HESA ol AL LA A MM 2 20HEA of

25t 017

AT - Y - o)y
AR D528 - NAGARAATY - TALRANS AN 2 T8}
(2001. 10. 22. A<=/ 2001. 12. 4. &)

A Study on the Effectiveness of the Risk Assessment Regulations
for Construction Works

Hong-Seob Ahn' - Min-Lae Ro’ - Myeong-Gu Lee
Department of Civil Engineering, Kunsan National University - "Korea Occupational Safety and Health Agency
“Department of Safety System Engineering, Seoul Health College
(Received October 22, 2001 / Accepted December 4, 2001)

Abstract : The Risk assessment regulation(RAR) is one of the essential articles of the Occupational safety and health
law for the construction industry along with safety and health management expense and safety organization regulation. However,
arguments regarding the working time of the safety assessment documents, the person in charge of documentation, weak-
ness in legislative enforcement etc. are ongoing. Thus this study aims to analyze the effectiveness of RAR for the guid-
ance of enhancing the effectiveness of RAR. The findings are; 1) the effectiveness of RA R is recognized, however
the indirect effectiveness ie, enforcement of safety activities, previewing of drawings etc. are bigger than the direct
effectiveness of accident prevention, 2) to enhance the effectiveness of RAR, site inspection procedure has to be
utilized, 3) further research for identifying and getting rid of negative factors in RAR is recommended.
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Table 1. Effectiveness of the risk assessment regulations

year 92 93 04 95 9% 97 98 99 00 total
review(case) 1,340 1,798 1,803 2,178 2,086 2,306 1,048 1,009 866 14,434
?t';e';‘)spm‘m 1,288 2,229 3,074 3,596 4,854 5,386 5,092 4,559 4415 34,493
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Fig. 2. Effectiveness of the risk assessment regulations
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Fig. 3. Spedific effectiveness of the Risk assessment regulations
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Table 2. Effectiveness of the Risk assessment regulations

i Nos of | Nos of Nos of | Injury
Classification workers | injuries deaths rates
Whole l
Construction 1,812,702 10,996 583 0.6
Indusrty
Sites technically
serviced 466,081 942 82 0.2

34. FAEUXA SN =S W o|HAE)

341 AZAAZA}L 8 D o|PAE

FAAGLRAIGA 9 ol Hxo] st AY
=Y g rAzA 9 AAAR L AYAG ¥
ARG FA o2 FAMY B, i3 3%
A, Al ESAAGA A, FR BE, o
PAE, Az AAEH, MAAE, 32T 59 <
Az, "WgelA 5o Bl 2ARBIID. 2APIZE
220013 79 3 @24 ZAPITE Bt FAER
& AR IR 2ASIETE ZAFERE A RAL
£ I3l g EAAYN FANLTAL F
17 @F22A, ujZAIEES AlLstae
AR}t BAA REE AASA

342 IAAZY GG EAAYA o] H
9 MR 73}

ZAE Aol AvEQ] FHEEAAGA
244 2 oolg) £ wlg- BT A ¥T STl
ulF 574, W 9F MR e

FAYELERAGA Y WEL =Fe =2
NEALAALFE Fztdon, A |ERE
2ol FAE RAYFE JEser, ol B A
29| AA] g7t ToluhdAs FA V)Y Soll tig
BEH TR Axd UiF Ao FHoez )
Ad g oz god

o3y Agg v Yy gl FAHHFLAA
YNe A9 F=zIA gx Agrels Bl I
AE R gsta glom, FlYEERAgA Y] HE
o] ¥33 FAATE FF9 GAAE Fol 73
AFBAAGA e WE A=}t F3h)

AAET} FHAE dFEE FEAgE9EAAY
A 29 olgrths FAL g Ao ehAZH
A FAAES AR A o ou)E T3 gl
9, FAAFARAGAY YEE F2IAT EJl
ZAF Aol AE71€E Bol RS F o] #i¢
fosittn sk

E3) ERIAAE AA37] Wil HAMEE HE

138

St} FF7IREEL FAREAE] st @7
A3 2 Ao =y GHAEME Bed
o) AR Ak st en, AF Aol
FAHAHLAAGHE 2P o=A FARIR &
3 GRS AHdl S R HET  3lE 25
7F 7P 2 ALE YEsit.

FAAGLAAGA B89 44, AAEHY
Sz AE T FaNEe] S 58 AsMe &
AAALY] B3t v T3 FAZ EHHAT

4. 2 E

dwazd, FduABAn 53 W7 A
Al A7 9% 297 AR Fo sl o
A4 B, A4 2 A2 $92 S dg
AR =7t ASHD e FAADEAAGA
A AR Pte) WAL 9B 2R §
e St B ARe AE}E 24 2HsY
o ZAPEE B HET L ARAGY W o
ARz, APUNEA 52 PR Fag
2o thet 2ok

D) @ FAAGINAGAAEE A A
AABLRE oln AE EANE ATD gk Ao
2 vetod, 4898 9AAY £4e 59
459 ANEA BIe 39 24 gL AoE
Ehgte.

2) Awe] WeAE AAsHE BEe] e A4
Bl 94 AZE 2= A glol, 34
4 A4, FAE WF 5 ANEHY ANLe]
47} Bashk

3) AYYAS FAFFl ¥ FANYY
AAGAAEY N EHE ¥ A2 vehgch
geld leAae BE, 28 5 AARAY A
42 raFEe) e 9% PAY =FEL B
A=) ANET S0 71lg Aoz B

4 FAADIAAGNY By FES FAHL
2 A 7he FAlolu, AR EAAYAY
Az 0 B8 NEE P RolA AY BESA @
A QA o] ARE B9 RS ek

) FAFDIAAGA e FAYH YK
3}8 Folt U BARAS BAE 18

Hed B ARe 454E o7l AsHE A
48 A7 2dsel @ 3712 A7
olgo] tig 7yl 718e Aoz waes

Journd of the KIS, Vol. 16, No. 4, 2001



HUBAL FHAYUR|ALMF T EDREA 0 RIS AT

BA] 2@ B AT A4ARnadTAY @
Fu] Aol gJatel A=A,

1) Ajekd nA Haaz.

2) k2 A, 3o AR EAA, dbat
AerA s 97 AMIAZTA ARV LHF, pp.
1~54, 1997,

3) =ik T, AdTA 84 HAPIE
off F3F A, 1989. 12.

4) AT, AdGe ARk ATE

FRAdoEMELEIX], Hl163 M4Z, 2001

O3 AHLrlol=. 2000. 7.

5) FAdrAETE APekAR AT Y, ALY
A ALt T THA T T AFE, 1999. 12,

6) iAot AIEA R AT Y, A
ol 7% g9 @ HHF5R #E A
It 1998. 12.

7) AR ATE At H R AL TY, ARdet
AEAY Ao AgAl grwet A, 2000. 11.

8 It dT e, FelE URAGA A
712, 2000. 3.

9) At ForAFd A AT, EERER
g A3 FlEER ] B3HAge, 1997, 12

10) S 4kAokd T, 21417] AFdrA R AR A
Ak (7dekAEop, 1999. 5.

139



