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A Study on the Analysis of Delay Claim Risk in Apartment Housing Projects
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Abstract

This study proposes a new classification system and analysis methodology for time delay risk of apartment projects.
And this study proposes the classification of major trades and risk level and risk index by performing expert-oriented
interview and survey report on a national scale. The purpose of this study is to present basic data for time delay risk
management system through the analysis of risk level, risk index and rank of major 5 trades(earth work, structure work,

masonry work, window and door/glass work, and interior finish work) in apartment projects.

KeyWords : Time Delay Risk, Apartment Project, Risk Level, Risk index
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