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"please implement this stuff first"

Ricardo Signes (Fastmail)



There are a lot of IMAP RFCs



There are a lot of IMAP RFCs

REC 2060 REC 3502 RFC 5258 REC 7162 REC 8508 RFC 9586
IMAPA4 MULTIAPND | ANNOTATE | ORESYNC REPLACE UIDONLY
REC 9208 REC 4978 REC 5464 REC 7377 REC 8514 E\Eﬁjgj\?
QUOTA COMPRESS | METADATA | MULTISEARCH | SAVEDATE | = 50
REC 2177 REC 4314 REC 5465 RFC 7889 REC 8970 RFC 9698
IDLE ACL NOTIFY | APPENDLIMIT | PREVIEW | JMAPACCESS
REC 297 REC 4315 RFC 5819 REC 8437 RFC 905 | RFC 9738
D UIDPLUS LIST STATUS | UNAUTH... | IMAP4rev2 | MESSAGELIMIT
REC 2342 RFC 4731 RFC 6154 RFC 8438 REC 9394 RFC 9755
NAMESPACE | ESEARCH | SPECIAL-USE | STATUS=SIZE | PARTIAL UTEFS
REC 3348 REC 5256 RFC 685 | RFC 8474 RFC 9585 REC xo0xx
CHILDREN | THREAD=X MOVE OBJECTID | INPROGRESS | UIDBATCHES




Let's write another one!

There are a lot of IMAP RFCs

REC 2060 REC 3502 RFC 5258 REC 7162 REC 8508 RFC 9586
IMAPA4 MULTIAPND | ANNOTATE | ORESYNC REPLACE UIDONLY
REC 9208 REC 4978 REC 5464 REC 7377 REC 8514 E\Eﬁjgj\?
QUOTA COMPRESS | METADATA | MULTISEARCH | SAVEDATE | = 50
REC 2177 REC 4314 REC 5465 RFC 7889 REC 8970 RFC 9698
IDLE ACL NOTIFY | APPENDLIMIT | PREVIEW | JMAPACCESS
REC 297 REC 4315 RFC 5819 REC 8437 RFC 905 | RFC 9738
D UIDPLUS LIST STATUS | UNAUTH... | IMAP4rev2 | MESSAGELIMIT
REC 2342 RFC 4731 RFC 6154 RFC 8438 REC 9394 RFC 9755
NAMESPACE | ESEARCH | SPECIAL-USE | STATUS=SIZE | PARTIAL UTEFS
REC 3348 REC 5256 RFC 685 | RFC 8474 RFC 9585 REC xo0xx
CHILDREN | THREAD=X MOVE OBJECTID | INPROGRESS | UIDBATCHES




One big "should"

* "IMAP Extensions Suggestions” lists extensions we considered
'most effective”

* "we" is a bunch of client & server developers who got together
with a whiteboard

* "most effective” is "widely implemented” plus one or more of:
* reduce bandwidth and/or round trips
* reduce chances of user confusion

e reduce half-committed states



"widely implemented"

* The key here Is that somebody writing a new client or server will
benefit Immediately because of existing servers or clients that
will be interoperable.

* This document is not intended as a place to push for adopting
nascent extensions. It's advice for people swimming in the sea
of extensions, who can't easily research adoption rates.



Prior art

* For prior art (sorta) see RFC 2683 (IMAP4 Implementation
Recommendations)

 That document focuses on specific implementation choices
within the IMAP4 specification's wiggle room.

* |t's also the source of this document's explicitly non-2119 use of
"'should” and "should not".



The suggestions themselves

RFC 7162 RFC 8508
QRESYNC REPLACE
RFC 4978 RFC 7377
COMPRESS MULTISEARCH
RFC 2177 RFC 5465 RFC 8970
IDLE NOTIFY PREVIEW
RFC 2971 RFC 9051
ID IMAP4rev2
RFC 4731 RFC 6154
ESEARCH SPECIAL-USE

RFC 6851
MOVE

RFC 8474
OBJECTID




They're blurry lines, but:

Consistency

RFC 6851
MOVE

Debuggability

RFC 2971
ID

Efficiency
RFC 4731 RFC 7162
ESEARCH QRESYNC
RFC 4978 RFC 7377
COMPRESS MULTISEARCH
RFC 5465 RFC 8474
NOTIFY OBJECTID

RFC 6154
SPECIAL-USE

RFC 8970
PREVIEW

RFC 8508
REPLACE




Looking for...

e adoption!
e consensus on the specifics

e on adoption, endorsement by notable client/server implementations



