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1 Reason for Change

To address comments which were raised against the MEM AD in ARC input contribution 0086.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

Response to comments raised in contribution 0086.
3 Impact on Other Specifications

Please consider the following responses to address input contribution 0086:

Comment#1:  Agreed.  We can remove the sentence referring to the document being informative.  The Deployment sections were meant to be informative.

Comment#2:  No Action. Formatting is applied as stated in section B.3.

Change#1:  No Action. The MEM WG did not agree to phasing, and we are not chartered to do phasing.

Change#2; Agreed.  Will remove "is expected to" and replace with "supporting"

Comment#3:  Agreed.  Will refer to section B.3.

Comment#4: No Action. We show examples here, and don't prevent the possibility of proprietary notifications.  

Comment#5 The group has agreed to identify the interfaces as such, and no proper justification was provided.  No Action.

Comment#6: ME-1 and ME-2 are interfaces (and there is no arrow for them). The arrow shown there indicates information flow. No Action.  

Comment#7: It is. See dependencies. For example, OMA DM.  No Action. The MEM WG asked ARC opinion on dependencies, and this approach was in keeping with the ARC response.  
Comment#8:  The outbound enabler is part of MEM and also may be outside of this enabler.  There is no suggested text, recommend No Action.

Comment#9:  This was discussed at length with the WG, and we determined it was important to understand the implementation options with this Architecture. No Action.

Comment#10:  Agreed that better wording is "to be enforced".

Comment#11:  We need to find better wording, we need to say that we indicate the "useful data" flow. Agreed, any suggestion for wording?

Comment#12 and #13: Yes.  

Change#4, #5, #6:  Why the Portugese (Brazil) formatting? (?)  
Change#7: Agreed. Will add the "from" as indicated.

Comment#14: Agreed. Will remove duplicate statement.

Comment#15:  Or both? In any case, we need to describe somehow that secure pipes (direct pass-through) are supported with the Email Server.  We may encrypt or we may pass data through.  Since it refers to possible implementations of the architecture, the WG felt it was important to capture.  No action.

Comment#16: Agreed, add reference to B.3.

Comment#17:  No Action as its an important part of the architecture to know that MEM server can act as an intermediary to the Email Server.

Comment#18: Partial fetch is in the scope. Do You mean the Email Server? But You fetch the parts from the Email Server, so how could it be out of the scope?  No action as it's a requirement to transcode and it’s possible to fetch message parts.

Comment#19: No action, as this is outband notification functionality.  Is the issue that we are using the term enabler?   

Comment#20:  No, it means that box on the top (check naming and case) as stated later on in the same sentence.

Comment#21:  Agreed, this is part of an implementation or deployment case.  

Comment#22:  Agreed, remove "between the I0… interfaces"

Comment#23:  No Action.  Important to understand the architecture and informative.

Comment#24:  Agreed

Comment#25:  Agree we can remove this as configuration to realize a deployment case is obvious.  

Comment#26:  A MEM Server can a do a lot more - anything. We did not want to mention anything in particular, but we wanted to leave it open.  Text here implies we are not limited to the list, can you suggest better wording?  How about "may include"?

Comment#27:  This is intended to be in keeping with your description, as email protocol is necessary to realize the I2 interface.  

Comment#28:  Agreed. Intention with this text is in keeping with your description of I0.  

Comment#29:  I think "Security controls" are also "managing settings" - the server provide the security, not this interface. We have to make sure that this interface is what it is intended to be - and nothing more. Nothing prevents providing additional (non-standard) interfaces.  Open to better wording if provided.

Comment#30:  This is informational text that helps understand how it is intended to work. I suggest keeping it.  No Action.

Comment#31:  Agreed.
Comment#32: Agreed Propose to change last sentence to "The OMA MEM Enabler provides a way for the client to request media conversion". Will also keep the reference.

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

To discuss and adopt the proposed resolution to comments included in input contribution 0086, in order to complete the ARC WG MEM AD review.
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