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EASA FSTD Catch-Up Process (EASA FSTD CUP)

Confirmation of Quality System Acceptance
It is confirmed that the Quality System in place at (simulator operator name) at the site located at (location of site) has been evaluated and is compliant with the requirements of the JAA/EASA FSTD regulations, Advisory material and procedures related to the catch-up process. Acceptance of the Quality System is subject to resolution of the audit findings listed on the attached Schedule to this statement dated (…..) within the timescales identified in that schedule.

The ongoing validity of this statement is dependent upon documented closure of the above listed items within the identified timeframes.

A completed TGL No.9 Checklist dated (….) shows how compliance has been established.

All FSTDs in operation at this location which are qualified under the JAA/EASA catch up process must be included within this quality system. 

Signed…………………………………………………………..

Name………………………./…………………………………..
Position: EASA Team 0 Members

Date: 

NOTE:
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Appendix - Schedule to Quality System Acceptance of Compliance

EASA FSTD Catch-Up Quality System Audits - (dates between which the QS Audits were conducted)

AUDIT FINDINGS:
(Sim operator – e.g. FSI)
(Training Centre(s)  -e.g. Columbus, Ohio;





                    -e.g. Atlanta, Georgia; etc)
Date: (when the Schedule was filled in)
Issue Reports from site audits undertaken between (……) to be addressed by (sim operator) in relation to maintaining compliance with Quality System requirements of JAR STD1A and associated ACJ and TGL No.9. The site where the finding was first identified is listed.  Because the system is corporate based, many of the findings may be applicable at other or all of the visited sites (even if that element was not audited during this visit), and may in many cases have a corporate solution. (Sim. oprator) will confirm scope of applicability as part of the corrective action.

Legend:  
Class: 1 = Level 1, Class: 2 = Level 2, C = Comment

** …/03   Proposed control system can be checked by documentary submission.  Implementation check by Inspector required at site level.

	Issue

Ref:
	Description of Issue
	Requirement Reference
	Class
	Closure

Aud/Ins
	Closure period
	Site where finding identified

	…./01
	
	
	(e.g. 2)
	(e.g. Auditor)
	
	

	…/02
	
	
	
	
	
	

	…./03
	(e.g. There is no existing process to ensure that European airport models used for training and checking are to an appropriate standard or to inform instructors of the available standard) 
	JAR-STD 1A.030(g)(2)
	(e.g. 2)
	(e.g.Audit/Insp**)
	(e.g.90 days)
	(e.g.XXXXX)

	…/04
	
	
	
	
	
	

	…/05
	
	
	
	
	
	

	…/06
	
	
	
	
	
	

	…/07
	
	
	
	
	
	


