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Examples on different 
deviations from the CS 

The examples are just for  
illustration and are not the 
opinion of EASA! 
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Reg. 216/2008 

Essential requirements (Va & Vb) 

Acceptable Means of Compliance 

& Guidance material to IR 
ED Decision 2014/012/R, App 6 Mar 2014 

Certification Specifications 

 & Guidance Material to aerodrome design 

Book 1 & 2 

ED Decision 2014/012/R, App 6 Mar 2014 

Implementing Rules 
Reg. 139/2014, App 6 Mar 2014 

Binding 

Non-binding 

Structure of the rules & provisions  
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Binding 

Non-binding 

Structure of the rules & provisions  

Certification Specifications 

 & Guidance Material to aerodrome design 

Book 1 & 2 

ED Decision 2014/012/R, App 6 Mar 2014 

Acceptable Means of Compliance 

& Guidance material to IR 
ED Decision 2014/012/R, App 6 Mar 2014 

Implementing Rules 
Reg. 139/2014, App 6 Mar 2014 

Reg. 216/2008 

Essential requirements (Va & Vb) 



  

How do the EASA rules work? 

in a world in which….. 

 

“if you know one airport, you know one airport!” 

(unknown) 
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Flexibility: Certification Basis 
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ADR Infrastructure  
Ref. BR Art. 8a.2(b) 

IRs  

Flexibility: Certification Basis 

Certification Basis 

 (CB)  

CSs 
ELOS 

SC 

ADR Certificate 

GM AMC GM 

ADR OR & OPS 
Ref. BR Art. 8a.5 

IRs =     Implementing  
              Rules 

CSs =    Certification 
              Specifications 

ELOS=  Equivalent 
              Level of  
              Safety 

SC=       Special  
              Condition 

GM=     Guidance 
              Material 

AMC=   Acceptable  
              Means of  
              Compliance 

For existing deviations only:  

Additional option of acceptance via  
“DAAD“ mechanism  Ref. Cover Regulation, Art. 7 
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Equivalent level of safety (ELOS) 
(see ADR.AR.C.020) 

• Part of the CB 

• Can apply to any deviation from the relevant CS; 

• Only when CAA accepts the possibility to demonstrate ELOS; 

• Applicant must undertake Safety assessment; 

• Applicant has to demonstrate ELOS; 

• ELOS must be documented; 

• When accepted by the CAA would not be linked to conditions. 

CB – deviation elements  
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Special condition (SC) 
(see ADR.AR.C.025) 

 Part of the CB 

 Can only be prescribed by Competent Authority 

 When the CS is inappropriate or inadequate because: 

o CS cannot be met due to physical, topographical or similar limitations 
related to the location of the aerodrome;  

o the aerodrome has novel or unusual design features; or  
o experience from the operation of that aerodrome or other aerodromes 

having similar design features has shown that safety may be 
endangered. 

 Technical specifications, limitations, procedures to ensure compliance 

with the Essential Requirements 

CB – deviation elements  
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CB – deviation elements  

Deviation Acceptance and Action Document 
(DAAD) (see Art.6) 

 Until end 2014 CAA may issue DAAD; 

 Only a possibility for CAA if ELOS or Special Condition impossible; 

 Only for Pre-existing deviation/s (pre-2014) 

 Safety assessment to be done; 

 Regular review needed; 

 Competent Authority specifies the period of acceptance; 

 Part of the Certificate and NOT part of the CB; 

 Competent Authority compiles the evidence. 
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Certification basis (CB)   



Bucharest, Romania, 18-19 April 2013 

Join the discussion, please! 



24. März 2011 14 



Assessment of deviations 
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LVP hold poss.

RWY/TWY distance too 
small for LVP

RESA
displaced THR

RWY STRIP

EXAMPLES: 

RESA requirements 

RWY/TWY CL separation 
distance 

TWY CL to object distance  

TWY longitudinal slope 

RWY aiming point 
marking 

Apron taxi-lane CL 
marking 



Example 1: RESA 
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RESA – EASA CS 

17 source: internet 



Example 1: RESA 

Situation: 

• Aerodrome does not comply with the CS requirement 
of the length of RESA 

• The RESA could only achieve a distance of 60 m 

3 different possibilities of handling the deviation: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment and 
shorten the RWY declared distances (to meet CS) 

• The aerodrome could purchase the necessary land  to extend the RESA 
to fulfill the CS requirement (DAAD until this is the case) 

• After a safety assessment the aerodrome operator could decide to 
install an EMAS arresting system (ELOS) 

LVP hold poss.

RWY/TWY distance too 
small for LVP

RESA
displaced THR

RWY STRIP

18 
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Example 1: RESA 



Example 1: RESA 

Situation: 

• The airport was built in 1970, RWY 2500 x 45 m, CAT I 

• Aerodrome does not comply with the CS requirement of the length of 
RESA on both THR 14 & 32 due to the local road and topographical 
conditions 

• RESA requirements THR 14: 15 m height difference, 300000 m3 material  

• RESA requirements THR 32: 18 m height difference, 200000 m3 material 

20 



Example 1: RESA 
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Situation: 

• Aerodrome does not comply with the CS requirement of the length of RESA 
on both THR 14 & 32 due to the local road and topographical conditions 

Solution: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment and shorten 
the RWY declared distances (to meet CS) 

• After a safety assessment the aerodrome operator could decide to install an 
EMAS arresting system (ELOS) 

• DAAD? 
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Example 1: RESA 

RESA req. 

ARRESTING SYSTEM 

EMAS BAD 

ARRESTING SYSTEM 

EMAS BAD 

RESA req. 
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good reason for establishing RESA 



Assessment of deviations 
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LVP hold poss.

RWY/TWY distance too 
small for LVP

RESA
displaced THR

RWY STRIP

EXAMPLES: 

RESA requirements 

RWY/TWY CL separation 
distance 

TWY CL to object distance  

TWY longitudinal slope 

RWY aiming point 
marking 

Apron taxi-lane CL 
marking 



Example 2: RWY/TWY centre line distance  

Situation: 

• Aerodrome is certified for operations in CAT II/III 
conditions 

• The aerodrome does not comply with the required CS 
regarding the RWY/TWY separation distance 

• TWY C is safe to operate in visual conditions 

2 different possibilities of handling the deviation: 

• CAT II/III holding position is installed on taxiway A which has the required 
RWY/TWY centre line distance & operational restrictions for TWY C are in 
place during LVPs (Special Condition) 

• The aerodrome is in the process of purchasing the land necessary to 
remove the taxiway C at the required distance from the RWY  
(DAAD & to meet the CS in future) 

LVP hold poss.

RWY/TWY distance too 
small for LVP

RESA
displaced THR

RWY STRIP
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Example 3: TWY to object distance 
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Worst case scenario 

Example 3: TWY to object distance 
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Example 3: TWY to object distance 

The even worse scenario ! 

Johannesburg in the winter 2013 



Situation: 

• The ADR does not comply with the required CS for the 
Taxiway CL to object clearance 

• Taxiway S at this aerodrome has an infringement of the 
Code E TWY/Object by 1.5 

• Infringement is on a straight portion of taxiway 

Solutions: 

• Aerodrome has assessed the safety concern 

• Future development in the area would provide the opportunity to meet 
the CS and the required TWY CL to object distance   
(DAAD, with long-term duration by the CAA) 

• AIP advises pilots to take extra care while taxiing past the infringement 
(safety measure as condition accompanying the DAAD) 
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Example 3: TWY to object distance 



Example 4: TWY longitudinal slope 
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Example 4: TWY longitudinal slope 



Situation: 

• Aerodrome Reference Code 4E.  Single Parallel Taxiway. 

• Taxiway ‘A’ has a longitudinal slope of 1.7% 

• Aerodrome does not comply with the required CS, should be 
1.5% 

• To meet the required longitudinal slope would incur 
substantial cost. 

Solutions: 

• Aerodrome assess the situation; 

• Aerodrome has developed procedures in the ADR manual to 

- Increase de-icing operation during winter conditions 

- Increase inspections in icing conditions, in case of need closure   of a portion of taxiway 

• Installation of new warning sigs at that portion of the TWY 

• Annual review of the situation 

• AIP advises pilots to take extra care (all Special conditions) 
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Example 4: TWY longitudinal slope 
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Example 4: TWY longitudinal slope 

Southampton  handled 1,722,758 
passengers during 2013, a 1.7% 
increase compared with 2012, 
making it the 18th busiest airport in 
the UK 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Busiest_airports_in_the_United_Kingdom_by_total_passenger_traffic
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Busiest_airports_in_the_United_Kingdom_by_total_passenger_traffic
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Example 4: TWY longitudinal slope 

probably wouldn't be allowed in the case of exceeding longitudinal slope 



Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

Regulatory status: 

• Aerodrome Regulation (Pravilnik o aerodromima, NN 58/14) 

• Commission Regulation (EU) 139/2014  

• ICAO Annex 14, Volume I – Aerodromes, July 2013 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

  Aerodrome Regulation (Pravilnik o aerodromima, NN 58/14) 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

 Commission Regulation (EU) 139/2014 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

 Commission Regulation (EU) 139/2014 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

 Commission Regulation (EU) 139/2014 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

 ICAO Annex 14, Volume I – Aerodromes, July 2013 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

 ICAO Annex 14, Volume I – Aerodromes, July 2013 
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Example:  RWY longitudinal slope 

Solution: 

• Topographical restrictions require Aerodrome operator to assess the situation due to 
aircraft performances during take-off or braking,  cockpit visibility, possible disturbances of 
Navigation Aids, ATC procedures, needs to increase separation distances, …   

• Additional information in AIP advises pilots to take extra care (Special Conditions) 
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Example 5: Aiming point marking 



Situation: 

• The Aiming point marking offers a pilot clear 
identification of aiming point 

• The Aiming point marking at this aerodrome does not 
comply with the required CS (different stripes) 

Solution: 

• Aerodrome operator has assessed the safety concern and applied for 
the Aiming point marking to be recognised as (ELOS) 

• The CAA has accepted the proposed ELOS for the Aiming point 
marking;  

• Aiming point design is published in the AIP of the ADR. 

• However: in real life UK will abandon the unusual aiming point ! 

45 

Example 5: Aiming point marking 
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Example 6: Colour of CL of apron taxilane 
marking 
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Example 6: Colour of CL of apron taxilane 
marking 



Situation: 

• The colours of the CL markings of the apron taxilane 
does not comply with the required CS (yellow only).  

• The CL marking on an apron taxilane is in the blue 
colour to identify TWY centrelines that could be used 
by different sized aircraft. 

Solution: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment and 
proposed to NAA an acceptance of this deviation. 

• The information as to which aircraft is allowed to park on which 
positions is provided in the AIP.  
(Special Condition) 
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Example 6: Colour of CL of apron taxilane 
marking 
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Example 6: Colour of CL of apron taxilane 
marking 
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Example 7: Width of RWY Strip reduced 



Situation: 

• The width of the RWY strip is reduced to 134 m due to 
the proximity of the wood/trees 

• The total RWY strip width does not comply with the 
CS.  

• The trees and fence are penetrating the Transitional 
surface, i.e. represent an obstacle. 

Solution: 

• Aerodrome has assessed the safety concern.  

• AIP ADR chart advises pilots about the situation. 

• When possible the aerodrome will purchase the land to extend the 
strip to fulfill the CS requirement. 
 (DAAD accepted by CAA until this is the case) 
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Example 7: Width of RWY STRIP reduced 
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Notes in the AIP aerodrome chart:  

 

Strip: 2980x295 Note (2) (3) 

 

(2): RWY 06 RIGHT SIDE: STRIP 145m.(instead 
of 150m) 

 

(3): FINAL 253m OF RWY 06 RIGHT SIDE: 
STRIP DECREASES T0 134m.(instead of 150m 
= 16m less) 

Example 7: Width of RWY STRIP reduced 
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Example 8: Significant obstacle penetrates 
approach and take-off surface 



Situation: 

• Significant obstacle(s) penetrates the approach and 
take-off surface (RWY 28) 

• The characteristics of the approach and take-off 
surfaces don’t meet  the required CSs = not obstacle 
free 

Solution: 

• Aerodrome operator to undertake a safety assessment and 
propose to NAA an acceptance of this deviation. Possible 
conclusions of the SA could be:  

• Option 1: no additional requirement to change the app/ take 
off procedure. (DAAD, AIP obstacle Type A chart) 

• Option 2: Additional approach / take-off requirements 
(DAAD, AIP Type A chart + inform on add. Procedure)  

• Option 3: significant obstacle therefore to be removed 
(to be in line with CS) 
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Example 8: Significant obstacle penetrates 
app/take-off surface 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 
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Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 
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Situation: 

• ADR cannot met the CS of a minimum of 
90m RESA due to terrain limitations (road at 
the end of runway 20) 

• The 60m strip plus 90m RESA would require 
a length of 150m. 

Solution: 

• The Airport operator installed a soft ground arrestor bed of arrestor bed 
to make sure that overrun of an a/c would be stopped. (ELOS) 

• To avoid it being taxied on it is pained green.  

• There is a warning for pilots in the AIP. 

 

Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 
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Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 



59 

Newquay airport handled 174 891 pax in 2013 

Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 
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AIP local traffic regulations 

 

Warnings 

(a) A Soft Ground Arrestor Bed is 
provided to stop aircraft in the 
event of an overrun on Runway 
20. The bed, which is 73 m, is 
disposed symmetrically about the 
extended runway centre-line and 
is twice the runway width. 
The bed starts 19.5 m 

beyond the end of the paved 
surface. 

Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 
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Example 9: Arresting system (EMAS) 
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Example 10: Handling of potential deviations 

Potential deviations: 

• STRIP requirement 

• RWY to TWY CL Distance 

• RWY Holding Position 



Situation: 

• Without the displaced thresholds there would be 
deviations of the STRIP requirement on both sides of the 
RWY. 

 

• Without displaced holding point there would be a RWY 
to TWY centre line distance deviation from the CS 
requirement. 

 

• Without the displaced holding point during landings 
there would be impermissible penetration of the 
approach surface by a waiting aircraft (which starts 60m 
before threshold) and also would infringe the ILS 
protected area. 
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Example 10: Handling of potential deviations 
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Example 11: Apron stand marking for different 
aircraft sizes 
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Example 11: Apron stand marking for different 
aircraft sizes 

Situation: 

• The apron is designed for ref. code ‘C’ aircraft. 
Parking position for ref. code ‘D’ aircraft doesn’t 
comply with the CS of the clearance distance 
requirements. Aircraft parking position marking is 
in different shape 

Solution: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment and 
proposed to NAA to accept this deviation.  

• Use of parking positions no. 8 & 9 is restricted when an aircraft with the 
ref. code ‘D’ is on the parking position 8A. 

• Additional information is given to apron services and in AIP in the 
aerodrome charts and in the local traffic regulations (Special Condition) 
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Example 12: TWY accommodation for large 
aircraft (A380) 



67 

Situation: 

• ADR is code ‘4E’. An airline wants to 
 operate A380 in the future.  

• Need for upgrading the width of TWY ‘A’. 

• Separation distances non-compliant with CS. 

Solution: 

• The ADR operator undertook safety assessment for the TWY width, 
pavement conditions, clearance distances, engine blast conditions, 
transitional surface and other elements. 

• ADR operator proposes to NAA to prescribe SC for an operational plan. 

• The ‘A380 Operational Plan’ is accepted by NAA: during A380 presence: 
no simultaneous operations are allowed on parallel taxiways and 
Information on procedures to be given in AIP  

• SC given the Operational Plan + expectation to one day comply with CS 

Example 12: TWY accommodation for large 
aircraft (A380) 
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Example 12: TWY accommodation for large 
aircraft (A380) 
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Example 13: Short runway - Starter extension 
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Example 13: Short runway - Starter extension 

Situation: 

• ADR required to increase TODA to accommodate 
larger aircraft. 

• Cannot establish clearway due to obstacle 
environment.  

• Cannot extend runway before threshold due to 
land constraints (Public Road and Commercial 
Waterway). 

Solution: 

• The Airport has established a ‘Starter Extension’ that allows the ADR to increase TODA. 

• The starter extension is a maximum of 150m length and 2/3 the width of the runway to 
indicate it does not have the same safeguarding as a runway (runway strip width). The 
reduced safeguarding can be achieved due to the slow speeds involved in the initial take-
off roll. 

• No increase of declared distance in the opposite direction  (one-way in the direction of 
take-off) 

• CA described this solution as SC in the CB and the ADR published it in the AIP 

• Note: ‘Starter Extension’ solution is not (yet) predicted with EASA rules!! 
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Example 13: Short runway - Starter extension 

When a starter extension is provided, 
the runway strip surrounding the starter 
extension need only provide for wing 
overhang plus a safety margin of 7.5 m 
or 20% of wingspan, whichever is the 
greater. This distance may need to be 
increased for other factors, e.g. jet blast. 



Example 14: RWY & TWY Shoulders 

72 
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Example 14: RWY & TWY Shoulders 
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Example 14: RWY & TWY Shoulders 



Example 14: RWY & TWY Shoulders 

Situation: 

• RWY dimensions: 2946 x 45 m, CAT I, TWY 23 m width, 
RWY & TWY shoulders are not provided (paved) 

• Aerodrome does not comply with the CS requirement, 
of the RWY & TWY shoulders 

Solution: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the mitigation measures to keep 
unpaved shoulders safe for operations (ADR Manual, inspections, grass 
coverage, sweeping, …) (DAAD until this is the case) 

75 

Recent ICAO developments: ICAO ADWG is requested to consider making 
paragraph 3.2.6: Strength of runway shoulders a Standard: ‘A runway 
shoulder should be prepared or constructed so as to be capable, in the event of an 
aeroplane running off the runway, of supporting the aeroplane without inducing 
structural damage to the aeroplane …..’ 
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Example 14: RWY & TWY Shoulders  



Example: 

77 



The Airport, situation today: 
• ICAO ARC: ‘4D’, 7/RFF 
• RWY 2500 x 45 m, 
• RWY 14: Non – Instrument, 
•  RWY 32: Non – Precision 
• Apron: 7 parking psn, 6 ‘C’ and 1 ‘D’ 
• Aerodrome does not comply with the following CS requirements: 

• STRIP dimensions (2620 x 150 m) 
• local road infringe SRIP and RESA 
• RESA at both RWY ends 
• Take off Surface for RWY 32 / Approach Surface for RWY 14 are not 

obstacle free: ADR fence, local road, mobile objects 
• Approach Surface for RWY 32 / Take off Surface for RWY 14 are not 

obstacle free: ADR fence, local road, mobile objects 
• Transitional Surface is not obstacle free: local roads, mobile object, TWR, 

floodlights 

Example: 
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Example: 
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Threshold 14: 

• STRIP dimensions             
(RWY 14 NI App) 

• Non frangible objects in Strip 

• RESA not provided 

• AD Fence 

• Local road 

TWY A: 

• TWY A distance of obstacles 

• Height of obstacles 

• Location of TWY CL Marking 

• AD Fence, fixed obstacles 

Threshold 32: 

• STRIP dimensions (RWY 32 NP App) 

• Non frangible objects in Strip 

• RESA width and full length 

• Local road  

TWR: 

• TWR Height 

• Distance from STRIP and RWY 

Apron Floodlighting 

• Location and Height 
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STRIP – EASA CS 
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STRIP – EASA CS 
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STRIP – EASA CS 



RESA – EASA CS 

83 source: internet 
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Obstacle Limitation Requirements EASA CS 



85 

Obstacle Limitation Requirements EASA CS 
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Example: THR 14 
Threshold 14: 

• STRIP dimensions            
(RWY 14 NP App) 

• Non frangible objects in Strip 

• RESA not provided 

• AD Fence 

• Local road, mobile objects 
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Possible solutions: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment and shorten the 
RWY declared distances (to meet some CS) 

• Safety assessment to regulate local traffic during aircraft operations (SC) 

• Safety assessment for narrower STRIP & additional information published in AIP (SC) 

• Removal of fix obstacles / fence relocation 

• After a safety assessment the aerodrome operator could decide to install an EMAS 
arresting system (ELOS) 

• Any other proposal? 

Example: THR 14 

Situation: 
• Aerodrome does not comply with the following CS requirements: 

• STRIP dimensions  
• local road infringe SRIP and RESA 
• RESA is not installed 
• Take off Surface for RWY 32 / Approach Surface for RWY 14 are not obstacle 

free: ADR fence, local road, mobile objects 
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Example: TWY A 

TWY A: 

• TWY A distance to obstacles 

• Height of obstacles 

• Location of TWY CL Marking 

• AD Fence, fixed obstacles 



TWY A: 

• Distance to obstacles 

• Height of obstacles 

• Location of TWY CL Marking 
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Example: TWY A 

TWY A: 

• TWY A distance to obstacles 

• Height of obstacles 

• Location of TWY CL Marking 

• AD Fence, fixed obstacles 
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Possible solutions: 

• Relocation of TWY centre line marking (safety assessment) 

• Removal of fix obstacles / fence relocation 

• Safety assessment to regulate local traffic during aircraft operations (SC) 

• If safety assessment shows that fixed obstacles are not compromising the 
expected aircraft fleet to operate on TWY A (SC) 

• AIP advises pilots to take extra care while taxiing past the infringement 

• Any other proposal? 

Example: TWY A   

Situation: 

• Aerodrome does not comply with the following CS requirements: 
• TWY A distance to obstacles (fence, fixed obstacles, local road) 
• Height of obstacles 
• Location of TWY CL Marking 
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Example: THR 32 

Threshold 32: 

• STRIP dimensions  (RWY 32 NP App) 

• Non frangible objects in Strip 

• RESA width and full length 

• Local road  

Local road and Fence are penetrating:  

• Approach Surface RWY 32, 

• Take-off Surface RWY14 

• Transitional Surface 
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Possible solutions: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment and shorten the RWY declared 
distances (to meet some CS) 

• Safety assessment to handle fixed obstacles and fence in STRIP and RESA and actions for 
removal  

• Safety assessment to regulate local traffic during aircraft operations (SC) 

• Safety assessment for narrower STRIP & additional information published in AIP (SC) 

• Future development plan shows the relocation of  local road  and fulfil the requirements for 
STRIP, RESA, OLS. Additional information in AIP. (DAAD until this is the case) 

• After a safety assessment the aerodrome operator could decide to install an EMAS arresting 
system (ELOS) 

• Any other proposal ? 

Situation: 
• Aerodrome does not comply with the following CS requirements: 

• STRIP dimensions  
• local road infringe SRIP and RESA 
• RESA is not installed 
• Take off Surface for RWY 14 / Approach Surface for RWY 32, Transitional Surface are not 

obstacle free: ADR fence, local road, mobile objects 

Example: THR 32 
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TWR: 

• TWR Height 

• Distance from STRIP and RWY 

• Infringement  of Transitional 
Surface 

Example: TWR height and location 
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Possible solutions: 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment for the 
existing location and height of TWR (SC) 

• Additional information published in AIP (safety measure as condition 
accompanying the SC) 

• Future development plan provides a new location of TWR (DAAD until this is 
the case) 

Situation: 
• Aerodrome does not comply with the following CS requirements: 

• TWR penetrating Transitional Surface 

Example: TWR height and location 
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Apron Floodlighting 

• Location and Height 

• Infringement of Transitional Surface 

Example: Height of Apron Floodlighting 



96 

Example: Height of Apron Floodlighting 
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Possible solutions: 

• Relocation of Floodlights!? 

• The aerodrome operator has undertaken the safety assessment for the 
existing location and height of Apron Floodlighting (SC) 

• Additional information published in AIP (safety measure as condition 
accompanying the SC) 

• Future development plan provides a new location of TWR (DAAD until this is 
the case) 

• Any other proposal? 

Situation: 
• Aerodrome does not comply with the following CS requirements: 

• Apron Floodlighting pillars are penetrating Transitional Surface 

Example: Height of Apron Floodlighting 



Example: Future ADR developments 
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Annex 14, Am. 11-B, Annex 6, Am. 37-B (Date applicability: 13 November 2014): 

Instrument runway.  

a) Non-precision approach runway. A runway served by visual aids and non-visual aid(s) 

intended for landing operations following an instrument approach operation type A and a 

visibility not less than 1000 m. 

Non-instrument runway. A runway intended for the operation of aircraft using visual approach 

procedures or an instrument approach procedure to a point beyond which the approach may 

continue in visual meteorological conditions. 

Aerodrome operating minima. … 

Instrument approach procedure (IAP). … 

Non-precision approach (NPA) procedure. An instrument approach procedure designed for 2D 

instrument approach operations Type A. 
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PROBLEM: Yellow runway & taxiway markings 



Situation: 

• In the past the national airport company 
decided together with pilots to have 
yellow runway markings at all airports in 
the northern country. 

• This was not conform with Annex 14 and 
was a contributory factor for a serious 
incident in 2010. 

• Now situation is also non-conform with CS.  

Solution: 

• The aerodrome operator reacted to the AIB report and re-considered.  

• In principle EASA rules allow for situation to be safety assessed. 

• But, authority should not allow this situation due to risk of confusion of pilots. 

• Up to CAA and operator have decided to phase out markings out and to mark the 
runways white.  Removal of deviation.  

100 

PROBLEM: Yellow runway & taxiway markings 

The next issue of the Norwegian AIP will say the following: 
5.2.1.4: Norway is changing the colour of runway markings 
from yellow to white. 

In a transition period until 31.12.2017 some runways will still 
have yellow markings. 
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PROBLEM: Apron service road marking  



Situation: 

• The apron road marking contains red colour (ACI 
handbook suggests the use of only white lines) 

• Airport has put markings that are the same as the 
local road edge side marking (alternating red and 
white) 

 

Solution: 

• The aerodrome operator want this to be accepted.  

• European Authority should disagree because the red colour line crosses the 
yellow a/c taxi way and would require pilot to request ATC permission to 
cross. 

• Better service road markings recommended (see next page) 
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PROBLEM: Apron service road marking  
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PROBLEM: Apron service road marking  



Thank you! 


