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1 Reason for Contribution

Comments/changes to the SUPL RD to be included as part of Formal Review process.
2 Summary of Contribution

The following comments are requested to be considered as part of the formal review of the SUPL RD contained in OMA-REQ-2004-0570: OMA-RD-SUPL-V1_0-20040513-D
3 Detailed Proposal

· 3.2 Definitions: It's useless to reference a document in the definitions section.  Either a brief definition should be provided or the term should be cut. 
· 4 Introduction: SUPL is not supposed to include an application interface.  It should spell this out specifically in the introduction.  Suggested wording: SUPL is not an application interface protocol.  It does not expose an API to LBS applications.  Other OMA specifications such as MLP are designed for that function.

· 5.3.5, step 5 in normal flow.  SUPL is not supposed to be about an application interface.  However, step 5 says "the resulting position is known to the MLS application".  It should call out that the way it is made known, is not through SUPL.  Suggested wording: SUPL is not an application interface protocol.  It does not expose an API to LBS applications.  Other OMA specifications such as MLP are designed for that function.

· 6.1.2 Security: re: insuring security of location.  How is this possible in a protocol specification?  It is not an architecture or an implementation specification.

Next paragraph mentions “authorized applications”.  The method of authentication and authorization of applications is not defined as a use case or set of requirements.  This should be struck or those use cases and requirements should be added.

· 6.1.2 requirement 3:  Doesn’t the authentication need to be defined?

· 6.1.7 requirement 2:  “SUPL SHALL support a general and synchronized privacy framework”.  Which one?  Where is it defined? Is this a requirement to create one?
· 6.1.8:  In addition to a specific list of location technologies supported it should be a requirement to architect an extensible protocol so that new location technologies can be added as extensions without breaking the overall architecture.  Basic concept, should just be explicitly called out.  Suggested wording for the requirement: SUPL architecture SHALL support an extensible framework so that new location technologies can be added efficiently and in-line with the overall architecture.
· There are several “template” sections that should either be filled out, or cut.

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

The above comments are requested to be considered in the SUPL RDRR for further resolution before approval of the RD.
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