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ТЕХНИЧЕСКАЯ КОМИССИЯ 

  

 

Пункт 33 повестки дня.   Безопасность полетов и аэронавигационный мониторинг и анализ  

 

ПЛАНИРОВАНИЕ ГОСПБП В СВЯЗИ С ОБЪЕДИНЕНИЕМ ГКБП И СУЩЕСТВУЮЩИХ 

ОСНОВНЫХ ЭЛЕМЕНТОВ ГОСПБП  

 

(Представлено Боливарианской Республикой Венесуэла) 

  

  

КРАТКАЯ СПРАВКА 

В настоящем рабочем документе анализируются последствия принятия поправки 1 к 

Приложению 19 "Управление безопасностью полетов" для планирования ГосПБП в отдельных 

государствах.  

Действия: Ассамблее предлагается: 

a) принять к сведению и изучить мнения, представленные в настоящем рабочем документе; 

b) настоятельно призвать ИКАО изучить последствия принятия поправки 1 к 

Приложению 19 для планирования ГосПБП в отдельных государствах и добиваться принятия 

государствами в каждом регионе инициатив при участии всех сторон по созданию общей 

системы отсчета глобальных/региональных приемлемых уровней безопасности полетов, с 

которой будут увязаны ГосПБП каждого государства для определения, измерения и мониторинга 

их показателей эффективности.  

Стратегические 

цели 

Данный рабочий документ связан со стратегической целью "Безопасность 

полетов" 

Финансовые 

последствия 

Отсутствуют 

Справочный 

материал 

Глобальный план обеспечения безопасности полетов 2014–2016 гг. (ГПБП; 

Doc 10004) 

Приложение 19 "Управление безопасностью полетов"  

Письмо государствам AN 8/3.1-16/16 

Руководство по управлению безопасностью полетов (РУБП) (Doc 9859) 

 

 

                                                      
1 Текст на испанском языке представлен Боливарианской Республикой Венесуэла.  
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1. ВВЕДЕНИЕ  

1.1 Принятие поправки 1 к Приложению 19, о чем говорится в Письме государствам 

AN 8/3.1-16/16 от 4 апреля 2016 года, влечет за собой совершенствование положений 

государственной программы по безопасности полетов (ГосПБП), объединенной с критическими 

элементами (КЭ) государственной системы контроля за обеспечением безопасности полетов 

(ГКБП).  

1.2 Введение этой поправки основано на инициативах, рекомендованных Второй 

Конференцией высокого уровня по безопасности полетов 2015 года (HLSC 2015), и соответствует 

целям ГПБП. 

1.3 Для внедрения ГКБП и ГосПБП требуется постоянное участие отрасли и 

государств, и переход от директивного подхода, основанного на соблюдении требований, к 

подходу, основанному на показателях эффективности. Опыт Венесуэлы, а также других 

государств показывает, что прогресс во внедрении ГосПБП не является равномерным.  

2. ОБСУЖДЕНИЕ ВОПРОСА 

2.1 Внедрение ГосПБП отвечает интересам государств, и ИКАО вместе со всеми 

участниками отрасли дополнила Руководство по управлению безопасностью полетов (РУБП) 

(Doc 9859) с тем, чтобы обеспечить постепенное и поэтапное внедрение при помощи таких 

средств, как добавление 7 к главе 4 "Контрольная карта анализа недостатков и план реализации 

ГосПБП". 

2.2 Новые вопросы протокола (ВП) проверки, касающегося управления безопасностью 

полетов, были опубликованы в ноябре 2014 года. Их будут использовать те государства, чей 

уровень эффективной реализации по состоянию на 1 января 2016 года превысит 60 %.  

2.3 В целях повторного рассмотрения изначальных планов по внедрению ГосПБП и 

анализу новых ВП была подготовлена сводная таблица вопросов по анализу недостатков и 

вопросов протокола, приведенная в добавлении B к настоящему документу.  

2.4 Согласно письму государствам AN 8/3.1-16/16 в июле 2017 года после публикации 

четвертого издания Руководства по управлению безопасностью полетов (РУБП) (Doc 9859) 

планируется до конца года обновить первоначально опубликованные в ноябре 2014 года вопросы 

протокола (ВП), касающиеся управления безопасностью полетов, Универсальной программы 

проверок организации контроля за обеспечением безопасности полетов (УППКБП).  

2.5 В соответствии с поправкой принципы, изложенные в первоначальной версии 

Приложения 19, не подверглись существенному изменению, а скорее, были реструктурированы 

(см. приложение A к настоящему рабочему документу). 

3. ВЫВОДЫ 

3.1 Важно рассмотреть последствия для таких государств, как наше, которые 

находятся в процессе внедрения своих ГосПБП. Особенно это актуально для государств с уровнем 

эффективной реализации более 60 %, поскольку объединение государственной системы контроля 



A39-WP/324 
TE/139 

 

- 3 - 

за обеспечением безопасности полетов (ГКБП) и основных элементов ГосПБП, как ожидается, 

повлечет за собой дополнительные, в основном административные/финансовые, расходы для 

государств, которые уже установили и ввели в действие ГосПБП, а также поскольку некоторым 

государствам может потребоваться адаптировать законодательные документы соответствующим 

образом. Предполагается, что более высокие расходы будут возникать в государствах с 

несколькими авиационными полномочными органами, осуществляющими деятельность по 

управлению безопасностью полетов. 

3.2 Однако согласно положениям поправки 1 к Приложению 19 для достижения 

полного соответствия ГосПБП потребуется в рамках директивного подхода 100-процентная 

эффективная реализация по всем ВП в рамках МНМ УППКБП, поскольку восемь критических 

элементов ГКБП и существующие основные элементы ГосПБП частично станут компонентами 

ГосПБП. Если рассматривать ГосПБП с точки зрения подхода, основанного на показателях 

эффективности, то государства должны стремиться к тому, чтобы их ГосПБП устанавливали и 

поддерживали в рамках государства приемлемый уровень эффективности обеспечения 

безопасности полетов, наиболее подходящий и согласованный внутри региона.  

3.3 В целях планирования ГосПБП с учетом этой поправки программа анализа 

недостатков ГосПБП будет расширена при помощи вопросов, представленных в дополнении 7 к 

главе 4 Руководства по управлению безопасностью полетов (РУБП) (Doc 9859), в добавление ко 

всем ВП всех протоколов проверки. 

4. РЕКОМЕНДАЦИИ  

4.1 Ассамблее предлагается принять к сведению и рассмотреть мнения, 

представленные в настоящем рабочем документе относительно воздействия на планирование 

ГосПБП в государствах.  

4.2 Мы рекомендуем ИКАО и организациям отрасли продолжать работу по 

достижению целей ГПБП для постепенного повышения уровня безопасности полетов и для того, 

чтобы государства перешли от директивной оценки уровня безопасности полетов к оценке, 

основанной на эффективности обеспечения безопасности полетов.  

4.3 Мы рекомендуем государствам каждого региона предпринимать при участии всех 

сторон инициативы по созданию общей типовой системы отсчета глобальных/региональных 

приемлемых уровней безопасности полетов, с которой будут увязаны ГосПБП каждого 

государства, для определения, измерения и мониторинга их показателей эффективности наряду с 

группой общих для государств показателей эффективности обеспечения безопасности полетов, 

таких как, например, конкретные происшествия с серьезными последствиями, соблюдение SARPS 

посредством возможности осуществления контроля за обеспечением безопасности полетов (EI), 

предоставление информации и т. д. 

 

 

— — — — — — — — 
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APPENDIX A 

RESTRUCTURING OF SSP COMPONENTS AND ELEMENTS 

 

 
SSP Components and Elements 

Components 

Elements 

Annex 19, Chapter 3  

Appendix 1 and 

Attachment A 

Amendment 1 to Annex 19  

Chapter 3 and Appendix 1 

State safety policy, 

objectives, and 

resources 

 

1) State safety legislative 

framework 
2) State safety responsibilities 

3) Accident and incident 

investigation 
4) Enforcement policy 

1)  Primary aviation legislation (CE-1)  
2)  Specific operating regulations (CE-2) 

3)  State system and functions (CE-3) 

4)  Qualified technical personnel (CE-4) 
5)  Technical guidance, tools and provision of safety-

critical information (CE-5) 

 

State safety risk 

management 

 

5) Safety requirements for the 

service provider’s SMS 

6) Agreement on the service 
provider’s safety performance 

6)  Licensing, certification, authorization and/or approval 

obligations (CE-6) 

7)  Safety management system obligations 
8)  Accident and incident investigation  

9)  Hazard identification and safety risk assessment 

10)  Management of safety risks (which includes 
resolution of safety issues [CE-8]) 

State safety assurance 

7) Safety oversight 

8) Safety data collection, analysis 
and exchange 

9) Safety-data-driven targeting of 

oversight of areas of greater 
concern or need 

11) Surveillance obligations (CE-7) 

12) State safety performance  
 

 

State safety 

promotion 

10) Internal training, 

communication and 

dissemination of safety 
information 

11) External training, 

communication and 
dissemination of safety 

information 

13) Internal communication and dissemination of safety 

information  

14) External communication and dissemination of safety 
information 

 APPENDIX 1. State Safety 

Oversight System (SSOS) 

APPENDIX 1. State Safety Oversight (SSO) System 

Critical Elements (CEs)  

 ATTACHMENT A. Framework for 

a State Safety Programme (SSP) 

 

 

 

 

 

— — — — — — — — 
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APPENDIX B 

TABLE OF CROSS-REFERENCES BETWEEN APPENDIX 7 TO CHAPTER 4 (GAP 

ANALYSIS CHECKLIST) OF DOC 9859 AND NEW/MODIFIED AUDIT PQS 

 

 

SSP Component 

USOAP Audit Protocol Questions (PQs) with Reference to Doc 9859 
Element 

Gap Analysis 

Questions 

1.1 1.1.1 

(CE 1) PQ 1.001 Has the State promulgated primary aviation legislation (including civil aviation 
acts, laws, decrees, resolutions, etc.) to enable it to address its obligations as a signatory to the 

Chicago Convention? 

The PQ does not include a reference to Doc 9859 

 1.1.2 
(CE 2) PQ 1009 Has the State developed means for the amendment of its specific regulations taking 
into consideration ICAO provisions and their amendments? 

The PQ does not include a reference to Doc 9859 

1.2 

1.2.1 

(CE 3) PQ 2301 Has the State identified the placeholder organization as well as the accountable 

executive for the administration and coordination of the implementation and operation of the SSP? 
(CE 1) PQ 1016 Does the accountable executive of the State SSP have the necessary authorities and 

accountabilities/responsibilities required for the administration and coordination of the 

implementation and operation of the SSP? 
(CE 3) PQ 2303 Does the SSP accountable executive coordinate, as appropriate, the SSP activities of 

the different State regulatory and administrative organizations? 

1.2.2  There is no PQ related to 4.2.1, Element 1.2; 4.4.3 b) 

1.2.3  There is no PQ related to 4.2.1, Element 1.2; 4.4.3 

1.2.4  There is no PQ related to 4.3; 4.4.3 d) 

1.2.5 
(CE 3) PQ 2052 Do the current funding mechanisms ensure the provision of the necessary resources 

for the implementation and maintenance of the SSP? 

1.2.6  There is no PQ related to 4.4.3 a) 

1.2.7 
(CE 3) PQ 2309 Has the State defined the specific activities and responsibilities related to the 

management of safety that each aviation regulatory organization under the SSP is accountable for? 

1.2.8 

(CE 3) PQ 2305 Does the State have a mechanism or platform for the coordination of SSP 

implementation and continuous monitoring activities involving relevant State regulatory and 

administrative organizations? 
 

1.2.9 
(CE 3) PQ 2303 Does the SSP accountable executive coordinate, as appropriate, the SSP activities of 

the different State regulatory and administrative organizations? 

1.2.10 
(CE 2) PQ 2310 Has the State established a State safety policy and objectives within its SSP 

framework?  

1.2.11 
(CE 2) PQ 2310 Has the State established a State safety policy and objectives within its SSP 
framework?  

1.2.12 
(CE 2) PQ 2313 Does the State have a periodic internal review mechanism for assurance of 

continuous conformance and improvement of its SSP? 

1.2.13 
(CE 2) PQ2311 Has the State established a State safety policy and objectives within its SSP 

framework? 

 1.2.14 
(CE 1) PQ1020 Has the State SSP document that describes the SSP framework components and 

elements been completed and approved by the SSP accountable executive? 
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1.2.15 

(CE 1) PQ 1020 Has the State SSP document that describes the SSP framework components and 
elements been completed and approved by the SSP accountable executive? 

(CE 2) PQ 1022 Has the SSP document been communicated or made accessible to all stakeholders? 

(CE 5) PQ 2307 Has the State established an SSP documentation system which includes a top-level 
SSP document that defines and describes the SSP, together with other records, forms and SOPs 

associated with the implementation and operation of the SSP? 

1.2.16 

(CE 5) PQ 2307 Has the State established an SSP documentation system which includes a top-level 

SSP document that defines and describes the SSP, together with other records, forms and SOPs 
associated with the implementation and operation of the SSP? 

1.2.17 
(CE 3) 2313 Does the State have a periodic internal review mechanism for assurance of continuous 
conformance and improvement of its SSP? 

1.3 

1.3.1 
(CE 1) 6005 Does the legislation provide for the independence of the investigation process and of the 

authority in charge of conducting aircraft accident and serious incident investigations? 

1.3.2 
(CE 1) 6005 Does the legislation provide for the independence of the investigation process and of the 

authority in charge of conducting aircraft accident and serious incident investigations? 

1.4 

1.4.1 
(CE 5) PQ 1056 Has the State addressed safety management requirements in its established 
enforcement policy and associated procedures? 

1.4.2 
(CE 1) 1051 Does the primary aviation legislation provide for the enforcement of applicable 
legislation and regulations?  

The PQ does not include a reference to Doc 9859 

1.4.3 
(CE 5) PQ 1056 1056 Has the State addressed safety management requirements in its established 

enforcement policy and associated procedures? 

1.4.4 
(CE 5) PQ 1056 Has the State addressed safety management requirements in the established 

enforcement policy and related procedures? 

1.4.5 
(CE 5) PQ 1056 Has the State addressed safety management requirements in the established 

enforcement policy and related procedures? 

1.4.6 
(CE 5) PQ 1056 Has the State addressed safety management requirements in its established 

enforcement policy and associated procedures? 

2.1 

2.1.1 

(CE 2) PQ3901 Has the State promulgated regulations to require approved training organizations that 

are exposed to safety risks related to aircraft operations during the provision of their services to 
implement an SMS and the SMS be made acceptable to the State(s) responsible for the organization's 

approval? 

 
(CE 2) PQ4501 Has the State promulgated regulations to require operators of aeroplanes or 

helicopters authorized to conduct international commercial air transport to implement an SMS and 

that the SMS be made acceptable to the State of the Operator? 

2.1.2 

(CE 2) PQ 3903 Has the State established and implemented a mechanism to periodically review 

SMS requirements to ensure that they remain relevant and appropriate to the approved training 

organizations? 
(CE 2) PQ4503 Has the State established and implemented a mechanism to periodically review SMS 

requirements to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the applicable air operators? 

(CE 2) PQ 5381 Has the State established and implemented a mechanism for the periodic review of 
the SMS requirements to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the AMOs? 

(CE 2) PQ 7191 Has the State established and implemented a mechanism for the periodic review of 

the SMS requirements to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the ATS providers? 
(CE 2) PQ8501 Has the State established and implemented a mechanism for the periodic review of 

the SMS requirements to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the operators of certified 

aerodromes? 

2.2 2.2.1 

 (CE 6) PQ3933 Has the State agreed with individual approved training organizations’ on their 
respective safety performance indicators (SPIs), alert levels and target levels? 

 (CE 6) PQ5385 Has the State agreed with individual AMOs on their respective safety performance 

indicators (SPIs), alert levels and target levels? 
 (CE 6) PQ 7195 Has the State agreed with individual ATS providers on their respective safety 

performance indicators (SPIs), alert levels and target levels? 

 (CE 7) PQ8509 Has the State agreed with individual operators of certified aerodromes on their 
respective safety performance indicators (SPIs), alert levels and target levels? 

 (CE 5) PQ4509 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of the 

applicable air operators’ safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their respective alert and target 
levels? 

 (CE 5) PQ5384 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of the AMOs’ 
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safety performance indicators and their respective alert and target levels? 

 
(CE 5) PQ7194 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of ATS 

providers' safety performance indicators (SPI) and their respective alert and target levels? 

 (CE 5) PQ 8507 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of the safety 
performance indicators and the respective alert and target levels of the operators of certified 

aerodromes? 

 2.2.2 

(CE 6) PQ3933 Has the State agreed with individual approved training organizations’ on their 
respective safety performance indicators (SPIs), alert levels and target levels? 

1) Verify the safety indicators, targets and 

alerts are: 

a) a combination of high and lower- consequence SPIs, as appropriate; 

b) pertinent to the training organization’s aviation activities; 

c) consistent with other approved training organizations of the same category; and 

d) congruent with the State’s SSP aggregate safety indicators for the category. 

 

2) Verify that the agreed SPIs are commensurate with the scope and complexity of the 

training organization’s specific operational context. 
 

 

 2.2.3 

(CE 7) PQ 3768 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess approved 

training organizations’ SMS, including its hazard identification and safety risk management 
processes as well as its safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 

 (CE 7) PQ3935 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure that they remain relevant and appropriate to the approved training organization? 
 (CE 7) PQ 4511 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the air operator? 

 (CE 7) PQ 5386 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 
to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the AMO? 

 (CE 7) 7196 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) to 

ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the ATS provider? 
 (CE 7) PQ8511 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure that they remain relevant and appropriate to the operator of a certified aerodrome? 

3.1 

3.1.1 

 (CE 3) 2009 Does the primary aviation legislation in the State provide a legal basis for the 

establishment of the civil aviation safety oversight system in the State? 

(CE 3) 2010 Has an organizational structure been established at the State level depicting the civil 
aviation safety oversight entities in the State and their reporting lines? 

(CE 3) 2011 Are the functions and responsibilities of each entity within the civil aviation safety 

oversight system clearly defined? 

The PQs do not include references to Doc 9859 

3.1.2 

(CE 2) PQ 3901 Has the State promulgated regulations to require approved training organizations 

that are exposed to safety risks related to aircraft operations during the provision of their services to 
implement an SMS and the SMS be made acceptable to the State(s) responsible for the organization's 

approval? 

 (CE 5) PQ 3907 Has the State established a process for the initial review and acceptance of the 
approved training organizations’ SMS? 

 (CE 5) PQ 4507 Has the State established a process for the initial review and acceptance of air 

operators’ SMS? 
 (CE 5) PQ 5383 Has the State established a process for the initial review and acceptance of AMOs’ 

SMS? 

 (CE 5) PQ 7193 Has the State established a process for the initial review and acceptance of ATS 
providers’ SMS?  

(CE 5) PQ 8505 Has the State established a process for the initial review and acceptance of the SMS 

of operators of certified aerodromes? 
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3.1.3 

(CE 5) PQ 3931 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of its approved 

training organizations’ safety performance indicators and their respective alert and target levels? 
 (CE 5) PQ4509 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of the 

applicable air operators’ safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their respective alert and target 

levels? 
 (CE 5) PQ5384 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of the AMOs’ 

safety performance indicators and their respective alert and target levels? 

 (CE 5) PQ7194 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of ATS 
providers' safety performance indicators (SPI) and their respective alert and target levels? 

 (CE 5) PQ 8507 Has the State established procedures for acceptance and monitoring of the safety 

performance indicators and the respective alert and target levels of the operators of certified 
aerodromes? 

3.1.4 

(CE 7) PQ 3768 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess approved 

training organizations’ SMS, including its hazard identification and safety risk management 

processes as well as its safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 
 (CE 7) PQ 4513 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess air 

operators’ SMS, including their hazard identification and safety risk management processes and 

safety performance indicators (SPIs) as well as their relevant alert and target levels? 
 (CE 7) PQ5387 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess AMOs’ 

SMS, including its hazard identification and safety risk management processes and its safety 
performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 

 (CE 7) PQ8513 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess the SMS 

of operators of certified aerodromes, including its hazard identification and safety risk management 
processes and its safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 

3.1.5 

(CE 7) PQ 3768 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess approved 

training organizations’ SMS, including its hazard identification and safety risk management 
processes as well as its safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 

 (CE 7) PQ 4513 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess air 

operators’ SMS, including their hazard identification and safety risk management processes and 
safety performance indicators (SPIs) as well as their relevant alert and target levels? 

 (CE 7) PQ5387 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess AMOs’ 
SMS, including its hazard identification and safety risk management processes and its safety 

performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 

 (CE 7) PQ8513 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess the SMS 
of operators of certified aerodromes, including its hazard identification and safety risk management 

processes and its safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 
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3.1.6 

(CE 7) PQ 3768 Does the State, as part of its surveillance programme, periodically assess approved 
training organizations’ SMS, including its hazard identification and safety risk management 

processes as well as its safety performance indicators (SPIs) and their relevant alert and target levels? 
 (CE 7) PQ3935 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure that they remain relevant and appropriate to the approved training organization? 

(CE 7) PQ 4511 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 
to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the air operator? 

 (CE 7) PQ 5386 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the AMO? 
 (CE 7) PQ7196 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure they remain relevant and appropriate to the ATS provider? 

 (CE 7) PQ8511 Does the State periodically review the agreed safety performance indicators (SPIs) 

to ensure that they remain relevant and appropriate to the operator of a certified aerodrome? 

3.1.7 
(CE 3) 2313 Does the State have a periodic internal review mechanism for assurance of continuous 
conformance and improvement of its SSP? 

3.2 

3.2.1 

 (CE 8) 6506 Has the State established and maintained a safety database to store data on hazards and 

safety risks and to facilitate the effective analysis of information on actual or potential safety 

deficiencies obtained, including that from its incident reporting systems, to determine any actions 
required for the enhancement of safety? 

3.2.2 
Procedures for data exchange between the aviation authority and the investigation authority 
 

 

3.2.3 

(CE 8) PQ 6506 Has the State established and maintained a safety database to store data on hazards 

and safety risks and to facilitate the effective analysis of information on actual or potential safety 
deficiencies obtained, including that from its incident reporting systems, to determine any actions 

required for the enhancement of safety? 

 (CE 8) PQ6513 Has the State established mechanisms to exchange and share safety information 
amongst the State’s regulatory and administrative organizations and service providers, as well as 

with other States and industry organizations as appropriate? 

3.2.4 
(CE 2) PQ 2315 Has the State established an acceptable level of safety performance (ALoSP) as 
defined by selected safety indicators with corresponding target and alert levels? 

3.2.5 
(CE 2) PQ 2315 Has the State established an acceptable level of safety performance (ALoSP) as 

defined by selected safety indicators with corresponding target and alert levels? 

3.2.6 
(CE 2) PQ 2317 Does the State have a mechanism for periodic monitoring of the SSP safety 
indicators to assure that corrective or follow-up actions are taken for any undesirable trends, alert 

level breaches or non-achievement of improvement targets? 

3.3 

3.3.1 

(CE 5) PQ3937, PQ4455, PQ7075, PQ8417 Has the State developed procedures to prioritize 

inspections, audits and surveys towards those areas of greater safety concern or need? 
 (CE 5) PQ5455 Has the State developed procedures to prioritize inspections, audits and surveys of 

AOC holders and AMOs towards those areas of greater safety concern or need? 

 (CE 7) PQ3939, PQ4457, PQ 7077, PQ8419 Is the prioritization of inspections and audits based on 
the analysis of safety risks or quality data? 

 (CE 7) PQ5457 Is the prioritization of inspections and audits of AOC holders and AMOs based on 

the analysis of safety risks or quality data? 

3.3.2 

(CE 5) PQ3937, PQ4455, PQ7075, PQ8417 Has the State developed procedures to prioritize 

inspections, audits and surveys towards those areas of greater safety concern or need? 
 (CE 5) PQ5455 Has the State developed procedures to prioritize inspections, audits and surveys of 

AOC holders and AMOs towards those areas of greater safety concern or need? 

 (CE 7) PQ3939, PQ4457, PQ 7077, PQ8419 Is the prioritization of inspections and audits based on 
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the analysis of safety risks or quality data? 

 (CE 7) PQ5457 Is the prioritization of inspections and audits of AOC holders and AMOs based on 
the analysis of safety risks or quality data? 

4.1 

4.1.1 
(CE 4) PQ 2107 Does the State ensure that personnel involved in SSP implementation and its 
operation have undergone appropriate SSP training or familiarization? 

See PEL 3.116; OPS 4.052; AIR 5048; AIR 5486; AIG 6124; ANS 7066; and AGA 8052 

4.1.2 

(CE 4) PQ 2107 Does the State ensure that personnel involved in SSP implementation and its 

operation have undergone appropriate SSP training or familiarization? 
 (CE 4) PQ3116 Have the personnel licensing staff who are involved in SSP implementation and its 

operation completed appropriate SSP and SMS training, as applicable? 

 (CE 4) PQ 4052 Have the personnel of the aircraft operations organization who are involved in SSP 
implementation and its operation completed appropriate SSP and SMS training, as applicable? 

 (CE 4) PQ 5048 Have the personnel of the AID who are involved in SSP implementation and its 

operation completed appropriate SSP and SMS training, as applicable? 
 (CE 4) PQ 6124 Have the personnel of the investigation authority who are involved in SSP 

implementation and its operation completed appropriate SSP and SMS training, as applicable? 

 (CE 4) PQ7066 Have the ATS inspectorate staff who are involved in SSP implementation and its 
operation completed appropriate SSP and SMS training, as applicable? 

 (CE 4) PQ8052 Have the personnel of the aerodrome regulatory authority who are involved in SSP 
implementation and its operation completed appropriate SSP and SMS training, as applicable? 

4.1.3 

(CE 5) PQ 2319 Has the State developed a means to communicate safety-related information, 

including the State SSP documentation and safety/enforcement policies and procedures, to State 
regulatory and administrative organizations involved in the SSP? 

4.1.4 

 (CE 8) 6513 Has the State established mechanisms to exchange and share safety information 

amongst the State’s regulatory and administrative organizations and service providers, as well as 
with other States and industry organizations as appropriate? 

4.2 

4.2.1 

(CE 5) PQ 2321 Does the State communicate and disseminate safety information with and among its 

service providers? 

 (CE 5) PQ 3905 Has the State developed guidance material on the implementation of SMS for its 
approved training organizations? 

 (CE 5) PQ 4505 Has the State developed guidance material on the implementation of SMS for its air 

operators? 
 (CE 5) PQ5382 Has the State developed guidance material on the implementation of SMS for its 

AMOs? 

 (CE 5) PQ7192 Has the State developed guidance material on the implementation of SMS for its 
ATS providers? 

 (CE 5) PQ8503 Has the State developed guidance material on the implementation of SMS for its 

operators of certified aerodromes? 

4.2.2 
(CE 5) PQ 2321 Does the State communicate and disseminate safety information with and among its 
service providers? 

4.2.3 
(CE 5) PQ 2321 Does the State communicate and disseminate safety information with and among its 
service providers? 

4.2.4 
(CE 5) PQ 2321 Does the State communicate and disseminate safety information with and among its 
service providers? 
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