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Summary
This paper provides a status update on the Control Area (CTA) boundary reporting between Oakland ARTCC and ATMC.
1. Background
1.1
At the IPACG/20 meeting, Tokyo ACC presented information regarding operations on the control area (CTA) boundary of Oakland ARTCC and Tokyo ACC.   The information 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.
1.4
At IPACG/24 Oakland presented that there was no operational recommendation on this issue because of the lack of actual track data and also expressed no operational concerns with the reporting of the CTA versus the FIR since the implementation of the Ocean21 system and ADS reporting.

2. Discussion
2.1
ATMC has simulated tracks and found out disadvantages using CTA fixes (maximum impact of six (6) minutes).
2.2
JCAB has finally considered it inappropriate to impose PACOTS tracks over one of the CTA boundary fixes.
2.3
JCAB has a perspective that operational concerns with the reporting of the CTA versus the FIR will dissolve by the implementation of procedural ADS reporting instead of CPDLC next year.
3. Recommendation

3.1        JCAB will view the subject as matters move forward in future.

3.2        The meeting is invited to consider closure of this item.
- END -
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