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Abstract

This study investigated characteristics of occupational accidents in Türkiye between 1997 and
2005. At the result, it was determined that the average of accident rate and fatality rate are 1207
and 15.6 respectively per 100000. Furthermore it was established; 1) 96.1% of injured person are
male, 2) the leading age group is 25-29 years old (24.3%), 3) the major rate of injured person by
experience is less than 1 year (42.5%), 4) the most risky branch of activity is ‘metal based
manufacturing’ (35.2%), 5) the most risky occupation is ‘Craft and related trades workers’
(54%), 6) 1-3 employees constitute the leader group (36.7%), 7) the higher rate of accident is at
the first work hours (32.5%), 8) the higher rate of injury cause is ‘Falling objects’ (16%), 9)
‘Superficial injuries and open wounds’ are in the first rank (40%), 10) the most common injured
part of body is ‘Upper extremities’ (51.8%), 11) 7-13 days incapacity is the bigger group by
incapacity (30.6)
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1997-2005 YILLARI ARASINDA TÜRKİYE’DEKİ
İŞ KAZALARININ KARAKTERİSTİĞİ

Özet
Bu çalışmada, Türkiye’de 1997-2005 yılları arasındaki iş kazalarının karakteristiği

araştırılmıştır. Sonuç olarak ortalama kaza oranı ve ölüm oranı sırasıyla 100000 de 1207 ve 15.6
olarak bulunmuştur. Ayrıca aşağıdakiler saptanmıştır: 1)Kazalarda yaralananların %96.1’ i
erkektir, 2) 25-29 yaş grubu %24.3 ile ilk sıradadır, 3) bir yıldan az tecrübesi olanlar %42.5 ile
ilk sıradadır, 4) en riskli sektör %35.2 ile metal imalat sektörüdür, 5) En riskli meslek %54 ile
zanaatkarlar ve ilgili işlerde çalışanlar grubudur, 6) 1-3 kişi arası çalışanı olan işyerleri %36.7
ile başta gelmektedir, 7) En yüksek kaza oluşumu %32.5 ile ilk çalışma saatindedir, 8) En yüksek
kaza sebebi  %16 ile cisimlerin düşmesidir, 9) En fazla yara tipi %40 ile yüzeysel ve açık
yaralardır, 10) En yaygın yaralanma bölgesi %51.8 ile üst uzuvlardır, 11) En yaygın geçici iş
görememezlik süresi %30.6 ile 7-13 gündür.

Anahtar kelimeler: İş kazası; kaza oranı; ölüm oranı
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Introduction

Worldwide, millions of occupational accidents occur and at the results of these
accidents it consists serious economic and psychologic lost. Occupational injuries have
brought about significant health impacts as a whole in both developing and developed
countries. The International Labor Organization (ILO) estimated that there were
approximately 335000 annual fatalities as a direct result of occupational injuries,
observing a worldwide mortality rate of 14 deaths per 100000 workers, with the highest
injury fatality rates being found in the developing countries.1,2 Every day nearly 970
people die because of occupational accidents. Thus, for every fatal occupational
accident over 760 accidents occur that causes at least 3 days absence from work.3 Fatal
and nonfatal occupational injuries resulted in about 10.5 million the disability-adjusted
life  years;  that  is  about  3.5  years  of  healthy  life  are  lost  per  1000 workers  every  year
globally.4

Successful strategies for accident prevention should be based on effective analysis.
Strategies for accident prevention should be in reasonable agreement with significant
variables of occupational accidents. Thus, it is necessary to know the characteristics of
accidents and the differences between fatal and nonfatal occupational injuries by
industry type.5

In different countries, the characteristic of occupational fatal and nonfatal accidents
were investigated.6-19 Although the fatality rate in Türkiye is over the developed
country, no investigation of fatal and nonfatal occupational accidents has been done yet
overall Türkiye.

In this study, all occupational accidents which were registered at the Social
Insurance Institution (SSK) in Türkiye during 1997 through 2005 were reviewed. The
main goal of this study was to examine the accident characteristics and finally to
explore the implications for preventing work-related injuries.

Materials and Methods

In Türkiye, reporting and recording the work accidents are far behind the developed
countries. In the preliminary negotiation performed with the social security institutions
before inspecting the work accidents, it has been determined that no accident statistics
has been recorded in the institutions such as Bağ-Kur, Emekli Sandığı but these data
have been recorded only in Social Insurances Institution (SSK). It has been detected that
no work accident statistics were available in State Statistics Institute. In this study, the
data obtained by using SSK yearly work accident statistics between the years 1997-
2005 and has been collected and classified by Microsoft-Excel program. These data
were compiled in a major titles and the percentage of values was determined. The
professional diseases are not included in the research. There are various parameters for
determining the rate of work accidents. The most important of those is the work
accident rate and it is frequently used as the work accident rate among 100.000 workers.
Further the rate of fatal injuries to working population is also used. Therefore, these
evaluations take place also in this study.
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In order to determine the characteristics of the occupational accident the average of
gender, age, work experience, branch of activity, occupation, employment size, accident
cause, accident hour, injury type, injured part of body and incapacity for all accidents in
which the accident took place has been taken for the years 1997-2005.

Results and Discussion

Trend of occupational accidents in the years 1997-2005

The summary of occupational accidents can be seen in Table 1. Insured employees’
number has increased with industrial development of country. The membership of SII
insurance system rose from 6376982 in 1997 to 7651705 in 2005. Not only population
increasing, but also increasing of registration to insurance system have caused this
progress. Since 1997, insured workers have risen approximately 20%. But occupational
accidents have been in the decreasing trend. Despite of decreasing trend between 1997
and 2005, 722147 people injured and 9305 people died in Türkiye because of
occupational accidents.  A variety of indices can be used to examine the impact of
injuries. For fatal injuries, fatality frequency/count or rates are commonly examined.
Counts  can  be  analyzed  in  a  relative  manner  by  comparing  the  percentage  of  fatal
injuries occurring in an occupation relative to the percentage employed in an
occupation. 7,14,20-23 Between the years that were investigated the accident rate and
fatality rate are 1207 and 15.6 per 100000, respectively (Table 1).

Table 1. Numbers of insured employees, occupational accidents, death, accident
and fatality rate and corresponding mean ( x ) and standard deviation (s)
in Türkiye between 1997 and 2005.24-32

Year Employees
Total

accident
Accident

rate a
Fatal

accident
Fatality
rate a

1997 6376982 98318 1541.8 1282 20.1
1998 6721169 91895 1367.2 1094 16.3
1999 6355639 77955 1226.5 1165 18.3
2000 6565167 74847 1140.1 1167 17.8
2001 6136107 72367 1179.4 1002 16.3
2002 6563187 72344 1102.3 872 13.3
2003 6750460 76668 1135.7 810 12
2004 6952848 83830 1205.7 841 12.1
2005 7651705 73923 966.1 1072 14

x 6674807 80239 1207 1034 15.6

a The accident and fatality rate are defined as the number of accidents at work per
100000 employed persons.
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The rate of nonfatal occupational accident is less than the European countries’, but
on the contrary the fatality rate is over (Table 2.).

Table 2. Fatal and nonfatal incidences at work in Europe.20

Country
Nonfatal

incidence rate

Fatal

incidence rate

Sweden 1329 2.1

Ireland 1433 5.9

United K. 1512 1.6

Greece 2936 3.7

Denmark 3203 3.1

Austria 3321 4.8

Finland 3435 2.4

Italy 4105 5.0

France 4920 4.0

Germany 4958 3.0

Belgium 5112 3.1

Portugal 5505 7.7

Spain 7073 5.5

Analysis by gender

Fig.1. shows that the workers who injured at an occupational accident were 96.1%
male and 3.9% female at the average. The result of chi-square comparison test shows
that the distributions of gender are significantly different (chi square=84.84, p<0.001).

The  reason  of  that,  the  number  of  insured  male  workers  is  much  more  than  the
female workers. Insured male workers are approximately 80% of all insured workers in
Türkiye.32 The reason of this imbalance is the majority insured male workers and they
work most hazardous job. This result is compatible with different research in
Türkiye.10,33-35 In the other countries have also similar data.36,37,38
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Fig.1. The distribution of injured person by gender

Analysis by age of injured person

The distribution of injured person by age was shown in Fig.2. The major age group
is 25-29 years (24.3%) and 30-34 years (20.8%), respectively. The minor age group is
over 50 years (2.0%) and under 18 years (3.7%). The weighted average age is 31.6
years at the occupational accidents. The result of chi-square comparison test shows that
the distributions of age are significantly different (chi square=39.37, p<0.001). This
result is similar with some researches in Türkiye 10,33,34,35,39,40 and some researches in the
other countries.8,37 The SSK statistics give no information on the total number of people
employed in each age group. Thus, it couldn’t calculate the frequency of occupational
accidents within each separate age group.

Fig.2. The distribution of injured person by age
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Analysis by work experience

The distribution of work experience is shown in Fig.3. It indicates that 42.5 % of all
injuries happen during the first year of employment and the rates decrease with
increasing experience. The rate of over than 10 years experience is 11.4%. The result of
chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of experience are significantly
different (chi square=33.81, p<0.001).  Similarly,  in  South  Korea,  the  rate  of
occupational accident that was occurred during the first year of employment is 51.3%.8
It  shows that workers with less than 1 year work experience have about 3.73 times of
the accident risk rate compared to workers with more than 10 years experience. It is
clear that the inexperience is very important at occupational accidents and it is
necessary to training occupational safety.

Fig.3. The distribution of injured person by work experience

Analysis by branch of activities

The percentage distribution of branch of activities is shown in Fig.4. ‘Metal based
manufacturing’ is the first rank (35.2%) and followed by ‘Mining and quarrying’
(15.4%) and ‘Other manufacturing’ (12.4%), respectively. The result of chi-square
comparison test shows that the distributions of branch of activities are significantly
different (chi square=76.64, p<0.001). Metal based manufacturing branch has about 2-3
times of the accident risk rate compared to other branch.
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Fig.4. The distribution of injured person by branch of activities

Analysis by occupation

The percentage distribution of occupation is shown in Fig.5. ‘Craft and related
trades workers’ and ‘Elementary occupations’ are the major group with 54% and 27.9%
respectively. The result of chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of
occupation are significantly different (chi square=201.99, p<0.001). This result is
similar to EU.20 ‘Craft and related trades workers’ group has about 2 times of accident
risk rate compared to ‘Elementary occupations’ and about 8 times of ‘Plant and machine
operators and assemblers’.

Fig.5. The distribution of injured person by occupation

 Analysis by size of employment
Fig.6. shows an analysis of occupational accidents by size of employment. 1-3

employees constitute the bigger group with 36.7%. Minor groups are 501-1000 and over
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than 1001 employees with 3.6% and 3.4% respectively. The result of chi-square
comparison test shows that the distributions of employment size are significantly
different (chi square=72.12, p<0.001).

It may calculate that companies with less than 3 employees have about 10.79 times
of the injury rate compared to companies with more than 1001 employees. This high
rate in small workplaces might be explained by the fact that most companies in Türkiye
have exhibited a low level of prevention with respect to safety and health at work issues.

Fig.6. The distribution of injured person by size of employment

Analysis by working hour

Fig.7. shows an analysis of working hour while the occupational accidents have
happened. The higher rates of accident are at the 1st and  2nd hours with 32.5% and
13.5%, respectively. The accident rate is at the 7th and  8th hours is 8% and 10.1%
respectively. The result of chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of
working hour are significantly different (chi square=57.18, p<0.001). The accident rate
reduces at onward hours but it rises again at the end of work. It might be explained by
concentration absence at the work beginning and fatigue towards to the end of work.

Fig.7. The distribution of injured person by working hour
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Analysis by cause of injury

Fig.8. shows the percentage distribution of injury cause. The higher rate of injury
cause is ‘Falling object’ (16%). It is followed by ‘Sharp piercing device’ (14.3%),
‘Caught in and between object’ (12.8%), ‘Falls’ (12.4%), ‘Machinery’ (10.5%). The
result of chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of injury cause are
significantly different (chi square=21.12, p<0.001).

Fig. 8. The distribution of injured person by cause of injury

Analysis by type of injury

Fig.9. shows the percentage distribution of injury type. ‘Superficial injuries and
open wounds’ are in the first rank (40%). ‘Crushed and contusions’ follow this (31.7%).
The result of chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of injury type are
significantly different (chi square=125.52, p<0.001). This result is similar to EU
(37.4%).20

Fig.9. The distribution of injured person by type of injury
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Analysis by injured part of body

Fig.10. shows the percentage distribution of injured part of body. The most common
injured part of body is ‘Upper extremities’ with 51.8% and ‘Lower extremities’ follow
this with 25.4%. The result of chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of
injury body part are significantly different (chi square=210.68, p<0.001). This result is
similar to EU (41.2% and 26.5%, respectively).20 Hands and fingers are the most
hazardous organs by occupational accident.

Fig.10. The distribution of injured person by injured part of body

Analysis by incapacity

Fig.11. shows the percentage distribution of incapacity. 7-13 days incapacity is the
bigger group of percentage with 30.6%. 4-6 days incapacity follows this with 22.1%.
The result of chi-square comparison test shows that the distributions of incapacity are
significantly different (chi square=79.26, p<0.001). The significant point in Türkiye, the
rate of zero day incapacity is only 4.7% and the rate of 1-3 days incapacity is 7.5%. In
European Union the rate of 0-3 days incapacity is 36.37%.41 It  might be explained by
off-record  of  unserious  small  accident.  Also  a  recent  study  from  US  has  shown  that
between 33% and 69% of all occupational injuries were missed of the reported
injuries.13
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Fig.11. The distribution of injured person by incapacity

Limitations

The rate of those working without being registered to any social security institution
is 45.6%. While the rate of those working without social security in agricultural sector is
87.4%, this rate is 31.7% in the sectors other than agriculture42. The most comprehensive
source related to work accident is the SSK statistics. The record of these data has been
reorganized with the EU harmonization protocols and the filtering of the information
from the system is possible for the year 2003 and afterwards. However these data cover
the work accidents with those working with obligatory insurance in the sector and the
work accidents reported by the employer. The insufficiency of the data to be worked
about the work accidents has also been emphasized43. Accident rates far below the
developed countries and fatal accident rates far above the developed countries have
been determined as a result of the study. There are great deficiencies related to reporting
of the work accidents. It has emphasized that the issue of work health and safety in Türkiye
is not adopted by the political authorities in the sufficient level and that the central and
local administrations of the government do not fulfill their duties for the required
supervision and monitoring on the workplaces44. Most of the accidents resulting with
small injures are not reported by the worker or the employer and the event is recorded only
when a hospitalization is required. Although the accessible accident statistics are limited,
they constitute importance for uncovering the characteristics of work accidents.

Conclusion

Between the years that were investigated the accident rate and fatality rate are 1207
and 15.6 per 100000, respectively. The rate of nonfatal occupational accident is less
than the European countries, but on the contrary the fatality rate is more over. The most
comprehensive source related to work accidents is the SSK statistics. However these
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data  cover  the  work  accidents  with  those  working  with  obligatory  insurance  in  the
sector and the work accidents reported by the employer. The insufficiency of the data to
be worked about the work accidents have also been emphasized in some studies.

As a result of this study, the following conclusions are drawn into most significant
points:

Although  %  80  insured  workers  are  male,  the  workers  who  injured  at  an
occupational accident are 96.1% male. The most risky age group is 25-29 years with
24.3% and accident rate decrease regularly while age increase. 42.5% of victims have
experience less than 1 year. This rate decrease with upward experience year. The most
risky sector is metal based manufacturing with 35.2%. The most risky occupation is
craft and related trades worker with 54%. 36.7% of occupational accident occurs in
small size workplaces and the accident rate decreases regularly while workplace size
increases. 32.5% of occupational accident happens at the first work hour. This rate
decreases until end of the work and it increases in the last two hours.  Falling objects are
the priority cause of accidents with 16%. Superficial injuries and open wounds (40%)
often occur in occupational accidents and upper extremities injure frequently (51.8%).

It is hoped that our findings will be useful as base line data for future follow up
comparisons and will be a step for preventing occupational accidents which afflict all us.

References

1. Takala, J. Global estimates of fatal occupational accidents. Epidemiology.
1999;10:640–646.

2. Herbert, R., Landrigan, P.J. Work-related death: a continuing epidemic. American
Journal of Public Health. 2000; 90: 541–545.

3. Hamalainen, P., Takala, J. and Saarela, L.K. Global estimates of occupational
accidents. Safety Science. 2006; 44:137–156.

4. Concha-Barrientos, M.,Nelson, D.I., Fingerhut, M., Driscoll, T. and  Leigh, J. The
global burden due to occupational injury. American Journal of Industrial
Medicine. 2005; 48:470–481.

5. Buck, P.C. Slipping, tripping and falling accidents at work a national picture.
Ergonomics. 1985;28:949–958.

6. Atallah, Z. R., Linda W. J., Burhan A. A., Rafi H. A. Fatal occupational injuries in
Jordan during the period 1980 through 1993. Safety  Science. 1998; 28:177-187.

7. Bailer, A.J., Stayner, L.T., Stout, N.A., Reed, L.D., Gilbert, S.J. Trends in
occupational fatal injury rates in the US (1983–1992). Occupational
Environmental Medicine. 1998; 55:485–498.

8. Byung, Y. J. Characteristics of occupational accidents in the manufacturing
industry of South Korea. International Journal of Industrial Ergonomics.
1997;20:301-306.

9. Chi, C.F., Wu, M.L. Fatal occupational injuries in Taiwan relationship between
fatality rate and age. Safety Science. 1997; 27:1-17.



Occupational Accident Characteristics in Türkiye Between 1997-2005 649

October 2008   Vol:16   No:2   Kastamonu Education Journal

10. Ergor, O.A., Demiral, Y., Piyal, Y.B. A significant outcome of work life:
occupational accidents in a developing country, Türkiye. Journal of Occupational
Health. 2003; 45:74-80.

11. Fabiano, B., Curro, F., Pastorino, R. Occupational injuries in Italy: risk factors and
long term trend (1951-1998). Occupational Environmental Medicine. 2001;58:
330-338.

12. Lawlor, M.G. and Chevoya, R.A. Fatal occupational injuries in Rhode Island.
Rhode Island Medicine. 1995; 78:204.

13. Leigh, J.P., Marcin, J.P., Miller, T.R. An estimate of the US government’s
undercount of nonfatal occupational injuries. Journal of Occupational and
Environmental Medicine. 2004; 46:10–18.

14. Macedo, A.C., Silva, I.L. Analysis of occupational accidents in Portugal between
1992 and 2001. Safety Science. 2005;43:269–286.

15. Meyrs, J.R. National surveillance of occupational fatalities in agriculture.
American Journal of Industrial Medicine. 1990;18:163-168.

16. Mock, C., Adjei, S., Acheampong, F., Deroo, L., Simpson, K. Occupational
injuries in Ghana. International Journal of Environmental Health. 2005;11:238-
245.

17. Schierhout, G.H., Midgley, A., Myers, J.E., 1997. Occupational fatality under-
reporting in rural areas of the western cape province, South Africa. Safety Science
25, 113-122.

18. Suruda, A. and Halperin, W. Work-related deaths in children. American Journal of
Industrial Medicine. 1991; 19:739-745.

19. Zwi,  A.B.,  Forjuoh,  S.,  Murugusampillay,  S.,  Odero,  W.,  Watts,  C.  Injuries  in
developing countries: policy response needed now. Royal Society of Tropical
Medicine. 1996; 90:593–595.

20. Dupré, D. Accidents at work in the EU 1998–1999. Eurostat. Statistics in focus.
Population and Social Conditions, Theme 3-16. 2001.

21. Leigh, J.P. Causes of Death in the Workplace. Quorum Books, Westport,
Connecticut. 1995.

22. Toscano, G., Windau, W.D. Fatal work injuries: results from the 1992 national
census. Monthly Labour Rev. 116, 39–48. 1993.

23. Toscano, G. Dangerous jobs. Compensation and Working Conditions 2, 57–60.
1997.

24. S.I.I. year 1997 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 1998.
25. S.I.I. year 1998 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 1999.
26. S.I.I. year 1999 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2000.
27. S.I.I. year 2000 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2001.
28. S.I.I. year 2001 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2002.
29. S.I.I. year 2002 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2003.
30. S.I.I. year 2003 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2004.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?db=pubmed&cmd=Search&itool=pubmed_AbstractPlus&term=%22Ergor+OA%22%5BAuthor%5D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?db=pubmed&cmd=Search&itool=pubmed_AbstractPlus&term=%22Demiral+Y%22%5BAuthor%5D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?db=pubmed&cmd=Search&itool=pubmed_AbstractPlus&term=%22Piyal+YB%22%5BAuthor%5D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?db=pubmed&cmd=Search&itool=pubmed_AbstractPlus&term=%22Fabiano+B%22%5BAuthor%5D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?db=pubmed&cmd=Search&itool=pubmed_AbstractPlus&term=%22Curro+F%22%5BAuthor%5D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?db=pubmed&cmd=Search&itool=pubmed_AbstractPlus&term=%22Pastorino+R%22%5BAuthor%5D


650 H.Güran ÜNAL, Arif GÖK, Kadir GÖK

Ekim 2008   Cilt:16   No:2    Kastamonu Eğitim Dergisi

31. S.I.I. year 2004 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2005.
32. S.I.I. year 2005 statistics report. Ankara: SSK Türk Press 2006.
33. Güven, E. Disability assessment in terms of forensic medicine (Specialization

Thesis) T.R. Istanbul: Ministry of Justice Forensic Medicine Head Office; pp 28–
32. 1986.

34. Ince H., Ince, N. and Ozyıldırım B.,A. Occupational accidents and forensic
medicine in Türkiye. Journal of Clinical Forensic Medicine. 2006;13:326–330.

35. Umut, S. Disability assessment in terms of forensic medicine (Specialization
Thesis). Istanbul: Ministry of Justice Forensic Medicine Head Office. 1986.

36. Forst,  L.S.,  Hryhorczuk,  D.,  Jaros,  M.  A  state  trauma  registry  as  a  tool  for
occupational Injury Surveillance. Journal of Occupational Environmental
Medicine. 1999; 41:514–520.

37. Hunting, K.L., Nessel-Stephens, L., Sanford, S.M., Shesser, R., Welch, L.S.
Surveillance of construction worker injuries through an urban emergency
department. Journal of Occupational Medicine. 1994;36:356–364.

38. Sahli, B.P., Armstrong, C.W. Confined space fatalities in Virginia. Journal of
Occupational Medicine. 1992;34: 910–917.

39. Cantürk, G., Eşiyok, B., Yaşar, H., Doğan, B., Hancı, H. Evaluation of occupational
injury cases in the department of forensic medicine, Ankara University Medical
Faculty between 1993-2003. Erciyes Medical Journal. 2006;28:1-6.

40. Saygun, M., Tunçbilek, A. The evaluation of occupational accident cases consulted in
S.I.I. High Health Comittee. Journal of Ankara Medical School.2000; 53:193-199.

41. Eurostat, Statistical analysis of socio-economic costs of accidents at work in the
European Union.  Theme 3 Population and social conditions, Office for Official
Publications of the European Communities, Luxembourg. 2004.

42. Turkish Statistical Institute.2007. Household Labour Force Survey, 2007 February
Results (January, February, March 2007),News Bulletin, Volume  76.

43. Gölbaşı, M. 2002. Determining approximate accidental cost index and work
accident reasons originates from usage agricultural tools and machineries PhD
Thesis. Ankara University, Graduate School of Natural and Applied Sciences.

44. Tan, O. 2001. Methodology of work accident cost. Master Thesis. Istanbul
University, Graduate School of Health Sciences.

http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=CANT%DCRK%2C%20G%FCrol&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=E%DE%DDYOK%2C%20Burcu&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=YA%DEAR%2C%20Hacer&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=DO%D0AN%2C%20B%FClent&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=HANCI%2C%20Hamit&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=Erciyes%20T%FDp%20Dergisi&s_f=4
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=SAYGUN%2C%20Meral&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=TUN%C7B%DDLEK%2C%20Arslan&s_f=3
http://uvt.ulakbim.gov.tr/uvt/index.php?cwid=3&vtadi=TTIP&keyword=Ankara%20%DCniversitesi%20T%FDp%20Fak%FCltesi%20Mecmuas%FD&s_f=4

	OCCUPATIONAL ACCIDENT CHARACTERISTICS IN TÜRKİYE BETWEEN 1997-2005
	Abstract
	Özet
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results and Discussion
	Trend of occupational accidents in the years 1997-2005
	Analysis by gender
	Analysis by age of injured person
	Analysis by work experience
	Analysis by branch of activities
	Analysis by occupation
	Analysis by size of employment
	Analysis by cause of injury
	Analysis by type of injury
	Analysis by injured part of body
	Analysis by incapacity

	Limitations
	Conclusion
	References


