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Abstract Recently, the fatality rate in the construction industry has not decreased any more and is in a stagnant
state, and there are efforts by various construction participants such as ordering, design, and construction,
management to improve it. In order to reduce serious accidents in the construction industry, which is higher
than in other industries, the government evaluates the safety level of construction participants and announces it
to raise awareness. However, in the items, standards, and procedures of the safety management level evaluation,
there are points that do not match the site situation, and it is necessary to improve them. In this study, in
order to improve the safety management level evaluation for construction technology service providers who are
in the worst situation for safety management, the safety management level evaluation result analysis and
Focus-Group-Interview(FGI) were conducted. improvement direction was suggested.
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Conducted once per fiscal year
management service providers
and contractors who have
construction works subject to
on-site evaluation

Conducted once when the air is
for construction project

50% advanced
Head office evaluation:

On-site evaluation :

Table 1. Target and timing of safety management level evaluation
Target

construction technology service
provider registered pursuant to

Article 4 (1) 2 (c) of the

Enforcement Decree

project management, including

supervisory authority agency
work pursuant to Article 39 (2)

The site and head office of a
% Limited to construction
technology service providers
who perform construction

of the Act

2020

2019

1.65

2018

1.66
051
0.52

2017
Changes in the accidental death rate by industry

055
053
2016

1.00
0.50
0.00
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Table 3. Classification of safety management level evaluation

ltems for field
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Table 4. Evaluators’ comments on safety management level
evaluation for head office

Need to present specific standards for legal
requirements
It overlaps with the safety training performance data

Middle , in the quarterly earnings report
Category Erelivrors codents B2 In order to check the safety education record
Ambiguous basis and form for establishing safety management, it is considered that it is not appropriate
Al management policy and construction safety to give a score based on the data, although the
management manual document file photo site is attached.
Need to specify the department in charge of the It is difficult to confirm whether an emergency
certificate of employment response plan is established regularly
A2 | Need for specific requirements for employees with the Currently, the guide revision history is evaluated, but
ability and qualifications to implement the safety B3 if there is no revision history, points are deducted, so
management activity plan. ) the item needs to be improved
The term ‘construction safety’ is needed in the In general, improvement is required by attaching the
classification titles and evaluation criteria for small results of emergency response training conducted by
and medium-sized enterprises. the construction company.
B1 Due to the su.bmission of safc.ety inspection results in Ambiguous definition of safety management-related
accordance Wlth the Occupational Safety and Health meetings and confirmation of commumication
Act, legal requirements must be presented. procedures
Subr.ni.s.sion of a simple checklist checklist reduces the cl Need to include periodic planning data for
credlblhty of .th.e docur.nent. safety-related meetings in the evidence
B2 Reqtpres specific wording amendments to legal Need to interpret voluntary safety management
requirements activities
B3 All r.esults were judged to be excellent, so measures Need to improve the evaluation criteria for system
and improvements were not included establishment and periodic improvement.
Actions and improvements are not listed as the Implementation results for risk assessment are
El performance measurement results are judged to be required
excellent. D1 Need to specify the evaluation criteria for ‘repetitive
welfare matters’
Need to present quantitative and specific standards
E 5 HZE oMz FEEIF S HIOMKL 2 oA for instructions and countermeasures to eliminate and
Table 5. Evaluators’ comments on safety management level reduce risks.
evaluation for field C.1 Safety advisory group composition and ambiguity
Middle , of differentiation
Evaluators” comments . .\

Category Do, If the safety advisory group composition and
Ambiguous basis and form of establishment of site operation performance are not significantly different
safety management policy and manual from the relevant items, it is suggested that item
Need to check the construction project manager’s C.1.2(3) be deleted.

A1 | amangement documents to check all members in In some cases, additional measures and improvements
charge of the site. E1l are not entered because the performance
D.ue. to many qualitative data presentat.i(.)ns, it IS _ measurement results are judged to be excellent.
difficult to confm them, 0 only quantified activities Regardless of whether or not there is an accident, it
need to be recognized. . ) . .

- - — - 1S necessary to obtain a confirmation letter of

In the field, thfe.safety ofﬁ(?er 1S d1v1.ded mto E2. whether or not the approval for industrial accident
concurrgnt positions or dedicated assignments for care has been returned.

A9 evaluation. .

) Although the safety officer can only perform the
training, many complaints from the evaluator occur 7ol tigk =2 e FAE 2= E A
zhen requesﬂng t.he d(jqftflﬁcatlon. . . f oo o) Qjﬂ@_’ Zﬂ?j], Aste] o] G 7oA oF
most cases, 1t 1s 1cult to contirm the use o -

safety managément expenses under the Construction A =] gels 913 v }‘1 Fol A §}7 F A
Technology Promotion Act by submitting the results o} Hale]l Ao FAFSHAl et 3] ole] Aot ¥

B | > Hder 97t mag HEo| Qla FAF ol A4 Hojahs
Need to provide guidelines so that an opinion on the Zol| gk A=A EA7F A7 EHo] AlF- 7S ALA}
i e e e S e e ) A1 A A
ordering agency can be attached. A=A aar soj AR digh d AU dy 4
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T oHE el Weko g Holo] W] Bl E 6. AL oM E| FEYItol| et ™I F oA
wok ol A7) obATbale] Wid AA WIh A gk Table 6 Examinees’ cqmments on safety management level
’ ’ evaluation for head office
o] Aol A Akl R A, B R ANA AR il - t
_ xaminees' comments
E AAlo] HrE 7)o VSIS, 0l As Category
TAsE Fart o= gAAA T Atk Al It is desirable to replace the qualification of the

person in charge with education, etc.

Clarification of safety department, difficulty in
2) W7+ oA Ao | securing dedicated personnel
- ) Difficulty in clarification and operation of the
~ incentive system
7heh g Arete] 3] There may be no support for technical safety for
1 1A B1 vulnerable types of work. It seems reasonable to
check only the existing support system.

3 B3 Expenses for external consulting

it 35 FollA 7P B2 ool AAE &g
- « - » = It seems that it is the responsibility of the
O Bl = 2 o= ozl Aol HFxl =l =z A" 3} .
o AR @ BT A QR A R 247 9 construction company to check and share whether
Holy HE uHIIAEe] A FUh Agedd A the construction accident investigation has been
B2 59 QMEE Axet #Ad &S wAdL gak(_eil, and it is difficult for the supervisory group to
o it.
2 AT AAR QAEE AEE 951 = E2 | It seems reasonable to manage the number of
2] sholal= uho] ek alF el B Eo] Qs self*cor.uferences on.constructlon accidents.
’ Depending on the size of the company, the penalty
AA AAAHoZE= AME B A= 8o gk A4 points for the number of accidental deaths are not
ol7ie] olgtin F43SIh HE olo] ¥Eo2 BY cuitable . S
Excessive penalty points for serious accidents
% WA D, C %4, @32 C, DR Aoz 345
ATt 7% obdme| SEEUl| O TEIIA FL o
AR 7)1 oAo g kAT 9] Ao Wik Table 7. Examinees' comments on safety management level
QeAg FASKE Best glor], 257 Holw g4 2olelon or fed
e _ ] . Middle —
95l Arta Rtk hdus # gl oSt Crvesgory Examinees’ comments
- o
AT SHAHGRA o]99 ehAERI A AW WS A9 Need to limit the evaluation target to responsible
S 0115 Lo02 Falslojof sl AT et ’ construction project management sites.
Aot ATy ek W HrAAE A Aok A Lack of awareness of DFS in auditing firms
AEAEDES)] et ol /_\71 o o] 7} wje ke Ao B.1 Please suggfsst a specific method to confirm the
) implementation of the safety management plan
2 FAENoH AAdY AR vE grIt o]y ) - ) :
= B9 Differentiation from education. Refinements for all
ke AR gl 2| members
HulFAdo] 1 s A&l "lo Slod 1 st
AREAQL F7HAIE A SE Wkl Tiste] 37kl B3 Difficulty in response training led by the
2 ARBAIE W] BasTHE 7o) 1Y B | supervisory group
ouw vgow Wries A, Frh i Ui, ol £l It is necessary to clarify what is a safety document
sl oz Mol Aot oA gk FAA ' according to legal requirements.
o2% HrlE st 2 B3 digk oo 7 £9 If there is even one fatality in an accident, the
werom, oldY Ja Wetoz AR penally points are 00 high
RHPQA F71053e] o] ARAR) Al 7
3} o] 7P Wtk wak Alwe] b AR 9 3 kdde] FERvF NN
@ apAgont kg AMY W REY B Y D BARE 5Y 2 AA
% 34 o] AT bk 9 Skl AN B AR A4

- 356 -



GEREERE

=
T

Folz) 2}

h=4

Qe Bk @A A& A=Y EAlopl=
z

A}

ar

2022, plSSN 2384—0358, elSSN 2384—-0366
<]

A

5o

i

7Py &7t

(]

]

The Journal of the Convergence on Culture Technology (JCCT)
A

Vol. 8, No. 3, pp.351-358, May 31,

b Amw e 43RS
102

°©

7H ez

}

k<)
pad

7 0]
LI S

[e]

]

TA

3

A7k ael e

Dz

71 50% o]/

3L
o

1
s

3

ol tielirl= A7

Hr

;oo

Al
o

1

o 7HA o

XA
o

&

7}

=

apel 2

171 915

=

oF

Bl

—_
o

i
i

Mo

)A
o

s

T‘Zﬂ_
It

2) B7HAA

Alo
&

7

[e]

]

3

om Az

=2]
=
7+

A

[e]

]

=
T

e
o

ol b

L
A

s

7}

B

7HAIA 9]

3

Ry
Aol teA e vaE

al
=

737
bl olsol

[
h=4

]

AL
z

=

29

= A g,

=2]
=

2
o
=

of
Plo

.50

jgase]

)

Aol w1 A

o ek

ol

b A g A

7]

ZHAIA T

]

(]

Dz

]

Dz

o

8. Hote=s AA ¢
Table 8. Changes to the evaluation item system

i
ar

1=}

-7
=
T

A1
=

JE NS o

o

]

A
T

e} e 3

i, 5717 50%

°

HA =ittt

ool

°

©

€]
AE 2006~%0% TRF el A 1Ay

2 13] AA
B 13] A4

<
T

- 357 -

Future
removal support activities

under Relevant Laws

A. Safety management system
C. Voluntary Activities

B. Safety Responsibilities
D. Hazard identification and

Current
removal support activities

under Relevant Laws
E. Follow-up

and organization
B. Safety Responsibilities
C. Voluntary Activities

A. Safety management policy
D. Hazard identification and
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