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SUMMARY

This working paper provides a status update on the Control Area (CTA) boundary reporting between Oakland ARTCC and Fukuoka ATMC.

1.

Background

1.1
At the IPACG/20 meeting, held in October 2003, Tokyo Area Control Center (ACC) presented information regarding operations on the control area (CTA) boundary of Oakland Air Route Traffic Control Center (ARTCC) and Tokyo ACC.   The information that was provided indicated that there were inconsistencies in position reporting for flights on direct routes that pass through the CTA.  Some flights were reporting when they crossed the CTA boundary while others were reporting when they crossed the flight information region (FIR) boundary.
1.2
At IPACG/21 Tokyo ACC presented another paper regarding this issue.  The paper had several different recommendations that would eliminate the confusion over where to report.  One of the suggestions was to add two additional fixes along the CTA boundary and require flights that transit the CTA to file the named waypoints.. This would also be a requirement for any Pacific Organized Track System (PACOTS) tracks that transit the CTA.

1.3
Some airspace users were concerned as to what the effect of forcing a PACOTS track over one of the named fixes would have on the efficiency of the track. This concern was discussed with Tokyo ACC.  Oakland and Tokyo agreed to add the new fixes and then study what, if any, the effect might be in regard to PACOTS tracks.
2.
Discussion

2.1
VILEY (25-00-00N/157-30-09E) and GNOSS (26-24-03N/160-00-00E) were published on the 12 May 2005 charting date.  With the addition of these two fixes, there are now six fixes on the Oakland/Tokyo CTA.  

2.2 
Since 12 May 2005, the winds have been such that the westbound PACOTS routes have not crossed through the CTA in the vicinity of the CTA fixes.  Because of this, Oakland ARTCC still has not been able to collect and/or make any track comparisons with and without the forced use of the CTA fixes.

2.3
As previously reported, Oakland ARTCC has generated some simulated tracks with and without the use of the CTA fixes and the impact to the routes was minimal (on the order of plus/minus 3 minutes).

3.
Recommendation

3.1
The meeting is invited to discuss the information presented in this paper and consider the following:

a. Without the benefit of having actual track data, Oakland ARTCC cannot make an operational recommendation on this issue.

b. Oakland ARTCC does not have an operational concern with the reporting of the CTA versus the FIR.  This is especially true since the implementation of the Ocean21 system and ADS reporting.

c. Oakland ARTCC will support adding additional fixes to the CTA if this will benefit Fukuoka Air Traffic Management Center (ATMC).

d. Oakland ARTCC recommends closure of this item.  
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