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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to analyse consumer
injury and to find current status of industrial consumer
injury in the field of consumer product. Also the
subject under analysis is to develop a design guidance
for the consumer product safety.

we used consulting data of Korea Consumer
Protection Board, Korea Product Liability Consulting
Center and referred to statistic data of Korea National
Statistical Office. Consumer injury data of Korea is
insufficient comparing with leading industrialized
nations. Therefore, we categorized hazard factors based
on current injury data in Korea instead of analysing
injury data statistically. And we analyse the hazard
factors using the analytic hierarchy process in this
study. Through the results, we defined the Consumer
Injury Index(CII) to develop a design guidance for the
consumer product safety.
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