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Scope of the GRF provisions
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• Provisions outlined by amendments in the following documents:
– Annex 14, Volume 1 and PANS-Aerodromes: elaboration of the information;

– Annex 6, Parts I and II: assessment by the pilot-in-command of the landing performance 

and report for commercial air transport operations;

– Annex 8: nature of the information provided by the aircraft manufacturers;

– Annex 3: removal of the runway state group for METAR/SPECI;

– Annex 15  PANS-AIM: syntax and format used for dissemination;

– PANS-ATM: communication of special air-reports concerning runway braking action and 

transmission of the runway condition report with a harmonized phraseology.

• Review of the guidance material:
– Circular 355: Assessment, Measurement and Reporting of Runway Surface Conditions;

– Aeroplane Performance Manual (Doc 10064).



Impacts of the GRF provisions
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• Safety impact: 

Runway surface conditions have contributed to many safety events and investigations have revealed shortfalls in the 

accuracy and timeliness of assessment and reporting methods. The proposed global reporting format is designed to report 

runway surface conditions in a standardized manner such that flight crew are able to accurately determine aeroplane take-

off and landing performance, resulting in a global reduction in runway excursion incidents/accidents. 

• Financial impact: 

For States, the financial cost will be limited to generating a series of regulatory amendments, training CAA inspectors and 

implementing a robust oversight process. For aerodrome operators, the financial cost will mainly be in the areas of training 

of staff (runway assessors) exposed to the change. For AIS providers and information users, there will be a cost to make 

changes to automated systems. The actual cost will vary with the nature and age of the systems currently implemented. 

• Efficiency impact: 

Accurate and timely runway state information provided by aerodromes and adjusted to the operational need and 

promulgated/disseminated according to defined terminology and procedures will have a positive impact on the efficiency of 

the air transportation system. Occurrences of excursions, disruptions to aerodrome and air traffic operations such as, but 

not limited to, the removal of aircraft disabled at an aerodrome, are expected to be reduced. 

• Expected implementation time: 

Between two to five years (at least from one to two years for Annex 15). 



Involved Stakeholders
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National Stakeholders

• Civil Aviation Authority

• Aerodrome operators

• ANSP (ATC, AIM)

• Airlines

• Military

• Aviation training providers

• Other relevant National 

Organizations

Global/Regional Stakeholders

• ICAO

• IATA

• ACI

• Aircraft Manufacturers

• Training Organizations

• Regional AIS Databases

• AIS System Developers

• IFALPA

• IFATCA

• IFAIMA

• Other relevant Global/Regional 

Organizations



Implementation plan/checklist
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Sample AIC
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• More information on GRF: 

https://www.icao.int/safety/Pages/GRF.aspx

• ICAO EUR Doc 041 (SNOWTAM Guidance): 

www.icao.int/eurnat > EUR/NAT Documents 

> EUR Documents > 041-SNOWTAM 

Guidance

• SNOWTAM Webinar: 

https://www.icao.int/Meetings/webinar-

series/Pages/SNOWTAM-2020.aspx
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