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1	Introduction
In [1], the 3GPP Work Plan Coordinator proposed a number of guidelines on the names of WIDs and acronyms. This document comments on some of those proposals.
2	Discussion
The stated aims of the proposals in [1] are to:
· simplify
· ensure consistency across the different Features 
· ensure consistency across the different Releases (enhancements)
We agree that these are good targets for the names of WIDs and acronyms and we have sympathy for many of the proposals. However, we also think that some of the proposals are less suitable and should not be adopted as proposed.
[bookmark: _GoBack]2.1	"SAT" vs. "NTN" example
Although we understand that it is just an example, we would like to point out that "NTN" is not equivalent to "satellite"... Sure, non-terrestrial networks include satellite networks, but also e.g. .High Altitude Platform Systems (HAPS) and air-to-ground networks. Therefore, for the example given in [1] it would not have been correct to say that "Solutions for NR for NTN" was equivalent to "NR aspects of SAT".
2.2	"Core part" and "Perf. part"
The naming convention "Core part:" and "Perf. part:" was established in RAN a long time ago, and we believe it is good to continue starting the name of a WID with them. 
Therefore, still referring to the "SAT" example, we propose to use a formulation like "Core part: NR aspects of SAT" and "Perf. part: NR aspects of SAT", instead of "NR core aspects of SAT" and "NR performance aspects of SAT".
2.3	Generation
We find it useful to refer to a radio technology in the title of RAN Work Items as is the usual convention in RAN, because the work (and thus the agenda) in RAN is structured by radio technology. If the intention of the proposal in [1] is strictly to avoid naming a radio technology for generic Work Items in e.g. CT and SA, that would be fine though.
2.4	Enhancements
While we agree that calling Work Items "Enhancements", "Further Enhancements", "Even Further Enhancements" etc. is not a particularly good convention, the "Phase n" naming also does not seem to be that useful. It seems confusing that one could have a "Phase 2" of Work Item X and a "Phase 3" of Work Item Y in the same release...
Instead we propose to refer to the release. For example, we could talk about "Non-Public Networks Rel-18".
2.5	Study
We agree that the name of SIs should always start with "Study on", and also that the acronym should start with "FS_". However, we think that we should be careful in mandating that the name of follow-up Work Items have to use the same root acronym. The reason is that in our experience, very often the follow-up Work Items only focus on specific aspects of the SI, or it was found during the SI that the original name (and thus the SI's acronym) was not very suitable. As a hypothetical example, one could think of the already mentioned "SAT" vs. "NTN". If the original SI was FS_SAT, and the follow-up WI actually includes HAPS, calling that follow-up WI "SAT" would not be accurate.

3	Proposals
The considerations in clause 2 lead us to the following proposals:
Proposal 1: Keep the RAN convention "Core part:" and "Perf. part:". leading to a naming like "Core part: NR aspects of X" and "Perf. part: NR aspects of X" instead of "NR core aspects of X" and "NR performance aspects of X".
Proposal 2: Keep the RAN convention to refer to radio technologies in the title of Work Items, because this is very relevant to the structuring of the work in RAN.
Proposal 3: Instead of "Phase n" naming, which may lead to having e.g. "Phase 2" of Work Item X and "Phase 3" of Work Item Y confusingly in the same release, find another solution. For example, explicitly refer to the (targeted) release of a Work Item in its title.
Proposal 4: Do not mandate that a follow-up WI shall use the same acronym as the preceding SI, because the follow-up WI may cover only limited parts of the preceding SI and because it may have become clear that the old title and acronym were not really suitable (e.g. "SAT" would not be suitable for the follow-up WI of "FS_SAT" if it also covers HAPS)
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