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~ An analysis technology of hazard factors at railroad
crossings -

A+ FTH,IFTAS
Abstract

The objectives of this study is to achieved by the use of the conceptual approach and
accident data bases to develop statistical accident analysis, effectiveness values,
comparison analysis of statistical models to determine which variables are significantly
related to accidents, human factor, and hazard factor analysis, all of which were used in
the railroad crossing. The result from this approach applicable to the railroad crossing
where systematic safety management criteria have been considered.
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(potential harm)®] €9 =& 987 H4 7158 A F(situation)o]t. A (risk)S AP
(hazardous)AtA 9] H4ZA, dA¥E R g9 2FE v, AL (risk analysis)2
A8 AR AAFQA o8-S 8 A¥(hazard) g AEIAY AF, A, &A g 99
(risk)& J&3E TFAooh

+ $TIE 71497

75



A=AYFAAN 9897 2718 AT - 434 - 34
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£ YA 27 7488 A(individual components)?] NHEAL FAVFAFH AgAd dd
S22 3339 g¥H9 Wy e® PHA(preliminary hazard analysis), FMEA(failure mode
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