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Abstract : Independent Safety Assessment (ISA) is a third—party assessment that is to confirm that the
system satisfies the safety requirements in the defined operational context. The process of this assessment
often brings about many complex arguments that should be supported by evidence and justification. The
communication between arguments and evidence is of the most importance in the context of safety case. This
study illustrates how NOR—STA can be used for ISA process, showing the effective structure of safety
compliance. The study outlines the steps to breaks down the top goal into many elements such as arguments,
sub—goals, justification, context and assumptions. It concludes that the evidence—based safety conformance
process utilizing NOR—STA provides a more effective and systematic representation of the independent

safety assessment process in conformance cases.
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[Figure 6] Basic View of NOR—STA
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