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The telecon was devoted to reviewing the safety tables for enhanced visud acquisition,
enhanced visual approaches, and approach spacing.  The revised tables are attached.

During the discussion of enhanced visud approaches, the subject of ATC workload came
up. We conddered adding "increase ATC workload" as a separate hazard, but then
rejected that idea, because ATC is not the subject of our andlysis. Instead, we agreed to
point out the potentia for increased ATC workload by adding it into the effects column.

We a0 agreed to re-order the columns of the table to put the mitigations between the
hazard class and the equipment criticality. See the attached tables for the changes.

Findly, we discussed hazards for approach spacing. We discussed the possibility of
three different hazards types associated with approach spacing. These are:

Near mid-air collison (NMAC)
Reduced margin of safety due to wake vortex congtraints being broken
Reduced margin of safety due to a hazardous workload increase

NMACs could be produced by the following causes:

Trailing arcraft missed approach resultsin NMAC with lead aircraft
Bad guidance and bad aerting resultsin NMAC
Pilot doesn't follow speed commands or derts.

We agreed that the following hazard is not associated with approach spacing, but should
be considered for ACM:
NMAC dueto VFR traffic in area after breaking out of clouds -- not an issue
because approach spacing doesn't need to do another application.



Reduced margin of safety due to wake vortex congtraints being broken could occur in the
same way as an NMAC, with larger bounds on the separation. Findly, we agreed that a
hazardous workload increase is primarily avoided by good design.

Asdde from the approach spacing application, we diverted the discusson momentarily to
talk about CSPA. It was the pogition of certification (Bob Passman), that false darm
induced breakouts / missed approaches maneuver increases workload should not be
consdered to be a hazardous increase in workload and could be considered to be aminor
effect. Previoudy the missed approach was described asif it was a hazardous increase in
crew workload. The attached paper reflects this discussion.

Next telecon: Wednesday, June 27, 1-3 pm eastern time. Joint telecon with WG1 and
WG6 (ADS-B MASPS) to talk about intent / TCPs.



