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Abstract

This study compares risk assessments of school field trips between Korea and the UK. The safety
management of Korean schools is comparable to that of UK schools, but several differences were

discovered. First,

Korean schools encourage parents’ participation as a formal element of risk

assessment, while UK schools emphasize professional assistance from external institutions. Second, UK
schools assess all on-site activities during school field trips, whereas Korean schools assess only the
safety and hygiene of the facilities. Third, Korean assessors check whether the facilities follow safety
regulations, but UK assessors control residual risks based on quantitative risk estimation. Fourth, the
adventure activities licensing system in the UK requires all outdoor activity facilities to release their

safety information to the public.
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Criteria

Definition

Assessors

Who assesses the risk?

Check Items

What are the main check items?

Risk Assessment
Process

How do teachers assess the risks?

Risk Evaluation

How do teachers evaluate the risk?

Follow—ups Risk Reduction

What do teachers do to reduce the risks?

Preparation Parental Consent

What do parents consent?
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Table 2. Basic information of schools compared

K middle school M School
Country Korea UK
Type Public/Coed Private/Girls
Year established 1983 1955
Grades 7~9 6~12
Number of Teachers 54 44
Number of Students 762 260
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Table 3. Interviewees in the UK
Visiting Place Name Division/Position
Department for Susan W, Head of teacher regulation and safer recruitment policies and health and safety team
Education Mark S, Team Leader of School Employment Division

J. Lee Teacher of Korean

M School
Nicholas M, Vice Headmaster
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Table 4. Checklist for school trips

Stage Ttems Check

Is this an appropriate schedule for students developmental stage?

Are the selected places related to the school curriculum?

Is the trip effectively planned?

Did you check the room arrangement plan(entrance and exit)?

Is the facility equipped with a fire protection system?

Is it possible to control fire arms inside the room?

Is it adequate for the number of guests per room?

Preliminary

Is a descending device in the room working well?
Survey

Is the outside of the facility(near the road) safe?

Are the business license and the liability insurance certificate provided?

Are the kitchen and dining area clean?

Is the food menu appropriate for the season?

Is it safe to get from the parking place to the facility?

Did you identify the hazards in the destinations(the facilities and surrounding environments)?

Did you identify the hazards in a variety of situations?

Does the transportation schedule include a map to get into and out of vehicles?

Does each travel schedule include a safety plan for the students’ movements?

Do you have measures to take for the hazards found in the in situ survey?

Planning | Did you plan a safety accident prevention education for the students?

Did you plan a night safety education program?

Are you aware of the students who need medical attention?

Do you have an action plan for accidents?

Did you offer preventive education for accidents?

Did you check the number of students prior to and after the departure?

Did you prepare a first aid kit and other items for the accidents?

on—going | Did you often check the students’ health condition(especially before and after sleeping)?

Do students carry prohibited items?

Do students enter dangerous areas?

Do group leaders offer preventive guidance at designated places?
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Table 5. Example of the whole class visit to open farm the UK

Hazard involved with the activity/process: Infection, Bitten, -
Risk Rating(1~5)
Residual risks
Likelihood X Severity = Rating
Cryptosporidium 3 X 3 = 9
Bitten by animal 3 X 2 = 6
Risk Rating
1~5 Minimal Risk—Maintain Measure
6~10 Low Risk—Review Risks
11~15 Moderate Risk—Additional Controls in 12 months
16~25 High Risk—Additional controls implemented immediately
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Table 6. Implementation of controls and monitoring form

Target date for implementation

Date implemented Prior to trip

Additional controls required to reduce risks below rating of 5

Additional controls agreed Yes/No, If ‘Yes' details the action to be taken,

signed Teacher responsible for Activity/Process
Assessment Review
Controls Effective  Y/N

Comments
Signed Headmaster
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Table 7. Comparison of risk assessment between K middle school and M secondary school

K middle school

M secondary school

— Teachers and parents in the School Trip Committee

Teachers
Educational Visit Coordinators

Al
ssessor — Head teachers
— Outdoor Education Adviser
Process — In situ examination by using checklists — 5 Step approach to risk assessment
Check — compliance with safety—related regulations, hazards | — hazards associated with outdoor education
items associated with transportation, hotels, and restaurants
Risk — not clearly defined — likelihood by severity (quantitative estimation)
Evaluation | — enforcement of regulations
— licensing training facilities — controling and monitoring hazards
Risk — placing safety agents — licensing adventure activities
Reduction | — offering preventive education for accidents — learning outside the classroom quality badge
— providers’ own risk assessment
Parental | — checking for a student’ participation, diseases, and | — notifying teachers of student’s diseases and food allergies
Consent other information considered — informing parents of their right to withdraw from the trip
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