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Abstract : A large number of accidents have been occurred in the domestic shipbuilding industry. Its number of acci-
dents is approximately twice than that of manufacturing industry and three times larger than that of whole industry
in general. There are several reasons that make it hard to control the accidents. First, it is because the shipbuilding
industry is composed of many subcontractors who may need improvement in safety education and safety management.
Second, the shipyard environments are exposed to lots of hazards such as high elevation works, isolated workspaces,
heavyweight and huge structures/components. Last, the shipbuilding industry has grown too rapidly in a short period.
For that reason, the safety management standards and safety consciousness could not catch up the speed of its develop-
ment. In this study,it is suggested to use a more efficient and easier way to conduct safety management using a web-
based safety management system for the shipbuilding industry. Thissystem is composed of four main parts, which is
available for self-auditing with legal support. Those are checklists based safety and health evaluation, safety inspection,
user shared accident database and user shared bulletin board. It is expected that this system can help us to reduce risks
in the shipbuilding industry considerably.
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Fig. 2. Increase of accident rate in shipbuilding industry
according to the amount of orders receivedz),
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Fig. 3. The type of accidents in shipbuilding industry.
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Fig. 4. Causes of accidents in shipbuilding industry,

15



Y g

i
oy
n

(e w]
Ry

ol 2419 ARQIARe] Ak A ele] B
et BRE 5 Utk o) Hoke Zae) s
Ajo) WESH Al o8] 2gET gL
& mol Zojck

ARl 21,

s

o

KOSHA CODE B-3-2001 2A1¢] oA 7]&xa” 9
gistzAsks|e] AukAzx gl 34 EREYe
2AR ATAE A 5 1R BRI

 BEE 117 3L e Aol A ARA
& Aejgt 10340 R LRSI B dAPME &
A AukAze] A8A Bl 8l B Adud
Z ZARoA ] 2 2] W Adu|d why ARaLe) A

Table 1, Types of accidents and potential hazards in various shipbuilding processes
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Table 1, Types of accidents and potential hazards in various shipbuilding processes (continues)
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