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Abstract

As preventive measures have received tremendous attention to prevent any possible accident in advance,

many work places have introduced safety and health management systems.

However despite of this

government’s effort, the industrial accident rate of small-scale businesses with less than 50 employees does not

decline, which is mainly because the projects are not differentiated according to the risk level of individual

business. To evaluate the risk level of small-scale businesses with less than 50 employees and then establish

effective safety and health management systems according to the risk level, this study has conducted the

following processes. The small-scale businesses with less than 50 employees were evaluated through accident

type, and potential accident risk factor was evaluated through location, business type, and business size. The

results of this analysis are expected to make contribution to improving the effectiveness of the safety and

health management supports to small-scale businesses with less than 50 employees.
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<Table 4> Loss day data per company type by
priority analysis
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