Journal of the Korean Society of Safety
Vol. 35, No. 6, pp. 54-60, December 2020
https://doi.org/10.14346/JK0S0S.2020.35.6.54

ISSN 1738-3803 (Print)
ISSN 2383-9953 (Online)
http: //www.kosos.or.kr/jkosos

M7 QHY ZE AWE BRI ABTHA AT

- O
A

- 447 Qe ZE St QR BB AR

O 22!

dEe] B 7
IEZ 1O
= |

A Study on the Improvement of Safety Management at the
Construction Stage using Design for Safety Results

- Focusing on the Connection between Design for Safety and Safety

Management Plan

Goon Jae Lee"!

'Corresponding Author
Goon Jae Lee

Tel : +82-41-550-5489
E-mail : mé0dx@smu.ac.kr

Received : October 16, 2020

Revised : November 20, 2020
Accepted : December 4, 2020

Copyright@2020 by The Korean Society
of Safety All right reserved.

LME

20049 = ALEE ¢
S ERE AMLTAF APQHHA
302003 thu] 2005d9] AaA=TL OF 30% TFAS
el o]F AA7HA] A& F7AIE YR ek
Zo| 1A} W A= AAT AT

AM AR 0] A=

Abstract : Recently, the issue of construction safety is growing. In the construction
industry, accidents have continued to increase since 2000. In particular, the number of
accident deaths at small and medium-sized construction sites accounts for 72.11% of
the total number of accident deaths in the construction industry. For construction
safety, prior safety evaluation systems such as Design for safety and safety
management plan preparation are in place. However, at construction sites, these
systems are recognized as formal legal documents, and their effectiveness is greatly
reduced. Therefore, in this study, a linkage model that links design safety review
information and safety management plan information was presented so that the safety
management plan can be efficiently established. In addition, the effectiveness of the
proposed process was verified as an example of actual work. The linkage model will
contribute to improving the safety management environment at the site by increasing
the productivity of safety management work by enabling easy sharing of risk factor
information in the construction stage safety management work. The results of this
study will be used as basic information for the development of the integrated safety
management system.

Key Words : construction, safety management, linkage model, design for safety, safety
management plan
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