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Your task is to use your knowledge from your training and the guidance available from the AET Tools to fill out fields 2.1, 2.2 and 3.1. 

In addition to the details contained within this brief, a selection of Claim, Argument and Evidence statements regarding the topic are available in Table 1. 

These statements will form a basis, allowing you to form an ELoS based on a Claim, Argument, Evidence approach. 


	No.
	[bookmark: _Hlk144197048]Claim, Argument and Evidence Statements

	
1
	
The reduced aisle width and non-compliance with CS 25.815 and UK25.815a has no appreciable impact to RtL based on the ability of passengers to evacuate the aircraft in an emergency as per CS25.803 and UK25.803a.


	
2
	
The potential risk introduced by the non-compliant aisle width is mitigated through operating procedures in place by the DH chain, which include pre-flight briefing to inform the passengers of the reduced aisle width when exiting via the rear doors. Furthermore, military personnel are expected to behave in a more disciplined fashion than civilians in an emergency.

The TaK Fit limits the number of personnel to be on board (maximum of 54 passengers plus crew). 


	
3
	
The Design Organization (DO) is a competent organization using recognised standards.


	
4
	
The DO has produced a design to meet the customer requirement that has resulted in a non-compliance. All other aspects covered by the design change has been designed to meet approved and recognised standards.

Ref. 001: DO Design Safety Summary.


	
5
	
Compliance with Emergency Evacuation requirements Def Stan 00-970 Part 5 Sect 2.4 Sub Part D, Clauses CS25.803 and UK25.803a has been demonstrated successfully.

Conditions for the emergency evacuation demonstration were as follows:

Full complement of 54 passengers and crew.

‘Worst Case’ conditions were assessed - Two forward emergency doors were unavailable. All evacuated via the rear emergency doors.

All passengers and crew wore body armour and helmets, simulating an approach to a hostile airfield. 

The evacuation took less than 90 seconds and consequently the requirements of CS 25.803 and UK 25.803a are complied with. 

Ref. 004: RAFCAM C-18 Emergency Evacuation Trials Report

	
6
	
A comprehensive Safety Assessment supports this design change.


	
7
	
There are 4 emergency exits provided to evacuate 100 plus passengers (25 plus per door). Although it is recognised that the 2 rear emergency exits are compromised by the mixed passenger and luggage container configuration, the crew and passenger compliment of 54 were able to exit the aircraft using the rear emergency exits within the required 90 seconds during the demonstration. 


	
8
	
It is claimed that an ELoS to the requirement CS25.815a (minimum aisle width) can be argued by demonstrating that evacuation without compromising the safety of cabin attendants and passengers, is achieved through the development of operational procedures and demonstration of compliance with Emergency Evacuation requirements. 


	
9
	The DO, JADTEU is a Part 21 J DAOS approved organization, Approval Number; UK.MAA.DAOS.0111.

Ref. 002: UK Military Aviation Authority Approved Organizations.


	
10
	The C-18 Mk-5 design change Safety Assessment and resulting Report covers all aspects of the design change that lie within the C-18 Mk-5 TAA’s authority and responsibility. The Safety Assessment Report also details the outcome of the supporting Hazard Review Board, which identified that there is no additional residual RtL associated with this design change. 

Ref. 001 DO Design Safety Summary.
Ref. Minutes of the C-18 Mk-5 Extraordinary Hazard Review Board.


	11
	Pre-flight briefing to inform the passengers of the reduced aisle width when exiting via the rear doors.

Ref. 003: C18 Mk8 Sqn Standard Operating Procedures.



Table 1 Claim, Argument and Evidence Statements
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