1) RAN3 was unsure as to whether there would be changes to 25.433 and 25.430 specifications as a result of the work item (suggested by section 10), or if they were simply sources of information for the document 32.800 (suggested by section 15).

The latter interpretation is correct, section 10 trys to capture the natural order for a top-down approach (as used by SA5 throughout its specifications), i.e.  if the sequence had been correct,  32.800 would have been developed prior to the detailed Protocol and  Interface specifications.
2) The stated Release 4 deadline of June 2001 for changes to 25.433 and 25.430 is not aligned with the RAN3 target for Release 4 changes. RAN3 understands that the deadline for OAM specifications may be later, but is hoping to have completed its Release 4 work by TSG RAN/SA#11 (March 2001).

No actual changes will be required (see 1 above), so there will be no alignment problems.

3) RAN3 was unclear about the connection between the proposed SA5 work item and the RAN3 work items “RRM Optimisation” and “RAN Enhancements”, as indicated in the work item sheet. RAN3 would appreciate some clarification about whether this implies that changes to the RAN3 work in these areas will be required.

It is hoped that RAN3 may want to check the 32.800 report for consistency with their work, this is why these are listed as linked work items.

4) The indicated objectives appear to suggest that RNC behaviour with regard to NBAP may be specified in detail, which is not in-line with the Release ’99 Iub protocol design. NBAP basically follows a client-server approach, with the Node B behaviour well-specified, leaving flexibility for the RNC to decide when to use specific procedures. It was also commented that it was not clear what the scope of the “solutions” referred to in the objectives would be.

It is not intended to change the level of detail already present in 32.800. We suggest that RAN3 may want to review the latest draft of the report (attached) to clarify this point.

5) In general, RAN3 would prefer to avoid external dependencies on its protocols, and believes that discussions on impacts to Iub signalling should occur in RAN3.
We do not consider SA5 external to 3GPP. We would also have been happy to have this report continue within RAN3 but lack of O&M resources within your group indicated that essential Management understanding would not be addressed. If  RAN3 can suggest a better way of documenting the O&M aspects of Iub then SA5 would be more than happy to consider these proposals.

