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1	Introduction
TSG SA# 90-e has endorsed a proposal to use more inclusive and neutral language in all 3GPP specifications [SP-201042]. TSG SA#90-e has also approved a CR that introduces an Annex into the 3GPP TR 21.801 that lists all non-inclusive terminology to be replaced [SP-201142]. Unfortunately, neither RAN, nor SA has agreed fixed terms for the new terminology. This paper suggests agreeing one terminology for consistency across specifications.
2	New Terminology
The suggested terms from SA can be found in SP-201042 and SP-201142:
Table Z.1: Non-inclusive terms and alternatives
	Non-inclusive term
	Examples of alternative terms

	master (when used in "master / slave" context)
	primary, controller, main

	slave
	secondary, standby

	white list (NOTE)
	allow list, accept list

	black list (NOTE)
	block list, drop list, forbidden list

	grey list (a term which has been used in conjunction with white list and black list) should be replaced with e.g. track list, inspect list (NOTE).

	NOTE:	including single word and hyphenated versions.



As can be seen above, no fixed terms are defined. For consistency across RAN specifications, we would like to suggest the following:
-	White List → Allow List
-	Whitelist → allow-list
-	Black List → Block List
-	Blacklist → block-list
-	Master → Main
-	Slave → Secondary
One benefit of the terminology above is that it does not require updating all the corresponding acronyms. No suggestion is made for grey list since – as far as we know – the terms is not used in RAN.
Regarding the master/slave terminology, only when the term master is used in conjunction with slave it should be replaced. Indeed, as explained in SP-201042/RP-202179, the terms "master"/"secondary", as used in the context of Dual Connectivity in multiple RAN specifications and across the industry are not intended to be replaced. Similarly, the master information block can be kept as such.
Proposal 1: adopt the terms Allow List, allow-list, Block List, block-list in lieu of White List, whitelist, Black List and blacklist respectively.
Proposal 2: the term master should be replaced by main only when used in conjunction with slave, which should also then be replaced by secondary.
3	Process
It is our understanding that Rel-17 specifications will not be created for the sole purpose of these CRs.
Proposal 3: as long as Rel-17 specifications are not created for other purposes, the CRs on inclusive language should be updated and submitted as draft CRs for information at every meeting.
We would also like to check if it is a common understanding that the CRs will be Category D, use “Inclusive Language Review” as title and issued under work item TEI17.
NOTE:	The two last points were mentioned in SP-201042/RP-202179 but not in the first one.
Proposal 4: the CRs on inclusive language are Category D CRs, issued under TEI17 and using “Inclusive Language Review” as title.

4	Conclusion
The following proposals were made to handle the CRs on inclusive language.
This document has made the following observations:
Proposal 1: adopt the terms Allow List, allow-list, Block List, block-list in lieu of White List, whitelist, Black List and blacklist respectively.
Proposal 2: the term master should be replaced by main only when used in relation to slave, which should also then be replaced by secondary.
Proposal 3: as long as Rel-17 specifications are not created for other purposes, the CRs on inclusive language should be updated and submitted as draft CRs for information at every meeting.
Proposal 4: the CRs on inclusive language are Category D CRs, issued under TEI17 and using “Inclusive Language Review” as title.






