o NPO

Safety Design: a priori Prevention
*Takashi Kabe(NPO The Safety Engineering Laboratory),
Mie Someya(Nagaoka University of Technology)

Labor accidents happened frequently after the industrial revolution, and the prevention of accident had been carried out in the world.
It seems that, the accidents should be decreasing statistically, but huge and serious accidents show a tendency to increase at the
rapid development of science and technology. The advantage due to the evolution of the information technology brought on the other
hand some new kind of accidents. What were the main causes; technology, organization or human error ? If it is caused by the
technology, it becomes an urgent subject, how prevention of recurrence can be practiced. First, it becomes a focus at the machinery
accidents, whether the safety technology defined internationally are used, or not. It tried to examine the meaning of the safety design
as a means of the deductive(a priori) prevention measure.
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