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Quite a few problems were found in the SA1 CRs approved at SA#92e (resulting from SA1#94e).
These mistakes increase the time to implement and the risk of mistakes of CR implementation.

Increasing the CRs quality need to be restored as a top priority for 3GPP, and SA1 in particular
This present document reminds some editing rules, as extracted from TR 21.801, and provides some practical tips.

Rule 1: A CR has to be written against the latest version of the spec and must show the revision marks for all modified text, and the existing text must not be shown with revision marks. 

To check:

· Go to Review/Tracking/select “Original”: => Your screen will now show the exact text of the impacted clause of  the latest version of the specification. 

· Now instead of “Original”, select “Simple Markup”=> Your screen will now show the exact text as you want it to be. 

To go back to standard revision marks, select “All Markup” instead of “Simple Markup”


Rule 2: the CR must use ONLY the correct 3GPP styles

To check if a CR is correct from a 3GPP Style perspective: Select File/Options/Advanced. 

In the “Display” section, set 2cm for “Style area pane width in Draft and Outline views”. 

Then, back on the main ribbon, select view/draft.

Rule 3: No changes over changes – text is either added or deleted but not both (OK for intermediate working version – but NOT for SA1 agreed version). 

Rule 4: For each change, the CR shall show the entire clause where the change is proposed. 

A “clause” is defined as the entire text from the preceding Header (included) to the next Header (excluded), whatever the level of the Headers.
Rule 5: When several clauses are impacted, these impacted clauses -and only those- have to be shown one after the other in the CR, in the spec order. With this rule strictly enforced, the use of separators ( “next change” tag or equivalent) becomes useless. (Note that here too, this is possible in intermediate versions but not for the final SA1-agreed one).

Rule 6: No text shall be skipped in any of the impacted clauses.
Rule 7: Tags such as “X” “Y” etc shall be avoided. The best is to coordinate the CRs so that they use sequential numbers. If no coordination is made, the next free number shall be used - and MCC will solve the duplicated numbers: it is better to might have to change a number rather than to have to change it.
