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Executive Summary
The data set of the survey performed in November 2022 contains information that can be conditionally filtered for specific stakeholder types. The relevant questions relating to checking and implementing CRs was filtered for the rapporteur/specification editor responders (over 100 responded) and for secretaries (only 6 responded - which is unfortunately of possibly lacking statistical signficance. Given that there are not many secretaries in all, this report will nevertheless contain specific results for this group.)
The key results of this supplement report are:

Details
results are listed as µ, σ, µ- σ, µ+ σ  (average, standard deviation, average less standard deviation [is this low? indicates not high priority], average + standard deviation [is this high? indicates must have]) and interpreted according to the same method as the report:
	Requirement 
	positive
% rating "3, 4 and 5"
	must have % rating "5"
	µ
	σ

	Key to colors                                                                                     criteria:
strong indication of priority, 
indication of priority, 
no specific indication of priority
indication of low priority,
strong indication of low priority                                 
	>0,820
	>0,45
	
	µ + σ > 5,25

	
	0,75>x>0.82
	0,4>x>0,45
	
	µ + σ > 4,8

	
	
	
	
	

	
	<0,65
	<0,3
	µ - σ < 2
	

	
	<0,55
	<0,2
	µ - σ < 1,5
	



Q25 Do you have any other needs with respect to filling in or checking the header sheets of CRs?
	Question
	All responders
	Rapporteurs & Spec Editors
	MCC
	Remarks

	25.1 I need to check CRs for compliance to TR 21.801 drafting rules, e.g. use of styles, non-breaking spaces, avoiding use of tabs, avoiding 'hanging paragraphs,' etc.
	3,63
1,26
2,37
4,90
		3,84

	1,88

	1,96

	5,71



		5,00

	0,00

	5,00

	5,00



	This feature is clearly a must have for MCC, rapporteurs & spec editors. Note some rapporteurs do not care.

	25.2 I need to check that CRs use the latest CR Form (template).
	3,88
1,21
2,67
5,09
		3,82

	1,43

	2,39

	5,24



		5,00

	0,00

	5,00

	5,00



	This is a must have for MCC & for most rapporteurs. Note some rapporteurs do not care.

	25.3 I need to check references: does each reference added have text in the specification that refers to it? Do all references added to specification text have corresponding references?
	3,20
1,49
1,72
4,69
		3,33

	1,56

	1,77

	4,89



		5,00

	0,00

	5,00

	5,00



	This is a must have for MCC & important for most rapporteurs. Note some rapporteurs do not care.

	25.4	I need to identify all abbreviations in a CR that are neither defined in the specification, nor in 21.905, nor in the cited 3GPP specifications in the reference section.
	3,60
1,18
2,41
4,78
		3,59

	1,31

	2,28

	4,90



		4,33

	0,75

	3,59

	5,08



	MCC and most rapporteurs see this as important, but some rapporteurs disagree.

	25.5 I need to search change marked documents for all changes after a given date, e.g. after CEST yesterday.
	2,82
1,37
1,45
4,19
		2,79

	1,56

	1,23

	4,35



		3,00

	1,71

	1,29

	4,71



	While some MCC see this as useful, most responders see this as unimportant 

	25.6 I need to search change marked documents for all changes by a specific source 'individual member' (associated with the marked revision.)
	3,05
1,42
1,63
4,47
		3,20

	1,67

	1,52

	4,87



		3,33

	0,94

	2,39

	4,28



	Some rapporteurs find this useful, others disagree. There is no agreement that this is important.

	25.7 I need to check whether a set of CRs clash with each other where the CRs target the same version of the same release of a specification.Note: A CR clash is when more than one CR proposes changes to the same text.
	3,47
1,43
2,04
4,89
		3,68

	1,70

	1,98

	5,38



		4,67

	0,75

	3,92

	5,41



	Both MCC and most rapporteurs see this as must have. There are some dissenting rapporteurs.

	25.8 I need to check if a CR includes all changes compared with the previous specification version and against a previous rev of the same CR.Note: This could happen if a change were made without 'track changes' being activated. This question also asks whether it is difficult to identify 'new' changes if all changes are marked the same way.
	3,71
1,19
2,51
4,90
		3,67

	1,46

	2,21

	5,13



		4,20

	1,80

	2,40

	6,00



	MCC and most rapporteurs see this as must have. One secretary and some rapporteurs strongly disagreed.



Q27 Do you have any other needs with respect to checking the correctness of CRs?

	Question
	All responders
	Rapporteurs & Spec Editors
	MCC
	Remarks

	27.1	I need to be able to identify a set of CRs and a source specification to which the changes will be applied. As a result I need to produce two versions of the target specification - one 'clean' and the other 'revision marked.'	
	3,94
1,21
2,72
5,15
		4,61

	1,06

	3,55

	5,67



		4,60

	0,80

	3,80

	5,40



	Must have!

	27.2	I need to check if there are clashes between the set of CRs applied to the same source specification. If this is the case I need to create a list of all the clashes to resolve in order  to create a new version of the specification correctly.	

	3,75
1,24
2,51
5,00
		4,43

	1,08

	3,35

	5,51



		4,67

	0,75

	3,92

	5,41



	Must have!

	27.3	I need to determine if there are any 'warnings' or 'errors' present in all the input CRs. If so, I need to list all these warnings and errors. The errors must all be corrected in order to create a new version of the specification correctly.	

	3,51
1,29
2,22
4,80
		3,76

	1,24

	2,52

	5,01



		4,60

	0,80

	3,80

	5,40



	Must have for MCC, important for most rapporteurs. Some ambiguity in the responses.

	27.4	I need to be able to use the CR and specification tool to apply pseudo-CRs as changes to a source specification.Note: pseudo-CRs are currently informally structured documents. Please take into account in answering this question that in order support implementation of pseudo-CRs in a tool, it may be necessary that pseudo-CRs documents become more formal in their structure. For example, it may be necessary to define and fill in a pseudo-CR header page.
	3,30
1,36
1,94
4,66
		3,63

	1,37

	2,27

	5,00



		2,00

	0,00

	2,00

	2,00



	While some rapporteurs see this as important, there is disagreement. MCC is not interested but they don't work with pCRs. 

	27.5 I need to create a next version of the target specification with as much assistance from automated implementation as possible.	

	3,45
1,31
2,14
4,75
		3,53

	1,21

	2,32

	4,74



		4,33

	0,94

	3,39

	5,28



	This is a must have for MCC and important for rapporteurs. Surprisingly, there was some disagreement on this fundamental requirement .
A follow up question of rapporteurs would be useful.

	27.6	I need to create an interim version of the target specification that reflects the specification status after the first of more than one working group meeting in a single quarter.Note: though interim versions of specifications have no official status since CRs are only sent to TSG for approval at the end of a quarter, some delegates may benefit from the ability to view the cumulative result of all agreed CRs (and even postponed CRs) to a given specification
	3,30
1,36
1,95
4,66
		3,63

	1,23

	2,40

	4,87



		2,60

	1,36

	1,24

	3,96



	While most rapporteurs find this important, there is disagreement. most MCC responders did not see this as important - one even indicated 'don't do this!' 



