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Classification of Hazard Events and Causes for Railway Fire Accident
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ABSTRACT

Many railway safety measures are carried out after Daegue subway fire accident. Such as replacement of train
interior material, fire extinguish and toxic gas evacuation facilities, exercise on emergency response, setting up
of national safety management system, and safety technology research. But these safety measures are not

considered by system safety due to lack of risk and hazard information.

In order to assess fire risk on system level, we proposed hazard events and causes classification for railway

fire accident risk analysis.
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