Report of the Meeting on Data Exchange.





Brussels, 29 – 30 November 2000.








Opening of the meeting





Mr. Ivan VANDER BEKEN opened the meeting and welcomed all the participants in Brussels. Ten participants from administrations of Belgium, Germany, Luxembourg and The Netherlands were present. The list of participants is given in Annex 1. 





This meeting was organised to discuss the problems which arose after a first exchange of a limited part of the Frequency Register. The administrations were asked to send a test-file containing the frequency entries between 146 MHz and 156 MHz to their neighbouring countries.





Problems encountered after the first data-exchange





The German administration was the first to send the test file. This file was sent on CD-ROM. Belgium noticed that the file was not completely in conformity with the annex 2 of the VA(99): fields containing dates were not in the specified format. This error has been corrected and a new file was sent. Mr. Hans KNAB said that the list was containing a number of double records: entries which already appeared in the former Brussels list were also found in other lists, probably newer co-ordinations. The Netherlands mentioned that they have more German inscription in their database than they received in the file from Germany. Reason could be that some double assignments have been deleted by the German administration. Belgium remarked that even in the corrected German file, there were still a number of fields not conform to annex 2. Notably, the status of co-ordination (which contains a lot of K values) poses problems.





The test file sent by the Belgian administration didn’t cause any problems in reading. The test file was sent by e-mail. Mr. Peter VAN HUFFEL explained that the missing seconds are filled up with 00, a number of other fields contain default values. It was noted that many entries in the Belgian file were missing values in fields that are required. The reason for this is that many records are from old assignations for which the newer fields were not yet filled in.





The Netherlands had some problems with the export of the test file: they couldn’t split the list into different parts for each of their neighbouring countries. Furthermore, the Belgian administration found out that not all records have the fixed length of 219 bytes. The test file was sent by e-mail.





The administration of Luxembourg was not in the possibility to send a test file before this meeting, due to several problems with their software. A diskette with the Frequency Register from Luxembourg was distributed during the meeting. Mr. Ivan VANDER BEKEN made the remark that each administration should have more Frequency Registers: the register should be different for each affected country. Mr. Roland THURMES proposed to have also non-co-ordinated stations, which fall under the umbrella of a co-ordinated station, in the Frequency Register. The other participants did not accept this. The diskette with the Frequency Register from Luxembourg was briefly examined during the meeting and several problems were identified.


�



Comparison of the files.





The Belgian administration is of the meaning that, after receiving the Frequency Register for the first time, it is intended to compare this register with the national database. Mr. Peter VAN HUFFEL has developed a program to compare records from the Frequency Register with similar records from the national data files. Experience with this program shows that it is very difficult to evaluate the accuracy of the different sets of records, because a lot of fields are empty or divergent. Obviously there are a lot of inscriptions in the list with errors, which cannot be corrected by software. The meeting was of the opinion that the annex 2 to the VA(99) was inexhaustive to give solutions to solve all problems with missing or incorrect fields. These problems arise primarily with old inscriptions. It was decided to draft a helplist with additional solutions to the identified problems, default values and validation rules. This helplist can be found in annex 2 of these minutes. Applying the helplist to the databases should bring the data in line with annex 2. Only after this step, it will be possible to do comparisons and eventually perform the necessary corrections to the national databases. The comparison can be done by a program such as developed by the Belgian administration. Mr. Peter VAN HUFFEL promised to continue his work on the development of the comparison program and distribute it among the partners.





Future work





The meeting was of the opinion that at this moment it is too early to proceed the exchange of Frequency Registers: all inscriptions in the national databases have to be corrected by means of the helplist. A conversion program can do most of this work. Mr. Jan BOEDELTJE made some reservation because it is not certain that there is a budget at time available for this task. Once all databases are in accordance with the annex 2 to the VA(99), a new exchange can be effected. Mr. Peter Benner made the following drawing of this future procedure. A new test file (146 – 174 MHz) shall be sent to all administrations present before May 1st, 2001. Mr. Peter BENNER handed over two programs: one to view and print 100 kHz of records in the Frequency Register, another to arrange records with or without CR/LF.








�


�



Border lines.





Mr Peter BENNER discovered that the borderlines, which have been distributed in the past, are not fully accurate. Mr. Peter Benner and Mr. Ivan VANDER BEKEN will define more accurate lines. Once this work is finished, we will probably need a meeting to compose and exchange the different (border-) lines.








Closure of the meeting





Mr. Ivan VANDER BEKEN thanked the participants for their attendance to the meeting. The next meeting will be organised in Luxembourg, May 29th-30th, 2001 and will only be successful if the exchange of the second test file has taken place. In this meeting the remaining problems concerning data-exchange will be discussed. Additionally the specifications of the comparison program will be developed.
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