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Agenda Item 1: Meeting organizational issues

1.1 The Working Group Rapporteur, Jean-Yves Piram, welcomed the participants to the 2nd meeting of Working Group A. The list of participants is included as Attachment B to this report.

1.2 Jean-Yves Piram said that the organization of the set of ATNP meetings which had been agreed in Berlin might be slightly amended for the 2nd week, in co-ordination with Working Group B.

1. Agenda Item 2: Approval of agenda

2.1 Jean-Yves Piram presented WP01, which was the agenda of the meeting. This was approved without comments. The agenda is included as Attachment A to this report.

2. Coordination with / Inputs from other bodies

2.1. Co-ordination with the OPLINK Panel

3.1.1 Jean-Yves Piram presented WP19 (Liaison with OPLINK Panel). This paper was related to the intended changes in AIDC.

3.1.2 A discussion then took place, based on inputs from Mike Asbury and Claude Leclerc, about co-ordination with the OPLINK Panel. Such co-ordination was already on-going, but the need for closer co-operation was strongly emphasized, due to the variations observed in the operational requirements expressed by the OPLINK Panel, sometimes also as a result of its own co-ordination with the METLINK Study Group. This would apply in particular for the FIS application. It was identified that whilst such formal co-ordination would certainly need to be improved, intra-State synchronization could also only be beneficial. Jean-Yves Piram also emphasized that the ultimate goal of this whole work was to produce specifications which can be implemented by the aeronautical industry. Instability of requirements, when occurring, could only lead to delays in systems development, and eventually to systems not being implemented. It was highlighted that for airborne systems, due to certification constraints, modifications were very difficult to handle.

3.1.3 The conclusion was that the Working Group should write a Communiqué to the ATMC, OPLINK Panels and possibly METLINK Study Group to emphasize the need for better co-ordination and feedback between the Working Groups of these Panels. This was further progressed before the end of the meeting, as reported in section 6.

2.2. Co-ordination with the AMCP

3.2.1 Considering that the subject was relevant to both working groups, it was agreed to address this sub-agenda item in the joint WG A and WG B working session.

2.3. Co-ordination with the CCB

3.3.1 It was agreed that co-ordination with the CCB would be addressed in the joint WG A and WG B working session.

2.4. Update from the Panel Secretary

3.4.1 Masoud Paydar presented WP24 (an update from the Panel Secretary).

3.4.2 He informed the Working Group that the proposed Amendments to Annex 10, Vol. II and Vol. III, in particular concerning the CIDIN, were expected to be adopted by the Council (as part of Amendment 76 to Annex 10) on 9th March 2001.

3.4.3 Regarding information to be reported to the ANC about ATN implementation, the Panel Secretary noted that implementation efforts should also be reported officially to ICAO Regional Offices, so that the ICAO Secretariat could be in a position to produce the annual report on CNS/ATM implementation. This would need to be in addition to the information provided during the Panel meetings. Several participants said that such reporting processes were already in place.

3.4.4 Masoud Paydar finally asked that any material directed to the ICAO Secretariat, or to be put on ICAO web sites should be passed to him through the Rapporteurs, rather than through direct communication.

3. Agenda Item 4: Air-Ground applications

3.1. Subgroup A2 progress report

4.1.1 Mike Asbury presented WP06 (Report of ATNP WGA SGA2 meetings). He explained that the subgroup had held two meetings, but he had provided only the report of the recent Honolulu meeting (2nd meeting of SG A2, held from 27th February to 1st March 2001, because this was an appropriate wrap-up of the overall work which had been performed during the 1st and 2nd meetings. The main work items had been the initial analysis of new potential operational requirements, maintenance of Doc 9705 Sub-Volume II including in particular the D-ATIS Version 1 applicability issue, ATN profiling and P/OICS maintenance. The update of Guidance Material for A/G applications had been completed in the 1st meeting so as to meet the 31st Dec. 2000 target set by the ICAO Secretariat.

4.1.2 A discussion took place about the development of new applications related to RTA (Required Time of Arrival). This was considered to be a major evolution, from both an operational and a technical viewpoint.

4.1.3 A concern was expressed by Kors van den Boogaard about the envisioned topic of sunset dates for Version 1, highlighting that Version 1 was not yet implemented and that it might be detrimental to Version 1 implementers, to already plan or discuss sunset dates for Version 1. It was considered that such aspects could even be discouraging implementers and severely impacting the credibility of ATN applications. Mike Asbury replied that the very existence of Version 2 was the factor which would be leading to the need for sunset dates. The working group and subgroup at this stage could only work on the basis of the earlier decision of the ATN Panel to specify and implement Version 2. The driver for Version 2 was believed to be the need for security, which when generalized would by itself render obsolete Version 1 implementations.

4.1.4 Frédéric Picard presented WP26 (Applicability of D-ATIS Version 1). The paper proposes two options to resolve the issue raised by D-ATIS Version 1, which was not operationally valid and as such cannot be expected to be implemented. One option was the withdrawal of Version 1 from the SARPs, thereby mandating the direct implementation of Version 2, including also D-METAR and Security. The second option is to upgrade Version 1 by means of a significant PDR, in which Version 1 of the D-ATIS ASN.1 would be “upgraded” to include the same ASN.1 as Version 2. The general advantage of this solution would be to keep the benefit of Version 1 validation concerning the protocol machine. Subgroup A2 recommended to follow the second option. Masoud Paydar clarified that in general, only the latest Edition of an ICAO Manual is valid at a moment in time. However, by exception to this principle, Doc 9705 Edition 2 would remain in circulation even when Edition 3 is published. After a thorough discussion, it was agreed that the PDR would be submitted against Edition 2, thereby informing implementers that the existing Version 1 was not valid any more and also allowing for direct inclusion of this upgraded version 1 in the forthcoming Edition 3 of Doc 9705.

4.1.5 Greg Saccone presented WP30 (ATN Application Profiling). The paper aimed at identifying issues and proposing solutions in relation with the management of the ATN application profiles selected in actual implementations. The relationship to institutional issues was pointed out. The difficulty of certification in an environment composed of a high number of such profiles was also mentioned. It was however noted that there was probably no choice but address the issue, because this was the way things were developing, particularly in the Baseline 1 project involving Miami and Maastricht, or at RTCA/Eurocae. Masoud Paydar indicated that the ICAO web site was available for posting the PICS/OICS proforma, if needed. An additional proposal in the paper was to include the completed profiles in Sub-Volume IX to ensure the uniqueness of the identifiers. The use of the ICAO web site and of Sub-Volume IX was agreed by the meeting.

4.1.6 Frédéric Picard presented WP29 (SME2 Report). The report included a copy of all the PDRs being active. A copy of the files provided as “cover sheets” for the ASN.1 text files stored on the ATNP Archive was also provided. The goal of these files was to state, for each application, the PDRs taken into account and applicable for each A/G application. Frédéric Picard said that all the PDRs included in the report should be progressed to “RESOLVED” in the forthcoming CCB/13 meeting. 

3.2. Guidance Material for A/G applications

4.2.1 Mike Asbury explained that the Guidance Material documents were very bulky, and for this reason, would be provided only in soft copy. He presented the short working papers introducing these updates to Edition 1 of Doc 9739 (WP08a, WP11a, WP12a, WP13a). A minor update was still expected in relation with the PDRs to be discussed in the Honolulu CCB meeting. He requested a procedure to be defined for the upgrading of GM, whenever considered appropriate, either as the result of SARPs PDRs or in case of amendments needed for clarification of the GM themselves.

4.2.2 The updates to Guidance Material for A/G applications were approved by the meeting, and their inclusion in Document 9739 Edition 2 was recommended to the ICAO Secretariat. 

3.3. Post Doc 9705 Edition 3 activities

4.3.1 Mike Asbury came back on the report included in WP06. He said that there still was a lot to do, particularly in the area of enhancements based on implementation. He also said that validation activities would probably be replaced by implementation activities which would provide an equivalent for validation results, in a very practical fashion. 

4.3.2 Mike Asbury presented WP16A (Update to P/OICS). Claude Leclerc added that AIDC P/OICS were also available and should be joined to the A/G application P/OICS before being passed to ICAO for posting on the ICAO web site.

4. Agenda Item 5: Ground-Ground applications

4.1. Subgroup A3 progress report

5.1.1 Jean-Marc Vacher presented WP07 (Report of WGA / SGA3). He explained that the subgroup had held two meetings, one in Toulouse in December 2000 and the other in Honolulu before the current WGA meeting. The main focus of the meetings had been on the completion and review of the updated Guidance Material, on AMHS addressing, AMHS subsetting rules and on the way to proceed in the specification of AIDC Version 2. 

5.1.2 Based on inputs from regional groups involved in AMHS implementation planning such as the APANPIRG ATN Transition Task Force (ATNTTF), Subgroup A3 had recognized the need for a common worldwide AMHS MF addressing scheme. Such an addressing scheme had been agreed by the subgroup, and was submitted to the Working Group for approval. 

5.1.3 There was a discussion which further clarified the proposed addressing scheme. The main question related to the relationship between the definition of the PRMD-name in the addressing scheme and the organization or Air Traffic Services in a given ICAO Member State. It was explained that this aspect of the scheme was a framework, in which States were free to declare to ICAO one or several PRMD-name values depending on such an organization in their country. The PRMD-name values were not constrained at all, except in size by the base standard (16 characters maximum) and the need for uniqueness within the ICAO environment. Another question was related to the interoperability of the AMHS with other messaging systems, e.g. those belonging to Aeronautical Industry communications. Jean-Marc Vacher recalled that the SARPs had been developed with the clear intention of ensuring interoperability with other (non ICAO) MHS management domains, e.g. implemented by airlines. The definition of the common worldwide AMHS MF-addressing scheme would not prevent such interoperability, since the latter was based on the use of common (MHS/X.400) base standards. 

5.1.4 With the clarifications above, the proposed addressing scheme was approved by the meeting. It was finally reported that this would be taken into account in the ATN documentation by means of a PDR being currently progressed through the CCB procedures. The agreed addressing scheme is included as Attachment D to this report.

5.1.5 Subgroup A3 had identified the potential need for AMHS subsetting rules, in view of the two available levels of service, and of functional groups such as Security and Use of Directory. This was seen as a future subgroup work item, subject to this approach being approved by the working group. Mike Asbury drew the attention of the meeting on the fact that the subsetting rules developed by subgroup A2 and the former WG3/SG2 were being superseded by the application profiles defined by implementers, whilst it had been a considerable work to defined such rules. The working group agreed that subgroup A3 would continue investigating the subject, without putting too much effort in it before being assured of the actual need for AMHS subsetting rules.

5.1.6 Subgroup A3 had discussed the opportunity to proceed with the specification of AIDC Version 2, based on the recent updates performed by the OPLINK panel. The main issue arising from the analysis of these changes was a question about the status of the document outcoming from the OPLINK Panel. This status was unclear and some of the changes seemed to be not fully mature, so the subgroup was looking for guidance from Working Group A. It was considered that this would be resolved through appropriate co-ordination between the OPLINKP and the ATNP, this being addressed under agenda item 3. 

4.2. Guidance Material for G/G applications

5.2.1 It was explained that the Guidance Material documents were very bulky, and for this reason, would be provided only in soft copy. Claude Leclerc presented the short working paper (WP9a) introducing these updates to Edition 1 of Doc 9739 for AIDC (Part III, Chapter 7). Jean-Marc Vacher then presented the short working paper (WP10a) introducing these updates to Edition 1 of Doc 9739 for ATSMHS (Part III, Chapter 6).

5.2.2 The updates to Guidance Material for G/G applications were approved by the meeting, and their inclusion in Document 9739 Edition 2 was recommended to the ICAO Secretariat. 

4.3. Post Doc 9705 Edition 3 activities

5.3.1 In the absence of working papers there was no specific work under this sub-agenda item. The main post Doc 9705 Edition 3 activities of the subgroup, namely AMHS subsetting rules and AIDC Version 2, had been discussed earlier as reported above.

5.3.2 The subgroup had among its list of deliverables the development of technical provisions and guidance material concerning ICC applications extending beyond AIDC. This could be done only when stable operational requirements are available. It was highlighted that there was no information at all about such requirements being worked at by OPLINK Panel, and therefore subgroup A3 was planning no work on the subject for the next few meetings. 

5.3.3 It was recognized that there was a need for simplification of the terminology included in the ATSMHS SARPs, in particular due to the redundancy between the terms “ATS Message Handling Services” and “ATS Message Service”. The reason for the co-existence was mostly historical and was not justified any more. However, this was seen as a task of lower priority, which should be completed by ATNP/4 only, rather than for the forthcoming publication of Doc 9705 Edition 3.

5. Conclusion on co-ordination with other Panels
5.1. Communiqué about the revision of the requirements input to the ATNP

6.1.1 Klauspeter Hauf presented Flimsy 1, which summarized the concerns of the Working Group about the high rate of modifications to the ATN and GM caused by the continuing revision of existing requirements and adding new requirements from other ICAO bodies.

6.1.2 There was a general support for the contents of the flimsy and for the need to send such a communiqué to other Panels. It was emphasized that such a text would allow the introduction of the idea of freezing the ATN requirements, so as to ease the ATN implementation on board the aircraft and on the ground. The detailed wording of the communiqué was reviewed and a final version agreed. The ICAO Secretariat would determine which body should be a recipient of this communiqué. The proposed version of the communiqué was agreed by the meeting and is provided as Attachment E to this report. 

5.2. Response to the METLINKSG comments on Draft Edition 3 of Doc 9705

6.2.1 Frédéric Picard presented Flimsy 2, which summarized the ATNP WGA responses to the METLINKSG comments on Draft Edition 3 of Doc 9705. The detailed wording of the communiqué was reviewed and a final version agreed. The ATNP Secretary would send this communiqué to the METLINKSG Secretary. The final version of the communiqué was agreed by the meeting and is provided as Attachment F to this report.

6. Agenda item 6: Non-technical issues
6.1. Institutional issues

7.1.1 Jean-Yves Piram informed the meeting that the SG A1 chair was still vacant, and said he would be willing to receive proposals to resolve this issue. In the absence of working papers there was no specific work under this agenda item.

6.2. Economical / financial ATN accounting

7.2.1 The same issue as reported above for institutional issues was reported by Jean-Yves Piram about economical and financial issues. He said that at first the WG list of deliverables to ATNP/4 about this subject should be established. It was also mentioned that a starting point should be the work already done by the former WG1. The FANS/2 meeting report was also identified as a potential source of information.

6.3. Monitoring of ATN Implementation

7.3.1 Claude Leclerc presented WP14 (ECG Status). The paper aimed at informing the Working Group about the work currently in progress under the aegis of Eurocontrol Agency, about the dual development of a portable software package 

7.3.2 Naoto Sakaue presented WP22 (Proposed Draft AMHS ICD in Asia/Pacific Region). He asked for comments to be provided by Working Group participants, if appropriate.

7.3.3 Craig Head presented WP25 (ASIA/PAC ATN Ground Transition plan). The paper aimed at providing information about the work taking place in the ASIA/PAC Region for the definition of the forthcoming transition to the ATN, and at collecting comments, if needed, about the proposed Plan.

7.3.4 Fayez Halawani presented IP02 (ATN Implementation Plan in Saudi Arabia). The paper was aimed at providing information about the current status of activities and future plans for ATN implementation in Saudi Arabia. This was expected to take place in the framework of the plan for a new Area Control Center which will have a fully integrated Air Traffic Management (CNS/ATM) system. The project for this new Center would be implemented over a five (5) years plan starting Year 2002.

7.3.5 Saleh Al-Ghamdi presented IP01 (Cost Benefit Analysis of VHF vs. Mode-S Air/Ground Data Links). The paper was a summary of a comprehensive analysis study on the alternative A/G datalinks for delivering Air Traffic Services (ATS), including Air Traffic Control (ATC) and Flight Information Services (FIS) for the Saudi Arabian airspace. VDL was seen as the optimal means of communication in support of data link.

7.3.6 Jack McConnell presented briefly WP27 (ASIA/PAC regional ATN addressing plan) and WP28 (ASIA/PAC ATN routing architecture plan), saying that like WP25, these papers were also aimed at providing information about the work taking place in the ASIA/PAC Region, and were an input to the work of the ATN Transition Task Force. He wanted to make the Working Group aware of this work, and he invited the meeting participants to provide comments about these documents, if considered appropriate.

7.3.7 Claude Leclerc presented WP23 (Update on SPACE project). The project had been presented at several opportunities in the past, so the focus of the paper was mostly on the recent progress of the project. This included in particular the already discussed addressing considerations, including address conversion issues, work on the technical design of the European AMHS, and on the use of third-party service providers.

7. Agenda Item 7: Any other business 
8.1 Jean-Yves Piram informed the meeting that this would be further discussed during the joint session of WGA and WGB. 

8.2 On behalf of the group, he thanked the FAA for the excellent facilities made available to the Working Group, and in particular for the support provided by Ben, Denise and Donna in the meeting secretariat.
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Attribute
Name of attribute
Assigned by
Registered by
Value
Comment

C
Country-name
ITU-T
ITU-T
'XX'


A
ADMD-name
ICAO
ITU-T
'ICAO'


P
PRMD-name
ATSO
ICAO
To be defined by each ATSO
To be declared to ICAO

O
Organisation- name
ATSO
ATSO
Representing local/ national geographical information, e.g. a "region" within a country, to be defined by each ATSO.


OU1
Organisational- unit names 1
ATSO
ATSO
4-character ICAO Location Indicator
As specified in Doc 7910

CN
Common name
ATSO
ATSO
Either:

i) 8‑character AFTN address; or

ii) CIDIN Ax address.


11. Attachment E: Proposed communiqué to other panels (Flimsy 1a)

1.
Introduction

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1The 4th meeting of the ATNP Working Group of the Whole held in Berlin, Germany from 28 to 30 August 2000 reviewed and approved the Third Edition of Doc 9705 and the Second Edition of the Comprehensive ATN Manual (Doc 9739) and forwarded it for publication. 

Since then there have been several updates identified to the documents often caused by a change in requirements from other ICAO bodies.

It has been brought to the attention of the Working Group that States and industry are hesitating to start the implementation of ATN based systems while the ATN specification is still being frequently updated.

This fact threatens to slow down the implementation of ATN in its support of the highly demanded improvements to the ATM/CNS system. There is a growing concern within the Working Group that the instability of the requirements might even hinder the implementation of the ATN.

2.
Discussion

Throughout the course of the development for ATN provisions there have been numerous occasions where work of other ICAO bodies, e.g. the METLINK Study Group, the OPLINK Panel and the AMCP have caused significant changes to the ATN technical specifications.

States and industry bodies involved in the development and implementation of the ATN have clearly indicated, that this continued update of the ATN material (both operational and technical) stops them from implementing the ATN services. There is an increasing demand among the implementers, e.g. airframe and avionics manufacturers, aeronautical communication service providers, airlines and air navigation service providers to freeze the ATN requirements as soon as possible in order to allow an efficient, effective and consistent implementation on board the aircraft and on the ground.

The ATNP would therefore appreciate if a consulting process could be established prior to the approval/submission of proposed changes by other ICAO bodies to identify the potential impact of such modifications to the ATN material. This process should not stop other bodies from improving their specification, but is intended to allow them to consider the consequences to the ATN systems implementation and development caused by such proposals and to co-ordinate the changes between panels. 

The ATNP would further suggest, that new or modified requirements will not be get implemented into the ATN material for a to be specified period of time, e.g. 3 to 5 years in order to allow for a quick and efficient implementation of ATN systems. 

The ATNP would invite other ICAO bodies to comment and support the principle of this proposal for the establishment of an up-front consultant process and would welcome any response. 

3.
Recommendation

The working group is invited to comment and complement, if required, the proposed communiqué , and to endorse it for forwarding to the concerned ICAO bodies.

12. Attachment F: Response to the METLINK SG

WGA/02 – Flimsy_02REVB

ATNP WGA Responses to the METLINKSG comments 

on Doc 9705 draft Edition 3

1.
Introduction

The METLINK Study Group provided ATNP with comments on Doc 9705  - draft Edition 3 - Manual of Technical Provisions for the ATN (email dated 23/11/00 and message dated 02/01/01), as reproduced below: 


Reference is made to the draft Sub-Volume II which was sent to the Secretaries of the relevant  panels and study groups for comment.


It is noted with pleasure that the most recent versions (i.e. "Extended MET info" in the case of the ADS message and "Version 2" in the case of FIS messages) have been fully aligned with the Annex 3 - Meteorological Service for International Air Navigation provisions.  Therefore, there are few suggestions which are related to the "last-minute" changes introduced as a result of the final review by the Air Navigation Commission (ANC) (Note that the earlier versions were not reviewed and that the comments hereunder refer to the updated versions as it is understood that it would not be possible to amend the earlier versions at this stage):

1. 
ADS

a) Page II-113, item v).  It should read: "meteorological information, indicating wind direction, wind speed, temperature and turbulence (intensity), and in version 2, wind direction, wind speed, wind quality flag, temperature, turbulence (index and time of occurrence) and humidity." (reason: the time of occurrence of turbulence cannot be separated from the turbulence index since, as a stand-alone value, it would be of no use);

2. 
CPDLC

b) Page II-326.  The range and resolution of the altimeter(metric) should read "range (850...1100)" and "resolution = 1";

c) Page II-332.  According to the Procedures for Air Navigation Services - Rules of the Air and Air Traffic Services (PANS-RAC, Doc 4444), there are only "light", " moderate" and "severe" icing; therefore, the category (0) should be deleted (or labelled "nil");

d) Page II-343.  The resolution for "RVR Meters" should be amended to read: 25 m for RVR (0...400); 50 m for RVR (400...800) and 100 m for RVR (800..1500);

e) Page II-348.  The ranges and resolutions for "Wind Speed English" and "Wind Speed Metric" should read (0...250), resolution = 1 and (0...500), resolution = 2, respectively;

3. 
FIS (only Version 2 commented on)

f) Page II-513.  The ranges for the wind speed should be amended to read (0...399) if expressed in km/h, (0...199) if expressed in kt and (0...99) if expressed in m/s (reason: the ranges were amended as a result of the final review by the ANC);

g) Pages II-523 and II-524.  Under "Extended Runway Designator", provision should be made for the use of code figure "88" (i.e. all runways), which is used in the EUR region.  Furthermore, it may be noted that the term "SNOCLO" is used in lieu of  the "Runway state" group when the aerodrome is closed due to extreme deposit of snow (note: the latter change was omitted due to an oversight in the initial amendment proposal to Annex 3 but it has since been introduced in Amendment 72 to Annex 3 which will be considered by the ICAO Council in March 2001)

2.
ATNP Responses to METLINK SG

These comments were reviewed by WGA – Sub-Group A2 (Air/Ground ATN Applications) and the ATNP Configuration Control Board during the ATNP WG meetings in March 2001. Two Proposed Defect Reports (PDR Numbers M0110002 and M1010002) were created to document the discussion. The following resolutions were agreed:

1. ADS: The proposed text will be fully integrated in Doc 9705 Edition 3. 

2. DFIS: The ASN.1 definition for Wind Speed, Runway State and Extended Runway Designator will be changed as proposed in the METLINKSG comments.

3. CPDLC: The ASN.1 definition for Icing will be modified to fully align the PANS-RAC definition. There is no need to implement the proposed changes on the range and resolution of Altimeter, RVR and Wind Speed, since the current ASN.1 definition already supports the proposed range and resolution. Doc 9705 is therefore fully compatible with the PANS-RAC operational requirements. Another reason is that implementing these changes would strongly jeopardise the interoperability capability between existing CPDLC version 1 systems and version 2 systems.

3.
Recommendation

The METLINKSG is invited to note that all comments made on Doc 9705 so far have been considered by ATNP and have resulted in amendments of the current draft, when applicable, and as described in this flimsy.
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