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1	Introduction
Following the larger number of cat.B/C TEI CRs of RAN #102 (~60), a number of issues with the current handling of TEI CRs as defined in the latest version RP-222624 (RAN #97e) were spotted, see section 2.
Therefore a couple of revisions are proposed in section 3 and they are shown with revision marks in the attached version.
2	Detected Issues
2.1	Usage of [ ] in CR titles
The idea of TEI identifiers in CR titles (when introduced at RAN #91e in March 21 via RP-210826) was that it is easy to filter in several hundred CR titles which CRs have TEI identifiers. The only way to easily find the TEI identifiers is the usage of [ ] in the CR titles.
Unfortunately, RAN4 introduced in Aug. 23 a convention to add WI codes in [ ] at the beginning of CR titles which was undermining an easy filtering (we had ~250 extra CRs at RAN #102 with [ ] but not for TEI identifiers; at RAN #101 the problem not yet spotted as we had very few TEI CRs). It also raises the question whether a TEI CR where the TEI identifier is not exactly at the end of the CR title (as intended) has to be considered as CR without TEI identifier.
After discussion with the RAN4 chair, the RAN4 convention will use ( ) instead of [ ] in order to avoid this conflict.
But still we should discourage the usage of [ ] in CR titles for other purposes than TEI identifiers in order to avoid future conflicts (Note: There were also examples like R4-2321182, R4-2320786 which used [ ] neither for the intended RAN4 purpose nor for TEI identifiers.)
2.2	TEI identifier format
The idea of the TEI identifier was to have a unique string that is designed like a WI code in [ ] that can be used to link the related TEI CRs together.
However, it seems the existing guidance "The TEI identifier should be short (4 to 18 characters using letters and/or digits or using _ or - but avoiding blanks 	or other special characters which will complicate searches) and characterize the CR."
was not yet understood or clear enough.
Also a clarification was missing whether lower case and upper case letter form the same or different TEI identifiers and whether these cases are allowed/intended or not.
2.3	WG chair reports to TSG RAN
Although a reporting about cat.C/B TEI CRs from RAN WGs to TSG RAN is meanwhile well established, RAN WG reports cover a wide range of activities and reportings and are therefore usually rather available shortly before the RAN meeting than by the submission deadline. This has an impact on the time that is available for reviews which can often happen only during the RAN meeting and therefore require a very clear format.
However, the format of these reports differ among WGs (probably because a clear guidance on the format was missing so far). Also the level of completeness differs a lot (maybe because the lists of TEI CRs are not based on simple filtering for TEI identifiers). One main problem is that the impact of the own CRs of a WG on other WGs is often completely omitted. But this is the main aspect of this reporting.
2.4	Handling of cat.F TEI CRs
cat.F TEI CRs shall only follow these TEI handling principles using TEI identifiers if they are corrections to TEI cat.B/C CRs that were introduced in the past with a TEI identifier. There was no intention that every cat.F TEI CR needs to have a TEI identifier even if there was no corresponding cat.B/C CR that they are correcting. We would then search forever for a not existing cat.B/C CR with such a TEI identifier.
2.5	Inter-TSG TEI CRs
The existing guidance was already quite clear that a cat.B/C TEI CR from a CT WG or an SA WG can not trigger a TEI CR in RAN, i.e. inter-TSG TEI CRs are contradicting small technical enhancements and improvements.
Only if there is a CT or an SA WI with a proper WI code, the RAN CR would use this WI code and not apply TEI.
Nevertheless, we had such a case at RAN #102 where a CT1 TEI18 CR triggered a corresponding RAN2 TEI18 CR which got approved due to a lack of checking. A corresponding TEI identifier on the RAN CR is of course useless in such a case as neither SA not CT CRs apply TEI identifiers.
3	Conclusions/proposals
Following the problems detected in section 2 the following revisions of RP-222624 are proposed and attached:
1.	The usage of [ ] for other purposes than TEI identifiers has to be discouraged.
2.	The format of TEI identifiers has to be clarified again and respected. Also a clarification regarding case sensitivity 	of TEI identifiers is needed.
3.	The format of WG chair's reports to TSG RAN needs to be unified and special focus has to given also on the 	requirement to provide a quick judgement for each TEI identifier about the impact on other WGs.
4.	It needs to be clarified again that no TEI identifier is added to cat.F/A CRs that are not related to any TEI cat.B/C 	CRs which have/had a unique TEI identifier.
[bookmark: _Hlk161086386][bookmark: _Hlk161086590]5.	It has to be clarified another time that no TEI CRs coming from CT/SA WGs can trigger TEI CRs in RAN.
	This is violating the principle of small technical enhancements and improvements and TEI identifiers do not help 	in inter-TSG cases. TSG CT/TSG SA should be requested to avoid such a case for topics where they expect 	minor RAN WG impacts and their SA/CT WGs better create own WIs with a proper WI code that can then also be 	applied for the minor RAN WG CR. Linking of inter-TSG CRs via TEI identifiers is not possible and linking them 	via a TEI WI code is useful.
	RAN WGs are requested to report such inter-TSG TEI CR violations back to TSG RAN.
6.	On top, a correction is needed regarding the list of TEI CRs that is maintained by MCC in the RAN report: This is 	one list for all releases (that can of course be filtered by REL) and not separate lists for each release.
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