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1. Introduction 

1.1 The approval process of an aircraft to fly in an airspace where the RVSM is or will be 
implemented is necessary to guarantee the safety of the operations and to provide information that will be 
used in the risk analysis. 

1.2 Depending on the type of aircraft and the experience of the operator there are a minimum 
number of aircrafts that must be monitored to provide information about the height keeping performance 
of the fleet to be approved. 

1.3 Since RVSM TF3 the group decided to adopt the minimum monitoring requirements 
established by APARMO due to its great experience in that field. 

  

Summary 
 
This working paper presents the ICAO recommendation about aircraft monitoring 

and proposes to update the list of Minimum Monitoring requirements for the 
CAR/SAM Regions. 
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1.1. The purpose of this working paper is to propose a modification in the list of Minimum 
Monitoring Requirements for the aircrafts and operators based in the CAR/SAM Regions. 

2. Discussion 
 
2.1 In a state letter sent to States in the last February (copy in annex) ICAO has stated that in 
some of the initial RVSM implementation monitoring of height-keeping performance was a prerequisite 
for approval.  
 
2.2 It was considered prudent to require this in the early implementation until an adequate 
database of aircraft height-keeping performance could be accumulated. 
 
2.3 This requirement can now be removed, considering that nowadays States and Organizations 
in charge of equipment installation and approval process, already have a great experience in this field, and 
a big database has already been established.  
 
2.4 In this sense, it is proposed to update the list of Minimum Monitoring Requirements for the 
CAR/SAM Regions as shown below: 
 

 
CATEGORY 

 

 
AIRCRAFT TYPE 

MINIMUM OPERATOR 
MONITORING FOR EACH 

AIRCRAFT GROUP 
MONITORING NOT REQUIRED PRIOR TO THE GRANT OF RVSM APPROVAL 

3 OPERATORS OF 
AIRCRAFT TYPES 
SHOWN IN THE 
BLOCK TO THE 
RIGHT 
 

Other group or non –group aircraft other 
than those listed above including: 
 
A124, ASTR, B707, B731, B732, C525, 
C560, C650, C750, DC8, DC9, E145, 
FA10, FA20, F100, GLF2, GALX, H25A, 
H25C, IL62, LJ31, LJ35, LJ55, MD90 
 
  or 
new aircraft types from a manufacturer 
without a demonstrable track record of the 
production of MASPS compliant 
airframes. 

60% of target number of 
airworthiness approved, same type, 
airframes of each operator to be 
monitored or individual monitoring 
of airworthiness approved airframes 
of a given operator. 
Monitoring to be completed as soon 
as possible but not later then 3 
months after the issue of RVSM 
operational approval or not later then 
3 months after the start of CAR/SAM 
RVSM operations, whichever occurs 
later. 

 

3. Conclusion and recommendation 
 
3.1 The group is invited to analyze the proposed change in the Minimum Monitoring 
Requirements list and, if agreed, update and send it to CAR/SAM States through the ICAO Regional 
Offices. 
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ICAO STATE LETTER 
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