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ABSTRACT : Recently, the degree of navigating vessel's risk is Increasing significantly by growing of vessel's volume and
increasing of marine facilities, marine bridges and port development etc.

As a result, Ministry of Land, Transport and Maritime Affairs generalized formal Maritime Safety Audit as a comprehensive
maritime traffic safety management system in order to ensure safety improvements from the planing to maintaining of the
development which influence to maritime traffic environment.

A MSA is a formal safety performance examination of an existing or future fairway by an audit team. It qualitatively estimates and
reports on potential risk of maritime traffic safety and identifies the measure for improving in safety of human life and preservation
of environment.

This paper introduced the outline of MSA policy as the guideline for making audit reports is on its developing which is mainly
processed by Maritime Safety Research Center, KST in cooperation with KMU, MMU and KORDI.

KEY WORDS : Maritime Safety Audit(MSA), MSA Guideline, Korean Marine Traffic Law, Marine Accident
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Fig. 5. Audit Process of Road Safety
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