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0.0	OPENING REMARKS



0.1	Mr. Calow, Rapporteur of Working Group 1 opened the meeting and expressed  his appreciation for the excellent attendance to the meeting.  He introduced Ms. Carol Ricard, Sharron St Louis, and Linda Lefebvre who will be operating the office for the meeting. Ms Ricard then advised the delegates of the administrative arrangements for the meeting. The chairman then asked each of the members of the meeting to introduce themselves.



0.2	There were  52 experts from 13 Countries and 5 International Organizations who attended the meeting. The list of attendees is attached as Appendix A.



0.3	The list of papers submitted to WG1 consideration is in Appendix B.



1.0	APPROVAL OF AGENDA



1.1	Agenda reviewed with following changes:

		-Agenda Item 5, WG1-11 was moved to Thursday

		-A suggestion was made in terms of the Agenda Item 5 “work items/deliverables” 			whereby they could be completed and monitored in a different way. Ron Jones 	agreed 			to produce a Flimsy regarding this proposal which was inserted as agenda item 5, 			“Guidance Materiel for CNS/ATM-1 SARPS” to be discussed on Tuesday.

		-Due to the absence of Tom Kraft agenda item 6 was deferred to the next meeting.



1.1	The meeting then approved the Agenda which is attached as Appendix C.







2.0	ADOPTION OF PREVIOUS MINUTES 



2.1	The minutes from the WG1/2 meeting were adopted as written.







3.0	REVIEW OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS



3.1	M. Paydar introduced WP 3-8 which indicated that there were two new members to the ATNP: M. Arnaud Dedryvere nominated by France; Mr. Masaharu Akimoto nominated by Japan. Mr. Al Burgemeister has been nominated by ICCAIA and accepted..



3.2.	 He emphasized that the agenda for ATNP/2 must be finalized no later than the Jan 96  WG meeting for forwarding to ICAO. The dates for ATNP/2 have tentatively set for 5-16 Nov., 1996. Extracts of WP3-8 are in Appendix D to these minutes.  



3.3.	M. Paydar stated that no feedback had been received from ADSP in response to our communiqué  from the last meeting (Appendix E to minutes of WG1/2) . A general discussion produced several opinions with respect to the relationship between the ATNP and ADSP which generally indicated that better co-ordination was needed between the two panels.  A drafting  Group was formed to capture these  opinions and to propose a solution as to how the better liaison could be accomplished.  The drafting group �produced flimsy #2  (Appendix E to these minutes) which was accepted by the meeting.  The Rapporteur of WG 1 will contact the ADSP rapporteurs immediately following this meeting.  Attached as appendix F is the text of the communiqué that will be provided to the rapporteurs of the ADS Panel at the Dec 95 meeting.



3.4	M Paydar produced Flimsy #1 which detailed the possibility of expanding the program of the ATNP to include the development of the material for the Aeronautical Fixed Services.  It is attached as Appendix G to these minutes.  Several members expressed concern that the scope of the ATNP would be modified in such a way that we would require extra members  to the Panel because of the new areas of expertise .  It would also require additional personnel in already overtaxed areas of work.   The members of the meeting were requested to provide their opinions on the subject which would be forwarded to the Secretary.  





4.0	STATUS OF SARP’s DEVELOPMENT IN WG2 & WG3



4.1	WG 3



4.1.1	R. Jones, Rapporteur of WG3 introduced the topic and indicated that the detailed briefings would be given by the chairmen of the three subgroups producing the upper layer and application SARPS.



4.1.2	Steve Van Trees (USA) gave the report for Mr. Overgaauw  (France), the current chairman.  Mr. Van Trees first described the activity in international base standards on which the ICAO Upper Layer Architecture (ULA) is based.  The International Telecommunication Union Telecommunication Standardization Sector (ITU-T) at their SG7 meeting in Geneva in June 1995 formally approved the presentation and session layer efficiency enhancements as ITU-T Recommendations X.215bis, X.216bis, X.225bis, X.226bis.  The International Organization for Standardization (ISO) at their SC21 meeting  in Ottawa in July 1995 formally advanced both the upper layer efficiency enhancements and Association Control Service Element (ACSE), edition 3 to the status of final Committee Draft (CD).  Final approval is expected in Kansas City in May 1995, before the ATNP Munich meeting in June 1995.  Mr. Van Trees noted that ATN had sponsored significant effort in both ISO and ITU-T, and that ATNP/WG3/SG3 continued to meet the schedule offered in San Diego in October 1994 for full international standards for all aspects of the CNS/ATM-1 Package ULA.



4.1.3	Mr. Van Trees then spoke to the specific progress of SG3 since the WG3 meeting in Toulouse in March 1995.  WG3 had agreed with the SG3 proposal that the CNS/ATM-1 Package ULA be ACSE, edition 2 over the ITU-T efficiency enhancements.  SG3 immediately held an ad hoc in Toulouse  and London  in March 1995 to set the details of the dialogue service (the internal primitives visible at the lower interface of the ATN Application Service Element (ASE)).  SG3 then met in Reston, Virginia, USA in May 1995 and developed a first complete draft of the ULA SARPS.  The ULA SARPS were presented at the limited-scope WG3 meeting in Fair Oaks, Virginia, USA in May 1995.  SG3 held its next meeting in August 1995 in  Canberra to develop the details of the Control Function (CF) specified in the ULA SARPS.  The meeting included a two-day weekend co-ordination meeting with SG2.  SG3 last held an electronic ad hoc meeting in October 1995 to finalize the details of the CF and co-ordinate the final draft ULA SARPS.  SG3 will present the ULA SARPS to the WG3 meeting next week for approval as final draft SARPS so that validation may begin.



4.1.4	S. Pearce indicated the status of the Air/Ground SARPS.  The Draft SARPS have been completed except for the guidance material. The draft SARPS for the four Air/Ground applications total approximately 500 pages and are belived to be complete. They will be reviewed at the WG-3 meeting, October 16th to the 20th.

�

4.1.5	Jean Yves PIRAM (WG3, SG1 Chairman) reported on the activities of the Ground Applications subgroup.  Two main items were addressed:

		-Messaging over the ATN, which includes two messaging services.  One is called the 			ATS Message Service (AMHS) and is intended to be the long term solution (protocol 			stack Type B).  The other is called the ATN Pass-Through Service.  It is defined for 			transitional purposes and implements the protocol Type A.  Draft SARPS for both Type 			A and Type B protocols are currently under development.



		-Inter Centre Communications SARPS are addressing nine operational services.  Flight 			planning service, Notification service, Co-ordination service, Transfer of Control 			services 	(for the use of ground centres only and in support of air-ground services), 			Transfer of Surveillance data,  Airspace Management service, General Information 			service, 	Application Management service, and Context Management Application 			(CMA).



4.1.6	Jean Yves reported that the new structure of the SARPS (7 Chapters) is being taken into account for ICC (as is being done by WG3 - SG2 for the air-ground application SARPS).  The development of the ICC SARPS will represent a significant effort on the part of SG1.



4.1.7	It was also reported that SG1 will seek guidance from WG3 on the scope of the validation for the work items above.



4.1.8	J.Y. Piram indicated the status of the Ground-Ground SARPS. The document they have   produced is an outline, not Draft SARPS.  The draft SARPS are expected to be ready January 1996.  He expressed concerns that some regional plans may not be compliant with ICAO plans, but his subgroup is addressing this.



4.1.9	R. Jones summarized the activity, and indicated that the expected volume of the Upper Layer  and Application SARPS will be in the order of 850 pages, not including the guidance material.  M. Paydar indicated that, if the SARPS are available in June, it should be possible to have them translated in time for ATNP2. If the draft SARPS can be made available earlier, this would be beneficial in assuring the translation will be completed in time for ATNP/2.





4.2	WG 2



4.2.1	Working Paper 3-21 was introduced by A. Sharma (Appendix H).  There were some concerns with respect to the recommendation reproduced from the draft SARPS in section 5 of this paper, but the general concensus of the meeting was that the recommendation was acceptable.  Mr. A. Sharma emphasized that the Internet SARPS are finalized, and that no changes will be made, except for those resulting from validation activities.



 

4.3	ATN SARPS PART 1



4.3.1	A. Sharma introduced WP3-20 with the proposed structure for Part 1 of the CNS/ATM-1 Package SARPS. Ron Jones then introduced Flimsy 3, which contained a proposal to establish a drafting group for the purpose of creating Part 1 of the CNS/ATM-1 package SARPS.  The Terms of Reference were reviewed, and a decision as to the formal implementation of the drafting group was deferred to Item 7 of the Agenda.  There was some discussions on the contents of WP3-20, but any further action on the proposal was deferred to Agenda Item 7.  The meeting agreed that the drafting responsibility for Part 1 belongs to WG1.

5.0	STATUS OF WG1 WORK ITEMS/DELIVERABLES



5.1	WG1-06



5.1.1	WP 3-6 was introduced by B. Gosselin.  Several members expressed concerns that it was unclear as to which audience this deliverable was being directed. After discussion the meeting decided that the audience of the paper should be the technical manager at a senior position in a CAA, Airline, International Aeronautical Communication Service Provider, members of ICAO Regional Planning groups, etc. The final product is not to be a training document. The contents and tone of the World-wide Planning Document will be adjusted accordingly.   



5.1.2	The general structure of the paper was addressed.  It was recommended by the meeting that the plan emphasize:



Why the ATN;

What are the benefits;

What are the time scales;

How do we get there; and

Cost benefits.



The WWP will provide an indication as to the cost of implementing and operating the ATN.

Several detailed suggestions were made to improve various parts of the paper and members of the WG were requested to provide any additional comments to the editor.  These comments will be incorporated, as appropriate, into the Plan. The next draft will be presented at the Jan/Feb 96 meeting.  The Chairman reminded the members that the WWP must be ready for presentation and approval for ATNP/2.





5.2	WG1-09



5.2.1	WP 3-7 was introduced by B. Gosselin.  It was determined by the meeting that the audience for this document would be at a technical level which is more involved with the implementation of the ATN than would be the WWP. During the discussion, it was decided that there should be technical liaison between WGs on this deliverable so that there is no overlap with the SARPS. The recommendation to form the drafting group was accepted by the meeting and the chairman encouraged volunteers from the members of WG-1 to provide assistance to the editor in the drafting of the ATN/AFTN Gateway Operating Concept document.





5.3	WG1-01



5.3.1	R. Jones introduced WP19 as an information paper which expressed the concerns of ATN Inc. with respect to the importance of having stable requirements in the SARPS.  The meeting agreed that this was the objective of the programs of the three working groups.





5.4	WG1-13



5.4.1	S. Cosgrove introduced WP3-14.  The paper generated a vigorous discussion among the members, with respect to how institutional issues should be handled from this panel.  The meeting decided that the institutional issues be divided into two categories.

	- Those for which resolutions can be implemented by ATNP.

	- Those that are beyond the scope of ATNP.



5.4.2	The meeting recognized that there are some issues that will not be of a concern in the CNS/ATM-1 time frame but which could increase in significance as future phases of the ATN are implemented.  



5.4.3	During the course of the discussion several members requested a definition of “Institutional Issues”.  A. Herber produced flimsy #6 which presented 2 possible definitions.  The following definition was accepted by the meeting:

	





	Institutional Issues

			Issues related to ownership, control, and responsibility for correct 					implementation and operation of systems which involve more then

			 one state or organization.



 This definition will appear in the next Lexicon.  The secretary to the ATNP was requested to forward this definition to the appropriate organisation in ICAO. 





5.5	WG1-15



5.5.1	Mr A. Herber introduced WP 3-10 and explained the changes that had been made since the last meeting.  There were some minor editorial Changes and two definitions were removed.  After these revisions WP3-10 will be passed to WG2 and WG3 to assist them.   The updated Lexicon is attached as appendix I to these minutes.  





5.6	WG1-16



5.6.1	K. P. Graf introduced WP3-12. Several comments and recommendations were made by the meeting.  Some of the concerns were the neutralisation of the reference to service providers (IACSP) and block addressing.  The discussion moved on to what the disposition of this paper was and which organisational entity was responsible.  It was identified that address administration was being taken care of by Subgroup 3 of WG3 but only for those addresses required by the upper layer SARPS.  It was proposed that WG3 provide administration called for by all sections in the SARPS.  No conclusion on this was reached, but A. Sharma and S. Van Trees volunteered to submit a working paper on the topic to the Joint WG meeting where it will be discussed. 



5.6.2	 The Rapporteur asked for input as to the disposition of this particular document.  After a short discussion the meeting agreed that the Naming and Addressing Concept would be submitted to ATNP 2 as a final document with the anticipation that it would be published as an Appendix to the final ATNP/2 report.  



�

5.7	WG1-17



5.7.1	WP3-18 was introduced by C. Desjardins.  There was some discussion which proposed some small changes to the document prior to it being ready for submission to ATNP 2. The meeting decided that with these small changes the Rapporteur of WG1 is to submit the paper to ICAO for presentation at ATNP/2.

	

		Note:	During the discussion a concern was expressed with 

			respect to the principle of proposing solutions developed

			and implemented as Regional agreements into meetings

			of this nature to eventually become SARPS.  It was 

			recognized that this was an important aspect that had 

			not been considered because of the widespread use of 

			this particular capability throughout several Regions of 

			the world. B. Dennis and G. White volunteered to 

			produce a paper for the next WG meeting to discuss 

			these principles.





5.8	WG1-18



5.8.1	WP3-11, WP3-15 and WP3-4 were discussed collectively.  The author of each of the papers introduced their papers and the Rapporteur invited discussion.  During the course of the discussion it was decide that IP3-1 should become a working paper (WP3-22) due to its applicability to the draft SARPS.   The major portion of discussions centred on the reasons for the implementation or not CIDIN as a sub-network in the CNS/ATM SARPS.  No definitive conclusions could be met from the discussion, so a drafting group was formed.  The DG was to summarize the points of view and to formulate a series of recommendations to obtain resolution on this particular point.



5.8.2	Flimsy #4 was introduced by the chairman of the DG.  After suitable modifications were made to the paper the recommendations of the DG were accepted and are attached as appendix J.





5.9	WG1-08

	

5.9.1	WP3-16 was introduced by M Adnams.  Due to the fact that the paper had been presented at earlier meetings, M. Adnams only detailed the changes.  The paper’s suggested management structure of the ATN was in the format of assumptions due to the lack of a definition for the overall concept of distributed system management.  During the discussion however, the meeting agreed that some of the aspects could be considered as more firm than assumptions. The chairman requested that members of WG1 identify which statements they feel should no longer be considered as assumptions and pass on to the editor of this document by the 2nd week of Dec.  An updated document will be made available at the next WG meeting in 96.





5.10	WG1-12



5.10.1	IP3-2 was introduced by S. Van Trees. Although it was an information paper it was felt to be of interest to the WG for presentation to the meeting.  



5.10.2	WP 3-17 was introduced by R. Jones.  The paper proposed an addition of a table to the CNS/ATM SARPS.  The meeting agreed to have the table included because the overall concept would be included in Part 1 (CNS/ATM SARPS Package 1) and the details would be included in the appropriate SARPS (WG2 & WG3).  The proposed table is included as appendix K to these minutes.



5.10.3	WP3-9 was introduced by M. Paydar.  He explained that the proposal, if accepted, would be to expand the work of the ATNP to produce guidance material to be used by ICAO.  Many members of the meeting expressed concern to the work load of the panel under it’s present mandate.  After a lengthy discussion the meeting encourages members  to analyse any information and reports available to them on this subject  and present these reports to the working group.  Any such report submitted to this WG are to use common rules of measurement.  If the reports are of interest to others then they will be forwarded to the members of the ATNP as well as the secretariat of ICAO.   





5.11	WG1-11  



5.11.1	WP3-13 was introduced by I. Valentine. The document is the first draft of what will be the WG1 deliverable under its overall security concept work item. WG1-11, and is oriented towards P-2 of the SARPs.  During the discussion it was suggested that key management was going to be a major issue, particularly for Air-Ground communication (both IDRP and Data Link Applications). The editor of the document was requested to address the Air/ Ground key management issues in more detail for the next version.  It was also recognized that WG1 should communicate the current proposals on the security aspects for the CNS/ ATM package 2 and beyond to WG2 &3.A copy of the communiqué for WG2 it is attached as appendix L  and WG3 attached as appendix M.   





6.0	AGENDA ITEM 6



	This Agenda Item was deferred to the next WG meeting.





7.0	AGENDA ITEM 7



7.1	The chairman re-introduced flimsy #3. The terms of reference were accepted by the meeting for the drafting group of the CNS/ATM Package 1 SARPS.  This terms of reference is attached as appendix N.  This deliverable will now become:



		 WG1-19  Part 1 CNS/ATM Package 1 SARPS and guidance material. 



7.2	 Several members volunteered to serve on this drafting group.  An editor will be chosen from within the drafting group.



7.3	The chairman stated that the term “key contact persons” will not be used for the deliverables as they are at a point where they are the responsibility of an “editor.”





8.0	AGENDA ITEM 8



8.1	E. Adelson indicated that the AEEC is publishing a newsletter and the members are encouraged  to submit articles.  He will also provide a video tape of a presentation given at a recent ARINC meeting that describes the ATN.  



8.2	R. Jones indicated that the FAA was putting ATN information on the FAA Internet Homepage.  He also indicated that information will be available on CD ROM.



8.3	T. Calow indicated that the Canadian CAA produces a Data Link Newsletter and invited any members to put their names on the mailing list.



8.4	E. Adelson asked if it was appropriate to set up demonstrations at the ATNP 2.   M. Paydar indicated that this would not be against ICAO policy and therefore the Rapporteur encouraged members to approach providers of systems and inquire of their possible involvement.



	

9.0	AGENDA ITEM 9



9.1	The Rapporteur proposed that the next WG1 meeting take place during the week of the 29 Jan to 2 Feb. 96.  The specific dates will be determined at the joint working group meeting.



		NOTE:	Then next WG1 meeting will be 30 Jan 96 to 2 Feb 96

			to be held in Australia.



9. 2	The chairman thanked all the participants for their excellent work during the week and particularly thanked the excellent work done by the Administrative staff in keeping the meeting running smoothly. He then closed the meeting .

ATNP WG1/3
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