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	SUMMARY
	

	
	This paper was prepared to inform IPACG/25 of the review by ATM/AIS/SAR/SG/16 (June 2006, Bangkok) and .APANPIRG/17 (August 2006, Bangkok) of the outcomes of ADS-B SITF.
.
	


1. INTRODUCTION
1.1
ATM/AIS/SAR/SG/16 reviewed the outcomes of the Fourth and Fifth Meetings of ADS-B SITF. APANPIRG/17 also reviewed the work carried out by the Fourth and Fifth Meetings of ADS-B SITF and comments made by ATM/AIS/SAR/16 and Tenth Meeting of the CNS/MET Sub-group (CNS/MET/SG/10, July 2006) on ADS-B.
2
DISCUSSION
Regional Surveillance Strategy

2.1 APANPIRG/17 discussed the draft strategy for the implementation of surveillance systems in the ASIA/PAC Region presented by CNS/MET/SG. It was noted that ATM/AIS/SAR/SG/16 had not endorsed the draft strategy formulated by ADS-B SITF. APANPIRG/17 also noted that CNS/MET/SG/10 had undertaken a thorough review of the draft strategy taking into account comments from ATM/AIS/SAR/SG. It was considered useful and desirable to develop a regional strategy for implementation of surveillance system as it would provide guidance to States. Considering comments by both groups and necessary amendments that may be needed, the meeting decided to refer it back to CNS/MET/SG for further refinement.

Challenges Faced for Regional Cost and Benefits Study

2.2 APANPIRG/17 noted that the cost/benefit study for the near-term use of ADS-B conducted by the Task Force included: sample template provided by New Zealand and Singapore, and cross industry business case study in Australia. However, city pair coordinators reported several difficulties that were hampering their attempts to establish more complete business cases including lack of resources and appropriate skills to perform complex business case and uncertainty regarding allocation of costs, especially costs of ADS-B avionics fitment. The business case study conducted by Japan identified that different surveillance systems need to be retained in dense/important airspace.

In-Trail Procedures (ITP) Application
2.3 The Fifth Meeting of ADS-B SITF (ADS-B SITF/5, October 2006) formulated a draft Conclusion to encourage States capable to conduct ITP. A draft Decision was also developed proposing amendment to the Terms of Reference (TOR) of the ADS-B SITF to allow for the Task Force to study and identify the air-to-air application.
2.4 ATM/AIS/SAR/SG/16 reviewed and discussed draft strategy for the implementation of surveillance systems. Several clarifications and additional background information was provided to questions raised including the ADS-B IN applications. The draft Conclusion on ITP was not endorsed by ATM/AIS/SAR/SG/16 as it required equipage of ADS-B IN equipment on-board and it lacked guidance from ICAO. Japan expressed strongly that trials of this kind should not take place in international airspace. IFALPA requested that the Sub-Group formally record that they would not participate in trials of this kind unless both (all) aircraft involved had full situational awareness in respect to the other aircraft involved. This would require suitable cockpit display apparatus and would necessarily involve the use of ADS-IN to provide proper air-to-air communication.
2.5 IATA also expressed concerns in respect of the proposed broadening of the TOR of the Task Force, particularly in respect of the proposed addition of “Study and identify applicable air to air applications of ADS-B in the Asia Pacific Region”.
2.6 Japan, IATA and IFALPA reported that they had additional feedback of relevance to the work of ADS-B SITF. IATA also advised that they had serious concerns in relation to the outputs of ADS-B SITF and would make APANPIRG/17 aware of these concerns. IATA reiterated that, at this point in time, they were only interested in pursuing the benefits of ADS-B OUT, as there was no clarity as to whether there could be a business case for further developments.
2.7 APANPIRG/17 reviewed TOR as proposed by ADS-B SITF. The meeting noted the challenges faced by the Task Force in completing the task of region wide ADS-B cost/benefits study as indicated in its report. It was also noted that many tasks in the Subject/Tasks list have been completed. APANPIRG/17 considered the comments made by ATM/AIS/SAR/SG/16, CNS/MET/SG/10 and IATA. APANPIRG/17 established an ad-hoc working group to develop revised TOR for ADS-B SITF.
2.8 IATA was of the opinion that the Asia and Pacific region should focus on near-term use and implementation of “ADS-B OUT”. IATA supported holding educational seminars on what is required to implement ADS-B OUT and supported multilateration study including a detailed analysis. IATA noted that much of the business case was complicated by the problems of quantifying the cost of ADS-B avionics fitment by airlines.  In this regard, IATA recommended that APANPIRG should simply assume that all aircraft will be equipped as a consequence of the worldwide move towards ADS-B OUT and Mode S Enhanced Surveillance.  It was also informed that as indicated in its CNS/ATM road map published in 2005, IATA supported to mandate the use of ADS-B OUT from 2010 and simultaneously avoid the installation of new or replacement ATC radar facilities where there are demonstrated operational and cost benefits.
2.9 Considering that air-to-air application of ADS-B study would require additional experts and efforts, adding this study into TOR of the Task Force was not adopted by APANPIRG/17.  It was considered necessary for the ADS-B SITF to further develop implementation plans for the near-term ADS-B applications and compare alternative technology/solutions for surveillance. APANPIRG/17 supported to study multilateration with specific considerations. APANPIRG/17 encouraged member States of the ADS-B SITF to make necessary arrangements for more participants with ATM and operational background to attend the Task Force meetings.
3.
ACTION BY THE MEETING

3.1

The meeting is invited to note the information.
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