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1. The United States chaired the Aviation Safety Experts Group (AvSEG) meeting Tuesday, 31 May 2005.  Twenty-nine participants from eleven economies attended including Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Mexico, Philippines, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, Thailand, and the United States.

2. The Chair, Mr. Michael E. Daniel, welcomed the participants to Washington and expressed his pleasure in working with APEC.  The Chair stated that although his staff supported the TPTWG in the past, he will now be the Chair of the group to provide the needed leadership continuity.  The Chair then recapped the opening remarks of the Deputy Secretary of the United States Department of Transportation, emphasizing her challenge to the Transportation Working Group (TPTWG) to determine the group’s direction and identify the obstacles that would prevent that direction from being achieved.  The Chair also acknowledged the Deputy Secretary’s call for the economies to support each other in times of crises and disaster.  Next, the Chair invited all participants to introduce themselves.  After the introductions, the Chair expressed his satisfaction that government (both regulatory and economic), embassy and industry personnel were well represented at the AvSEG meeting.  The Chair then introduced the agenda for modification.  The agenda proceeded as no revisions were required.

3. The Report of the Chair of the 24th Transportation Working Group (TPTWG) was introduced with particular attention to the recommendation that the steering committee coordinators work with experts groups chairs to ensure that experts groups adhere to a strict work plan that has, as its goal, demonstrable, concrete achievements in priority areas within a set time period.  The Chair also reviewed the report of the 24th AvSEG meeting, including the recommendations accepted by the 24th TPTWG Chair.  Those recommendations included:

· note the progress on the development of the a New Technologies Workshop on RNAV/RNP with the objective of implementation within the APEC region in a manner that facilitates ongoing ICAO efforts to determine an international standard;

· encourage the economies to work intersessionally on the New Technologies Workshop with the goal of holding the session no later than August 2005;

· encourage the economies to discuss the New Technologies Workshop with the appropriate officials in order to determine additional presenters and potential invitees; and

· encourage economies to forward appropriate aviation safety points of contact to the ASEG Chair.

4. After reviewing the report, the Chair opened the meeting for comments.  Australia reminded the group of the Lead Shepard’s call to consider integrated modal strategies that can be developed into sectoral action plans for APEC, i.e. an aviation plan that includes safety, security and economics.  The Chair acknowledged to the participants that the mix of representatives at that meeting was a good start towards meeting that goal.    

5. With no further comments, the United States Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) delivered a presentation on the New Technologies Workshop – Area Navigation/Required Navigational Performance (RNAV/RNP).  The presentation was provided by Mr. Vincent Chirasello and began with an overview of the FAA’s RNAV/RNP roadmap.  The FAA proceeded to provided information on how routes are currently designed in the United States (based on fixed navigational aides) and how RNAV can provide for more efficient routes and RNP can provide for greater capacity.  This explanation was followed by detailed definitions of RNAV, RNP and Special Aircraft and Aircrew Authorization Required (SAAAR) with emphasis on SAAAR and its relation to RNAV/RNP.  The FAA then presented examples where RNAV/RNP will have direct benefits in the United States, including parallel operations, converging operations, adjacent airport operations and single runway access, and encouraged the economies to think about which of their airports could also benefit from RNAV/RNP.  These examples were augmented by FAA documentation that is under review and may be available at the workshop in September.  The FAA provided information to the delegates on dates (September 20-23); location (Singapore); and proposed delegations (a regulatory, an aircraft certification, an air traffic, and an industry representative).  At the end of the presentation, the Chair reminded the delegates of the Deputy Secretary’s request to collaborate on new technologies for air services efficiency that will increase safety.  To further illustrate this point, the Chair noted that 40% of foreign traffic to the United States is from foreign operators that have not implemented new technologies, and that the International Air Transport Association (IATA) reported loses of $4-6 billion dollars in large part due to increased fuel costs.  Implementation of new technologies will ensure that international traffic is safer and that its operations will be efficient and cost effective.   The Chair ended the presentation by thanking the United States Trade Development Agency (USTDA) for providing the funding for the workshop.

6. Next, the Chair opened the meeting to questions and comments on the presentation.  Japan indicated that their RNAV/RNP roadmap was being developed and would be ready for implementation by the September workshop.   As such, the workshop would be very beneficial to Japan’s efforts.  Japan also offered to provide expertise for the meeting.  Brunei asked if implementation of RNAV/RNP required additional hardware at airports.  The FAA stated no, because RNAV/RNP was being implemented with current infrastructure and aircraft avionics.  Australia asked if RNAV/RNP implementation increased or decreased noise at airports.  Noise issues have actually decreased along with pollution and fuel usage in some cases since the FAA is developing RNAV/RNP procedures within the current footprint of the aircraft.  Australia further stated that RNAV/RNP expertise can be provided for the workshop.

7. Following these comments, the Chair presented the potential projects list that was developed by AvSEG at the 23rd TPTWG in order to determine if the list needed to be updated based on recent activities.  The Chair began the discussion by stating the first new technologies project, implementation of RNAV/RNP, will be completed in September and suggested that this project be removed.  The delegates agreed.   The second new technologies project, Reduced Vertical Separation Minimum (RVSM) implementation, was originally suggested by Singapore.  The Chair asked Singapore if this potential project was still valid and if so, would Singapore take the lead to determine the need within APEC.  Singapore agreed to identify RVSM as a potential project if a need is identified.  The third new technologies project, precision landing/all weather operations (also suggested by Singapore) was discussed.  Singapore deferred comment on this project until they conferred with their aviation authority.  The Chair then discussed the long-term International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) audit project that Indonesia introduced.  Since the introduction of this potential project, ICAO has finalized the systems approach to the audit program, and the Chair noted that the audit of Canada has recently been completed.  Mexico stated that they supported the systems approach and has had success working with the United States and Canada on addressing audit issues.  Mexico, however, indicated that sharing of the audit reports was paramount to the success they have experienced.  The Chair thanked Mexico for their comments, and agreed to formulate a project proposal for submission that addresses the ICAO audit results.

8. The Chair then asked the delegates if the economies had any new projects that could be added to the list.  When no suggestions were made, the Chair offered the following options:

· Safety Management Systems (SMS):  with ICAO’s movement to a systems approach to audits, economies have expressed a need for guidance on how to develop an SMS capability.  

· Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs):  UAVs are becoming more prevalent in the economies, but most do not have the necessary regulations in place.

· Foreign Air Operator Safety Authorization:  as the liberalization efforts within APEC increase, the need to authorize carriers to undertake those operations will become necessary.  

9. The economies agreed that all three should be added to the potential projects list, with the Air Carrier Certification to be discussed as a joint project with the Air Services Group to meet the Lead Shepard’s request to develop modal action plans.

10. The Chair focused on the AvSEG Operational Plan and asked the delegates if it need to be altered to reflect recent activities.  With the exception of indicating the United States as the lead for the long-term ICAO audit project, the delegates agreed that the plan should not be altered until the September workshop is completed and if a project is presented at a future TPTWG.

11. The agenda resumed with a review of the Joint Ministerial Statement of the 4th APEC Transportation Ministerial in preparation for the 5th Transportation Ministerial scheduled for 2006.  The Chair requested that the economies review the statement and provide input as to how the statement can be revised to emphasize the role of aviation safety within APEC.  The input should be provided to the Chair in a timely manner so that the AvSEG’s language can be finalized no later than the spring 2006 TPTWG meeting.  After some clarification of the Chair’s request, the delegates agreed to work intersessionally on aviation safety language for the next Transportation Ministerial.

12. The Chair then asked the participants if there were any new issues to be presented by the economies.  As no participants presented any new issues, the Chair proceeded to discuss the aviation safety contacts list in preparation for the September workshop.  The Chair suggested that two lists may need to be developed: a meeting participants list and an aviation safety resource list for the economies.  The Chair offered to submit the current list to the TPTWG web-site as first step and encouraged the economies to provide updates.  The Chair closed the meeting by expressing his sincere pleasure in participating in AvSEG and suggesting that the delegates attend the Air Services Group meeting the following day.  

Recommendations to the Steering Committee:

a) note the dates of the New Technologies Workshop on RNAV/RNP as September 20 – 23 in Singapore;

b) encourage the economies to send a delegation that contains at least one regulatory, one aircraft certification, one air traffic and one industry representative;

c) encourage the economies to visit the TPTWG webpage intersessionally for information on the New Technologies Workshop, including administrative and logistical detail; 

d) note the addition of Safety Management Systems, Unmanned Aerial Vehicles and Foreign Air Operator Safety Authorization to the list of potential projects; and

e) encourage economies to forward appropriate aviation safety points of contact to the ASEG Chair.
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