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AIRP Job Cards with DGP in a supporting role
“Cargo compartment fire suppression provisions” ‐

• Task 9725 & 9831 is to review and possibly propose amending
the SARPs under Annex 8 Parts IIIA and IIIB for manufacturers to
specify the cargo compartment fire suppression capabilities
needed for operators to determine the limitation of specific
aircraft fire suppression systems

– No changes to Part IIIA are proposed since this is a historical
document.

– Annex 8, Part IIIB ‐ Completed draft language which will be sent
to the full AIRP for comment.

– Annex 8, Parts IV (Helicopters) & VB (small aeroplanes) review
still open.

Job‐card AIRP.011.01



Cargo compartment fire suppression provisions” -

• Task 9726 is to develop guidance material to
explain, if necessary, the design of the current
cargo compartment fire suppression functions

– This guidance material was developed by the Cargo Safety 
Sub‐Group (CSSG) to support their work on changes to 
Annex 6, Part I. 

– Member of WG‐4 were involved in the drafting of the 
guidance material developed by the CSSG. 

– Additional changes will be required once the SARPs 
developed under Tasks 9725 and 9831 are completed. 

• Task 9828 is to review and possibly propose
provisions for manufactures to specify the
cargo compartment fire suppression
capabilities needed for operators to determine
the limitations of specific aircraft fire
suppression systems for Annex 6, Part I.

– The requirements for manufacturer to provide the 
information to facilitate a risk assessment belongs  in Annex 
8 since Annex 6 is not applicable to the manufacturers. 

– The language that requires the operator to gather this 
information is in the proposed changes to Annex 6, Part I 
developed by the CSSG. This Task is completed.

AIRP Job Cards with DGP in a supporting role



AIRP Job Cards with DGP in a supporting role
Carriage of active battery powered devices inside aircraft cargo compartment.

• Control of electromagnetic radiation risks posed by the
carriage of battery‐powered devices in baggage, cargo
and mail that are active when inside the aircraft cargo
compartment

– Sources of potential EMI with aircraft systems.
– Recognizing the EMI risk posed to aircraft systems during 

operations and in particular during critical phases of flight, the 
AIRP was tasked via the job card AIRP 012.01. 

Job‐card AIRP.012.01



General Considerations Going Forward
• General Considerations Going Forward

– Consider if AIRP012 focus should be recognized as a preventive (vs reactive) take on the PED focus problem ‐ in line with
action of major CAAs

– The relative modest pace of progress is inflicting on sustainability of deliveries for AIRP012
– A Timely & Strategic choice of “ICAO vehicle” may be needed for a viable continuation in discharging the AIRP012 mandate

• AIRP WG1 Team
– Finalize collection of TCH feedback/questionnaire
– Liaise with WG 2/4 based on above results and identify relevance to Annex8 and/or Doc9760 provisions
– Coordinate concluding WP for presentation to AIRP/7

• Secretariat
– Liaise with DGP and FLTOPSP to coordinate outcomes
– Consider a coherent/consistent/harmonized ICAO approach to the PED issue through dedicated guidance material

(Manual?) to centralize existing PED guidance (e.g. Circ340) with outcomes from AIRP012.



AIRP/6‐WP/12

The issue

• potential weakness in awareness of responsibilities related 
to dangerous goods. 

• The AIRP was invited to consider how to raise awareness of 
dangerous goods responsibilities among AMOs.

AIRP conclusions

• It was concluded that it might be an unnecessary cost
burden to include SARPs related to training requirements
for AMOs on Dangerous Goods (DGs) especially where the
AMO is just one part of the control shipping/supply chain.

• Additionally, the frequency in which an AMO ships DG may
not warrant the need to regulate training in this area.

• The meeting suggested that guidance could be provided to
States to strengthen awareness of dangerous goods
responsibilities for personnel employed by or interacting
with the aviation industry in areas of engineering and
maintenance .



The DGP/27 is invited to:

Take note of the Updates from the Airworthiness Panel work Programme.

continue to collaborate with the AIRP as necessary.
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