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1 Reason for Contribution

During the past several meetings, MEM has been presented with overviews of different technologies that claim to cover the requirements.  During the discussions different questions were raised that need to be addressed within the group and these answers may influence the choices of technologies that are pursued in the technical analysis.
2 Summary of Contribution

Proposal of responsibilities that should be assigned to the Mobile Email Enabler Server that appears in the AD Architectural Diagram (section 5.2).  These responsibilities are based on the requirements and use-case descriptions that appear in the RD.
3 Detailed Proposal

During the presentation of the ability of OMA-DS and IMAP+ to fulfill the requirements of the MEM RD, different questions were raised that need to be addressed as part of the architectural design of the solution.  We wish to present the questions that were raised and seemed notable so that they can be addressed to the group.  This should not be seen as an endorsement of any specific technology, and some of the questions that were raised in the discussion of one technology may apply to other of the proposed technologies.
Data Synchronization Questions:

The following questions were raised during the discussion of the OMA-DS based solution:

1. When will the next version (that addresses email considerations) be ready for MEM to use?

2. Will the definition of the “email message object” be a copy of the entire set of RFCs that define header fields of email?  This would allow for the maximum flexibility in defining filtering or notification rules.
3. Is it necessary/desirable to define the backend connection between the DS-server and the email server or how the different DS operations are translated to email operations?
4. When the user wishes to send email, OMA-DS assumes that the system should synchronize an “Outbox” and then the DS-server will be responsible to actually submit the message to the MTA for actual delivery.  This lead to the question of how are submission errors reported back to the client!
5. Additional questions of message submission concern how OMA-DS could support forward without download, reply without download, selective inclusion of attachments or addresses.
IMAP+ questions:
Stephane presented the Oracle proposal for a solution based on “P-IMAP” during the CC last week, several questions came to mind during the presentation:

1. Many of the features that were presented are currently “individual drafts” that are being presented for consideration at IETF – what is the prognosis for their acceptance within IETF?  If they are accepted, what is the time-frame for such an acceptance (turning them into RFCs)?

2. What is the path if the P-IMAP solution is not accepted within IETF – does this mean that OMA should standardize the parts of the solution that are not accepted by IETF?  Is this similar to other parts of the proposal that include other OMA enablers, e.g. STI, Push, or is this defining a new email standard?
3. How is the use of LDELIVER different from the OMA-DS submission model?  See the question #4 above.
4. How does this proposed solution work if the backend protocol is not IMAP?  Does MEM need to specify how the translation to the backend protocol is done?  See question #3 above.
General questions (philosophical?)

These bring the following questions to mind as to the real goals of the MEM WID –

Is MEM looking to specify a new protocol that provides a basic set of mobile email features that can easily be translated to any backend protocol?  Or do we need to try and consider the mobile email clients that already exist in the market that support certain IETF protocols?  

Is there a real justification to define a MEES? We have received comments from LEMONADE that this may be problematic.  Additionally, we have received comments that the proposed HTTP bindings may be problematic.
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

MEM should consider these questions and try to address them in a serious manner as part of the technical analysis.
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