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1 Reason for Contribution

RD Review Comments on Mobile Email 1.0.

2 Summary of Contribution

See detailed proposal.

3 Detailed Proposal

Recommendations:

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2005.06.29
	5.1.1
	It is assumed that the term “email event” is meant wherever only the term “event” is being used.
	OPEN

	002
	2005.06.29
	2.1
	Reference to Privacy RD is outdated
	OPEN

	003
	2005.06.29
	3.2
	Definition of  “email event” is not consistent with the way it is used in the rest of the document. According to section 3.2 arrival of new e-mail is not within scope of “email events”, however the use-cases do call arrival of new email an email event as well.
	OPEN

	004
	2005.06.29
	3.2
	Add the definition for “push email” (used in sections 5.2.2.2, 5.7.2.2, and 5.8.2.2).
	OPEN

	005
	2005.06.29
	3.3
	The following abbreviations are used throughout the document but not named here:

· IETF

· MMS

· SMS

· DS

· IRDA

· PDA

· IP

· RFC

· DRM

· WAP

· IMAP

· POP

· LAN

· WLAN

· P2P

· SMTP
	OPEN

	006
	2005.06.29
	4.2.3
	Reason for mentioning HTTP/HTTPS restriction is unclear. E.g. enterprises usually also allow other protocols when transmitted over a VPN.
	OPEN

	007
	2005.06.29
	5.4.1
	Remove reference to SMTP. RD shouldn’t describe implementation details.
	OPEN

	008
	2005.06.29
	6.1.1
	SEC-13: It is unclear what is exactly meant by this requirement.
	OPEN

	009
	2005.06.29
	6.1.1
	SEC-1 to SEC-9: Shouldn’t the security requirement be on the network path outside of the email service provider domain (and not necessarily fully end-to-end between the email client and the email server).
	OPEN

	010
	2005.06.29
	6.1.2
	CHRG-1: It is not sufficient to only be able to indicate that a certain data exchange is an email data exchanges. In order to support sophisticated charging scenarios it should also be possible to identify the type of email data exchange that takes place, along with the email data exchange characteristics (e.g. email message sizes, number of recipients, etc.).
	OPEN

	011
	2005.06.29
	6.1.3
	ADMIN-1: Which server is meant as the source of mobile client provisioning.
	OPEN

	012
	2005.06.29
	6.1.3
	ADMIN-4: It is not clear what kind of functionality is actually meant with this requirement. Consider rewriting.
	OPEN

	013
	2005.06.29
	6.1.4
	USAB-11: Do we really need multiple notification mechanisms? Suggest using a single notification mechanism, which is supported over multiple transport mechanisms.
	OPEN

	014
	2005.06.29
	6.1.4
	USAB-21 to USAB-25: Add specific remark that replying should be done without having to download the remainder of the email, and that the user must have the option to include the entire original email in the reply (again without having to download the remainder of the email).
	OPEN


Editorial Comments:

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2005.06.29
	General
	Inconsistent spelling for email. Both email and e-mail are used.
	OPEN

	002
	2005.06.29
	5.1.6
	Spelling error: de3dicated.
	OPEN

	003
	2005.06.29
	6.1.1
	SEC-5: Typo: w-mail
	OPEN

	004
	2005.06.29
	6.1.4
	USAB-16: Typo: -mail
	OPEN

	005
	2005.06.29
	6.2
	The note below table 8 is a duplicate of the footnote at the end of the page.
	OPEN


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

Author kindly asks REQ WG to consider these comments for the formal Mobile Email 1.0 RD review.










NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES (WHETHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED) ARE MADE BY THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE OR ANY OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE MEMBER OR ITS AFFILIATES REGARDING ANY OF THE IPR’S REPRESENTED ON THE “OMA IPR DECLARATIONS” LIST, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, VALIDITY OR RELEVANCE OF THE INFORMATION OR WHETHER OR NOT SUCH RIGHTS ARE ESSENTIAL OR NON-ESSENTIAL.

THE OPEN MOBILE ALLIANCE IS NOT LIABLE FOR AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE USE OF DOCUMENTS AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENTS.

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT BY NON-OMA MEMBERS IS SUBJECT TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE USE AGREEMENT (located at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/UseAgreement.html) AND IF YOU HAVE NOT AGREED TO THE TERMS OF THE USE AGREEMENT, YOU DO NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE, COPY OR DISTRIBUTE THIS DOCUMENT.

THIS DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED ON AN "AS IS" "AS AVAILABLE" AND "WITH ALL FAULTS" BASIS.

© 2005 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 1 (of 3)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-InputContribution-20050101-I]

© 2005 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd.  All Rights Reserved.
Page 2 (of 3)
Used with the permission of the Open Mobile Alliance Ltd. under the terms as stated in this document.
[OMA-Template-InputContribution-20050101-I]

