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1 Reason for Contribution

Although the CMI AHG discussed/addressed the ADRR comments from Huawei, I do not believe they reached correct conclusions.
2 Summary of Contribution

The AD should be corrected as recommended below.
3 Detailed Proposal

1. A49: CMI describes the approach where the CP decides 
when the content and service can be activated for use  by users -- 
but I think this is the SP's decision.  The CP should send a message saying 
"from the CP's point of view, the content and metadata are all there, so now the SP can do what it wants".  I think it is 
bad design for the CP to do the activation (the notion that CMI 
might invoke other activities by CP before the content is really 
activated, is bad design, hard to automate, and overly complex).  
Note that the SP might actually be only gathering all the content, 
and will much later even design the service that will use the 
content.  CMI should separate the content ingestion phase from the 
SP's service definition, setup, activation procedures.  I think 
this is a major design flaw!!!! 

 2. A54: these operations are simple request/response.  They are 
not transactions, a term which implies atomicity and roll-back capabilities. 
By this definition, all request/response flows in every enabler are transactions, 
and that is NOT the normal use of the term (e.g., differentiate these 
flows from a user purchase request which is a transaction).  It is a simple change -- in 
each of the interface definitions there is the phrase "The CMI-2 
interface provides a basic set of transactions..." and also "CMI-2 
inteface transactions support ..." -- in both places (for each 
interface), change transaction to operation.  This is a simple change that does not
 modify the enabler’s function or operation, and maintains the importance of the 
word “transaction”.   



 3. A57: it seems that the interface to CMI can dictate who can 
use the services where the content is being placed.  This is not 
appropriate -- such commands (who can use the service) should be 
exposed/available from the service itself, not from CMI which is 
just used to move the content so the service can use it.  [If the CP will be authorized to define which end users can use a service, then the CP should be authorized to use the admin interfaces that define aspects of that service, or perhaps through GSSM, but not through a CMI interface.]  CMI 
should NOT deal with end users at all -- it does not know such 
information.  There are many problems with this approach, such as that the SP should be in charge of this sort of definition, not CPs.  Also this approach would require that the user identifiers as known to the CP must be the same as they are known to the SP (or some yet-to-be-defined mapping mechanism must exist).
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5 Recommendation

ARC should not agree to the closure of the CMI AD.  The 3 issues identified above should be fixed in the CMI AD.
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