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SUMMARY OF DISCUSSIONS 

 
  

THEME 2: TOWARDS THE PROACTIVE MANAGEMENT OF SAFETY 
  
Topic 2.3: Sharing of safety information 

HLSC 2010-WPS/6, 12, 20 Revised, 21, 29, 41, 47 Revised, 50, 62 Revised, 74 
and 78 Revised 
HLSC 2010-IPs/7, 21 Revised 

1. HLSC 2010-WP/6, titled “A proposal for safety information sharing” and HLSC 2010-
WP/12, titled “Improving ICAO transparency policy: sharing and using information in a transparent, 
consistent and fair manner”, were presented for the consideration of the conference. These subjects were 
also addressed in: WPs/20 and 21, presented by Spain on behalf of the European Union and its Member 
States, by the other States Members of the European Civil Aviation Conference, and by 
EUROCONTROL; WP/ 29, presented by Australia; WP/41, presented by the United States; WP/50, 
presented by Japan; WP/74, presented by Singapore; WP/62, presented by AFCAC on behalf of African 
States; WP/47, presented by IAOPA; and WP/78, presented by IATA. Two information papers, IP/7 by 
the United States and IP/21, by New Zealand also related to Topic 2.3.  

2. A viewpoint put forward in the working papers and shared by all speakers was that 
sharing and transparency of safety information was vital. A theme repeated in many of the papers was the 
need for a free flow of information that could be used to assess safety risks and develop appropriate 
responses. There was recognition that safety data analysis requires use of common metrics and there was 
strong support for the establishment of a group of experts by ICAO to develop such metrics. The 
importance of a common taxonomy was also highlighted. Another point made was that it would be 
difficult for ICAO to manage the vast amounts of data that would be collected through State safety 
programmes.  

3. A critical factor in relation to information sharing was that there must be a clear 
understanding of how and to whom safety information would be disseminated and also how such 
information would be used. Legal aspects of information sharing was another area that would require 
some examination. Support was voiced for the concept, in WP/29, of a framework for the collection and 
dissemination of information and, in WP/62, for a code of conduct that would offer guidance on the 
proper sharing of information in a fair and equal manner toward the ultimate goal of safety. There was 
wide support for the development of a code of conduct.  

4. A key consideration in terms of the transparent use of safety information was that it 
should not be used for punitive purposes or in a discriminatory manner which, it was recalled, went 
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against Article 44 of the Chicago Convention. Concerns were expressed about a proposal in WP/12 to 
relate the issuance of three-letter designators to safety conditions in a State as this was seen as both 
punitive and discriminatory; the Conference was not able to arrive at a conclusion on this proposal.  

5. The importance of providing assistance to States experiencing safety difficulties was 
emphasized and technical cooperation projects by States and organizations were seen as having a positive 
impact.  

6. In summarizing the discussion the Chairman outlined key points that had been made: 

a) that ICAO should coordinate the integration of safety information provided by the 
international community and the dissemination of safety intelligence, as appropriate; 

b) that ICAO should convene a group of experts to address the issue of the definition 
and harmonization of safety metrics, associated data requirements and analysis 
processes; 

c) that ICAO, States and all interested parties should ensure that measures they take to 
improve safety, including those related to foreign operators are based on consistent 
safety indicators; 

d) that ICAO should develop a code of conduct on the sharing of safety information to 
ensure that such information is used solely to improve aviation safety and not for 
retribution or the purpose of gaining economic advantage;  

e) that ICAO should assess measures to increase transparency including how: 

1) Significant Safety Concerns (SSC) could be shared with interested stakeholders 
such as international organizations, regional safety groups, operators, airports and 
service providers; and 

2) SSC information could be shared ultimately with the public in a form that would 
allow them to make an informed decision about the safety of air transportation. 
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