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1	Background
It has sometimes happened that one working group has agreed a CR for their specification, which impacts another working group's specifications. However, that other working group has not done the corresponding change. Giving rise to a misalignment between different WGs' specifications. 
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
When the situation as described in the previous section happens there arises a misalignment between the RAN specifications of the different working groups. There have been several such cases among different working groups in the past. In principle it is RAN plenary’s responsibility to ensure consistency among specifications of different WGs and to approve WG CRs only if necessary CRs from all WGs will be provided. 
However, since it is difficult for RAN plenary to detect such cases reliably, we believe that in the above situation, each working group should instead only endorse a CR which impacts another group and then put it on hold. They should send an LS to the other impacted working group to allow them to decide if the corresponding change is acceptable and if so create the corresponding CRs. Only when this is ensured, then original working group should agree their CRs and sent them for approval to RAN plenary. The CRs of the different working groups should preferably have a "link" between them using the "Other specs affected"-field on the cover pages.
This procedure has failed at times among different constellations of working groups. Please note that our intention is not to blame a certain working group.
To reduce the risk that such inconsistencies happen again we propose the following:
[bookmark: _Toc34849993]RAN plenary to pay closer attention to implement CRs which result in ambiguities among the different WG's specifications.
One example where the above did not work out is the topic of FR2 fallback band combinations. There exists a discrepancy in the 3GPP specifications which was a result of a RAN4 CR [1] from RAN4#92. This CR was sent to plenary without consulting RAN2. When this CRs were implemented, RAN4 specification suggests an interpretation of the UE capabilities which contradicts the procedural text that is in 38.306 and 38.331 since Rel-15. Hence, there is a severe misalignment and contradiction between RAN4- and RAN2-specifications. The change in the RAN4 specifications is not possible without a change to the ASN.1 signaling and associated procedures in RAN2 specifications.
The corresponding change to RAN2 specifications has proven controversial and RAN2 was not able to agree to do the change and therefore this misalignment needs to be addressed in RAN4.
[bookmark: _Toc34849994]RAN4 to address the misalignment introduced between RAN2 and RAN4 specifications by the CRs [1].
3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN plenary to pay closer attention to implement CRs which result in ambiguities among the different WG's specifications.
Proposal 2	RAN4 to address the misalignment introduced between RAN2 and RAN4 specifications by the CRs [1].
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