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ABSTRACT

Purpose: This study intends to review the risk assessment procedures specified in the corporate
disaster management standard. Method: The requirements for each stage of risk assessment stipulated
in the corporate disaster management standard were identified, the case of application of the
organization'A' and the partner companies were reviewed, and the risk assessment procedure in line
with the requirements was reviewed. Result: It was reviewed that it was necessary to clearly define the
method and procedure for deriving risk scenarios, which are the requirements of the corporate disaster
management standard, and to introduce a standardized procedure for deriving risk scenarios.
Conclusion: A method of deriving risk scenarios was implemented by applying the STPA technique
based on the system theory for power generation fuel supply and demand, and it was suggested that the
STPA technique be reflected in corporate disaster management standards as a risk scenario derivation
technique for the establishment of a disaster reduction activity plan.

Keywords: Corporate Disaster Management Standard Risk Scenario, Risk Assessment, STPA, Risk
Assessment for Fuel Supply and Demand Business, Establishment of Disaster Reduction Activity
Plan
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Table 8. Risk scenario by risk factor (Continue)
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Fig. 7. Countermeasures against risk factors
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