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1
New CR cover sheet

At the June meetings, it was agreed by all 3GPP TSGs that a revised Change Request form (v9.1, attached) will be brought into service immediately following the closure of SA#33.  The new form will be put on the 3GPP file server in place of the old version during the course of the SA meeting.  The principle purpose of the current contribution is a reminder that this new form is to be used for all CRs produced after that date.  MCC will of course remind all the Working Groups individually.

The three month delay in bringing the agreed form into use was to allow those 3GPP Members which have programmes for automatically parsing and extracting data from CR cover sheets to revise their code accordingly.  

2
CR database

It will be recalled from the previous discussion that the introduction of the two new fields "Source to WG" and "Source to TSG" need have no effect on the structure of the database, which is as follows:

[image: image1.jpg]Field Name

CRrecordhey
Meeting-1st-Level Text Meeting number. &.9. 529 for at which the CR s finaly approved or rejected

Doc-1st-Level Text Tdoc nuber - same form as file name (e.g. P-99-123)

Status-1st-Level Text “approved" or postponed or “withdrawn’” or ‘rejected” or “nformative”

Spec Text Speciication number of the form: AA.B8

c® Text CR rumber - A+ four dgits

Rev Text Revision Number of CR (blank = rev. 0)

Phase Text Phase of the CR (2,R96, RY7, R38, R9%)

Subject Text Tie of the CR

cat Text Category of the CR

Version-Current Text The current version of the specfication to which the CR apples.

Version-tew Text The resuling version of the spec which incorporated the CR  the R is spproved

Dote DatefTine Date of CR

Source-tst-Level Text Source of the CR. Normaly the relevant working grou. (e.9. SMGS)

WG Responsble Text The working group responsble for the target speciication (e.9. 9)

Meeting-2nd-_evel Text The warking group meeting at which the CR was agree (e.g. 59-20 for SMG mesting #20)
Doc-znd-Level Text The working group document number. (e.g. 9-99-123)

Status-2nd-Level Text “agreed" or “postponed” or rejected” or “withdrawn” or “nformetive”

Worktem Text work item tile

Presentation Yesitio G5M use only: yes = CR s strategic; no = CR is non-strategic

Remerks Vemo Remarks (F any)

Record-Trace. Text "991030, For example, indicates that the record was created on that dete. *u" suffix indidates the record was updated on tht date.

created Date/Time




This structure has remained unchanged since the early days of 3GPP (and in fact, apart from the "created" date-time field, was in use in ETSI SMG for some years prior to that).

For CRs already agreed at WG prior to presentation at the TSG (the normal case), the "Source to WG" field of the CR cover sheet will bear the originating organization (company) name and the "Source to TSG" field will bear the identity of the Working Group which has agreed it.  When the CR database record is created, the "Source to WG" field can be transferred to the "Source-1st-level" and the "Source to TSG" can be discarded, since the "WG-Responsible" database field implicitly shows the WG which agreed it (the "owner" of the spec to which the CR relates), and the "Status-2nd-level" will indicate "agreed".  Thus no information is lost.
For CRs brought directly by companies to the TSG (the exceptional case), the "Source to WG" field of the CR cover sheet will be blank (or might potentially show the company name, if the CR had been presented to the WG but for some reason not agreed by the WG).  The "Source to TSG" field will show the company name.  In this circumstances, the "Source to TSG" will be transferred to the "Source-1st-level" field, and the "Status-2nd-level" will be blank (or may potentially be some value other than "agreed" depending on how, if at all, the CR was treated at WG level).  Again, the "WG-Responsible" field will show the "owner" of the spec concerned.
These two scenarios are shown diagrammatically below.

	Scenario 1: CR already agreed at WG level

	CR cover sheet field
	transferred to
	CR database record field
	remarks

	Source to WG
	(
	Source-1st-level
	The database actually shows the "source to 2nd level".

	Source to TSG
	(
	-
	Discarded; is implicit in the "WG-Responsible" field.

	
	(
	WG-Responsible
	Deduced automatically from the owner of the Spec concerned.

	
	(
	Status-2nd-level
	Set manually, normally to "agreed".


	Scenario 2: CR not already agreed at WG level

	CR cover sheet field
	transferred to
	CR database record field
	remarks

	Source to WG
	(
	-
	Discarded, since the CR cover sheet field is probably either blank or is identical to the "Source to TSG" field.

	Source to TSG
	(
	Source-1st-level
	Company name.

	
	(
	WG-Responsible
	Deduced automatically from the owner of the Spec concerned.

	
	(
	Status-2nd-level
	Set manually, likely to be "-".


During discussions within MCC, there was some feeling that the actual situation might be better shown by the introduction of a new field 
"Source-2nd-level" 
into the record structure of the CR database.  There would now be a one-to-one mapping between the CR cover sheet fields and the CR database record fields.  The penalty is that software (both MCC's and 3GPP Members') which handles CR database records in any way would require modification to handle the new field.  There would be no question of retrospectively attempting to fill the "Source-2nd-level" field for existing records (eg by an analysis of the "WG-Responsible" and "Status-2nd-level" fields).
With the addition of the new field, the two scenarios above collapse into one as far as field mapping between CR cover sheet and database record goes:

	Scenario 1: CR already agreed at WG level

	CR cover sheet field
	transferred to
	CR database record field
	remarks

	Source to WG
	(
	Source-2nd-level
	Company name

	Source to TSG
	(
	Source-1st-level
	WG name

	
	(
	WG-Responsible
	Deduced automatically from the owner of the Spec concerned.

	
	(
	Status-2nd-level
	Set manually, normally to "agreed".


	Scenario 2: CR not already agreed at WG level

	CR cover sheet field
	transferred to
	CR database record field
	remarks

	Source to WG
	(
	Source-2nd-level
	Blank, unless the CR has been handled at WG level but not agreed.

	Source to TSG
	(
	Source-1st-level
	Company name

	
	(
	WG-Responsible
	Deduced automatically from the owner of the Spec concerned.

	
	(
	Status-2nd-level
	Set manually, likely to be "-".


The TSGs are asked to consider whether it would, on balance, be desirable to introduce the new "Status-2nd-level" field into the CR database, and to instruct MCC accordingly, or whether they are content with the existing structure and the intelligent mapping of information shown in the first pair of tables above.

All TSGs would have to reach the same conclusion, so any decision could not be implemented until after GERAN#32 (mid November 2006).
