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1) Impact Assessment Board Opinion 

(A) Context 

The European Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) is a Communily Agency established in 2002. Its 
main objective has been to establish and maintain common standards of safety and environmental 
protection in civil aviation. Currently the Agenc/s remit dœs not kclnde the safety régulation of 
airports or of air traffic management and air navigation Systems. EASA opérâtes in a complex 
and evolving regulatoiy system for aviation safety, within the EU, for the whole of Europe and 
globally. As regards the EU, the législative package Single European Sky (SES) fiom 2004 has 
already brou^it the ATM and ANS regulataiy compétence on Community level. Currently, the 
Commission proposes a second package containing next to the proposed extension of EASA's 
compétences a revision of the original SES régulation (SES-H) and the SESAR Master-plan 
(conceming ATM research). As regards the •wider international context, aviation safety issues are 
being tackled by a number of intergovernmental organisations with a wider membership than the 
EU countiies, notably EUROCONTROL and ECAC (38 and 42 European countries respectively) 
and aie United Nations organisation ICAO. However, thèse organisations hâve only an 
incomplète coverage of the aviation safety system and canaot impose mandatory rules. 

(B) Positive aspects 

The IA report is clearly and concisely written, in particular in its description of the complex 
regulatoiy environment of aviation safety. A wide range of options is considered and the 
appraisal covers the compliance costs for EU aviation regulators. 

(C) Main recommendations for improvements 

The recommendations bekrw are listed in order of deseendmg importance. Sortie more technical comments hâve 
been transmitted directfy to the author DG and are expected to be incorporated m the final version ofthe impact 
assessment report. 

General recommendation: The IA report would benefît from outiining more clearly the 
current situation in the EU as regards aviation safety risks and the related regulatory 
failures. It shonld eiplain the rationale of the "three pillars of effective safety regnlation" 
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