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Thursday 21 May

0900-0930  Registration

0930-1000  Opening Addresses (DDGCA, EVP ASP),
1000-1045  Session 1 Agenda Item 1 and 2
1045-1115  Morning Break

1115-1230  Session 2 Agenda Item 3

1230-1330  Lunch (sponsored by CAD)

1330-1500  Session 3 Agenda Item 4

1500-1530  Afternoon Break

1530-1700  Session 4 Side Bar Meetings

Friday 22 May

0900-1030  Session 1 Agenda Item 5
1030-1100  Morning Break
1100-1230  Session 2

1230-1330  Lunch

Administrative Items




1330-1500
1500-1530
1530-1700
1700-1715
1715-1730
1930-2100

Session 3 Agenda Item 6

Afternoon Break

Session 4 Agenda Item 7 and 8
Meeting Review

Closing Remarks

Farewell Dinner (sponsored by JATCA)
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EJcH John Wagstaff S &ML - A0fT(f: WPL » 7% & S B E (525 - &
ate T EORAR TARREIH - 2% A RE NG ETT
R EA R
(1) &G 1 - 20k 1PL
H1 John Wagstaff [0 2R EHE Sl 2 —F2 ICAO &ak A R ni KRy
B - BRI E T A Sl -
a) Regional Airspace Safety Monitoring Advisory Group Meeting/19, 28-30 May
2014,
b) Asia/Pacific Air Navigation Planning and Implementation Regional Group
(APANPIRG)/25, 8-11 September 2014;
c) Asia/Pacific Air Traffic Flow Management Steering Group Meeting/4, 1-5
December 2014;
d) South China Sea Major Traffic Flow Review Group Meeting/1, 19-20 January
2015;
e) South-East Asia Air Traffic Services Coordination Group Meeting/22, 3-6 March
2015;
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& 8 {E{tF2E (Australia, China, Hong Kong, Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore,
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Group (NARAHG) -

126 1 & The South China Sea Major Traffic Flow Review Group (SCS MTFRG)
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North-Asia Regional ATFM Harmonization Group (NARAHG)& & » K=~ H
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3. —EEEUFHMENRENE » WAHL FREER -
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(11) &EfEE 2 - A0 1P2
TR JICAB (U3 SiAYE H ANUVE 22380y E & 77 - i HATERIE 10 A »
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Draft of airspace composition in 2025 -

1 FURUOKA UAC (Upper Area Sector+ Oceanic sector)
"EAST area®**11 sectors (within 4 Oceanic sector)
“WEST area®* *11 sectors (within 1 Oceanic sector)

2 TOKYD ACC (EAST of JAPAN below FL335)
*MNorth area® " "7 sectors
"Eastarea" " "G sectors

32 KOBE ACC [WEST of JAPAN below FL335)
“WEST area® " "2 sectors
*30QUTH area® " "3 sectors

Fukuoka UAC

Kobe ACC

r/;
/
/
> .
h17 ——
v
/
p
/
P

(within Oceanic 5)
TOKYO 15
KOBE B

restructured
{UKUOKA QQJ

(12) Eaflasi 3 - AIFff{: IP3
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WEANEYA BN > (B2 I0HY R RIMTZE 2538 IS 2R B i - 40IfE 2.9 -
FrE e L EIVEH T OAYIEEE IR o SREA T ZE A AR - DUk
R~ BRI IR SR B R A N A - SRR BB & 2 R A AT
B - SIFTE S « ISR HY RTINS A R ERYE R - G A B A
W G A AN B ER PR 2 eSS DR T R PR 5 & B EE AL SR - 0 HLA
FEEHKE - # 1 C A ORYRE TS - R G T - EES
st PR o BAGESR T W B LSS o M HE S S T LSRR - 1R
HIEFARAIHAYER > BES TR BHIE T AR -
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AN - T BB TS 2014 SRS EAHEDN 2013 R & A
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(\“.)'2) CHVH AVIZEOr Bureau: of /a0ar7
- [1raffic volume at the FIX on FIR (Taipei FIR)
T o ZPWENANGS > = ® = )
T /  (B576)SALMI —S/ o
| = 212-236-248/day o
- i e |
= (ADBULAN |
43-113-127/day 1

/@/“5_5/

=
=
=

&

= =
(G581 )IGURU
A 48-65-53/day

(A1)ELATO
159-166-180/day
-

e

(M750)ENVAR
FIX 227-233-236/day

(RTE) ~
2012-2013-2014/day ~  (GS6)KAPLI

o= - (B348)POTIB
88-112-117/day 100-113-101/day —tef—me—foay
(NS92 JKABANM < /
L= \"s, ./ 57-59-63/da: 4
e, Tt
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CA Aviation Bureat oriapart

500,000
a 400,000
=
E 300,000
o
% 200,000

Data of the major airports (annual 2012/2013/2014)

N

~ 100,000 |
O I L
RJAA | RCTP  VHHH RPLL
m2012 0 183,670 362,067 0
m2013| 400,186 196,527 373,315 0
2014 422,464 211,168 392,120 0

-

2.11
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stoed 5 YlIFFH4 IPS

EEE e E I ERS B —RE (E SR DA BB UE 1R - DU E
LEH O BB A ER AT E R ERE - M S Sy T U N e R E
TESERY T /% - BRARAE R E TR - 7] AR S B IR -

e RHRE R — R (SRR R 2016 4R 1 H 7 H > RATE IR SZH &
WS A EF U E(F MR AEMHEEHEREE - ZI0EEERAY S AAE -
g et B S AR FERIE N 0 2014 FAVRE G A SEZE
[l > DAk 22 0AE 2015 SFEANASE R E TR - KT & EIRAR SR -

Y& 2.12

Flow Control Procedures in 2015 Flow Control Proceduresin 2014

1.BULAN
At Least 30NM BTN 0200-0700
At Least 40NM BTN 1030-1400
2. SAT NMI
At Least 30NM BTN 1030-1400

1.BULAN
At Least 30NM BTN 0230-0500
At Least 40NM BTN 0500-1400

2. ENVAR
BTN 0230-0500
A DEF from VHHH. At Least 40INM
B. DEP from VMMC. At Least 60NN
C. Tramsit VHHH Destination RCTP, At Least10
MIN OR 80NN
BTN 0500-1400
A.DEF from VHHH. AT Least 60INM
B. DEP from VMNMOC, At Least 80NM
C. Transit VHHH Destination RCTF, At Least 10
MIN OR 80NM
3. KAPLT
At Least 30NM BTN 0230-0500
At Least 40NNM BTN 0500-1400

3. ENVAR
BTN 0230-0700
A. DEP from VHHH. At Least 40NN
B. DEP from VMNMC, At Least 60NN
C. Tramsit VHHH Destination RCTP, At Least 10 MIN
OR S80NM
BTN 1030-1400
A. DEP from VHHH. AT Least 60TNM
B. DEP from VMNMOC, At Least 80TNM
C. Tramnsit VHHH Destination RCTP, At Least 10 MIN
OR SO0NM
4. KAPLI
At Least 30NM BTN 0200-0700
At Least 30NM BTN 1030-1400

S. POTIB
BTN 0700-1400
A: DEFP from MANILA, At Least 8 MIN OR 60NNM
B: Transit MANILA Destination RCTF,
At Teast 8 MIN OR 60TNM
C: BTN DEP from MANILA AND Transit MLANILA
Destination RCTP, At Least <4 MIN OR 30NM.

4. POTIB
At Least 8 MIN OR 60NN BTN 0230-1400

2.12
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A HANEAREI SR 2015 SEIA R BB A2 Ay BLEC AT I S A 22 2 Y P
LR R BB BB E TS 2 5 = HA ATRENE - HATTR R AIRR &L 15%HY
FiEE - AHERAE 6 ~ T%HINRRE - ZIURMUEHRE A[35E 2 HHINE
R Ry RIEHI R R I ERRES Y R A — FREE RIS - At A= LR
EEA A F R R E NI > DUORETRATZ 2 - 2008 2.13 FfE 2.14 -

TACC'’s Control Flights per month
2011 --—-- Feb. in 2015

BER 2012 2013 | 2014 | 2015
Jan, 31,996 | 32,575 | 35,870 | 38,172 TG S ATSRmE
Feb. 28,436 | 31,218 | 32,486
Mar. 30,705 | 32,198 |35,128 | //\ /\/ '
Apr. 30,728 | 31,744 | 34,061 A\/ v
May 32,029 | 32,732 |36,387 I
Jun. 30,621 | 32,224 |35,214
Jul. 33,168 | 34.149 |37.538
Aug. 30,978 | 34,011 | 38,089
Sep. 31,224 | 32,156 | 34,999
Oct. 32,086 | 33,456 | 37,245
Nov. 31,403 | 32,482 | 36,186
Dec. 32,576 | 32,631 |37,918 15 25 35 4R 55 6F 75 87 9F 10A11R 1253
" EXETT ——1004 ——1014% ——102% ——103%
gz:rﬂ] 8.32% | 4.16% | 10.1%
2.13

RCTP’s Average Flights
in Feb. 2015

39
36
33
30
o 27
=2
5]
218
@215
w12
9

6
3
0

00|01 02 /03 04|05 06 07 08 09 10 11 |12|13 |14 15 16
Departures| 27 |26 (14 (17 |17 |18 20 14 19|20 |14 16 14|7.2/6.6| 11|10

u Arrivals 3.6(6.1/16|19|/20 /18 18 20 18 17 18 20 18|25|20|11 | 11

2.14
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fi o

Taipei’s Flow Control Equation

5X2+2=12mins flow control separation ofeach boundary fix

Taipeiwill coordinate with both Fukuoka and Naha ACCs to require
for trafficto VHHH.

2.15

(15) & EHEHRRE 6 » W4 1P6 :
Fah R UK - EEHE R EIESE ey Z401 i » ST 5 SR B R g nn
REILECNEFRFORIBERAERD - RCJITHATRI TSR - &
ATOTI(B576 J[_E)HT RUGMA(Z401 b _E)AVfiiE & EL#E HAT R 70%H1 30%:
RIEFERIEA ATOTI HIBEFREE e &k LR 210 B AR B -

(16) EaHERE 7 > W4 1PT7
ERRNUE BREGRNFEY TS E - BERlEEAEEAKIHRE
1.  Aeronautical Information Management Centre (AIMC)
2 Aeronautical Communications Centre (ANC)
3. Air Traffic Control Centre (ATCC)
4

Aerodrome Control Tower (Tower)
20



5. Rescue Coordination Centre.

EHTHIRTE 290/ ATCC F1 Tower THETAE 2016 FErh5E 1o AT _L i B ey
1Y 2015 FAEEBHAET T AIMC R ANC JEE UL © 52 BERYEHA 24t &= B
SERIED - BT BT 2400 - ARAFTA TS BRI RS AT e o S
B - B4 IASC ~ AIDC ISV F HY R SE 4R % 5 AT SE TR IR it - A2
ERZWIRTERZE - (BRI - FRETHEIN —ERENEERE €A
1Y - B E (e e S SR - SRR &I 24500

HTEN R - Frdgitieit e - AR SO TS IR o
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THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC

MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 1
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Agenda Item 2 Review of Meetings

Agenda Item 3 ATM Development in the Region.
Agenda Item 4 ATFM Development in the Region.
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IP1
THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIA AIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, China 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 2

Review of Relevant ICAO Meetings
Presented by IFATCA

SUMMARY
This paper presents information on meeting outcomes related
to relevant ICAO Meetings in the Asia/Pacific Region.

1. Introduction

1.1 The following meetings were convened by the ICAO Regional Office during the

past twelve months and discussed items of relevance to this Group:

a) Regional Airspace Safety Monitoring Advisory Group Meeting/19, 28-30 May
2014,
b) Asia/Pacific Air Navigation Planning and Implementation Regional Group
(APANPIRG)/25, 8-11 September 2014;
c) Asia/Pacific Air Traffic Flow Management Steering Group Meeting/4, 1-5
December 2014;
d) South China Sea Major Traffic Flow Review Group Meeting/1, 19-20 January
2015;
e) South-East Asia Air Traffic Services Coordination Group Meeting/22, 3-6 March
2015;
2. Discussion
2.1 At the 19" Meeting of the Regional Airspace Safety Monitoring Advisory Group
(RASMAG/19), the respective Regional Monitoring Agencies reported that the
overall Target Level of Safety for RVSM operations had been exceeded in the South



China Sea airspace, but had been met in Japanese and South Korea airspace. The
Monitoring Agencies noted that the primary cause of 80% of all occurrences reports
related to ATC coordination errors during the transfer of control between the various
units. ICAO once again urged States to implement AIDC capability and will
convene an AIDC Implementation Project Meeting to coordinate the introduction of
automated transfer procedures throughout the region. (This meeting was held in
October 2014.)

2.2 At the 25" Meeting of the Asia/Pacific Air Navigation Planning and Implementation
Regional Group (APANPIRG/25), the Group accepted the Asia Pacific Seamless
ATM Plan for the region and endorsed the two phase implementation plan. The
Plan builds upon the ICAO ASBU Programme by developing and deploying ATM
solutions appropriate for the region to support the safety and efficiency of rapidly
developing air transport throughout the Asia-Pacific region. Phase | is effective
from 12 November 2015 and is mainly administrative in nature, as it requires States
to establish performance objectives for airport and airspace specifications together
with training programmes to achieve the Seamless ATM service levels. Phase 1l is
effective from 8 November 2018, co-incident with ASBU Block 0, and expects States

to implement the necessary service levels.

2.3 The 4™ Meeting of the Asia/Pacific Air Traffic Flow Management Steering Group
(ATFM SG/4) recognized the work of a number of States and International
Organisations in the development of the concept of the Distributed Multi-Nodal
ATFM Network. In all this project now involves eight States (Australia, China, Hong
Kong, Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam), and 3 International
Organisations (CANSO, IATA and IFATCA). They have developed a concept based
on a number of ATFM cells which collaborate amongst themselves without the need
for a central control unit. It is planned to conduct an operational trial based on
Singapore arrival traffic in July 2015, and if the model proves effective it will be
implemented on a full time basis in 2016. This meeting acknowledged the need for
the group of States developing the Multi-Nodal plan to coordinate their actions with
the States that have established the North Asia Region ATFM Harmonization Group
(NARAHG).



2.4 The South China Sea Major Traffic Flow Review Group (SCS MTFRG/1) was tasked
to review the existing route structure between the Philippines and Hong Kong and
review the major traffic flows over the South China Sea. The primary reason for
initiating these actions is the lack of surveillance and direct pilot/control
communication in some of these areas and the increase in traffic in these areas.
Although the Philippines and Hong Kong could implement RNP 10 standards on
A461 and A583 , it would require coordination with Indonesia in order to gain the
full benefit of a change of status for the full length of the routes to Australia. (This
matter was further discussed at the SEACG/22 Meeting.) It was agreed to conduct a
traffic survey of the six major routes and the many crossing routes as there has been a
significant change in in the traffic distribution over the South China Sea since the
current FLOS/FLAS was introduced in 2002. (This matter was also further discussed

at the SEACG/22 Meeting.)

2.5 The 22" South-East Asia ATS Coordination Group Meeting (SEACG/22) reviewed
the work of SCS MTFRG and considered that the group should continue their work
on the RNP 10 route upgrade and analysis of the current South China Sea traffic.
They also tasked the group to make recommendations of the suitability of the FLOS
to optimise airspace capacity in the long term. 1CAO reported that the Regional
Office was in the process of transferring the Regional Air Navigation Plan and
Regional ATS Route Catalogue to e-copies in line with the overall ICAO
documentation plan. The production of e-copies of documents requires the integrity
of the data supplied by the States to be robust and correct. They have noted some
omissions and inaccuracies in the provision of some FIR boundary coordinates and
the duplication of some reporting point names (5 letter name codes) in neighbouring
FIRs, contrary to Annex 11 provisions. They requested all States to check their

entries currently published in the RANP and Regional ATS Route Catalogue.



WP 2
THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIA AIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, China 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 2

Review of EATMCG/7 Meeting
Presented by IFATCA

Summary
This paper presents information on the
Seventh East Asia Air Traffic Management
Coordination Group Meeting (EATMCG/7).

1. Introduction

1.1 The Seventh Meeting of the East Asia Air Traffic Management Coordination Group
was held in Taipei during the period 15 and 16 May 2014 in the CAA offices at
Songshan Airport.

2. Discussion

2.1 Items discussed during the meeting included the following:

a) Proposal from Hong Kong to pass ATFM messages directly to Tokyo or Incheon.
Taiwan noted that as they would not be aware of any restrictions that may be
applicable to traffic transiting their airspace, they should not have to apply any
further restrictions at ELATO. Hong Kong stated that when ATFM measures
are passed directly to the departure airports, Taiwan would not have to apply any

further ELATO restrictions to this traffic.



b) Taiwan reported on an on-going airspace review for the implementation of
RNAVS5 procedures within their FIR by the end of 2017.

¢) Following lengthy discussion on relief routes to reduce the traffic on B576 during
the peak night hours, agreement on the hours of operation for CDR Z401was
reached. (The route was implemented on 18 September 2014.) However
discussions on two other routes had to be held over as they involve coordination
with the Philippines.

d) Hong Kong announced that they hoped to commence technical and interoperability
test of their AIDC system by the end of 2014 and planned to conduct operational
trials in late 2015.

e) Japan stated that when the upgrade to their AIDC system was completed they will
implement automated handoff practice with Taiwan.

f) Japan noted that the MoU concerning the FLAS on B576 at SALMI that was
agreed between Japan and Taiwan at EATMCG/6 had still not been signed and
the revised FLAS had not been implemented. Taiwan responded that the delay
may have been due to some administrative or coordination issues, but they were
still keen for the procedure to be implemented and will follow up on this matter.

g) The EATMCG/7 Task List compiled by the meeting is attached.



WP 3

THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 3

Flight Level Allocation Scheme concerning ATS route B462

(Presented by JCAB)

SUMMARY

This paper proposes changes of Flight Level Allocation Scheme (FLAS) concerning ATS route
B462 in Naha ACC jurisdiction.

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 As a result of EATMCG/1(August 27-29,2007, Fukuoka), an agreement has been
settled to assign FL290, 310, 320, 350, 360, 390, 400 to northbound flights and
FL300, 340, 380 to southbound flights regarding Flight Level Allocation Scheme
(FLAS) of B462. This has been included in the LOA between Naha ACC and
Manila ACC.

2 DISCUSSIONS

2.1 As for the northbound flights, most of the traffic are civil aircraft on night flights,
and many of them move northward on even number altitudes. Since traffic volume
increases during the night, assigning altitude of opposite direction could confuse
the air traffic controllers.

2.2 Furthermore, since there are cases in which westbound flights via J5 on even
number altitude coming from the ATMC oceanic airspace and the northbound
fights via B462 on even number altitude intersect near the Taipei FIR boundary,
non-radar separation is necessary until the northbound flights are under radar
coverage. If westbound traffic on J5 increases, increase in workload during this
timeframe can be expected.

2.3 For that reason, Naha ACC does not recommend B462 by AIC. (AIC recommends
N884 for north bound flights and A582 for south bounds flights for routes from
Southeast Asia.)

2.4 Naha ACC would like to confirm if the FLAS (including use of FL360 on B462 to
northbound flights) has been reconsidered by Manila ACC since the EATMCG/5
in 2012.




2.5

2.6

Naha ACC would like to request Manila ACC to withdraw from use of FL360 on
B462 for traffic to Fukuoka FIR.

Once again, Naha ACC would like to request strongly Manila ACC to consider
revising the FLAS on B462 to comply with the standard ICAO Single Alternate
FLAS.



WP4

THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC

MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/ 8)

(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 3

1.

Trial of reduced radar separation on A1/M750/B576
(Presented by JCAB)

SUMMARY

This paper provides proposal to discuss possibilities for the
reduced radar separation on A1/M750/B576.

INTRODUCTION

1.1 The number of air traffic flying on A1, M750 and B576 is rapidly increasing as the
establishment of LCC companies. In order to accommodate the increasing
traffic on these airways, we suggest the reduction of radar separation on Al,
M750 and B576.

DISCUSSIONS

2.1 Reduced radar separation on A1 and M750.
2.1.1 Currently we provide 20NM separation on Al and M750 to/from RCAA
when:
[ Either one or both aircraft terminate in Fukuoka or Taipei FIR.
ii Either one or both aircraft terminate in Hong Kong FIR.
iii  Either one or both aircraft proceed beyond Fukuoka FIR entering
the Pacific Ocean airspace.
iv  Both west-bound aircraft diverge from each other in Taipei FIR.
2.1.2 We suggest reducing radar separation to 15NM in case of 2.1.1. i above.

2.2 Reduced separation on B576, Y711 and Y722.
2.2.1 Currently, we provide 30NM separation at ATOTI(to/from
RKRR) when:
i Either one or both aircraft terminate in Taipei or Hong
Kong FIR.

li For north-bound aircraft regardless of destination.

2.2.2 Currently, we provide 30NM separation at SALMI(to/from



RCAA) when:
i Either one or both aircraft terminate in Taipei or Hong Kong
FIR.
i Both aircraft diverge from each other in Taipei FIR.
il For north-bound aircraft regardless of destination.
2.2.3 We suggest reducing radar separation to 25NM in all case of
above.



WP 5

THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)

(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 3
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3.1

3.2

3.3

Review of CDR Z401 Operation and Another Step Forward

(Presented by Taipei)

SUMMARY

This paper reviews the operation of CDR Z401 launched on 18 Sep.
2014 through the collaboration of Japan, Korea and Taiwan, realizes
ATC area integration, and now is seeking another step forward to

At EATMCG/6 in Fukuoka, 16-18 January 2013, Taipei urged state
members to establish a new ATS route across Taipei FIR and Fukuoka
FIR into Incheon FIR so as to cope with the increasing and congested
traffic on B576, departing from South East Asia in the period of early
morning. Consensus was gradually built among associated state
members, and therefore CDR Z401 was set up by Japan, awaiting
further agreement.

At EATMCG/7 in Taipei, 15-16 May 2014, a super busy session of
discussion, associated state members, namely Japan, Korea and
Taiwan, co-scheduled to launch the scheme on 18 September 2014. In
the meantime, MOUs between Fukuoka ACC and Incheon ACC, and
Fukuoka ACC and Taipei ACC were properly settled and signed.
Promulgation of the scheme on respective state’s AIP was finely ready
before the commission date.

The CDR Z401 scheme commenced on 0000UTC, 18 September 2014
brings in profound improvement on relaxing congestion and
minimizing conflicts, hence enhances the overall airspace capacity and
air safety in Taipei FIR. Similar interests happened in Incheon FIR
again justifies the success through the generous help of JCAB and
Fukuoka ACC. A historical mark is made indeed.

4. DISCUSSIONS



2.1 CDR Z401 enables effectively splitting the northeast bound B576 flow.
The flow pattern in Taipei FIR is structurally changed to minimize
conflicts. Even though the air movements are constantly increasing, the
working stress is abated according to ATC.

2.2 However perfection can’t be reached at once; several problems are
identified and necessitate continuous efforts at the Meeting:

(1) Daily time frame:

1840 UTC- 2110 UTC of the Z401 operation doesn’t cover all night
flows, namely the

first and last groups of night traffic from POTIB respectively as
follows:

- First group: Enter Taipei FIR around 1720Z / arrive at MOLKA
around 1810Z

- Last group: Enter Taipei FIR after 2020Z / arrive at MOLKA
after 2110z

(2) Wrong routing:

CDR Z401 is available in a limited time frame which has actually
caused difficulty for airlines to file appropriate routing since the
actual departure time can be quite different from the scheduled one.
The evidences show that wrong routing scenarios can be:

a. Innight time:

- Flights from POTIB files B576 within 1840-2110UTC (Z401
time frame)

- Flights from POTIB files Z401 outside & near 1840-2110UTC

- Flights from ENVAR (M750) files Z401 within
1840-2110UTC

b. Inday time
Flights from ENVAR (M750) files Z401

(3) Limited FLAS

FLAS applied at MOLKA for Z401 traffic are FL270, 330, 350, 370
and 410. Recognizing the emerging growth of Japan- bound traffic
during Z401 time frame, it becomes more common that Taipei has to
request FL390 which is also commonly accepted by Fukuoka ACC.
It justifies the feasibility that Z401 traffic fully applies complete
MOLKA FLAS.




2.3 Taipei is seeking upgrading the Z401 scheme to cover overall night traffic
from POTIB by extending time frame as follows:

- The Z401 time frame starts from 1800UTC (40 minutes earlier) at
MOLKA or 1850UTC at RUGMA

- The Z401 time frame extends to 2200UTC (40 minutes later) at
MOLKA or 2250UTC at RUGMA
2.4 Fukuoka ACC is invited to review the Z401 FLAS at MOLKA.

2.5 Associated states are also requested to review the problem of wrong
routing.



WP 6

THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC

MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, China, 21 - 22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 4

The proposal for the analysis of international air traffic flow control
among EATMCG
(Presented by JCAB)

This paper suggests to share the actual data concerning air traffic flow
control implemented by EATMCG states and to analyze the flow control by
utilizing the data. In order to execute efficient international flow control, it
is indispensable to realize the air traffic flow through the states.

SUMMARY

3 INTRODUCTION

1.1 With the recent growth of air traffic, the demand for a mature ATFM has been

increasing. However, it has limitations to implement ATFM efficiently by
oneself, so it is required to handle ATFM with cooperating together. Some
states group in Asia Pacific region, like North-Asia Regional ATFM
Harmonization Group (NARAHG) already has been introducing such an
information exchanges.

1.2 The members of EATMCG had agreed to create a common report form in the 6"

meeting and have been sharing information of traffic volume of each state as
presented at this 8™ meeting.

1.3 Besides above the information exchanges, ATMC propose to share the actual

data on particular flow controls and inspect them so that EATMCG members
can conduct the effective international ATFM.

2 SUGGESTION

2.1 In order to improve ATFM in East Asia region, it is essential to inspect and

analyze the international ATFM implemented in the region by utilizing the real
data. Therefore, it needs to collect the flight data, for instance ETD/ATD of
each flight, ETA/ATA over FIR boundary or destination, and analyze the
impact on each flight and FIR airspace. After inspecting and analyzing the
international ATFM in the region by the data submitted from each state,
ATMC will report to EATMCG.



2.2 As the immediate subject, ATMC suggest to compile some data regarding the
present RCTP flow control caused by one runway closure. If any practicability
is found in this case, it should be applied to other international flow controls to
inspect and review.

2.3 Recently multilateral flow controls are implemented so often that ATMC regards
such a post operation analysis as one of the most important scheme for
implementing efficient international ATFM.



WP7
THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 6

Revision of EATMCG Terms of Reference

Presented by IFATCA

Summary
The EATMCG Terms of Reference were
last revised at EATMCG/4. A revised
Draft Terms of Reference is provided for

1. Introduction
1.1 The EATMCG Terms of Reference (ToR) were last revised at EATMCG/4 (see

Attachment 1). Some further amendments to the ToR were proposed at EATMCG/5, but

after some discussion there was no agreement and the original ToR are still in place.

2. Discussion

2.1 It is proposed that the ToR are revised to reflect the membership of EATMCG and the

work in planning for the implementation of a number of major regional initiatives that are

currently being developed.

2.2 A draft Revised ToR is at Attachment 2.



WP 8
THE 8™ MEETING OF EAST ASIAATM COORDINATION GROUP
(EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21~22 May 2015)

Traffic Risk Management on B576 Airway

(Presented by Incheon ACC, Republic of Korea)

SUMMARY

This paper presents a suggestion on traffic risk management on B576 airway among related
parties. We have witnessed continuous traffic volume increase on this airway through past
years. Incheon ACC hopes all the participants exchange ideas to enhance safety of air traffic
on B576 and reach mutual consensus for this subject.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The traffic volume for south-east bound in 2014 has been increased by 13.4% compared
to previous year, which means flights increase on B576(Y711/Y722) airway. This statistics
shows more efficient and safer measures should be considered among related ATC facilities
on B576.

1.2. Early morning time on B576 (Y711/Y722) is burdensome to every air traffic controllers
related as it gives high workload to them which may cause loss of separation to their aircrafts
served. This may endanger the controllers’ situational awareness.

1.3. With previous successful meeting with related parties, further consensus to solve current
complicated traffic situation is necessary. The focal point will be on early morning peak time
(1930~2200 UTC) on B576. In this time, the point is about aircraft whose destination is
Gimhae airport (RKPK) and Daegu airport (RKTN) via ATOTI.

2. DISCUSSIONS

2.1 The trend of air demand on B576

2.1.1 One of the major reasons that contributed to the increase of traffic volume on this route
is the development of Low Cost Carriers (LCC) to meet the exploding air demand in
South East Asian regions.

2.1.1.1 Departure and arrival delay in Korea is mostly concentrating during the specific
peak times (1100~1400UTC and 1930~2200UTC) as all of you know. It may differ
by each country, but all linked together like a chain.




2.1.1.2 With great effort of all related, the congestion has been greatly solved, but still
needs closer coordination among parties concerned for matters that have been come
out after the 7™ meeting.

2.2 THE PROPOSALS OF INCHEON ACC

2.2.1 Suggest rerouting northbound aircraft which is landing RKPK(Gimhae airport) and
RKTN (Daegu airport) from ATOTI to RUGMA during the early morning rush hour
(1930~ 2200UTC) in order to reduce the risk of congestion between CJU(Jeju) and
ATOTI. This has not been applied in accordance with the previous agreement.
- Proposal of new route for RKPK and RKTN
SALMI-MIKES-Z401-POTET-RUGMA
- Operation time: 1930-2200UTC (On the basis of RUGMA)

2.2.2 (2" proposal) Suggest JAPAN coordinating with us to use FL300 during the early
morning peak time (1930~2200UTC) for northbound traffic coming from ATOTI to
solve traffic congestion.



WP 9
THE 8" MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP(EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

The Use of Z401 Southbound During 1100-1500 UTC

(Presented by Incheon ACC, Republic of Korea)

SUMMARY

This paper presents traffic flow improvement plan to resolve traffic congestion at
ATOTI(B576) for southbound traffic. Incheon ACC suggests using Z401 airway southbound
during 1100-1500 UTC in order to disperse traffic to RUGMA.

3. INTRODUCTION

3.1. ATS Route B576 is one of the main air routes in East Asia, which is connecting from the
APU in Taipei FIR to the point SEL in Incheon FIR. According to the statistical analysis for
2014, traffic volume for south-east Asia bound was increased about 13.4% compared with
2013, however, as a result of consent among Japan, Taiwan, Korea in EATMCG/7, traffic
dispersion for northbound is being operated successfully during the morning time zone.

3.2. Northbound traffic congestion was improved as above. On the other hand, southbound
traffic is converging at ATOTI especially during evening time zone (1100-1400 UTC) in
Incheon FIR. So it is considered that southbound traffic also needs to solve traffic converging
at ATOTI.

4. DISCUSSIONS

2.3 According to the statistical analysis of southbound traffic, Traffic volume at
ATOTI(B576) occupied 86 percent and traffic volume at RUGMA(A586) occupied
14 percent of all the air traffic during 1100-1400 UTC. Traffic is concentrated on
ATOTI.

2.4 In almost destinations, using ATOTI is faster than using RUGMA (Z401). But there are
advantages if Z401 is opened. At first, concentration of traffic at ATOTI will be
solved at some extent. This also means that airspace capacity will be enlarged.
Secondly, it is expected that delay of RKSI and RKPK will be reduced.

2.5 Considering flight time between RUGMA and IGMON, Incheon ACC suggests the use
of Z401 southbound during 1100-1500 UTC everyday for traffic dispersion at
ATOTI.




WP 10
THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC

MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 3

Seamless ATM in North & East Asia

(Presented by JCAB)

SUMMARY

This paper provides proposal to discuss about harmonization with neighboring Sub-Regional

group.

4

INTRODUCTION

4.1 Traffic volume has been increasing rapidly among APAC, especially in China.

1.2

13

14

2

2.1

2.2

At the 3" meeting of the ICAO Asia and Pacific ATFM Steering Group (ATFM/SG/3)
in March 2014, ICAO APAC Regional Sub-Office (RSO) was entrusted by China,
Japan and the Republic of Korea to facilitate the establishment of the North-Asia
Regional ATFM Harmonization Group (NARAHG)

The 2™ Meeting of NARAHG was held in Fukuoka, Japan from 17 — 19 March 2015.
The outcomes of this meeting set-forth the future activities of NARAHG with the aim
to enhance safety and efficiency to cope with the future growth of air traffic in North
Asia.

At the 2™ Meeting of NARAHG, we agreed as follows;

1) to provide details on reason(s) for ATFM measures and look at improving
notification lead time

2) to provide general traffic data several times a year for conduct Post Operations
Analysis of ATFM measures between three countries

3) to work together to develop a consistent format for ATFM Daily Plan (ADP) and
exchange available ADP upon finalization of data requirements

DISCUSSIONS

To enhance the seamless ATM, it is important to harmonize with neighboring

Sub-Regional group.

Hong-Kong is one of the member of the distributed Multi-Nodal ATFM Network.




2.3 To enhance the seamless ATM in North & EAST Asia, JCAB propose to discuss
about harmonization with NARAHG and Multi-Nodal Network at EATMACG in the
future.



IP2
THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 3

Information for redesign of airspace composition

(Presented by JCAB)

SUMMARY

This paper presents information for redesign of airspace composition in Japan.

5 INTRODUCTION

5.1 Traffic volume in Fukuoka Flight Information Region (FIR) is expected to increase 1.5
times in these ten years.

1.2 JCAB plans to redesign the current domestic airspace. En-route airspace will be
divided to Upper and Lower. Hence, 15 ACA, which provides the terminal radar
control service will be consolidated or expanded.

1.3 The current 4 ACCs (Sapporo, Tokyo, Fukuoka and Naha) structure will change to
one Upper Area Control Center (UAC) and two ACCs.

2 OBJECTIVES OF REDESIGN
2.4 Correspondence to increasing air traffic
2.5 Improvement of aircraft operation efficiency

2.6 Enhancement of crisis management




IP3

THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIAAIR TRAFFIC

MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)

(Hong Kong, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 3

Booming Activities of Unknown Traffic Stack More Risk within Taipei FIR

(Presented by Taipei)

SUMMARY

The number of unknown flights within and surround Taipei FIR is
stacking to higher record and has become a risk factor for civilian

1. INTRODUCTION

11

1.2

1.3

China’s declaring Air Defence Identification Zone in the East China Sea
on 23 November 2013 has triggered the tension in this region.
Meanwhile, activities of unknown traffic has been increasing in northern
Taipei FIR. These traffics are believed to be military aircrafts of China,
Us, etc.

Unknown flights operate from couple hundred feet to 60,000 feet, and
move from north to east or contrariwise in our northern airspace.
Unknown traffic can be secondary targets with transponder code and
altitude indication or simply primary ones which are mostly threatening
since there’s no way to spot their real vertical positions. Tracks of
unknown traffic cross civilian airways including departing and landing
routes and hence burden ATC by bringing in an unpredictable risk for
civilian aviation safety.

In our southern FIR, unknown traffics fly between Taipei and Manila
FIR or between Taipei and Hong Kong FIR.

2. INFORMATION

2.1

Unknown traffic may enter Taipei FIR from adjacent FIRs:



2.2

2.3

(1) To and from Fukuoka FIR

(2) To and from Shanghai FIR accessing Senkaku/Diaoyutai Islands
(3) Group of flights around the Senkaku/Diaoyutai islands
(4) Traffic to/from Hong Kong FIR or Manila FIR

In recent years, although Taipei ACC has taken measures to avoid
convergences, conflicts between unknown traffic and civilian aircrafts
constantly happen. There are cases of TCAS RA like ANA8445 around
123° E, PAC237 at 90 NE of APU, KALG660 at 50 E of HCN and so
on. More cases were properly prevented due to ATC’s early actions, for
example EVA6288 20 S of POTIB (the boundary fix between Taipei
and Manila) and more, which were off the record.

Both of unknown and civilian air movements steadily increase every
year in our airspace. So if the trends hold, the air safety in this airspace
will be at stake. However, some actions should be taken to mitigate the
risk. One of the most effective ways is to apply point out procedures to
adjacent FIR.

ACTION BY THE MEETING

3.1

The meeting is invited to note the information and bring in comments
from member states to mitigate the risk induced by unknown traffic.
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SUMMARY
This paper presents the outcome of the common report forms for ATFM in East Asia
which was agreed among EATMCG members in EATMCG/6 and amended some
contents in EATMCG/7. Since the reports for 3 years have been tallied up, they are
shown with being compared to each year.

1. Introduction

1.1JCAB proposed the rules to collect and share the traffic data with EATMCG
members in the 6™ meeting. All members recognized its importance and

utility to enhance the mutual understanding and agreed to the proposal.

1.2In the 7" meeting, EATMCG members discussed the original form and concluded
some contents were to be improved in order to make them more effective and
practical for the analysis of air traffic flow management.

1.3Now that the data has piled up for 3 years, ATMC provides the outcome with
comparing those data.

2. Discussion

2.1As mentioned above, the common report form has revised after the 7" meeting and
applied new one from this meeting, however, it seems to be still room for




improvement to make it more useful and more compact. Furthermore,
EATMCG members should reconfirm the definition of the number in some
particular items. Also some figures in particular items are somewhat obscure
to fill in. In addition, a few blanks are shown in the report. It must be some
reasons for it. If needed, some items are to be revised.

(*see attachment 3)

2.2According to attachment 1 and attachment 2, it can be recognized that air traffic
passing FIR boundary steadily increases year by year. Especially, the air
traffic growth on Al, B576 and M750 are remarkable.

2.3As for major airports, traffics of all airports (exc. RPLL because of no data) have
increased from 5% to 7% compared 2014 to 2013.

2.41n order to recognize the circumstances of each state concerned, this scheme
should be continued forward. Such information sharing would lead to the next
stage of effective international ATFM.
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This paper reviews the flow control procedures for RCTP single runway
operations this year and for neighbouring ACCs to deal with their
difficulties.

5. INTRODUCTION

Taiwan Taoyuan International Airport (RCTP) is reconstructing Runway
05L/23R, estimated to be accomplished by January 7, 2016 according to
NOTAM A0148/15. CAA has been watching and working with Taoyuan
Airport Corporation closely for runway repair plan and will keep the upstream
ACCs informed the most updated information of runway re-open schedule.

6. REVIEWS ON ESTABLISHING FLOW CONTROL PROCEDURES FOR RCTP

6.1 As a regard to the appeal from the adjacent FIRs to improve our flow
control procedures for RCTP single runway operations, Taipei would like
to share you how we review the history data, learn from previous
experience of single runway operations and adopt neighbouring ACCs’
suggestions to establish current flow control procedures.

6.2 RCTP runway capacity drops because of this single runway operation.
Appropriate flow control measures balance between waiting time and fuel
cost by holding aircrafts on the ground or in the air, and alleviate ATC
workload in the meantime. That’s unquestionably a task of wisdom and
knowledge.

Receiving experiences from previous flow control procedures for
runway 05R/23L last year and inputs from neighbouring ACCs in



EATMCG 7, this year we implement new flow control measures to
minimize impact on upstream FIRs. The following flow control pattern
is executing for the single runway operation:

Separation on individual TFC basis as follows:
1. BULAN
At Least 30NM BTN 0200-0700
At Least 40NM BTN 1030-1400
2. SALMI
At Least 30NM BTN 1030-1400
3. ENVAR
BTN 0230-0700
A. DEP from VHHH, At Least 40NM
B. DEP from VMMC, At Least 60NM
C. Transit VHHH Destination RCTP, At Least 10 MIN OR 80NM
BTN 1030-1400
A. DEP from VHHH, AT Least 60NM
B. DEP from VMMC, At Least BONM
C. Transit VHHH Destination RCTP, At Least 10 MIN OR 80NM
4. KAPLI
At Least 30NM BTN 0200-0700
At Least 30NM BTN 1030-1400
5. SULEM AND KASKA
At least 50 NM BTN 0200-0700
At least 50 NM BTN 1030-1400
6. POTIB
BTN 0700-1400
A: DEP from MANILA, At Least 8 MIN OR 60NM
B: Transit MANILA Destination RCTP, At Least 8 MIN OR 60NM
C: BTN DEP from MANILA AND Transit MANILA Destination RCTP,
At Least 4 MIN OR 30NM.

(1) There’re couple differences compared with the tactics used last year:

1. Time frames
(2) Last year: 0230-0500UTC and 0500-1400UTC
This year: 0200-0700UTC and 1030-1400UTC
(There is a break between 0700-1030UTC)



2. For POTIB inbound:
(1) Last year: at least 8 MIN or 60NM between 0230-1400UTC
(2) This year: between 0700-1400UTC
A: DEP from MANILA, At Least 8 MIN or 60NM
B: Transit MANILA Destination RCTP, At least 8 MIN OR 60NM
C: BTN DEP from MANILA AND Transit MANILA Destination
RCTP, At Least 4 MIN OR 30NM.

3. FLOwW CONTROL ON REGIONAL HUBS IN ASIA

3.1Taipei ACC acts as the coordinator when neighbouring ACCs carry out flow
control for mega hubs, namely VHHH, RKSI, VTBS and RJAA, due to
adverse weather, heavy traffic or FOD on runway, etc.

3.2 Among those, flow controls from VHHH are most frequent. In recent
years, Hong Kong has been undergoing moves of reform to shape their
work into a logical and efficient format (ref. the EATMCG 7 Task List Item
7.1 for this meeting).

3.3 In term of geographical position, Taipei is in the middle of all sorts of flow
control events. Coordination for flow control with upstream ACCs becomes
more and more important. Taipei would like to take this opportunity to
present Taipei’s flow control strategies to cope with different flow control
scenarios. Taipei would also encourage open discussion to stretch scope
and then facilitate mutual understanding on how Taipei and other ACCs
help solve neighbouring ACCs’ difficulties, and hopefully to share methods
of setting flow control with one another.
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SUMMARY

This paper presents to share the result of traffic flow
dispersion and improvement for aircraft which is departed
from south-east Asia region to Incheon FIR after 18" Sep.
2014, which was agreed among 3 nations at EATMCG/7.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Japan, Taiwan and Korea at EATMCG/7 agreed that the need of any solution has
arisen for traffic increase which is departed from south-east Asia region to Incheon
FIR in the morning time.

1.2 In order to make an efficient flow management and safety enhancement, 3 nations
reached an agreement to disperse traffic which flies via POTIB to Incheon FIR in the
morning time zone as of 18" Sep. 2014. The consents are as follows;

« Application : aircraft which flies via POTIB to Incheon FIR.

e Time Zone: 1930~2200 UTC (RUGMA)

. Air route : POTIB — M646 — HCN - B591 — TINHO - L2 — KUDOS -
M750 - MOLKA — MAMOD - 740 - IGMON - Z401 - POTET -
RUGMA



« Separation : 20NM on Z401
o Altitude : FL330, FL350, FL370, FL410 (FL270 is only available after
coordination)

2. RESULT SHARING

2.1 As a result of the statistical analysis, traffic congestion was dramatically resolved at
ATOTI, which leads to improve aviation safety. Past ATOTI traffic was divided into
2 points (ATOTI: 70%, RUGMA: 30%).

2.2 By applying traffic dispersion during morning time zone, it made aircraft fly at more
economical altitude and improve operation efficiency. It also contributed to facilitate
air traffic flow even if traffic volume has been increasing.

2.3 After meeting, Incheon ACC coordinated with military authority for using
short-cut (RUGMA-OSPOT) only during morning time. Consequently,
Incheon ACC could make fast and safe short-cut in Incheon FIR.

3. CONCLUSION

3.1 We appreciate the cooperation of EATMCG members solving traffic congestion at
ATOTI. Especially, we are very thankful to Japan and Taiwan’s close coordination
for this project.

3.2 We expect EATMCG meeting would greatly contribute to safety and development
in East Asia through close coordination among members.



IP7

THE EIGHTH MEETING OF THE INFORMAL EAST ASIA AIR TRAFFIC

MANAGEMENT COORDINATION GROUP (EATMCG/8)
(Hong Kong, China, 21-22 May 2015)

Agenda Item 5

1.

ARRANGEMENT AFFECTING ADJACENT FIRs
DURING CUTOVER OF HONG KONG ATC OPERATIONS

Presented by Hong Kong, China
INTRODUCTION

1.1 In an effort to manage the increasing regional demand for air navigation
service, Hong Kong CAD has launched several initiatives in upgrading the civil
aviation infrastructure. One important project is the replacement of air traffic
control systems. The scope of the project consists of renewal of all ATC and
supporting equipment and relocation of operation facilities namely Aeronautical
Information Management Centre (AIMC), Aeronautical Communications Centre
(ANC), Air Traffic Control Centre (ATCC), Aerodrome Control Tower (Tower) and

Rescue Coordination Centre.

1.2 The target implementation date of the core system - Air Traffic Management
System (ATMS) in the new ATCC and Tower is mid-2016, whereas new AIMC and

ANC are scheduled to commence operation in late 2015.

1.3 A detailed cutover plan has been worked out to ensure a safe and orderly
flow of air traffic will be maintained during the implementation of the replacement

ATC systems and the transition of ATC operations to the new facilities.

ARRANGEMENT TO SUPPORT CUTOVER OF HONG KONG ATC
OPERATION



2.1

ATC Communication Networks — The major communication networks

supporting inter Area Control Centre (ACC) coordination include Inter Area Speech

Circuit (IASC), ATS Inter-Facility Data-Link Communication (AIDC) and telephone

lines. The switchover of these networks may interrupt the data / information flow.

ATC operation needs to be safeguarded.

211

212

2.13

2.2

221

IASC is the most frequently used direct communication network between
ACCs. The switching of the IASC network will be conducted internally and
should be transparent to counterparts during the cutover of Hong Kong ATC

operations.

AIDC between Hong Kong and Taipei ACC and between Hong Kong and
Sanya ACC has been in operation. The technical arrangement for testing
and switching over of the AIDC network will be discussed upon completion
of the System Integration Test (tentatively scheduled for early August 2015)
of the ATMS. During ATC operations cutover, AIDC networks will be
patched to the new ATC facilities. To minimize the risk of data loss in the
switchover process, AIDC operation may be suspended for a defined period
before and after cutover. Without AIDC, all flight transfer messages will be

coordinated verbally via IASC.

Telephone lines serve as an effective means of coordination between ACCs.
Similar to IASC, the switching of telephone lines will be performed internally
and should be transparent to outsiders. The telephone numbers of HK

ATCC and Tower remain unchanged.

Requlating Traffic Flow Entering Hong Kong FIR During Cutover Period

Despite ATC operations cutover is a carefully planned event, given the fact
that operational colleagues, though provided with conversion training, have

only limited experience on the new equipment/systems, there is a genuine



2.2.2

need to cater for any unexpected issue in the cutover process particularly in
the initial stage of the new operation. To guard against unexpected surge of
traffic, appropriate air traffic flow measures will be imposed. ATC
operations after cutover will be closely monitored and the traffic regulating
measures will be constantly reviewed. It is envisaged that such safeguarding

measures can be removed approximately one month after cutover.

Traffic operating at Hong Kong International Airport (HKIA) — Tactical Air
Traffic Flow Management (ATFM) measures will be introduced to regulate
the traffic volume at HKIA. The hourly Runway Acceptance Rate will be
suitably adjusted during the initial cutover period. However, the total daily
flight movements would not be reduced. HKIA flight movements would be

regulated by one of the following measures.

2.2.2.1  Application of Calculated Take-off Time (CTOT) — CTOT will be
assigned to all flights to and from HKIA. The concerned flights would
be delayed on ground, as necessary. Operators will be briefed on the
CTOT mechanism and the significance of their cooperation to adhere to

the assigned CTOT.

2.2.2.2  Imposing ATFM Measure on HKIA arrivals and departures — In
order to minimize the impact of flow control on upstream FIRs, all flow
controls will be tailor-made. In general, the flow interval at the FIR
transfer point is determined by traffic frequency of the point. The higher
the traffic frequency, the smaller will be the flow interval. The detailed
flow measures will be released to ACCs concerned as soon as possible to

ensure sufficient response time available.

2.2.3 Traffic transiting Hong Kong to and from Macao International Airport —

These flights will be regulated by Fflow measure as mentioned in paragraph

2.2.2, 1.



2.2.4

Traffic transiting Hong Kong FIR — Flow measures for these overflights aim
at adjusting the amount of traffic entering Hong Kong FIR in a manageable
manner. Adjacent ACCs will be requested to hand-off traffic at 15 to 20
NM in trail. Controllers would have sufficient time to handle flights

entering their ATC sectors from multiple transfer (traffic handoff) points.

3. CONCULSION

3.1

Hong Kong CAD endeavours to provide safe, orderly and expeditious Air
Traffic Services under all circumstances. The switchover of ATC
operations may affect adjacent ACCs to a certain extent. The understanding
and support from all working counterparts are essential for the successful

implementation of new ATC systems in Hong Kong.

4. ACTION BY THE MEETING

4.1
411
4.1.2

The meeting is invited
to note the information provided on this paper.
to actively participate in the discussion of HK ATC operation cutover related

issues affecting adjacent ACCs in future.
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