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1. Overall Description:

SA5 would like to thank RAN2 for the Reply LS S5-081340/R2-084904 on OAM support for RRC neighbour lists and RRC blacklists.
RAN2 has stated that “OAM can be expected to configure the RRC neighbour lists and blacklists for the eNode B at various times”. SA5 appreciates the response, but would like to receive further technical justification for this requirement. 

While OAM is expected to configure the whitelists and blacklists based on ANR, it is unclear (at this point) to SA5 what the implications are for configuring RRC neighbor lists and blacklists as well. As such, it would be useful to receive technical clarity on the necessity for this feature.
Furthermore, it may be possible to prevent handover by configuring either the RRC blacklist or the “no HO” flag.
2. Actions:

To RAN3:
ACTION: 
SA5 kindly asks RAN2 to take consideration of the following issues: 

1. Please elaborate on the differences between RRC blacklist and “no HO” flag in NRT, from RAN2’s perspective 

2. Whether “no HO” flag could replace the RRC blacklist?

3. Consider the case when both RRC blacklist and “no HO” flag co-exist, and both are configured via OAM. Under which scenarios should the RRC blacklist be used, as opposed to the “no HO” flag.
4. Provide further technical justification for the need of OAM to configure the RRC neighbor lists and blacklists. 
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG5 Meetings:

3GPPSA5#61 
2008-10-13 to 2008-10-17
Dalian/China 



3GPPSA5#62  
2008-11-17 to 2008-11-21
Miami/USA
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