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A Study on Adopting an Ex Post Facto Management System and
Reforming the Maritime Traffic Safety Audit Scheme
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Abstract : The Maritime Traffic Safety Audit Scheme was institutionalized in 2009 to provide for professional surveys, measurement and the evaluation
of navigational hazards that might occur in coastal waters in the course of marine work. Related researches that dealt with the reform of the Maritime
Traffic Safety Audit Scheme found that there were no rules or regulations for verifying whether marine work conformed to audit results and reviewing
the exactitude of ship handling simulations which were a crucial part of the scheme. According to the necessity of adopting an ex post facto management
system in the field of maritime traffic, this study analyzed the similar audit acts such as the Natural Environment Impact Audit Scheme and the Road
Traffic Safety Audit Scheme, and proposed specific articles for revising Maritime Safety Act in order to break out from the institutional inertia of the
current Maritime Traffic Safety Audit Scheme. It is expected that a newly proposed legal system for verifying the performance of audit results and the

exactitude of audits will help improve maritime traffic safety by eradicating potentially hidden hazards related to marine work.
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Act a Audit Act
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Fig. 1. History of Environmental Impact Audit.
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Fig. 2. Changes of Environmental Impact Audit.
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1. Application areas

1) Crossroads or crosswalks, upto distance of 150 m from
the end of crossroads or crosswalks

2) Upto distance of 600 m in designate cities, 1,000 m in
the outside of designated cities

N
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[T
T

150me +— 180 — |
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v

[ crossroad | [ crosswals |

B00a 1,000
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[ In desianated city | [

2. In case of any deficiency found major risky factors in
any road facilities which could lead to traffic accidents as
a result of road safety inspection.

Fig. 3. Guideline of Traffic Safety Audit.

2.2.1.2 XiHetA 20 Atg|

AFA B okl A o] gk A= 19901 el |7 = o] 1991
WRE Alge AR EHOR EQEglom 199319
ARG FAGEFH oz AHl FFo] o] HUEATHEIAA,
2016). AFF-HE = FHoul§ o
AR o] Foixl
FAAZS AR = Flo]7] witol
AR Aol o Fakx] 23

%, el mE A3 Bz

>

Pol ¥ W7} AFHE 9T

e = 2
i,
)
i

[¢}
o] ofye} AF-7 GEtef, Ay Al e 54 B B
(KEL 2011). o)A A5
TFHske] ARIA E ] 1k
A& AFsta A

=)
o] o}7lslE B FGTS HA4 s e & 3 NLAE S

i)
oL
o
o 2 T

2.3 AFBEHE ZQ
AFBYARE AAAAEE AAS] 98
W A Fofol A T

Table 2. Amendment history of maritime traffic safety audit scheme

Amendment/
Contents
Enforcement
2009.5.27/ .
2010.5.28 Introduction of the scheme
Deregulation from cancelation of registration to
2014.1.7/ | suspension of business on condition that an audit
2014.4.8 institution does not report the change of
registrated condition
Terminology change of audit institution’s
2014.3.18/ | qualification from a quasi-incompetent person or
2014.3.18 |an incompetent to guardianship in accordance
with the amendment of the civil law
2014.5.14/ . .
2014.11.15 Change of audit scope and target business
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