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ICAO Annex17 4
4.1
4.1 IFALPA recommends the following two Recommendations should be added to this
Standard:
41 ALPAJapan ICAO
4.1.x Such measures should include securing aircraft doors and all access points, removing POL-STAT 1987
loading stairs and ensuring that aircraft parked at night are well illuminated for surveillance (Reaffirmed 1997)

purposes, and using electronic devices where appropriate.

4.1.x ICAO ANNEX17 4.1 Door

4.1y All aircraft should be equipped to both record and transmit a warning signal, both in POL-STAT 1988
the cockpit and to a remote position, when unauthorised access has been attempted or gained. (Reaffirmed 1998)
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4.1y Cockpit

ICAQO Annex17 4

4.2 Measures relating to aircraft
421

422

423

4.2.1 IFALPA considers that pre-flight checks to discover weapons, sabotage or dangerous POL-STAT 1987
devices on board aircraft should cover all civil transport movements be they international or (Reaffirmed 1997)
domestic flights.

421 Aircraft Security Check

4.2.2 Should a transiting passenger fail to re-board the aircraft at an intermediate stop, all POL-STAT 2003
that missing passenger’s cabin and hold baggage shall be off-loaded.

422

4.2.3 Entry to Flight Deck/Locking of Flight Deck Door POL-STAT 2003

Flight deck doors should be capable of being locked. The flight deck door lock should be
operable from the pilot’s station.

Enhancing the security of flight deck doors is not considered to be a substitute for proper and
adequate ground security and pre-boarding screening and control. Locked doors can impact
the safety of the crews and passengers in the case of an accident or incident.

IFALPA is of the opinion that the locking of flight deck doors should function in combination
with a visual / video identification system displaying the area behind the cockpit door to the
flight deck crew while at their stations. This is considered essential for adequate access
control. Any such on-board security video data should never be transmitted outside the
aircraft. In addition, adequate procedures and communication systems between flight deck
and cabin crew must be in place.

At present, under normal conditions, the door should remain closed. IFALPA recognises that
flight deck doors may be required to be locked. Member Associations are strongly
encouraged to participate in the development of operational procedures in co-operation with
the Authorities and operators.
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4.2.x Each Contracting State shall develop measures in conjunction with all stakeholders,
to counteract the threat to civil aviation aircraft arising from Man-Portable Air Defence
Systems (MANPADS); missiles; rocket propelled grenades; rifles and guns; etc. Such
measures shall be based on a local threat analysis and also take into account the threat relative
to the operation of the respective aircraft.
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431 IFALPA recommends the addition of the following Standards and
Recommendations:
431 ALPAJapan ICAO Annexl74.3.1

43.1.x Each Contracting State shall establish measures to ensure that all passengers
(including originating, transit and transfer passengers) and all objects and goods accessible in
flight are subject to security screening and control.

DRAFT POLICY
2004

POL-STAT 2003



43.1.x
Security

431y Recommendation. — Any screening of passengers or baggage for security POL-STAT 2004

purposes should include screening for dangerous goods.

Note. — Dangerous Goods can pose a safety or security threat to the aircraft and its occupants.

43.1y Recommendation. —

Note. — Dangerous Goods

431z Any screening undertaken for security purposes shall be divorced from any
inspection undertaken for purposes of customs or narcotics control and shall be handled by

personnel trained specially in such duties.

431z

IFALPA Administration Manual

TYPES OF POLICY
Eesolutions

Policies. once accepted, have different deprees of status. The highest statns is a Resolution (RES),
which haz a definitive life of two years but can be renewed by an affirmative vote of the Member
Associations at a Conference. A Resolution calls vpon Member Associations to take action to carry
out a policy. It therefore requires a large majority to pass, and Member Associations that vote against
a Besolution are prohibited by the Federation's Covenant from amy attempt to undermine its effect or

mportance.
Policy Statements

The next status of pelicy 1s a Policy Statement (POL-STAT). These form most of the discussion rtems
at an Anmmal Conference. They require a smaller majorty than Fesolitions and are statements of the
Federation's views on a particolar subject. They generally do not call upon Member Associations to
take specific acticn, and are addressed to other bodies such as ICAQ and often contain suggestions for
changes to existing mternational regulations.

Draft Policy

The third level of policy status is Draft Policy (DF). This is a statement or opinion which is believed
to be geperally comrect but which may need moere sudy and development before it can be considered
as mature policy. Draft Policy proposals from the Comymittees are often sent out to Member

Associations by the Draft Release system bt always with the facility for referral to a Conference if
three or more MA's consider it necessary.

POL-STAT 2003
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