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1	Introduction
At RAN2#113 a number of CRs were endorsed to make the language in RAN2 specifications more inclusive. Among other things the term "blacklist" was replaced with "exclude-list". Unfortunately this term is not among the examples provided in TR 21.801 which creates an inconsistency. In this paper we argue that preferably another term should be selected.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
RAN2 discussed inclusive language at RAN2#113 [1] and decided to replace the term "black-list" with "exclude-list". However, this term is not included in the Table K.1 in TR 21.801:
Table K.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.



We think the agreement from RAN#113 creates problems. It creates an inconsistency between specifications. Consistent terminology is important for many reasons. One is that specifications can be translated when transposed. Using a different term than one listed in the table could create an ambiguity for an external party without deep knowledge of the ways of working in 3GPP. 
It can be argued that the table above lists "Examples of alternative terms" and as such does not prohibit terms not listed. We do not think that interpretation would be beneficial for the consistency of the language in the specifications. The term "black-list" could be used in several contexts which is why it is difficult to find a single good term replacing it. This explains why several alternatives are listed in the table, but it should not be understood that any term can be used instead. 
We think RAN2 should reconsider the decision to use "exclude-list". 
Out of the options in the Table our preference is "block-list". We think "forbidden-list" is a bit cumbersome when inflected, e.g. "Forbidden-listed cells are not applicable in event evaluation or measurement reporting.". We do not think "drop" accurately reflects what the specification describes, i.e. to block some cells from being used in event evaluation or measurement reporting.
Additionally, "block-list" is a term used by IETF [2] and various open source projects such as Linux [3], Android [4], and MySQL [5] for example.
[bookmark: _Toc71485589]Adopt the term "block-list" to replace "black-list" and update any related endorsed CRs.
It can also be argued that the term "exclude-list" is also suitable for what the specification describes and therefore should be added to the table. While it is not our preference, we include this option as it also solves the problem of inconsistent language. This implies sending an LS to SA plenary.
[bookmark: _Toc71485590]If proposal 1 is not agreed, send an LS to SA plenary asking them to add the term "exclude-list" to Table K.1 of TR 21.801.
3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Adopt the term "block-list" to replace "black-list" and update any related endorsed CRs.
Proposal 2	If proposal 1 is not agreed, send an LS to SA plenary asking them to add the term "exclude-list" to Table K.1 of TR 21.801.
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1	Overall description
RAN2 decided to use the term "exclude list" as an alternative to the non-inclusive term "black list". RAN2 has noted that this term is not included in the list of examples of alternative terms in table K.1 in TR 21.801. RAN2 thinks the term "exclude list" accurately reflects the procedures and how "black list" is used in RAN2 specifications. 
As RAN2 would like to use good terminology and at the same time sees a great value in adhering TR 21.801, RAN2 asks SA plenary to amend the term "exclude list" to the examples of alternative terms to the non-inclusive term "black list" in Table K.1 in TR 21.801.
2	Actions
To SA 
ACTION: 	RAN2 asks SA to amend the term "exclude list" to the examples of alternative terms to the non-inclusive term "black list" in Table K.1 in TR 21.801.

3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG 2 meetings
RAN2#115-e		16th – 27th August 2021			Electronic meeting
RAN2#116-e		1st – 12th November 2021			Electronic meeting
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