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SUMMARY
This information paper seeks to inform the Cross Polar WG of significant developments occurring in the ICAO Pacific Region as evidenced through the Informal Pacific ATC Coordinating Group, (IPACG).  The 27th meeting of IPACG occurred 5-9 November, 2007 in Tokyo, Japan. 
1.
Introduction
1.1 As noted above, IPACG 27 was held in Tokyo, Japan on 5 to 9 November 2007.  The individual papers presented to the meeting are available at FAA’s hosted IPACG website:  http://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/ato/service_units/enroute/oceanic/ipacg.htm.  While the meeting covered various topics, four of them may merit special notice by CPWG.  These include reduced longitudinal separation standards, User Preferred Routings (UPRs), improvements to routing constraints and Required Communication Performance (RCP).
2.
Discussion  

2.1 Several of the papers presented at IPACG addressed the implementation of reduced longitudinal separation standards.  Most of these were contingent on Automatic Dependent Surveillance (ADS) and consequently have limited applicability to the Polar airspace.  One issue however was independent of ADS considerations and therefore may be of interest to CPWG.  The ICAO oceanic longitudinal separation standard for turbojet aircraft is 15 minutes.
  Beginning several years ago, FAA conducted a trial of a 10 minute longitudinal separation standard without the mandatory use of Mach Number Technique (MNT) in the Oakland oceanic airspace.  This trial was successful and the 10 minute standard was officially adopted by ICAO on 27 January 2006, applicable within the Oakland Oceanic FIR.  Effective 12 April 2007, FAA began an identical trial of the 10 minute standard in the Anchorage Oceanic FIR.  At the November IPACG meeting FAA provided the update on trial progress.  Effectively the trial is succeeding, but further data collection is required to satisfy the statistical analysis of the safety case.  Most interesting, and the point for CPWG, is that the Japan Civil Aviation Bureau (JCAB) stated their interest in conducting a similar trial to support possible implementation in the Fukuoka FIR.

2.2 UPRs are a growing area of interest for Air Navigation Service Providers (ANSPs) and operators.  Although the Polar airspace does not yet present a suitably homogeneous operational environment in which UPRs could thrive, it is suggested that the CPWG remain cognizant that UPRs are a desirable goal.  The papers presented at IPACG concerned the use of UPRs in the Central Pacific between Hawaii and the United States west coast, and in the western Pacific between Japan and New Zealand.        
2.3 Several papers presented at IPACG concerned established fixed and flexible ATS routes.  FAA advised they were taking steps to reduce Pacific Organized Track Structure (PACOTS) flex track generation constraints and to realign ATS routes in the Guam and Hawaii areas to increase efficiency.  Meanwhile, JCAB reported on their efforts to create flexible tracks between Japan and Australia.  Review of these papers may suggest that flexible ATS routes can serve to bridge the gap between fixed routes and UPRs.
2.4
Required Communication Performance (RCP) is an effort to provide measurable parameters (standards) for air/ground communications that can be utilized in making Air Traffic Management decisions.  The RCP information presented and discussed at IPACG was limited to Future Air Navigation Systems (FANS) applications, however, the conceptualization of RCP is not limited to FANS type communications.  It also considers other modalities such as VHF and HF.  Because a large portion of the Arctic airspace is dependent upon HF communications, the CPWG may find it desirable to keep abreast of RCP progress, since in the future RCP may affect Polar Air Traffic Management.      
3 Recommendation
3.1
The meeting is invited to note the information provided.
� ICAO Doc. 4444, paragraph 5.4.2.2 et. al
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