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1. Introduction

When corrective CRs are provided/agreed on Work Items that fall within the category of ‘frozen’ or ‘closed’ WIs, RAN5 is using the practice to use Work Item Codes ‘TEIn_Test’ on CR coversheeets (where ‘n’ is the Release of the test). 
This contribution discusses drawbacks associated with this and suggests an alternative as a way forward.

2. Discussion
One aim of the Work Item code is to reflect the functionality being impacted by a CR. This goes over the indication on coversheet, as the Work Item codes from CR coversheets got reflected in CR databases etc…. For example, Work Item code columns in CR databases can then be used within companies to filter CRs on a feature per feature basis, etc...
By changing a Work Item code to TEIn_Test, information on which feature is impacted is lost. In fact the Work Item just becomes a big ‘umbrella Work Item’ that only indicates the release impacted. The WI code on the CR coversheet  therefore becomes close to useless.
3. Proposal

It is suggested that when new CRs are written in RAN5 on a WI that it is considered ‘frozen’/‘closed’, companies keep using the original Work Item code (regardless of the fact that the Work Item is now formally considered as ‘closed’ or not). (This applies to prose CRs and TTCN CRs).
This would apply to work items who will become ’closed’ in the future:

For example, taking the example of a WI currently open in RAN5, LTE 3DL Carrier Aggregation, the suggestion would be that after the time this WI is considered ‘closed’, any following corrective CRs keep using the original WI code, i.e. ‘LTE_CA_Rel12_3DL-UEConTest‘, instead of starting to use ‘TEI12_Test’.
This would also apply (for new CRs) to work items who are currently considered as ‘closed’ in RAN5:

For example, if a corrective CR is written on IMS Emergency GPRS/EPS in the future, then the Work Item code to use would be the original one, i.e. IMS_EMER_GPRS_EPS_UEConTest, instead of TEI9_Test.
The reason for this second point is that this would help to ensure that RAN5 use one common practice looking forward: Work Items just keep using their original WI code, regardless of being closed (frozen) or not.

Note: As the current chair’s agenda items mention “TEIx_Test” together with “Routine Maintenance” (see RAN5 agenda items 5.4, 6.4 and 6.6), the letters “TEIx_Test” would have to be removed from those agendas (same applies to 4.5.4). CRs that used to go under those agenda items can still go there as before.
For the same visibility reasons, in the unlikely case of a CR impacting more than one specific WI, it is also proposed to allow to use more than one WI Code on the coversheet (note: to the contrary to the general believe in RAN5, there is no rule or CR database problem that prevents the use of multiple WI codes on coversheets). As for the question as to which agenda item the CR should belong in this specific case, one solution may be to select the agenda item of the older release of work item (similarly to what seems to be the current practice in RAN5 if a CR impacts more than one WI under the current ‘single WI code’ use: the work item code which is selected is the one with earlier release). Of course specific update to agenda items can take precedence on this as needed and decided by the chairmen.
It should be noted that there is no correlation between a WI Code written on a coversheet and the decision to agree or not on a CR (as the CR is agreed by consensus of the meeting).

It should also be noted that this does not prevent to use a TEIn_Test Work Item code if no specific Work Item code exists at all to reflect the functionality impacted (for example there is no associated WI in the core groups, therefore no specific test WI was never created for this functionality).
In order to achieve this, there may be a need to discuss at the meeting how to support CR writers to identify the WI code for legacy Test Cases.

There will also be need for RAN5 to agree on a common timing when this practice would start to be used in a consistent way (for example starting to use the above proposal from the RAN5-68 Beijing meeting).
