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Introduction

0.1 The Ground-Ground Applications Subgroup (SG A3) of the ATNP/WGA held its fifth meeting in Brussels, Belgium, on July 10th and 11th, 2002.

0.2 There were 4 persons participating in the meeting, the list of which is supplied in Attachment A. The meeting was chaired by Jean-Marc Vacher, Chairman of the subgroup. 

0.3 There were 7 working papers proposed for the meeting, the list of which is given in Attachment B.

1 Agenda Item 1 : Approval of Agenda

1.1 WP/5-1, including the proposed Agenda, was presented by Jean-Marc Vacher. The agenda was approved by the meeting.

2 Agenda Item 2 : Administrative Concerns

Agenda Item 2.1: Approval of the report of the fourth meeting

2.1 The report of the 4th meeting (Phuket, March 13th-14th 2002) was presented by J.M. Vacher as WP/5-3. The report was approved without comments.

Agenda Item 2.2: Co-ordination with WG A and other working groups or subgroups

2.2 C. Leclerc reported about the conclusions of the AFSG/5 meeting held in April 2002 in Paris. The main conclusion was that the AFSG would report to the EANPG next December that the implementation of AMHS in Europe would be over TCP/IP lower layers. The reason was an expected shorter implementation time, that was needed for the replacement of CIDIN and AFTN because of the obsolescence of X.25. The AFSG was in the process of drafting a EUR AMHS Manual that could provide guidance to States willing to implement AMHS, with texts of a more explanatory nature than Doc 9705. To do so, they were working on the basis of the technical material produced by the SPACE project.

2.3 J.M. Vacher said that this subject of “AMHS over TCP/IP” would not be discussed at length in the meeting, because the subgroup had not received terms of reference to work on the subject, and also because it was a topic that extended across several subgroups (SGB1) and working groups (WGA and WGB). The subject would first need to be discussed in the joint working group session in Toulouse.

2.4 C. Leclerc informed the meeting that the European AIS Database (EAD) project was underway, for the implementation of centralized AIS systems that would be then operated by external contractors. He said that the issue of AFTN addressing for these systems had been subject to many discussions in the AFSG/5 meeting. The “EU” letters had been reserved for this purpose, however with the recognition that this was contradictory to the usual AFTN addressing rules that are in principle geographical. It had been agreed that the use of such non-geographical indicators should be carefully studied before any extension of such practice, because of the risks inherent to the change of such long standing practices. In the past “EU” had been reserved for OPMET purposes, however this had not happened. The action had been placed to the ICAO Regional office in Paris to modify this registration.

2.5 J.M. Vacher said that Document 9705, Edition 3, had now been published by ICAO in CD-ROM format. The CD-ROM includes the whole Document 9705 in PDF format.

2.6 J.M. Vacher asked about the progress of the co-ordination with the Security subgroup (SGB3) concerning AMHS security questions that had been agreed in Phuket. There had been no progress in this area. A SGB3 was planned for end of July. C. Leclerc had confirmed by mail to Tom McParland that the adviser who had been preparing the Phuket working paper would be ready to participate in further work or discussions.

2.7 J. McConnell informed the meeting that in March 2002, there had been a meeting with JCAB and FAA in the US. This was to adjust the TMC (Technical Memorandum of Co-operation) regarding the details of circuits for AMHS operation between the US and Japan. The target for implementation was confirmed to be 2004.

3 Agenda Item 3: ATS Message Handling Services

Agenda Item 3.1: Maintenance of existing SARPs and GM documents on ATSMHS

3.1 In the absence of any PDR being submitted against the SARPs and Guidance Material concerning ATSMHS, there was no work performed under this agenda item.

Agenda Item 3.2: Guidance Material on AMHS addressing and address conversion (including development of procedures and pro formas for the ICAO Registry of AMHS Management Domains)

3.2 J.M. Vacher insisted that this was the most important subject to be discussed by the meeting. The ICAO Secretariat and the ATNP Working Groups were awaiting completion of this work to launch the publication procedure for Document 9739, Edition 2. 

WP/5-4

3.3 J.M. Vacher introduced WP/5-4 (Guidance Material on AMHS Address Conversion strategy, Registration and publication). It had been agreed in the Phuket WGA meeting that detailed Guidance Material about AMHS addressing and address conversion should be elaborated for States willing to implement the AMHS. WP/4-7 had been identified as a suitable basis for such material. WP/5-4 provided new sections to be inserted in Edition 2 of the Comprehensive ATN Manual (CAMAL), Part III (ATN Applications), Chapter 6 (ATSMHS), concerning AMHS Organization (6.2.1.3), AMHS Naming and Addressing (6.2.1.4), AMHS Use of Directory (6.2.1.5) and Address Conversion in an AFTN/AMHS gateway (6.2.3.4).

3.4 A detailed review of the proposed material was performed by the meeting, on a paragraph by paragraph basis. A number of changes were proposed by C. Leclerc, J. McConnell and H. Lam, and the resulting amended text was approved by the meeting for presentation to WGA.

3.5 J.M. Vacher took the action to update the proposed Part III, Chapter 6 for Document 9739 Edition 2, and to distribute it to the Working Group through storage on the CENA ATNP archive, in preparation for the Toulouse meeting.

3.6 The meeting also agreed that a formal recommendation should be made by the Working Group, that the ICAO Secretariat publish the Register of AMHS MDs and the associated addressing information on the ICAO web site.

WP/5-5

3.7 J.M. Vacher introduced WP/5-5 (Pro formas for AMHS address management). The goal of the WP was to provide a set of procedures that the ICAO Secretariat could use to gather AMHS MD and addressing information from its Member States, and to publish this information to all States for the purpose of AMHS deployment. Such procedures had been specifically requested by the ATN Panel Secretary in the Phuket meetings. The document proposed three different pro formas:

· The draft of a State letter, to be sent by ICAO to States, to inform them that AMHS address registration and publication is being established, to inform them about the values (e.g. PRMD-name) reserved for them and to invite them to publish officially their intended address information;

· The draft of a standard form that States could use in reply to the previous State letter, to provide the requested address information for publication;

· A draft structure for tables forming the Registry of AMHS MDs and the AMHS Address publishing information service, that could be published by the Secretariat.

3.8 The meeting performed a detailed review of the proposed State letter and reply form. Some amendments were agreed, to be included in the next version of the document. It was also considered necessary that ICAO edit these procedures as appropriate, to make them fit the internal ICAO rules and practices for such documents.

3.9 A number of questions related to the Draft Register itself were discussed with institutional implications were discussed at some length. The following conclusions were agreed with this respect:

· Wild card characters were recognized as extremely useful to the Register. Although already used with another meaning in Doc 7910, it was agreed to use the asterisk “*” which is the most commonly adopted wild card character; 

· The case of the default value of the PRMD name for States with multiple pairs of Nationality letters was analysed. It was agreed that for the default value, a simple “mechanical” rule should be used, although some times other values could better reflect the reality. In the latter case, States would be expected to take the initiative of registering another value than the default value. The agreed rule was to take first pair of Nationality letters in alphabetical order;

· The Nationality letters (or the equivalent designator) should always include a minimum of two characters. To meet this goal for States such as Australia, Canada or the U.S. which are unambiguously identified using one letter, it was agreed to use the “one letter + wild card” combination as the Nationality letters or designator value in the Register;

· Conversely, for States sharing the same Nationality letters (e.g. “FM”, “TN” or “UT”), it was agreed to use a combination of four characters (three letters + wild card) as the Nationality letters or designator value in the Register, to comply with the SARPs specification of 2, 4, 5 or 7 characters; 

· It was confirmed that the ICAO Register of AMHS MDs was reserved for States and ATSOs operating within these States;

· Concerning the detailed CAAS information, the published tables should reflect the hierarchy of AMHS addresses, i.e. show only one table with the Organisation-name column to the left of the organization-unit-name (location indicators) column. The reverse column was not needed and could be confusing. 

3.10 The way to handle “non-standard” situations (e.g. multiple MDs in one State, etc.) in the procedures was also discussed. It was agreed that the goal of this first set of procedures was to ease the registration work for the vast majority of States/ATSOs, to start the Registration and Publication process. Trying to cover every potential case in the initial procedures would make them more complex and would altogether hinder the implementation of this process. So it was agreed that such “non-standard” situations would be handled on a case by case basis, separately from the standard procedure.

3.11 H. Lam noted that the pro formas proposed in WP/5-5 were appropriate for initial building of the Register, but were not sufficient for updates after this initial point. An update procedure would be needed. C. Leclerc volunteered to develop a detailed complete procedure on the basis of ITU-T Rec. X.666. The procedure, when developed and approved, should be attached to the State letter. This would be prepared for the Toulouse SGA3 meeting.

3.12 J. McConnell queried about the way to make sure that every State duly receives the information. The meeting recommended that ICAO Regional Offices be involved, at least informally, in the process of following up replies to the State letter.

3.13 It was also recognized that the detailed procedure could not be finalized without close co-ordination with the ATN Panel Secretary. The subgroup was willing to provide support in the establishment of such procedures, and if further work were needed, a working session with the Panel Secretary could be held in Toulouse on this specific subject.

3.14 This would be prepared by J.M. Vacher, for the Toulouse SGA3 meeting, and with the goal of a presentation in the Toulouse WGA meeting, for delivery to the Panel Secretary.

Agenda Item 3.3: Evolution of ATSMHS SARPs after Doc 9705 Edition 3

3.15 In the absence of any working paper being submitted, there was no work performed under this agenda item.

4 Agenda Item 4: Inter-Centre Communications (ICC) over the ATN

Agenda Item 4.1: Maintenance of existing SARPs material on AIDC

4.1 There had been no work on the subject at the ATNP subgroup level, due to the absence of submitted PDRs.

Agenda Item 4.2: AIDC Version 2

4.2 There was no input about the status of the work performed by Working Group B of the OPLINK Panel and related to the further development and refinement of the ATS interfacility data communication (AIDC) application. In this context, there was no work performed by the meeting under this agenda item.

5 Agenda Item 5: Monitoring of implementation activities

Agenda Item 5.1: ATSMHS

5.1 J. McConnell presented WP/5-6 (Position Statement of Japan on IP-based AMHS) on behalf of JCAB. The paper presented the position statement of Japan regarding IP-based AMHS, the implementation of which was currently being investigated in the European Region, as reported at the 3rd ATNP WG and SG meetings in Phuket, in March 2002. The paper analysed the impact of such implementations on ATN conceptual matters, ATN implementation activities and past/current investment in the Asia/Pac Region. The paper concluded that the adoption of IP-based AMHS by ICAO would have enormous impact on the current status and the future development of the ATN. The paper recommended to decide that non-SARPs compliant IP-based implementations should not be recognized as ICAO ATN solutions, and that non-SARPs-compliant-IP-based AMHS implementations were only permissible as a “local solution” within a State or Region, subject to bilateral agreements and to provision of interoperability means by Parties implementing IP-based AMHS systems. 

5.2 J. McConnell said that the U.S. were preparing a paper on the same subject, that would be presented in the next working group meetings in Toulouse.

5.3 The meeting did not take any position on the subject, because the subgroup had not received terms of reference to work on this, and because it was a topic that extended across both working groups (WGA and WGB). The subject and the position expressed by Japan would be reported in the joint working group session in Toulouse.

Agenda Item 5.2: Monitoring of AIDC validation and implementation activities

5.4 In the absence of any working paper or information being provided, there was no specific work performed under this agenda item.

6 Existing Aeronautical Fixed Service (AFTN/CIDIN)

6.1 In the absence of any working paper or information being provided, there was no specific work performed under this agenda item.

7 Future SG A3 work

7.1 J.M. Vacher presented WP/5-7, which reported about the status of the SG A3 list of deliverables. The level of progress was noted by the meeting and it was agreed to provide this status report to WGA. 

8 Any Other Business

8.1 The next SG A3 meeting would be held on October, 2nd and 3rd, 2002, during the Toulouse round of ATNP meetings.

8.2 The Chairman thanked Eurocontrol for hosting the meeting. 

8.3 The meeting ended with these various considerations.
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