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ABSTRACT

Purpose: To study the effect of the amended Occupational Safety and Health Act on the expansion of
the employer's responsibility and obligations and the evaluation of the employer on the improvement of
the safety management system. Method: An academic discussion was conducted by comparing the
contents of previous studies with the analysis results. A questionnaire was prepared using the measure-
ment tools collected from previous studies, and statistical multiple regression analysis was performed
with the collected data. Result: Research hypothesis It was found that the expansion of responsibility
and obligations of the business owner and the reinforcement of the employer's evaluation of the ordering
party had a positive (+) effect on the improvement of the safety management system. Conclusion: The
expansion of the responsibility and obligations of the employer and the strengthening of the evaluation
of the owner of the orderer are having a positive effect on the improvement of the construction safety
management system for the prevention of construction accidents.
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Table 2. Construction evaluation table
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Fig. 1. Conceptual model of the study
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