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Implementation of K-LOSA Program

Seung-Beom Hong*, Youn-Chul Choi*

ABSTRACT

In this paper, it has implemented the design for the K-Line Operations Safety
Audit(K-LOSA) designed to provide a proactive snapshot of system safety and flight crew
performance before an incident and accident. It introduces the a LOSA and ten operating
characteristics that have come to define LOSA methodology. According to the LOSA
methodology, we explain the conceptual and detail design and implement the prototype for

the data collected with LOSA collection tool.
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