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Thirtieth Meeting of the

Informal South Pacific ATS Co-ordinating Group
(ISPACG/30)

Surfers Paradise, Australia

14 to 17 March 2016
Agenda Item [4] AI 25-2
 Speed Variation Concern
Reporting speed variations
Presented by Airservices Australia
SUMMARY

Procedures to require flight crews to report variations in their speed have been on the ISPACG agenda for some time. This working paper reviews the promulgation of speed reporting procedures by Airservices Australia.
1.
INTRODUCTION

1.1
For a number of years the ISPACG forum has attempted to introduce a standardized procedure for flight crews to report their speed (or variations to their speed)
2.
DISCUSSION

2.1
During 2015, the FAA published the following NOTAM. NZZO and NFFF published similar NOTAM shortly afterwards.
ATTN ALL AIRCREWS-NEW PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENT FOR FLIGHTS OPERATING IN OAKLAND OCEANIC CONTROL AREA (KZAK). IN ORDER TO SUPPORT COST INDEX OR ECON SPEEDS AND MAINTAIN ATC SEPARATION SPACING AIRCREWS ARE REQUIRED TO USE THE FOLLOWING PROCEDURES IN THE KZAK FIR. A PILOT MUST INFORM ATS VIA VOICE OR CPDLC EACH TIME THE CRUISING MACH NUMBER VARIES OR IS EXPECTED TO VARY BY A VALUE EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN 0.02 MACH FROM:

(1) THE MACH NUMBER AT FIR ENTRY; OR 

(2) ANY SUBSEQUENT SPEED CHANGE NOTIFIED TO ATC IN FLIGHT 

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS CONTACT DENNIS ADDISON (510)745-3258. 13 OCT 21:33 2015 UNTIL 12 APR 21:30 2016. CREATED: 13 OCT 21:36 2015
2.2
NZZO and NFFF followed with the publication of a similar NOTAM soon afterwards

Note. It appears that the NFFF and NZZO NOTAMs are no longer current.

2.3
Unfortunately YBBB encountered difficulties in the publication of a similar NOTAM because Australia already had speed reporting requirements promulgated in AIP. The Australian regulator (CASA) had advised that it was not possible to issue a NOTAM containing procedures that conflicted with the AIP procedures. We were advised that the amended procedures would need to be promulgated via an AIP Supplement.
2.4
During the development of the wording of the Australian AIP Sup, a number of issues were discussed at length, including:
· “what ‘speed’ the flight crew were expected to report”?

· “what CPDLC ‘report’ was required for the notification of a change in speed

2.5
An additional issue that caused some discussion involved the determination of a “baseline” speed. While the procedures being discussed required the flight crew to report variations to their speed, this was only seen as useful if a baseline speed (i.e. the speed to which variations were being measured against) was known. It was considered that the only way that this common datum could be obtained was by obtaining the aircraft’s speed at the FIR boundary entry position. This issue had been discussed (and agreed to) at previous ISPACG meetings. 

2.6
It is not known why the requirement to report speed at the FIR boundary was not included in the KZAK, NZZO or NFFF NOTAM.

2.5
The final text included in the AIP SUP (and subsequently incorporated into AIP) was:

“A pilot must inform ATS if the sustained TAS or Mach number between reporting points, varies or is expected to vary, by a value equal to or more than:

a. 10KT TAS; or

b. 0.02 Mach

from that given in the flight plan or previously notified to ATS.

When entering oceanic controlled airspace from outside Australian administered airspace, pilots must report the current sustained TAS or Mach number to ATS.

Note: A specific report via CPDLC may be used to meet this requirement”
3.
ACTION BY THE MEETING

3.1
The meeting is invited to: 


a)
Discuss the Australian AIP amendment relating to reporting variations in speed
Attachments
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