event.

Proposed Change:
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
CR required (Andrew)

	D0354 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.9 step N and Step H


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

The combination of step N and step H causes confusion as to what “minimum time between reports”  means to the SET and how it shall behave:

Direct interpretation of step N and step H is that after a area event was just reported,  the SET needs to wait  for Tmin (minimum time between reports) seconds before it starts the area event trigger mechanism or the comparison of the current area id to the downloaded area ids again, i.e. the SET won’t even bother checking for the occurrence of the area event again until Tmin has expired.

Is this intended behavior?  A different interpretation could  be that the SET should keep checking for the occurrence of the area event even if it just reported one, and once the event is triggered again, send report if time elapsed since last report has exceeded Tmin; otherwise, do not report. 

Proposed Change: 
Confirm.


	Status: CLOSED

<provide response>

Behavior confirmed. 

	D0355 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.12


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

As pointed out in comment A001, A002 and A003, using lid to determine whether the SET is SUPL roaming should be allowed. The call flow defined in section 5.1.12 needs to take this into account.

Proposed Change: 
Update the call flow to cover the case where lid is used to determine whether the SET is SUPL roaming.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

CR required TCS to submit.

	D0356 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.12


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

Why step G is needed? The V-SLP1 can simply terminate the roaming session after step D.

Also, will a new session id be used after handover?

Proposed Change: 
Clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

Remanded to editor. 

Remove step G
Ake will provide clarifying CR for this (and to remove step G)

	D0357 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.14


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

“notification mode”  in step C in the diagram shall be replaced with “notification” to be consistent with the text description

Proposed Change: 
Replace “notification mode”  in step C in the diagram with “notification”.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

Remanded to editor.

The notification mode indicates that notification is based upon current location.

Additional Note: by submitter section 10.21 also needs a change: insert “or”; 



	D0358 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.1.14


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

To support the use case associated with this call flow, should the Notification type be set to noNotificationNoVerification in the SUPL INIT message or what?

Proposed Change: 
Clarify.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

CR required (QC, TCS, E///)
Add paragraph to explain 
TCS will prep. CR


	D0359 
	2007.11.28
	E
	10.10


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

Last sentence of the description for the first parameter has editorial error. 

Proposed Change: 
Remove “may” from “MAY may”.
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN duplicate

	D0360 
	2007.11.28
	T
	10.21


	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

Notification Mode is not used anywhere. 

Proposed Change: 
Remove.
	Status: / CLOSED

WITHDRAWN

	D0361 
	2007.11.28
	T
	5.2.16.1

Step H.
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS
Comment:  

Add note to state that the specifics of delivery mechanisms are outside the scope of SUPL.

Proposed Change: 
Add note to state that the specifics of delivery mechanisms are outside the scope of SUPL.


	Status: CLOSED

Resolved by CR: SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_Conrr_D361_TCS.doc

	D0362 
	2007.03.02
	T
	2.1
	Source: TCS

Form: OMA-CONR-2007-0045-RC_SUPL2_0_ERP_TS_ULP_TCS Comment:  SUPL 2.0 added version negotiation for RRC and RRLP and therefore reference [3GPP RRC] and [3GPP RRLP] shall not be tied to specified RRC and RRLP version.

Proposed Change: remove specific version information from [3GPP RRC] and [3GPP RRLP].
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0019-CR_SUPL_2_0_TS_ULP_Conrr_D267_D362_3GPPRefererences_TCS.zip

	D0363 
	
	E
	general
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Add WiMAX to descriptions (Introduction etc) that mention WLAN

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Marta will draft CR

	D0364 
	2007.11.30
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Following documents not referenced anywhere

RFC 2119

RFC 2234

RFC 3548 

Proposed Change: remove
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor

	D0365 
	2007.11.30
	T
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: References to 3GPP specs are for Rel-5

Proposed Change: Refer to latest (Rel-7) specs
	Status: OPEN
Closed 

Ref. D03 resolution

	D0366 
	
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: No reference for WiMAX

Proposed Change: add reference
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0004R01-CR_TS_ULP_WiMAX_references_D366_A009.doc

	D0367 
	
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Location ID is repeated thorough the specification, yet the description varies. For the consistency and easier maintenance it should be defined in one place and only referenced.

Proposed Change: Add definition to Location ID, remove repetitive descriptions
	Status: OPEN
(Validate that the chapter 9 description is consistent) provide a consistent of Location ID throughout chapter 9.

The one in 9.2.5 is the one to use.

Add it to definitions 3.2.

Remanded to the editor

	D0368 
	
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Missing WiMAX from Location ID

Proposed Change: Add WiMAX BS information (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
CR pending 462R02

	D0369 
	
	E
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Multiple Location IDs parameter is repeated thorough the specification, yet the description varies. For the consistency and easier maintenance it should be defined in one place and only referenced.

Proposed Change: Add definition to, remove repetitive descriptions
	Status: OPEN
Same resolution applies as agreed for D367.

	D0370 
	
	T
	3.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Missing WiMAX from Multiple Location IDs

Proposed Change: Add WiMAX BS information (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R02

	D0371 
	2007.11.30
	E
	4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Introduction should shortly list and describe changes between SUPL 1.0 and SUPL 2.0 in slightly more detailed level. Differences are important definitions for the protocol level.

Proposed Change: Add chapter 4.1 to address the issue
	Status: OPEN
CR required
Marta will draft CR

	D0372 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.1.

5.2.7.3

5.2.10


	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: Reference to timer section in lot of sections not correct./missing

Proposed Change: change xxx to to Appendix D
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

	D0373 
	
	T
	5.1.7.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment:  Towards the call flows: As a generic comment.  One mistake in 1.0 is that It is not good to force terminal to create data connection for just indicating “error/reject” response. Because even that will cost to user the data transfer (~2-4kb because of certificates). Now if some one can create system that just send fool SUPL INIT messages it will create extra cost to user. So in the end we should give to user option to select how the system should behave. STD should not limit it. 

Proposed Change: Change accordingly
	Status: OPEN
Marta will draft CR

	D0374 
	
	E
	5.1.8.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: C: Is this for proxy or non-proxy-mode or a generic case?

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: 
Closed

	D0375 
	
	T
	5.1.8.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: J: It should be noticed that SET memory is limited and there has to be some limit for the storage or way how terminal can flush if data to NW event batch reporting continues. (However, a purpose of STD is not to specify the behavior of the terminal on the implementation level.) Should the SET send a message if it can’t store more calculated position estimates?

Proposed Change: (CR TBD)  
	Status: OPEN
CR required (Marta)

	D0376 
	
	T
	5.1.12
	Source: Nokia

Comment: This is an odd case. Roaming should not be in ANY way visible to SET in proxy mode. What is then reason even have proxy mode if it is? H-SLP must anyhow keep triggering info in its “permanent” storage so why SET need to refresh it - this is still NW initiated case!!. Roaming need re-thinking. As addition to this how the roaming works in case of V-SLP to H-SLP or vice versa.

Proposed Change: clarify accordingly
	Status: OPEN
Copy definition in section 5.3.1.4 from AD to section 3.2

Remanded to editor

	D0377 
	
	E
	5.1.14
	Source: Nokia

Comment:  Case description needed before the figure 

Proposed Change: add
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

	D0378 
	
	E
	5.1.15
	Source: Nokia

Comment:  Case description needed before the figure 

Proposed Change: add
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

	D0379 
	
	E
	5.1.14
	Source: Nokia

Comment:  Figure naming is repeating. For the sake of the table of contents and good documenting name figures in more detailed way. 

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

	D0380 
	2007.11.30
	E/T
	5.1.11.1 
5.1.11.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: “Non-roaming successful  case – proxy mode” is mentioned in other cases as well.  Should define this is for positioning case (not e.g. area based triggering). 

Proposed Change: clarify accordingly
	Status: OPEN
Make titles and subtitles consistent, and provide detailed description in titles and brief sub-titles description. Remove redundancies.

And use consistently “nw” or “network”.

	D0381 
	
	E
	5.1.20
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Add more tangible case description for Historical positions

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

Paragraph to be added.

	D0382 
	
	T
	5.1.22
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Does this now bring security hole. Can some one send fake SUPL INIT with own SLP address and this way get persons location. This especially dangerous as normally in emergency case SET will not check privacy or even inform user. One way to go around of this is to have own separated E-SLP preconfigured to each phone or use predefined address like 112.<operator>.com. Even with this approach there is risk of DNS hijacking but the risk still less than this solution

Proposed Change: recheck and enhance security if needed (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN


	D0383 
	2007.11.30
	E
	5.2.8
	Source: Nokia

Comment: The flows in this section are related to Network Initiated

Proposed Change: move to 5.1?
	Status: OPEN
Closed, addressed by previous comment D37.

	D0384 
	
	E
	5.2.8.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: step G & H: Separate this clearly as this is different case (case 1 SET has connection to SLP, Case 2 SET do not have connection SLP)
Proposed Change:  Add a “comment box” to flow diagram
	Status: OPEN
A note should be added before step G.

Remanded to the editor.

	D0385 
	
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: Nokia

Comment: There MUST be also exception cases for this flow i.e. what SET-1 will get in case failed privacy verification or roaming problem or SET-2 ID was not “found”, etc
Proposed Change:  (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Withdrawn.

	D0386 
	
	T
	5.2.9
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Step G: Should SET also be able to run trigger to remote SET or do periodic request not only this single shot?
Proposed Change:  (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Withdrawn

	D0387 
	
	T
	5.2.11.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Step D: This is not line with protocol part chapter 9.2.11 ->Trigger Params.
Proposed Change:  Fix is needed in protocol part, those parameters are essential (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
CR required which proposes clarifying text to the section (Ake).

	D0388 
	
	T
	5.2.16.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Step B: There is no ANY field in SUPL TRIGGERED START message that can be used for terminating where the location fixes will be send.
Proposed Change:  Add parameters to the message (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

	D0389 
	
	E
	5.2.16.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Step B: Should there be separate cases for periodic and single cases?
Proposed Change:  clarify
	Status: OPEN
Closed, already addressed by previous comment.

	D0390 
	
	T
	5.2.16.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Step B: “transfer to 3rd party indication” not defined in protocol part.
Proposed Change:  Add definition or remove 
	Status: OPEN
Closed,

Addressed by comment B155 & B156, and  CR 436, 

	D0391 
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Last statement in the first paragraph states:  "Where there is a conflict with [RFC2246], [RFC2246] takes precedence."

Proposed Change: clarify
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor.

Andreas will check with SEC first.

	D0392 
	2007.11.30
	T
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: As per TLS RFC "Minimizing TLS Handshake" can be termed as "Abbreviated Handshake".  This way it becomes easier for communication during testing and other activities.

Proposed Change: Sync terms with the RFCs to avoid confusion
	Status: OPEN
Validate comment with SEC.

	D0393 
	2007.11.30
	T
	6.1.1.4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Under "The H-SLC CAN choose whether or not to resume a TLS session, using the following guidelines", third bullet:  In SUPL 2.0, each SUPL session, for e.g. Triggered session, can take place with 2 different connections.  During these connections, the IP address assigned for the SET could be different.  But if the TLS session cache is still available, that can be used for minimum handshake (abbreviated handshake)

Proposed Change:  change “MUST NOT” into “MAY” and clarify conditions
	Status: OPEN
Validate comment with SEC.

	D0394 
	2007.11.30
	T
	6.1.4.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Bullet 5, In SUPL 2.0, each SUPL session, for eg. Triggered session, can take place with 2 different connections.  During these connections, the IP address assigned for the SET could be different.  But if the TLS session cache is still available, that can be used for minimum handshake (abbreviated handshake). In this case, IP address of the SET changes.  But still SET can be authenticated with the current IP address.

Proposed Change:  clarify conditions
	Status: OPEN
Validate comment with SEC.

	D0395 
	
	T
	6.1.5.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: This does not protect user form fake location queries which then causes A) money lost in form of data connection B) user lost his privacy. In SET there must be way to authenticate is SUPL_INIT message real or is someone try to fool the system. CRITICAL!!  There’s only partial fix for this which handles the case B i.e. SET always uses this “e-slp.mnc<MNC>.mcc<MCC>.pub.3gppnetwork.org” when it connects to E-SLP. This still not take a way the case A which is also critical even white list do not remove this problem.

Proposed Change: (CR TBD) 
	Status: OPEN
Validate comment with SEC.

Somewhat related to comment D51-3.

	D0396 
	
	T
	6.1.6
	Source: Nokia

Comment: End-to-end security is optional: This still allows fake messages and SET will connect to H-SLP and send some data. In practice only bad thing here is the data cost which end user must pay

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN
Validate comment with SEC.

	D0397 
	
	T
	6.1.6.4.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: It is not good that set must create data connection to NW and send data just for verification reason. Already this data connection cost for user! WAP PUSH/SMS must be protected in a way that SEN can do the authentication of the SUPL INIT without connection to NW. Lesson learned from SUPL 1.0

Proposed Change:  Maybe one way to do this (at least minimize the risk) is that spec mandate that SUPL init includes SLP address and SET can check if it is same as configured in SET, if not or if it doest not exist SET will reject the request
	Status: OPEN
Validate comment with SEC.

	D0398 
	2007.11.30
	T
	6.1.6.5
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Second bullet, how does SET find that the protection level parameter is incorrect in case of Null level protection? 

Proposed Change: address the editor’s note (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Duplicate D60; Closed by CR 410

	D0399 
	2007.11.30
	E
	6.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Figure 72

               Arrow from "Clear H-SLP Address from SET" is missing.

               After failure, create HSLP address from IMSI and connection with this should be done only once.  This is missing from the diagram

Proposed Change: Arrow needs to be added.  Also, if connection to SLP with the address generated from IMSI fails, it should not be tried again.
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor. Flow corrected.

	D0400 
	2007.11.30
	T
	7
	Source: Nokia

Comment: First Paragraph, last sentence.  SET can support multiple versions and it should be able to handle multiple version simultaneously.  This is required to support backward compatibility and also the time required for deployment of SUPL services is very long.  If SET supports multiple version, each version can be used depending on the application. 

Proposed Change: Clarify the backwards compatibility and refer to chapter(s) handling the issue.
	Status: OPEN
Marta will draft CR



	D0401 
	2007.11.30
	E
	8.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Note section, "to be defined" 
Proposed Change: Define further or remove the sentence
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor;

Sentence removed. Ref. D65

	D0402 
	2007.11.30
	E
	8.1.5
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Second line, missing “e” from interface 
Proposed Change:  correct
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor

	D0403 
	
	T
	8.1.5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: Add requirements for WiMAX capable SET (CR TBD)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR OMA-LOC-2007-0457R01-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_Proposed_resolution_D403.doc

	D0404 
	2007.11.30
	E
	8.5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: The last sentence in the first paragraph is missing the reference.

Proposed Change:  add reference
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor

	D0405 
	2007.11.30
	E
	8.5.1.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Table 6, SUPL POS is present twice

Proposed change: Remove
	Status: CLOSED
Ref. D139

Remanded to the editor;

	D0406 
	
	E
	9.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Target SET ID parameter not documented in “normative” chapter yet presence class is M
Proposed change: add to normative or change to O
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor

“Presence” shall remain “M”

Add definition to section 10.

	D0407 
	
	E/T
	9.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Third Party ID: Would be good to list what it can be and do we actual need type filed too, like phone number, IP & port, URI, etc. In General how this works
Proposed change: define
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0024-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_CONRR_D407_Third_Party_ID_Types.doc

	D0408 
	
	T
	9.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Location ID: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: add “WiMAX BS Information” (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Marta will draft CR

	D0409 
	
	T
	9.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Multiple Location IDs: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: add “WiMAX BS Information” (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Marta will draft CR

	D0410 
	
	T
	9.2.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Position: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change:  (CR TBD) 
	Status: OPEN
Marta will draft CR

	D0411 
	2007.11.30
	T
	9.2.5
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In SUPL POS INIT / Requested Assistance Data description, only GPS is covered  

Proposed Change: Replace “GPS” with “GNSS”
	Status: CLOSED
Ref. D332

	D0412 
	
	T
	9.2.5
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Location ID: A generic comment: should allow both at the same time (and/or).
Proposed change: correct accordingly
	Status: OPEN
Withdrawn

	D0413 
	
	E/T
	9.2.10
	Source: Nokia

Comment:  Trigger Params: The presence of the parameter in network initiated cases should not be limited by the standard. Currently it is easily read that it standard prevents this. The common understanding in LOC group has been that this is an optional feature. It is crucial for battery life to allow this functionality if not mandate it
Proposed change: change “MUST NOT” into “MAY”
	Status: OPEN
Review again after CR by Ake ref. D387

	D0414 
	
	T
	9.2.10
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Rep Mode: This actually forces the terminal to support periodic updates even it just wants to support area evens. 
Proposed change: add a new chapter to this document that lists features/sub-features that SET must support to be compliant with SUPL 2.0 standard  (CR TBD)
	Status: CLOSED
Withdrawn

	D0415 
	
	T
	9.2.10
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Cause Code: no coverage: this is a roaming issue and should be done on the network side
Proposed change:  (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor

Change to: “No SUPL coverage”

	D0416 
	
	E/T
	9.2.11
	Source: Nokia

Comment:  Trigger Params: The presence of the parameter in network initiated cases should not be limited by the standard. Currently it is easily read that it standard prevents this. The common understanding in LOC group has been that this is an optional feature. It is crucial for battery life to allow this functionality if not mandate it
Proposed change: change “MUST NOT” into “MAY”
	Status: OPEN
CR required (Marta)

	D0417 
	
	T
	9.2.11
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Batch Reporting Conditions, third bullet: There might be exceptions to this like SET available memory
Proposed change: Possible SET-out-of-memory message (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Ref. D375 (perhaps add result-code to 9.2.15 ?) Marta

	D0418 
	
	T
	9.2.12
	Source: Nokia

Comment: SUPL Triggered Stop should contain reason/error code
Proposed change: TBD
	Status: OPEN
CR required (Marta)

	D0419 
	
	E/T
	9.2.14
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Is this the actual query or a notification or an acknowledgement of notification. Normally notification just means showing information, but actual use may reject the request. 
Proposed change: clarify
	Status: OPEN
CR required (Marta)

	D0420 
	2007.11.30
	T
	9.2.15
	Source: Nokia

Comment: SUPL REPORT should also be useful in situation where multiple location IDs can be determined based on the position.  After SET reports the position info, it should be possible in SLP to get all the CellIDs visible from the location. This is useful in applications that want to use location IDs.
Proposed Change: (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Withdraw

	D0421 
	2007.11.30
	E
	10.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: In the description column, there is typo in "If the size “f "rrlpPayl”ad" exceeds 65535 bits".

Proposed Change:  correct
	Status: CLOSED
Remanded to the editor.

Duplicate of D87

	D0422 
	
	T
	10.6
	Source: Nokia

Comment: resourceShortage: In SUPL 2.0 this might happen also on the SET side
Proposed change: TBD
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0023-CR_TS_ULP_Conrr_D422_set_status.doc

	D0423 
	
	T
	10.9

11.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Align SUPL 2.0 with RRLP Rel-7
Proposed change: OMA-LOC-2007-0414-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ULP_support_for_Extended_Ephemeris
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by  CR 414R02 

	D0424 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.9
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In SUPL POS INIT / Requested Assistance Data several BOOLEAN parameters are defined as OPTIONAL.  

Proposed Change: Change BOOLEAN parameters to mandatory (GANSS Real-Time Integrity, GANSS Almanac, GANSS UTC Model)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2007-0459-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_proposed_resolution_D424_and_D438.doc

	D0425 
	2007.11.30
	T
	10.9
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In SUPL POS INIT / Requested Assistance Data, Data bit assistance/gnssDataTypeID is OPTIONAL INTEGER (0..3) 

Proposed Change: This must be mandatory and defined as GANSSSignals (see SUPL START/SET Capabilities)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2007-0458-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_proposed_resolution_D425_D439.doc

	D0426 
	
	T
	10.11
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Definition for WiMAX base station information missing

Proposed Change: add chapter 10.11.5 for WiMAX BS Information definition
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R03

	D0427 
	
	T
	10.19
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: missing WiMAX

Proposed Change: add WiMAX BS Information (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R03

	D0428 
	
	T/E
	10.20.2.1
	Source: Nokia

Comment: StartTime not in ASN definition
Proposed change: update ASN (CR TBD)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2008-0027-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_D428.doc

	D0429 
	
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Geographic target area: Which types are must for SET. The only reasonable are form is really the Circular Area. And how negation about supported form are done between SLP and SET?
Proposed change:  (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Marta


	D0430 
	
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Area Id list: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: add (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R03

	D0431 
	
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: Area Id Set: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: add (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R03

	D0432 
	
	T
	10.20.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: WiMAX Area Id missing

Proposed Change: add 10.20.2.2.5 for WiMAX Area id (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R03

	D0433 
	
	E/T
	10.21
	Source: Nokia

Comment: This need more elaboration. What Location bases notification really means
Proposed change: Add description
	Status: OPEN
CR required (Marta)

	D0434 
	
	T
	10.24
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: add (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
CR will be provided (Marta)

	D0435 
	2007.11.30
	T
	11
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: ASN.1 syntax errors  

Proposed Change: Corrections in OMA-LOC-2007-0xxx-CR_TS_ULP_V2_0_ASN1_corrections
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR 415R01

	D0436 
	
	T
	11.2
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: add, CR will be provided (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR 462R03.. (Marta)

	D0437 
	
	T
	11.2.2
	Source: Nokia

Comment: ThirdPartyID: url: URL or URI which is better? BTW should also the format how the data is send to be defined in this spec. Like the URI/URL case might be really good case. And in case of msisdn should we use SUPL INIT and/or SMS,
Proposed change: Add description (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
Pending (Marta)


	D0438 
	2007.11.30
	T
	11.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In SUPL POS INIT / Requested Assistance Data several BOOLEAN parameters are defined as OPTIONAL.  

Proposed Change: Change BOOLEAN parameters to mandatory (GANSS Real-Time Integrity, GANSS Almanac, GANSS UTC Model)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2007-0459-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_proposed_resolution_D424_and_D438.doc

	D0439 
	2007.11.30
	T
	11.2.4
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In SUPL POS INIT / Requested Assistance Data, Data bit assistance/gnssDataTypeID is OPTIONAL INTEGER (0..3) 

Proposed Change: This must be mandatory and defined as GANSSSignals (see SUPL START/SET Capabilities)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by OMA-LOC-2007-0458-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_proposed_resolution_D425_D439.doc
Note: minutes

	D0440 
	2007.11.30
	T
	11.3
	Source: Nokia

Form: <INP doc, mtg, confcall>

Comment: In SET-GANSSReferenceTime and in set-GPSTimingOfCell the modeSpecificInfo is currently defined as OPTIONAL 

Proposed Change: Change the parameters mandatory as defined in 10.27/10.29
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved by CR: OMA-LOC-2007-0460-CR_SUPL_2.0_TS_ULP_proposed_resolution_D440.doc

	D0441 
	
	E/T
	B.3
	Source: Nokia

Comment: Add example case also for SIP as it is one of the supported channel in SUPL 2.0

Proposed change: Add description (CR TBD)
	Status: OPEN
CR required (Marta)

Perhaps related by CR0021

	D0442 
	2007.12.1
	T
	6
	Source: Nokia Oyj
Comment: WiMAX Security considerations missing

Proposed change: TBD
	Status: OPEN
Pending CR0002 to SEC

	D443
	
	
	
	Source: Sprint
Comment: Location ID aka “Location Identifier” (lid) is undefined. 
Proposed change: Make it consistent and add lid to the abbreviation section 3.3.
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to the editor




3.5 OMA-TS-ILP-V2_0-20071008-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001 
	2007.11.29
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: reference to timer tables (Appendix C) is missing under most of the call flow diagrams. 

Proposed Change: add missing reference.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E002 
	2007.11.29
	E
	Throughout the document for Network Initiated scenarios
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: SIP Push and UDP/IP are not mentioned as possible SUPL INIT transport in most of the call flow diagrams for Network Initiated scenarios. 

Proposed Change: SIP Push and UDP/IP as SUPL INIT transport for Network Initiated call flows.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E003 
	2007.11.29
	E
	Throughout the document
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: note with reference to timer definition (Appendix C) is missing for a number of call flow diagrams. 

Proposed Change: where missing, add note with reference to timer definition table in Appendix C.
	Status: OPEN

Withdrawn, same as 001

	E004 
	2007.11.29
	T
	11.2.1, 13.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: the PREQ message needs to contain a parameter indicating the notification mode (notification based on location or normal) since in non-proxy mode the call flow is different (sending of SUPL END at the end of the SUPL POS session for normal notification vs. sending of SUPL REPORT for notification based on location) 

Proposed Change: add optional notification mode parameter to PREQ message.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0426-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_NotificationMode.doc

	E005 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.2.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: in order to notify the V-SLC that the Network Initiate location request requires notification based on location, the RLP SSRLIR(SUPL START) needs to indicate the notification mode (notification based on location). This is currently not supported. 

Proposed Change: while the required change does not impact the ILP protocol, it should be mentioned in the call flow description and RLP should be updated accordingly.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0427-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_Exclusions.doc

	E006 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.3.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Authorization failure at H-SLP does not impact ILP.  

Proposed Change: remove section 5.3.4.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0427-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_Exclusions.doc

	E007 
	2007.11.29
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Authorization failure at V-SLP does not impact ILP.  

Proposed Change: remove section 5.3.5.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0427-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_Exclusions.doc

	E008 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.4
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Location Request of another SET does not involve ILP.  

Proposed Change: add comment to this effect.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0427-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_Exclusions.doc

	E009 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.4.5
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Location Request of Transfer Location to 3rd Party is exactly like the normal SET Initiated scenario.  

Proposed Change: add comment to this effect.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0010 
	2007.11.29
	E
	All sections which show call flows with SUPL POS block.
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: timers UT2 and UT3 are not shown consistently in the call flow diagrams with SUPL POS block. UT2 should be shown as ending when either the SUPL POS block begins or when the SUPL POS message (dotted line) is received by the SET. UT3 should be shown as starting when either the SUPL POS block ends or when the SUPL POS message (dotted line) is sent by the SET.  

Proposed Change: always start and end the timers when the SUPL POS block ends or begins.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0011 
	2007.11.29
	E
	6.4.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: missing timer symbol for UT2 in figure 40 (between step I and N).  

Proposed Change: add timer symbol.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0012 
	2007.11.29
	E
	6.7.1, 6.7.2, 6.7.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: SUPL TRIGGERED START message in figures 51, 52 and 53 show superfluous (i.e. already removed) parameters set-nonce and key-id 2. 

Proposed Change: remove set-nonce and key-id2.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0013 
	2007.11.29
	E
	5.1.4, 5.1.5, 5.1.6, 5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: missing timer ST5 (between SUPL NOTIFY and SUPL NOTIFY RESPONSE in figures 4, 5, 6, 10, 11 and 12. 

Proposed Change: add timer ST5.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0014 
	2007.11.29
	E
	7.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: in the call flow diagram (figure 62) and call flow description bring message sequence for steps S and T in line with ULP spec i.e. swap SUPL END with PEND. 

Proposed Change: change accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0015 
	2007.11.29
	E
	7.2.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: in the call flow diagram (figure 63) and call flow description bring message sequence for steps U  to W in line with ULP spec i.e. move SUPL END to the end i.e. after RLP TSRLRR(SUPL END) and PEND. 

Proposed Change: change accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0016 
	2007.11.29
	E
	7.2.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: in the call flow diagram (figure 64) and call flow description bring message sequence for steps W  to Y in line with ULP spec i.e. move SUPL END to the end i.e. after RLP TSRLRR(SUPL END) and PEND. 

Proposed Change: change accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0017 
	2007.11.29
	E
	11, 12, 13
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: In many messages, mandatory parameters and optional parameters are randomly mixed and not listed in order of mandatory first. 

Proposed Change: where applicable change accordingly i.e. list mandatory parameters first and optional parameters second.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0018 
	2007.11.29
	T
	12.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Table 14 describes a backwards compatibility mechanism copied from SUPL 1.0 ULP. It is questionable whether backwards compatibility is needed on the Llp interface. 

Proposed Change: Agree that no backwards compatibility mechanism is required on Llp and update 12.1 accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Agreed to proposed change.

Update table 14 in section 12.1 to reflect the fact that no backwards compatibility is required.



	E0019 
	2007.11.29
	T
	8.1, 8.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: The PALIVE message exchange call flows in figure 71 and 72 do not show any guard timers for PALIVE. The reason for this is that it is considered implementation dependent and considered out of scope for ILP.

Proposed Change: Insert a statement to that effect.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0428-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_PALIVE_changes.doc

	E0020 
	2007.11.29
	T
	8.1, 8.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: The PALIVE message exchange call flows in figure 71 and 72 do not show any guard timers for PALIVE. The reason for this is that it is considered implementation dependent and considered out of scope for ILP.

Proposed Change: Insert a statement to that effect.
	Status: CLOSED, addressed by OMA-LOC-2007-0428-CR_SUPL2_0_TS_ILP_PALIVE_changes.doc

	E0021 
	2007.11.29
	E
	12.2
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: The references to section 10.2.1, 10.2.2 and 10.2.3 are wrong. Should be 12.2.1, 12.2.2 and 12.2.3.

Proposed Change: Update accordingly.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0022 
	2007.11.29
	E
	11, 13
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Parameters listed in the message tables in section 11 are sometimes out of order with their respective ASN.1 message definitions (e.g. PREQ SETCapabilities).

Proposed Change: Where applicable, correct.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0023 
	2007.11.29
	E
	13.2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: PeriodicTriggerParams  definition in ASN.1 encoding does not contain the Start Time parameter as listed in table 27 (section 12.7).

Proposed Change: add start time to PeriodicTriggerParams definition.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	E0024 
	2007.11.29
	E
	13.3
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: ASN.1 notation has references to section 9.10, which is in the ULP spec, not the ILP spec.

Proposed Change: Change references to appropriate section in ILP spec.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to editor.

	E0025 
	2007.11.29
	E
	all
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: Almost all the callflows have notes referring to section XXX for timer descriptions. This should be Appendix C.
Proposed Change: Change to refer to Appendix C.
	Status: OPEN 

Remanded to editor.

	E0026 
	2007.11.29
	T
	Appendix C
	Source: Khiem Tran

Form: doc#0047

Comment: There are currently conflicting definitions for the PT1 timer for non-proxy mode in the 2.0 ULP and ILP specs.

In the TS ULP (for all non-proxy cases), the default value is “10+ (optionally) response time in QoP”

In the TS ILP for Network Initiated, non-proxy mode, it is UT4+10. For SET Initiated, non-proxy mode, it is 10 seconds. 

Since the TS ULP 2.0  version is identical to that in 1.0, it looks like the ILP version is the later one, but I’m not sure that the H-SPC would even know the value of UT4.

Proposed Change: Make ULP and ILP consistent. 
	Status: OPEN 



	E0027 
	2007.12.1
	T
	9
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: WiMAX security considerations missing

Proposed Change: Add, TBD
	Status: OPEN
To be addressed after ULP issues resolved.


	E0028 
	
	E
	11
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: Define Location ID and Multiple location IDs in one place and refer there for better consistency and easier maintenance of the document. At the moment (after adding WLAN functionality) the description of these parameters varies

Proposed Change: TDB
	Status: OPEN
Remanded to editor. Pending changes to ULP.

	E0029 
	2007.12.1
	T
	11.2.1

11.2.4

11.2.6

12.17
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment:  Location ID, Multiple location IDs: add WiMAX

Proposed Change: TBD
	Status: OPEN
To be addressed after ULP issues resolved.



	E0030 
	2007.12.1
	
	12.5
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: add WiMAX BS information

Proposed Change: Add also chapter 12.5.5 for WiMAX BS info definition
	Status: OPEN
To be addressed after ULP issues resolved.



	E0031 
	2007.12.1
	
	13
	Source: Nokia

Form: 

Comment: WiMAX missing

Proposed Change: Add, TBD
	Status: OPEN
To be addressed after ULP issues resolved.



	
	
	
	
	
	


3.6 OMA-TS-CIBA-V1_0-20070830-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	F001
	2007.11.01
	E
	2.1
	Source: Qualcomm

Form:
Comment: Normative reference missing to [OMA ULP]

Proposed Change: Add reference.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	F002
	2007.11.01
	E
	5.1.3
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: Typo in the last bullet: "…proved that…." should be "…provided that…"  

Proposed Change: correct typo.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	F003
	2007.11.01
	E
	6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: wrong sections: 6.1.2.2, 6.1.2.3 and 6.1.2.4 should be 6.1.2.1, 6.1.2.2 and 6.1.2.3.  

Proposed Change: correct section numbers.
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	F004
	2007.11.01
	E
	6
	Source: Qualcomm

Form: 

Comment: missing reference to [OMA ULP]. 

Proposed Change: add reference to [OMA ULP].
	Status: OPEN

Remanded to editor.

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.7 OMA-SUP-AC_ap0004_supl-V1_0-20070615-A
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status


No comments recieved.
3.8 OMA-ETR-SUPL-V2_0-20070928-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	H001
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  RLP V1.0 is sufficient if few optional features are left out of implementation ( see OMA-LOC-2007-0371‑INP_MLS1_2_ChangesTo_MLP_RLP)
Proposed Change: Change first bullet to: RLP V1.1 for SUPL roaming if all functionality is implemented. RLP V1.0 if Non-Proxy Roaming with V-SLP positioning not is implemented.
	OPEN
Remanded to editor.

	H002
	2007.10.10
	T
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  MLP V3.2 is sufficient if few optional features are left out of implementation ( see OMA-LOC-2007-0371‑INP_MLS1_2_ChangesTo_MLP_RLP)
Proposed Change: Change first bullet to: MLP V3.3 for SUPL roaming if all functionality is implemented. MLP V3.2 if  Historical positions, triggered periodic cached and triggered periodic quasi real time is not implemented.
	OPEN
Remanded to editor.

Editor to improve wording (not identical to the one in the proposed change)

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.9 OMA-ERELD-SUPL-V2_0-20071008-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	I001
	2007.10.10
	T
	4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The text seem to extensive to fulfill the intended use according to ERELD template see quote below

“In this overview section, the enabler is to be described in general terms, explaining in one or a few paragraphs what the enabler is about.  The text will be reused on the OMA release pages on a page which provides an overview of the enabler”

Proposed Change:  Remove figure 1. make text version independent.
	OPEN
CR will be prepared by Ake.



	I002
	2007.10.10
	E
	4.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Remove comment
Proposed Change: 
	OPEN
Remanded to editor.

	I003
	2007.10.10
	E
	4.1 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  Text is missing.
Proposed Change: Add text in accordance with template. (“It should describe the main objective of the version by providing a high level, concise and informative description of the functionality supported”)
	OPEN
CR will be prepared by Ake

	I004
	2007.10.10
	T
	4.2 
	Source: Ericsson
Form: Doc#0039
Comment:  The text in sec 4.2 and subsections seem to extensive to fulfill the intended use according to ERELD template (“should describe the main objective of the new version of the release by providing a high level, concise and informative description of the functionality that the new version of the enabler introduces.  The section should also address any backward compatibility issues”)
Proposed Change: Delete subsection add short descriptive text.
	OPEN
CR will be prepared by ake

	
	
	
	
	
	


3.10 OMA-ETR-SUPL-V2_0-20070928-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	J001
	2007.10.16
	E
	2.1
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: IOP Process version outdated

Proposed Change: Update to the latest version.
	Status: OPEN

Action TWG: Verify current version and update as applicable.

References reviewed and updated/deleted where applicable. Remanded to editor.

	J002
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1, 5.1.2


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: A lot of ambiguity present in Feature Test Requirements in general, i.e. terms like:

-“verify correct operation” 

-“verify correct call flow”

are frequently used. These are very subjective statements. 

What is correct operation?

What is the correct call flow?

While references into the technical specifications missing it is hard to figure those out. 

Proposed Change: 

Feature Description column:

Add TS references for each feature, like:

“Key Management for SUPL Authentication - Deployments Supporting GBA or OMA-CIBA”

[TS-ULP] 6.1.2.1

Feature Test Requirement column:

Replace “verify correct operation” statement with key technical requirements where possible. 

Replace “verify correct call flow” statement with key technical requirements where possible.


	Status: CLOSED 
Action TWG: to revisit references and include as applicable.

LOC doesn’t feel a higher level of detail is required in the ETR. A higher level of detail will be provided in the ETS.

	J003
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1, 5.1.2


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: 

SUPL2.0 is an evolution from SUPL1.0 with major changes. However, the very core of SUPL1.0 is being re-used and partly modified and new features have been developed on top of that. While starting to develop test cases for SUPL2.0 it would be essential to understand and isolate the focus areas, which need to be covered by new test cases. This view is currently missing from the document. 

Proposed Change: 

Feature Description column:

Add indication whether the feature is 

a) Taken as such from SUPL1.0

b) Modified from SUPL1.0

c) A new feature for SUPL2.0
	Status: OPEN 

Action: – 

None for SUPL 2.0.

Under advisement going forward

	J004
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1.1

Basic functionality  
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: Term “Basic functionality” may be interpreted many ways and it is not being used in the technical specification. 

Proposed Change: 

Feature Description column:

Rename this feature e.g. as “ULP Message, Common Part”.
Feature Test Requirement column:

Verify the Common Part of ULP message in terms of Version support, Session ID support,
	Status: OPEN 

Action: IOP Champion to suggest modification to TWG

	J005
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1.1

Authentication Mechanisms applicable to an E-SLP - Processing Emergency SUPL INIT messages
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not obvious from TS-ULP that this feature is mandatory. [TS-ULP] 6.1.5 says that: ”Support for this feature will be dictated by the appropriate emergency services regulatory bodies.”
Proposed Change:
Move it under Optional Test Requirements.
	Status: OPEN 

Action: This is to be further analyzed by the TWG and way forward defined to clarify whether optional or mandatory.



	J006
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1.1

Retrieval of Historical Positions  and/or Enhanced Cell Sector Measurements
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not obvious from SUPL technical specifications that this feature is mandatory.

Proposed Change:
Move it under Optional Test Requirements.
	Status: OPEN 

Action: This is to be further analyzed by the TWG and way forward defined to clarify whether optional or mandatory

	J007
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1.1

Network / SET Capabilities Change for Area Event Triggered Scenarios


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not obvious from SUPL technical specifications that this feature is mandatory.

Proposed Change: 

Move it under Optional Test Requirements.
	Status: OPEN 

Action: This is to be further analyzed by the TWG and way forward defined to clarify whether optional or mandatory

	J008
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1.1

Basic functionality failures


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: “Basic functionality failures” may be interpreted many ways.

Proposed Change: 

Feature Description column:

Replace “Basic functionality failures” e.g. with “Incompatible/ Invalid Common Part of ULP Message”.
	Status: OPEN 

Action: IOP Champion to suggest modification to TWG.

	J009
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.1.1.1

V-SLP to V-SLP Handover - Proxy mode/Non proxy mode
	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: It is not obvious from SUPL technical specifications that this feature is mandatory.

Proposed Change: 

Move it under Optional Test Requirements.
	Status: OPEN
Action TWG: Verify current version and update as applicable.

	J010
	2007.10.16
	T
	5.3


	Source: Nokia

Form: INP doc

Comment: UDP transport missing from the list.

Proposed Change: 

Add “UDP as transport protocol”
	Status: OPEN 

Action TWG: to revisit references and include as applicable.

Remanded to editor.
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