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SUMMARY 

 

States of Registry (SoR) rely on the support of the State of Design (SoD) to fulfill 

their obligation in assuring the continued airworthiness of aircraft on their national 

registry. The responsibilities of the SoD and the SoR are interdependent; as the 

expertise and experience of both in oversight of aircraft contribute to the ability to 

continuously assure the safety of the fleet. To ensure that this relationship between 

the SoD and SoR is effective, there must be clear understanding of how the 

obligations of both should be incorporated into the type certification process and 

continued airworthiness oversight functions. 

 

 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 States of Design (SoD) have an international obligation to provide airworthiness 

support for all aircraft type certificated under their jurisdiction. From the issuance of the type 

certificate itself to providing continued airworthiness oversight for that type design, support from the 

SoD facilitates safe operation of these aircraft worldwide. States of Registry (SoR) rely on the support 

of the SoD to fulfill their own obligation in assuring the continued airworthiness of aircraft on their 

national registry.  

1.2 The responsibilities of the SoD and the SoR are interdependent; as the expertise and 

experience of both in oversight of aircraft contribute to the ability to continuously assure the safety of 

the fleet. To ensure that this relationship between the SoD and SoR is effective, there must be clear 

understanding of how the obligations of both should be incorporated into the type certification process 

and continued airworthiness oversight functions. These functions should incorporate safety risk 

management and safety assurance mechanisms, so that the resources of both the SoR and SoD are 

utilized efficiently and are mutually beneficial.  

1.3 Clear understanding of the differences in the SoD and the SoR functions during the 

type acceptance or validation process, and in the overall continued airworthiness oversight processes, 

will allow for a more viable relationship between States. Duplicative or unnecessary resource 

expenditures may be reduced, so that SoD and SoR oversight functions are in compliment, and remain 

centered on the safety focus. 
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2. DISCUSSION   

2.1 The type certificate is the foundational element of the aviation system; it is used as 

the basis for issuance of a certificate of airworthiness and is the standard to which the aircraft is 

maintained throughout its service life. The process by which a type certificate is issued varies from 

State to State, but the end result remains the same; ensuring conformance to the national airworthiness 

requirements. SoR acceptance of a foreign SoD type certificate requires a basis of understanding, 

confidence, and trust in the system of the SoD.  

2.2 Depending on the statutory framework of the State, the SoR determines the basis to 

approve a foreign SoD type certificate; whether that be accepting as valid the SoD type certificate, 

issuing a SoR design approval using the SoD type certificate as the basis, or issuing a SoR type 

certificate through a validation process. Any of these design approval processes should be based on 

safety risk management, to ensure that the resources of the State are focused on areas of safety risk 

and assurance that the aircraft conforms to their unique national airworthiness requirements. Any 

process to accept or validate the SoD certificate should reflect the continued operational safety focus, 

as activities not strictly tied to the unique safety needs of the State detract critical resources from both 

the SoR and the SoD.  

2.3 The U.S. statutory and regulatory framework requires a bilateral agreement to be held 

between States, to allow the import of aeronautical products into the U.S. system. These agreements 

outline the framework for U.S. design approval basis and continued airworthiness cooperation with 

the foreign SoD.  

2.4 The U.S. Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) places a high priority on conducting 

a robust and comprehensive certification process to ensure all products certificated within this U.S. 

system meet the necessary safety standards. The FAA also places a high priority in facilitating foreign 

acceptance, through a cooperative approach to acceptance or validation of the type certificate. 

Identifying the balance of oversight between national systems is the fundamental basis for an 

acceptance or validation program; based on the historical relationship, experience in design 

competencies, and compatible certification processes between States.  

2.5 This balance is crucial to both ensure that SoR’s can confidently accept or validate 

SoD type certificates as the basis for their own. This balance may be adversely affected if activities 

not adding to intention of the acceptance or validation processes are required by the SoR.  

2.6 The objective of the FAA certification program is focused on enhancing aviation 

safety by applying structured risk management and oversight methodologies throughout the product 

life cycle, and is promoted globally by working in partnership with the international community. The 

objective of this partnership is to ensure that any SoR accepting or validating the type certificate of a 

product for which the United States is the SoD can be assured of the acceptable level of safety of the 

product or part.  However, while additional testing or documentation may be requested by the SoR, 

these requests should be made based on unique technical or operational standards of the State.  

Requests should be substantiated to demonstrate their necessity in the validation or acceptance 

processes, so as not to levy undue burden on the SoD. 

2.7 Once a design has been type certified by the SoD, and the design accepted or 

validated by the SoR, the relationship between the SoD and SoR is focused on providing continued 

airworthiness oversight. This oversight is reliant on a comprehensive understanding of the complex 

design or operational features of the aircraft, so that the SoR can provide proactive oversight. This 

understanding requires close cooperation and communication between both the SoD and the SoR, and 

may encompass activities such as product familiarization or training on new or novel design features. 
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2.8 These activities are crucial to ensuring that the SoR is able to oversee the SoD 

product on their register. Not only do they allow the SoR to provide more proactive oversight for their 

own national fleet, but would also allow the SoD to more effectively oversee worldwide fleet, as 

information on faults, malfunctions, defects, or other occurrences that may cause adverse affects may 

be more quickly identified by SoR and transmitted to the SoD. 

2.9 Both the SoR acceptance and validation of the SoD type certificate and ongoing 

familiarization activities are critical to airworthiness oversight within a national system. However, the 

activities to support both functions should be clearly identified as such, so as not to detract resources 

from the intended purpose and safety focus. Safety risk management should be incorporated in the 

validation or acceptance process, complemented by a safety assurance approach in product 

familiarization to continuously provide confidence in the SoR ability to provide proactive oversight. 

3. ACTION BY THE MEETING 

3.1 The meeting is invited to note the information contained in this Paper. 

a) Recognize the importance of incorporating safety risk management and safety 

assurance functions, to successfully integrate into the oversight functions of the 

State of Design and State of Registry 
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