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0.0	Opening Remarks



0.1	Mr. T. Calow, Rapporteur of Working Group 1 opened the meeting and expressed his appreciation to all the experts who had attended this meeting. He asked O. Marsh of Airservices Australia, the host of this meeting, to advise the members of the administrative arrangements.	



0.2	There were 31 experts from 13 countries and 4 International Organizations who attended the meeting. The list of attendees is attached as Appendix A.



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





1.0	Approval of Agenda and Distribution of Papers



1.1		The draft Agenda (WP 4-1) was introduced and the following changes were made:

			-two items were inserted into Agenda item 3

				- Feedback on the briefing to the ANC	R. Jones

				- Feedback on the IATA ATN Symposium	A. Burgemeister

		

			- A sub-item was introduced into Agenda item 8

				- Process to be followed at ATNP/2



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



1.3	The meeting reviewed WP 4-2,  List of Working papers, and all members were issued copies of papers they did not yet have. 







2.0	Adoption of previous Minutes



2.1 	The minutes of WG1 were reviewed.  Minor Corrections were made to  Para 5.5, 5.6,  & 5.7 reference to WG1 deliverables:

		 	5.5- title changed to “WG1-15”

			5.6- title changed to “WG1-16”

			5.7- title changed to “WG1-17”

 

	Minor corrections were made to the Banff Attendee List.



2.2	The  ATNP WG1/3 Final Minutes approved with the above noted changes.







3.0	Review of Action Items from WG1/3 not covered in other Agenda Items



3.1	Because the ATNP Secretary was unable to attend, the WG1 Rapporteur introduced WP 4-11 which contained an update from the Secretary. There were no questions raised on Attachment A dealing with the AFTN amendments to ICAO Annex 10. Attachment B, the proposed new work programme for ATNP, generated some discussion. The draft Programme had been reviewed by the three ATNP WG Rapporteurs prior to its being sent to the ATNP members by the Secretary. There were a few negative responses to the letter but there was good support provided by the other members who responded. One panel member present at this meeting  had not seen the letter from the Secretary and T. Calow stated he would ask 

M. Padar to send a copy to  him after this meeting. The meeting had no suggested changes to Attachment B and the Secretary will be so advised. The Rapporteur will pass the meeting’s thanks to M. Padar for his update.



3.2	T. Calow introduced  WP 4-12 which proposed a draft agenda for ATNP/2. He stated that the three Rapporteurs  had again asked, at the ANC briefing,  if the ATNP/2 meet
ing would be held as scheduled and that they had been 
assured-
 Yes. R. Jones expressed a concern that there were only 8 working days available for ANTP/2 due to the Nov. 11 holiday. Given the anticipated large volume of papers to be presented and discussed,  he wondered whether there will be sufficient time to achieve the goals set for ATNP/2 .

 K. Platz stated that the level of detail to review documents presented at ATNP/2 will drive the amount of time required to review the papers. He suggested that the Rapporteurs provide good consolidated papers for the meeting and that it should be only  these papers that would be reviewed at ATNP/2. T. Hagenberg supported this proposal and the meeting endorsed it. It was also suggested that the Rapporteurs work closely with the Secretary in preparing for the meeting to ensure that it will be a successful meeting within the time-frame allotted. The members of the meeting were asked to develop further ideas which will be discussed in Agenda item 8 of this meeting.



3.3	In a detailed discussion of the actual agenda items for ATNP/2, several members expressed concerns regarding the wording used in the WP4-12 Attachment. Flimsy 4-2 presented a revised proposed agenda for ATNP/2.  The revised agenda was accepted and is reproduced as Appendix D to these minutes.  This proposed ATNP/2 agenda will be forwarded to the secretary by the Rapporteur.



3.4	T. Calow introduced WP 4-13 which reported on the meeting between the three ATNP WG Rapporteurs and the two ADSP WG Rapporteurs. R. Jones stated that we are at mercy of ADSP for Operational Requirements for Package 2 .  We cannot produce much in the line of Package 2 for ATNP/2.

Perhaps in the next 6 months they will have some material but it will be too late for WG1 to prepare it in time for ATNP/2. It was determined by the meeting that another such meeting of the Rapporteurs of ATNP and ADSP would be worthwhile. Input will be solicited from WG2 and WG3 to determine what topics of discussion should be raised with the ADSP Rapporteurs. A. Burgemeister suggested that the minutes of the ADSP WG meetings should be made available to the ATNP WG members, perhaps as working papers to our meetings. T. Calow undertook to determine how best this could be done.





3.5	R. Jones provided feedback on ANC briefing held 01 Dec 95 in Montreal. He highlighted the “Issues” covered.  A copy of the “issues” slides used in the presentation is attached as Appendix E. He stated that there were a few questions asked by the ANC. One question asked if we could, in the ATN SARP’s,  show  traceability back to ADS SARP’s.  For Sub Vol 1 we will  need to trace back at a  high level. A. Burgemeister expressed concern over flight plan and aircraft assignment being done at different times when aircraft equipment is changed, such as happens today. It was indicated that some European Region states are using stored flight plans that have to be updated at the time of departure. This action could cause a problem in an ATN environment. A discussion ensued as to how a change in the process would be initiated, either by ADSP or ATNP. It was recommended that ADSP  address it from an operational aspect and then have ATNP address it from a technical perspective. K. Platz suggested that the airlines be approached, perhaps through the IATA representative to ATNP. He also suggested that we send a communiqué to the Secretary and ask him to address this issue with the ICAO Regional Offices. Flimsy 4-3 was produced and after extensive discussion with the working group it was decided that a more appropriate process to achieve the ATNP goals would be to develop a communiqué to the ADSP indicating that there would be a substantial advantage to ATNP if the data address of an aircraft were to be included in a flight plan.  This communiqué, Appendix F, will be forwarded to ADSP.

�3.6	A. Burgemeister provided the meeting with feedback on the IATA ATN  Seminar ( Dec 5-7 1995) which was designed to up acquaint the IATA members with respect to ATN. There appeared to be  strong support from the airlines that attended the seminar. Another symposium is planned for April 23-24, 1996, in Brussels.





4.0	Status Reports from WG2 and WG3 Rapporteurs



4.1	Ron Jones, Rapporteur of WG3 reported on the status of the WG3 activities.  



4.1.1	The working group reviewed the draft air-ground application SARPs at its fourth meeting in Banff and noted the need for some editorial revisions to align the draft text with ICAO terminology.  In terms of technical content these SARPs were considered stable and were baselined by the working group as version 1.0.  The draft SARPs for the four air-ground applications were baselined in Banff as version 1.0   .  It was noted that new operational requirements were subsequently received from the ADSP working group B, related to Downstream Clearance, and this may result in a further update to the CPDLC draft SARPs at the Brisbane WG3 meeting



4.1.2	The draft upper layer SARPs were reviewed in Banff and with the exception of chapter 3, the material was considered stable.  The working group authorized subgroup 3 to proceed to update chapter 3 of the draft SARPs and to then issue this updated draft as the initial baseline.  Subsequent to the conclusion of the WG3 meeting in Banff, the editors of the upper layers SARPs issued version 1.0 of the draft SARPs in as the baseline.  The upper layers subgroup has prepared an initial draft of the guidance material that will be reviewed for the first time at the Brisbane meeting.



4.1.3	The members of subgroup 1, of WG3, reported that the ground application SARPs (i.e., MHS over the ATN and the ICC SARPs) were not stable nor ready for review by the working group.  SG1 was task to progress the development with these SARPs with the goal have having stable drafts ready for review in Brisbane.







4.2	B. Denis, on behalf of A. Sharma,  introduced WP 4-16 which gave an overview of the WG2 activities. 



4.2.1	Some specific questions were addressed to WG1 with respect to providing guidance to WG2 on the issue of the changed IATA position with respect to mandating IDRP over the Air-ground link for CNS/ATM-1.  P. Hennig introduced WP4-21 which explained the reasons for IATA requesting a change in the direction of the use of IDRP in the CNS/ATM-1 package SARPS, from optional to mandatory.  IATA’s major reason for making this request was that the original premise of  not having IDRP avionics in the CNS/ATM-1 Package time period is no longer valid.  During the discussion it was evident that a change of this nature hinged on many detailed technical considerations which can only be resolved adequately 
by
 WG2.  WG1 could find no reason for not accommodating the IATA request, but deferred the final decision to WG2 who should analyze the impact of this change, not only on the development of the Subvolme 5 SARP’s, but also on their validation.  It was requested that WG2 notify WG1 of the final decision by the end of WG3’s Brisbane meeting.  



4.2.2	With respect to the “CNS/ATM-2 Package Internet Requirements” it was pointed out that we require an Editor for WG1-03 and WG1-05 deliverables. This topic is addressed under Agenda Item 7.  



�5.0	Status of Specific WG1 Work Items/Deliverables	



5.1	WG1-01



5.1.1		Prior to the introduction of WP4-15 which raises some safety concerns on a proposed introduction of “Downstream Clearance” into the CPDLC suite,  the Rapporteur introduced flimsy 4-1 which contained the relevant paragraphs of the last ADSP Joint meeting of A&B, held in November/December 1995.  At this meeting a new operational requirement had been introduced with respect to a new CPDLC application called Down Stream Clearance (DSC).  S. Pearce was asked to provide the meeting with an explanation as to what DSC was.  He informed the meeting that DSC was a proposed method to allow a CPDLC connection to a “Data Authority” other than that allowed by the present ADSP Operational Requirements and the present ATNP draft SARP’s.  The request for this capability had been introduced into the ADSP by members from Europe to address a requirement that existed in that Region.  There is a general feeling that DSC is a transitional issue which will exist during the implementation of  the CNS/ATM-1 package because of the limited connectivity of the ATN during the early phases of  CNS/ATM-1 package.  This new requirement would not be fully documented in time for the finalization of the CNS/ATM-1 ATN SARP’s as indicated in Flimsy 4-1.  Some members expressed the opinion that ADSP considered this item or sufficiently high priority that there was a strong desire to have DSC included in the CNS/ATM-1 package.



5.1.2		R. Jones introduced WP4-15 which expressed concern over some of the possible safety issues that could arise if DSC were to be implemented in the CNS/ATM-1 package.  In addition to these concerns, the extensive revision that would have to made to the ATN CPDLC SARP’s, as well as the limited time available for validation, could jeopardise this time scale for the production of these SARP’s for presentation at ATNP/2.  After a lengthy discussion the members concluded that it would be extremely difficult for WG1 to make a decision as to whether or not DSC should be included in the CNS/ATM-1 package due to the uncertainty of the maturity of the requirement forthcoming from ADSP.  It was determined that further information was needed from ADSP in order to reach a conclusion.  A communiqué to ADSP requesting further information was produced as Flimsy 4-4.  (Attached  as Appendix G)  which was immediately dispatched to ADSP WGB.  The response from ADSP WGB indicated extensive work had been done to finalize the operational requirement for DSC.  This requirement was discussed by the members and it was decided that WG1 would support the inclusion of DSC in the CNS/ATM-1 SARPS provided that WG3 can make the necessary changes to the CPDLC SARPS and ensure their validation in time for ATNP/2.



5.2	WG1-06



5.2.1.		S. Hiltz introduced WP4-4 which addressed the World Wide Planning (WWP) document for the ATN.  The WWP is a specific deliverable for ATNP/2 and has reached the stage where a larger range of expertise is needed to complete the overall deliverable.  The members entered into a detailed discussion on the various chapters of the draft WWP and provided valuable amendments to, not only the content of the plan, but also the general approach that should be taken in the presentation of the material.  It was pointed out to the meeting that the final draft of this plan must be approved at the next WG1 meeting in June of this year and that in order to accomplish this task, a consorted effort was required.  It was proposed that a special drafting meeting be held in May of this year to be hosted by Canada.  It was requested that the drafting meeting be attended by people with varied experience and expertise who would be able to produce a draft to the Munich meeting in such a form as to be ready for onward transmission to ICAO for translation in preparation for ATNP/2.  Members who agreed to send representatives to the drafting group meeting included DFS, IATA, ICCICA, and the USA.  Several members indicated that they are willing to participate, depending on the dates the meeting is scheduled and subject to authority to travel, but in any case, they will provide input and support leading up to the meeting via e-mail.  By 20th of February 

S. Hiltz will advise the members of the specific dates and details of the drafting group meeting.



5.3	WG1-09



5.3.1.		S. Hiltz introduced WP 4-6 which addressed the problems with progressing the work towards the development of the AFTN/ATN Gateway Operational Concept. There has been no progress on this deliverable since the last WG1 meeting due to more urgent requirements on other deliverables.  A proposal was made to form a small special drafting group to produce this document.  During the discussion it was suggested by several members that perhaps the basics of this deliverable had already been accomplished by the work being done by subgroup 1 of WG3  during their development of the AFTN/ATN Gateway SARP’s. J.E. Piram, Chairman of subgroup 1, explained to the members that the requirements of this deliverable might be met by the work already being done.  A question as to the requirement for such a concept to be a stand-alone document rather than being incorporated into the SARP’s themselves. K. Platz explained that the requirements for a stand-alone document had been determined at ATNP/1 as a specific deliverable for ATNP/2.  He also explained the rationale behind this decision.  Mr. Piram agreed that this was a task that could be undertaken by sub-group 1 of WG3 and undertook to produce the required document.



5.4	WG1-15



5.4.1.		K.
 P. Graf
 introduced WP4-9 which was the updated version of the ATNP Lexicon.  There had been a few minor changes since the last version from the previous meeting.  The meeting concurred with the mirror changes and members were reminded to ensure that any new definitions were passed on to the editor of the Lexicon to ensure that it was kept up to date.  A new definition for System Level Requirements was presented in Flimsy 4-5 and accepted by the meeting.  



System Level Requirements





			System Level Requirements are high-level technical requirements

			that relate to the system as a whole. System Level Requirements

			are formed from operational needs, safety objectives, technological 

			and regulatory constraints (administrative and institutional). The

			requirements can be mapped to the technical requirements detailed

			in the Subvolumes 2 through 5 of the CNS/ATM-1 Package SARP’s.

			Examples of System Level Requirements are end-to-end performance

			and total system reliability.







5.4.2		This definition will appear in the next update of the Lexicon.   The Rapporteur reminded the members that this is a living document for the use of all ATNP members.  The updated Lexicon is attached as Appendix H.



5.5	WG1-19



5.5.1		Before opening discussions on the actual Subvolume-1, R. Jones presented WP 4-17 which outlined an approach to the validation of the Subvolume-1 SARP’s.  The members agreed to the first 2 proposals whereby WG1 would accept responsibility for documenting the System Level Requirements and undertake the validation of the Subvolume-1 Draft SARP’s based on the same approach used by WG2 and WG3.  At this point, S. Van Trees introduced WP4-18 which reported on the activities undertaken by the drafting group to produce the first draft of the Subvolume 1 of the CNS/ATM -1 package SARP’s.  He then introduced WP4-10, “CNS/ATM-1 package  SARP’s and Guidance Material, Subvolume 1, 

Version 1.0”.  It was acknowledged by the members of WG1 that significant work has been accomplished to date on this first draft.  The WG1 members  identified that the development of a high level technical document such as Sub-Volume 1 has never been produced by an ICAO committee. There were extensive discussions on what constitutes a high level technical requirement as well as the form in which this requirement should be written so as to constitute a true SARP. A large part of the materiel in the draft Subvolume 1 could be  traditionally reagarded as Guidance Material.  The meeting provided numerous suggestions and ideas to the Drafting Group that are to be eventually incorporated in the next version of the document. The meeting provided the Drafting Group definitive indications of what constitutes a system level requirement which is a major portion of this document.  The meeting also suggested that the Drafting Group include relevant operational requirements from existing documents produced by other Panels,  such as the ADSP.  The editor indicated that this information would be incorporated into the next version of Subvolume-1 which would be produced prior to the next WG1 meeting.  



5.5.2		The meeting then continued discusision on WP4-17, and  in particular the recommendations dealing with the development of documentation to be submitted to ATNP2 with respect to the SARP”s being produced by all 3 Working Groups. It was agreed that WG1 would develop the overall Working Paper for submission to ATNP 2 which would describe the  approach taken for validating the entiire CNS/ATM-1  SARP’s.  It was also agreed that a special JWG1/2/3 meeting would be called in 

October 96, hosted by the US, which will focus on finalizing the detailed validation reports required to be attached to the previously mentioned paper to be submitted to ATNP/2.  The meeting decided that the Rapporteur of WG1 would advise both WG2 and WG3 of the decisions reached at this meeting on these matters.  The communique to the other WGs is attached as Appendix I.



5.6	WG1-16 



5.6.1		K.P. Graf introduced WP 4-19, ATN Naming and Addressing Concept, which had been updated using suggested changes made at the last WG1 meeting. Within the paper there were several recommendations to, and decisions required by, WG1 in order to allow the paper to be finalized for the next meeting in preparation for submission to ATNP/2.  The meeting agreed to the proposals made in the paper and the final version will be produced for approval by  WG1 at the June meeting.  



5.7	WG1-13



5.7.1.		S. Cosgrove introduced WP4-7 on Institutional Issues. She stated 
that the presentation format of the Institutional Issues had been changed in accordance with the direction provided at the WG1/3 meeting.  They have now been catagorized to Institutional issues that can be addressed by the ATN/P and those are beyond the scope of the ATNP mandate.  During the discussion several members reiterated that our mandate from ATNP/1 was to simply identify the Institutional Issues and not resolve them. It was suggested that in the context of the ATN, we are providing the tools by which some of these Institutional Issues are being resolved.  R. Jones suggested that perhaps we categorize the Institutional Issues in a different manner by addressing them in three categories:

		

	1. The issue can be resolved by the ATN SARP’s and Guidance Materi
a
l

	2. The issue cannot be resolved by the ATN SARPS and Guidance Material

	3. Issues that were not addressed



5.7.2.		A small drafting group was formed to divide the known 
I
nstitutional 
I
ssues into the three categories and for each issue in category 1,  provide a statement of how the issue has been resolved.  A list of theses issues with the area of resolution is attached as Appendix J. This list was forwarded to WG2 and WG3 for any additional input prior to a re-drafting of the Institutional Issues WG1 Deliverable.





5.8	WG1-08



5.8.1.		There were no working papers submitted for this deliverable so that the paper submitted at the WG1/3 meeting remains unchanged.  IP4-3 indicated some items that could be of interest to the editor of this deliverable and the paper will be forwarded to him for consideration.

5.9	WG1-11



5.9.1.		There were no papers submitted for this deliverable so that the paper submitted at the WG1/3 meeting remains unchanged.



5.10	WG1-14



5.10.1		There were no papers submitted under this item but R. Jones indicated that work now underway in Subgroup-1 in WG3 may result in some issues that will be submitted to the WG1/5 meeting.



5.11	WG1-18	



5.11.1		No working papers had been submitted under this item but K. Platz informed the meeting that EUROCONTROL is undertaking action to validate some of the premises that had been put forward at the WG1/3 meeting.  A report on these activities will be submitted to the WG1/5 meeting and, if necessary, additional working papers will be submitted to WG2 and/or WG3.



5.12	WG1-12



5.12.1		R. Jones introduced IP 4-5 and IP4-6 which provided preliminary performance data on ATN experimentation undertaken in the USA.  The data indicates that the ATN should meet the integrity and throughput requirements stipulated  by ADSP for the various applications tested.





	

6.0	Safety Analysis and Certification	

	

6.1	T. Kraft introduced WP 4-5 which proposed a Hazard Classification scheme for CNS/ATM functions. This paper was a follow on to the initial concept paper that had been presented at the WG1/2 meeting.  He indicated that this concept of introducing Safety assessment methods into documents such as the ATN SARP’s was a new concept.  The purpose for attempting to do this was to facilitate a joint effort between the implementors of systems such as the ATN and the certification authorities in the various Civil Aviation Administrations in order to streamline the certification process. A. Dedredye introduced 

WP 4-14 which supported the proposal being made in WP 4-5.  After considerable discussion the meeting agreed to the inclusion of this concept in the ATN SARP’s and the appropriate segments will form part of Subvolume1 of the CNS/ATM-1 SARP’s.

	





7.0	Identification of Additional WG1 work items

	

7.1	The Rapporteur indicated that were still three WG1 Work Items which had not yet been assigned editors.  With respect to WG1-02, the only issue that had been presented to WG1 was addressed at this WG meeting and there was no indication that any other type of activity was going to be required prior to ATNP/2 under this work item.  The responsibility for this item was assigned to the Rapporteur.



7.2	The deliverables WG1-03 and WG1-05 were awaiting input from ADSP as per the communiqués of the previous two meetings.  Referring back to WP4-16, whereby the Rapporteur of ATNP WG2 stated that they were working on a document titled “CNS/ATM-2 Package Internet Requirements” which will be presented to WG1 at the WG1/5 meeting.  Because no information had been received yet from ADSP and because the WG2 submission would not be available until the next WG1 meeting,  the members decided to defer assigning an editor to these deliverables until WG1/5.



8.0	Other Business

	

8.1	B. Dennis introduced WP4-8 which had been submitted as a result of discussions held at WG1/3 with respect to the introduction of bilateral and/or regional agreements being introduced into working group meetings as possible amendments to SARPS.  This paper analyzed the issue and recommended that this practice as an acceptable means of introducing new amendments to SARP’s.  WG1 accepted the recommendation and has attached the paper as Appendix K.



8.2	As a follow-up to previous discussions (agenda item 3) it was noted that with only eight days  available during  ATNP/2 to  process the  large volume of material which will be presented for approval a different process for the Panel meeting had to be proposed.  The meeting was asked to suggest means by which ATNP/2 could accomplish their goals within this limited time.  K. Platz suggested that a pre-meeting of the actual panel members before the official commencement of ATNP/2 to discuss the strategy to be followed during the meeting.  He also suggested that the Rapporteurs and Editors prepare covering papers for the each item to be presented and that debate during the Panel meeting be limited to these covering papers.  R. Jones suggested that 
a letter
 be sent
 to all ATN Panel members, signed by the three Rapporteurs, outlining the difficulties to be overcome because of the volume and technical detail contained with such items as the SARP’s and validation material.  This letter should also indicate to all the panel members that there are two remaining Working Group meetings before ATNP/2 (April 96- Brussels, June 96- Munich) and suggest to them that to get a better appreciation of what is in the documentation prior to ATNP/2 they should consider attending the Working Group meetings.  It was also suggested that at the conclusion of the Brisbane meetings, each Panel Member be sent a preliminary copy of the latest draft SARP’s. The letter from the Rapporteurs will consider all of the suggestions made by the members of this meeting and it will be co-ordinated with the Secretary prior to being sent out.



	

8.3	G. Lauden introduced IP4-4 which outlined the FAA ‘s approach , methodology, and plans for validating the ATN system.  The major validation steps (Technical 
V
alidation, Functional 
V
alidation , Performance 
T
esting, and Interoperability 
T
esting) were described.  Preliminary results will be made available by the next WG meeting and the detailed results will be presented to the special validation meeting in October 1996.  The FAA is interested
 in
 performing some Interoperability testing with other organizations who are also performing validation testing for the ATN.  Interested organizations are requested to contact the FAA.





8.4	T. Calow indicated that he had received the CNS/ATM video
 produced by ARINC
 that had been mentioned at the WG1/3 meeting.  Copies can be made available to those members who are interested.



8.5	R. Jones introduced the Datalink CD ROM produced by the FAA and distributed copies to each delegation present at this meeting.  He also drew the attention of members to IP4-7 which provides details of the FAA Datalink WEB site.







9.0	Arrangements for the Next Meetings

	

9.1	K. Platz and K-P Graf outlined the arrangements that have been made for the WG1/5 meeting to be held in Munich from June 17th to 20th. 1996. There will be a joint WG1, WG2 and WG3 meeting on June 21st.  Specific details of the meeting will be forwarded to members of the Working Group in the near future.



9.2	The Rapporteur advised the members that the special series of Working Group meetings, hosted by the United States, have been called from October 7 to October 18, 1996.  The purpose of these meetings is to prepare the validation report to be presented to ATNP/2.  October 7th to 15th will be concurrent meetings of WG2 and WG3.  WG1 will meet on October 16th. and a joint WG meeting will be held on October 17 and 18th to finalize the report.  Details of the meetings as to location and other arrangements will be sent to members by R. Jones when they are available.





9.3	The Rapporteur of WG1, on behalf of all members, thanked Mr Owen Marsh and Mr Steve Pearce for their excellent work in hosting this Working Group meeting. He also thanked Kerry Bridge and Mark Roachford for the excellent support in the administrative office.



9.4	The Rapporteur then closed the meeting of Working Group 1.
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