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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-2010-0134-RC_XYZ_RD – 'Form' entry would be 'doc #0134'.)

· The Type column should indicate 'E' for Editorial comment, 'T' for Technical comment and Q for Question for clarification
· For Editorial comments and Technical comments, the submitters are required to provide a proposed change – provide as much insight to issue as possible, for Question for clarifications this is not required.
· 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-TS-LPPe-V1_0-20110211-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2011.01.23
	T
	6
	Source: Khiem Tran, Andrew LLC
Form: INP doc
Comment: ASN.1 contains redundant ways to send same information, resulting in additional complexity and unnecessary test cases. For example, there is no need to include a given value in an optional enum list if that value is also chosen by default if the list is not provided. 
Proposed Change: Streamline ASN.1 to remove redundancies
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A002
	2011.03.21
	T
	6
	Source: Khiem Tran, Andrew LLC

Form: INP doc

Comment: Inconsistency in range of Confidence values. Confidence is sometimes given as 0..99%, sometimes as 1..100%. 

Proposed Change:Standardize on one approach for confidence.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A003
	2011.03.21
	T
	6
	Source: Khiem Tran, Andrew LLC

Form: INP doc

Comment: ASN.1 structure allows meaningless combinations of IEs (such as confidence without uncertainty).  This requires extra rules in the tables to prevent  bad behaviour and increases the risk of errors. This  can be easily avoided by structuring the ASN.1 to allow only valid combinations.

Proposed Change: Amend ASN.1 where appropriate to rule out meaningless combinations.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A004
	2011.03.21
	T
	6.4
	Source: Khiem Tran, Andrew LLC

Form: INP doc

Comment: Civic and relative location definitions are incompatible with IETF Geopriv relative location definition, in particular in handling relative locations in arbitrary coordinate systems

Proposed Change: Align LPPe relative locations with those used by IETF Geopriv
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>

	A005
	2011.03.21
	T
	6.4
	Source: Khiem Tran, Andrew LLC

Form: INP doc

Comment: Relative location ranges 9for example relativeNorth and relativeEast in OMA-LPPe-RelativeLocation are too large to be practical, with a maximum size of 54242800 m. At very large ranges, curvature of the earth comes into play and introduces new complexity for interpreting locations.

Proposed Change: reduce ranges to more realistic sizes.
	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

<provide response>
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