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ABSTRACT

Purpose: In order to reduce industrial accidents caused by forklift trucks, it is actually necessary to
analyze the causes of accidents. This study aims to present disaster prevention measures by analyzing
accident cases by forklift accident type. Method: For the analysis of industrial accidents, including
serious industrial accidents caused by forklifts from 2021 to 2022, accident statistics from the Korea
Occupational Safety and Health Agency were used to analyze accidents in four types. Result: In the
last two years, the total number of victims, including deaths and other serious injuries, was 2,559,
which was 1,396 in 2021 and 1,163 in 2022. Disaster prevention measures were presented for industrial
accidents by size and occurrence type of equipment that cause serious industrial accidents in which
more than 1,000 people are injured annually. Conclusion: It is necessary to expand the number of
workers subject to the forklift financial support project to less than 100. It is necessary to amend the
proviso on boarding restrictions in Article 86, Paragraph 7 of the "Regulations on Industrial Safety
and Health Standards,. It is mandatory to install front and rear cameras. It is necessary to install
driving-linked safety belts. It is necessary to install line beams obligatory. It is necessary to expand the
subject of forklift special safety and health education to workplaces that have more than one forklift
truck, and it is necessary to redesignate the training hours to 16 hours every year.
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Table 1. Status of industrial accidents in the past two years
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Table 2. Status of major disasters in the past two years
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Table 3. Disaster status size of the workplace in the past two years
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Table 7. Target and time for special safety and health education
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