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Finding:
Regarding Research Project Description (RPD) 155, Heated Airfield Pavements, the Subcommittee felt that additional information was needed regarding the business case justification for heated pavement installations, which would include defining the conditions under which these pavements can be used beneficially. Because the concept of use, benefits and life-cycle costs associated with heated pavements are not fully understood, the Subcommittee also felt that the project schedule should incorporate explicit decision points together with “go/no go” criteria to manage the risks associated with the research project. 
Recommendation:
The Subcommittee recommends that the FAA complete its review and assessment of existing heated pavement installations (e.g., Oslo, Helsinki, Stockholm) and the prototype heated pavement sections at Binghamton Airport. The assessment of existing heated pavements should include a review of what drove the business case for the heated pavement installation and what proven benefits these existing systems can provide. The Subcommittee also suggests that the project schedule include explicit decision points together with “go/no go” criteria to its project schedule so research funds can be conserved in the event this research does not prove fruitful. 
FAA Response:
The FAA will complete an assessment of airfield heated pavement installations at airports known to have such installations, as well as the prototype heated pavement installation at the Greater Binghamton Airport. The assessment will include the business decisions used to justify the heated pavement installation, the proven benefits for such a system, as well as the 
life-cycle costs for the installation. The project schedule will include explicit decision points with “go/no go” criteria so that research funds can be conserved in the event that proposed heated pavement research initiatives do not lead to beneficial outcomes. 
Status History
Date: 03/19/2013           Status: March 2013 – This recommendation has been implemented, we will continue to update the Subcommittee on our progress. 
Members agreed to keep open. More update at next meeting 
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