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Rationale

Before each SA5 Ordinary meeting MCC conducts a check on the CRs submitted for each SA5 meeting and provides results on inconsistencies and other quality-related issues. The minimum check that is conducted is a check on the baseline used, the work items and Release numbers, according to the rules specified in [1] and [2].
A comprehensive guide on how to write a CR can also be found in [3].

A total of 132 CRs were checked for this document.

4
Detailed proposal
4.1
CRs with wrong baselines (on cover page)

	Tdoc
	CR
	Rev
	actual
	CR claims
	Specification
	Release
	Source

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


4.2
CRs with incorrect WI codes

	Tdoc
	Specification
	CR
	Rev
	WI on CR
	Correct WI
	Source

	S5-187098 
	32.255
	0013
	
	5GS_Ph1
	5GS_Ph1-SBI_CH?
	Nokia

	S5-187099
	32.298
	0683
	
	5GS_Ph1
	5GS_Ph1-SBI_CH?
	Nokia

	S5-187100


	32.291
	0021
	
	5GS_Ph1
	5GS_Ph1-SBI_CH?
	Nokia

	S5-187190
	28.531
	0008
	
	TEI16
	NETSLICE,TEI16
	Huawei

	S5-187191
	28.531
	0009
	
	TEI16
	NETSLICE,TEI16
	Huawei

	S5-187192


	28.531
	0010
	
	TEI16
	NETSLICE,TEI16
	Huawei

	S5-187193
	28.541
	0036
	
	TEI16
	NETSLICE,TEI16
	Huawei

	S5-187194
	28.541
	0037
	
	TEI16
	NETSLICE,TEI16
	Huawei


4.3
CRs with revision marks on cover page

S5-187067 (Ericsson)

S5-187249 (Ericsson)

4.4
CRs with no/incorrect Revision field 

S5-187046,47 (ZTE): The "-" is missing in the rev field.
S5-187059,63,65,66,67 (Ericsson): rev "0" is not correct, it should be "-".

S5-187145,46,47,48,49,50,51 (Huawei).
S5-187164 (Huawei).

S5-187207,208,209,210,211 (Huawei).
4.5
CRs without CR number
4.6

CRs with wrong or without clauses affected
S5-187047 (ZTE): 4.3.5 and 4.4 are incorrect in clauses affected. It should be 4.4.1, 4.3.5.1,4.3.5.2.
S5-187059 (Ericsson): it should be 4.4.1 instead of 4.4.

S5-187063 (Ericsson): It should be 4.3.23.1 and not 4.3.23.

S5-187065 (Ericsson): 4.3.23/24/25/26/27/28/29/30/31 is not a valid format for clauses affected!
S5-187066 (Ericsson): it should be 4.3.x (new). 
S5-187248 (Ericsson): clauses affected are wrong and located in the wrong place. They should be 4.4.1 and 4.5.
S5-187249,50 (Ericsson): they are in the wrong place of the cover.
S5-187070 (Cisco): no clauses affected.
S5-187111 (Nokia): no clauses affected.
S5-187194 (Huawei): clauses affected are all wrong. 
4.7
Other issues

S5-187046,47 (ZTE): You need a Rel-16 WID to introduce cat-B changes/new features. NETSLICE-5GNRM is a Rel-15 WID (wrong WID code).
S5-187066,67 (Ericsson): are these really cat-F? Shouldn’t they be cat-B since we are adding new measurement type definitions?
S5-187066 (Ericsson): related CRs, CR# is missing. When adding new clauses and references, you should use x,y.z,..instead of numbers to avoid clashes. 
S5-187245 (Nokia): Source to TSG is missing.What are the YANg files for? These should not be included in the zip where the CR is, but submitted in a different accompanying tdoc.
NOTE on 28.541: EditHelp did a revision of this and it looks like their comments haven't been implemented yet with CRs. The overall quality of this spec remains poor and MCC will object in the future to the approval of specifications of such quality. For example, the the note below:

E.4.3.2
Basic IOC definition which can be reused by specific ManagedFuncion. "Top.yang", "ManagedElement.yang", "ManagedFunction.yang", "EP_RP.yang", "Subnetwork.yang"

Notes: This part will be moved to common area of this TS or other legacy TS for reusing.  

This should have been an editor's note and besides the sentence is incomplete. Please use this CR to remove the sentence.
S5-187134,135, etc.. (Intel): if this is a revision from an agreed CR in Kochi, please specify this in the "other comments" field.
S5-187145 (Huawei): no tdoc number on the cover.
S5-187147 (Huawei): removed Notes should be voided. Reference to TS 28.541 is missing (add [#reference]).

S5-187148,49, 50, 51 (Huawei): I don’t agree with these CRs. Adding requirements, use cases and definitions in Rel-15 are clearly cat-B and for that, it is too late. These cannot be cat-F CRs since we are not really correcting/aligning with anything.
S5-187222 (Ericsson): it should be cat-B.
S5-187251 (Nokia): is this really a correction? Cat-B instead?
S5-187048,49,50,51,52,53,54,55,56,57(ZTE): drafting rules, don't use automatic bullet lists! Also, the "proposed change affects" boxes are empty. 
S5-187056 (ZTE): reference to TS 38.425 is missing (clause 2).
S5-187070 (Cisco): "Source to TSG" field is empty (it should be S5). When you refer to a specification (e.g. TS 28.550) you need to use clause 2. There are two instances of 3GPP specs that don't refer to clause 2. The zip file contains wrongly two files.
S5-187078 (Ericsson): "source to TSG" is empty (it should be S5).
S5-187098,99,100 (Nokia): too late for having a cat-B CR in Rel-15, although this could be considered cat-F and alignment with stage 2? Discuss with John M. Also, don't use SA2 WID code but an SA5/Charging code for this.
S5-187154 (Pivotal commware): This CR is not valid. No revision marks in the changes. You also need to include the whole clause of the specification and not an "abbreviated" form.
S5-187190,91,92 (Huawei): shouldn’t we have a network slice in Rel-16 Work Item for these kind of changes? Also, WID code should show relation with network slicing (see table in 4.2).
S5-187260 (Nokia): related with the previous CRs but using cat-F. Adding the priority of a network slice is a new feature, it should be cat-F. Also, it is adding an editor's note and this should not be done. Lastly, the "source to TSG" is missing.
S5-187194 (Huawei): "Other specs affected" field is not crossed.
S5-187287 (Nokia): the CR is changing completely clause 8.3.1, from Type <objectinstanceinfo> to "general". The old and new clause are completely different.This is against drafting rules, the clause should have been voided and a new clause should have been added.
S5-187289 (Nokia): source to TSG is missing.

