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Opening Remarks


Mr. TC Calow, Rapporteur of WG1, opened the meeting and expressed his appreciation to all the experts who had attended this meeting. Mr. Diop Mamadou was welcomed as the new member nominated by ASECNA. The Chairman thanked, on behalf of all the members, Luis Castro and the DEPV for hosting the meeting.. Luis Castro outlined the arrangements for the meeting and introduced some of the Administrative staff. Administrative help for the meeting was being provided by Maria Helena Diniz and her staff: Vera Lucia M. dos Santos, Tania Maria S. Bahiana, Rodrigo Diniz Monteiro, Heinz Prellwitz, Claudio dos Santos Kruger, Luiz Carlos de Almeida Pereira, and Wilson Lisboa Santos.


There were 40 experts from 11 countries and 5 International Organizations who attended the meeting. The list of attendees is attached as Appendix A.


Approval of Agenda and Distribution of Papers





The draft Agenda (WP 11-1) was introduced. There were no changes proposed; the meeting then approved the Agenda which is attached as Appendix C.


The meeting reviewed WP 11-02,  List of Working papers, and further working papers were introduced to the meeting.  A total of 20 working papers and 5 Flimsies were made available to the meeting. The list of papers submitted for WG-1 consideration is in Appendix B.


Review and approval of previous minutes


The minutes of the WG1-10 meeting were reviewed and approved.


Other than the item mentioned below, all action items had been completed by the members. 	


		-ITEM 2.2 This item on the use of “multilateral” vrs “bilateral” is still 			pending with WG3


ACTION: K. van den BOOGAARD








The Secretary provided an update to the members through the introduction of WP 11-09. He stated that the ANC has approved two new members: Nelson Garcia from Argentina and Mamadou Diop from ASECNA. On the ATN Security issue, several replies had been received but he hoped that there would be more coming in the near future. The proposed changes to the AFTN SARPs recommended by ATNP/2 have been supported by States and, with a few minor changes, will be incorporated into amendment 73 of Annex 10. Several new points were raised which would be presented later in the meeting.





The ANC has performed the final review of the ATN SARPs which included all the CCB changes as recommended at the last WGW and by the special CCB meeting in Montreal in December 97. The ANC decided that, for the time being, the detailed SARPs will be published as a special manual with the SARPs style language retained. The manual is expected to be published at the same time as amendment 73 to Annex 10, in August 1998. The document will be amended on an annual basis, if necessary. Both hard and soft copies of the final CORE SARPs are available to the ATNP members. The ATN SARPs, and the associated detail Manual, is 5 November 1998.





Several communiqués have been received from the AMCP which will be addressed by working group 2. The secretary also indicated that his office receives requests for ATN developments or implementation initiatives/activities. All participants were encouraged to present papers on these topics to working group meetings so they could be promulgated to others by way of the meeting report.


ACTION: ALL





P. Hennig asked if, since the Sub-volumes were to be published as a manual does that mean that ICAO does not endorse the detailed materiel? The Secretary stated that ICAO does support the materiel because it is specifically referenced in the CORE SARPs. There was some general discussion on this point with the majority of participants expressing concern about the degree of adherence to a “manual” by States verses adherence to SARPs, especially since the ATNP is the only Panel to have their materiel published this way. The Secretary stated that this will be the methodology used by ICAO for all future materiel of a similar complexity. Even though it is in a Manual ICAO expects States to follow the directives since they are in SARPs language and since they are needed for operation of the system. He stated that if the Panel wanted to put more of the information into the CORE, we could, through a Panel meeting, transfer “specific” items from the Manual to the CORE SARPs but we must be selective because we cannot transfer all the materiel. The Secretary stated that between now and ATNP/3, changes to any of these documents can only be considered by going through the CCB.





The Secretary stated that the CAMAL will also be published as a Manual but not one with the same priority as the Sub-volumes. It is expected to be available in March 1999. Minor changes to the CAMAL can be accepted up until 01 July 1998.


Reports from Sub Groups:


The acting chairman of SG1, T. Kraft, presented his progress report using WP 11-12. The major activity has been ensuring that the CAMAL was ready to be published by ICAO and that the work was finalized on the incomplete sections of the CAMAL Part II. Since the CAMAL is now in publication, the SG proposed that any major changes to, and additional materiel for, the CAMAL would be provided to ICAO for incorporation into the second edition. This proposal was agreed to by the meeting.





The SG had several discussions on transition issues for ATS ACARS traffic (such as PDC) not related to FANS1/A but still requiring transition to ATN. Working Papers and Flimsies were developed to address these issues later in this meeting. The joint RTCA SC189/ EUROCAE WG 53 members are also addressing this issue. 





In reviewing the work of the SG, the members present came to the conclusion that most of the work of the SG had been completed and that instead of continuing with the SG, a “caretaker” for the CAMAL should be appointed who would be responsible for making changes, integrating new materiel, and convening meetings of interested parties to develop new materiel as appropriate. Since the CAMAL-I is now in publication, it is under configuration control and was handed over to the CCB. Between now and ATNP/3, S. VanTrees agreed to be the caretaker.


ACTION: S. VanTrees





	The Rapporteur thanked T. Kraft for his excellent work as acting chairman of the SG1.





M. Bigelow, Chairman of SG2, presented his report as WP 11-16. The SG held two meetings since the last WG1 meeting in Redondo and progress on all parts of the work plan has been made. Specifically updates have been made to the draft CORE and SV-1 SARPs which will be presented to the WG1 members later in the meeting. Three of the seven “issues” have been closed; all the timelines for the development of the SG2 products are being met except for the concept of operations which will not be available until the June 98 WG1 meeting. In investigating other aspects of the existing ICAO framework for security, proposed changes to other Annexes and ICAO documents were developed and are contained in WG1 Flimsy 2. The SG has found coordination with WG2 and WG3 could be approved and the WG1 members agreed to a flimsy to this effect for presentation at the JWG.


ACTION: M. Bigelow





	The Rapporteur thanked M. Bigelow for the excellent work being done in the SG and for the results to date.





J. Moulton presented WP 11-13 on the progress of SG3. Two meetings have been held since the last WG1 meeting which focused on developing GM on System Management and to assist in the development of Managed Objects and protocol definitions for System Management. There have been no proposed changes to the CORE and SV-1 SARPs presented to the last WG1 meeting. For the GM, there are 5 major topics: System Management Overview, System Management Model, Concept of Operations, MIB definition, and Managed Object Description. Drafts of the Overview and Model have been completed. The Concept of Operations will be coordinated with ATNSI who will have their draft Concept of Operations by 15 March. SG3 will present a draft paper for this to the next WG1 meeting as well as drafts for the other two topics.





The SG has identified 7 “open issues” that they are attempting to address not only for WG1 but also with the other WG’s. One such issue is the possible need for a more formal GMDO description. M. Adnams described how EUROCONTROL is developing its System Management structure. In the discussion on MO’s, it was stated that there has been no decision on what information needs to be transferred across Administrations and, therefore, what materiel needs to be in SARPs and what needs to be in GM. Once the Concept of Operations is more complete, some of these questions may be able to be resolved.





	The Rapporteur thanked J. Moulton for his groups excellent work and progress to date.





S. VanTrees reported on the activities of the CCB. To date there have been 101 PDR’s submitted of which 86 have been resolved, 4 forwarded, 2 rejected, and 5 withdrawn. There have been very few submitted so far in 1998 (4) but it is expected that with the changes to the D-ATIS proposed by ADSP there will be a flurry very shortly. Details of the PDRs are available from the CCB Chair report or from the CENA server. 





In the discussion, it was emphasized that use of “versions” must be controlled and care must be taken to ensure interoperability between versions. The CCB Chair stated that this requirement is looked at very closely in every PDR resolution.





	The Rapporteur thanked S. VanTrees for the excellent work of the CCB.


WG1 Deliverables-- Update and actions underway:


There were no new Operational Requirements presented to the meeting.





The Secretary presented WP 11-06 which contained the results on the survey on the use of cryptography initiated by ICAO. Several State replies have been received since the paper was written which will be incorporated into the next rewrite. If any State still wishes to reply, they were encouraged to submit the information to the Secretary. The paper was passed to SG2 for action.


ACTION: SG2





	The latest version of the draft CORE and SV-1 SARPs were presented by M. Bigelow in WP 11-14 and WP 11-15. The meeting made a few suggested changes to the documents and agreed to submit the drafts to WG2 and WG3 for use in their development of detailed SARPs for Security. The draft SARPs are contained in Appendices D and E to this report.





	Flimsy 11-03 was presented by P. Bourdier which proposed a small wording change to section 3.3 of the CAMAL to replace “sabotage of the system” with “acts of unlawful interference”. WG1 accepted the proposal and the PDR against the CAMAL will be submitted to the CCB.


ACTION: SG2 CHAIRMAN





	Flimsy 2 was introduced by M. Bigelow. It proposed that the Secretary coordinate dissemination of this information to the appropriate bodies in ICAO who are responsible for Annex 17  and Doc 8973. The members of WG1 concurred with the recommendation. The communiqué is attached as Appendix E to these minutes.


ACTION: Panel Secretary





There were no further papers on systems management and no papers were presented on deliverables F, G, and H.





The Secretary introduced WP 11-04 which covered several AFTN related issues that resulted from State comments on the AFTN amendments proposed by ATNP/2. The paper will be passed to SG1 of WG3 for further action by their experts.


ACTION: Rapporteur








With respect to ATN developments implementations, WP 11-11 which contained a status report of the EATCHIP ATN Implementation Task Force, was introduced by M. Adnams. The report covered areas such as Requirements Capture and Consolidation, Business Case Development, Marketing Strategy, Institutional Legal and Procedural issues, and Design and Implementation Planning. The aim is to produce a draft European ATN implementation Plan, ATN Administrative Structures, and an ATN Business Case in their final report. This final report is expected early in 1999.





	M. Adnams then introduced WP 11-18 which described the activities of the EUROCONTROL ATN Project with emphasis on the Trials, Pre-operational systems, and the Reference Test Systems. The report was well received by the members and M. Adnams was congratulated for his clear and concise overview of this important step towards implementation of the ATN.





	P. Hennig then introduced WP 11-20 which covered a briefing he will be giving to the CNS/ATM Seminar in Taipei, Taiwan from 25-26 Mar 98. The briefing covered the general program on a world wide basis and specifically indicated activities of various States, ICAO Panels, Aviation Associations, and ICAO Regional Planning groups. Mr. Hennig was commended by the meeting for his efforts in “spreading the word” regarding CNS/ATM and ATN specifically.





The meeting did not identify any new potential institutional issues. There were no papers presented on deliverables L and M.





R. Jones presented WP 11-05 which summarized the results of investigations into the ATN end-to-end transit delay values when AMSS, Mode S and VDL Mode 2 are employed as the air-ground subnetworks.   A summary of the RTCA/EUROCAE activities to define Required Communications Performance (RCP) was also provided. Several members asked questions on clarification of certain parts of the paper. It was suggested that the paper could be used as an input into the CAMAL II. The information will be made available to S. VanTrees, the acting CAMAL Editor.





	T. Hagenberg noted that our documentation appears to cover the cases where we meet the requirements but he asked where we had GM for that 5% of the time where our transit times will be exceeded? This is especially important in developing a Safety Case. There was a general discussion with several members making suggestions. There is work being done for Required Communications Performance in another Panel but there is noone who is looking at overall Required System Performance. The Secretary stated that ICAO has decided to form a new Panel who will be charged with developing SARPs and GM for overall system performance. It was suggested by T. Hagenberg that WG1 modify their work program to include in the CAMAL the “non-nominal”  cases with respect to end-to-end Transit Delay. The meeting accepted this proposal. It was decided to add this item to Deliverable H- Develop guidance on Safety Objectives.


ACTION: T. Kraft





	J. Hamelink stated that there had been several questions raised over the last few meetings about the treatment of delays. It was felt by the meting that the two notes in para 3.7(?) of SV-1 cover this situation for the time being. It was also stated that the transit delay class requested by an originator would not be changed by the ATN System even if the sub-network could not deliver the requested class. The appropriate class might be delivered by another sub-network as the message transits the ATN from originator to destination over various sub-networks.





Flimsy 11-01 which proposed a change to Part 1 and a new chapter in Part 2 of the CAMAL, was presented by T. Kraft. The changes recognized the existence of ACARS for some air traffic services (e.g., pre-departure clearance, digital airport terminal information service, oceanic & route clearances, and position reporting).  There is no expectation that the use of ACARS for these air traffic services will transition to and/or be accommodated by States implementing CNS/ATM, specifically, the ACARS based air traffic services will either be phased out or handled separately from ATN based applications. The new Chapter 12 provides guidelines to States that implement ATN based applications, and continue to provide ACARS-based air traffic services other than those supported by FANS 1/A. The meeting accepted the proposal with a few amendments and the corrected proposal will be submitted to S. VanTrees for action.


Other Business


M. Adnams introduced WP 11-08 which proposed the case for a Simple ATN Messaging Service. CNS/ATM Package 1 provides data link services closely modeled in many cases on voice mode of operation, and initial ground-ground information interchange solutions.  Meanwhile work continues on defining data link services between automated ATM elements, and enhanced ground co-ordination. Therefore ATNP has to anticipate a new approach, both for air-ground and ground-ground. The paper presented the justification for ICAO ATNP to consider developing a Simple ATN Messaging service specification.





	In discussing the paper, the question was asked as to who would be responsible for synchronizing the world? This aspect is partially covered in section 4 of the paper but M. Adnams stated that further work was required. P. Hennig stated that IATA supports the concept because the output can be used for AOC and it would provide for future applications. One member cautioned the meeting that the certification statements in section 5.5 might present difficulties in attempting to certify the building blocks. After further discussion, WG1 endorsed the proposals in the paper and will pass it to WG3 for further action in developing the technical SARPs.


ACTION: Rapporteur





E. Adelson introduced WP 11-17 which proposed the formalization of a cooperative effort between ICAO and the AEEC in the review and resolution of materiel sent to ICAO regarding new and evolving developments associated with ATN.  It was felt that this cooperation would improve the timeliness of responses to queries to ICAO, AEEC would be cognizant of materiel submitted to ICAO, closer coordination between ICAO and AEEC would promote consistency in international system definitions and requirements, and updates to the SARPs could be accommodated by ICAO with a schedule consistent with the rapid evolution of the ATN. It was also stated that AEEC was interested and willing to help. The Secretary stated that the proposal was only an idea which has not yet been fully developed within ICAO. He stated that such an arrangement could be set up even while the ATNP is still in existence because a Panel is not an implementation body; it only exists to provide advice to the ANC on Standards. The detailed SARPs are now in a Manual and Manuals are the total responsibility of the Secretariat. There is no approval needed from the ANC to make changes to Manuals.





	Several members expressed concerns with the proposal in that it was not clear as to exactly was going to be the scope of the AEEC activity or responsibilities. If the AEEC were charged with approving changes to the Sub-volumes some members indicated that it might not be a good idea since States were not represented on the AEEC and some users are not members. Some other ideas were proposed but the general conclusion was that there is no one body in existence that could satisfy all needs. Several members stated that even though the detailed SARPs are now in a manual perhaps ICAO should look upon them as a “different” type of Manual to that usually published by ICAO. It was recognized that the ICAO Secretariat will require some type of assistance. 





	It was the recommendation of the WG that the proposal be coordinated with the ATNP CCB, the Secretary, and the ARINC member to see how best to achieve the objectives of having ongoing assistance in this area made available to the Secretariat.


ACTION: CCB Chairman





R. Jones introduced WP 11-07 which proposed a communiqué to be sent to IATA and ICCAIA. The communiqué stated that the ATN as well a number of current and future avionics system employ the ICAO 24-bit aircraft address.  Current airframe configurations provide no means for certain existing systems, such as the Flight Management System, to obtain the aircraft address.  This paper proposes that IATA and ICCAIA initiate action to have AEEC define the means for generating and distributing the aircraft address on the airframe. The WG1 members proposed that ARINC should be included in the distribution list. It was decided that since WG1 has membership for each of the organizations proposed to receive the communiqué, that we should ask the respective members to make their organizations aware of our suggestion rather than our sending a communiqué. The two members present agreed to this. The Rapporteur will advise the ICCAIA member via E-mail.


ACTION: E. Adelson, P. Hennig, Rapporteur





T. Kraft presented WP 11-10 which was a copy of a draft paper being proposed for presentation at the upcoming ICAO CNS/ATM meeting to be held in Rio in May 1998. It proposes participation of the CAA’s in developing guidelines for certification, approval, and continued operational safety of a global CNS/ATM system. The paper was intended as information for the members of WG1.


	In the discussion, the Secretary asked the members if they were aware of any other papers on the ATN in particular, that were being prepared by their administrations fro presentation at the conference. Because the conference was to be a very high level an Institutional, Financial, and Legal conference, none of the members were aware of any ATN specific papers.








The Secretary introduced the topic of Message Archiving.  As the world moves on to new technology (e.g. VDL MODE 2) Archiving becomes difficult. In a distributed system where should the recording be done? Should it be in the ATN or in the end system?  This question came up at the (Flight Recorder Panel?) Accident Investigation Panel. They want all digital information to be recorded on the aircraft but do not know what exactly is to  be recorded? Where should it be recorded- at what point in the process? The question of Archiving should be developed from the ATNP. Because the discussion revealed that there was not a clear understanding among the members as to exactly what was being proposed, the Secretary will present a paper at the next WG1 meeting.


ACTION: ATNP Secretary





Flimsy 11-04 was introduced by T. Kraft. The flimsy indicated the status of all the WG1 deliverables tasked to SG1 and proposed that most of the work had been completed to the point that it might not require the further existence of SG1 as an ongoing entity. The meeting accepted the Flimsy but indicated that further analysis should be made before dissolving SG1. It was decided that a complete review of the status of each Deliverable would be presented at the next WG1 meeting where a final decision as to the disposition of SG1 would be made.


ACTION: Rapporteur





Flimsy 11-05 was presented by M. Bigelow as a WG1 paper to be tabled at the JWG meeting. The paper outlined the various security activities that were needed to be done in each of the WG’s to accomplish the task assigned to us at ATNP/2. The meeting approved the paper with a few minor modifications.


ACTION: M. Bigelow





M. Adnams stated that each Panel Member will be receiving three CD’s which contain the course information from a seminar that was recently given under the auspices of EUROCONTROL. The meeting thanked EUROCONTROL for its generous offer.


ACTION: M. Adnams











G. Anderson gave an informal briefing on what we can expect from ADSP based on a recent ADSP series of WG meetings. ADSP wanted to complete the transition/accommodation document and succeeded. The document is now in hands of the ADSP Secretary for dissemination. ADSP WG A is looking at how to handle emergencies. ADSP WG B is looking at FIS applications. There have been some major changes to the D-ATIS application which could affect the ATN technical SARPs. The problem will be in the ASN1 area. TAF is out in draft from the ADSP. The ADSP will respond to the Security Communiqué we sent to them. There were some questions asked on the accommodation issue and on the CPDLC message set size and G. Anderson provided answers. 





Preparation for Next Meetings


The Secretary, as an action item from Redondo Beach, stated that the possibility of holding ATNP/3 in September 1999 has been investigated. It appears that many panels have already been scheduled for 1999 and it is rather difficult to fit ATNP/3 in that year, especially in the month of September (it is reserved for ADSP/5).





	It may be possible to hold a one-week long meeting in May 1999 (from 17 to 21). If panel members are satisfied that the envisaged enhancements to SARPs and guidance material can be achieved in one week of full panel meeting, they should advise the Panel Secretary ASAP. Other possibilities for ATNP/3 are 6-17 December 1999 and March 2000 (exact dates yet unknown).





	After a short discussion, the WG1 members stated that their preference was for the December 99 dates. Several reasons were given for asking for this date. Our preference will be presented to the JWG meeting.


ACTION: Rapporteur








T. Hagenberg was asked to provide the members with advance information on the next scheduled meeting to be held in Utrecht. He presented WP 11-19 which gave the details.


The next meetings for WG1 are:


		WG1/12	24-25 June 98	Amsterdam


		WG 1/13	September 98	France (tentative)





		SG1		TBA





		SG2		22-23 June 98





		SG3		22-23 June 98	


There being no further business, the Rapporteur thanked all members who attended the meeting for their participation in the discussions and for reaching several important conclusions. He thanked Luiz Castro for arranging the meeting. Special thanks went to Maria Helena Diniz and her crew for their excellent work in supporting the meeting. The meeting then closed.








		ATNP  WG1/11


		MINUTES








� DATE  \
