Summary and Task Assignments
Runway Condition Determination, Reporting, and Report Dissemination Workshop

August 7 th. and 8 th., 2006

Summary

I think the most important outcome of the workshop was a better understanding of the needs, limitations, and capabilities of the various elements of industry in determining, disseminating, and using runway surface condition reports. 
Airport management organizations and individual airport operators now have a better understanding of the needs of the aircraft operators and flightcrews.  The effect of the FAA redefined policy for turbojet airplane landing performance will require some sort of remediation treatment when runway surface conditions are reported, or determined to be, less then good depending on airplane type and runway length.   Runway friction readings, although useful for some airport applications such as determining the effectiveness of runway treatments, have not yet reached the level of accuracy and reliability to be used as a sole source of runway surface condition information for airplane operators and flightcrews.      
Air operators and flightcrews have a better appreciation of the challenges faced by the airport operators in the delicate balance of maintaining airport capacity and at the same time providing high quality runway surface conditions.  The runway surface assessment is further complicated by inconsistent correlations between pilot braking action reports and runway friction meter readings for the same runway surface.  This is further complicated due to the lack of universally used braking action report definitions and well defined (and trained) braking action assessment procedures.
Conduct of the workshop:

The workshop followed the agenda supplied with this document with only minor exceptions.  The presentation to establish the starting points for discussions are also supplied with this document.

Follow Up Tasking and Assignments:

The workshop was designed to be an industry with industry discussion, industry identification of the issues, and industry developed proposals for addressing the issues.  The FAA role was as a facilitator with the additional responsibility to discern the issues being raised and to identify what action, on its part, would be required to facilitate industries corrective action of the issues.  Although not a specifically identified task the FAA is prepared to continue in the facilitator role and would propose that a smaller workshop composed of key representatives from the four work groups meet in the near future to refine the issues and possible solutions.  Please have your lead organization contact jerry.c.ostronic@faa.gov if interested in continuing along this path and if interested in joining other industry organizations in sponsoring this effort.
FAA tasking:

1) Mr. Ben Grimms and Jerry Ostronic will work together within their organization to have the guidance to ATC personnel for the threshold for when “Braking Action Advisories are in Effect” recorded on the ATIS changed.  The change would be to have this added to the ATIS broadcast whenever a braking action report is received that is less then “Good”.  The current threshold is whenever a report worse then “Fair” is received. 

2) Will explore the possibility of having the latest braking action report disseminated to arrival aircraft by the ATC facility/sector providing approach control service to the airport.

3) Mr. Rick Marinelli will pursue changes to airport Advisory Circular (AC) material for format standardization of runway condition NOTAM reports to reflect the voluntary standardized format of the airport operator organizations (see airport organization tasking).

4) Will pursue standardization of format for transmission of runway condition NOTAMs based on voluntary agreement and AC guidance.

Airport Organizations’ tasking:

1) Develop standardized format, language, and terms for runway surface conditions NOTAMs.
2) Once developed distribute the agreed upon format, language, and terms to voluntarily be used by all airport operators.

Operator and Pilot Organization tasking:
1) Develop and disseminate common terms for braking action reports “Good, Fair/Medium, Poor, and Nil”.  Representatives from the ATA organization agreed to take the lead.

Technology And Programs Group
1) Will supply summary of their presentation for use of FOQA data and other programs for potential improvement of runway surface condition reporting.

