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Abstract

Abstract It has come to attention that a risk—assessing organization, that will benchmark a company’ s

safety department, is imperative, following an increase in large—scale SOC—business project, construction of

higher—raised buildings, development of underground space; all that have increase accident rates. Having faced

problems that arise in firms that demand diversity, complexity and instantaneity, the purpose of the thesis is

to arrive at efficient and practical problem—solving means.

In order to solve the problems that would surface

theoretically during an actual risk assessment, the state of the operation systems of the top five national

construction firms having a hazard rate of 0.25 times less than the average rate have been analyzed, while a

hierarchal recognition research of the employees who not only function at the operating level but are the

practice subjects of a firm, has also been conducted, bringing the main text.
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<Table 1> the Method of Risk Assessment
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<Table 2> The basic criteria of early days

Contents
Frame directive (89/391/EEC)

minimum requirement for the workplace (89/654/EEC)
the use of work equipment (89/655/EEC)
personal protective equipment (89/656/EEC)
manual handling of loads (90/269/EEC)
display screen equipment (90/270/EEC)
¥ EEC : European Economic Commission

71RAL =7Ee] ARk Ao ek ZEA)
o HRAE grsh] fla ARl =7 atslok
ke ARRS g% ZloR AlRkdE FAI ekl
Z1E2deE At vk tiF2e] sd=els 99
37 Al mflole At ashs dvE 71
AL kAL, o] W] AAH Fr A3Ee dyks v Fig
28} #o] 20008174 10%F APgARaL wHAEo] oF

25% Fa¥ae & otk
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[Figure 10] the education and practice of health &
safety
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<Table 3> operating model (plan)

Criterion of judgment Applicable
Category .
Applicable status staus
@ human Treatment for more than s
damage 4 days
@) Physical More than two million v
damage won
@ Violation of |Viokation of Occupational Ve
regulations Safety and Health Act
@ 3 major . )
. Falling, overturning,
construction . va
. stenosis
disasters
(® Peripheral
P 3 party damage va
damage
Risk (Corresponding item number)
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<Table 4> Operating model by risk leve assessment

. Level control
risk Note
standard
Stop working
. Incommun immediately and Operation
5 items |. . . .
1—cability | establish a plan for [not possible
implementation
Establish temporary
. A grave safety measures
4 items ..
danger Sufficient safety .
Conditional
measures
acceptance
A Plan for planned
3 items |considera| maintenance, such as
bl—e risk| planned maintenance
. A slight Risk that requires
2 items
danger | management measures
A Job
. . Maintaining current |acceptance
1 items | negligible
. safety measures
risk
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<Table 5> Grade level

Recognitio ..
@ Class description
n rating
Through autononomous management,
LEVEL 1 | recertification (3 years) Business
establishment granted
Post management post—management
after initial authentication(Every year)
LEVEL 2 . .
Construction establishment under
construction
Sites that are initially certified by the
LEVEL 3 . .
Risk Assessment Consulting
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