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Enclosed in the same Zip archive as the present document is the latest draft mapping of Parlay X Web Services to Parlay/OSA APIs, Part 9, subpart 1: Terminal Location to Mobility User Location.

This document is submitted by member companies of The Parlay Group.

Version 001 of this document was reviewed at Meeting #29 in Barcelona, Spain.  Following this meeting, Version 002 of this document was generated in December and submitted for email review.  The email review process resulted in two sets of comments, from AePONA and Appium.  These comments and their disposition are listed below. Version 003 of this document implements the results from the email review process: Version 003 is now submitted for approval at Meeting #30 in Austin.

Email Review Process: AePONA comments and disposition

Part 9-1 Terminal Location – User Location (815):
1. Again same comment on IMS naming, scope, section 4 versioning etc. 
jsr, 1/5: Updates complete.

2. Sequences  5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4 Method names for responses and location notifications are incorrect. Also some of the response methods are not shown, for example startGeographicalNotificationResponse.
jsr, 1/13: Update complete – replaced the existing sequence diagrams.

3. The GetLocationRequest is mapped to extendedLocationReportReq. As described in 6.1.1.1 for the acceptableAccuracy parameter, could it also not be possible to map GetLocationRequest to Parlay locationReportReq and have the PX Web Service determine the accuracy from the returned result? Such a mapping would allow PX Web Services to add value where underlying network capabilities may be limited.
jsr, 1/13: Added alternative mapping to locationReportReq/Res/Err in 6.1.1, 6.1.2, 6.1.3… and also 6.1.4 (for explicit implementation of the “Check Immediate” function)

4. Section 6.1.2.2: In table describing locations; rather than refer to result part; should refer to the GetLocationForGroupResponse method which contains a Result ; an array of LocationData.  Also don’t feel that can simply reference 6.1.1.4 for the mapping, as this doesn’t document the address mapping that is essential to correlate the set of returned locations and errors against errors. 
jsr, 1/14:  I reformatted the table to clarify the mapping.
Indeed is there not a bug/error in PX as the address is only returned in the location info structure, and therefore for those addresses for which there may be many different errors there is no correlation of the error to the address. In PX it would appear necessary to move the address from LocationInfo to LocationData. (unless in the event of an error the PX locationInfo is still produced containing only the address and NULL location – not great!)
jsr, 1/14:  If there is a PX exception “PXEx” to report for a particular address “A”, then a LocationData element for “A” is included in the array returned to the PX app in the result part of the getLocationForGroupResponse message.  The fields are populated as follows:
--LocationData:ReportStatus = Error
-- LocationData:CurrentLocation(LocationInfo):Address = A
-- LocationData:ErrorInformation = PXEx 

5. Section 6.1.4: The description of checkImmediate is only one possible implementation. OSA Mobility SCS may implement the checkImmediate behaviour as a service or configuration option, (as the current mobility spec is ambiguous and open to interpretation), in which case the PX service implementation does not necessarily need to invoke the initial extendedLocationReportReq. Suggest you describe both implementation options by simply moving the introductory text from 6.1.4.3 to 6.1.4.
jsr, 1/14: Update complete

Also in the paragraph on page 17 there is a mention of an end of notifications message. In the PX specification for 8.2 the Geographic and Periodic location services include an EndNotification, however this is application client invoked.
 jsr, 1/14: Correct.  
The Terminal Location specification in 8.3 contains a LocationEnd message with a correlator – the wording should be corrected to indicate the use of this method and what value the correlator shall take. 
jsr, 1/14:  Re the locationEnd operation The existing wording in the Terminal Location spec (in 8.3.3 and 8.3.3.1) defines the usage and value.  The existing reference in the mapping spec (in the last sentence of 6.1.4) is to the locationEndRequest message.  Which wording is confusing?
(Note also the description of 8.3 in PX indicates that this interface is used when locations change, therefore strictly speaking this cannot support periodic location reporting; this is a PX bug!).
jsr, 1/14: Agree the introductory text in the TL spec, section 8.3.1, should mention that the locationNotification operation also applies to periodic notifications.

6. Section 6.1.4.1: Mapping of TpLocationRequest is cross referenced to 6.1.3.2, however the PX invocation does not contain an accuracy indication in this instance, therefore clarification of actual mappings through either exceptions to rules or mappings in 6.1.3.2 or preferably a distinct table is required.
jsr, 1/17: I think this is a valid cross-reference, since 6.1.3 is the mapping for the getTerminalDistance operation and neither this operation nor the startGeographicalNotification operation (6.1.4) have an accuracy-related message part.

7. Section 6.1.4.4 & 6.1.5.2: Should also state that in addition to duration or count ending the notifications, the application can terminate this through the EndNotification method.
jsr, 1/17: The scope of subsections 6.1.4 and 6.1.5 is limited to the mappings related to startXxxNotification operations.  The mapping related to the endNotification operation, albeit identical, is addressed in 6.1.6. 

8. Section 6.1.4.5: For the case when a status code not P_M_OK, should this not map to a locationErrorRequest.Reason rather than a PX exception?
jsr. 1/17: Clarified the text: PX exception is embedded in the reason part of a locationErrorRequest message.

9. Section 6.1.4.7: again clarify that the PX exception is carried in the Reason field. (I think this is a general comment) 
jsr. 1/17: Clarified the text: PX exception is embedded in the reason part of a locationErrorRequest message.

10. General comment for both 9-1 & 9-2; the use of the privacy check in the web service example sequences, can you explain this? If PX defines a privacy service then I can see that these steps could be included. However the OSA / Parlay mobility SCSs provide privacy exception support, therefore the network capabilities may provide privacy. Don’t think these steps should be shown as it enforces a particular implementation that is not documented elsewhere in PX or these mappings.
jsr, 1/13: Update complete – removed these checks in the replacement sequence diagrams.

Email Review Process: Appium comments and disposition

No additional comments
