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1 Introduction

This is a summary and status update of the inclusive language review activity in RAN and WGs.
2 Discussion
2.1 Background

The review of 3GPP specifications to remove any non-inclusive language was started some months ago following an initial discussion among the TSG and WG Chairs [1]. Any non-inclusive terminology as identified in [1] needs to be replaced from Rel-17; some examples of alternative terms are given in Annex K of [2]). The change process and detailed handling are given in [1].
2.2 Status after TSG RAN #91e

RAN WGs started this activity and reported their findings to RAN #91e.

No impact to RAN1 specifications was identified, according to [3].
RAN2 technically endorsed 9 CRs, reported in [4] and listed in [5].
RAN3 technically endorsed 4 CRs, as reported in [6].
RAN4 agreed 1 CR (as reported in [7]), which was approved by RAN as [8].

RAN5 reported that almost all occurrences of non-inclusive terms happen in the core specifications, hence the update of RAN5 specifications needs to wait for such terms to be addressed in the core specifications first; it is critical that such terms are replaced with the same alternatives in SA, CT and RAN [9].

RAN discussed and postponed 4 CRs and provided additional clarification on the review process [10].

2.3 Status after TSG RAN #92e

No further activity in the WGs.

TSG RAN #92e discussed and concluded [11]:

· To include ASN.1 IE names in the review activity, changing them when necessary (WG Chairs were recommended to instruct specification Rapporteurs accordingly).

· That GERAN and UTRAN specifications should be part of the review.

· To ask TSGs SA and CT for feedback on the above points, in order to ensure a consistent approach across TSGs.

The corresponding approved LS is in [12].
2.4 Current Status in RAN WGs

2.4.1 Status in RAN1

Nothing to report as no specification impact was identified so far (see Sec. 2.2 above).
2.4.2 Status in RAN2
RAN2 also received the SA5 LS [15] and discussed it.
It was concluded that the terminology chosen by SA5 differs from the terminology chosen by RAN2, (see Table 1 below), and RAN2 wondered whether there would be issues if the terms are not fully aligned. It was decided to ask SA5 to consider aligning to the terminology selected by RAN2.

It was also decided to ask SA and CT to consider appointing a coordinator for inclusive language review to work with the RAN coordinator on cross-TSG questions.

The agreed reply LS [21] reflects the above.
2.4.3 Status in RAN3

An LS was received from SA5 ([15], was also sent to RAN2) informing of their agreed substitutions (white list → allowList; black list → blocklist [16]

 REF _Ref81813441 \r \h 
[17]) and observing that consistency across 3GPP WGs is beneficial. 
An additional CR was endorsed [18], and the following was minuted in the Chair’s Notes:

“RAN3 Specification Rapporteurs to continue reviewing their specifications and the CRs they already provided in light of the findings in Table 1 of R3-213775, coordinating as needed, using their best judgment to decide where it might make sense to align toward other RAN WGs (e.g. RAN2, RAN4). In other words, alignment is not mandatory, but rather ‘nice to have’.”[20]
A reply LS to SA5 and RAN2 was agreed [19] to inform them of the above.
2.4.4 Status in RAN4

CRs (including to TS 36.133, the only specification found to have inclusive language issues) were already agreed by RAN4 and approved at RAN #91-e (see Table 1 below).

The RRM procedures related to requirements in TS 36.133 involving inclusive language are defined in corresponding RAN2 specifications. Therefore, no Rel-17 RAN4 specification contains any terms that are not consistent with those used in other RAN WGs.
A LS to RAN [14] was agreed to inform them of the above.
2.4.5 Status in RAN5

Nothing to report, as RAN5 is waiting for the review of the core specifications to stabilize (see Sec. 2.2 above).
2.4.6 Substitutions by RAN WGs so Far
Thanks to the great work by the RAN Secretary, we could start to observe some trends on the CRs already endorsed by the RAN WGs. A first summary was given in [13] (also submitted to RAN2 and RAN4); Table 1 below shows the updated situation with the full list of CRs endorsed by the RAN WGs so far.

	WG
	Tdoc #
	Text to be changed
	Text after change

	RAN1
	No specification impact identified so far.

	RAN2
	R2-2101989, R2-2101990, R2-2102289, R2-2101988, R2-2101991, R2-2102281, R2-2102295, R2-2101992, R2-2101987
	Blacklist
	Exclude-list

	
	
	Blacklisted
	Exclude-listed

	
	
	Whitelist
	Allow-list

	
	
	Whitelisted
	Allow-listed

	
	
	CSG whitelist
	Permitted CSG list

	RAN3
	R3-210708, R3-210709, R3-211084, R3-211148, R3-214293
	Master/slave relationship whereby
	Relationship whereby

	
	
	Master/slave operation
	(removed)

	
	
	Blacklist
	Access forbidden list, exclude-list

	
	
	Blacklisted HNB
	Blocked HNB

	
	
	CSG whitelist
	CSG allowed-list

	RAN4
	R4-2103254
, RP-210333, RP-210334, RP-210335, RP-210336

	CSG whitelist
	Permitted CSG list

	
	
	Whitelist
	Allow-list

	
	
	CSG whitelist or allowed CSG list
	Permitted CSG list

	
	
	Blacklisted
	Exclude-listed

	
	
	Black list
	Exclude list

	RAN5
	No substitutions done so far (see Sec. 2.2 above).


Table 1 Inclusive language substitutions across RAN WGs.

From the table above, we can notice some apparent inconsistencies across WGs. In some cases (e.g. R3-210708, R3-210709), simply removing the non-inclusive term without any substitute neither jeopardized nor encumbered the surrounding text, so it was arguably the best solution. But in some other cases, better alignment across WGs can be further pursued.

Observation 1: Not necessarily are the inconsistencies in substitutions across WGs the result of carelessness or lack of coordination; this highly depends on the specific instance, and within the guidelines set by MCC each Rapporteur seems to be ultimately the best judge for this.
For this reason, we consider aligning the inclusive language substitutions across WGs as “nice to have” but not mandatory. Ideally, coordination among Rapporteurs and across WGs should be as “light” as possible, in order not to further encumber 3GPP work as Rel-17 conclusion is approaching, and this is another reason not to impose further constraints on this activity on top of what is already specified (i.e. [1] and [2]).
Proposal: Specification Rapporteurs should consider the above, including the contents of Table 1, in their review activity, aiming toward alignment across WGs where it makes sense (“nice to have but not mandatory”), and coordinating as needed.
3 Conclusions and Proposals
From the work performed so far across 3GPP WGs, some apparent inconsistencies can be observed. Not necessarily are they the result of carelessness or lack of coordination; this highly depends on the specific instance, and within the guidelines set by MCC each Rapporteur seems to be ultimately the best judge for this. We therefore propose:
Proposal: Specification Rapporteurs should consider the above, including the contents of Table 1, in their review activity, aiming toward alignment across WGs where it makes sense (“nice to have but not mandatory”), and coordinating as needed.
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� Appointed contact person for this activity by the RAN Chair.


� This agreed CR was then approved by RAN #91e as RP-210169.


� These 4 CRs were postponed by TSG RAN.





