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Requirements for Document Creation:
Case of Technical Guidance

TETSUO MIZOGUCHI'

There is no doubt that many documents are created in many areas for some
reasons. It is obvious that these documents should provide necessary and
sufficient information to fulfill their purposes, but it is rare to discuss
descriptions of ‘requirements for document creation” and ‘validation’ of such
descriptions. The paper provides a case study of a technical guidance document
on its requirements and their rationalizations.
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AR, [SCEICRMESN D EROLE SRR &) (ZoICEEGER) 7
—~D—RELTEARMNETSTEMEREEZRLELOTHD. BET L EHRGFE L
T, WEIZHEM LWV CEICONWTOHREE Lz 1). KERCRENT A RCEEF
e L THRY BT 5.

EROVENDH > T, £ OLEMERINTWD Z LIEfEWZR . T30k
EYT7 N THBEERMEREBEMZL L, FOT—<ITRY T P = THEOME
HER PEEND. BEHFEERITIY 7 bV 2THEOETH S, EHFERTOEER
BLE I,

(DERZ2BENRIRIL TR,

QE M DFRIRITER Y 1T 72D,

RVHEFET B EMLTITKILTE B0,

ThHD. ZOEOOFX DIRENHBH. LvL, [XFE] —HconT, M5
TEHROFRM & L SMHEORER) NEmINdZ EEdbEV V. V7 b T
TERE —ROLEOE WL, KRR ENENY 7 by 2T L= GETH

D, TORKBEEE T Ea—F L ABTH D, fiFEITSCEICEAEF RS HEY)IZH
ftahTwniene, HERICEOAREYSINERTE (20 LT scEoh
THREICEICHILET D) . LoL, BBEOEAE, LEICH > TEEE LZEEA,
FEYENBERTHZ L ETH-TH, HERBIIABOBIRNBNET SO T, CEN
DORMFERNB A TH A0 E > NEFEEAL LIS WORERTHA S .

A, 22TV ORI NAIIM AR T ONE WD T ERH LN HARNR
D, ZOXIRERITIERER SR, E2, ERESNCEIITZEOSCED T
NELNTWD OB HEBIAME Sy Tt bh b Th A 5. LavL, ThNEEFER
DOVEA S ZREZE L TWD EIEER S22, HIZE 21E, XEOFTIZZONEDZY
PEERTHEREBGLCEEED L) B g, XEFHEE~OFREME L 1T EY
REORHHLZHIZRMETLHITHAH ZEnbEmI LB bAy (Fus T adho
DEBUG XOFEMIIMTH A H») . BlIh, $REESRO LB A3 P ORGEL SCEER
FEHEOEOOLEZLSTHBEBREINDZENLEE L WVWEEZLND. IEHERFER
TiX WA, V7 bU = 7B T, fIEERE & RAEEREIRRICETH L L 51T,
TERRSCEZ DO O L IREE RO Z Y MEREO LTI TH D Z ENEE LV, KK
BHE,  TREHEROZEMERFEDO LE | ERDORA & LT, Bl A FCEEREF
BlE3 5. BCEICE, FFXELEERTA NXERND 508, &EFHEMEH IR
DO A BRI D (R E D24 L BEFW OB O 4MH) o<, HiFV4 K
KNBEKST-.

AERCTHY EF 27 —~i%, [CEEH) va—NEHE) 7y A VEE) [
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THEIIEBEEE CHEINTWS. £, ZL0BA, b7 —<ik [UEE
Y AT A TLa—REHUVRAT LR EV AT AMEEZRY EIF TS Z A%,

VAT AMEAREY BTSN BEALE LT, IH0FHIIBEAMEEZESL, —TEOH
ANt 22 & L, TNOOBFHOLEITZTELE LT, i, #HilzEES
570D LDOTHLHZLIZLDEMEIND. TOLIREHRVAT LATEAIN
5T E1E, BESNTZFIE~OHM, HHE SN FIEOENREETCHS. 22T
i, ICIANE TV 7 by = TBRRBOEMER] O e%ERE 0BRSS
5. L LELOBE, —BRIELEZEROF T, BHOMNBOREIIEH Y 2T L0
S DELE LTINS NDTETTHD. e xiE, EHOMRITRDHT
E, La— R, TEBIRNEROER) EEhEnNs7E0ICEEED. 20
MR O Z L LR, FHRIEEEOMRIISLAEICRAR Y, — b LZREIX
WL 7256 THAD.

Wil B 2R ESE BN LEL ZOEHICE SV CEERDO - DIIE

B B FREE OMFL S D308 ] 72 T EZE DBFBRNEIZOWTOEHEE 5 2 5 OILR
Tho. BIcsxiE, WEOMREEE L TOWARWERE L ELZEN THON - IR+ 2
DIFEMOETH Y, CENMER SN D HE THMEOMRIEAHRIZENICE L2
e, ERENECENENTEA SN ZO0ORENEE G R, EXOHFR)
EAMEORIIN T EhNIE, BEMTHS.

2. A7)
VELSRERPBMESND LWV Z LXMW EIETOTH A I 2. e 21E, H#
VAT LABRIGEERY BT DL, ohicE OB TENMEZ S, KEOLE
PEHEN TS, 20£<E, LRICLOIFERTIEOTHATHD. FombEh
RN > THBETNIZET RS AT ANEHRTELL VI DOREDOLEDFTRD
FETHD. LLHEOZ ENRY AR FEE R T CEICLE S 2ERS ML S
NTEY, Zo@Y EMTIVUIEMNZET D) X, BHRGTEIIEESSZORME
WIZIERAGR e BEMUNCEMTE D EFH T &1L D. L, ZORIEXE IR
ENTWD b Ty, RESNTWDEEL OBk (method) i [BR%E 515
(methodology)] 4T HNTWVWEZ ENZWV. HIZHBHFEEZH L TWDHDOTHR
. ZOMEFELND, BIZ1SOBBFHEEZREL T2 O ThiuXME-> 72 H
FETCTHD. T ORRMIITHARFEICR - b TR

2.1 B O WAL 7= DB EREE

COEIICEE LT, Z3EXM)ICRIND Z00HEAEMIE L, ENEiEEL T
AEECOEREITH. SBELMOEE T VA7 EH) ThDH. T, BlEE LT
[TotRA%BxT) Thd. VAZEBRIZIZavALRWER, T CiEt
DTRVEVIDORZEDOERETHD. LITIL, Z00HRAE MR,
a)[X Al fE 72 7 1 & A (Repeatable process): 7 & AN E L &, EEBILAHETH D,
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MOIRL LWHENRTE L. EHEE, G, BTV 02 ZhE2 X2 2EATHD

R<ENTWV5.

b)i B 72 Fnak ~JA < 7 7 & A (Widespread access to adequate knowledge): HIFJRIZ (Y A
IVER T 0w ADRE N TH D, HFERFUIBURN, tham), MBN, REEW, i
RMEBA O EHIND. ZNODHEKENT AZSEDL 2 EOEEMEDERS N
Wb T-.

c)KERE A 25 E))(Functional behavior): 258X AR OF AA/EH, @, (v vo T 47, 3B
M, RBEL, ala=br—var, §F, BERETHY, LTI RAIZHFREIZ
B4 5.

RSN 7=7uv 22T /T2 L3RUTHD. LrL, TukriclT 54
IR TOHHE > T, REZOL I RFENRHINLD 0% BE L RTIULED0R)
BB+ DICRIZER2NVTHAY. FICS2BFOX I RFEEZEAL XS &3 8%
IR TNERYOBRTOMAICRLRNTHA S, BRIFIESEL MG LA
LOIIANBENBTE, LI DTHD.

D Eogmn@Euchddr e L, AELRCTEY @Y,
Wi,

VT A FTDRBIZONTOFIEEFTRIZR,

(27 I TV D NAE DORILOE i,

QRFEBRENTND T L EFERL L5 &3 BT,
ERIEELED.

AEBHI R L ELE M A FERHC > TRFTT A 2 L & L, BERMNZRE
FHED D LT, FHBFEITO L LTS, TAMHS 1H#E% B (AMHS Performance
Management)] XFE (LLTFRRIFLIMES) 2R L L TREAL. 22 THRCES
FHE LTEY BT EENCEERE TH Y, 13T, HAELEOTBNEDOK
FNETL TN &Itk d. HL, HROBRPAEEOREHLRFHIENE K
FESRWEOIBNTS. £, ZOo0BBEOXERDH LD T, KEBHIA X CE LM
S LT5.

HDHNE TEAIy) 7l

IRICEORE || HRCE | A5
H A AMHS 4B HH: AMHS EHAE R AT A
L (E N A B S K& RO 15 Hae 7R

P15 - RE - A X E
Figure 1 Target, Target Document, Meta Document
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2.2 B IR N O B % O Bl
AEETOXNGELET TAMHS EEEEH | THbH. 25 L7 TV A7 EH] LRk
WHEBT 2% THE L TWD., TOEKRTRER CIESE RO A % 2% i
JATE 5. MoENOXLEDERE, AT TLLE/R 2 ADHRTROVTA R
BEOBAIL, MNBRORKMEEZRATHZENEETHA .

S E RERTEWIL, BiFIIARER, 15, VAZEFRICONWTORET
by, RERHIXNBHEBMERFFET 5 L0 b30EE L TlRY (artifact) % i am O x4 &
LTWAZ ETHD. fito T, AERTIE, LTS TLEINBEYIITHA T
HBLENWHIZ L&, ZNNEVTHEZ L O—TEDOHRIEZ LT D Z ENNER D,

£ 1 FHIRFOR S OFR - HEFEFE
Table 1 Description/Confirmation Items in three Aspects in the Case Study

LA U Ry e STEEH

FLTEER (L) FLIN I OBIERGE  1E(2)
Fhi 7 v ' A Ehe 7 v R FalR O g
Moo ZMPE L ZF DIREE

2 FNERIR & % O | FERIR & F O | AERIR & 0 bR R o
it WAFRVE « M0k & 2 OIRGIE

1 Elii 7 v A

3 ZEENE O ZEEE DG 8 im o EE Lk o i iR
%(3) 1(4) MMk L OREE TE(4)

HR) ZZTHESYTAIERNERIN T ENE ) MR EEREALETHS

HR) ZZTiEHREIATERPTCIRT 2FEALMEEL TWDD, DED, WL
R, FRIRIERNBZ L TH D0y CPEMNRV - WU ZRFE/M L~ /L TORE)
MEEZALET, NOZORAMERIET 2 2L bR INTNDHZ L TH
5.

HEQR) ZEEECIE, CELIZ-SV T’ Not many teams and senior managers would
agree to read from a prepared script’ & & 5.

H(4) R CETIE, CEEAE CORBNEORDMEL EOR LRI F END
ThHAr9.

3. XRICELRFH

K22k -T, HEUEOLRFE L ZOMAREL T, KEITHENEET,
LR DNEFTIE RV, FR 2 IRENTZLOREKEROLOTH S, LUTFICER
?%&Wﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬂé#é

1) wHNZEE (XA FV) BEZBND. ¥4 hvEk LT @Y RBAEZRA

52 k) ié:ﬁ?&‘: LThH, A AT TETERBT 2R TIE2V. RITH
<, BHLIEORRRTEDOZL BNmENnsd.
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(2) EMICII - HEEHD. F—13x%R(AMHS Performance Assessment) HEITH Y,
B oINS ERERLAEXERNTH S, HREMICE ERROMES L, 2 NEE
n, CEFEHMICIE ERROMEAR I NBMEND. x5 EMIECEEMICBEEET
DA, WEFIEE—TIEARV. SCEEROMIHNICIE, CE IRV TR H B
R L7222, SHOJEF & LTCORKRI ML FIEIH/-

EeT BLARE | BLERE
i
\ 4 \ 4
x4 A 1) EET AL
B AL BIE
\ 4 \ 4
A =T R AL
AR

B2 KHRILEFBOLEFHE
Figure 2 Described Items in the Target Document

(B) MEBEMOFERDOHF TETOEMI A RB72 SN DHFRTIERW. AR ERMOFL
ITIZ BRI 22 0 A R ITE A TR,

(4) B AA RCIERIBREIN D2 NEOHE BEREZEHT) ZHMICT 52 &I1EK
YIThd. ZOEHIZ, BRUIMIOZR Y O Z#PHER EI >V TITo 7=,
Tz, TOHMEARENZYTHLZ L, —#xRXENICTRE L.

(5) FMFFHARE B EITN< SOl 2R >, 22 TIHFAWICERT D,

a) itk R Z D O OHEFARE,

b) A K92 FiLkDOFHRE,

C)xtR M EH S 15 BREEHIPA R E

LW EZoBAEEA L. 2O =->0851%, % informational(what), &
@ X 9 |2 Proceduralthow) , & ® X 9 A M 2w L i B OB
Organizational(who/where) ® %, & C, 1ZxtiaL, BT TV —|Z *Eélﬁ“é!:bt.

6) LLEO=Z20BAHREITZYTHAO0? MEEEZBRTFT 212, #flx
VAT LADOHEOHIEZSEICT 5 L biiks. & -5 - Btk - %(Riﬁ
ERHDHN, ERO=ZBATHSTHA D AT, BL, +oEiExtsg
CEITIIR LTV R0,
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(7) FEIZ A MVIFERXBE WX D28, % (AMHS Performance) £ D X 5 (2
(Performance Assessment) & o 9 Zefifk 722 vy LIZEBRF(in the Asia/Pacific region)
ETHI LT, LEROEZOOBBRERMULIZZ A MRELE LTz,

(8) FERHFHRR E D=1, LD Z OB S, I E ENIIE TN
VW, PRI T AR 21T o 7. B 2 1F Informational @ H.L ) FIEH (AMHS
Performance) ® EAIEE(AMHS), T2 (AMHS Service Performance), Al S74
A(AMHS DA DT 7Y sr—3 3 > @ Performance) 72 E, #PHOEERIZ ST
N T 2R EITo 7.

9) ZNLOHRPERENEY THD & WV I IRIAHF ITAHLEELE -7 Z DR
fFTIFEER GO L O T, HELEOHFAREDOTLIBOFIZEY AT Z &
L L7, BTFIZESOBLENNCFEFARR E ORI E R
a) Organizational

SIRICENRY BT HREE, EERRETHY, L CENMER I, FIH
SN0, EMRER TOMRENENEETH . Hx OFEMA OXFREEIL,
FEREINL5LELTH, TONREISBERETHY, IRICEDFETIIR.
EIFEZ, HUVN VO EE LRI Ui, ERREE CoOxt4-EO
IR W, MBEXEOEARREOWHARE (FETHLINEBETH LN
EEDT) AEREebRw. £, TEMHAER) ¢5-oTH, BMRET T
BRI 2 b0 L, EHEBEGRT 2 EM COXMNRMELFLETHDT, =20
Loyb s L, ZEBVAL, (T VT REERK) BEEakL L, RN
oI EFTRBL, FLETOLEMRERL.

b) Procedural

KIGRRBIIMERE CTH D, MR BAMRT D Pl & O BERE I, FHE - BREHFHE -
TR RSFOBMBEOHR T, #EH - RFTH D L ORPARTELY L, Lk &1T- 7.
FLGPEIZOWTIIRFICRIR Lo 728, i & s &85 x05.

c¢) Informational

KbLbZ<ORBEZELZHARETH L. LBEHFRTH S AMHS
Performance i AMHS System Performance & AMHS Service Performance @ —->
ZRERRIARIR 2 = & 3k D . AT o System 13 AMHS 234 [E T - B &
NTW5Z 25 LT, AMHS System Performance (345 [E O FEIC B W CEH
ENBHBLOTHBHI L, HBEOD Service (X% v T —7{LE T AMHS (7Y
T REMK) &L LCOEH - - AT A EHOMBETH Y, I8
TENBRY EF 20T, 2RV LE ORI A xt G CEFIC R L.
Mz EH O CRIIEB O >2oH 5T 7 u—F 0, [tk System-Based

75 Performance-Based ~1 &\ b D THD. ZHITIZ - oOE®MNH - T,
WRIZVAT 2 EMETHZERTEALFETH SN, 5B IFTOMNTH—EX
DN RAIZHEHE T X 2 Ay(Performance) 28 ERLE TR T IE R bR 0 E W)
RE, BRI X5 TWIUERWTIEZR S T, WRIIEEMICER N e ST
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WENEWIBIDO R THBH. & DT System Based/System Performance Tl 72
< Performance Based/Service Performance T&h 5 Z & 3% F AN BT L 72
STW5.

H O —ODOFIMAREE, L0 —AxaIMEH X415 Performance & W 5 HEE D fEIR
Tob. £z, Performance ® EAKH)72FKBL & L TD Performance Indicator D% 7E &
BERWOTLIBTH 5. =B H O T, &< F5itEo B2 5 583K T o Performance
DEF & Performance Indicator 238X E S TWD. 25 DEFKIL AMHS OMEE H>
LHMATERWNWLEDOTHS. LIL, ZLOBESINLHHITITHEHARETH HIR
WRFRE SN2 NTH DD EHESND. TDOHI, M2 HIBEFE O Performance
D EF & Performance Indicator OB & DVREE & AMHS O i3 #7225 2 & oFtik
RS RER e LV E TITo 72, E72, —MIZHAH S Tuv % Performance O E 3%
& Performance Indicator (X EREOMLEEHITO b D & 1% Performance 23 & M3 2 il
B, ft-> CEM 9 5 Performance Indicator 2372 % . ] 2 (M 2eEHIBEFETD
Performance Indicator ®—->T& % ’Integrity’ iZ—f% 213’ Accuracy’ & FES E D % 157
LTW5. ff & LT, Performance 73R 2 #EBHIIMIZE & T CTRIEHEH X T
WA HiPH 25 H L, Performance Indicator 1Z5f S(AMHS)IZE AT 5 b D (W Fhic
LT b2 ) oo BER% 0 Performance Indicator 138 JH fEIBAPE N 72 2 0 TERAH T
X 720N) & —#% D Performance Indicator IZ#E U BB CEAT 2 EA LR L, DR
#4500k L7=. ¥ 7=, Performance Indicator iZ Organizational ™ X4y ([FEE4 (AL~
v, ZHEEAHAE VAL - FHME LAY ICH o TRV bORRRD LD
Performance Indicator & Organizational [X 4y @ %} i % HERE DF7512 TR L 7=,

(10) iz, Larbidk@E e LTE—F S, FEEORBIFL . BRI,
Organizational X%y (EEEAEL~L, ZERHEAEL L, EME L) f#i,
PEREICBE 2 A (FFE - Z8 - FH0 - 88 - 2Av—7> b L) KOER
\Zxt 9% Performance Indicator & % D HL Y K\ (Assessment) % 7ol L 7.

(11) &2, EEEAE L~ To Performance Indicator (2 OWT O BEEZIRE L
7o BRICEEME B EMEIT 10* 2R L2, Z ORISR R SCEITIEOR LTV,
— I AN AAET DA O [FHEMEIX 10° (THo—) ThH LSR5,
10° T L& % & oHric k-7,

4. MoFET A FCEF HFHLES

BIDVER A K B RIFEDHMTH A FCE4) G4 30E S : Security IZOWTHOH A )
PR EINTZDOT, ZOHHEIT . WXt RICFEITFANIF R L Liobi) Cidi
AN

DIFTIE, W% XESORBNEOHH & LR tELOLEERH LS.

IFORE, R #ES oA EHBEZRFIL, To X 2EE 2RKUEL
HDOThD.
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1B

(Security)  b---------- » (Security) |f---------- »  (Security)
B2 [« > — b 2(5) [« P (3 )
' (% 0fth Security) | ~
i RAmEe ! v v
..l (Asia/Pac System (Security)
Security) RV 3 — > I (13)

o))

@
®)

4)

(®)
(6)

WL

B3 XILRLESD [ XX
Figure 3 Meta Structure of Target Document S

KR ESTIE, HHY (objectives)2fil, H— & X (services)5fH, il (controls)3{#
NEz b, BREY—EROBERERH (HOHK) TRINTND., Z0
B35 O % e BE B 1 00 — %t 22 (one-to-many) Tid 72 <, £ %t % (many-to-many)
ThHH LBREINDLOT, KMTIE, WHFRRAMERTEDOEER L.
=R LRI OBIEICOWT HFEERTH S .

il 4817 (control families) 134 A3 il 48155 (classes of security controls) 31 @ T2 (HEfts
) I TWD. HIEIESME &%, & PR 1E (management control), & H il
7 (operational control), £t 4l (technical control) Td 5.

KRG CELISMT BT 5 30 & LT, BURIR U v —(policy) SCEBMER S T W
L. Ak, RV r—0RBEII—ERELHLOMEICHD ESNTHDLMN
ZHEDRY > —3(verification & authorization) X — B X IZFLIE S AL TR0,
KRV —30T FAR ORI L SR LTV 5.

EDHIBIAD /FAD IS, 1IEOFHEL K~ (7T KFHED) WIRT, &
LT, ot RConTRBRLTWS,

ik M USR5 30 & o el

a)

b)

c)

(EF=2VT74) AMEY—EROMAEREIZE AL TVDR, EORKNRE
DY —ERATEBLEND DONEFIREN TV RV, ZORIEHRITETS R
Thb.
P — ' 2 DKL confidentiality’, ‘data integrity’ T DM TH Y, *HCETIX
32 TR L 7z Informational ot G o Performance Indicator (A9 5.
HMGELESTHHEIN TV DL —ERAIMETELHDOTHDID, R —3L
(Statement)IZ TV — B A EXHE LWL ORHFET D, REZNBELTZDT
H A9 MTH SN TIEZR.

d)

e)

f)

i)
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(X227 1) P—ERLHEOMAEREBEIZERLTND, LY —E R
NEDOHIFITRIEEIN D ONTFHR SN TR0,

XI5 3CES T, HilEEEIC -2 T control may be organized into the following (three)
control classes’ £ 72 > TWA. L L Z DX ) s EA+T IO THNIZED
RIAERTRETHD.

HIEEEE &, & PRH18 (management control), 1% 8 (operational control), #%
T RO T4 (technical control) & 92 DIXEEME TE 5703, £ D L 5 gk E DIRMWA R
SINTHEHT, HIEBICET 5 HERLBEOTIICKE L TWD. R ET
IFEHROBHNIL, HAk(Organizational)BlR & #4112, Informational,  Procedural &
Gtk o TG,

HIEZREIE ORI EL LT e AT IARETHS.
KIGIZHOWTOMFEIEDRIL, FHE (Z 0LEidsecuritylZBI#E T 5 & D) I
BIFLTCWD. Z ORI RICED — 720 UIHLZE & il 43 B T o Performance
S LML L, Wi HEconomy of Conceptsé L CAHZITHSH. AL, HHEX
LERHO D BRE COEREER RSN TV RWVENRETHD.

Security & W) ML TIUEREETH 2 2 LITEMTE 208, BAEMICME T
FUZHMIPZER TE 500 WD HIEEZRENHAMR TR,

PLED &9 ITHERIZH 525, HRIITEU L ZmB N 50 d 5.

5.

#2 ZOORELEDOHLUN
Table 2 Similarity between two Target Documents
RES S RGELES

Ji& B BA 4 HE90 50 mE HE9h 50 R
S oo 7= > o fgkE | Performance Indicator H$— Bz
RILAH T DB R — MR LA ZE A ] 4y | Security A 4E

T oi@i
FLAR D4y 3E #H#% (Organizational) & PRI 451 (management control)

F#5¢ % (Procedural) 1% FH i) £ (operational control)

155 # (Informational) F AR A4 48] (technical control)
TR o BRI | A0k (Organizational) 8 s | HIEEE S ¥E

LEERA A FEEE & O

PUFTIE, CEHEERIZOWTOERE TORR & AR CFEL AT L TH5 5).
HEE, RRNAZHHT 20 TiEed, HAOENEZRRICTHZLTHD.
(1) Z2EGROTEIT, HLMOLELERT DI, WITHENICCEZERT 2

NTHY, ZOXLEMBENINRT TR L2200, RV PRI L TV

V. DFED, SCEEROBEMITEm I TV,
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(2) XEFERZ Y 7 MU =7 TOMERFHCTE AT, XFEEROH Y )7 & iin
LTWa. [3CERER) AL CEMERO Tigd ERE LTnD ERLDHZ &R
L. Y7 My =TRE, RV LIETV AT AR TIE, BEAER, FRREDLY,
HARZE I T 2N HEERFEETH LN, P b UELIERT HEDE
HERBZOVWTORBIXIEEAERL, Y7 N =2THRBETOa—F 17
(writing program)iZ >\ T DOEMISITWVNETH D .

B) TEIZEITHZHFEZDEVIRBLRH LN, TNHMEIIKI TH-TYH, [F
<) ZERFETIEHAL, HURXLEEZERTLIZENLETHD. £, M
WELEZHONCTHZENKRETHSD.

7 T‘building a program, as opposed to writingone’ &\ 5 Z L AW T Y 7 h U =
THE SO AOEZTNIENR 7] EWIFELH D 6). XEEED &E
ZEL (BbHWIEXEELEL) LIERTRETHA .

4) WL OPOFEEILDOFIIRENH DM, FORWNRZENEIAMIIRIN TS D
SRS ESAAN

(5) HWCEITITRRFCE BRFHREY ~OEETER) & S SCE (FET D,
Hek ER o= b 00 235 50, TOXBHAME TIXiwn.,

6) TERRT A EEXCENFERTHIRNBLEDORBNIIFE A ES TR, CEITA
ZURLVDFRIBTHD EBEZLNDLINED LS RBLSIE 20

6. FFAl & BLE

HIFH A FEROER EOEM: L OMEE%E FFEOFHF CEEZ A VTRET L. 2
DRFEITHY 2L T, ERENTHB L EOFNEZ HDBEITAZ. LarL, W5
MR SN TRV ARLIEICR o7z, R, RLITRLEFE =0 IEEHIious &
ZFOZUMITHD. BE LX) E VW OO EBELRDL Z ERHALNI LT
SCHR 2) T, FRICHE Z OS2 EFT0 D E B G SCEL ST W A0,
BEOEBERL LEMAZLEL -V LELEDTHD. —TF, KERTHRY LI
T OOMBILEITE BIZ, SBRERINDIAGICH LT, HiliRa (4 K175 %
DT, FERERSNDRRICHEET S, 20 LITHEE SN D ERE TOMEIZOWTO
HARTHY, MHEOERBERKICHTA RE{T-oTHBDIFTidew., £ORT, £ 1
TRULEE=Z0 ZEERoug &20RY %] ORI EREEZ R TS EF R
5. b LY, ®BELET, Assessment DA T <, Improvement £ TH A, FiE LT
OISR T Bt illie EaTR T &b L, ZIUXER EORBRAERMINT%ZT
FD XD IR RICENAREICARRY, £, BLTRLEE =0 [EIE0aAE L2
TMME] bREESNBEEDNS. FOZ LIE, BT A FERE WS P TR
<, WHHBRIZH LT, SBEHTLIE-DOHERE LTOHA R0, Fhd bE
ROFREZFRA L, YEAROERRRE SO MERRT A RO TREL

Vo0l.2009-DD-72 No.6
2009/7/30

FRIRA RS T B EWVWX D, HBHITHFHMEKOKRZZBETHA 50, KERTIX
ZOERETEL TR,
AEECIE, XBEMEEPEELFETHY ., ZOBOLEDIFERIC OV TITHRE A7
INTWAW., HBITxHT 5B COET A R THEEHRO LT+ O
FHIIFEICEEALETH S.

B E SR

1) AR TS LERE) HMAHY ST « VXL FF a2 2 v MRS E 2008414

2) Gemmer, A. ‘Risk Management: Moving Beyond Process’, IEEE Computer, May, 1997:

3) ‘AMHS Performance Assessment in the Asia/Pacific Region (Draft)’, Singapore, May 2009
http://www.bangkok.icao.int/meetings/2009/atnicg4/wp10.pdf

4) ‘Asia/Pacific Aeronautical Telecommunication Network Security Guidance Document’, Singapore,
May 2009 http://www.bangkok.icao.int/meetings/2009/atnicg4/wp12.pdf

5) Vel THEIE (L SCEAERR O T Beffratamtt 2008

6) Brooks, F.P. “No Silver Bullet’, IEEE Computer , Apr. 1987

(©2009 Information Processing Society of Japan



