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Meeting Minutes

	Group:
	Mobile Email Breakout, REQ
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Format:
	Singapore Meeting

	Date:
	04/11/2005-04/12/2005

	Chair:
	Jean Sini, Symbol Technologies, sinij@sj.symbol.com

	Secretary:
	Jean Sini, Symbol Technologies, sinij@sj.symbol.com


1 Agenda

OMA-REQ-2005-0212R1-Mobile-Email-2005-04-11-Meeting-Agenda Commented – Stephane.maes@oracle.com. Disagreements / issues are marked this way.
2 Attendees

	Name
	Company
	Email Address

	Wook-Hyun Jeong
	Samsung
	Wh75.jeong@samsung.com

	Olle Eriksson
	Ericsson
	Olle.eriksson@ericsson.com

	Richard Bailey
	Vodafone
	Richard.bailey@vodafone.com

	NingXia Xing
	China Mobile
	xingningxia@chinamobile.com

	Taesoon Choi
	LGE
	tschoi@lge.com

	Peter Neumann
	Siemens
	Neumann.peter@siemens.com

	Mark Staskauskas
	Qualcomm
	markstas@qualcomm.com

	Wendy Fong
	Microsoft
	wlfong@microsoft.com

	Kevin Holley
	O2
	Kevin.holley@o2.com

	Rajiv Ranganatti
	Innvo
	Ravij.ranganatti@innvo.com

	Claude Kawa
	Oz communications
	Claude.kawa@oz.com

	Fay Hellal
	Intellisync
	fhellal@intellisync.com

	B Sundresh
	RIM
	bsundresh@rim.com

	Wuk Kim
	Samsung
	Wuk.kim@samsung.com

	Wim Wedershoven
	Logicacmg
	Wim.wedershoven@logicacmg.com

	Hubert Segond
	Orange
	Hubert.segond@francetelecom.com

	Anthony Toubassi
	Sony Ericsson
	Anthony.toubassi@sonyericsson.com

	Amma Lisa Minghetti
	Telecom Italia
	Ammalisa.minghetti@telecomitalia.it

	Yaacov Weingarten
	Comverse
	Jerry.weingarten@comverse.com

	Indaka Weerasekera
	Lucent
	indaka@lucent.com

	Ruben.Menjivar
	TeliaSonera
	Ruben.menjivar@teliasonera.com

	Dorothy Gellart
	Nokia
	Dorothy.gellert@nokia.com

	Diego Anza
	Orange
	Diego.anza@orangefrance.com

	Xhafer Krasniqi
	NEC
	Xhafer.krasniqi@ttd.neceur.com

	David Noon
	Openwave
	Dave.noon@openwave.com

	Roope Kylmakoski
	Nokia
	Roope.kylmakoski@nokia.com

	Michael Rooke
	Nokia
	Michael.rooke@nokia.com

	Jean Sini
	Symbol
	Jean.sini@symbol.com


3 Actions

· Noted: OMA-REQ-2005-0151R02-LATE-Mobile-Email-requirements-for-limited-size-of-emails
· Action Item [Editor]: contribution agreed to.
· Action Item [Stephane] Waiting for 172R01.

· Noted: OMA-REQ-2005-0197-RD-Mobile-Email-V1-cleanup--use-cases,-definitions-
· Action Item [Jean] OMA-Req-Mobile-Email-V1_1_1-20050404-D to be withdrawn and included of body of 0197R01.

· Action Item [Jean] resubmit as 0197R01 with changes based on newest revision of RD taken into account as well as suggested changes based on 0197.

· Action Item [Indaka] Review RD for possible references to be made to external work to avoid replication of definitions (IETF, other OMA groups, etc.)

· Action Item [Fay] Review RD to assess uses of the phrase “email events” and evaluate possible alternative wording.

· Action Item [Jean] General comment that the definitions introduce hidden requirements and thus should be simplified, and any requirement made explicit and moved to the requirements section.

· Action Item [Jean] 4.1. Main Expectations: general comment on complexity and hidden requirements – revert to original; 4.1.2: remove “format adaptation”; remove all sub-bullets; 4.1.3: add “vendors”; 4.1.4: remove altogether; 4.3: agreed to remove; 

· Action Item [Diego]: 4.4. Security: suggest new wording;

· Action Item [Jean]: 5 Use cases – review postponed until decision made on use-case disposition;
· ISSUE Noted: OMA-REQ-2005-0204-LATE-Requirements-section-cleanup-of-Mobile-Email-RD
· AI [Editor] – Agreed changes: USAB8/9 should be swapped
; USAB30/31 to be removed; IOP1: add “sending”; IOP-10: to be removed; IOP-11 agreed, but also remove “new” from IOP4
; IOP12: remove; 
· AI [Xhafer]: IOP9: find conflicting or redundant 
req.
· OMA‑REQ‑2005‑0216‑LATE‑Mobile‑email‑RD‑review‑by‑Orange
· Will be resubmitted as R01 by Orange

· AI [Diego]  - based on minutes (below), submit R01
· Need to update WISPR – submitted by Stephane

· AI [Jean] – socialize RD with Security group to avoid inconsistencies and redundancies
4 Next meetings

04/27/2005 1400 UTC – Conference Call
5 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.

6 Document Disposition

	Document Identifier
	Disposition

	Comments

	OMA-REQ-2005-0151R01-LATE
	Noted
	

	OMA-REQ-2005-0197
	Noted
	

	OMA-REQ-2005-0204
	Noted
	

	OMA-REQ-2005-0216
	Noted
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


7 Minutes

Additional minutes from reviewing 0216: Comments present issues with recommendations / analysis as minuted here…
3.2. Definitions

Suggestion to have better definitions (and text for missing definitions);


4.1.2. Suggestion not to focus on the change on synchronization since Symbol proposed another text.

6. Requirements
Suggest to have references to the use cases.

6.1

HLF-1. contribution: general requirement fine; but details are suggesting solutions
, and this should be avoided.

Comments [Jerry] distinction between new email and events - distinction between synchronization and reconciliation
; [Diego] these fine distinctions are perhaps too detailed. [Fay/Dorothy/Diego/Jerry] discussion on the definition of what synchronization means.
 [Fay] suggestion to focus on requirements (what) as opposed to implementation (how
)

AI [Diego]: resubmit a generic wording with better wording. Suggestion to remove all the bullet points
.
6.1.1. Security

Odd to jump right into security - should be moved

Section extremely redundant, slight changes across many similar requirements: proposed to simplify

Suggestion to keep requirement SEC-1 but reworded; 

Comments [Jean] Suggestion to merge all requirements in one generic statement "All mobile email operations must support end-end confidentiality and integrity when desired. Comment [Richard] to at least separate attachment handling since it could be mistakenly perceived as not email-related – [Richard] supports this 2-way split with the need to later map to what enablers support what requirements; (assuming there is no such thing as a 1-n mapping, then we agree to separate).

Agreement: break up 
sec-1 to sec-9 into 2
sec-10: not clear why restrict on when
. Suggestion to remove 'the server' from SEC-10 - Jerry wants to clarify that this is an aditional requirement for secure-email authentication. we agree to rephrase as 'service' instead of server.

Proposed new wording for SEC-10 to be re-discussed in rev: 1

SEC-11 - agreed to a wording
:

SEC-12 - agreed

SEC-13 – AI [Diego/Stephane] clarify meaning, make sure this is not restrictive to server only. Fay: definition incomplete; 

6.1.2. Charging

CHRG-1 - agreed to change to SHALL
 - reference to the Charging RD; we should check for consistency. Socializing this with the MCC group is suggested; perhaps split the requirement into 2, one mentioning charging; one mentioning the issues specific to end-end secure.

6.1.3 Admin and Configuration
ADMIN-1 - suggestion to simplify: “mobile email enabler must support secure provisioning of the mobile client.” Suggestion to reference the DM spec.

ADMIN-2 - disclaimer: settings may vary across devices; AI [Indaka]: propose new wording.

ADMIN-3: suggested reference to the OMA dictionary


Usability:
USAB-4 - possibility to group various operation types

USAB-5 - Agreed to new wording;

USAB-6 - agreed to merge with 4; 

USAB-7 - agreed to merge with 5;

USAB-9 - agreed to remove and add a bullet point in 8 to cover event propagation;

USAB11 - suggestion to remove it and ask Stephane for an explanation on the meaning;

USAB-12 - remove the bullets and simply give examples in the main section of the requirement

USAB-14 - AI: Diego: reword to make it specific to email notification and possibly refer to Email Notification. 

                AI to Stephane to clarify based on suggested new wording.

 Concerns voiced about replication of effort with Email notification work. 

USAB-17: agreed to move next to 12 and align the wording - need examples of authorized principals;

USAB-18: suggested text is a new requirement; 

USAB-19: suggested new wording to clarify how partial the download can be.

USAB-22: pending resolution offline of 19/20;

USAB-23: to be resolved with offline 19/20

USAB 26-29: agreed changes*

USAB32 - add "per user"

USAB34 rewording suggested to support different auto-replies







�Done now.


�Hard to comment on minutes without having access to 197r01…


�See comments in document 0246.


�Can’t comment without seeing result.


�Don’t understand and disagree with swap. Agree with what was the original change proposed in 204: i.e. group 8 and 9.


�Not part of 204. It’s new email not other cases… new should remain…


�Don’t understand…


�Done


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  ��	“Noted” / “Agreed” / “Postponed” / “Withdrawn” / “Approved” (by TP on PD only) ///


“Noted”	The document has been presented to the group.  Some discussion may have taken place.  Subsequent actions MAY have been taken, e.g. Action Points being assigned or a response produced to a liaison statement.  Presentations SHALL be “Noted”.


“Agreed”	The document has been presented to the group.  There was consensus in the group to accept all the recommendations made in the document.  The recommendations made in the document SHALL be acted upon.  Meeting Agendas and Minutes SHALL be “Agreed” by the group for which they have been prepared, and MAY additionally be “Noted” by the parent group.


“Approved”	This category is for Permanent Documents only.  The document has been presented to the TP.  There was consensus in the TP to approve the document.  Documents SHALL NOT be “approved” by any group other than the TP.


“Postponed”	The document was not fully treated and SHALL be placed on the agenda for a subsequent meeting.


“Withdrawn”	The document has not been presented to the group and the organisation that submitted the document has requested that it be withdrawn.


�0197 should provide better definitions	with the type 1,2 and 3 descriptions…


�Agreed


�Actually not needed as requirement practice. Requirements do not need to have use case attached to them. That is unnecessary burden…





�Disagreed it does not actually!


�Reconciliation is used to avoid technology specific assumptions. 


�Irrelevant as synch is not used!


�Agreed


�These details are needed as bullet point or not..


�Nope that’s the RD template!


�Some consolidation is possible provided that all aspects are kept…


�Must maintain applicability to all types of events (i.e. be reconciled with 197 proposal…


�Agreed


�OK


�OK


�Actually this one is intentionally a server statement! So we disagree with the recommendation.


�Disagreed because it may not be possible to do so… There may be another requirement with a SHALL that could state that charging must be possible…


�Irrelevant: were re-phrased as part of disposition of 0171 as captured in 0203. If needed should be revisited after disposition…


�Should first have update based on disposition of 171 as captured in 203 then revisit this if / where needed.
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