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Abstract

This contribution sets down the hitherto unwritten rules relating to the use of multiple work item codes on a CR.
1
Introduction
It is well established that every Change Request must indicate on its cover sheet the work item to which it relates. Normally, there is only one work item in question, and this poses no difficulty. But sometimes it is useful or even necessary (according to some unwritten conventions) to use two work item codes.  And sometimes, it is not useful or even legitimate to use more than one!
2
When not to use multiple work item codes

Sometimes an author feels it is expedient to make corrections or enhancements to a passage of text where the changes relate to two or more work items. To save time, the author combines the changes into a single CR and adds both WI codes on the cover.

This practice is discouraged: far better (even though it entails a little more work on the part of the author) to raise a separate CR for each work item, showing only the changes that specifically relate to that work item in each.

Rationale: in the first case, it is difficult to identify the changes which relate to each work item, and when that has been accomplished, it could be that the group accepts the changes relating to one work item but not those relating to another. In the end, the author has to revise his CR to take out the unagreed changes and remove the relevant work item code from the cover sheet. This may ultimately involve him in more work than if he had separated the subjects in the first place.
3
When it is (almost) legitimate to use multiple work item codes

The rules of 3GPP TR 21.900 (TSG working procedures) mandate that when an error is detected in a specification, it shall be fixed by raising a category F Change Request to the first version of the specification in which the error appears, and as many category A "mirror" CRs to subsequent Releases as necessary, up to the currently open Release (see 21.900 clause 4.10.3).. The work item code shown on each of these CRs will be that of the work item which introduced the error-bearing functionality, if that can be identified. 

However, not infrequently, a working group decides that the error is so minor (not resulting in Frequent and Serious Mis-Operation of equipment designed to that specification) that it is not necessary to roll the correction right back to the first Release in which the error is found, but corrects, say, just the previous and current Releases. This, of course, is contrary to the rules above; but is nevertheless an expedient which the group considers appropriate. There is an unwritten agreement (dating from 2000) that if a WG does this, it should indicate the fact by using the work item code of the error-bearing functionality as usual, plus the TEIx code of the first Release which the (category F) CR addresses. The same pair of work item codes is used on all mirror CRs (if any).
Because this practice is against the rules, it is not documented in the rules. And because it is not documented, it is frequently misinterpreted and misremembered.

If it is the wish of the TSGs, MCC could raise a CR to 21.900 to include this currently illegal but oft-employed tactic.

