05-037 (July 7, 2005).  Runway/Airport Data Changes.  ISSUE:  During the past two ACF-IPG meetings, concern was expressed over runway end changes and the impact of those changes on database driven procedures.  Additionally, different data for other airport values hinders the procedure development and charting process.  For example, AVN, through a FPO receives new runway and airfield elevation data and develops a procedure based on that data.  However, when the 8260-series form reaches NFDC for the pre publication review, the contradiction is noticed. If unnoticed, procedures could be published with different airport data.  In either case, increased processing delays may be encountered while resolving data discrepancies.
STATUS 07-07-05 – Tom Schneider presented this issue for discussion, which was originally introduced at the ACF-IPG.   Brad Rush provided background on development of IFPs based on proposed data and last minute runway data changes that affect database coded procedures.  Runway data changes that are NFDD’d just prior to publication require IFPs to be NOTAMed NA and put back into work.  In many cases, this leaves the airport without an instrument approach and the airport must revert to VFR operations only for an extended period.  Most problems are at non-Part 139 airports.  Tom Harris explained the NFDC procedures for accepting and verifying airport data changes.  NFDC will accept data changes from airport managers, but will verify those changes through AVN-210 prior to NFDD action.  E.C. Hunnicutt stated that all public use airport changes must be processed through the Airports Division.  Brad also briefed a NAVAID (Dublin VORTAC) coordinate change that was NFDD'd’ without coordination that impacted several airways and IFPs.  Bill Hammett questioned if NFDC was as thorough verifying NAVAID data changes as airport data.  Tom Harris assured the group that NFDC verifies NAVAID data changes equally as well as airport data.  E.C. briefed that there are many new initiatives to help the data sharing/verification process to include electronic ALPs, Doc 405 expansion to include 3rd party survey standards, etc.  Brad took an IOU to work with AVN-210 and 500 to ensure better coordination when advised of a data change by NFDC.  Brad also has an IOU from the ACF to make airport data notification a RAPT special agenda item.  The consensus is that all that can be done is being done.  Tom will take this message back to the ACF.  Closed. 

