tH&h A A QX st nf WA ZHol| THst PHE S RAL
ol F 3%
SELLESL EEE

(2010. 4. 21. H<= 7 2010. 8 4. A=)

A Satisfaction Survey On the Safety Environment and
Education Time in University Laboratories

Jong Ho Lee
Division of Fire Service Administration, Wonkwang University
(Received April 21, 2010 / Accepted August 4, 2010)

Abstract : This paper seeks to survey and analyze the status of obligatory execution from key institutional aspects
that have taken effect according to laws on creating safe environment for laboratory and of general details such as
the level of satisfaction on the part of people engaged in research activity regarding the laws after they have taken
effect. The subjects of this study were MA and PhD graduate students in science and engineering who are primarily
involved in research. This questionnaire survey was focused on finding basic data required for safety education for
researcher and for efficient safety management by examining the correlation between education time and level of satis-
faction. The collected data were analyzed by using frequency analysis, descriptive statistics, one way anova by SPSS12
package. The results obtained by this study are as follow. 1) Awarences of safety management rules, ordinary inspec-
tion, safety education were around 70% and other law clauses were around 50%. 2) The general satisfaction after the
Laboratory Safety Act enforcement was usual level with 4.72 points in 7. 3) Researchers demanded ordinary inspection
and protective equipment in a safe environmental composition. 4) The safety education time for improvement of a
safe consciousness level was needed 12h or 24h at 1 years.

Key Words : university laboratory, questionnaire survey, laboratory safety education, statistics
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Table 1, Awareness of researcher about the Laboratory Sa—
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Table 2. Satisfaction after the Laboratory Safety Act enforce—

ment
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Table 3. Law clause experienced in laboratory
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Table 4. Law clause needed for safe environment compo—
sition of laboratory
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Table 5, Law clause needed for Safety improvement of re—

searcher
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Table 6. Educational time of laboratory safety
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Table 7. Method of safety education
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Table 8. One way anova of satisfaction according to the
education time
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Fig. 2. Safety improvement according to the safety education
time,

Fig. 5. Problem copying effort according to the safety edu—
cation time,

4.32

A T A A SHE FE}

Fig, 3. Effort of an university according to the safety ed[J:
cation fime,

508

%llll

AR 247 AL aAE SazH iR

Fig. 6. Means for creating safety environment according to
the safety education time,

493 £:1] 485

W NZE sME B SAR agr

AjEE ZApEE AR ANEE SAITE 18
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Fig, 7. Safety environment according to the safety education
time,
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