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Agenda Item 1: Meeting organizational issues

1.1 The Working Group Rapporteur, Jean-Yves Piram, welcomed the participants to the 4th meeting of Working Group A. The list of participants is included as Attachment B to this report.

1.2 The Rapporteur said that the focus of this ATNP round of meetings would be on the Joint Working Group, because of the important issues that were to be addressed in common between WGA and WGB.

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. Update from the Panel Secretary

3.1.1 The Rapporteur said that the full WP04 would be presented in the Joint Working Group, so the discussion in the Working Group was focused on items that were specific to WGA.

3.1.2 Masoud Paydar said that he had received the information from the OPLINK Panel Secretary that changes in Operational Requirements for AIDC would be forthcoming. He also reported about the issue of information and technical support towards ICAO Regional planning groups, that was expected to be performed by ATNP. There had been a MID PIRG AFS Task Force meeting in Cairo, where the private opinion of an industrial company had been reported about the development of IP-based AMHS implementations in Europe, whilst there had been no official ICAO position or statement made to explain or clarify. Such reports or statements were introducing confusion in the aeronautical community, and support would be needed from ATNP. The Working Group should be aware that such support was expected from them, although it would be difficult that they obtain a formal request for such support, due to ICAO separation between Panel activities and Regional Group activities. However Klauspeter Hauf recalled that official statements about the European position had already been made public in the AFSG/4 meeting organised in April 2002 by the EUR Regional Office in Paris. There had been many representatives of the MID or of the AFI Region, so the private opinion expressed in Cairo was only repeating already published information. Claude Leclerc added that all participants to the AFSG should know that there is a EUR AMHS Manual in preparation in the EUR Region, specifying the use of TCP/IP (via RFC1006) as "AMHS lower layers".

3.1.3 Jim Lenz noted that there was also a growing terminology issue where people sometimes understood the ATN internet as being the general-purpose, public Internet, and that this was totally unacceptable.

3.1.4 Masoud Paydar said that it was in the Working Group terms of reference that it should monitor ATN implementation and provide guidance as appropriate. There should be active monitoring e.g. through the ICAO web site. What was missing was guidance from ICAO Headquarters, and the Secretariat was relying upon the Panel to provide such clarifications.

2.2. Co-ordination with the CCB

3.2.1 The co-ordination with the CCB was deferred until the Joint Working Group. 

3. Agenda Item 4: Air-Ground applications

3.1. Subgroup A2 progress report 

4.1.1 Greg Saccone presented WP06 (Notes of the 6th meeting of ATNP WGA / SGA2). There had been informal co-ordination with the OPLINK Panel, thanks to Jane Hamelink participation to both groups. The OPLINK Panel was preparing updates to operational requirements, however these had not been formally passed to the subgroup. Guidance was expected from the Working Group on how to proceed with this matter. Work on PDRs. There had been two joint subgroup meetings with Subgroup B3; CM would be used for the exchange of application capability information: the intention was to have as much of the impact of security on ULCS or the security ASO, rather than on A/G applications. There were going to be a lot of institutional issues from security. Greg Saccone then went through the status of individual A/G applications. The support of VDL Mode 3 by CPDLC had been identified as an issue, concerning the encoding of frequency with a resolution appropriate for VDL Mode 3. There were only two choices to support this, none being really satisfactory: either define a new parameter and accordingly a new duplicate set of messages, or break interoperability. A key issue was whether the VDL mode 3 variables have to be handled operationally in the same way as other VDL frequencies. This would have to be further investigated with operational bodies. SGA2 was at a stage where they were expecting inputs from the OPLINK Panel, from WGA and from the Security subgroup in order to be able to progress their work. 

4.1.2 The VDL Mode 3 issue was then discussed. It was noted that there was no known intention of implementing VDL Mode 3 in the frame of Link2000+, of the EUR Com Strategy or from Airbus. J Lenz said that there had been a lot of changes in the FAA over the past months, and that situation of the VDL Mode 3 as part of the long term US FAA strategy was unclear. In any case there was no discussion at present within FAA and within the CPDLC Built 1/1A Programme concerning Mode 3. The current way of thinking of SGA2 was that depending on the urgency and criticality of changes, the introduction of VDL Mode 3 in A/G SARPs would be done either as a PDR (if safety-critical) or more probably as a new Edition of SARPs. The Rapporteur stressed that significant changes to existing SARPs should be limited to the minimum, so as to avoid the SARPs to be considered as not stable. Jim Lenz said that we should not disrupt the ATN by taking into account new requirements, particularly those concerning confidentiality. Frédéric Picard clarified that the inclusion of confidentiality should have more impacts on ULCS rather than on A/G applications such as ADS, CPDLC or FIS. The impact should be limited to the addition of one value in the security parameter.

4.1.3 Frédéric Picard presented WP15 (SME2 Report). The report included a copy of all the PDRs that had been active until the recent CCB/16 meeting. Four PDRs on Sub-Volume II had been discussed in the CCB/16 meeting. All had been closed. Two PDRs had been progressed to RESOLVED, and one PDR had been progressed to REJECTED, because the referred requirement was already present in SARPs. The fourth PDR was related to editorial matters in relation to Security, particularly concerning an alignment of terminology between Sub-Volumes II, IV and VIII. It had been agreed to move these editorial changes to the general editorial PDR applying across all sub-volumes. Greg Saccone added that in the long-term, there would be changes to the Guidance Material coming from security.

3.2. Guidance Material for A/G applications (including Use of the ICAO Web Site for document distribution)

4.2.1 Frédéric Picard clarified that as a result of the Phuket meeting, GM had been updated and posted on the CENA archive in co-ordination with Harry Boyce. 

4.2.2 Greg Saccone presented WP12 (SGA2 Request for posting of P/OICS on ICAO Website). The paper noted the significant value of P/OICS to implementers. SGA2 wanted to formally request ICAO to publish the P/OICS softcopies on the ICAO website. Masoud Paydar said that in his understanding what was being discussed was posting on the ICAO ATNP web site, rather than the general ICAO web site. He said that it would be difficult to post the P/OICS on the general ICAO web site because this category of documents had no official status within ICAO. He would be ready to post the P/OICS on the ATNP web site if the WP recommendation was supported by WGA. He also informed the meeting that there were some ongoing thoughts within ICAO, concerning the appropriate level of security that should be implemented. However this would not be a problem for posting on the ATN web site. The meeting supported the WP recommendation and it was formally agreed that the Rapporteur would formally liaise with the ATN Panel Secretary for delivery of the P/OICS with the goal of posting on the ICAO ATNP web site.

4.2.3 The question of the P/OICS maintenance was discussed. In the past, Mike Harcourt had been the P/OICS SME. However there was no longer a SME appointed for the P/OICS. The Working Group invited nominations for the P/OICS SME position.

4.2.4 Masoud Paydar emphasized that no real-time posting should be expected by the ATNP meeting participants. It would generally be the matter of a few weeks before a document be posted on the ATNP web site. Also no sellable document should be posted, as soon as it were officially published. Upon a question by the Panel Secretary, the meeting supported the view that the ATNP site should be open and no more subject to password protection, to facilitate dissemination of guidance and other material to all ATN interested parties.

4.2.5 Masoud Paydar said that all updated GM would be posted on the web site as soon as it is approved by WGA. The publication process would then be started, with a possible target end of 2003/beginning of 2004. The Working Group recommended the publication of the developed Guidance Material for A/G applications, however the formal recommendation to publish the whole Document 9739 Edition 2 was deferred until the Joint Working Group meeting, so as to have a common position with WGB.

3.3. Post Doc 9705 Ed3 activities 

4.2.6 Frédéric Picard then presented IP03 (Repository of potential Operational Requirements for Air/ground ATN Applications). The paper provided an accurate list of items which could need to be integrated into a later version of ATN applications, it was a SGA2 standing document allowing to track future work items. An earlier version of the document had been already presented in Phuket. An example was the intention to redefine the ADS figure of merit parameter and to remove some CPDLC messages. Some of these work items had been recently closed, however for the majority of these items SGA2 was either awaiting a formally approved specification of requirements, or they were expecting to be formally tasked by WGA.
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 Brussels in July 2002 and the other in Toulouse before the current WGA meeting. The main focus of the meetings had been on ATS Message Handling Services (ATSMHS), and in particular on the development of Guidance Material concerning AMHS addressing and AFTN/AMHS address conversion. This included the drafting of pro formas for AMHS Management, for the establishment by ICAO of the Register of AMHS Management Domains, as it had been requested by the Panel Secretary in the Phuket meeting. There had been four PDRs discussed, two concerning ATSMHS and two on Directory Services. AMHS Security had been further discussed in co-ordination with SG B3, based on the initial paper presented on behalf of the SPACE project in the 3rd WGA meeting (Phuket) and in the subsequent JWG meeting. The outcome of the discussion was expected to be reported in the forthcoming JWG meeting. The issue of "AMHS over TCP/IP" had been discussed on the basis of a position statement from Japan. The subgroup recommended that the issue in general be discussed in the JWG meeting, and if possible, that the Japan position statement be presented again to this larger audience. Concerning AIDC, the work performed recently by OPLINKP had been looked at, but this was not yet formally validated so there had been no further SGA3 work on AIDC Version 2. There was no known work by OPLINKP on further applications being part of Inter-Centre Communications, beyond AIDC. The subgroup’s intended deliverable A3-D3 should therefore not be expected by WGA as an ATNP/4 deliverable. Finally the subgroup had received updated information about the implementation of ATN and AMHS systems, in particular in the EUR Region: the ECG implementations were undergoing acceptance testing, the SPACE project was nearing completion, and the CFMU was going to replace its COM Centres and be ready to run AMHS operationally in 2005.

5.1.2 Jean-Marc Vacher presented WP09 (SME3 CCB Report). There were two new ATSMHS PDRs (M2070001 and M2100003). Both were resulting from the implementation of an AMHS system in France, as part of the EATMP Communication Gateway (ECG) Project being conducted by Eurocontrol. Both were over-specifications in the SARPs, that unnecessarily limited the use of some COTS products. The two PDRs had been progressed to RESOLVED in the recent CCB/16 meeting. 

4.2. Guidance Material for G/G applications

5.2.1 Jean-Marc Vacher presented WP10 (Updated ATSMHS Guidance Material for inclusion in Doc 9739 Ed2). The update resulted from a request by the Panel Secretary made in the last WGA meeting in Phuket, that guidance be developed concerning AMHS addressing and AFTN/AMHS address conversion, for the intention of States and Regional Planning Groups. The goal of the updates were also to explain how to take full benefit of the Common AMHS Addressing Scheme (CAAS) that had been introduced in the SARPs Edition 3 as one of the latest PDRs before publication. Four sections of the CAMAL, Part III Chapter 6, were impacted by the proposed update. The subgroup had agreed in Toulouse to recommend to WGA that this updated Guidance Material be published by ICAO as part of the CAMAL. 

5.2.2 Mansour Rezaei-Mazinani noted that the case of non-CAAS compliant addressing schemes was envisaged in the GM. He said that this would be useful in the case of those States that were currently using SITA as a service provider for AFTN. He wanted to know how this could match existing addressing schemes that would be in use by SITA X.400 customers communicating with the AMHS, e.g. airlines. He also said that there would be a trend to use the same service provider addressing scheme for all users in such States, to optimise the use of a shared X.400 infrastructure. Jean-Marc Vacher clarified by recalling the SARPs recommendation to implement the CAAS, emphasising the strength of the recommendation and the notion of "unavoidable constraints" that could only justify divergence from the CAAS. It was also noted that airlines and States were different cases. The CAAS was applicable for States, to ease migration from AFTN. In that case service providers would be expected to implement the CAAS for use by their customers. Interoperability was possible with airlines, with no change to their addressing schemes: the SARPs recognised (already in Edition 1) that Aeronautical Industry addressing schemes were out of the scope of ICAO, and it would not be logical to have e.g. IATA-relevant organizations registered by ICAO.
5.2.3 The Working Group recommended the publication of the updated Guidance Material for ground applications, but as for the A/G applications GM, the formal recommendation to publish the whole Document 9739 Edition 2 was deferred until the Joint Working Group meeting, so as to have a common position with WGB.

5.2.4 Jean-Marc Vacher presented WP11 (Pro Formas for AMHS Address management). This paper resulted also from a request by the Panel Secretary made in the last WGA meeting in Phuket, that a draft set of procedures, taking the form of three pro formas, be developed to enable ICAO to manage the ICAO Register of AMHS Management Domains and AMHS address information. The goal of the WP was to provide a set of procedures that had been designed for the initial collection of MD and addressing information from ICAO Contracting States. The subgroup was willing to further co-ordinate with the Panel Secretary for the development of additional procedures that might be needed for maintenance and update of the Register. The pro formas comprised a draft State Letter, a draft form to be attached to the State Letter for use by States in reply to the letter, and a set of Tables forming a complete Draft of the ICAO Register of AMHS MD and address information. The subgroup had agreed in Toulouse to recommend to WGA that this material be delivered to the ICAO Secretariat.
5.2.5 The Panel Secretary received with appreciation the presented material. This was in general conformant to his expectations. He commented that the draft letter and form would have to be edited by ICAO. This had been expected by the subgroup. He also said that the need for ICAO to pre-fill the reply form might be a difficulty. He would investigate on this issue. He requested also that references to ICAO Doc 8585 (not only 7910) be included where appropriate in the document.
5.2.6 The outcome of this overall process would be the publication on the ICAO web site of AMHS address information. Greg Saccone asked whether the same could be performed for ATN addresses in general, including NSAPs. This was not under consideration at present: the Register of AMHS MDs was the result of an ATNP/3 recommendation, specifically targeted to AMHS. However using the ATNP web site for this purpose might be investigated.
5.2.7 Masoud Paydar asked how international organizations such as SITA and ARINC would be involved in the address registration procedures. Jean-Marc Vacher explained that the developed pro forma were draft State letters, and that the starting point for the Register of AMHS MDs was ICAO Doc 7910. He thought that State letters would be sent only to States that were listed in Doc 7910. However, it would be useful to inform SITA, ARINC and other Aeronautical Industry Communications Service Providers recognized by ICAO about the process being implemented. Maybe a copy of the State Letter could serve for this purpose. 
4.3. Post Doc 9705 Edition 3 activities

5.3.1 WP13 (Response to "AMHS security questions") and WP14 ("Commented response to "AMHS security questions") were a follow-up of the co-ordination that had been started in Phuket between SGA3 and SGB3, about future enhancements to AMHS security. The presentation of these working papers was postponed until the JWG meeting, so as to have all interested parties from WGA and WGB participating in the discussion. 

5. Agenda item 6: Non-technical issues
5.1. Institutional issues

6.1.1 Jean-Yves Piram recalled what had been said in the Joint Working Group meeting, that this task should be activated as a matter of urgency. He repeated that the SG A1 chair was still vacant, and said he would be willing to receive proposals to resolve this issue. The need for resources and contributions to be allocated to this work item had already been identified in earlier meeting. It was becoming even more critical.

6.1.2 WP05 (Security institutional issues) had been already presented by Tom McParland during the JWG. This had been one of driving factors for the request to activate SGA1. 

6.1.3 Jean-Yves Piram introduced WP08 (AMHS institutional and financial issues). Jean-Marc Vacher then presented the details of the WP. The document was the report of a SPACE Work Package, and as such, some of the views and recommendations included in the paper were relevant only for the European Region. The paper identified AMHS institutional and financial issues that could slow down the deployment of AMHS in Europe, whilst the target for SPACE was a short-term implementation (e.g. around 2005). The study was based on an inventory of earlier work already performed about ATN institutional issues, on an analysis of the current AFTN/CIDIN framework and on the development of the prospective scenarios regarding the future organisational framework for AMHS operation in Europe. Two scenarios, called co-operative framework and competitive framework, respectively, were developed and associated institutional issues were listed. The SPACE report recommended to implement AMHS continuing with the current co-operative framework of AFN/CIDIN. Further recommendations were made for issue resolution, starting with the setting up of a EUR AMHS co-ordination body. In such a context, the report concluded that there should be no stumbling block in the identified issues, that would prevent AMHS from being deployed in the expected time frame.

6.1.4 Jean-Yves Piram said that this was a starting point for WGA. He was not expecting immediate reactions due to the volume of the document, and to the fact that the subject was new. The subject would be re-opened in future meetings, on the basis of this paper. Masoud Paydar commented that it could no longer be referred to ICAO Annex 10 deficiencies, with regard to the CIDIN specification. He also said that although the co-operative framework was preferred, there would anyway be some competition e.g. with Aeronautical Industry Communication Service Providers such as SITA or ARINC. Klauspeter Hauf clarified that it could not be certain that the co-operative framework preferred by SPACE project partners would be actually developing, however this was the SPACE recommendation to facilitate and accelerate transition. 

6.1.5 The document was considered as a very useful contribution on the subject of institutional issues. It was recognized that the document was focusing on the European context and that some parts of the paper would not be applicable to other Regions in the world. 

6.1.6 Masoud Paydar recalled that ICAO should not be seen as an Operating Agency, involved in day-to-day operation. Jean-Marc Vacher asked how an Inter-Regional Co-ordination body could be implemented in accordance with current ICAO working rules. Masoud Paydar explained that an ATN Operations Group could be the appropriate body for such purposes.

5.2. Economical / financial ATN accounting

6.2.1 Possible charging policies were discussed. Masoud Paydar saw a possible contradiction between the SPACE recommendation in WP08 (that charges , if any, be volume-independent) and the intention of service providers to have per-message charges. Klauspeter Hauf and Jean-Marc Vacher confirmed that the SPACE approach was consistent with the general recommendation of ATN implementation bodies, to avoid that volume-dependent charges generate reluctance by users to make use of new services. Furthermore the actual SPACE recommendation was to avoid setting up direct charges for AMHS services, at least during the deployment and transition phase.

6.2.2 There was no WP input to this sub-item beyond the aspects already discussed under sub-item 6.1. 

5.3. Monitoring of ATN Implementation

6.3.1 The meeting had been informed about implementation activities during the reports of the sub-group activities. There was no further working paper presented under this sub-agenda item. 

5.4. Monitoring of existing AFS

6.4.1 There was no specific work under this sub-item.

6. Agenda Item 7: Any other business 
7.1 It was agreed that the report would be sent by E-Mail to all meeting attendees, by Monday 14th October, 12 a.m. Comments, if any, were expected by Wednesday 16th October.

7.2 The Rapporteur thanked the meeting participants for their attendance. He expressed his wish to meet them again in the next round of ATNP Working Group meetings, depending on the ANC decision to be made in November.
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