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73 QFME 7 5]9|0|A] OJOIC|{E WSl AUSL 7 dentification 352 1.10 18
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Average across all List 3.72 0.68
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¥ 5 clAIZ2I0 ot 2IA300A 23

= El RMC low(n=48) RMC high(n=49) T-test Significance
T Qe ZAEE Ao] ASLT 465 483 0.1271
T2 Qs AR Ae AMEo ASH 444 475 0.0299"
T3 OHMEZ 3|oJ0|M O0|C|{E HEHst T LsL7t 3% 387 0.0048"
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T3 ZEg g9 Jeiug ahdsta UM 230 304 0.0092"
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to Identification the Risk of construction method to protect and reduce of construction

period. Risk management is one of the key project management process. Numerous tools are available to support the various

phases of the risk management process. We present the results of a study designed to identify the tools that are most widely

used and those that are associated with successful project management in general, and with effective project risk management

in particular. The study is based on a questionnaire administered to a sample of project managers from construction

enterprises. The response data was analyzed in order to find which tools are more likely to be used in the those organizations

that report better project management performance and in those that value the contribution of risk management processes.

Keywords : Risk Management, Project Managemen




