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1 Reason for Contribution

Document OMA-MEM-2005-0054-Comments_MEM_Technology_Features has been submitted.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution proposes some comments to OMA-MEM-2005-0054-Comments_MEM_Technology_Features.
3 Detailed Proposal
3.1 Discussion comment by comment

OZ-0 (general comments): To ensure that all the requirements are supported by the features listed here, each feature should identify the requirement(s) it supports}.

Answer:

This may be an unnecessary task. Since the San Diego meeting, we have compiled different analysis on how the requirements can be satisfied and what are the requirement implications. This is good enough.

The AD does not require / expect such decomposition. Note numerous requirements have technical implications and no single requirement results into a single feature. In general, when the design is completed, requirements ca n be check by showing how with the specification they are realized.

It is more easy to consider analyses like OMA-MEM-2005-0043-Technology_Implications (that may or may not be included in AD) and decide on this basis if anything is missing. If an implication is missing, it can be resolved by adding new required features. 
{OZ-1: (clarification): What does it mean to “align…?”}
Answer:

It was decided in London to use the term align instead of synchronization or reconciliation.

Action item to assign to editor: Align should be defined in AD. Editor should add an editor notes to that effect.

{OZ-2: Need to define the events for which notifications will be sent in order to ensure that the mobile email enabler protocols will have the right functionalities}.

Answer:

In the RD events are defined. Per the RD and the text later on, any event can result into notifications if they apply to an email that is viewable from mobile email enabler client. Filters determines if they are notified or not (e.g. based on settings or user preferences).

{OZ-3: Need to define the filtering criteria which will be used by the filtering component of the mobile email enabler to classify/filter the messages. The message size is an example of a filtering criteria}.

Answer:

The RD is providing such criteria and stating that it’s not exhaustive. This is specification work not AD level work. The feature is good enough at this level.
{OZ-4: Editorial}

Answer:

Agreed. 

Action item to assign to editor: Typo should be fixed.
{OZ-5 (editorial): This feature is part of a “client-side configuration” feature. It would be better to group the client-side configuration features together in a systematic manner}.

Answer:

This should be proposed as CR on new AD once this is incorporated. Note there is no (not yet) such a set of client-side configuration features. So this can’t be fixed easily.

{OZ-6 (editorial) The 3 sub-bullets below are about message and message parts deletion locally not about filtering per se. This bullet item should be “Client-side local message deletion” to be consistent with the sub-bullet identifications}.
 Answer:

Actually no. they are about client event filtering. More cases may have to be discussed or more text added. But it is appropriate to have them as sub-bullet of client-side filtering.

{OZ-7 (editorial): For the sake of clarity it should be mentioned that “submit” refers to different functions that a user can perform such as “send”, “forward” and ‘reply” mentioned in the RD}

Answer:

We propose to set an editor’s not asking that submit be defined using the IETF submit definition.

Action item to assign to editor: Add editor’s note.
{OZ-8: The features required for in band and outband are not clear. The AD should enumerate them, if not now, then as soon as possible to allow the protocol work to progress. However, an editorial note saying so would be helpful to the readers. Furthermore, the exchange of configuration and settings between the client and the server requires authentication usually leading to the creation of a session. Outband implies usually “absence of a session” but still requires authentication. In the absence of a session with outband, it would be inefficient to perform authentication for every transaction between the client and the server. What is the difference here between in band and outband in terms of technology features?}.
Answer:

This is actually good enough for AD level work. Yes details will be provided, but it should be at the level of the specification work.
Outband is not different from OMA CP and DM and widely used. OMA MEM will reuse the same way.

Requirement covered already by (Mechanisms for encryption of the e-mail data exchanged between the e-mail server and the mobile e-mail client items).
{OZ-9: It is a prerogative of the user to decide whether the messages should be encrypted or not. The enabler provides the mechanism but not the policy (i.e. if/how/when the mechanism is applied). The text should capture that encryption is not mandatory.
Answer:

This is the enabler AD. It describes what the enabler must support as technologies, not what is mandated or not by conforming implementations. The proposed additions are therefore not needed. 

{OZ-10: A feature to ensure “message integrity” is also required as per SEC-1 to 6 requirements, this is usually performed by computing the digest of the message}.

Answer:

Good point (integrity, not the digest part of the comment…). This should be proposed via contribution.

OZ-11: Authentication is missing this is a required feature (cf RD SEC 2, 8 and USAB-23) requirement}
Answer:

Good point. This should be proposed via contribution.

{OZ-12: Need to list the server capabilities, if the server capabilities will not be listed in the AD then a note saying that they will be addressed in the future specs of the enabler should be added.

Answer:

We disagree. This is specification material. Such a note would have to be repeated for every single mechanism or statement in the AD. It is the nature of what an AD is.

(OZ-13: This statement is too vague to be included in a list of technology features. What is the required feature in this statement? Again if the intention is to complete and elaborate on this bullet item later, an editorial note should say so.}
Answer:

We disagree. The text is self explanatory and refers to deployment models. 

Action item to assign to editor: Add reference to appendix B.
{OZ-14: Missing features. The following technology features are missing, They should be added for the sake of completeness: 

· Fetch email: To retrieve messages from the server.  Based on the configuration and settings of the client/account, the whole email will be retrieved or part of it (cf. USAB-3, 13, 14 and 15).

· Auto Reply: USAB-27 and 28.
· Recall: USAB-33, 34.

· Spam and content screening: SEC-9, 10, 11.

· Protection against denial of service: SEC-12.

· The possibily for the client to work offline and to submit email and synchronize folders with the server (USAB-5, 6 and 8).

Answer:

Fetch mail is covered by first bullet (alignment mechanisms) and client download and storage preferences.
Auto reply is covered by “Mechanisms to allow configuration and exchange of settings” with inband sub-bullet.
We agree for the rest of the comments, except that spam and content screening is considered as something that must the mobile email enabler must be compatible with, not something that it must necessarily provide. The other items should be proposed via contribution.
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

We recommend that MEM SWG agrees to the disposition and action items proposed in section 3 in answer to the comments in OMA-MEM-2005-0054-Comments_MEM_Technology_Features.

We recommend noting document OMA-MEM-2005-0054-Comments_MEM_Technology_Features has been submitted.
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