CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup Meeting Report

For January 27-29, 2004 Meeting in Houston, TX


1.  Meeting Convened:  The Collaborative Decision Making/Collaborative Routing/Domestic Reduced Vertical Separation Minima (CDM/CR/DRVSM) Workgroup convened at 0800 January 27, 2004, in the Conference Room at Houston Air Route Traffic Control Center, Houston, Texas.  Attendance is shown on attachment A.  The meeting was conducted by the FAA Lead, Amanda Stott, with assistance from the acting Industry Lead, Bill Leber.

2. Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting:  The Workgroup reviewed the minutes of the December 9-11, 2003 meeting.  The following corrections were noted and agreed upon.

Minute 7, Enhanced Traffic Management System (ETMS) Discussion with Tim Grovac, Manager, Systems Requirements Branch, ATT-220, is corrected and rewritten, in part,

From:

The Workgroup questioned whether Tom Wray (not present at the meeting) had written the draft requirement for the use of ETMS data in sort and other Data Reduction & Analysis (DR&A) activities.  Subsequent to the meeting Tom Wray submitted a draft requirement for ETMS capability.

To:


Tom Wray submitted a draft requirement for ETMS capability.
There being no further corrections, the minutes were approved.

3.  Review and Update of Attachment B, Actions Items:  Attachment B, Action Items was reviewed and updated.  The updates are shown in italics and underlined.

4.  Discussion of DoD-FAA Memorandum of Understanding:  Allan Storm, Air Force Systems Command, explained the development history of the memorandum of understanding on DRVSM operations between the Department of Defense and the FAA.  He noted that the MOU was intentionally written in a broad form to avoid specifying extensive coordination procedures where simpler procedures may suffice.  Allan said that the typical non-RVSM approval request that would be made for about ninety percent of tactical operations would consist of filing from base to a Military Operating Area and return.

· DoD Proposed Coordination Procedure

Allan said that he envisioned non-RVSM approval coordination would be accomplished by a letter of understanding with the originating ARTCC.  Allan states that no DoD coordination beyond local is being required on a worldwide basis for non-RVSM approvals and that no telephone call is needed. While this approach is consistent with that under consideration by the WG for operations within a single ARTCC, Allan said that DoD would like also to use LOAs to formalize procedures for multi-center non-RVSM approval requests.  Allan also stated that DoD would like to serve notification of a non-RVSM approval request simply by the filing of a flight plan and with no prior telephone call.  Later, he stated that DoD at least wanted the option of not making a telephone call and merely filing the flight plan as the approval request.  Allan agreed that DoD would make a telephone approval request for a non-RVSM approval of a fuel critical flight.  Allan stated that he is concerned that if the procedure is too complicated, pilots will not use it but will operate below Flight Level 290 and note this as “Mission Impact” in their after action reports.  Allan suggested that Altitude Reservation (ALTRV) requests should be handled the same as before.  However, this procedure was not defined.
     

· Workgroup Discussion of DoD Proposed Procedure

The DoD proposed procedure stated by Allan was discussed extensively at several times over the first two days of the meeting.  While the FAA members of the WG want to be supportive of the DoD position, they also believe that a telephone call to the Air Traffic Control System Command Center is an important part of a request for non-RVSM approval for a proposed multi-center operation.  The WG agreed to defer recommending a final decision on this issue to not later than the conclusion of the February meeting. 

· Additional Information Provided by DoD

Allan stated that the Air Force has drafted a concept of operations which is already under discussion with two FAA regions.
  Several estimates of DoD non-RVSM approval operations were made. Allan estimates 150 non-RVSM approval requests per day for the tactical military community.  Jim Ries requested clarification from Steve Creamer, ATP-6.  Steve's estimate was somewhat less
 .   Allan relies on a Mitre Corporation estimate made in October, 2001.  Scott Godfrey volunteered to request an update of this information.  Allan stated that some tactical aircraft, for example, the Joint Strike Fighter will be RVSM capable while others, for example, the F-22, will not be RVSM capable.

· DoD Procedures May Not Apply to Other Public Aircraft

Allan made clear that he has not been tasked with negotiating non-RVSM approval procedures for other government agencies that may include, for example, Department of Justice and NASA.  The WG focused on what public aircraft will be covered by the FAA-DoD procedure and how procedures for non-covered public aircraft would be developed and coordinated.  Action Item 19 is created to request ATP-6 provide assurance that other government agencies, public aircraft as may be applicable, and state aircraft are brought into the coordination process. 

5.  Issues and Actions from Discussion of DoD-FAA procedures:    The following issues remain under discussion and have been captured by the WG as action items.

· Whether the DOD-FAA MOU also specifies the procedures for other government aircraft including but not limited to NASA, Department of Justice, US Coast Guard, and a wide variety of state aircraft.  DoD says “No” but FAA believes that these groups need to be brought in to the eventual understanding.

· Whether the FAA DRVSM WG will agree to allow letters of agreement for non-RVSM operations in multiple ARTCCs to be used in place of the currently proposed WG procedure involving coordination with the ATCSCC.

· Whether the FAA will accept notification from DoD for non-RVSM approval requests for operations in multiple ARTCCs simply by the filing of the flight plan which will be detected as non compliant by the ETMS and not by the prior use of a telephone call.

· What is the definition of a “State” aircraft that would be allowed to request the non-RVSM approval to operate in RVSM airspace?

6.  Role of Traffic Flow Management User’s Team:  Mark Marchese, AUA-700 representative of the Traffic Flow Management (TFM) Users Team explained the TUT role on the DRVSM procedures.  Mark said that TUT would complete Impact and Implementation (I&I) with the bargaining unit on the DRVSM proposed procedures, implementation plan, drafts, training program for Traffic Management Specialists, ETMS changes, and their prioritization.

7.  Workgroup Tasking:   Bill Leber, attending as the Industry Lead, emphasized that the role of CDM needs to be about anticipated benefits of RVSM also and not merely about FAA coordination procedures.  Bill summarized the discussion about DRVSM that had taken place in a recent CDM Leads meeting.  Bill questioned whether progress had been made on the TFM implementation plan.  Mandy responded by calling Bill’s attention to the large volume of work that had been prepared for discussion at this meeting.  However, Bill noted that the tasking shown on the CDM DRVSM website was different from the tasking originally proposed.  Mandy questioned how the Workgroup would plan to de-conflict primary and secondary traffic flows without first accomplishing essential tasks such as the exception approval process.  Correspondence between the CDM Leads prior to end of the meeting reaffirmed the four tasks shown below:

· Task

· Develop and implement traffic flow management strategies/plan in support of DRVSM implementation in 2005.

· Develop and implement strategies/plan to mitigate the compression of aircraft that may plan into a particular sector or airspace due to the availability of 6 additional flight levels.

· Identify and implement strategies/plan to monitor and manage the impact of multiple non-RVSM approved aircraft operating in the system at one time.

· Develop and implement strategies/plan to de-conflict primary and secondary traffic flows to increase efficiency and maximize en route flexibility.

In an e-mail observation, Debbie Johannes, the FAA CDM Lead, suggested that by working with the National Airspace Redesign program office, the WG will have the analysis needed to get the fourth sub-task done.  After the end of the meeting, Bill requested that Metron update the CDM web-site to revise the description of the CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup tasking to read as stated above.  Bill noted that the CDM leadership will meet in the Washington area February 2-4, 2004, and suggested that the DRVSM WG leads should plan to attend.

8.  ETMS Discussion with Tim Grovac, Manager, Systems Requirements Branch, ATT-220:   Tim Grovac, Dan Horton, Barry Davis, and Rick Oiesen telephoned into the WG meeting to participate in the requirements presentation, DRVSM in ETMS, given by Tanya Yuditsky, Human Factors Psychologist, William J. Hughes Technical Center (WJHTC), and Mike Golibersuch, Volpe Software Engineer.  

The presentation was based on Volpe’s analysis of the ETMS draft requirements provided by the DRVSM WG to Tim Grovac subsequent to the last meeting.  A proposed update of this draft is shown in Appendix C and is subject to approval by the WG and discussion by Volpe at the next WG meeting in February.

The discussion focused on what shapes would be used to display non-RVSM aircraft, what various charts and displays would show, and the magnitude of alert thresholds and whether these would be adjustable.  Volpe cited several issues; the following two were subsequently discussed by the WG.  These two are:

· What actions are the traffic management specialists expected to take with the DRVSM information?

· What information is needed for approval of Non Compliant (NC) flights? Are there any ETMS requirements to track/display approval status?

At the conclusion of the presentation, members of the WG noted their anticipation that National Traffic Management Log (NTML) is presumed to be available as the automation vehicle for making multicenter requests for non-RVSM approval available to all ARTCCs, determining the agreement of each facility, and communicating the result of the determination to appropriate facilities.
  

The WG agreed to recommend modifications in its ETMS requirements which are shown in Attachment C.  These are intended to be consistent with the discussion of the WJHTC/Volpe proposal discussed.  The WG subsequently agreed to add a requirement that ETMS provide DRVSM related information in an interface with the NTML program so that flight profile information and specific sector related information can be related to and recallable with the NTML captured information on the specific request, coordination, and approval or disapproval action.
 

9.  RVSM Airspace Analysis for CDM DRVSM NAR WG:  John Timmerman, ATA-301, and Diana Garcia, Contract Support Specialist, presented the result of the ongoing RVSM airspace analysis being conducted as part of the High Altitude Redesign.  The briefing provided by John along with the sector analyses provided by each ARTCC have been provided on the DRVSM web-site at http://www.metronaviation.com/cdm/Workgroups/drvsm.html
10.  Discussion of non-RVSM operations in block altitudes:  The WG discussed how Altitude Reservations (ALTRV) involving multiple military aircraft would need to be treated.  Because a block altitude assignment permits the holder to operate anywhere in the block, the assumption of a non-RVSM capable aircraft having the block altitude assignment will require that the block be buffered by 2000 feet vertical separation.  As an example, a block of 2000 feet in RVSM airspace will require a total of 6000 feet or six altitudes (the block and 2000 feet above and below).  A 1000 foot block assignment will require five altitudes.  For planning purposes, the WG agreed to make the following assumptions:

· Equipment suffix must be filed for all aircraft that are included in an ALTRV

· The ALTRV will be issued  assuming non-RVSM capable aircraft

· Until military assumes responsibility for separation (MARSA) is declared, each aircraft that are part of an ALTRV will be treated on a single aircraft basis

The WG concluded that FAA Order 7610.4, Special Operations, will likely require changes to reflect these practices.  It was agreed that ATP-6 should be notified so that appropriate change actions can be initiated.

11.  Walk-Through of non-RVSM approval to develop procedures:  Jim Ries led a board session to discuss approval concepts and procedures for non-RVSM operations.  The concepts discussed will be further developed in a structured session at the ATCSCC subsequent to the meeting.  This subsequent session is expected to enable the definition of a requirement for NTML support for the coordination process and for an NTML interface with ETMS to collect all automation provided information on non-RVSM approval in a relatable manner.  

Lorraine Vomacka and Bill Leber both recommended consideration of Electronic Exception as this concept is being developed in the FCA/FEA CDM WG.  Because Electronic Exception is not yet planned for specific availability in ETMS, it was agreed that the concepts available at DRVSM initiation will not include Electronic Exception.

A website was also suggested as a method of making a non-RVSM approval request. 
 

While all agree that Electronic Exception, a web-site tool, and the flight plan as alternative notification all may have merit as the agency gains experience with non-RVSM approvals, the TFM members of the Workgroup do not want to base initial procedures on any of these three potential alternatives.

Some of the observations and suggestions of this very spirited discussion are noted below:

· Customers want one point of contact

· Calling gives the ability to log the number of requests

· Electronic Exception gives the ability of the airlines to request approval

· Electronic Exception is not likely to be of significant help either to DoD or to the general aviation or business aviation communities

· Coordination could be accomplished by ETMS as an alternative to NTML

· Requests, and possibly approval, could be made by a website provided this could be accomplished in a secure manner

· Full time positions at ATCSCC may be needed for the approval process

· The TMU’s do not want to have to do traffic flow de-confliction because of non-RVSM approval requests

· Telephone notification leads to increased predictability of approval requests.

· What procedure will TMU follow when TSD shows alert three hours later?

· Under what conditions will the Operations Supervisor be called to coordinate approval?

· Non-RVSM approval may be an initial workload that quickly abates.

Jim Ries suggested that the WG need to recommend the staffing of a dedicated non-RVSM approval function at the ATCSCC.  While no one disagrees, it is not clear that this recommendation is consistent with the WG charter or what the staffing level should be.  Further consideration needs to be made.

12.  Presentation of Electronic Exception as Coordination Alternative:   Loraine Sandusky, Continental Airlines, presented this concept which is being developed in the Flow Constrained Area/Flow Evaluation Area Work Group.  She suggested that the capability to include non-RVSM approval existed.  Lorraine Vomacka and Bill Leber both support the use of these concepts.  The TFM member of the Workgroup while not disagreeing that Electronic Exception may have an eventual role in non-RVSM approval operations do not see this as a concept to be tested on DRVSM initiation.  There appears to be no objection to consideration of the concept for post-initiation incorporation provided the need is determined to still exist.

Loraine concluded her presentation by posing several questions to the WG:

· Would modeling Early Intent RVSM altitude data be beneficial?

· Can simulation studies be performed prior to DRVSM initiation?

· What coordination actions will Transcon flights with winter winds create?

· Can FEA/FCA procedures be applied to DRVSM constraints?

· How will operator business needs be identified, resolved, and tested?

13.  Discussion of Document Change Proposals:  The WG will draft Section 23 to Chapter 17, Traffic Flow Management, of the Facility Operations and Administration Handbook, FAA Order 7210.3.  The WG anticipates reviewing a draft at its next meetings.

14.  Checklist for DRVSM Implementation:   The Workgroup discussed the draft checklist for DRVSM implementation distributed after the last meeting.  A number of suggestions were made for changes that will be incorporated into a subsequent draft and discussed in a WG telecom prior to the next meeting.  Scott Godfrey offered to provide a number of specific recommendations to the WG.  

15.  Proposed Moratorium:  The consensus of the group was that a moratorium against non-RVSM approval exceptions during initiation was desirable.  The workgroup believes that 96 hours is the appropriate duration of the moratorium. 

16.  Meeting Closed/Next Meeting/Support Additions: The meeting was closed at 12:00 noon January 29, 2004.  The Workgroup plans to meet next at the Memphis ARTCC February 24-26, 2004.  Attachment D is a preliminary agenda for that meeting.  Suggestions for the agenda including New Business should be e-mailed to Mandy Stott and Bill Cranor.  

Future DRVSM Workgroup meetings have been identified as follows:

· 2/24-26/2003, Memphis ARTCC

· 3/18-18/2003, Washington DC area

· 4/13-15/2004, Location TBD

· 5/18-20/2003, Location TBD

· 6/22-24/2004, Location TBD

· 7/20-22/2004, Location TBD
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CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup Meeting, Houston, TX; Jan 27-29, 2004

Meeting Attendees

Workgroup members

Last Name First Name Organization Telephone email

Bruce Roger FAA/ZDV/STMC 303.651.4202 roger.bruce@faa.gov

Birdsong Michael USAF/TACC/XOCM 618.256.3700 michael.birdsong@scott.af.mil

Carlson Randy FAA/ZDV/TMO 303.651.4540 randy.w.carlson@faa.gov

Deering Robert American Airlines 817.967.7195 robert.deering@aa.com

Diehl  James 

AUA-730/TAC         

Facilitator/Reporter 202.314.1488 jim.diehl@auatac.com

Frame David FAA/ZHU/TMO 281.230.5530 david.frame@faa.gov

Gavin John Universal WX (NBAA)800.231.5600x8605jgavin@univ-wea.com

Leber Bill

Northwest Airlines  

Acting Industry Lead 612.727.0293 william.leber@nwa.com

Ries James FAA/ZOB/TMO 440.774.0319 james.ries@faa.gov

Stott Amanda

FAA/ATCSCC/NTMO 

FAA Lead 703.904.4510 mandy.stott@faa.gov

Tigert Gary FAA/ZME/TMO 901.368.8548 gary.n.tigert@faa.gov

Wyman Pete USAF/ANE-910 781.238.7900 pete.wyman@faa.gov

Guests

Garcia Diana FAA/ATA-301 202.267.9754 diana.ctr.garcia@faa.gov

Godfrey Scott FAA/ATA-301 202.267.7591 scott.ctr.godfrey@faa.gov

Golibersuch Mike Volpe NTSC 617.494.2443 golibersuch@volpe.dot.gov

Marchese Mark AUA-700/TUT 202.385.8461 mark.marchese@faa.gov

Sandusky Loraine Continental Airlines 713.324.7276 lsandu@coa.com

Storm Allan USAF/AFFSA/XAX 240.857.2146 allan.storm@andrews.af.mil

Timmerman John FAA/ATA-301 202.267.7247 john.timmerman@faa.gov

Vomacka Lorraine ATCSCC 703.925.3112 lorraine.vomacka@faa.gov

Yuditsky Tanya FAA/ACB-220 609.485.5375 tanya.yuditsky@faa.gov


Collaborative Decision Making/Collaborative Routing/Domestic Reduced Vertical Separation Minima (CDM/CR/DRVSM) Workgroup Updated DRAFT Requirements for

Enhanced Traffic Management System (ETMS) display capabilities

1.  ETMS must identify and display all non-RVSM aircraft with flight plans filed that are requesting altitudes between FL290 and FL 600.

2.  ETMS must identify and display all non-RVSM aircraft reported by Mode C to be operating at altitudes between FL290 and FL600.

3.  ETMS must provide the above two capabilities in all related system capabilities.  This must include but not be limited to Traffic Situation Display, Monitor Alert Parameter alert displays, and Flow Evaluation Area/Flow Constraint Area flight lists.

4.  The Monitor Alert Parameter displays of the first two of the above capabilities must include bar charts, show flights, reports, and center monitor.

5.  ETMS displays must be capable of receiving from Host and differentiating the display identification of flight plan suffixes provided by Host to include W (RVSM equipped) and Q (RVSM and RNP equipped) in addition to any area navigation suffixes that may also be provided by Host.

6.  ETMS must provide a “Select Flights Drop down box” with an operator determined capability to track the following aircraft flight planned that are requesting an altitude between FL290 and FL600:

· All non-RVSM equipped aircraft

· All non-RVSM DoD, Lifeguard, or certification category  flights in single categories or in any combination of two categories, or in all three categories

· All aircraft by sorting on equipment qualifier suffix of multiple suffixes when provided by NAS

7.  The Monitor Alert Parameter displays must show an alert whenever a non-RVSM aircraft is proposed or active in the sector.  The alert threshold must be zero but it must also be capable of being adjusted to a value greater than zero.

8.  ETMS must provide an interface for integrated communication with the National Traffic Management Log (NTML).  This interface must make available all non-RVSM approval information related to a specific flight including all flight profile information in a manner that can be easily retrieved.
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CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup Meeting January 27-29, 2004; 

Houston, TX

Action Items (italics, underlined items new this meeting)

No. Action Responsible

Due 

Date Status

1

Develop meeting minutes and distribute to the 

Workgroup

Geoff Barker/AUA-

TAC

ASAP/2 

weeks Closed

2

Review RVSM web pages: http://www.eur-

rvsm.com, http://www.faa.gov/ats/ato/rvsm1.htm, 

and others

Each WG 

member Closed

3 Establish DRVSM Workgroup web location

Geoff Barker/AUA-

TAC Closed

4

Provide Eurocontrol RVSM implementation lessons 

learned Steve Creamer Closed

5

Evaluate all constraints contained with 

LOA's/MOU's

Each WG 

member

6

Determine if conflicts exist between DRVSM and 

HAR implementation

Each WG 

member Ongoing

7

Determine which other TFM tools will require ETMS 

changes to support DRVSM implementation for 

TMU.  It was noted that NTML has no funding 

available to support DRVSM and no NTML 

requirements have been stated.

Each WG 

member Ongoing

8

Determine if Tactical Customer Advocate (TCA) 

like function will be primary focal point for ATCSCC 

approval process

Mandy Stott, Bill 

Cranor Ongoing

9

Determine how many non-RVSM equipped aircraft 

operate above FL430 now.  Scott Godfrey 

volunteered to pursue this issue with Barry Davis. Mandy Stott Ongoing

10

Review 7110.65 and 7210.3 for any potential 

change requirements.  Check with HDQ for and 

document change proposals already written.   Mandy Stott Ongoing

11

Develop list of standard traffic management 

initiatives (TMI) used over past year to evaluate 

constraints

Each WG 

member

January 

Meeting Closed

12

Provide requirement to all ARTCC TMOs stating 

"TMOs need to review one year's data and identify 

common sector/enroute constraints and associated 

TMIs (excluding airports and convective weather) for 

Flite Teams for Jan 2004 meeting.  The TMU 

member representing your facility will be prepared 

to discuss and evaluate these TMIs, the current 

LOA, and route and altitued restrictions in relation 

to proposed sector restratification and traffic flow 

analysis TMO

January 

Meeting Closed
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CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup Meeting January 27-29, 2004; 

Houston, TX

Action Items (italics, underlined items new this meeting)

No. Action Responsible

Due 

Date Status

13

Determine TM/NATCA/Industry representation at 

the Flite Team meetings in January 2004 Bill Cranor Ongoing Closed

14

Develop user participant (Carriers/NBAA) POC 

listing from the CDM Group Bill Cranor Ongoing

15

Determine items required for development of 

checklist for use prior to and during DRVSM 

implementation Randy Carlson Closed

16

Review DCPs for FAA Orders 7110.65 and 7210.3 

and AIM

Each WG 

member

January 

Telecon

7210.3 

changes 

anticipated

17

Provide written comment/suggestions on Item 15 

Draft

Each WG 

member Ongoing

18

Draft Section 23, DRVSM, for Chapter 17, FAA 

Order 7210.3

Each WG 

member Ongoing

19

Determine whether DOD-FAA procedures will be 

applicable to all state/public aircraft Mandy Stott 24-Feb-04

20

Determine whether FAA will accept DOD-FAA 

LOAs for multi-center non-RVSM approval DRVSM WG 26-Feb-04

21

Determine whether FAA will accept DOD flight plan 

with no prior telephone call for non-RVSM approval 

requestes DRVSM WG 26-Feb-04

22

Review and validate/modify DRVSM Charter shown 

on web-site

Mandy Stott        

Bill Leber 9-Feb-04

23 Modify and update ETMS DRVSM Requirements DRVSM WG 9-Feb-04

24

Develop and promulgate DRVSM NTML 

Requirements DRVSM WG 9-Feb-04



Attachment D

Draft Work Plan/Agenda for Feb 24-26, 2004

CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup Meeting in Memphis, Tennessee

2200 Feb 23
Workgroup members meet in hotel lobby for transport to FedEx midnight sort visit

0130 Feb 24
Workgroup members return to hotel

0800 Feb 24
 
Meeting will convene



 
Review report of previous meeting for corrections



 
Review status of action items




Determine location and format of future meetings


Update status of document change proposals

1300 Feb 24  
Review status of DoD requests for alternative exception approval procedures and decide recommended response



Review draft of FAA Hdbk 7210.3, Ch. 17, Section 23

0800 Feb 25   
Review ETMS draft requirements and define functionality


Review NTML draft requirements, if any, and define functionality  
1300 Feb 25
Review DRVSM Implementation Project Network (Checklist) and update

0800 Feb 26 
New Business




Summarize action items and expectations
1200 Feb 26

Meeting will adjourn

� A later discussion of non-RVSM operations in block altitudes is summarized in Minute number 10.


� The FAA WG Lead, Amanda Stott, has subsequently noted that any such national agreement between the DoD and FAA must be coordinated at the Headquarters levels.


� Steve Creamer provided the following estimate.  1500 aircraft will be non-RVSM approved on RVSM initiation.  The military daily portion is estimated to be .9 of one percent.





� The WG assumes that Allan Storm’s request to use Letters of Agreement for non-RVSM operations across the airspace of multiple centers is limited to regular, routine operations.  However, this was not clarified.


� Mike clarified the speed with which proposed flight profiles of non-RVSM capable aircraft will be available to ETMS.  He said that this information would be available within a few minutes after a flight plan had been filed in the Host without regard to how far in advance that flight plan had been filed.  In other words, a flight plan of a non-RVSM compliant aircraft filing 60 minutes in advance of its proposed departure time in RVSM airspace should appear in the ETMS and ETMS RVSM related products almost immediately.   





� Later in the WG meeting, the WG agreed to complete a walk-through scenario at the ATCSCC the following week for the purpose of identifying the specific NTML support capabilities desired and their relationship and potential integration with ETMS information the provision of which is anticipated.  These actions should enable the WG to respond to the two issues cited above by Mike and Tanya in their briefing.





� Because the magnitude of non-RVSM approval requests cannot be precisely estimated prior to DRVSM initiation, the WG is concerned that a large number of daily non-RVSM approval requests could be very difficult to manage without automation support provided by the NTML.  In addition, the discussion of a request that may generate a disapproval decision and the need complete historical request capture for analysis make it desirable to relate the information available in ETMS concerning that request to the coordination process anticipated to take place in the NTML.


� Allan Storm renewed his request that filing of the flight plan by DoD be considered as the request.  The TMOs, however, remain in agreement that a telephone call to ATCSCC will be required for non-RVSM approval of a multi-center operation.  A final recommended decision is anticipated at the February meeting.  


� This question and others will be addressed in the planned walk-through.


� Start time may be deferred at the Leads’ discretion.





February 10, 2004
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		No.		Action		Responsible		Due Date		Status

		1		Develop meeting minutes and distribute to the Workgroup		Geoff Barker/AUA-TAC		ASAP/2 weeks		Closed

		2		Review RVSM web pages: http://www.eur-rvsm.com, http://www.faa.gov/ats/ato/rvsm1.htm, and others		Each WG member				Closed

		3		Establish DRVSM Workgroup web location		Geoff Barker/AUA-TAC				Closed
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		5		Evaluate all constraints contained with LOA's/MOU's		Each WG member
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		7		Determine which other TFM tools will require ETMS changes to support DRVSM implementation for TMU.  It was noted that NTML has no funding available to support DRVSM and no NTML requirements have been stated.		Each WG member		Ongoing

		8		Determine if Tactical Customer Advocate (TCA) like function will be primary focal point for ATCSCC approval process		Mandy Stott, Bill Cranor		Ongoing

		9		Determine how many non-RVSM equipped aircraft operate above FL430 now.  Scott Godfrey volunteered to pursue this issue with Barry Davis.		Mandy Stott		Ongoing

		10		Review 7110.65 and 7210.3 for any potential change requirements.  Check with HDQ for and document change proposals already written.		Mandy Stott		Ongoing

		11		Develop list of standard traffic management initiatives (TMI) used over past year to evaluate constraints		Each WG member		January Meeting		Closed

		12		Provide requirement to all ARTCC TMOs stating "TMOs need to review one year's data and identify common sector/enroute constraints and associated TMIs (excluding airports and convective weather) for Flite Teams for Jan 2004 meeting.  The TMU member representing your facility will be prepared to discuss and evaluate these TMIs, the current LOA, and route and altitued restrictions in relation to proposed sector restratification and traffic flow analysis		TMO		January Meeting		Closed
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		Attachment A

		CDM/CR/DRVSM Workgroup Meeting, Houston, TX; Jan 27-29, 2004

		Meeting Attendees

		Workgroup members

		Last Name		First Name		Organization		Telephone		email

		Bruce		Roger		FAA/ZDV/STMC		303.651.4202		roger.bruce@faa.gov

		Birdsong		Michael		USAF/TACC/XOCM		618.256.3700		michael.birdsong@scott.af.mil

		Carlson		Randy		FAA/ZDV/TMO		303.651.4540		randy.w.carlson@faa.gov

		Deering		Robert		American Airlines		817.967.7195		robert.deering@aa.com

		Diehl		James		AUA-730/TAC         Facilitator/Reporter		202.314.1488		jim.diehl@auatac.com

		Frame		David		FAA/ZHU/TMO		281.230.5530		david.frame@faa.gov

		Gavin		John		Universal WX (NBAA)		800.231.5600x8605		jgavin@univ-wea.com

		Leber		Bill		Northwest Airlines  Acting Industry Lead		612.727.0293		william.leber@nwa.com

		Ries		James		FAA/ZOB/TMO		440.774.0319		james.ries@faa.gov

		Stott		Amanda		FAA/ATCSCC/NTMO FAA Lead		703.904.4510		mandy.stott@faa.gov

		Tigert		Gary		FAA/ZME/TMO		901.368.8548		gary.n.tigert@faa.gov

		Wyman		Pete		USAF/ANE-910		781.238.7900		pete.wyman@faa.gov

		Guests

		Garcia		Diana		FAA/ATA-301		202.267.9754		diana.ctr.garcia@faa.gov

		Godfrey		Scott		FAA/ATA-301		202.267.7591		scott.ctr.godfrey@faa.gov

		Golibersuch		Mike		Volpe NTSC		617.494.2443		golibersuch@volpe.dot.gov

		Marchese		Mark		AUA-700/TUT		202.385.8461		mark.marchese@faa.gov

		Sandusky		Loraine		Continental Airlines		713.324.7276		lsandu@coa.com

		Storm		Allan		USAF/AFFSA/XAX		240.857.2146		allan.storm@andrews.af.mil

		Timmerman		John		FAA/ATA-301		202.267.7247		john.timmerman@faa.gov

		Vomacka		Lorraine		ATCSCC		703.925.3112		lorraine.vomacka@faa.gov

		Yuditsky		Tanya		FAA/ACB-220		609.485.5375		tanya.yuditsky@faa.gov
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