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A Study on the Analysis and the Improvement of the Safety and
Health Consciousness between the Regular Employees and
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Abstract : This study is perform to improve the current point at issue of the non-regular employees, comparing the
safety and health consciousness of between the regular employees and non-regular employees in manufacturing fac-
tory. The investigation is carried out using the statistical analysis. The study presents that most of the non-regular
employees answer in the negative the current job satisfaction, work load, work risk, concern on the safety and health,
education, occupational safety and health system than the regular employees. For the improvement of these problems,
the government's safety and health policy should be changed and acknowledgement of the employer and employee on
the safety and health should be improved.
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Fig. 1. Industrial accident in 2006,
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Table 5, The Status of safety and health education in the field
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