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	SUMMARY

This paper presents information discussing the provision of Alerting Service within the Arctic Region. 


1 Introduction  
1.1. The requirements for Alerting Service are found in Annex 11 to the Convention on International Civil Aviation and in the International Civil Aviation Organization’s (ICAO’s) Document 4444, “Procedures for Air Navigation Services – Air Traffic Management” (PANS ATM). 
1.2. Specifically, paragraph 9.2.2.2 and 9.2.2.2. a) of PANS ATM state, 
“When alerting service is required in respect of a flight operated through more than one FIR or control area, and when the position of the aircraft is in doubt, responsibility for coordinating such service shall rest with the ATS unit of the FIR or control area:

a) within which the aircraft was flying at the time of last air-ground radio contact;”
2 Discussion

2.1. Due to several reasons including, inter alia, the organization of airspace and the nature of high frequency air / ground communications, aircraft which transit the Edmonton / Anchorage Flight Information Region (FIR) boundary, (and the Magadan / Anchorage or Murmansk / Anchorage FIR boundaries), are in all cases required to make position reports over a fix that lies along the boundary.  In example, flights using G494 must report both ORVIT and OMEKA and flights using G490 must report both DEVID and DEKMO.  In Anchorage ARTCC’s experience, these mandatory position reports are often missed and/or delivered late. 
2.2. The failure to report, or the delay in reporting, automatically leads to uncertainty as to the aircraft’s status.  Annex 11, Chapter 5, “Alerting Service” details the actions the air traffic service unit (ATSU) must take if this uncertainty phase is not satisfactorily resolved within 30 minutes of the expected position report.
2.3. Up to the present time, Anchorage ARTCC’s response to missing or delayed position reports for aircraft entering the Anchorage Arctic FIR has been to initiate Alerting Service.  We have determined that this initiation has been both incorrect and in-effective.  In accordance with PANS-ATM sub-paragraph 9.2.2.2 a) quoted above, the authority for initiation of Alerting Service lies with ATSU which was servicing the aircraft at the time of the last air-ground radio contact.  For an aircraft going un-reported entering the Anchorage Arctic FIR, the appropriate initiating authority would obviously be the preceding ATSU.  Additionally, in these cases, Anchorage has been notifying the Juneau Joint Rescue Coordination Center (JRCC).  In as much as the last known aircraft position was outside the Anchorage FIR, the correct RCC for coordination would be the one responsible for the airspace within which that last reported position is located.
2.4. Based upon the determination noted in 2.3 above, and effective immediately, Anchorage ARTCC will no longer initiate Alerting Service for aircraft which go un-reported upon entering the Anchorage Arctic FIR but will instead notify the transferring ATSU of the aircraft’s un-reported status and rely upon that facility to initiate the Alerting Service notifications / messages as appropriate.        
3 Recommendation

3.1. The Meeting is invited to note the information provided in this paper.
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