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1 Reason for Change

This CR addresses the following CONR comments:

	F107
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Update paragraph to the agreements reached at the Bangalore interim meeting.

Proposed Change: Make the use of the METADATA extension optional and the use of the STORE command to update flags mandatory.
	Status: CLOSED by CR#2010-0411R01

	F108
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: The list of flags that a Message Storage Server and Client have to support needs to be included here.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED by CR#2010-0411R01

	F109
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.5
	Source: Gertjan van Wingerde

Form: doc #CONR-2010-0007

Comment: Remove the reference to [RFC2244], it has no bearing here.

Proposed Change: 
	Status: CLOSED by CR#2010-0411R01

	F110
	2010.01.22
	T
	5.5
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-CONR-2010-0016-CPM_V1_0_Comments_ALU

Comment: This section should specify requirements for other components of the CPM (other than Message Storage) to comply with the Message Storage Metadata structure in creating or inserting new data into a stored object’s header, e.g., a CPM Message.

Proposed Change: A CR to be submitted.
	Status:  CLOSED by CR#2010-0411R01


This CR incorporates all changes needed to close these comments as further detailed in Section 5 below. Section 6 presents all corresponding changes.
This R01 version addresses the following comments:
NSN: it is not clear how the Metadata extension was made optional. Especially, the text on RFC5464 stayed the same. Why was the reference to RFC2244 removed but the text on it be left in place?
Acision: The use of the flags cannot be optional, as mandatory functionality of CPM depends on it. The use of the ANNOTATE extension, however, isn''t strictly required and should be made optional. Finally, for the IMAP flags, we should also point to RFC 5788, which defines some additional flags that are of use for CPM, such as $MDNSent. Finally, the whole sentence on ACAP should be removed.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

None
3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
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

Regarding these 4 CONR comments, the following revisions are recommended:

1. Made the use of metadata extension optional for inserting system flags.
2.  Listed all readily defined system flags according to [RFC3501].
3. Removed reference to [RFC2244].
4. Required compliance with the proposed metadata structure for entities using the Message Storage Server.

Regarding NSN comments, I agreed with Acision to make the use of metadata model optional in order to offer flexibility for possible use of other models. However, for the flag, I agree to make it mandatory. It was an oversight on my part. I agreed with the removal of [RFC2244] since it does not impact our MSS specs and the reference is informative in pointing to the source of a protocl (ACAP) for accessing vendor sub-tree registry. As it can be seen from Acision comment, they don’t even like to have this informative sentence and asked for its removal altogether !
Regarding Acision’s comment, the mandatory nature of using the flags already agreed. This author is neutral on keeping/removing the ACAP related sentence based on my answer to NSN’s comment. Whatever the group decision, I would go along with. Regarding the last comment on the ANNOTATE extension, there is no mention of this document, [RFC5257] in the proposed section ! The comment requires clarification or elaboration. Not being the subject of the original CONR comments, it calls perhaps for an independent CR. Acision directly provided revisions to the section by revision a draft of this R01. 
All recommended changes, original and revised, are presented in Section 6 below.  
6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Add reference to RFC5788 in section 2.1.

2.1 Normative References
	[RFC5788]
	“IMAP4 Keyword Registry”, A. Melnikov et al, March 2010, URL:http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc5788.txt


Change 2:  CPM TS Message Storage Section 5.5 Metadata Structure
 5.5   Metadata Structure

CPM’s message storage functionality supports a metadata model that consists of two distinct parts:

1. A set of metadata flags that are associated with message objects, session history objects and standalone Media Objects. These flags indicate additional state information about the stored object, and
2. A set of metadata annotations that can be associated with all the objects stored in the Message Storage Server. These annotations provide user-defined information that the user associates with these stored objects.
The Message Storage Client and the Message Storage Server SHALL at least support the metadata flags and MAY support the metadata annotations.




With respect to the metadata flags, the Message Storage Client and Message Storage Server SHALL support at least the following flags defined in [RFC3501] and [RFC5788]:
 \Seen (message has been read), 
\Answered (message has been answered), 
\Flagged (message is "flagged" for urgent and/or special attention), 
\Deleted (message is "deleted" for removal by later EXPUNGE), 
\Draft (message has not completed composition (marked as a draft),
\Recent (message is "recently" arrived in this mailbox),
$MDNSent (A disposition notification has been sent for this message), and

$Forwarded (message has been forwarded).
NOTE:
All flag assignments and operations SHALL be handled according to the procedures specified in [RFC 3501].

With respect to the metadata annotations, if supported, the Message Storage Client and the Message Storage Server SHALL support the structure defined in [RFC5464] for metadata annotations for conversation history objects and for folder objects, and the Message Storage Client and the Message Storage Server SHALL support the structure defined in [RFC5257] for message objects, for session history objects and for standalone Media Objects.
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