T-50 &37] AASHAE Z23

T-50 Aircraft System Safety Program

AU, LAB, FAL, o)A

ok

s

ot

o =
T5FAY)

CAFNEEAEAT L)

1. M &

iy
o2
%

FNA AL Aol SlolAl 2l 2 A (Reliability)

< olF Fad JHERZ AT gt ad 5
8 FE7IAAY Al sloiA WA BALA FL
dol =2 Zo] HtE b (Safety)olth. &F7] AA
Qb 4 (System Safety)2 TF7IA A £ 2 &
2ddA e FEste FAY AERa(Hazard)E

AAEAN A &2l (Identification) ¥ 7H(Evaluation)
st ©]& Al A(Elimination) E¥ 3E&yFoz o3
(Control)atE Zo2, F& oulor A (Design
Safety) etk vk HAAAG o9& dFr] Az
(Mishap)= 2 AA&2 dHdd &doln o %
S A% A" AEA F ANY T HEANEE of
71gte g, vlgor] aRFHAME FF7
Zzzade] FeAde A A€t

B gF7Ae dHZzage Apmda o] Fd
ALY E A8 dHHor HEH F, ¢4 ¢E
oAM wlgsta FAZE low nAHA thA] B Pehe
W o2, "Fly-Fix-Fly" 2189 Fig.
o ASHES AMT 374 2
At

¥ Second
First /
Accident !

Investigation I BN Redesign
i
n gl

=
Y

Accldent
Investigntion

4 s

B
Fig. 1. The "Fly-Fix-Fly" Approach - Minimal
Safety Program in the Past
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Fig. 4 Hazard Reduction Procedure
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Mishap Severity Categories

1 Catastrophic | Death, system loss, or severe environmental damage

- Severe injury, severe occupational liness, major system or environmental
2 Critical mage

i Moderate injury, moderate occupational fiiness, or minor system or
3 Marginal environmental damage

" Minor injury, occupational iliness, or less than minor system or
4 Negligible : enyironmental damage

Mishap Probability Levels

Frequent ontinuously experienced More Than x.05-0x

Probable | Will ocour frequently

X.05-0x ~ X.0E-0x

Occasional | Will occur several times X.0E-0x ~ x.0E-0x

Remote Unlikely but can reasonably be expected to occur X 05-0x ~ x.05-0x

mioioinis

Improbable | Unlikely to occur, but possible Less Than x.05-0x

- 155 -



Table 1 Mishap Severity and ProBability Levels
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