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Abstract : This paper suggests an evaluation of risk level for damage of marine accidents in SERs. Quadlitative analyses in words
is sometimes priorior to quantative analyses in numeric symbols. This paper intoduces a concept of fuzzy theory with the plentv of
related literature riview and AHP in the Korean SRRs of RCC and RSC . The methodology o this paper is max - min composition
of fuzzy extensive principle, defuzzifiation is centroid of gravity methods. At the result, the evaluation of risk level is especially
over Serious for smarine accident of Taean, Gunsan, Mokpo, Yosu, Tongyoung, Busan SRR. This paper recommends that many
Rescue Vessels and Equipments need to the reduction of risk level about those.
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Fig. 1 Proceeding of fuzzy-rule base
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Fig.2 Consequence severity for personnel related risk
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Fig.3 Consequence severity for ship related risk
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Fig.4 Consequence severity for environment related risk
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Fig.5 Frequency for marine accident
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Fig.7 Flow chart for evaluation model of Risk Level
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Table 2 Risk level for person related risk
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Table 3 Risk level for ship related risk
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Table 4 Risk level for environment related risk
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Table 6 Fuzzy risk level for marine accidents
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