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Task: TF-ATM01 

 

Review IVATF/2 WP/25, WP/26 and IP/21 and 

propose a common terminology for the Response 

Phases. (Alert/Reactive/Proactive versus 

Monitoring and Preparation/Alerting/Initial 

Reaction/Proactive/Review). 

 

Check ATM contingency plan draft template.  

 

 

Finalize ATM contingency plan draft template 

(clarify the intended reference to Danger Area, 

concentration levels). 

OPI: Cay Boquist 

 

Integrate the proposals into one. 

 

 

 

 

 

Ensure wording matches in IVATF/2 WP/25 

appendix A and WP/18 Appendix B. 

 

 

Concentration levels – add indicating text as 

determined by the appropriate ICAO group 

Progress 

October 2011: New draft has been prepared taking into account IVATF/2 WP/25 Appendix A, WP/18 

Appendix B and IP/21.  The draft will be submitted to members of TF-ATM01 for comments in 

mid-October. 

 

January 2012: New draft prepared and provided to ATM members for comment (15 December 2011).  

 

Issues identified 

October 2011: The ash concentration levels used in the EUR/NAT volcanic ash contingency plans need to 

be verified in order to be inserted into the template.  Also, information as regards the VAACs ability to 

forecast concentration levels needs to be asserted (except for VAAC London and Toulouse). 

 

January 2012: This draft removes reference to levels of contamination therefore removing the dependency 

upon the SCI Sub-Group and VAAC input. 

 

Coordination requirements with other sub-groups 

IAVW CG; AIR SG; SCI SG 

 

October 2011: There is a need to establish ash concentration levels for Low/Medium/High concentration.  

Input to be received from the other SGs. 

 

January 2012: If the December draft is accepted, input from identified groups regarding concentration 

levels will no longer be required. Confirmation will be required from the other groups regarding 

terminologies (phases). 

 

Suggested action to resolve the issues identified 

October 2011: Correspondence with the AIR SG foreseen in order to get an agreement on ash concentration 

levels. Also, input from the IAVWCG is required as regards the ability by VAACs to forecast ash 



 

concentration levels. 

 

January 2012: Confirmation from AIR SG regarding terminologies of phases. 

 



 

 
 

Task: TF-ATM02 

 

Investigate other ICAO groups work related to 

volcanic activities and report on their conclusions.  

(e.g. EUR/NAT VOLCEX SG, AIS-AIM SG 

 

OPI: ICAO TO/ATM 

 

Report on findings 

Progress 

Briefly highlight the progress made over the last three months. 

 

AIS-AIM SG has developed a draft NOTAM template for volcanic ash events and an ad-hoc group will 

continue the development of the templates, and ultimately provide feedback to IVATF. 

 

Exercise VOLCEX11/01 was held in the EUR/NAT Region and identified the need for 

reduction/streamlining of flow of information from beginning to end. Efforts will also be made to 

harmonize the management of volcanic ash events among the European States.  Next exercise in the 

EUR/NAT Region scheduled for April 2012. 

 

Issues identified 

List all the issues (problems) that have arisen. 

 

Quantity/Quality of MET products needs to be managed in order to avoid confusion. 

 

Harmonized approach among States is a must. 

Coordination requirements with other sub-groups 

List all the issues arisen requiring coordination with other sub-groups. 

 

Inform MET SG on MET product issues. 

Suggested action to resolve the issues identified 

Provide details how the sub-group intends to address the issues identified including the corresponding 

timelines. 

 

Task completed. 

 



 
 

Task: TF-ATM03 

 

Review the communication chain regarding the 

collection and dissemination of pilot reports of 

volcanic activity (IVATF/2 WP29 refers) and 

include in contingency plan.  

 

VAR form and taxonomy review (i.e. VAR Æ Pilot  

VAR) 

OPI: Dragica Stankovic 

 

Provide guidance or suggestion to improve the  

collection, exchange and dissemination of volcanic  

activity reports (VAR) by pilots.  

 

 

Monitor the progress within  

task TF-VAA12 

Progress 

Briefly highlight the progress made over the last three months. 

 

The leader of the group in coordination with the colleagues from EUROCONTROL and EASA is in the 

process of drafting the working paper giving suggestions for the improvement of the reporting, information 

collection, exchange and dissemination of volcanic activity reports (VAR); improvement of the taxonomy 

and volcanic ash reporting form. Draft of the paper has been based on the WP/29, ongoing discussions and 

best practices. It will be disseminated to the IVATF ATM SG for comments. 

 

Issues identified 

List all the issues (problems) that have arisen. 

 

- Identification of all participants and their roles and responsibilities within in-flight and post-flight 

reporting phase. 

- Taxonomy definitions. 

- Definition of the most optimum content of the volcanic ash reporting form 

 

Coordination requirements with other sub-groups 

List all the issues arisen requiring coordination with other sub-groups. 

 

IAVW CG; AIR SG; SCI SG 

 

Suggested action to resolve the issues identified 

Provide details how the sub-group intends to address the issues identified including the corresponding 

timelines. 

 

October 2011: The ATM SG as well as the other groups listed above will be invited to comment on the 

paper and give proposals focusing on the issues as identified above (participants within in-flight and 

post-flight, taxonomy and content of the volcanic ash reporting form. 

 

January 2012: The paper was produced and some comments have been received.  The plan is to have the 

discussion on the paper at IVATF/3 and after having the agreement on the three main areas 

mentioned above to go with the development of: 
-  Guidance document how to improve the collection, exchange and dissemination of volcanic ash reports; 

and 

-  To propose new VAR form for the IVATF/4.  

 

 



 

 
 

Task: TF-ATM04 
 

 

Recommend that EUR/NAT volcanic ash 

contingency plan should be clarified on the issuance 

of clearances through Danger Areas. Pilots wishing 

to fly through will be informed about the danger 

area and if the pilot still wished to proceed, 

clearance will be issued 

OPI: Sigurleifur Kristjánsson (EUR/NAT   

         contingency)  

 

WP for NAT ATMG/38 (12-16 September 2011, 

Paris) 

 

 

OPI: ICAO TO/ATM (intent of ―Danger Area‖ 

use) 

 

Progress 

Briefly highlight the progress made over the last three months. 

 

October 2011: Iceland after reviewing the PANS ATM 15.8 provisions proposed a change on the 

EUR/NAT VA Contingency Plan at the NAT ATMG/38 meeting. The change was planned for 2 phases the 

first focusing on having the information flow at a manageable level and abandon the establishment of 

Danger Areas for VA. The second phase amending PANS ATM 15.8.  NAT ATMG decided not to accept 

any part of the amendment proposal. 

 

January 2012: A draft amendment to the PANS-ATM 15.8 was provided to the ATM SG. Feedback was 

received and as a result another draft prepared incorporating some of the proposed. This draft will be 

distributed again when formatted as per ICAO requirements. The plan is to have the proposal for 

amendment ready for presentation at IVATF/3. 

 

NAT IMG agreed that Iceland should prepare a proposal for change to the EUR/NAT VA Contingency 

Plan for the March 2012 ATMG meeting. It is planned that this proposal will be a stepping stone to IVATF 

ATM decisions. 

 

Issues identified 

List all the issues (problems) that have arisen. 

 

October 2011: ICAO Paris office states that according to ICAO protocols and as PANS ATM paragraph 

15.8 has not any supporting material in the Annexes then the word ―Should‖ is to be understood as ―Shall‖. 

This needs to be clarified because as the definition of VA into the three concentration levels define low 

concentration as VA and aircraft should therefore not be cleared into that area.  

 

January 2012: Amendment to the PANS-ATM 15.8 will address this issue. In addition, this issue has been 

discussed with ICAO Montreal and a request for them to clarify the meanings of the words with all 

Regional offices. 

 

Coordination requirements with other sub-groups 

List all the issues arisen requiring coordination with other sub-groups. 

 

October 2011: The definition of Volcanic Ash, concentration levels or whatever is to be considered safe to 

fly through needs to be coordinated with the SCI sub group. 

 

January 2012: If the concentration levels are removed from the VA Contingency plan, there is no longer a 

need to have input from the SCI SG. 



 

 

Suggested action to resolve the issues identified 

Provide details how the sub-group intends to address the issues identified including the corresponding 

timelines. 

 

October 2011: It is recommended that all the relevant members accept a stepwise approach to the Regional 

VA Contingency Plan in order to move forward.  

 

By changing initially the information flow and removing the requirement for Danger Areas we will reach 

one goal towards the aims discussed at the IVATF ATM sub group meeting in Montreal in July. Creation of 

a definition of what is a Volcanic Ash Cloud would as well assist in mitigating the effect of PANS ATM 

paragraph 15.8 for flights through areas of VA concentration levels presently defined as low concentration. 

PANS ATM paragraph 15.8 to be amended as soon as possible.   

 

January 2012: Iceland is putting forth a proposal for amendment to the EUR/NAT VA Contingency Plan 

for the March 2012 ATMG meeting. It is planned that this proposal will be a stepping stone to IVATF 

ATM decisions. 

 

PANS-ATM 15.8 proposal for amendment is in motion.  

 

Requirement for Danger Area is being looked at by the AIS-AIM Study Group – Feb 2012 

 



 

 
 

Task: TF-ATM05 

 

Investigate the terminology Danger Area and its  

relevance in today‘s operating environment 

OPI: Andy Wells 

 

Propose a way forward regarding the Danger Area  

naming convention (e.g. Alert Area). 

 

Progress 

Briefly highlight the progress made over the last three months. 

 

October 2011: Current global practice analysed. European Region indicates that there are a number of 

States who feel that they should promulgate regulatory restrictions regarding airspace that is contaminated 

by volcanic ash until such time that the operator safety risk assessment, as part of a safety management 

system, matures. NOTAM is seen as the vehicle to provide this information to operators and flight crew. 

Elsewhere, a NOTAM is typically issued to define a limited zone around the volcano, where ATC 

clearances, if required, will not be given. 

 

January 2012: A Working Paper was presented to AIS-AIMSG/5 which reported on the recent activities of 

the International Volcano Ash Task force (IVATF) and solicited the opinion of the AIS-AIMSG whether a 

new term, such as ―Volcanic Ash Alert Area‖ could be considered as a fourth internationally-recognised 

term to be notified by NOTAM for volcanic ash. The study note pointed out that one of the key concerns is 

to harmonise the global approach to volcanic ash reporting processes to facilitate the implementation of the 

Operator Safety Risk Assessment as part of The Management of Flight Operations with Known or Forecast 

Volcanic Cloud Contamination..  

 

Issues identified 

List all the issues (problems) that have arisen. 

 

October 2011: Although noting the outcome of the VACT, it has been assumed that there is an ongoing 

requirement for States to promulgate NOTAM in respect of volcanic ash, based on analysis carried out to 

date. 

 

ICAO Annex 15, Aeronautical Information Services, permits States to declare prohibited areas, restricted 

areas and danger areas only as a means to prevent entry. Is there a need for a fourth term for ash or can 

‗restrictions‘ be promulgated using free text in the NOTAM. 

 

January 2012: It was pointed out that the use of a new term was not currently supported by an AIXM ―static 

data‖ feature for system now in use in some States. The problem that this would pose would be the 

generation of a NOTAM from automation. The Secretary reminded the group that the function of AIS/AIM 

was to acquire the information necessary to convey the reality of the ATM system and conditions to the 

user and not to impose constraints on how the ANS infrastructure was to be designed, provided, and 

conditions reported. 

Coordination requirements with other sub-groups 

List all the issues arisen requiring coordination with other sub-groups. 

 

None at the present time but recognising the ongoing wider discussion of VA SIGMET/NOTAM with 

other sub-groups and outcome from the VACT. 

Suggested action to resolve the issues identified 

Provide details how the sub-group intends to address the issues identified including the corresponding 



 

timelines. 

 

October 2011: A paper is being presented to the forthcoming AIS-AIM study group to consider the issue 

identified above 

 

January 2012: The paper was presented and Action item 5/15 agreed  — Harmonised Notification Areas of 

Volcanic Ash 

That the group will provide comments on AIS-AIMSG/5-SN/12 and in particular on the impact of using a 

new term to describe areas effect by volcanic ash to Steve [Hill, UK CAA rep on the group before end 

February, 2012. 

 

 



 

 
 

Task: TF-ATM06 

 

Review the current processes regarding the  

issuance of NOTAM, ASHTAM, VAA/VAG,  

SIGMET and its affect in light of IVATF/2 (i.e.  

information overload 

 

OPI: Heinz Frühwirth 

 

Propose a way forward 

 

 

Progress 

Briefly highlight the progress made over the last three months. 

 

October 2011: Task Leader attended IAVWOPSG/6, where replacing SIGMET by VAA/VAG was 

considered a long term option, while a simplification of the polygons describing volcanic contaminated 

airspaces in VAAs is the preferred short term solution to be developed. 

 

Noted that the Volcanic Ash Challenge Team endorsed to the following long-term goal: ―One set of 

aeronautical information for one eruptive event.” 

 

January 2012:  AIS-AIM SG discussed NOTAM (for VA) or ASHTAM issues only in the context of an 

IVATF/2 proposal to consider a new term like ―VA Alert Area‖ to replace ―Danger Area‖ and agreed to 

provide feedback to IVATF on the impact of using a new term to describe areas affected by volcanic ash 

(Action agreed AIS-AIM SG 5/14 — Harmonised Notification Areas of Volcanic Ash). 

 

Aeronautical Information Services-Aeronautical Information Management Study Group (AIS-AIMSG) 

provided with feedback on report of its 5th meeting. Participation in its Volcanic Ash Information Group 

requested. 

 

ICAO Annex 3 paragraph 7.1.6 (in combination with the Recommended Practice 7.1.4) has been identified 

as source of potential SIGMET information overload. 

Issues identified 

List all the issues (problems) that have arisen. 

 

October 2011:  Status of SIGMET (a ―warning‖ according to WMO procedures, but ―information‖ 

according to ICAO Annex 3) to be clarified, especially in context of VAAs. 

 

National and regional variations and deficiencies need to be eliminated. 

 

Regional SIGMET/VAA/VAG for complex volcanic contamination events are being considered by 

IAVWOPSG and METWSG. 

 

Overlap of NOTAM (ASHTAM) information with SIGMET/VAA/VAG (and eventually Concentration 

Charts) needs to be addressed. 

 

January 2012:   

ATM06-Issue 1: Volcanic Ash Challenge Team long-term goal: ―One set of aeronautical information for one 

eruptive event.“ 

 

ATM06-Issue 2: Status of SIGMET (a ―warning‖ according to WMO prodecures, but ―information‖ 

according to ICAO Annex 3) to be clarified, especially in context of VAAs. 

 



 

ATM06-Issue 3: National and regional variations and deficiencies need to be eliminated. 

 

ATM06-Issue 4: Regional SIGMET/VAA/VAG for complex volcanic contamination events are being 

considered by IAVWOPSG and METWSG. 

 

ATM06-Issue 5: Overlap of NOTAM (ASHTAM) information with SIGMET/VAA/VAG (and eventually 

Concentration Charts) needs to be addressed. 

Coordination requirements with other sub-groups 

List all the issues arisen requiring coordination with other sub-groups. 

 

October 2011: 

AIR OPS; IAVW CG; IAVWOPSG; METWSG; AIS-AIMSG 

 

Aeronautical Information Services-Aeronautical Information Management Study Group (AIS-AIMSG) is 

reviewing NOTAM provisions in general (including ASHTAM and VA NOTAM) to make them more 

user-friendly. 

 

Is anybody else in ICAO responsible for (dealing with) NOTAM issues? 

 

January 2012:  AIR OPS; IAVW CG; IAVWOPSG; METWSG; AIS-AIMSG 

Suggested action to resolve the issues identified 

Provide details how the sub-group intends to address the issues identified including the corresponding 

timelines. 

 

 

— END — 


