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A Study on Priority of Aviation Safety Oversight Inspection Elements
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ABSTRACT

The International Civil Aviation Organization(ICAO) recently established the Global

Aviation Safety Plan(GASP) for national aviation safety management,

along with the

enactment of Annex 19, Safety Management System(SMS). ICAO require the establishment of
the ’States Safety Programs(SSP)’ for countries with excellent safety evaluation, including

Korea, and the establishment of aviation safety supervision systems for all Contracting States
by 2017 under the enactment of ICAO Annex 19. Required. The Ministry of Land,
Infrastructure, and Transport has continuously invested in R&D to secure such aviation

safety systematically,

and is making efforts to develop and disseminate related technologies

by establishing long-term R&D roadmaps. A study on aviation safety supervision among the

system-based aviation safety supervision support technology development R&D project,
which is underway as part of the aviation safety technology development project of the

Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport.

methodology logically guarantees reasonableness.
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