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1. Instructions
Review comments should be submitted in a form that simplifies the collection by the review report editor.  This form permits easy cut-n-paste actions by use of pro-forma structure of the review comments table.  The following are requests for submitters of the comments:

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

· Use this docID in the Form field (e.g. for doc OMA-REL-2008-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

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

· Submitters are encouraged, but not required, to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible

· Marked up versions of the document can be submitted as an attachment.  If this is done, please note in the table, in summary form, the technical issues addressed.  Use one table entry to note that editorial items are presented.

RC doc are internal docs and when uploaded, they should be attached to the appropriate review meeting.
2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-LOCSIP-V1_0-20080627-C
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2008.03.01
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014

Comment: The request-contained list function should be optional, which aligns with ETR. 
Current text:

The Location Client SHALL be able to request the location information for a request-contained list of targets.

Proposed Change: Change “SHALL” to “MAY”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A002
	2008.03.01
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The references in HLFR-12 includes both geo and civic formats. This may be interpreted as a contradiction to HLFR-13 that states that civic location is optional. 

Proposed Change: 

-  add that HLFR-13 applies to geographic location
- Remove RFC5139 from HLFR-12
- Add reference to RFC4119 and 5139 in HLFR-13.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A003
	2008.03.01
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: HLFR-14 and HLFR-15 should be changed to "MAY" as the condition "if supported by the underlying positioning mechanism."

is not verifiable.

Proposed Change: Change “SHALL” to “MAY”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A004
	2008.03.01
	T
	6.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: SYS-06 and SYS-07 should be changed to "MAY" as it otherwise would impose unnecessary burden on deployments only addressing Location Client in residing in one of the alternatives.

Proposed Change: Change “SHALL” to “MAY”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	A005
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014

Comment: PoC Server does not have any Location Client but request CBUS Server which have the client. 

Proposed Change: Clarify text in a functional way to avoid misunderstanding of architecture
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A006
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Authorization in a trusted network is on originating client, i.e. the PoC Client (rather than the PoC server)

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	A007
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: It would be of big value for PoC to have the possibility for A to specify a position other than his own from which location is counted (a referred position). This relative location search complies also with CBUS requirements. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.2 OMA-AD-LOCSIP-V1_0-20090225-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	B001
	2009.03.01
	T
	2.1

5.1

5.5.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: [XMLSIG] is not used

Proposed Change: Remove
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B002
	2009.03.01
	E
	5.3.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: LOCSIP doesn’t have “Location Content Rules”
Proposed Change: Search whole document and Change "Location Content Rules" to "Location Privacy Rules".
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B003
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.4.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Watcher Agent should work as a proxy in order to align with Presence (see SIMPLE TS G.1.2.9)
Proposed Change: Modify the service flow diagram and update the description. Watcher Agent performs service authorization and forwards LOCSIP requests.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B004
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.4.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: In Step 1 the list of trigger is unnecessary detailed and not aligned with TS 

Proposed Change: Make reference to {LOCSIPTS] instead.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B005
	2008.03.21
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The resource list should be resolved before step 6 since the first NOTIFY request contains the RLMI with the members list. 

Proposed Change: 
1. modify step 3 as:

“The RLS resolves the resource list and performs the necessary authorisation checks on the originator to ensure it is allowed to use the resource list.”
2. modify step 10 as below:

“The RLS resolves the resource list and generates the necessary SIP SUBSCRIBE requests to the Location Server for each individual Target on the resource list.”
3. Move “Note 1” to under step 3.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B006
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.4.2

5.4.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: LOCSIP will use RLS XDMS and shared group XDMS will not be used.
Proposed Change: 
· Section 5.4.2 step 1, second paragraph. Change “shared group/list” to “resource list”.
· Section 5.4.4.2, change “Group/List” to “Resource List” in both title and text.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B007
	2009.03.03
	T
	
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: LOCSIP shall align with the renaming of "Watcher Agent" in Presence Enabler.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	B008
	2009.03.17
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Page numbering is lost 

Proposed Change: Add page numbers
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B009
	2009.03.17
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: [IETF-XCAP_Diff] title of draft is incorrect. And there is a “09”.

Proposed Change: Update reference
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B010
	2009.03.17
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: [URILISTSUB] is now RFC5367.

Proposed Change: Update reference
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B011
	2009.03.17
	T
	2.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: [RFC3261] is normative

Proposed Change: Move ref to 2.1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B012
	2009.03.17
	T
	3.3,

Watcher Agent
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: This will become Home Subscriber Agent? According to PAG.

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B013
	2009.03.17
	T
	4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: This is not a description of version 1.0. 

Proposed Change: Clarify contents of version 1.0 (in architectural terms)
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B014
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The list is more like info you find in 2.1 “Normative references”. In what sense LOCSIP architecture is dependent on other enablers etc. for its function is not clear.

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B015
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.1,

Figure 1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: XDM reference point number not visible

Proposed Change: Clarify figure 1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B016
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.1,

Figure 1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Ref points XDM-4 and LS-4 are duplicated. 

Proposed Change: Clarify figure 1
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B017
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.1,

Figure 1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: No ref point between near and remote SIP/IP Core. How to figure out what information flow is valid in this interaction?

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B018
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: “Location Information” not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B019
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.3.2.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Is GPM used on service level or user level? For reader hard to understand if it is an add-on to Location policy or something else.

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B020
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.3.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: PEM-1 is a ref point used by LOCSIP according to figure 1. Even if it is out of scope it should be stated.

Proposed Change: Clarify text
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B021
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.3.5
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Three definitions not defined in 3.2

Proposed Change: Add definitions in 3.2 or use lower case.
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>

	B022
	2009.03.17
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: What response is provided if a client provides e.g. a Group Identity in the request-contained list instead of a User? Looking into TS 6.2.4 does not give the answer either. 

Proposed Change: Clarify text in TS, e.g. 404 “Not Found”. 
	Status: OPEN

<provide response>


2.3 OMA-TS-LOCSIP-V1_0-20090220-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	C001
	2009.03.03
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Some references are still work in progress, such as [PIDF-LO-PROF], [GeoPriv_Policy].

Proposed Change:  Add notes to the reference items [PIDF-LO-PROF], [GeoPriv_Policy].


	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C002
	2009.03.03
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: References [CHG_AD] [IMSARCH] [OMA GPMAD] [LOCSIP-AD] [OMA XDMAD] [RFC3863]  [RFC4479] [XMLSIG] are not used.

Proposed Change:  Remove
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C003
	2009.03.03
	T
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Reference [3GPP TS 24.229] should be normative

Proposed Change:  Move
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C003
	2009.03.01
	T
	5.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The feature tag should  be mandatory in LOCSIP requests

Current text:
“The Location Client SHOULD include a Feature tag for location service…”
Proposed Change: change “SHOULD” to “SHALL”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C004
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.1.3
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The filter document doesn’t support periodic trigger function. In LOCSIP AD (section 5.4.1.2), it says “The filter indicates the setting of periodic trigger, such as start time, report mode, position interval or the number of fixes”. 
Proposed Change: Define Filter document for periodic trigger support.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C005
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.1.5

2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Reference [[3GPP2-X.S0013-004]  is missing in sec 2.1

 Proposed Change:  Add ref
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C006
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.2.1.8
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Resolve note on event not suppression.
Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C007
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.9
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Reference [OMA  GPMTS ]  is missing in sec 2.1

 Proposed Change:  Add ref
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C008
	2009.03.03
	T
	5.9.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The default namespace should be the same as target namespace.  

Proposed Change: change xmlns=“urn:oma:xml:gpm:pem1-output-template" to xmlns=“urn:oma:xml:loc:gpm-loc-extension"
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C009
	2009.09.09
	T
	6.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The requirements on mutual authentication are not consistent with the AD where SHOULD is used. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C010
	2009.09.09
	T
	6.2.6.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: It is FFS how the LS informs the LC that the key lifetime is expired and how a key refreshment is performed. 

Proposed Change: Further investigate key expiry and refreshment
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C011
	2009.09.09
	T
	6.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: It is not defined how key identities are transported in SUBSCRIBE 

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C012
	2009.03.03
	T
	
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: LOCSIP need to align with the renaming of "Watcher Agent" in Presence Enabler.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C013
	2009.03.03
	T
	
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: LOCSIP need to align with the restructuring of section describing RLS in Presence Enabler.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C014
	2009.03.03
	T
	6.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: PAG WG has stated that a generic/reusable encryption mechanism for the user plane would be beneficial. It should be investigated if such may be defined within LOCSIP.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	C015
	2009.03.03
	T
	10
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The section SIP Methods are not populated.

Proposed Change: Remove section
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>


2.4 OMA-ERELD-LOCSIP-V1_0-20090226-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	D001
	2008.03.01
	T
	4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The Location Client MAY be implemented in a UE or an AS.

Proposed Change: Add UE to the first sentence, such as:

“The Location Service in SIP/IP core network (LOCSIP) provides mechanisms to expose location information to a Location Client which MAY reside on a UE or AS Application Servers connecteding to a SIP/IP core network.”
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	
	
	
	
	
	


2.5 OMA-ETR-LOCSIP-V1_0-20090121-D

	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	E001
	2008.03.01
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Requirement item DSUP “Direct Event Notification Suppression” is not applicable to LOCSIP. 

Proposed Change: Remove item DSUP.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	E002
	2008.03.21
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Requirement item BCOMP “Compression of the body of a Notify request” is not applicable to LOCSIP. 

Proposed Change: Remove item BCOMP.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	E003
	2008.03.21
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Requirements for Location QoS is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add new items for Location QoS.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	E004
	2008.03.21
	T
	5.1.1.2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: Requirements for Security/Encryption is missing. 

Proposed Change: Add new items for Security/Encryption
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	E005
	2008.03.21
	T
	5.1.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: The following requirement items should be optional instead:

· ETHRO Event Notification Throttling

Proposed Change: Move requirement ETHRO to section 5.1.2 as Optional Requirements.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>

	E006
	2008.03.21
	T
	5.1.2.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-CONR-2009-0014
Comment: In item CSUP “Conditional Event Notification Suppression”. The Feature Test Requirement has impact on Watcher Agent part. 

Actually Watcher Agent is only involved when supporting presence based Event Notification Suppression which is not required by LOCSIP 

Proposed Change: Remove the second item on “Watcher Agent”.
	Status: OPEN 

<provide response>
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