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1. Introduction
SA5 would like to thank the Broadband Forum (BBF) for its LS bbf.2009.248.01, containing BBF’s feedback on the TS 32.581 [1] version 8.0.0. The present LS provides SA5 response to bbf.2009.248.01. 
2. References

[1] TS 32.581
Telecommunications Management; HNB OAM&P; Concepts and Requirements for Type 1 Interface HNB to HMS
3. Background
SA5 discussed the seven points listed in the BBF LS. SA5 response to each of these points is listed here below. Please note that the text from the BBF LS was not copied to this LS.
1) Status: Noted. 
Explanation: SA5 member companies will do internal verification of the need to modify the text of REQ-OAMP_CM-FUN-002 in [1] and if it is confirmed CR to [1] reflecting the proposed modification will be contributed to upcoming SA5 meetings.
2) Status: Noted. 

Explanation: The ability of HMS to start/stop transmission of HNB on specific frequencies is indeed specified in OAMP_CM-FUN-005 in [1] and needs to be accommodated in the data model. SA5 consider that the current data model accurately reflect this requirement because the HMS is able to configure the frequency for HNB to use. Therefore, no change in the current data model is needed.
3) Status: Agreed. 
Explanation: CR to [1] will be created to replace “SetParameterValues RPC” with “SetParameterValues and AddObject RPCs” in OAMP_CM-FUN-012 in [1].
4) Status: Noted. 
Explanation: SA5 did not feel the need to modify this requirement because it is generic enough to encompass various performance file upload methods available, which is suitable for requirement-level specification.
5) Status: Additional clarification needed.
Explanation: SA5 believes that this requirement might have been misunderstood since it is not related to performance measurements but rather to the diagnostics of the HNB performance. The requirement does not imply the need to specify diagnostic tests. Instead, it implies the ability of HMS to initiate internal diagnostics in the HNB. SA5 would like BBF’s additional feedback.
6) Status: Additional clarification needed.
Explanation: SA5 would like to get BBF feedback on the specified behaviour of the HNB when Alarm List buffer, Pending Delivery Queue and/or Alarm History buffer becomes full. 
7) Status: Noted.
Explanation: SA5 did not feel the need to modify this requirement because it is generic enough to accommodate various solutions in the data model. Specifying names of specific data model objects is not suitable for requirement-level specification.      
4. Actions
SA5 kindly asks BBF to consider the answers provided in this LS. In particular, SA5 would like to get additional clarifications to points 5 and 6.
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