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Abstract

Problems and I mprovement Devices of
Construction Dispute Resolution System

Recently, construction Industry in the painful structure adjustment has
confronted with crisis by economic slump at large. Overcoming this crisis, it is
needed improvement of industrial structure to escape wrong consciousness
remaining unchanged about construction and to adapt new construction and
market circumstances. In the present condition, we have a view which it will
be increased claims and dispute concerning construction by right consciousness
uplift of parties and open market and so forth. Accordingly, there is highly the
need of system reform and activation in order to efficient resolution of
construction dispute.

But there are frequent occasions when traditional dispute resolution system as
trial is inappropriate because of construction contract’' s character as participation
of multi-parties, contract practices of owner holding prominent position,
necessity of continuing cooperative relationship with each other, necessity of
technical knowledge, frequent influence of contract-external factors. In the
advanced countries, New alternative dispute resolution system in construction
industry has been positively considered and put in practice as alternative plan
which can restore limits of traditional trial system.

Now mediation and arbitration system concerning the construction dispute as
alternative dispute resolution has introduced in Korea. But current construction
dispute resolution system in Korea has a few problems in respect of
committee’ s management and ambiguity of legal effect and so forth. Therefore
the purpose of this study is to build, develope desirable construction contract
culture and to activate utilization of the construction dispute resolution system
through considering problems concerning the construction dispute resolution
system.

This study is consist of 7 chapter. In the part of chapter Il, we introduced

71



dispute resolution system in construction industry. In chapter I, 1V, we
showed the present condition of construction dispute resolution system in korea
and other developed countries. we gave careful consideration to a problems
about alternative dispute resolution system of construction industry, in chapter
V. In the last chapter, this study will be suggested each problems and
improvement device of alternative dispute resolution system of construction
industry, laying stress on the point of strengthening the effectiveness of
mediation, legislative improvement.
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