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SOMMAIRE 

La Section H du Chapitre 8 de l’Annexe 9 contient des normes et des pratiques recommandées (SARP) 
portant sur l’accès des personnes handicapées au transport aérien international. Le Groupe de travail 
sur les personnes handicapées (PWD WG) du Groupe d’experts FAL a été chargé par ce dernier 
d’examiner ces SARP et, s’il y a lieu, de les réviser dans le cadre de leurs tâches de mise à jour des 
directives de l’OACI en la matière qui figurent dans la Circulaire 274 – Accès des personnes 
handicapées au transport aérien. 

Suite à donner par le Groupe FAL :  
 
Le Groupe FAL est invité à examiner les propositions décrites dans la présente note et d’accepter que 
l’Annexe 9 soit amendée comme il est indiqué dans l’Appendice. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Annex 9 ─ Facilitation to the Convention on International Civil Aviation (“Chicago 
Convention”) contains international Standards and Recommended Practices (SARPs) relating to persons 
with disabilities. Chapter 1 of Annex 9 defines “Person with disabilities” as “Any person whose mobility 
is reduced due to a physical incapacity (sensory or locomotor), an intellectual deficiency, age, illness or 
any other cause of disability when using transport and whose situation needs special attention and the 
adaptation to the person’s needs of the services made available to all passengers.” Section H, Chapter 8 of 
Annex 9 contains three Standards and fifteen Recommended Practices that address accessibility to 
international air transport by persons with disabilities. 

1.2 The Standards oblige all Contracting States to ensure that all airport facilities and 
services are adapted to the needs of persons with disabilities and that persons with disabilities have 
adequate access to air services. The Recommended Practices set out the measures that entities including 
States, airports, aircraft operators, ground handling operators and travel agents should take to assist 
persons with disabilities along their entire journey, from the beginning to the end. 
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2. DISCUSSION 

2.1 Following the fifth meeting of the Facilitation Panel (FALP/5, 2008), the Persons with 
Disabilities Working Group (PWD WG) was set up to revise the existing guidelines for persons with 
disabilities, found in Circular 274, Access to Air Transport by Persons with Disabilities (1999). A revised 
draft version of the guidelines was considered by the Panel at its sixth meeting, in 2010. The Panel agreed 
that the PWD WG should continue its work on revising the guidelines, under the direction of its 
Rapporteur, who would present a report at the present (FALP/7) meeting. The Panel also agreed that the 
Working Group should review and revise, as appropriate, the existing SARPs of Annex 9 on PWD, taking 
into consideration any proposals made in this regard. 

2.2 During the inter-session, proposals to amend Standard 8.34 and several Recommended 
Practices were considered by the WG, in addition to a proposal that had been made by the United States at 
FALP/6 (FALP/6-WP/14 refers). These proposals are set out in the paragraphs that follow. The actual 
changes, agreed to by the PWD WG, are reflected in the Appendix to this paper. 

2.3 Proposal to amend Recommended Practice (RP) 8.22 

2.3.1 RP 8.22 reads as follows: “When travelling, persons with disabilities should be provided 
with special assistance in order to ensure that they receive services customarily available to the general 
public. Such assistance includes the offering of information and directions in media that can be 
understood by travellers with cognitive or sensory disabilities.” 

2.3.2 The International Disability Alliance (IDA), a network of regional and global disabled 
people’s organizations, suggested the insertion of a new Standard requiring airport, airline and other 
assistance staff to preserve the dignity of PWDs. This is to ensure that the provision of such assistance 
preserves the dignity of PWDs. This suggestion was supported by Australia, but as an RP. However, the 
PWD WG is of the view that this sentiment can be accommodated within the subject matter of RP 8.22. 

2.3.3 Canada suggested that the last sentence in RP 8.22, addressing the communication of 
information, be moved to RP 8.25. RP 8.22 speaks generally to the provision of assistance. However, the 
medium in which information is provided is but one of the many types of assistance that can be provided. 
As RP 8.25 addresses the provision of information in accessible formats, the last sentence of RP 8.22, 
suitably amended, would be more appropriately placed there. The WG agrees with this suggestion. 

2.4 Proposal to amend RP 8.24 

2.4.1 RP 8.24 reads as follows: “Contracting States should take the necessary steps with 
aircraft operators, airports and ground handling operators to establish minimum uniform standards of 
accessibility with respect to transportation services for persons with disabilities, from arrival at the 
airport of departure to leaving the airport of destination.” 

2.4.2 The IDA felt that it is important that States publish their minimum accessibility 
standards, and this should be reflected in the RP. The WG agrees with this proposal because this addition 
will help to create awareness and promote compliance. 
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2.5 Proposal to amend RP 8.25 

2.5.1 RP 8.25 reads as follows: “Contracting States should take the necessary steps with 
aircraft operators, airports, ground handling operators and travel agencies to ensure that persons with 
disabilities are given the information they need, and should take the necessary steps to ensure that 
airlines, airports, ground handling operators and travel agencies are in a position to give those 
passengers the assistance necessary for them, depending on their needs, to help them in their travel.” 

2.5.2 As mentioned above, in paragraph 2.3.3, Canada proposed that the last sentence of RP 
8.22 be amended and moved to RP 8.25. Therefore, the amended RP 8.25 would read: “. . . persons with 
disabilities are given the information they need, in formats that are accessible to those with cognitive or 
sensory disabilities, and should take . . .” To this, Germany suggested adding the words “where possible” 
before the words “in formats” as it is of the view that the proposed change would result in a need to 
implement extensive and cost-intensive measures along the process chain and that there is an extremely 
low percentage of blind and deaf passengers. However, the Rapporteur felt that the RP already 
encourages aircraft and airport operators to provide persons with disabilities the information they need 
and the amended text in RP 8.25 clarifies that the information be provided in a format which can be 
understood. Providing information in accessible formats can generally be accomplished by electronic 
means which are readily available and inexpensive. The WG agrees to retain the amendment, as is. 

2.5.3 Canada, while agreeing that travel agencies should provide any necessary information to 
persons with disabilities to facilitate their travel plans, proposed deleting the reference to such agencies. 
The reason is that it is not common practice for travel agencies to provide assistance beyond the 
communication of information. It was also noted that RP 8.26, which addresses the provision of training 
to those who provide assistance does not include travel agencies. The WG agrees with this amendment. 

2.6 Proposal to amend RP 8.26 

2.6.1 RP 8.26 reads as follows: “Contracting States should take all necessary steps to secure 
the cooperation of aircraft operators, airports and ground handling operators in order to establish and 
coordinate training programmes to ensure that trained personnel are available to assist persons with 
disabilities.” 

2.6.2 Proposals from Australia and Canada resulted in the following amendment of the 
provision, to ensure consistency with existing terminology: “. . . secure the cooperation of aircraft 
operators, airports and ground handling operators . . .” The WG agrees with this amendment. 

2.7 Proposal to amend RP 8.28 

2.7.1 RP 8.28 reads as follows: “Contracting States should ensure that lifting systems or any 
other appropriate devices are made available in order to facilitate the movement of elderly and disabled 
passengers between the aircraft and the terminal on both arrival and departure as required where 
telescopic passageways are not used.” 

2.7.2 Canada suggested amending the text to create consistency and update terminology to 
reflect language used in Annex 9 (“persons with disabilities” instead of “elderly and disabled 
passengers”). The WG agrees with this suggestion. 
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2.8 Proposal to amend RP 8.29 

2.8.1 RP 8.29 reads as follows: “Measures should be taken to ensure that the hearing- and 
vision-impaired are able to obtain flight information.” 

2.8.2 The United States recommended that the words “service-related” should be inserted in 
between the words “flight” and “information”, so that the RP covers a broader scope. Germany proposed 
that the word “reasonable” be added before “measures.” The Rapporteur was of the view, however, that 
this term is subjective in nature and would thus lessen the intent of what already is a non-binding RP. The 
WG agrees that “service-related” should be added to the text. 

2.9 Proposal to amend RP 8.30 

2.9.1 RP 8.30 reads as follows: “For elderly and disabled persons being set down or picked up 
at a terminal building, reserved points should be located as close as possible to main entrances. To 
facilitate movement to the various areas of the airport, access routes should be free of obstacles.” 

2.9.2 Canada suggested the provision be amended to clarify its intent and to ensure that it is the 
terminal as a whole, beyond the entrance areas, that should be free of obstacles. The UK advised that 
“designated” points be used, instead of “reserved” points, as the latter term may confuse users. The PWG 
WG agrees to these suggestions. 

2.10 Proposal to amend RP 8.33 

2.10.1 RP 8.33 reads as follows: “Direct transfer from one aircraft to another of passengers, 
particularly elderly and disabled passengers, should be authorized, where necessary and possible, 
whenever this is warranted by deadlines in making connecting flights or by other circumstances.” 

2.10.2 Canada’s interpretation of this provision was that the RP was crafted to ensure that 
elderly and disabled passengers received assistance from changing from one flight to another as quickly 
as possible in order to make their connections. The reference to “authorize” may suggest allowing such 
persons avoiding customs or security checks, and this would not be permitted by many (or any) States. 
Canada therefore suggested that this RP be rewritten as follows, so as to clarify the intent of the 
provision: “When assistance is provided to transfer persons with disabilities from one aircraft to another, 
it should be provided as efficiently as possible in order that they reach their connecting flight on time.” 

2.10.3 Australia supported this amendment, but suggested changing the portion of the text 
reading “in order . . . on time” to “with due regard for connecting flights,” to ensure that efforts are made 
to provide service in way which considers the need to reach a connecting flight, but recognizing that there 
are instances where it is not possible to reach a connecting flight. The WG agrees to both amendments. 

2.11 Proposal to amend Standard 8.34 

2.11.1 Standard 8.34 reads as follows: “Contracting States shall take the necessary steps to 
ensure that persons with disabilities have adequate access to air services.” 

2.11.2 Canada suggested that the word “adequate” be replaced by the word “equal” as persons 
with disabilities should have equal access to air services, This principle is reflected in Standard 8.27 
which indicates that Contracting States shall take the necessary steps to ensure that airport facilities and 
services are adapted to the needs of persons with disabilities. Australia recommended, however, that the 
word “equivalent” should be used, as “equal” does not reflect that, in some cases, persons with disabilities 
require a different (rather than an equal) level or type of access to facilitate travel. The WG agrees that 
reference should be made to “equivalent” access.  
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2.12 Proposal to amend RP 8.35 

2.12.1 RP 8.35 reads as follows: “Contracting States should introduce provisions by which 
aircraft coming newly into service or after major refurbishment should conform to minimum uniform 
standards of accessibility with respect to equipment on board aircraft which would include movable 
armrests, on-board wheelchairs, lavatories and suitable lighting and signs.” 

2.12.2 Canada suggested that the last line should be amended such that it reads: “ . . . on-board 
wheelchair, accessible washrooms lavatories and suitable . . .” The WG agrees to this amendment. 

2.13 Proposal to amend RP 8.36 

2.13.1 RP 8.36 reads as follows: “Wheelchairs, special apparatus and equipment required by 
persons with disabilities should be carried free of charge in the cabin where, in the view of the aircraft 
operator, space and safety requirements permit or should be designated as priority baggage. Service 
animals accompanying passengers with disabilities should also be carried free of charge in the cabin, 
subject to the application of any relevant national or aircraft operator regulations.” 

2.13.2 Canada proposed that RP8.36 be divided into two separate provisions, each dealing with 
a single issue. Therefore, the second sentence, dealing with service animals, would become a new 
RP8.36bis. As for the first sentence, Canada suggested that it be amended to expand the provision to 
include all disability aids and to clarify that such aids should be carried free of charge, whether taken on 
board in the cabin or checked-in. The UK suggested that the specific reference to wheelchairs should be 
deleted from the paragraph; although space may be available on board to store a personal wheelchair, 
there could be a demand for that space and wheelchairs should therefore be stored in the hold. Small 
mobility aids, such as crutches, sticks, cushions or wheelchair accessories should be carried in the 
passenger cabin provided they can be securely stored. The reference to wheelchairs has been struck to 
address the concern raised by the UK and because the broader term “disability aids” is all encompassing. 
The United States recommended that the phrase “in the view of the aircraft operator” should be deleted 
because compliance with safety requirements is an objective standard and is not subject to what the 
operator believes. Australia agreed that disability aids should be carried free of charge. However, as there 
also may be weight limitations on the carriage of such aids, it was suggested that the term “weight” be 
inserted after the word “space”. The WG agrees to these amendments. Germany suggested that “should” 
be replaced with “may:” however, in all ICAO Annexes, the word “shall” is used in Standards and 
“should” is used in RPs, so the requested change was not made.  

2.13.3 With regard to the second sentence on service animals, Canada proposed that the 
provision be amended to emphasize that service animals should remain with the PWD. The WG agrees to 
this amendment. To Germany’s suggestion that the term “service animal” be defined, the Rapporteur is of 
the view that each Contracting State has different regulations regarding types of animals and levels of 
certification they accept. By referring broadly to service animals, without defining them, this allows each 
State to apply the provision to their own definition of “service animal.” Switzerland also requested that 
the term “service animals” be defined, or changed to “assistance dogs”. Concern was expressed that the 
lack of a definition could cause conflicts where a person travels from one Contracting State that accepts a 
variety of service animals to another that accepts only service dogs. The Rapporteur is of the view that 
because of the differences in what various Contracting States accept as service animals, it is difficult to 
create a definition. Additionally, the term “service animals” is language that already exists in the Annex 
and it does not appear to have been problematic thus far. Furthermore, the concerns raised can be 
addressed by existing language at the end of RP 8.36 “... subject to the application of any relevant 
national or aircraft operator regulations.” This caveat would appear to allow for Contracting States or 
air carriers to defer to their own regulations in circumstances where a person is travelling between 
Contracting States which may have different views on the acceptance of service animals. 
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2.14 Proposal to amend RP 8.37 

2.14.1 RP 8.37 reads as follows: “In principle, persons with disabilities should be permitted to 
determine whether or not they need an escort and to travel without the requirement for a medical 
clearance. However, advance notice should be mandatory where assistance or lifting is required. Aircraft 
operators should only be permitted to require passengers with disabilities to obtain a medical clearance 
in cases of medical condition where it is clear that their safety or well-being or that of other passengers 
cannot be guaranteed. Furthermore, aircraft operators should only be permitted to require an escort 
when it is clear that a person with disabilities is not self-reliant and, as such, the safety or well-being of 
that person or that of another passenger cannot be guaranteed.” 

2.14.2 Canada recommended that both RP 8.37 and RP 8.38 be re-drafted such that 8.37 
addresses the need for a medical certificate and 8.38 addresses the need for assistance and for an assistant. 
Portions of 8.37 have been moved to 8.38 to group assistant provisions together and the portion of 8.37 
which refers to advance notice has been moved to a new RP 8.38.1. This allows each RP to address a 
different issue instead of having 3 issues mixed in 2 RPs. The existing wording of RP 8.37 is unclear as it 
asks for a certificate to be provided where it is clear that safety cannot be guaranteed. The intent of this 
provision is to seek medical confirmation of a person’s fitness to fly where fitness is unclear and may 
pose a safety risk. The re-drafted text (as in the Appendix) attempts to clarify this intent. The WG agrees 
to this amendment.  

2.15 Proposal to amend RP 8.38 

2.15.1 RP 8.38 reads as follows: “If the presence of an escort is required, Contracting States 
should encourage aircraft operators to offer discounts for the carriage of that accompanying person.” 

2.15.2 As previously set out in 2.14.2, Canada suggested that both RP 8.37 and RP 8.38 be re-
drafted such that 8.37 addresses the need for a medical certificate and 8.38 addresses the need for 
assistance and for an escort. Portions of RP 8.37 have been moved to 8.38 to group escort provisions 
together. The reference to medical clearance should be deleted from 8.38 as it is covered in RP 8.37, as 
amended. The Rapporteur suggested that the term “escort” be replaced with “assistant” for consistency of 
language with the Manual and to avoid confusion with the “escorts” that may be required in relation to 
inadmissible persons and deportees (Chapter 5 of Annex 9 refers). 

2.15.3 The United States suggested that the term “self-reliant” be removed as the only ground to 
prevent a person with a disability to travel alone is that such person’s (or other passengers’) safety would 
be jeopardized. The WG agrees with the amended text for RP 8.38 found in the Appendix. 

2.16 Proposal to insert a new RP 8.38.1  

2.16.1 The existing text of RP 8.37 contains a sentence relating to “advance notice” (“However, 
advance notice should be mandatory where assistance or lifting is required”). As previously set out in 
2.14.2, Canada suggested that this sentence be removed from RP 8.37 and be incorporated into a new 
provision of its own in order that the 3 issues addressed in 8.37 and 8.38 be addressed in their own RP for 
better clarity. The Rapporteur suggests that such advance notice should not be “mandatory” but 
“encouraged” in recognition of the fact that Contracting States may have different views on such notice. 
Advance notice has been elaborated upon in the draft Manual, at Sections 3.11-3.13. 

2.16.2 Germany suggested that the word “strongly” be inserted into the text, before the term “be 
encouraged”. The WG agrees to the amended text for the new RP 8.38.1 found in the Appendix. 

— — — — — — — — 
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APPENDICE 

Amender comme suit le Chapitre 8 de l’Annexe 9 : 

H. Facilitation du transport des personnes ayant besoin d’assistance 
 

I. Généralités 
 
 8.22 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que, lorsqu’elles voyagent, les personnes 
handicapées reçoivent une assistance spéciale, de façon à pouvoir bénéficier des services qui sont 
habituellement offerts au grand public. Cette assistance devrait être fournie de manière à respecter la 
dignité de la personne. comprend la fourniture de renseignements et directives sous une forme pouvant 
être comprise par les voyageurs aux prises avec des difficultés d’ordre cognitif ou sensoriel. 
 
 8.23 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les États contractants coopèrent pour 
prendre les mesures nécessaires pour rendre accessibles aux personnes handicapées tous les éléments de 
la chaîne de déplacement de la personne, du début jusqu’à la fin. 
 
 8.24 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les États contractants prennent les 
mesures nécessaires auprès des exploitants d’aéronefs, des aéroports et des services de manutention au 
sol pour établir et publier des normes minimales et uniformes d’accessibilité qui viseront les services de 
transport offerts aux personnes handicapées depuis l’arrivée à l’aéroport de départ jusqu’au moment de 
quitter l’aéroport de destination. 
 
 8.25 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les États contractants prennent les 
mesures nécessaires auprès des exploitants d’aéronefs, des aéroports, et des services de manutention au 
sol et des agences de voyages pour que les personnes handicapées reçoivent de leur part les informations 
qui leur sont nécessaires, sous des formes accessibles aux personnes aux prises avec des difficultés 
d’ordre cognitif ou sensoriel, et qu’ils prennent les mesures nécessaires pour que les compagnies 
aériennes, les aéroports, les services de manutention au sol et les agences de voyages soient en mesure 
d’apporter à ces passagers l’assistance nécessaire selon leurs besoins, afin de leur faciliter le voyage. 
 
 8.26 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les États contractants prennent toutes les 
mesures nécessaires pour obtenir l’appui des exploitants d’aéronefs, des aéroports et des services de 
manutention au sol afin d’établir et de coordonner des programmes de formation visant à garantir la 
présence de personnel pouvant assister les personnes handicapées. 
 
 

II. Accès aux aéroports 
 
 8.27 Les États contractants prendront les mesures nécessaires pour que les installations et 
services d’aéroport soient adaptés aux besoins des personnes handicapées. 
 
 8.28 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les États contractants veillent à ce que 
des mécanismes de levage ou tous autres dispositifs appropriés soient disponibles pour faciliter en cas de 
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besoin les déplacements des personnes handicapées entre l’aéronef et l’aérogare à l’arrivée et au départ, 
lorsqu’il n’est pas fait usage de passerelles télescopiques. 
 
 8.29 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que des mesures soient prises pour que les 
malentendants et les malvoyants puissent obtenir les informations sur les vols relatives aux services. 
 
 8.30 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les emplacements réservés désignés à 
l’embarquement et au débarquement des personnes handicapées à l’aérogare soient situés à proximité 
immédiate aussi près que possible des entrées principales. Pour faciliter le mouvement vers les diverses 
parties les déplacements à l’intérieur de l’aéroport, les trajets d’accès devraient être libres d’obstacles. 
 
 8.31 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que, lorsque l’accès au transport public est 
limité, tous les efforts soient faits pour offrir des services de transport de surface accessibles, à des prix 
raisonnables, en adaptant le système de transport urbain public existant ou prévu ou en offrant des 
services de transport spéciaux aux personnes ayant des besoins en matière de mobilité. 
 
 8.32 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé de réserver des emplacements de 
stationnement automobile adéquats pour les personnes ayant des besoins en matière de mobilité et de 
prendre les mesures appropriées pour faciliter leurs déplacements entre les zones de stationnement et les 
aérogares. 
 
 8.33 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé d’autoriser, si cela est nécessaire et 
possible, le transfert bord à bord des passagers et notamment des personnes handicapées lorsque les 
délais de correspondance et autres conditions nécessaires le permettent. Si une assistance est offerte aux 
personnes handicapées en correspondance pour passer d’un aéronef à un autre, il est recommandé 
qu’elle soit fournie aussi efficacement que possible, en tenant dûment compte des vols de 
correspondance. 
 
 

III. Accès aux services de transport aérien 
 
 8.34 Les États contractants prendront les mesures nécessaires pour s’assurer que les personnes 
handicapées ont un accès satisfaisant équivalent aux services de transport aérien. 
 
 8.35 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les États contractants introduisent des 
dispositions selon lesquelles les aéronefs mis en service nouvellement ou après une rénovation majeure 
devraient être conformes à des normes minimales et uniformes d’accessibilité en ce qui concerne 
l’équipement de bord, qui devrait comprendre des accoudoirs amovibles, des fauteuils roulants de bord, 
des toilettes accessibles, ainsi que l’éclairage et les signes appropriés. 

 8.36 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les fauteuils roulants ainsi que les 
appareils et équipements spéciaux aides dont ont besoin des personnes handicapées soient transportées 
gratuitement en cabine si, de l’avis de l’exploitant d’aéronefs, l’espace, les contraintes de poids et la 
sécurité le permettent, ou qu’elles soient transportées gratuitement et désignées comme bagages 
prioritaires. Les animaux de service accompagnant des passagers handicapés devraient aussi être 
transportés gratuitement dans la cabine, sous réserve de l’application de toute réglementation pertinente 
du pays ou de l’exploitant d’aéronefs. 
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 8.36 bis Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que les animaux de service 
accompagnant des passagers handicapés soient transportés gratuitement dans la cabine, sur le plancher 
près du siège de la personne, sous réserve de l’application de toute réglementation pertinente du pays ou 
de l’exploitant d’aéronefs. 
 
 8.36.1    Les États contractants qui imposent des restrictions sur le transport de dispositifs 
alimentés par accumulateurs, incluant les aides à la mobilité contenant des accumulateurs versables, 
en aviseront promptement l’OACI pour que de telles restrictions puissent être incluses dans le Doc 9284, 
Instructions techniques pour la sécurité du transport aérien des marchandises dangereuses et pour 
assurer que les exploitants d’aéronefs rendent publiques de telles informations, et en conformité avec les 
dispositions du § 2.5 du Chapitre 2 de l’Annexe 18. 
 
 8.37 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que, en principe, les personnes 
handicapées soient autorisées à déterminer elles-mêmes si elles ont besoin d’un accompagnateur, et à 
voyager sans devoir présenter une autorisation médicale. Par contre, un préavis devrait être obligatoire 
si le passager a besoin d’être aidé ou soulevé. Les exploitants d’aéronefs ne devraient être autorisés à 
exiger des passagers personnes handicapées qu’ils elles obtiennent une autorisation médicale ou qu’ils 
soient avec un accompagnateur que lorsqu’il est clair dans les cas où il n’est pas évident que leur 
condition médicale leur permette de voyager et qu’elles risquent de compromettre leur sécurité ou leur 
bien-être ou ceux des autres passagers. En outre, les exploitants d’aéronefs ne devraient être autorisés à 
exiger un accompagnateur que lorsqu’il est clair qu’une personne handicapée ne peut subvenir à ses 
besoins et donc que sa sécurité ou son bien-être ou celle d’un autre passager ne peut être garantie. 
 
 8.38 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé que, en principe, les personnes 
handicapées soient autorisées à déterminer elles-mêmes si elles ont besoin d’un accompagnateur. Si la 
présence d’un accompagnateur est requise, il est recommandé que les États contractants encouragent 
les exploitants d’aéronefs à offrir des tarifs réduits pour le transport de l’accompagnateur. En outre, 
les exploitants d’aéronefs ne devraient être autorisés à exiger un accompagnateur que lorsqu’il est clair 
que la sécurité ou le bien-être de la personne handicapée ou ceux des autres passagers ne peuvent être 
garantie. 
 
 8.38.1 Pratique recommandée.— Il est recommandé d’encourager vivement la soumission de 
préavis si une assistance ou des moyens de levage sont requis. 
 
 
Note du rapporteur : 
Les paragraphes 8.37 et 8.38 ont été remaniés, de manière que le 8.37 couvre la nécessité d’un certificat 
médical tandis que le 8.38 porte sur la nécessité d’une assistance et de la présence d’un accompagnateur. 
La partie du paragraphe 8.37 relative au préavis a été déplacée et constitue le (nouveau) 
paragraphe 8.38.1. 
 

 
 
 
 

— FIN — 
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