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ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to present the importance of Risk Management and Risk Classification System in Supply Chain to cope with

the rapidly changing distribution environment flexibly through the cooperation between a shipper and a distribution company. First of all,
we considered existing studies related to the risks of Supply Chain Risk and analyzed 47 different risk factors by 18 kinds of risk causing
factors. Second, we collected opinions of corporation specialist group based on the analyzed risk factors and then classified the risk

factors into three categories and ten sub-categories. Third, we conducted a survey targeting shipping companies and distribution

companies about classified risk and then verified the validity of Supply Chain Risk Classification using verification techniques such as
Confirmatory Factor Analysis, Concentration Validity and Distinction Validity. Finally, we suggest some implications based on the

verification results.

Keywords : Supply Chain, Risk Factor, Risk Classification, Third-party Logistics, Confirmatory Factor Analysis, Distinction
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