
























































slower speeds and the greater accuracy of short term forecasts for short duration
helicopter flights.

Considerable discussion was devoted to categorizing approaches in a manner similar to
that of fixed wing aircraft (CAT A, CAT B, etc.). Rotorcraft approach categories should
also be based on approach speeds. This would be accomplished through R&D efforts
directed toward fully utilizing the unique capabilities of helicopters in all weather.
Approaches would reflect these slower speeds and be divided into three categories
representing Vimini speeds in the range from 40 kts to 70 kts. The FAA's flight test

experiments should substantiate these categories and revise TERPs accordingly.

Operator confidence in executing steep approaches was evidenced in discussions
concerning approaches up to 9 degrees. Approaches steeper than 9 degrees and
especially very steep approaches on the order of 25 degrees raised considerable concern
regarding the effects of workload, passenger comfort, ring-vortex and decision making.

A matrix of near, mid and far term operational goals was created: The near term system
is the IFR operation in which approach slopes would be 6-9°. Mid term capabilities
might be conducted at 12-15° at extremely low visibility while far term approaches
would be conducted at "very steep” (25°) angles and in zero/zero conditions. It was
noted that while steep approaches will minimize the area affected by noise, they will
also tend to concentrate the noise in certain areas close to the landing point. Future
testing should examine possible noise problems in conjunction with the steep approach
evaluations.

Decision Heights and Runway Visual Range minima were also explored with
discussion centering on reduction of current RVR requirements. F.A.R. 97.3 (d-1) states
that, for helicopters, "The Required visibility minimum may be reduced to one-half the
published minimum for Category A aircraft, but in no case may it be reduced to less
than one-quarter mile or 1,200 feet RVR." The group recommended removing the 1200
foot RVR limitation and allowing all RVR minima to be reduced by half. The same
reasoning, based on greater maneuvering capabilities at lower airspeeds, that was used
to make this rule also applies at RVR's less than 1200 feet.

Heliport lighting as it pertains to minima was considered. The group agreed that
research into helipad lighting systems should be accomplished in a realistic manner .
Operators cautioned that the results should reflect minimum required capabilities as
opposed to "nice-to-have-but expensive." It was suggested that lighting configurations
could be tested in a simulator because of the ability to vary design and intensity by
applying varying degrees of visibility and altitude.

The culmination of the three day conference was an afternoon plenary session where
each group presented their findings. Differences were negotiated among the two
groups as follows:
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