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Hazard level matrix was formed for the construction site by
multiplying these two quantities. In the last table, the
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5x5 matrix for risk assessment. The transition zones
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The advantage authors argue that, the flexible structure of the proposed
checklist has advantages for the safety proffessionals. The proposed model

weights for
site, the safety engineers, site

process in project management should perform pair wise comparisons of
the safety measures, because of the fact that the unique characteristics of
each construction site. Moreover, the safety team in the company may
repeat this process at the beginning of each important project phase. The
importance uf the safety items (welghts) may be changed according to the
and materials

items may have different importance and the method proposed is flexible to
manage these peculiarities. After detection of the hazard level, the risk
assessment may be performed by using the variables Accident Likelihood
and Consequent Severity or by other approaches like fuzzy logic as the
The ranking of the hazardous
may bring some advantages for the
assessors to focus on the selected items and by the aid of the approach
presented, safety professionals will become aware of the hazardous
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