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APPENDIX B
Proposed criteria for assessing of passport condition
Signs of passport Data is read Security Access to MRZ, Possibility of The decision —
damage/ dilapidation incompletely | features are | bio data, photo falsification Passport is
or violated INVALID
incorrectly
Mechanical Damage
Violation of Page Integrity
a) the page tear is less \% \%
than 2/3
b) the page is completely A\
torn off/ or tear more than
2/3
¢) lack of a page/ pages in \%
a passport

Seam damage

a) thread tearing less than \% \% A\ A\
2/3 of a page

b) The page is completely A%
torn off at the seam/ or
thread tearing more than
2/3 of a page

c) the page block is \% A\ A\
detached from the cover

Wear and tear

significant scuffing or \% v A\ \% \%
contamination, which
makes it impossible to
visually identify the
owner's data or the
security features of the
document
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Data modification and unauthorized marks
extraneous

inscriptions: the presence
of unofficially altered
drawings, marks or stamps

Unreadability
blurring or fading of A\ A\
records, seals and stamps
(for example, due to
exposure to water or
chemicals)
photo modification: \% \%

damage to the photo,

making it difficult to
identify, or signs of self-
replacement of the image

Technical condition (for biometric passports)

the integrity of the RFID
chip visually is not
violated, but when
reading of personal data
by technical means the
chip gives out incomplete
information about
passport bearer

A%

the RFID chip is
partially or completely
separated from the
document, but the
information read from
the chip is complete
and corresponds to the
biometric data in the
document.




FALP/14-WP/30
HisgC

PEE 'S

(English only)

APPENDIX C

NEW or REVISED SARP PROPOSAL: AMENDMENT _, ANNEX 9, CHAPTER _,
[STANDARD/RECOMMENDED PRACTICE _]

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1.What is the problem that this proposal is designed to address?

Please include specific details
This working paper highlights the evident facilitation benefits of implementing a unified Standard of passport
“dilapidation” and the financial risks for air carriers related to the lack of such a Standard.

2. What alternatives to SARPs were considered to solve the problem?

None Circular Manual Policy Other (please explain)

X Annex 9 does not contain SARPs related to the criteria for assessing the condition of
travel documents.

3a. What is the impact of this proposal on a State?

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

Implementing this proposal will X
enhance civil aviation safety

Rationale:

Neutral, no change

Implementing this proposal will X
increase air navigation capacity
and improve efficiency

Rationale:

Neutral, no change

Implementing this proposal will X
enhance global civil aviation
security and facilitation (taking
into account impact on human
rights, health and privacy, if any)

Rationale:

This proposal will ensure a harmonized objective line for assessing passport conditions by both immigration authorities
and airlines, and will speed up the passport control procedure. It will ensure abolition of extra document verification at
check-in counters, including checks of RFID chips for operability, and will fasten the time for pre-flight procedures;

Implementing this proposal will X
foster the development of a sound
and economically-viable civil
aviation system

Rationale:
This proposal will ensure a harmonized system between all States, airlines will not have to adhere to different rules for
every State. It will help minimize financial risks for airlines on immigration fines and court costs.
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Implementing this proposal will X
minimize the adverse
environmental effects of civil
aviation activities

Rationale:

Neutral, no change

3b. Do the benefits of this proposal justify the cost of its implementation?
Yes No Not sure Not applicable

X

4a. What is the impact of this proposal on Industry?

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

Implementing this proposal will X
enhance civil aviation safety

Rationale:

Neutral, no change

Implementing this proposal will X
increase air navigation capacity
and improve efficiency

Rationale:

Neutral, no change

Implementing this proposal will X
enhance global civil aviation
security and facilitation (taking
into account impact on human
rights, health and privacy, if any)

Rationale:

Implementing of a uniform standard of passport “dilapidation” has the evident facilitation benefits: it fosters elimination
of subjectivity when making a decision on passenger admission, prevents operational disruptions, speeds up the pre-flight
procedures.

Implementing this proposal will X
foster the development of a sound
and economically-viable civil
aviation system

Rationale:
Implementing of a uniform standard of passport “dilapidation” is crucial for fair economic competition in aviation. It
reduces administrative burdens and ensures level playing field among airlines.

Implementing this proposal will X
minimize the adverse
environmental effects of civil
aviation activities

Rationale:

Neutral, no change

4b. Do the benefits of this proposal justify the cost of its implementation?
Yes No Not sure Not applicable

X
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5. How long would it take for States and Industry to implement this proposal?

Already implemented 0-1 years 1-2 years 2-5 years 5-10 years More than 10 years

X

Change of legislation may take 2 years, for States where the criteria for assessment of passport
“dilapidation” differ from the uniform global standard.

6. Financial implications of the proposal

The positive cost impact on States would include: reduction of the administrative burden on the
government.

The positive cost impact on the industry would include: significant reduction of costs for immigration fines
and legal expenses.

IMPLEMENTATION TASK LIST AND OUTLINE OF GUIDANCE MATERIAL

1. IMPLEMENTATION TASK LIST
1.1 Essential steps to be followed by a State in order to implement proposed amendments’
1.1.1 For States that have established legislation, regulations and/or policies in implementing

standards of passport “dilapidation” that are aligned with ...SARPs, no action may be required. For those
that do not, the essential steps are the following:

a) identify established legislation, regulations and/or policies;

b) gap analysis between established legislation, regulations, and/policies, and ...SARPs;
c¢) decisions on whether to introduce new provision to align with ICAO guidance material;
d) modification and/or development of provision;

e) official adoptions of provisions;

f) implementation of newly adopted provisions by applicable entities;

g) modification of an oversight framework; and

h) supervision by the State of provisions, as appropriate.]

2. STANDARDIZATION PROCESS
2.1 Effective date: _ [Month/Year]: to be completed by Secretariat
2.2 Applicability date: _ [Month/Year]: to be completed by Secretariat

I Amendment of a format or clarification nature are not allowed in this Appendix.
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3. SUPPORTING DOCUMENATION:
3.1 ICAO documentation:
Title Type Publication date
Manual/Other Guidance
Material/Web page
32 External documentation:
Title External Organization Publication date
4. IMPLEMENTATION ASSISTANCE TASKS
Type Global Regional
[ Seminar/Symposium/Workshop/etc.]
5. UNIVERSAL SECURITY AUDIT PROGRAMME (USAP)
OR UNIVERSAL SAFETY OVERSIGHT PROGRAMME
(USOAP)
5.1 [No] [additional] protocol questions required under USAP [USOAP].





