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1 Introduction
We realised that there is a substantial amount of non-critical editorial CRs with no functional impacts are discussed in RAN WG2 meetings. These types of CRs leads to a lot of administrative effort in 3GPP,  reduces the amount of time the RAN 2 WG can utilize to discuss more critical issues. So in RAN2 75 meeting, it was decided to look into proposals for improving the situation.
In this document, we have captured some thoughts on initial ways of working.We think that these type of editorial and specification improvement corrections can be sent to the rapporteur and the vice-chair and the rapporteur can bring one correction CR to the meeting.
2 Working Principle
The working procedure looks like below:
1. Delegates can send the correction proposal to the rapporteur and vice-chair if the corrections falls under any of the category listed in section [3] below.
2. The correction proposals can be done only for the latest available version of a specification and not for previous releases.

3. Delegates are required to follow the standard 3GPP CR template when submitting the proposal to the rapporteur and vice chair. The release version, specification information and summary of changes are the essential information in the CR coversheet.(open to discussion).
4. If the rapportuer and the vice-chair thinks that the correction proposal doesn’t falls within the categories listed in section 3, the rapportuer and the vice-chair can reject the proposal and the delegates can bring a separate correction CR to the next meeting.

5. The rapportuer can bring one correction CR to the meeting before every RAN plenary to be agreed by RAN 2 (i.e. no CR of this type will be brought to ”bis” meeting).
3 CR categories 
1. Tabular mismatch, Where ASN.1 is correct and Table is not. (E.g. R2-113956 , R2-114167).
2. Mismatch between specifications, that has no functional impact. (E.g. R2-114113, R2-113811).
3. Corrections enforcing 3GPP drafting rules.

4. Misalignment between figure and normative text in a specificaion, where the figure is not correct. (E.g. R2-113951)
5. Mismatch between IE names in normative text(section 8) and tabular(section 10), where normative text is incorrect.(E.g. R2-113970)
6. Any other Category ’D’ CRs.
4 Conclusion
We believe that the proposal will give the follow benefits as highlighted already:

1. Administration effort is higly reduced at many levels at 3GPP.

2. RAN 2 WG can focus on more critical issues.

3. Efforts are saved in CR implemenation after the plenary.
Though we have proposed the working procedure for 25.331, this approach can also be applied for other RAN2 stage 3 specifications.
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