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	Declaration form to MoC OSO #05

	
	




DECLARATION OF COMPLIANCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH
SAIL III MOC TO SORA OSO #05
(insert model name)

Hereby, I, ___________ (insert name of the accountable manager of UAS’ designer), accountable manager of the company (insert name of the company) declare under my sole responsibility that the UAS __________ (insert UAS model name), designed by the _________ (insert name of the company as above) with hardware and software configuration as defined by documents (insert documents numbers and version): __________ is compliant with OSO#5 and such compliance has been determined applying the EASA SAIL III MoC to OSO#5, issue 1.

I moreover declare that the requirements of the MoC have been reviewed and that its provisions have been complied with. In particular:
☐   The functional and operational principles of the UAS and its architecture has been described.
☐  All functions and functional failures have been identified in the UAS level Functional Hazard Assessment (FHA).
☐  An FMEA-like analysis in accordance with ED-280 has been performed.
☐  A common Cause Analysis has been performed. If technical mitigations are implemented in the design, these mitigations have been demonstrated to be independent from the failed subsystem(s).
☐  A design and installation appraisal has been performed to summarize the results of the safety assessment process.
☐ The safety assessment has considered failures (i.e. loss and malfunction) of the UAS, CMU and any external system supporting the operation.
☐  A statement is available, declaring that the UAS design is compliant with the requirements of OSO#05 and that the safety assessment has demonstrated that failure conditions leading to the loss of control of operation are not probable.

Evidence
The following supporting evidence has been developed in accordance with the MoC, and will be made available should it be requested by the competent authority for oversight purposes:
	Document description [relevant section of the MoC, where applicable]
	Document title (including chapter/subchapter)
	Document version

	Description of functional and operational principles of the UAS and its architecture [3.3.1]
	
	

	UAS level FHA [3.3.2]
	
	

	FMEA-like analysis including CCA [3.3.3]
	
	

	Design and Installation Appraisal [3.4]
	
	

	Crew procedures to minimize latent failures (e.g. pre-flight checks) and/or mitigate the effect of probable failures (if applicable)
	
	


Table 1 – Compliance evidence
Further evidence may be requested by the competent authority for oversight purposes. 
Additional information
I declare that the following information correspond to the product referred to in this declaration:
· Does the design implement redundant systems/parts/items in order to ensure a failure is not probable?
☐No 
☐Yes, and the description can be found in the following document of the set listed in table 1: _______

· Was service history used to substantiate that the failure probability is less than probable for certain systems/parts/items?
☐No 
☐Yes, and the description can be found in the following document of the set listed in table 1: _______

· Does the UAS implement SW/AEH, whose failure can directly lead to a loss of control of operation? 
☐No
☐Yes, and the description can be found in the following document of the set listed in table 1: _______

· Is the UAS implementing M2 mitigations to lower the iGRC?
· If yes, please state the mitigation mean and the level of robustness:
 ☐No 
 ☐Yes
· If yes, at which level of robustness
☐Medium 
☐High
· Has the failure of the mitigation mean been addressed as part of the safety assessment required by OSO #05? 
☐ No 
☐ Yes
· Is the UAS implementing technical means to comply with the containment requirements?
☐ No
☐ Yes
· If yes, please state the level of containment requirement:
☐Low 
☐Medium 
☐High
· Has the failure of the technical mean been addressed as part of the safety assessment required by OSO #05? 
☐ No 
☐ Yes
· Are external systems beyond GNSS addressed in the safety assessment?
☐ No, because the operation of the UAS does not rely on any external system, apart GNSS.
☐ Yes, because the operation of the UAS relies on external system beyond GNSS.

Please note that several product harmonisation legislations may apply to your product when placed or made available on the EU market. For instance the Radio Equipment Directive 2014/53/EU, Low Voltage Directive 2014/35/EU, Electromagnetic Compatibility Directive 2014/30/EU, Regulation 2023/1230/EU - machinery | Safety and health at work EU-OSHA (europa.eu) , RoHS Directive 2011/65/EU, etc. It is your responsibility to identify applicable legislations and requirements. Once conformity to all applicable requirements has been demonstrated, manufacturers shall draw up an EU declaration of conformity and affix the CE marking on their product.

Email of the accountable manager:  ___________________
Telephone number of the accountable manager:  _____________
Legal address of the company: __________________



____________________						_______________________________
Date, place,					The accountable manager of (insert name of the company)
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