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Legalistic Study Of The Subrogation Payment

System In Emergency Medicine

Kimin Song1, Yoon-Shin Kim2, Young-Ho Lee3

Jeong Se LawFirm1, Hanyang University2, Korea Food & Drug Administration3

=ABSTRACT=

This study was carried out to investigate the present conditions and discuss the 

issues of the Subrogation payment system in emergency medicine. Hitherto pre-

ceding study is focusing on controversial of management or efficient control of 

Subrogation payment system in emergency medicine. 

The object of this study is legalistic study of the Subrogation payment system 

in emergency medicine. The current legalistic issues of subrogation payment 

system in emergency medicine are the following aspects;

Firstly, there are a claimant conformity to the standard limit. Secondly, the re-

view system is not propriety of the promptitude. Thirdly, there is a lack of 

propriety claim for compensation of a support responsible person. Fourthly, 

there are objectivity and fairness of administrative appeal system. Fifthly, the 

point where one starts counting of extinctive prescription. Sixthly, the admin-

istrative punishment is an illogical system. Lastly, equity and fairness of the 

Review Agency, as an insurance company and an review Agency are sameness

In conclusion, we ought to improvement an unnecessary obstructions of promp-

titude in the Subrogation payment system in emergency medicine, and ensure a 

right of emergency medicine without delay.

Keywords : subrogation payment system in emergency medicine, emergency 

medicine, the review system propriety in emergency medicine, 

legalistic study of emergency medicine, a support responsible 

person




