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PABOYNA OOKYMEHT

ACCAMBJIES — 39-51 CECCUSA
TEXHUYECKASA KOMUCCHUA

DyukT 36 noBecTKH AHS. Be3onacHocTs mM0JIETOB W MOAJIEP:KKA BHeApPeHUs: B 00JacTH
a3poHABHUTAIIUH

OIIEHKA MOCJIEJICTBUAM U LEJIEBBIE IIOKA3ATEJIA
B OBJIACTHU ADPOHABHUTI'ALIUUN

(ITpencraneno JlomuHukanckoit PecryOnnkoit)

KPATKAS CITPABKA

ITpu paccMOTpeHUH HOJOXKEHUs] B 00JaCTH a3pOHABUralMyd MCXOAS M3 MOCTABJICHHBIX LIEJICH MBI
3aMe4aeM OuYeBUAHBIH mporpecc B oOnactu BHeapeHus. OIHAKO, MO-BHIUMOMY, OTCYTCTBYIOT
pe3yabTaThl YKa3aHHOT'O BHEPEHUSI C TOUKH 3peHus 2Q(HEeKTUBHOCTH.

B cBs3u ¢ 3THM MBI IIpeiaraeM MeXaHU3M OLICHKU MOCJIEACTBUM, KOTOPBIH yIPOCTUT MOHUTOPHHT,
yUYeT pe3yJIbTaTOB U KOHTPOJIb 32 HUMH B COOTBETCTBHH C IEJIIMU KaXI0TO POBOAMMOI'O BHEIPEHMSL.

HeficTBusi: Accambiiee mpeiaracTcs:

a) TPHHATH K CBEJCHUIO HH(OPMAITHIO, TIPEICTABICHHYIO B HACTOSIIIEM pabodyeM TOKyMEHTE;
b) yrBepauTh opMy IS OLICHKHU MTOCTEICTBHIA;

C) COIJIACHUTHCH C JIFOOBIMU JIPYTUMU HOAXOASUIUMU JEUCTBUSMU.

Cmpamezuyeckue | JlaHHBIN pabo4nil JOKYMEHT CBA3aH CO CTPATErMUECKUMHU LesIMH "be3zonachocms

yenu nonemos" u "Asponasucayuonusiii nomenyuan u dQp@exmusHocms"”
QDunancosvie Oxunpaercst, yto Oromxer Perymaproit nporpammsl UKAO Ha TpexneTHuil nepuox
nocneocmeust MOKPOET PacXxoibl, CBsI3aHHbIE C AeATenbHOCThI0 Mo BHenapeHnto ['TAHIL. Opnaxo,

Bo3M0OkHO, UKAO mpuaetcs nmpenocTaBuTh AOMOIHUTEIBHBIE PECYPCHI IS APYTHX
WHHIIMATHB, TTO/JIeP)KUBaeMbIX AccaMOieei

Cnpagounuiii Doc 9750 "Imobansbnwiii asponasueayuonnsiti nian na 2013-2028 c2.”

Mamepuarn Hoxuan mo asponasuranuu, n3ganne 2016 rona

[MopT-o¢-CheitHckas nekiapaus

3-e coBemtanue Paboueit rpynmel perronoB NAM/CAR 1o BHenpeHuto B 001acTu
asponasuranuu (ANI/'WG/3), Mexuko, 4—6 amnpens 2016 rona

[Tucemo rocynapctBam NACCS59843 " Vposenw svinonnenusa asponagueayuontuix
yenell 8 pamkax pecuonaibiozo niana pecuoioe NAM/CAR no enedpenuio
Haguzayuu, ocHosannoll Ha xapaxmepucmurax (RPBANIP)", 7 mapta 2016 roga

[Mucemo rocynapctBam AN 13/54-15/77 "IIpednacaemoe namoe uzoanue

Inobanvnozo asponasueayuonnozo niana (I'AHIL, Doc 9750)", 1 nexabps
2015 rona

! Tekcr Ha ncnanckoM s3bIke MpejicTaBieH JJOMHHMKAHCKO# Pecmy6imKoii.

16-3190
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1. BBEJAEHME
11 IIpy  mepBoHAaYaJILHOM  pPAaCCMOTPEHHHM  XOAa  JOCTHXKEHUS  PETHOHAIBHBIX

a’pOHABUTAllMOHHBIX Lenel, uzaokeHHslXx B llopr-od-Chelinckoli aexmapamuun u  RPBANIP
(PervoHanbHBIN TJIaH 10 BHEIPEHUIO HABHIAllMH, OCHOBAHHOH Ha XapaKTEPHCTHUKAX), MPEICTaBIsETCS,
YTO MBI MOJIHOCTBIO BBIMOJIHWJIM MOCTaBJIEHHBIE 33Jjaud MM JBM)KEMCS B 3TOM HampaBieHuu. OJHako
npu Ooyiee THIATENBHOM PAacCMOTPEHHH BO3HHMKAaeT BONPOC 00 OOBEKTMBHOCTH YKa3aHHBIX IIEJICH,
IIOCKOJIBKY HE COBCEM SICEH OXKHAAEMBIM OT HHX pe3ylbTaT HIH, CKOpEe, Ha W3MEPEHHE KaKhX
MoKa3areyiel OHM pacCUHUTaHBbI.

1.2 Kpowme toro, ycranosnenue cornacao ['AHII (I'moGanbHbIH a3poHaBUTAIOHHBIN TIIIAH)
cBsizu Mexxty RPBANIP u monymnsamu 6i1oxka 0 ASBU (6104yHast MonepHHU3aIys aBUAIIMOHHOW CUCTEMBI)
CTaBUT HOBBIA BONPOC OTHOCHUTENHBHO YCTAaHOBJIEHHS IPHOPUTETOB PErHOHOB M COTJACOBAaHUS C
nHANUATUBON "Hu oodna cmpana ne ocmaemces 6e3 enumanus” (NCLB). Ilpuanna 3T0TO 3aKITIOUaeTCs B
KapJWHAIBHOM Pa3Iniuii 0OCTAHOBKH B Pa3HBIX TOCYAapCTBaX PETHOHA, YTO CBS3aHO C YHUKAIBHOCTHIO
WX SKCIUTYaTaIlOHHBIX MTOTPEOHOCTEHN U C MHIUBUAYAIBHEIM YPOBHEM CETOTHSIITHETO PA3BUTHSL.

1.3 B cBa3m ¢ 3TMM HeoOXomuMO co3maTh MeXaHU3Mbl Ooiee J(PPEKTUBHOTO W
HETIOCPEICTBEHHOTO ydeTa, KOTOpble MO3BOMMIM OBl YHH(HUINPOBATH MPOLECCH PETHOHAIBHOTO
BHEJPEHUS.

2. OBCYKJIEHHME BOITPOCA

2.1 [Ipu paccMmoTpenun rubkoro moaxoja, mpemiaraemoro B pamkax ASBU, cormacHo
KOTOPOMY KaXJI0€ TOCYJapCTBO BHEIPSCT MOIYJIH WJIM SJIEMEHTHl MOIYJICH, OTBEYAIOIIUE ero
IKCIUTYaTallMOHHBIM MOTPEOHOCTSIM, HJesl YHU(HUKALMHA CTaHOBUTCS MPOTHBOPEYMBOH. JTO CBSI3aHO C
TE€M, 4YTO YHH(]HKAIUS HE MOXET CyIecTBOBaTh TaM, TIe HET COIVIACOBAHHOCTH, a WMEHHO Ha
JOCTIKEHHE COIJIACOBAaHHOCTH HareneHa umHunuatiBa NCLB mo coBmecTHOMY pasBUTHIO, KOTOpas
Jie7aeT OYEBHUIHONW HEOOXOANMOCTh YCTAHOBJICHHS MUHUMAJIBHBIX MAPaMETPOB Ul BHEIPEHUS, a TaKkKe
JUISL pe3yJBTaTOB, C TEM YTOOBI JIOCTHYb CTOJIb JKEJIAeMOH YHU(DHUKAIIH.

2.2 Korna Mb1 roBopruM "MHUHUMAaNBHBIE TApaMeTPhl BHEAPEHUS ', UMEEM B By CIIEAYIOIIEe:
MOCKOJIbKY (PaKTHYECKH BHEIPEHUE 3JIEMEHTOB HE SIBJISIETCS] 00s13aTEIbHBIM, HEOOXOAMMO BBLIEIUTh XOTS
OBl Te AJIEMEHTHI, KOTOpbIE HEOOXOAMMBI Il OOeCIieUeHHsI OJAMHAKOBOTO B KaXK/JIOM PETHOHE YPOBHS
oOciry>)kuBaHus. BHepeHrne yKa3aHHBIX JIEMEHTOB YIIPOCTHT YHH(DHKAIIUIO B COCETHIX TOCYIapcTBax B
IJIaHE YPOBHS HHBECTHUIIH, B3aNMOCBSI3aHHOCTH, KOOPJUHALINY U T. 1.

2.3 Korga Mbl roBopuM "MUHUMAaJIBHBIE TAPAMETPBI BHEIPEHU'", IMEEM B BUJY CIICAYIOIIEE:
KOrJa JAJsl KaXIOW KOHKPETHOM CHUTyallud OIPENEJISIOTCS OXKHIAeMble pe3yJbTaThl, BMECTO BOIpOCa
"mpu momomy dero" BO3HMKaeT Bompoc "mis yero". Hampumep, eciu B KadecTBE OJIHOTO W3
MUHUMAJIBHBIX MapaMeTpPOB B PETHOHE BBOJWTCS HAONIOJIEHHWE, TO HEBa)XHO, OCHOBAaHO OHO Ha
koHuenuuu ADS, PSR, umn SSR, BaxkHO, uTO mpou3onuio "yMeHbIIEHHE CIydaeB ONacHOTO CONMKEHUS
Ha X MpOLEHTOB" WK "yMEHbIIICHHE CIy4YacB HapylmieHUs 0€30MaCHOCTH MOJIETOB Ha X MPOIEHTOB", — U
9TO JIMIIb Maias 49acTh BCEX BO3MOXKHOCTEH. BBeZeHHWE TakMX MHHHMAIbHBIX TapaMEeTPOB Jaiio OBl
KOHEYHOMY TIOJI30BATENI0 CHUCTEMbI BO3AYIIHOIO TPAHCIOPTa B OIPEIEIIEHHOM PErHOHE TapaHTHUIO
HENpEPHIBHOTO oOecriedeHus: 0e30MacHOCTH MOJIETOB, NOCKOJIBKY BHE 3aBHCUMOCTH OT HCIIOJIB3YEMBIX
CPEICTB, 0KHIAEMbIE PE3YIIbTATHI AESITETFHOCTH OyIyT OMUHAKOBBL.

2.4 Kpome Toro, ompenenenuwe 3amadum BHEAPCHUS YIPOCTHT [UJII TOCYAApCTB BBIOOP
moxayneit ASBU unu 31€MEHTOB MOIyJeH, KOTOpbIE Jy4llle BCEro OTBEYAIOT MX COOTBETCTBYIOLIUM
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MOTPEOHOCTSIM, YTO OOECIEeYUT IOCTIKEHHE perHoHainbHOM nenu. OgHako, uro Oojee BakHO, 3TO
YIPOCTHUT OLIEHKY MOCIEICTBUI MIaHUPYEMOT0 BHEAPEHHU S, TIOCKOJIBKY OLTYTUMBIE PE3YIbTAThI TO3BOJIAT
MIPOBOJUTH OOBEKTUBHBIH MOHUTOPHHT M OTKPOIOT HOBBIE BO3MOXHOCTH Ul COBEPILIEHCTBOBAHUS TaKUX
pe3ybTaToB.

2.5 Mser npeiaraem AccamOliiee HCIIONIB30BaTh (DOpMY IS OLEHKU TOCHIEACTBHI (Ha
OCHOBaHMM Hcroyib3yemoii B AHK 1i1s BHeceHus mpennoxeHuit o nornpaekax). Takas ¢popma IOMOXKET
rocyapcTBaM B COOTBETCTBUM C WX CYIIECTBYIONIMMH SKCIDIYyaTallHOHHBIMH IOTPEOHOCTAMHU H
BO3MOXKHOCTSIMH OTIPEICTHUTH MPUMEHUMOCTh Moayined ASBU wuinm aneMeHTOB MOIyNiel U BHEAPUTH WX,
YCTaHOBUB MPU 3TOM OXKHAAEMbIC PE3yIbTaThl BHEAPEHUSI.

2.6 OTO YHOpOCTUT MpoLecC NPUHATHS PEIICHHH OTHOCHTENBHO BHEAPEHHUS IOCPEACTBOM
HAJUISKAIETO  ONpENeNieHNs] KaK MpeINoNaraéMblX IMPEUMYIIECTB WIM pPe3ydbTaToB, TaK W
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX CTPATETHUECKUX IIeled. DTO MOMOXKET ToCyJapcTBaM, OONAaloOUM MEHBIIUMHA
OKOHOMUYCCKUMHU peCypCaMH, BOCIIOJIbB30BaTbCA MNPUCMIIEMBIMU aJIbTCPHATUBHBIMU BapUaHTaMU,
KOTOpBIE IMpeACTaBIeHBl B [7100aTbHOM a’pOHABHTAalMOHHOM IUIAHE M KOTOPBIE MO3BOJST BBIOJHUTH
nenn ['moGanmpHOTO TIaHa oOecredeHus] 6e30MaCHOCTH TOJETOB. JTO Takke 00ecTieYUT MOHHUTOPHHT U
LEJIEBYIO OIICHKY JESITEIBHOCTH ISl KOHTPOJIS U TAIBHEHIIIEr0 COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUSL.

2.7 locynmapcTBa MOTYT MCIIOJIB30BaTh Takyto (OpMY JJIsl HAOJMIOCHUS M YUeTa Pe3yJIbTaTOB
MPU BBHIMOJHEHUH CBOWUX COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX IJIAHOB BHEAPCHHS, a PETMOHANBHBIC TPYIIBI — JUIs
pPacCMOTPEHHs, MOHUTOPHHTA U MTOJITOTOBKU €KETOTHBIX JOKIAI0B MO UTOT'aM BBITIOTHEHHUSI.

3. BBIBO/I

3.1 Hawmnyummmiit cmoco0 MpoOJOmKATE peaan3alliio PETHOHANBHBIX IIAHOB BHEAPEHUS —
WCTIONB30BaTh TIOKa3aTeNl, KOTOPbIE OTPa)KaloT KadyeCTBEHHBIH, a HE KOJIWYECTBEHHBIH YpPOBEHb
PETHOHAIBHOTO Pa3BHUTHS, @ TAKKE 1aTh KKIOMY FOCYAapCcTBY CBOOOY ISl Pa3BUTHS ¢ HEOOXOMMBIMU
I HEero TEeMIaMH, HO TMpH COOJIIOJICHHMHM MHHUMAIBHBIX TPEOOBAaHWH BHEIPEHHS C y4ETOM
MPUOPUTETHBIX 3aa4 PEruoHa U, MpeEKAC BCETO, B COOTBETCTBHUM C IIOCIICACTBUAMHU, KOTOPBLIC TAKOC
BHEJIpEHHE OKaXKET KaK Ha TOCY/IapCTBO B YACTHOCTH, TAK U HA PETHOH B 1IETIOM.

3.2 B uzearne BMecTo 1ieneid B 001aCTH BHEAPEHUS TOJDKHBI CTABUTHLCS 11€IEBBIC PE3yJIbTATHI,
YTO TO3BOJIUT HCIOJB30BaTh HA0OP TOKa3aTelel MpU MNPEJOCTABICHUU PErHMOHAM HHCTPYKTHBHOTO
Matepuaia 1o 3GPEeKTUBHOMY BHEAPEHHIO, a TAKXKE ONPEACIUTh MOTPESOHOCTH. DTO MO3BOJIUT HaM HE
CTaBUThH CIIUIIKOM MACIITa0HBIX IIEJICH, a YUUTHIBATh OCOOSHHOCTH rOCYIapCTBa, BCEr0 PErMoHa, a 3aTeM
Y MHpPA B I[CJIOM.
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English only
APPENDIX
IMPACT ASSESSMENT FORM

(English only)

PART 1: IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1.1 What is the problem/opportunity that this Implementation is
designed to address? Please include reference to Jobcard / ASBU / RPOs /

work programme item, as applicable

1.2 What is the overall impact of this proposal on
the strategic objectives of ICAO, namely: Answer
(Positive / Negative / Negligible / None)

Capacity

Safety

Security

Environment

Efficiency

1.3 What is the overall impact on resources of this
proposal for: Answer (Increase / Decrease / Negligible /
Unknown)
Financial
Personnel

Other

1.4 Is there any other mechanism established to
contribute to this problem:

Yes

No

Not Sure

1.5 In your opinion, do the benefits of this proposal
justify the cost of implementing the proposal from
the perspective of: Answer (Yes / No / Not sure / Not
applicable)

States

Operators

Users

Rationale:
Please provide an explanation for your choice and highlight any
caveats or limitations in the selection

Rationale:
Please provide an explanation for your choice and highlight any
caveats or limitations in the selection

Rationale:
Please provide an explanation for your choice and highlight any
caveats or limitations in the selection

Rationale:
Please provide an explanation for your choice and highlight any
caveats or limitations in the selection
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PART 2: IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

To assist ICAO and States ensure this proposal will be effectively implemented please answer the
following questions.

Note: ICAO recognizes that States experts may feel limited in their ability to answer some or all of these questions, however,
encourages experts to provide their views.

2.1 Is there any supporting documentation required for this implementation? If Not, please include reference to any
documents that require initial release/amendment e.g. ICAO Document or Circular name and number, industry specification,
national reglamentation, etc

2.2 What other guidance, training and support activities do you recommend ICAO undertake to
ensure the effective implementation of this proposed implementation? Please include reference to
any existing support/promotional programmes and whether it is required globally or regionally e.g.
regional seminars, ikits, etc

...
u...
...

2.3 What are the essential steps to be followed by a State in order to implement this module/element? Please
include the major steps e.g. amendment of national legislation, change of oversight procedures, training of oversight personnel,
required competencies, etc.

2.4 What is the timeframe needed to implement this Rationale:
module/element by: Answer For the State, the timeframe is the length of time needed

) ) ) ) : implement in the national regulatory framework
(0-1 years / 1-2 years / 2-5 years / 5-10 years / not applicable) For operators, the timeframe is the length of time needed fi

industry to start implementing in their operations
States

Operators

PART 3: AUDIT PLAN

Note: This section will be completed by ICAO prior to the presentation of any proposed Regional or Global
Implementation referred to SARPs or PANS. The Panel Secretary will coordinate with the relevant experts
in ICAOQ.

3.1 Does this implementation require an amendment of the USOAP CMA protocol questions to assess

effective implementation by States? Please include reference to existing PQs that may need amendment or description of
any new PQs that may be required. State ‘Not applicable’ if no impact

Attachment: Guidance on Completing this Form
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Part 1: Impact Assessment

Section 1.1: This section is meant to capture, in general terms, a need or an opportunity for change. The information needed will
typically be contained and extractable from a related Job card. Its size should ideally be limited to a few statements and its scope
should remain focused on the issue at hand.

Section 1.2: This section seeks to establish the impact of the proposed change, in terms of capacity, safety, security, efficiency, and
the environment. Drop-down boxes are provided to assist selection of a standardized answer. Rationale statements should
substantiate in general terms the assessment of these specific items, outlining any significant caveats to which the panel may wish to
draw attention. It may also outline differing views of State and Industry if necessary. Items deemed ‘negligible/none’ do not require
a rationale statement unless you deem appropriate to provide one.

Section 1.3: This section seeks to obtain a very high-level understanding of the overall impact of the proposal on States and
Industry, in terms of financial and other resource costs. For the State, this may include the cost to develop, implement, maintain, and
consider oversight issues associated with the proposed change. For the Industry, it may refer to the cost of implementing the change
(where compliance is required by the State) which may translate into costs for equipage, human resources, training, documentation,
aircraft modifications or upgrades, operations and airworthiness for example. Drop-down boxes are provided to assist selection of a
standardized answer.

It is recognized that while the implementation of a proposal may involve an initial cost to one system, the overall impact of the
proposal when implemented may be to reduce costs in the overall system over a longer period (for example through introduction of
new ATM operational procedures) and this should be reflected in the answer and rationale provided.

Whereas some changes have limited implications, other changes may be far-reaching in terms of resource commitment and long-
term implications. The Rationale field should not attempt to quantify the impact on resources, but identify the overall scope (narrow
change with no interdependencies; broad changes with numerous interdependencies) and timeline (a one-time change, or an evolving
change with short-, medium- and/or long-term implications).

Section 1.4: This section seeks to provide waiver for States to implement any other tool, technology or procedure to get the same
results as for the Region, but adapted to its own reality or particularity.

Section 1.5: This section seeks to obtain an overall summary of the merits of the proposal that should go forward for Stakeholders
consideration. It is structured to allow any differing opinions to be reflected, from the State or industry perspective. The Rationale
section should reflect any significant differences of opinion on implementation within the expert group. It must be noted that a
negative response selection will not imply that the proposal will be rejected. Likewise, positive responses do not imply it will be
accepted. Drop-down boxes are provided to assist selection of a standardized answer.

Part 2: Implementation Plan

The ICAO Council has requested that all proposals for adoption should contain detailed information on the steps necessary for
adoption of a proposal. As stated in the form, ICAO recognizes that States experts may feel limited in their ability to answer some or
all of these questions, however, encourages the experts to provide their views. The answers in this section will inform the
applicability date decided upon by the States.

Section 2.1: This section seeks to identify all documentation (Annex, PANS, Doc or Circular) that needs to be created, amended to
complete or support the proposed implementation. A simple bullet-point list of the document references is requested.

Section 2.2: This section seeks to identify any promotional activities ICAQO should undertake to ensure the proposed implementation
is clearly understood and effectively adopted. This is not of particular interest in routine Annex or PANS amendments but is a
particular issue for new and/or far-reaching proposals. It is typically addressed by providing regional seminars, producing
explanatory ‘ikits’, etc. A simple bullet-point list of suggested activities is requested.

Section 2.3: This section seeks to capture the essential steps a State needs to undertake to effectively implement the new
requirement, assisting a State understand the overall impact of the proposal and what it will need to do to fully implement. As an
example, the State may need to amend its national regulation, the CAA may need to amend its oversight procedures and applicable
operators in the State may need to provide additional training to all flight personnel. A simple bullet-point list of the essential steps is
requested.

Section 2.4: This section seeks to obtain a very high-level understanding of the time needed by both States and Industry to
implement the proposal. As an example, it is the time needed by a typical State to amend its national regulation and implement
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perhaps new oversight procedures. The answer should not reflect when the ICAO believes the final State will implement the
proposal (worst-case scenario) but instead the time needed by a typical State. For Industry, the estimate should reflect the time
needed to implement a new national regulatory requirement into its operation and again should not reflect the worst-case scenario
but instead the average time needed. It should not include any allowances for ‘sunset clauses’ or delayed applicability dates
sometimes needed for implementation within operational cycles. Drop-down boxes are provided to assist selection of a standardized
answer.

Part 3: Audit Plan
Section 3.1: This section seeks to capture whether an amendment to the USOAP CMA process and its protocol questions is required.

The proposal may require a new protocol question to capture if the State is effectively implementing or may simply require an
amendment to an existing protocol question. A simple bullet-point list outlining the protocol question(s) is requested.

— KOHEIL] —



