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1 Adminigtrative Items and Approval of the Agenda
11 Administrative announcements

Andreas Herber welcomed the group, and discussed arrangements for meeting support. Heindicated that DFS had
provided a support room with PC, photocopy, and fax services.

1.2 Discuss arrangements for eighth WG3 meeting (October 1996 in the United States)

Mr. Jones introduced WP7-38, the announcement for the October 1996 ATNP Working Group meetingsin
Alexandria, Virginia, USA.

13 Review schedule for ATNP/2 and eighth WG3 meeting

ATNP/2 will be held as planned 4-15 November 1996. A Working Group of the Whole (WGOW) is
recommended in February/March 1997 to review the validation results and approve, with any needed changes to
correct defects, those areas of the SARPs not previously approved at ATNP/2. The SARPs areto be trandated, and
go out for State comment, in April-May 1997.

Mr. Jones entered Flimsy 7-1 as List of Needed WG3 Products for ATNP/2. He proposed the use of severa
Standing Documents to carry ongoing work to ATNP/3. The validation report will show SARPs areas that are not
validated by ATNP/2. The report will be updated for the WGOW.

14 Review Agenda

Mr. Jones introduced the agenda. He noted that both of the previous meetings had ended under pressure, and thus
he had allowed for the meeting to extend into Saturday. Mr. Jones also requested that any volatile issues be
addressed off line.

2. Review and Approve Report of the sixth meeting (Brussels) of WG3

2.1 Review issues and action items from previous WG3 meeting

The Action Items from the report of the sixth meeting of WG3 were reviewed. The resolution of each action item
was subsequently discussed under the related agenda item.

3. Review inputs received from other ATNP working groups and other ICAO bodies
3.1 Review inputs received from the pand Secretary

Masoud Paydar attended the WG3 meeting on the first day (Monday). Heindicated that the recent restructuring of
Annex 10 into five volumes, and the prospective bulk of the ATNP material, had occasioned a restructuring of the
ATNP SARPs material into two parts. Thefirst part isthe actual Annex 10, volume 3, part 1, chapter 3 -- ATN.
Thisis expected to be about 50 pages (maximum), and gives ATN an introduction which conferslegal status. The
1000 pages of detailed ATN SARPs are then an appendix to this material.



3.2 Review inputs from other ICAO bodies

Tom Calow, Rapporteur of ATNP/WGL offered an overview of WG1 activities. Ddiverables on Naming and
Addressing and ATN Lexicon have been completed. Ddiverables on Annex 10, Volume 3, Part 1, Chapter 3 and
Sub-Volume 1 (System Requirements) arein work. Flimsy 4 depicted the location of the ATN SARPs within the
new structure of Annex 10. There will an extraordinary meeting of WG1 29 July through 2 August 1996 in
Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada to progress both Part 1 and Sub-Volume 1 of the ATN SARPs.

The draft Part 1 and draft Sub-Volume 1 of the ATN SARPs were distributed as Flimsy 3 and Flimsy 7
respectively.

4, Ground Application SARPs
4.1 Report from SG1

M. Jean-Yves Piram gave the SG1 report. SG1 did not have a meeting in the Brussels-Munich timeframe,
although all SG1 SARPs comment resolutions were coordinated by email. MHS SARPs are complete, except for
minor issues that were answered during the Munich WG3 meeting. The MHS GM had been enhanced since the
Brussds meeting. The MHS validation plan initial draft isalso available at this meeting. The Pass-through
service (i.e., Type A) SARPstook 70 comments on the Brussels version. The great mgjority of comments were
editorial in nature. The ICC SARPs are under editorial review, especially the Control Function (CF), the ASN.1,
and the state tables. A new version was to be provided later in the meeting. SG1 was seeking a meeting between
the ADSP and the ICC drafting group before mid-September 1996 to clarify certain points.

4.2 Review of draft Ground Application SARPs material
4.2.1 Review of draft AMHS SARPs

M. Jean-Marc Vacher briefed WP7-13, the 2.0p Draft AMHS SARPs. M. Vacher noted the WP7-34, Comments
on SARPs. There were on the order of 20 comments on version 2.0p by experts from the USA, Eurocontrol, SITA,
and Germany.

The same document included the matrix for the 70 comments against the Pass-through service (i.e., Type A)
discussion. M. Vacher then briefed the detailed changes. Definitions have been aligned with the Sub-Volume 1
usage. Themajor comment incorporated in the AMHS SARPs s the deletion of the logging requirements except
for those absolutely required for message tracing.

Mr. Paydar revisited the group and outlined matters of ICAO documentation. WG3 agreed that making the first
note of an introduction into text and then following it with the remaining notesis acceptable. WG3 then revised
the AMHS SARPs introduction. A drafting group was formed to study issues of definition placement.

The conclusion of the ad hoc session was to delete generic terms (content, envelope). To use standard terminology
for terms such as message recipient. The terms direct-user and indirect-user were modified by ATN and AFTN
respectively. No terms were promoted to Sub-Volume 1.

M. Vacher presented Flimsy 7-6, the result of the AMHS editorial ad hocs. WG3 accepted the proposed text.

M. Vacher presented revisions to WP7-13 (renamed WP7-13A), the draft MHS SARPs. He reported that the
changes agreed to by WG3 in its earlier review had been incorporated. The use of the MHS acronym was
guestioned. The term was changed so that the term ATSMHS is used for the ATS Messaging Handling Services
which covers the scope of the entire application. A needed revision to the text was identified to handle an abort on
the Pass-Through service.

The ATSMHS SARPs was approved as draft version 2.0 and will be submitted to ICAO for consideration at
ATNP/2.

4.2.2 Review of draft AIDC (ICC) SARPs



Mr. LeClerc provided an overview of the changes that were made to the AIDC draft SARPs since the WG3

meeting in Brussdls. He noted that there were some outstanding issues that needed to be resolved during the course
of the WG3 meeting. The meeting deferred review of the draft AIDC SARPs until an updated version was
available later in the mesting.

Mr. Leclerc subsequently introduced WP7-11, the draft ICC SARPs (proposed version 2.0). Thefirst basdline

version (version 1.0) had resulted from the Brussels meeting of WG3 in April 1996. Mr. Leclerc reviewed the

changes since version 1.0. Hereported that chapters 1 through 5 have been stable since version 1.0. It was noted

that there had been afew minor changes however. A point was raised that the introduction needed to be revised to

conform to the guidelines that introduction sections should contain no “shall” statements nor recommendations.
Also paragraphs with only notes are to be avoided. He noted that the state tables in chapter 6 has been corrected
and the ASN.1 in chapter 7 has also been corrected.

Mr. Pearce lead the group through a more detailed review of the SARPs. The “Introduction” section is to be
restructured to include introduction text as well as a numbered sub-paragraph titled “General.” The
recommendation will be moved to the General paragraph. In the General Requirements section the reference to
version 1 of the SARPs was deleted. However the specification of version 1 of the AIDC-AE was considered a
valid requirement.

ACTION: Mr. Pearcewill issue an ATNP/2 WP proposing specific valuesfor thetimersin AIDC draft
SARPs, Table 3.2.6-1 toreplacethe TBDs.

WG3 then reviewed the ASN.1 spedifion and state machine material. Two minor corrections were made to the
ASN.1 specifiation. The RER will be set to ‘low’ with a reference added to the UL SARPs.

ACTION: Mr. Kraft toreview Sub-Volume 1 integrity requirement vs. Sub-Volume 4 reference to Sub -
Volume 1 for RER to seeif additional text or a note needsto be added.

Chapter 9, AIDC-User Requirements, was reviewed, and it was concluded that an additional requirement on
consistent use of the P1 predicate was needed for states to achieve interoperability . Also the text on error
processing requirement needed to be reworded or moved since, as stated, it was not placing a requirement on the
AIDC users.

In chapter 10, it was noted that a “shall” statement is needed to introduce the primitive sequencing table.

4.3 Review status of Ground Application Guidance Material

Mr. Vacher presented WP7-14, the draft ATSMHS guidance material. The material currently addresses only the
ATS message service (AMHS) and the guidance material for the pass-through service has not yet been developed.
The draft GM tracks the draft ATSMHS SARPs at the chapter level. There was a discussion on the use of the
optional extensions allowed for in th®Rs . The ISPs define functional groups (i.alidvsubsets). The ATNP

work program for Package-1 should include an item to consider mandating additional functional groups for such
items as adding security features.

4.4 Review ATNP/2 working papers introducing MHS and ICC SARPs

The working group reviewed WP7-16 providing a draft of a working paper from WG3 to ATNP/2 providing an
overview of the ATSMHS SARPs. It was decided that mention of the SG members and contributors would be
deleted. The format of the WP needs to conform to the standard format for papers submitted to ICAO panels (i.e.,
Introduction, Discussion, Conclusions/Recommendations). The material showing tracability to system-level
requirements needed to be reorganized to briefly state the system level requirement then indicate how the MHS
SARPs is addressing the system level requirements



Mr. Vacher subsequently presented WP7-16A, the updated draft working paper providing the overview of the
ATSMHS SARPsto ATNP/2. It was noted that term MHS needs to be changed to ATSMHS. The WP format had
been updated to be consistent with that described in Flimsy 8. Text will be revised to indicate the additional
functions provided by the ATS Message Service not available over AFTN. M. Vacher was to provide a update of
this WP to the Rapporteur in advance of the Joint Working Group in Halifax, Canada, 2 August. (Rapporteur’s
Note: This was done).

Since the WP7-15 providing a draft of a working paper from WG3 to ATNP/2 providing an overview of the ICC
(AIDC) SARPs was identically formatted and of the same scope as that proposed in WP7-16 for MHS, the same
general comments apply. The WP was updated and presented as WG7-15A. The revised version was put into the
format described in Flimsy 8. There were minor comments on WP7-15A. Mr. Leclerc was to provide a update of
this WP to the Rapporteur in advance of the Joint Working Group in Halifax, Canada , 2 August. (Rapporteur’s
Note: This was done).

4.5 Review plans for Ground Application documentation for CNS/ATM-2 Package

Some material applicable to Package-2 in the area of AMHS extended services exists. In the areas of ICC and
other ground applications, t#SP may provide opational requirements for other applications such as flight
planning, traffic flow management, etc.

ACTION: Mr. Asbury will bringin the work program resulting from ADSP/4 to the WG3 meeting in
October 1996 in Alexandria. Thiswill be used asthe basisfor WG3 to prepare a WP to ATNP/2 proposing
work program itemsto align with the activities of ADSP.

5. ATN Upper Layer SARPs
5.1 Report from SG3

Mr. Van Trees, chairman of SG3, presented WP7-4 the report of SG3. It was reported that SG3 had one meeting
since the previous WG3 meeting. The sub-group addressed a number of reported defects. There was one addition
to the control function state machine (to trap the returned abort in the NULL state). A proposed draft 4.0 upper
layer SARPs was produced by the subgroup and was presented to WG3 for review. Minor upgrades were made to
the upper layers guidance material. The upper layer validation plan was updated to track the update to the draft
SARPs. The paper proposing material for package-2 had been upgraded to address a connectionless mode upper
layer architecture. Mr. Van Trees also reported on coordination of SG3 members with ISO and ITU-T on upper
layer efficiency enhancements. He noted that all of the upper layers international base standards work will
transition from ISO over to solely ITU-T after March 1997.

Mr. Van Trees presented WP7-41 that providing a listing of available 1SO upper layer standard documents
supported by the ATN.

5.2 Review of draft ULA SARPs material

Mr. Van Trees presented WP7-5, version 4.0 (proposed) for the ATN upper layer SARPs and WP7-9 together.
WP7-9 provides a summary of change requests and defect reports for the ATN upper starting with version 1.0 of

the upper layer SARPs through the proposed version 4.0. He reviewed the changes to progress from version 3.0 (as
approved by WG3 in Brussels in April 1996) to the proposed version 4.0 (WP7-5). The 28 changes generally fell
into three categories: changes needed to align with the latest ISO base standards; correction of specific technical
defects in the SARPs; and editorial corrections. A number of the technical defects were identified as the result of
implementation activities in support of SARPs validation. Examples of such changes were to achieve octet
alignment of the facility designator and incorrect constrain/sSN.1 defirition of Presentation-context-identifier

to correct for a defect in the ISO base standard text.

A number of needed editorial changes were identified by the working group to align with the format and use of
terms within the SARPs. For example internal reference should be to “this document” or to a specific paragraph
number and not to “these SARPS” Also references to “sub-volume” should be deleted. It was also noted that some
paragraphs contain multiple “shall” statements. Ideally only a single “shall” be used per numbered paragraph.



The most significant editorial issue was associated with chapter 4.2 “Dialog Service Description”. This material
contained many paragraphs with neither a “shall” or “should” statement. As such, this material could only be
presented as notes. An off-line editorial meeting was held to address the issues related this as well as other
editorial issues that could not be simply corrected.

5.3 Review status of draft ULA Guidance Material

Mr. Van Trees presented the upper layers guidance material, WP7-6. He noted that by changing from the ITU-T
to the ISO reference for the upper layer efficiency enhancements the need to carry the defect reports against the
ITU-T standard has been eliminated and has thus been removed from the guidance material. It was noted that the
GM would need to be progressed before being ready to propose as Annex 10 green paper material.

5.4 Review ATNP/2 working paper introducing ULA SARPs

Mr. Van Trees presented WP7-7 providing a proposed working paper to ATNP/2 summarizing the upper layer
communication services SARPs. The need to modify the material to conform to the standard working paper format
was identified. There were also editorial comments such as the need to add the MHS pass-through service as one
of the applications using the upper layer services. Mr. Van Trees agreed to update the working paper to account
for the comments. An updated version was reviewed later in the meeting. Minor commenéxereed and Mr.

Van Trees agreed to update the working paper prior to submission to ATNP/2.

5.5 Review plans for ULA documentation for CNS/ATM-2 Package

Mr. Van Trees presented WP7-8 providing material for Package 2 enhancements to the ATN upper layer

standards. The material focuses on support for the next edition of ACSE and on support connectionless upper

layer services operating on a connectionless transport service. This material would be held as a standing document
for use as the basis of the working program after ATNP/2. The existence of this standing document will be noted

in the rapporteur’s report to ATNP/2 as well as the working paper from WG3 to ATNP/2 proposing work program
items for ATNP/3.

6. Air-Ground Application SARPs
6.1 Report from SG2

Mr. Asbury presented WP7-20 reporting on the SG2 activities. He reported that SG2 held meetings in Toulouse
and Vancouver during the interval between the Brussels and Munich meetings of WG3. He reported that SG2 has
made a number of editorial changes based on direction from WG3 at the Brussels meeting. He also reported that a
number of changes were made to incorporate subsetting rules in the draft SARPs. This was done in response to
concerns raised by WG3 in Brussels. Specifically a concerned was raised on implementations not electing to
support the optional ground forwarding (CM, ADS and CPDLC) or down stream clearance functions (CPDLC).

This has resulted in the addition of a chapter 8 SARPs to define the subsetting rules. SG3 used the model of how
ISO expresses valid subsets for defining the air-ground application subsets.

SG2 also undertook the definition of the validation obje¢@s] for the air-ground appkition SARPs. The VOs

will account for the valid subsets. This work is not yet complete. The group also proposed a method of defect
reporting to take effect after the ATNP/2. SG3 has not yet developed GM for the air-ground applications, but the
ADSP produced manual on AT&td link applications could be used as a source from which to develop GM.

6.2 Review of draft Air-Ground Application SARPs material

Based on the review of the four air-ground application SARPs, as described below, the working group empowered
the document editors to incorporated the approved changes and issue version 3.0 of these SARPs. Also the
working group directed the editors to submit the revised draft to be integrated with the other ATN SARPs material
and submitted to ICAO for consideration at ATNP/2.

CPDLC draft SARPs



Mr. Asbury indicated that some 60 defect reports (many editorial in nature) had been reported against the CPDLC

SARPs. Considerable material has been moved to Sub-Volume 1. Messages have been clarified to distinguish

between system messages and controller messages. The SARPsinclude a provision for a five-message buffer. Mr.

Esser and Mr. Valentine queried the requirement’s place in SARPs. Mr. Asbury undertook to consider the buffer-
size requirement as a minimum. Mr. Regis Cailliau indicated that the requirement Fi&&tBal defect (discard

of messages without notification), that would not occur in an ATN implementation, and as such the requirement
was inappropriate.

Mr. Asbury then presented the SARPs in detail. The introduction follows Flimsy 7-2. Chapter 2 adds text to
indicate that if a transition to a ‘cannot occur’ state is actioned, that a ‘system fault’ has occurred and the system
aborts. A transition to a ‘not permitted’ state indicates a user error and produces an error message. Chapter 3 has
added material on version negotiation. Chapter 4 added detailed technical changaShb theChapter 5 added

state machine enhancements, including handling of exception transitions, as well as stopping timers. Error, Next
Data Authority, and Logical Acknowledgment were made stand-alone messages. Chapter 8 is new, pertaining to
subsetting.

There was discussion on the way in which certain items, such as service definitions and protocol sequence
diagrams, were presented. As drafted these were only preceded within the numbered paragraphs with notes. This
material was reorganized to provide a lead-in “shall” statement to specifically invoke the requirements by citing

the figure numbers, the figures were presented under that paragraph.

CM draft SARPs

Mr. Asbury presented the draft SARPs. Material similar to the previous CPDLC SARPs has been added. Chapter 8
on subsetting has been added. The presentation of the abstract service in section 2.1.3 was questioned. Itis
difficult to put the material in SARPs, but it is essential for reader understanding. It was concluded that it is
appropriate to invoke the service requirements with ‘shall’ statement for the case of the air-ground applications in
general. Mr. Esser questioned whether the name/addressing retrieval information was too prescriptive. Mr.
Asbury indicated he welcomed a change proposal on the topic. He also indicated that SG2 had globally striven for
economy of mechanism.

ADS draft SARPs

Mr. Asbury then presented the ADS draft SARPs. The document has tarréstructured into two sections,

one for air-ground, one for ground-ground. The sections are identical in format, and specify two AEs. In CM, the
ground-ground forwarding was simply a one-shot effort, while in ADS there is a requiremeaihtain the

dialogue. This led to a need for the separate mechanism. The user requirements section is quite complicated,
especially for handling of multiple contracts. TABSP has not yet considered sutiag for the groundADS.

There is no permissible proper subset of the air ADS. Mr. Jones pointed out that the two AEs (for air-ground and
ground-ground) needed an introductory note to join them. WGS3 then reviewed the ground-ground forwarding
material.

FIS draft SARPs
Mr. Asbury presented the draft FIS (ATIS) SARPs. Material similar to the other air-ground application SARPs had

been added. Chapter 8 on subsetting has been added. The presentation of the abstract service in section 2.1.3 will
be changed as per the discussion on CM.

6.3 Review status of Air-Ground Application Guidance Material

Mr. Asbury presented WP7-35 that proposed a format foAB® GM and proposed this forat for other GM.

The proposed format did not provide tracking between the SARPs and GM. The working group saw benefit in
providing tracking between the SARPs and GM at the top level paragraphs. The ADSP manual ateAing d

applications will be used as a source for some of the air-ground application GM.

6.4 Review ATNP/2 working papers introducing each air-ground application SARPs



Mr. Asbury presented WP7-25, WP7-26 and WP7-27. These were draft WPsto ATNP/2 to provide an overview of
CM, CPDLC and ADS respectively. There were some minor corrections noted in each. The WPswereto be
reformatted to that agreed toin Flimsy 8. Mr. Asbury then presented WP7-28, presenting an overview of FIS
application, which has already been put into the format as described in Flimsy 8. A few minor editor corrections
wereidentified. Mr. Asbury was to provide a update of these WPs to the Rapporteur in advance of the Joint
Working Group in Halifax, Canada, 2 August. (Rapporteur’s Note: This was done).

6.5 Review plans for Air-Ground Application documentation for CNS/ATM-2 Package
7. Package-1 Validation
7.1 Status of validation planning for Sub-Volume 2, 3 and 4

Mr. Jones led a discussion of Validation Objectiw®g). He noted that the WG2 had origlity conceived VOs

to limit the granularity of coverage to a functional level rather than having to track the individual shalls in the
validation data base. WG2 defined “Validation Objectives are statements which express the various verifications
and evaluations required in order to declare related parts [APRL] of the SARPs as validated”. He noted that WG3
was able to track requirements to the individual shall level. Mr. Ré@osbroek noted that Sub-Volume 1 also

shows a list of System Level Requirements. These were tracked to individual shalls. RRndghroek cited

with approval the WG2 definition &fOs as groupings of veriftion objectives. He then proposed a matrix
correlating validation objectives and verification means. This would be then mapped to the proposal in IP 7-37.
The individual states and organizations would then take responsibility for separate sections of the SARPs. The
Eurocontrol VDB was offered as a means to establish the VO-shall relationship. Mr. Vacher indicated that the
group had generally followed the approach of SG3, and he wished to concatenate this WG3 approach with any VO
definition. Mr. Jones indicated that he favored narrow@s from which concretealidation exercises could be
designed. Mr. Asbury pointed out that he favored a hierarchical approach, and noted that each level implicitly
validated the next higher level. Mr. Asbury noted that Mr. Maude in Banff had proposed a more detailed schema,
but that implementers went directly to the shalls. Mr. Raosbroek indicated he though®Ds were exercises,

not tied to detailed shalls. Mr. Jones and Mr. Pearce pointed out that a failed shall caused a failed VO. Mr. Van
Trees indicated that the VOs are hierarchical waitishalls supportinlyOs, andall VOs supported by stils.

WG3 agreed on the following definition @¥s: “Validation Objectives are statements which express the analyses
tests, and evaluations required in order to declare of the SARPs as validated”. WG3 agk&ed dnatnot
“super-shalls”, that there is no hierarchy betwe€€&s and system requirements. The VOs are then test objectives
that collect certain shalls. Mr. Jones pointed to the difficulty of claiming that SLRs were validated from collecting
individual shalls. Mr. Kraft pointed out thecessity of validating that the shalls were complete.

A shall database is encouraged for validation. Implementations and documentation will generally be at the shall
level. The VOs then reflect groupedaib. Flimsy 15 was produced to summarize the discussions within WG3

on the SARPs validation. Para. 3.4 of WP7-29 was considered an appropriate example the level at which WG3
should standardize on the VOs. FVO from para. 3.4 was furtladified to mean the function not needed for the

ATN SARPs nor present to facilitate migration beyond package-1.VOsdrom 3.4 \ill need to be generalized

to apply to the other areas of the SARPs (non air-ground applications). Also TVO 3 only applies the ULA dialog
service is being used. SVO 1 should reference the system level requirements from SV-1 rather than the ORs from
the Manual on ATS Data Link Applications.

ACTION: Mr. Valentinetook an action to updatethelist of VOsfrom WP7-29 to reflect the agreements of
WG3 and produce an update to Flimsy 15 that incor por ates a generalized list of VOsthat will be used asthe
basis of the validation activitiesfor all SARPs being produced by WG3. Thisupdate will be distributed to
WG3 member s by mid-July 1996.

7.2 Plans of member States and organizations to support validation activities

Mr. Van Trees introduced WP7-33, an information paper from the U.S. describing an upper layer protocol
validation plan. Mr. Van Trees reviewed the U.S. approach to validation testing of the UL SARPs. The WP



covered technical validation and functional validation objectives, requirements, test configurations and test
scenarios.

7.3 Validation documentation for ATNP/2

Mr. Jones introduced WP7-37, the proposed format for ATN SARPs validation report. He stressed the desirability
of common Validation Data Base entries, with common Validation Objectives (VOs). He then discussed the need
to arbitrate VO conclusions, for example, if one state declared the implementation had failed the VO, and another
state declared theirs had passed, then it would be necessary to decide which conclusion had the better fidelity. Mr.
Jones indicated that it may be appropriate to schedule a one-week validation meeting prior to the October 1996
WG3 mesting.

Mr. Van Roosbroek pointed to the necessity of the ANC being aware of the approach, since the mapping from VO
toindividual shall isnot visiblein the report. It was agreed that the VOs would include a Sub-Volume reference to
the level appropriate for theindividual shalls. It was pointed out that some of the VVOs spanned multiple sections.
Mr. Koopman emphasized the importance of having a common validation format across Sub-Volumes. The same
high-level format will be used across Sub-Volumes. Mr. Calow queried the intended audience for the VDB report.
Mr. Jones responded that an implementor had a great advantage in certification if it could be given that the
requirements are validated.
8. Planning for ATNP/2
Mr. Jones presented WP 7-3. This WP included a draft WP from the Rapporteur to ATNP/2. The working group
reviewed this draft WP and provided comments that the rapporteur will incorporate into the final version that will
be submitted to ATNP/2.
Mr. Jones presented flimsy 12 presenting a draft working paper for ATNP/2 proposing future work program items
to advance the work of the panel beyond ATNP/2. A number of suggestions were accepted to include additional
work itemsin the proposal. Most notable was the addition of investigating the use of X.500 directory service and
itsintegration with X.400 and context management applications.
81 Schedule for ATNP/2
The ANC has scheduled the ATNP/2 meeting for 4-15 November 1996.
8.2 Define products expected from the eighth WG3 mesting
The WG3 product needed for ATNP/2 and the October WG3 meeting were provided in Flimsy 1. Theseinclude
the validation report for ATN SARPs, ATN Guidance Material, and any proposed changesto the draft ATN
SARPs (based on the validation activities).
9. Subgroup tasking
9.1 Products needed for future WG3 meetings and for ATNP/2
The WG3 product needed for ATNP/2 and the October WG3 meeting were provided in Flimsy 1.
9.2 Schedule for subgroup meetings

SG1:  23-27 September in Toulouse, France

SG2  26-30 August in Silver Spring, MD USA

SG3  24-26 September in Toulouse, France

WG3  7-15 October in Alexandria, Virginia USA

10. Any other business



The working group reconsidered flimsy 6-8 (from the Brussals meeting of WG3) on the subject of the need for a
strong QoS routing policy on the entire path or only on the air-ground portion of the path. WG2 had raised an
issue with the flimsy as Sub-Volume 5 currently only supports use of strong policy on the air-ground portion of the
path. Mr. Wyman, a member of WG2, discussed the status of the internet SARPs in this area and the implications
of fully complying with the position stated in flimsy 6-8 for enforcing a strong routing policy, relative to
forwarding of ATSC traffic, along the entire path.  WG3 members from the UK and Australiaindicted that ATSC
traffic needs to pass only over ATSC authorized paths. The member from Australia also indicated that non-ATSC
traffic should not be allowed to pass over a path authorized to only carry ATSC traffic. This position was conveyed
to WG2.

The meeting adjourned at 1200 on Saturday 29 June 1996.



Attachment 1

ATNP WG3 - Seventh Meeting
24-29 June 1996

Administrative Items and Approval of the Agenda

11 Administrative announcements

1.2 Discuss arrangements for eighth WG3 meeting (October 1996 in the United States)
13 Review schedule for ATNP/2 and eighth WG3 meeting

14 Review Agenda

Review and Approve Report of the sixth meeting (Brussels) of WG3
2.1 Review issues and action items from previous WG3 meeting

Review inputs received from other ATNP working groups and other ICAO bodies
3.1 Review inputs received from the pand Secretary
3.2 Review inputs from other ICAO bodies

Ground Application SARPs
4.1 Report from SG1
4.2 Review of draft Ground Application SARPs material
‘ 4.2.1 Review of draft AMHS SARPs
4.2.2 Review of draft ICC SARPs
4.3 Review status of Ground Application Guidance Materia
4.4 Review ATNP/2 working papers introducing MHS and ICC SARPs
45 Review plans for Ground Application documentation for CNS/ATM-2 Package

ATN Upper Layer SARPs

51 Report from SG3

5.2 Review of draft ULA SARPs material

53 Review status of draft ULA Guidance Material

54 Review ATNP/2 working paper introducing ULA SARPs

55 Review plans for ULA documentation for CNS/ATM-2 Package

Air-Ground Application SARPs

6.1 Report from SG2

6.2 Review of draft Air-Ground Application SARPs material

6.3 Review status of Air-Ground Application Guidance Materia

6.4 Review ATNP/2 working papers introducing each air-ground application SARPs
6.5 Review plans for Air-Ground Application documentation for CNSYATM-2 Package

Package-1 Validation

7.1 Status of validation planning for Sub-Volume 2, 3 and 4

7.2 Plans of member States and organizations to support validation activities
7.3 Validation documentation for ATNP/2

Planning for ATNP/2
8.1 Schedule for ATNP/2 (i.e., November 1996 for in 19977)
8.2 Define products expected from the eighth WG3 mesting

Subgroup tasking
9.1 Products needed for future WG3 meetings and for ATNP/2
9.2 Schedule for subgroup meetings

10. Any other business



ATTACHMENT 2

LIST OF WORKING PAPERS

ATNP WG3 - Seventh Meeting - Munich, Germany, 24-29 June 1996

No Agenda | Presenter Title
Item

7-1 1.4 R. Jones Agenda

7-2 2 R. Jones ATNP WG3 Report Fourth Meeting (Banff, Oct. 1995)

7-3 8 R. Jones ATNP WG3 Rapporteur’s Report to ATNP/2

7-4 5.1 S. Van Trees Report of SG3

7-5 5.2 S. Van Trees Draft ATN - ULA SARPs

7-6 5.3 S. Van Trees Draft ATN - ULA Guidance Material

7-7 5.4 S. Van Trees Proposed ATNP/2 WP - Overview of ULA SARPs and GM

7-8 5.5 S. Van Trees Package-2 ULA SARPs Planning

7-9 5.2 S. Van Trees Summary of Change Requests and Defect Reports for ATN
Upper Layers

7-10 | 4.1 J. Piram Report of SG1

7-11 | 4.2.2 C. LeClerc Draft ATN - ICC SARPs

7-12 Not Used

7-13 | 4.2.1 J. Vacher Draft ATN - MHS Over the ATN SARPs

7-14 | 4.3 J. Vacher Draft ATN - MHS GM

7-15 | 4.4 J. Piram Proposed ATN/2 WP - Overview of ICC SARPs and GM

7-16 | 4.4 J. Piram Proposed ATN/2 WP - Overview of MHS SARPs and GM

7-17 | 7.3 Not Used

7-18 | 7.3 J. Vacher ATN - MHS SARPs Validation Objectives

7-19 | 7.3 C. LeClerc ATN - ICC SARPs Validation Objectives

7-20 | 6.1 M. Asbury Report of SG2

7-21 | 6.2 M. Asbury Draft ATN - CM Application SARPs

7-22 | 6.2 M. Asbury Draft ATN - ADS Applation SARPs

7-23 | 6.2 M. Asbury Draft ATN - CPDLC Application SARPs

7-24 | 6.2 M. Asbury Draft ATN - FIS Application SARPs

7-25 | 6.4 M. Asbury Proposed ATNP/2 WP - Overview of CM Application SARRs
and GM

7-26 | 6.4 M. Asbury Proposed ATNP/2 WP - Overview of CPDLC Application
SARPs and GM

7-27 | 6.4 M. Asbury Proposed ATNP/2 WP - Overview of ADS Amtiizn SARPs
and GM

7-28 | 6.4 M. Asbury Proposed ATNP/2 WP - Overview of FIS Application SARPs
and GM

7-29 | 7.3 M. Asbury ATN - CM SARPs Validation Objectives

7-30 Not Used




No Agenda | Presenter Title
Item
7-31 Not Used
7-32 Not Used
7-33 | 7.3 S. Van Trees Upper Layer Validation Plan
IP
7-34 | 421 J. Vacher List and Status of Comments on draft MHS SARPs
7-35 | 6.3 M. Asbury Proposed ADS Guidance Material
7-36 | 10 K. van der Harmonization of IATA and ICAO ATN Standardization
Bogaard
7-37 | 7.3 R. Jones Proposed format for ATN SARPs validation report
7-38 | 1.2 R. Jones Announcement for October 1996 ATNP Working Group
IP meetings
7-39 | 3 S. Van Trees Editorial Guidance for ATN SARPsand GM
7-40 | 3.2 M. Paydar An Update from the Panel Secretary
7-41 | 5.2 S. Van Trees 1SO DAM text
IP
7-42
7-43
7-44
Flimsies

1 ATNP/2 WG3 ddiverables

2 Revised introductory sections for CM,. CPDLC and ADS air-ground application SARPs
3. Draft ATN SARPs - Part 1, version 0.4

4. Location of ATN SARPs and Guidance Material

5. System-level requirements and key words

6. Proposed amendmentsto AMHS SARPs

7. Draft 0.7 of Sub-Volume 1 of the ATN SARPs

8. Format for summary working papersto ATNP/2

9. Topicsfor WG2/WG3 joint meeting

10. Proposed revision to ULA SARPs paragraph. 4.2

11. Commentson AIDC Draft SARPs and on the ADSP AIDC Guidance Material

12. Draft WP to ATNP/2 on proposed work program items




13. Statement of System Requirement for ATSC-only routes
14. Global changes Air-Ground SARPs

15. Validation Issues
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NAME TITLE/ORGANIZATION ADDRESS CITYISTATE/ZIP/ PHONE
NAME COUNTRY
AL-GHAMDI, Saleh | Presidency of Civil PCA, Airways Engineering Jeddah 21444 966-2-671771
H. Aviation SED/AEB, P.O. Box 15441, Saudi Arabia ext. 247/263
ASBURY, Michael |UK NATS Room T804b, CAA House 49-59 | London WC2B 6TE |44-171-832-5.
Kingsway UK
ASHTON, Tony Logica, UK 74 Portsmouth, R049 Cobham | Surrey KT11 1HY (0) 171-446-4
UK
BIGELOW, Michael | ARINC Fellow 2551 Riva Road, MS 6-2107 Annapolis, MD 410-266-4378
P. 21401 USA 410-266-4499
CAILLIAU, Regis | Thomson - Airsys 7 rue des Mathurins 92221 Bagneux 33-1-4084-13-
France
CALOW, Thomas |Chief, Telecom Place de Ville, (AANFV) Ottawa, Ontario K1A |613-957-6350
C. Engineering Technical ON8 CANADA

Services, Transport
Canada (AANFV)

CAMUS, Paul Aerospatiale Teuchos 20 Chemin Laporte 31- | Toulouse, France 33-61-30-904t
300
CASTRO, Luiz DEPV - D-EEL Aeroporto Santos Dumont 40 Rio de Janeiro-RJ | 55-21-212-52:
Andar CEP 20021
BRAZIL
CHIAWARCHEEP, | AEROTHAI 102 Ngamduplee, Bangkok, 10120 662-285-9150
Sukluer Tungmahamek Sathorn, THAILAND
CID, Jesus AENA/CAA Spain Juan Ignacio Luca de Tena, 14 |28027 - Madrid 34-1-3213261
SPAIN
EDEM, Efifiom SITA 18 Rue Paul Lafargue 92904 Paris-la- 33-1-4641-13
Defense, FRANCE
ESSER, Rene NLR Representing RLD & | Anthony Fokkerweg 2 NL-1059 |Amsterdam, The 31-20-511-37

LVB

CM

Netherlands

FIELDHOUSE, Dirk

Logica plc

75 Hampstead Road

London, NW1 2PL
UK

44-171-63791

GOSSELIN, Benoit

Network Engineering,
Transport Canada

Place DeVille (AANFVC)

Ottawa, Ont.
Canada K1A-ON8

613-957-7773

HARBY, Abdel
Salam

Egyptian Civil Aviation
Organization

Cairo Air Navigation Center
(CANC) Cairo Airport

Cairo, Egypt

+202 290214¢
+202 247308¢

HASSAN AL-BISHI

Presidency of Civil
Aviation

PCA, Airways Engineering
SED/AEB, P.O. Box 15441,

Jeddah 21444
Saudi Arabia

966-2-640500
ext 5564

HENNIG, Paul United Airlines/IATA 1200 Algonquin Road WHQKo |EIlk Grove, IL 60007 |847-700-4312
USA

HORIKOSHI, OKI Electric Industry Co. | 10-3, Shibaura 4-chome Minato-ku Tokyo 81-3-3455-29:

Takayuki 108, Japan

JONES, Ron D. FAA/AND-650 800 Independence Ave., SW Washington, DC 202-358-5030




NAME TITLE/ORGANIZATION ADDRESS CITYISTATE/ZIP/ PHONE
NAME COUNTRY
20591 USA

KIRCHER, Thomas

French DGAC CENA

7, rue E. Belin, BP4005

F-31055 Toulouse,
Cedex France

+33 6225 955

KOMINE, Satoshi |NEC Corporation 29.23 SHIBA 5-Chrome, Minato- | Tokyo 108, JAPAN |81-3-3456-77
Ku,
KOOPMAN, Egon |DFS Deutsche Kaiserleistrasse 29-35 D-63067 Offenbach, |49-69-8054-2

Flugsicherung GERMANY
KRAFT, Tom DOT/FAA ANM-107K 1601 Lind Avenue SW Renton, WA 98055- | 206-227-2129
4056 USA
LECLERC, Claude |Eurocontrol Rue de la Fusée 96 B--1130 Brussels, (32)-2-729-33
Division DED.3 BELGIUM

MCCONNELL,
Jack

Lockheed Martin, AOP-600

600 Maryland Ave., SW
Suite 500

Washington, DC
20024

202-651-3906

MOULTON, James

FAA/Open Network
Solutions, Inc.

5 Rutledge Court

Sterling, VA 20165
USA

+1 703-430-2

OKLE, Manfred

Nortel-DASA, ND250

88039 Friedrichshafen

GERMANY

49 7545 8 56(

PAYDAR, Masoud |ICAO 1000 Sherbrooke St. West Montreal, H3A2R2 |+1-514-285-8
Canada

Pearce, Stephen Airservices Australia 25 Constitution Ave. Canberra ACT 61-6-268-555:
AUSTRALIA 2601

PIRAM, Jean-Yves |STNA Chef Subdivision 1 Avenue du Docteur Maurice TOULOUSE Cedex |33-62-14-54-7

Messagerie Ops

Grynfogel - BP 1084, 31035

FRANCE

RONGTHONG, Aerothai 102 Ngamduplee, Bangkok, 10120 (662) 285-924
Somnuk Tungmahamek THAILAND

Sathorn
SAKAUE, Naoto Mitsubishi Electric 325 Kamimachiya, Kamakura, 81-467-43-82.

Kanagawa, Japan

SNIVELY, Austin

Systems Engineer,
American Airlines

4000 N. Mingo Rd., P.O. Box
582809, MD 314

Tulsa, OK 74158-
2809 USA

918-292-4236

TRAN, Hoang FAA/AOP-600 800 Independence Ave, SW Washington, DC 202-267-7103
20591
VACHER, Jean- ON-X Informatique Et 15, quai de Dion-Bouton - 92816 Puteaux 33-1-40-99-1¢
Marc Telecom Cedex
FRANCE
VALENTINE, lan Level 7 Ltd., (for Centennial Court Berkshire RG12 44-1344-86-7.
Eurocontrol) Easthampstead Road, Bracknell |1YQ UNITED
KINGDOM
VAN Eurocontrol Rue de la Fusée 96 1130 Bruxelles 32-2-729-347:
ROOSBROEK, BELGIUM
Danny
VAN TREES, FAA/Stanford 1761 Business Center Drive Reston, VA 22090- |1-703-438-80:

Stephen P.

Telecommunications

5338 USA




