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Abstract : The purpose of this study is to review and suggest coastal shipping policies for introduction of WIG craft into domenstic
passenger shipping market. Two Korean companies are leading in the development of WIG craft as an innovative sea transportation
vehicle, and it is awaiting for commercialization. WIG craft is expected to be commercialized from coastal passenger market and we used
AHP method to investigate the major factors and its’ priority for smooth market entry. The results shows that priorities are on the WIG
craft legislation, dock installation and operation, port state control, and pilot hiring and training, craft maintenance, and ship’s certification

in order.

Key words : cabotage, coastal passenger service, wig craft, wing
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