(HAEESHE - HHE No7 1985% 1 A

SR L e T S SRS e B> P B EE A oD a4 ez =t ikt

Safety Improvement Planning of Canal Based on Risk Analysis

58 FF B% == (Katsuhiko KURoDa) FF
= ER B AR (Tetsuo YosHIDA) FF*
{7 \g¥s e == (Masayuki ITOH )***
b R = (Kinzou INoUE) ¥

Mehtodology of safety improvement planning of a canal is presented.
Since the navigational safety of ships through a canal is very im-

portant, the methodology of planning for safety improvement
The present paper proposes the .planning

sired to be established.

is de-

method based on the risk analysis which has been developed 1in the

field of system reliability.

In application of the risk analysis

to safety improvement planning of a canal, the risk identification

and the risk estimation processes are fundamentaly

important in the

sense that the risk estimation model should include the controlable

variables for planning.

The present paper also presents the

case

study of a canal in order to demonstrate this problem.
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