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1
Decision/action requested

SA5 Delegates are kindly asked to take into account the information below.
2
References

None.

3
Rationale

Before each SA5 Ordinary meeting MCC conducts a check on the CRs submitted for each SA5 meeting and provides results on inconsistencies and other quality-related issues. The minimum check that is conducted is a check on the baseline used, the work items and Release numbers.
4
Detailed proposal
The remaining of the contribution contains various proposals for corrections of CRs submitted to SA5#83. Not all the CRs could be revised due to time constraints, but below we can find some good examples of common errors.
4.1
CRs with wrong baselines (on cover page)

	Tdoc
	CR
	Rev
	actual
	CR claims
	Specification
	Release
	Source

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


4.2
CRs with incorrect WI codes

	Tdoc
	Specification
	CR
	Rev
	Text9
	WI on CR
	Correct WI
	Source

	S5-121719
	32.422
	0214
	-
	
	Maintenance OAM11
	OAM11
	Ericsson

	S5-121721
	32.422
	0215
	-
	
	Maintenance OAM11
	OAM11
	Ericsson

	S5-121722
	32.422
	0063
	-
	
	Maintenance OAM11
	OAM11
	Ericsson

	S5-121947
	32.260
	0173
	-
	
	NWK-PL2IMS-CH
	NWK-PL2IMS_CH
	Ericsson

	S5-121948
	32.298
	0354
	-
	
	NWK-PL2IMS-CH
	NWK-PL2IMS_CH
	Ericsson

	S5-121949
	32.299
	0468
	-
	
	NWK-PL2IMS-CH
	NWK-PL2IMS_CH
	Ericsson


4.3
CRs with revision marks on cover page

4.4
CRs with no Revision field 

The revision field "Rev" in these CRs should be "-".
4.5
CRs without CR number
S5-121699 to S5-121713(NSN): withdrawn from ADN and re-uploaded with their CR numbers.
S5-121942 (NSN) displays a wrong CR number: "0xxx" instead of 0353
4.6
Other issues

It is recommended to name the file (.doc) referring to the CR, TS, Release and title of the CR. For example:

"S5-121078 Rel-8 CR 32.299 Calling Party.doc". 
It is still a frequent mistake to display the wrong date on the CR cover. Remember that the date displayed is the date of the creation/modification of the CR.
Some of the CRs with wrong dates are:
S5-121681,S5-12182 (Ubyquisis), S5-121719, S5-121721,S5-121722 (Ericsson),S5-121825,S5-121826(ZTE) and many others.
When a subclause is affected by a CR, there is no need to start the CR with the clause where it is coming from. For example, if 6.1.1 is affected, the CR must start with 6.1.1 and not 6.1 and/or 6
Some of the CRs where this mistake is made are S5-121682 and S5-121932 (Ubyquisis), S5-121727,S5-121728, S5-121729,S5-121732,S5-121735 (Intel)
There are also errors in the format of the CRs. When creating a CR the delegate must start with the original TR/TS and make the changes there. Copy and paste sections can change the original format of the documents.
For example S5-121735,S5-121736 (Intel) have errors in the headers format 
S5-121749, S5-121767,S5-121772, S5-121774, S5-121776, S5-121777 (NSN), and S5-121901 (Ericsson) have an incorrect CR number in the related Specs/CRs field.
Tdoc number in S5-121901 (Ericsson) is wrong (it shows "S5-1211901")
S5-121931 (Ubyquisis) does not especify all the clauses affected by the CR, it only displays one.
S5-121791 (NSN) has no date 
S5-121865 (NSN) has not got the field "Proposed Change affects" ticked
S5-121821(Ericsson) has the affected clause wrong: it should be 6.2.1 instead of 6
S5-121835 (NSN) has a wrong CR number; it should be 0463 instead of 0369.
S5-121836 (NSN) has a wrong CR number, it should be 0351 instead of 0350

S5-121796, S5-121797 (Huawei) has a wrong spec number: 32260 instead of 32.260
