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1
Decision/action requested

Approve the changes according to EditHelp comments.
2
References

-
3
Rationale

(With bullet points, describe the reasons for the proposed action. 
The objectives of the proposal should be clearly stated. 
Rejected alternative solutions should be mentioned if this aids understanding).

(For pseudo CR, the reason for change(s) and summary of change(s) must be clearly explained.)

The TR 32.817 was sent to Edit Help for cleaning up.

The following proposals were given from Edit Help:

1. Foreword: Correction of Technical Specification to Technical Report.

2. Introduction: Make the first reference clearer and use straight quotes.

3. Introduction: Rephrase the sentence that is using “shall”.

4. Scope: Reformat the bullet list.

5. Scope: Rephrase the sentence that is using “must”.
6. References: Use straight quotes and complete the name of reference [5].
7. Definitions: Rewrite the sub-clause according to Drafting Rules.
8. Abbreviations: Rewrite the sub-clause according to Drafting Rules.

9. Business level use case: Rephrase the sentences that are using “shall”.

10. Service level use case: Correct the format of the reference [5] and the bullets.

11. Potential Requirements: The use of the word “shall” ought to be avoided, but they may be acceptable as they are in a list of requirements.
12. Potential Solutions: Use “clause” instead of “sect”. Removal of a space in the first bullet.
13. Potential Solutions: Two sub-clauses in 32.425 are to be reformatted as H6. 

14. Potential Solutions: An extra line to be inserted for 7.3.1.2.

The solutions from Edit Help were kept for proposals: 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12 and 14. 
For proposal number 3 “shall” has been changed to “to be”. 

For proposal number 5 “must” has been changed to “is intended to”. 
For proposal number 9 “shall” has been changed to “is to”. 

For proposal number 11 no change is proposed. It is proposed to keep the text as it is potential requirements.

For proposal number 13 no change has been done. The original version was kept as the proposal created that that there will be some hanging text under 6.1 and that the handling of sub-clauses in clause 6 would be inconsistent.
4
Detailed proposal

See attached document TR 32.817.
