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EUROCAE WORKING GROUP MEMBERS’ ACTIVITY REPORT

WORKING GROUP No.:           RTCA SC 189/EUROCAE WG 53 SG4

TITLE OF GROUP:              Integrated Safety and Performance Requirements (SPR) 




SG (Formerly Air Traffic Services Safety and 





Interoperability Requirements Operational Services 




Definition Subgroup)

 

NAME OF NATS PARTICIPANT:     M J A Asbury, for NATS SP 3

OTHER CAA & NATS PEOPLE INVOLVED:     None
(Please mark who takes lead “*” )



BRIEF SUMMARY OF ACTIVITY SINCE LAST REPORT:
This was the 13th meeting, held at American Airlines in Dallas, 5–7 February 2001. The main goal of this meeting was to review a number of Service Descriptions (e.g. Downstream Clearance (DSC), ATC Communications Management (ACM), ADS Conformance) prepared to the template agreed in the main SC189/WG53 Document (PUB 22) and developed earlier by SG4.  

NATS had prepared serious comment on the DSC and ACM papers previously circulated.  Much time was spent on the review and updating of the DSC, in the light of these comments.  It should be noted that the FAA were more than prepared to include the DSC service in their documents, in the interests of global interoperability, although they do not as yet see any use for it in FAA-controlled airspace.  

France had produced initial Eurocontrol ODIAC SG-based Service Descriptions of Departure Clearance (DCL) and ATIS.  The DCL was reviewed in considerable detail, serious changes being required, which showed that some ODIAC developed material would need considerable work before being globally acceptable.  

Important additional work was carried out, resulting in the draft preparation of a chapter related to CPDLC/ADS synergy – the benefits which would result from a combined implementation.  This had all the makings of an operational safety case, and could be very useful in many spheres of operation. Although the documents were intended initially for FAA’s benefit, it was expected that they would form the basis for safety case consideration in other States, and they were being prepared with this in mind.  

There was agreement that service descriptions for both the FAA Baseline 1/1A and 2 implementations should be identical where identical services were being described.  However, it now appeared that the FAA were looking to have the Baseline 1 implementation as a subset of Baseline 2, rather than having the Baseline 2 work as a superset of the Baseline 1/1A – this was a significant conceptual change, as far as planning was concerned.  Industry had particularly requested this change to facilitate cost effective development and installation.



NOTE ANY SPECIFIC PROBLEMS OR ISSUES YOU THINK SHOULD BE BROUGHT UP AT COUNCIL:  

This was a very positive meeting, with significant European contribution.  The good mixture of members, from aircraft operators, avionics providers and ATC providers means that the final documents will have considerable applicability for NATS, European States and other organisations.  There are no institutional problems, and international co-operation is excellent. (There are of course technical problems, but these are being resolved). Attendance 10, (5 Europe (UK, France, Eurocontrol), 5 US/FAA)

ADVICE FOR COUNCIL MEMBER ON LINE TO TAKE:
Highlight the benefits of RTCA/Eurocae co-operation, which have lead to definitely more internationally applicable documentation.  (Without international pressure, the FAA would not have considered a Downstream Clearance service, which will benefit both Canada and UK NATS, in particular, and Europe generally.)  Also, emphasise/caution that work done in the cosy world of Eurocontrol needs exposure to wider review prior to global acceptance 



DATE OF NEXT WORKING GROUP MEETING:   Paris, 5-8-March 2001 


