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The Twentieth Meeting of the Informal South Pacific ATS Coordinating Group

(ISPACG/20)

Honolulu, USA, 30 January – 1 February 2006

Agenda Item 4:   Review progress on Open Action Items

OVERVIEW OF ACTIVITIES AND PLANS OF THE ICAO FLIGHT PLAN STUDY GROUP (FPLSG)
 (Presented by the Federal Aviation Administration)

	SUMMARY

During the 19th meeting of ISPACG, discussion was raised regarding the issue of designating RNP values on the ATS flight plan.  The meeting was given an overview of the work currently being undertaken by the ICAO Flight Plan Study Group (FPLSG).  The meeting agreed that it would be appropriate to review the materials from the FPLSG and to develop a position which would be subsequently conveyed to ICAO.  This paper presents information obtained from the United States member to the FPLSG.



1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1
During the last meeting of ISPACG, discussion was raised regarding the issue of designating RNP values on the ATS flight plan.  The meeting recognized that it was becoming increasingly difficult for international operators to accommodate the various designators on the ATS Flight Plan, due to space limitations within Fields 10 and 18.  Several of the international operators gave examples of where different regions had varying requirements for the entry of data under Fields 10 and 18.

1.2
The meeting was given an overview of the work currently being undertaken by the ICAO Flight Plan Study Group (FPLSG).  The work of the FPLSG was expected to be completed by the 2nd quarter of 2006.  The objective of the FPLSG is to:


“Revise the ICAO flight plan provisions, including the ICAO flight plan form and 


associated operating practices, so that they meet the future needs of aircraft with 

advanced capabilities and automated ATM systems while taking into account 


compatibility with existing systems.”

1.3
The FAA requested assistance from the United States member to the FPLSG, who provided the information provided in this paper. 

2. DISCUSSION

2.1 In response to the Air Navigation Conference 11 (ANC/11) endorsement of the future global concept of operation (CONOP) for the ATM system and individual State initiatives to deal with operational constraints being experienced with the current ICAO flight plan (message, format and processes), the Commission chartered the ICAO FPLSG.
2.2 In approving the task of developing a proposal for revision of the ICAO flight plan provisions, the Air Navigation Commission emphasized that the study group needed to take into account the following additional points:  
a. the economic impact on aircraft operators;

b. transition from the current to a future system, including training needs; and

c. human factors aspects.

2.3 The initial activity of the FPLSG was to identify ambiguities in the PANS-ATM (ICAO Doc 4444) and opportunities for changes that would improve the ATM system within the construct of the current flight plan.  Those activities are coming to closure.  The next step is the development of what may be termed the “next generation” ICAO flight plan.  The effort has been organized into the Focus Areas identified below:  

Focus Area 1 – What does the community want to know about a flight?
2.3.1 This focus area concentrates on the elements of information required by air traffic management (ATM) to provide the services required by States and those desired by users.  It includes a significant portion of the information needed to support the future ATM system envisioned in the ICAO CONOPS (ICAO Doc. 9854).

2.3.2 The following table was drafted to collect inputs regarding what the ATM community wants/needs to know about a flight:

	Item Name
	Description
	Operational Constraints
	Rationale
	Open Issues/

Disposition

	Flight ID
	
	
	
	

	Next Item
	
	
	
	

	Next Item
	
	
	
	

	…
	
	
	
	


Focus Area 2 – What does the flight wish to do?

2.3.3 In the course of the initial work, the following points were made in the discussions:

a. Treatment of required navigation performance (RNP) capabilities, or in more general terms, the performance of aircraft, is likely to fall into more than one focus area. 

b. Accurate view of how users see the flight will operate as a 4-D profile, provided they have information on known and/or predicted system constraints.

c. Note that not all classes of users have the same level of capability and access to system constraint information. 

d. Ability to file multiple routes/profiles with conditional declarations of preference.  Should there be a limit on how many preferences can be conveyed?

e. Number of flight legs that can be planned needs to be discussed.

Focus Area 3 Discussion – What does the system want to do to the flight:  

2.3.4 Following is a summary of some of the points made during the discussions:
a. Air traffic control (ATC) preferred routes provided aircraft performance capabilities are known

b. Traffic flow management (TFM) initiatives provided aircraft performance capabilities are known 

c. Providing users with choices and the associated consequences (i.e. delay in departure vs. flight distance) which will be reflected in their user preferences that are included in Focus Area 2.

Focus Area 4 – What are the automation/communication mechanisms necessary to exchange the content identified in the first three focus areas? 

2.3.5 The discussion of focus area 4 was limited to agreement that the activity necessary for it would follow serially the content initiative.

2.4 Study Group Members: 

	NOMINATED BY
	NAME

	ARGENTINA
	Mr. Alberto Raul Bergamaschi

	AUSTRALIA
	Mr. Tony Williams

	BRAZIL
	Mr. Claudio Fidalgo

	CANADA
	Mr. Craig Brown

	FRANCE
	Mr. Sébastien Montet

	JAPAN
	Mr. Osamu Yamada

	RUSSIAN FEDERATION
	Mr. Anatoly Vladimirovich Lipin

	SINGAPORE
	Ms. Wong Liang Fen

	UNITED KINGDOM
	Mr. Martyn G. Cooper

	UNITED STATES
	Mr. Richard A. Jehlen

	EUROCONTROL
	Mr. Anders Hallgren

	IATA
	Mr. Gene Cameron

	IBAC
	Mr. Michael Schuler

	IFALPA
	

	IFATCA
	Mr. Akos van der Plaat

	ICAO SECRETARIAT
	Mr. Gunnar F. Emausson


3. RECOMMENDATION

3.1 The meeting is invited to note:

a. that the ICAO Concept of Operations articulates the endorsed vision of the future ATM system that is seamless and interoperable globally;

b. that the envisioned operating environment is critically dependent on common information;  

c. that the flight plan represents a significant first step on the information path; and 

d. that changes to the flight plan format, processes and supporting mechanisms will require substantial changes by all ATM System participants. 

3.2 It is recommended that, after appropriate consideration and discussion, the ISPACG members review ICAO Doc 9854 and identify inputs for the FPLSG.
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