e ALgiE CMe| o=t

1.8 &

1)

AEAIY-L AFRIE o] AF4d A AT o) AA
7 i FEO Aotk Qg ¥ AFHoE FAH
stttk RE 4GS 2 AAVE FAE B9 e AL AL
dYL &9 927}t UrHHillebrandt,1985).

o LAY EHo] & Iyt Axabe] ofie|u Ft
A gAY da A JE oty d Yol TAe] g F
FE QA ed A AL E 5F dA AL F9
Arge BYRol ool sted ndley HEtu=y ulg
24 59 AEAdel HAY &R HT SUHy
g a4 ey AFE, $= ML 5 AL FAd
gt & A AR F AR FE AEAGY F
g2 AA Project FHe UolA 7|8 R 4F7A 2 A
o= & FAVHFF EE 71Y9) F(E7T Hel FRdTE
ol ol Fu e F99 9uelx CM(Construction
Management)o|2tz R &t} ol vz CMEIN(CMAAY &
oA L3tm A= CME Aot & 5 JAoh o=
CMAAZ} 28 CM Definition ]t}

“The Process of Professional Management Applied to

WU oo B N

a Construction Program from Concept to Completion for
the Purpose of Controlling Time, Cost and Quality”

2o
i

CM3 /EA S 4 Ze] 34849 g3 g

2
gk mojel @A, AU DA B 5 Aol2 JF
q2k, 71 R FY AL 2EHA HE T AT 3
Qe Aoz BAY & =E2 MHEAE 3lolA CMol
ojd HdE gL £ & yriok stErtel dE WLE
At auz g,

2. JHEAIA 2 CMe| HEe4d

ol & doje] AE Fof AldA B HQ 4
A E A A8 =Fo] HA st ¥ (o] 7E, Fot
Z WA} 1994) olghe #Alo] U2tk E3 Webster 9%
Alde]l B to bring to a more advanced, effective, or
usable state or to cause to grow or expand (Webster,
Carol G. Braham, Random House, New York, 1995)c]2}
= 247 Aok & 712 e A9e FY Rk A

* 939 Parsons Brinckerhoff Korea ™ ¥ o)A}

Ae AEHIZ A3 A7lE Ao M oj#ld Algo] A
F 7] AsME FA9 Aol FdHojof Fo] T
fdeln 1 429 AYE 7YRE gFAA BEd 2H
A o 2 (Efficient) &3t HXM o MAEAY AEFS YA
slok €t o]g7] HMe HESE FeA 2 B /Y
9] TAol E7I9 3d] ojA vl CMeolzt & 4 ATk
ol ©HlE CMY3 9 HAuyeo CMAA HYoA AFF
CM9 983 dA3Ee dAx MEAgeA CMe He
A T  JA

24 AL A e (EE by FES FRHa
Atk o] AS AA, FFA AT F dYE g 1 g9 B
E Project F24& CMA] U7l 347t 948 & s €A,
CMiit oF EFA7F Ze] & €o2 HoA AYdE F= &
Z = gln A, 42 $8 vet 35 FE NS 5,
A FA FHAY AR 2Hol A FAE Hol A B
Z 28 Ug = Jdoh 34 BEW 9329 Aldle CMA
A5 WY 2 FFo] wi¢ & ¥ el AR ¢ AFHs
A 23S e FAY FI& A A SubE CMANE A
8 HYdA gLt FHE "ol &3t Uth A= §
gE FH3E Projectd] AFE HdiMe AE3HD FE e
ZA(CMr: Construction Manager, CMALY) 3% Project 8
ZA))o] AA ProjectE o]Fo] urtol ke AolEs AEY
X7t &S empirical studyE EFA & + ok & o
L Projecto]?d A7t =& FUSH SA4S HAW, TS
AgEo] Az Z2oPdx Rdle HE AEII} old %
2o} Project® #EsTrt A7is £€e HoA &
(Unseen factor) Loss7} @vhu E71gtes ol matA
2 xpEo] FlHojok s MEAIPAA of g &4
& FHoig Folm, FAY AYL HAF AAH FUEA
Project® FX13 W77l HdAs 27188 dE CMY
HQdo] ¥t=A] Bas Aol

3. ALY A YW CMel HE

B9 NBAYGL oteje] dAlY wet 1 "o
1) Intention(7Rde] it 7] 93
2) Feasibility Study(8}34 HE)
3) AT AY F¥Y, 712 24 € 718 A}
4) 2 iy 2 AA, 949 A
5) AFA A4 & A1F
6) Bol T3+ Operation
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3.1 Intention

gzt 27 4FE A FrldA wEART T
SOC Aol A L Il AFAEC] Fdsxn e
ol ML AT AY FIE FYolAT o Aol F
o AN 2AFHoEZ FAAE AFAY Frolth 53
AlE Ad 2945 FES oo BV wEd AFY
o] & A|FAIE ol @ SOCAIY ¢ H3Ho=z F
4 sta Ao vA Y FA(Y FEE LFAE A 9
&2 AFE 23 FA FE Audes ARG §
Aste] B7} ol g dogis FUE FHEA Hoh o] F
S CMre o3 ZAHA FAZENA ProjectBEE &
MAAY FRAENY AAE =9 Fo2A FEAAAEY
715 #¢AA Projectd 7] &¢o] JtF IJEE 3 F
o AAZ ZA FAAEAA FEI W FRE Y
Fog2A FF 380 FA YAE B2Y W CM ServiceE

A & A HES

32 €34 RAE

B34 AEx 2FEAAE Projectd A& F3 o
g A $ T8 Aot AdY AgE F4Y
7] Ao EFEAE T Wt I volrtME o9
7l &ted o] HANA Yo Ao Bo] oE&3HA
A FAdd dojzt AT
A FHde o] RET AR LR 3t 49 A B
o] glor CMAIY AS WFol ol& AF2z e 74
7} %3 £3]  Project¥2 E}RA AEY WA AR 7
() 2EF ABE, 9% FAM FH e A
Engineer7} lolA o] 7ol #A3st7] wfEo] o F4
g gle Asrk BEo] A £ Jdo. Fu| X3A, F A
g5 £zl g2l AFA FAREL og AR A
2 71€& 7HA CMAMY 834 HEE 93ste Aot
Zolxn gl

4 CMAE = F&3 A¥AH H7F Reportd =
NPV(Net present Value), ROI(Meturn of Investment)7} 3
e £A7 UE # YEANE AF dod ol ¥4 A
A&tz ZdolA 9 ApproachE E3 24 ) olg F
8 AA ANHE(: o2&, AT, AA 4% 3% )7t 9

oo oL 4z

rr

& Agol €8 Prh(Fellows, 199%6). =3 CMAME
Project®} Riske]l i@ &4& T34 oHF Risk’t ¥
Project?] 43S 9% Fei7t 2 & A= AE 44

(identify)3t 22 7 2 3HQuantification) 3l oj9A 1A o}
2 9g & 9&A(Risk Avoidance)E 2F Ao A3tk
(Fellows, 1996). '

33 A3 A8 9, 71¥& 44 2 718 437}

e BRA AE 23 TR Feiyol ARHA B3
A BAHoz A2 AY Y, /1L 44 2 2 A3
7} Ziel Frdo o A$AE CMALY AE AFo] @
e a7ol B2t A7 AY FYL o Fol, AR 4

A, A57te FFAE RPHA FAg)

24 CMA= #A] 23 el Engineering Team©)
A7l wWEe 7] AA Fo AFE FAsEH AN QA
o #x AAANEH QAN Local Codedll 3o 21& 7}

FE F3sA 8.

%3 dj¢tol Parsons BrinckerhoffA}7} ®)=Fe]  Global
Crossingfit 2 3E 213 wol 433 AT HolE AF A
g 4, 718 A4 2 AF7 4F dge] £EH gk

T3 939 GlasgowA s MEAFE F#E}E Don
Bennett¥7} $1d W2 7]& <o A A AEAGY
W=7 229 Project Qe g YA A xFsgs} F
W Projectstd] 4AE B8 ¥& 4 UE o & Value(}
e AA FEE BFAE Leaddts AE Fo8 9%
olg A

34 A vy R AA, 4 A

Ao mat =Xt CMrES AFAHZREH 31 Y
of i AHNAMTE AL A B&= ALV AU A
AL @FEA7E o Fobd HEJE B e A=
T o HFA7} AFA J1geln 1 e Fxabel &
3 3% CMr Real estate AHE- o2 27)0 337
T g vl CMitrl olgjsh dAF7tE EF BH3tn 3l
F U= A SodE CMAIY 7] Line-up 3l®& 2 XY
A ARV gEEd 2F A g7 FEEHEAM A
Project schemeol] ZE B2 wigle FH3 F& =4
st o] Bz M F2 § RE dEAT AHF
ol B olHo] 7MY Hol Un A #FHA PFALY
FAHES AA sln AEHoT HA &) Fojof dn}
s 718 AdA GA=R Eo7tr] A& s IdFEA9
CMr& o< 2193 Fzad AA FAPge AFA
(Constructablity)# Cost5& A&Hoz Hals] vz,
ol x7] dAldA HE CMrol /MY AA Project
9 ok, F71 Bl AU 4FL 7 AG. TFAHY 9
Part= o] ml%E £33 dhdo 7 Project?] &

(EF5) &5 ot

(24 1

ox e 2 4z o

o

53

o
e

35 A1FA AP & AT

CMrel 28% g4F59 = al
Y Z(Procurement) #tgl& BFAHE gyt F3h3
otk 94 o AAE F8Y AL C
AR A o)}

ge 2FEAEE FYFAAT MEAPde AFHELS
E3] 27 A8 2 AP (Cash Flow Management)o] =)<
ugst CMrES 94, 271d 59 FA AT 28 A

& Fo PA BA3e 2FHo) mangozA BFH
AF 29 AL E99 ole AFAEN A 74 diF
AgHsE A#=7] W ¢ Fosch & 5 Qo

36 B#vf == Operation

HT AR Wzkel A FJ&n AE SOC(Social
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Overhead Capitals) A} 9] A%+ BOT(Build, Operation
and Transfe)@2 o2 spdAldol S == o ¢ ¥
AR(LF )7L SOCA e dAdwst ozt &9 477
2l Fgsjor HY, ol CMAIY System¥-¥ JEHEL
4] O AEHYLo2ZA AEHSZ Projects] &9
Fdg 83 ¢E g Judz &IA9 BE AR
CMALE©] Projectd] €90l AE AFALoz AH AY
e A7 8ok (4 "9 F B4 A7 0 &M, &
4 349 Dam managements & PB7} #8532 U%)

4. CMe] 2 ods U CSF (Critical Success
Factor)

& AEAGe g CMY ¥ 4 2 A4F 8
Q1o i8] empirical studyE £33 n@s] rr|g2 o
24 Project?] Objectivers $4& o2 wF3)e] Objectives
WEA) 7= Aolgt &4 th(Fitness for Purpose, Walker
996). 12} o]ej g WX 9] ObjectivesE A3 TWE Al
T AL FAY 9T & FE old §F UG AT
CMr Teame &4 73, Leadership & 7HJ At
2 FA sojob 3 olEe] 3R-EFH, CMr, AFA
9] #A9 Project Management &3 & F&& U=
Aol & AF L (Critical Success Factor; CSF)olat 3}
A (Barrie & Paulson,1992).

Walker(1996) = 7]£3< ¥, A% | oo o F&
Project FAAEY A3 F=2HY HEE
Projectd CSFZ A/3Ed 531 279 3 (Culture)
7} zbol7l #& A EFA(Architect, Engineer, Banker and
Project Administrator)E0°] X4 =83l Project7} Ul
BBo)7] MBe A3 2 B39 59 o ¢ ¥
7t el zolg 3t By <)Hg /Y Project’t ¥
=24 staffEe] o1Fol Ae Reojgd ol UsH A3
¥ 9)E CMre Leadershipel ®astth & 4+ ¢icl

i

=

of

oot 2 N

@ Re

5 U2 JiEAA e A Alzf(Case Study)

g&& "Gx7t FdE AA AR £PRY T
9] 74 Project A At#E &748F2, 2 Projectol Al CMAL
7} ol® d4¥8L FYPJEstE dF SuA o g I
3|Ah Projecte] 82 /e AR BEA 719 S ALWSE
&) s|57] vt

5.1 Cable Landing Station

1) Project 718

¥ Projecte uIF9 GAMZE AAAC F3AN HE d4F
&7 A3 BEAE 3= MEAAYGeE vFe AR &ty
g z} ofrlo} Z7tES F 5 CableZ2 AE8tE Project
Atk CMAME ZA7F &3 e PBAVE AAHANRNE 3%
4l Cableg B8 uich 2o 75 AL A9 KA}

AAH] =83 d s A Project jito] ¢ 1098 o]
Y& Project2 A Ao ¢%FE Mega-Project ojth.

2) CMALS) JF Scope

CMAE b3 & &%3std B3de 712 28 2 A
71 F%4 Cable o] A§3le &2 Ul 7|A7 AHE 4%
22 Fojre AlZste dA, FU AlFA AR 2 Aot
dE AZE #FE 2 0 &M 7AA AAE B89 223

A YA 9% 4TE A9 v

3 F8 44

FFE 8 olXol I7FEAHYE AW AHEY A o
FA0] W4 o 53 7IAFo) AdHE AW &
2 dx 9ndy fade A dAsr= olge 3
ojuch AdANAegs CMAME AYEsl Ao 2FHE o
As) B2 wigdg ¥ KAl §=9 § EngineeringAl
g Z& FAHsd Aoz £4 WA gGHEN F
J7t= ZFA A7ke] 10M Hx o vld e AFY Agdst
e AE FA =Hodg A7 A2 BAE Fuset
AL Fe AL & o SFEAE §Fd g BN
ZAe FE F Yo QA HA3 5 Wl F4l Partnerol Al
FAY 448 4% J19E wi$ £9EtA I}3d =@
o= A&, A, 9=, £F, 55 ¥§F 59 g F7}
9 71E3q o] Ao s N ProjectR 7] WEo M2 o
& %3, 7R dF oldE 3 AAE TostE {5
CMre] 7147 daidez 98 A =Y

4) CMALY o4&

CMAE &4 32 W A& 354 Dealer Line® 53
N2e B2 Mgdes FAP2 54 74 B2 g5
WAL 38 7 AAE B dAZ 38 E AYs §
F AANRESG AY, A5 o RE YF
Fast-Tracke 2 FZAFow 9 Fof, £ HFA, AS
H7EAEAL A4 2 AFAA 2F 6702 oluel W
ol WFEX ¥l dF A nwle HAH F=
d& Fgom 7] AARH TYsto HAH HAE 4=
FAn 5T AFA AP E Fo2M HA ProjectE B
Z F719F 44 o] AP =2 3Pt

i

MR A

5) Critical Success Factor (CSF): Projecte] 4% 8¢

£ Projectes 7] 48 viSAAA AriFez el o
HAEE FAoY CMAZE F7lol APty 2FAH, AFA}
AANESY P& FFUE Lo dEL F FPPS o
ol 4FHA &Fo] Ztedd a8y 238 oo 24
g UxEE e de 573 2 AFAHY CMrel e
AZHQA PZo] UAT £FF CMr2 AlFALe] 9L F
3 2R AFAE o]ldg d F UEE AFHE A
RS HE& £ 5 Jd. FE2Ho= o 89 A
Argol gloiA} CMALY 932 Win-Windll 9123t &

Management7]| &S 2 AA  AF3e
Coordinator =+ Project Leadergt & 4 Ut}

e

M o g 2

Project
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5.2 H Company Seoul Office project

1) Project /18

% Projecte o] 1&3A 248 I A=A 7ol
a2 U 7Y Aol F1 EY FF ZF Ao £ W
ol ol2t By A AIFA AFe ads =44 o
2} 332 HYY Project2 A HF BA $9& 7
31+ Projecto]t}.

2) CMAH9 % Scope

BFAE o F39 ATAGY A APl ¢gln o
T AMZe] dig x4o] gt wEeo] ojujg FPH
ol % scope’t A A + R CMAZAA o8 7t
2 dgte Fuls d9sdn 1 F M #FEXe R
AR 9T D F39 IdF ¥WYE FHI}E Hy=R
FA89. ©] 2% M F83% AL 2FAYL CMA
A5 A7 ol ol E7X AXFor & 8% Aol
E& CMAIE CMAMel dig 2539 7b3 & 7ldizt A
FAYE Agn 9% 998 18 B 59 AN AT

}= ServiceZ A}

3) #¥ 43

21g gaed B e A, FEA HEY AS T
of WFX7t A7l AES JHAk HAdE AL =7
A g 717 A} A7 FEEe Fdo] o R
Batslo] AlFAE Aol 3t AFolet o] FI #AFS)
€ = EA47F AN,

4) CMALY] 9%

CM Ale A H§gd 82 B B9 x 83
A A e A Concept Designg A& ch ok 1449 7|3
ol BA B4 2 Mg 7| HA 7|Esle oAb ¥
34 AE YL 33 olE FHHoE AP LFH
AqA FZ RaFPY AFHE o] 4§ /IFoR EA B
o] Balel BuUlAM HE BAS 7idgn e Adelr)

5) CSF

B Projects 2WFA 9 CMAIZEY A5 Alg 2 AEA
o] 237t o F2 7oA. obF™ 7E A= e F
(4E)of A =N EF R, DA, 54t Developers & §
93te HF g EEs Yrte die CMAF Ade) AR
Coordinations #eol o @¥ o3t AL L o F
= 2FEAe A7 Mg FaF AT 2UCSHolUTh
st A

6.2 &

Aol glelM el CMe 988 9 g2 EFAE
Aalsted BFAHIE F33te AEAGe] 4T F UAES
AE Know-How serviceg A F3l= Aolg} gttt

4 AL FAQ Aot CMA A 93k Scope
of Service7t 2% t&d 9 AFHY Fx W T A}
12 29 Feasibility Study(Bl343 ZAE)FE A HE,
Al Z2 AR, Z2e7tx1e] AA PackageE 833+ AL
22 wtd FU Y GAE 2 ddez FHE AA
Mdge] AMYE FR3Y] AR F2 AT FEY IFA
BY 59 55 HoRo BEd 83o] Bk E3 Iy A
2 AA e 2700 AW FH] HEE sof & AE CMAMSH
9 AF P2E FA st 22 A} 6L & & o]Fq
CMAe] Contactdte ZA-¢7F Bed o2 A% w0 B
olZ G &£4& B u ZA= v A oo AL o
33 A YTE Projectd] ME Aol CMAISY §
gg 73 3n gn T CM T PHE 2g4H3 gl
U A ARGl oM CMY 98e Ha gy Ha
itk ol&A CM 7del =91d Mdargel AF 7 A
8l CSF(Critical Success Factor)®= CMrE9 AEA,
Team Leadershipi} 43 Alzet & & ¢z d= &
AdE w3 AAR ARARG Y oA CMALY FFE Y
He HEA7L CMAIA AF ZIgiste Ag, & g
Ao Aol olRA HFHoE FTEsY £o gutE
g 7i1d8 & 5 d=ve BAHANA Hoge HEE AF
3t Aol
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