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accidents, injuries and fatalities, as highlighted by recent statistics from

the Department of Occupational Safety and Health (DOSH) Malaysia.

Addressing these safety concerns and improving safety measures is

Construction, Non-compliance crucial to protect workers and enhance overall productivity at the
construction sites. Therefore, this study aims to identify the most
prevalent non-compliance issues faced by contractor and analyse the
factors contributing to non-compliance. Data will be collected from
Corrective Action Requests (CARs) issued and the findings during
Safety, Health and Environment (SHE) site inspections. The literature
review will support the analysis of the contributing factors to contractor
non-compliance. Additionally, the research also seeks to gather insights
on improving the implementation of safety practices to enhance
compliance. The study will also propose control measures to address
these non-compliance issues, ultimately enhancing safety standards at
the construction sites.

Keywords

1. Introduction

The construction industry is a vital and influential economic sector with significant size that plays a crucial role
in contributing to the nation’s economy [1]. However, it is also regarded as one of the most dangerous sectors
due to high levels of accident, injury and fatality risks [2]. According to Ibrahim [3], Malaysia is one of the
fastest-developing nations in the world, and as the industry grows rapidly, it will become more prosperous.
Furthermore, the rapid economic growth in Malaysia has led not only significantly growing in the construction
industry, but also increases in the number of deaths and injuries at work [4]. The statistics on accident rates at
construction sites reveal that the Malaysian construction industry is one of the crucial industries urgently in
need of improvement in current site safety practices as it has the highest rate of accidents, resulting in numerous
cases of major and minor injuries as well as work-related fatalities among construction workers.

The significant growth enjoyed by the construction industry in Malaysia over the past few years has
benefitted both the industry itself and the Malaysian economy. Unfortunately, this success has come at
significant cost to the health and safety of the industry’s workforce. Despite its significant contribution to the
economy, the construction industry witnesses alarmingly high rates of accidents, injuries and fatalities, raising
concerns about the overall safety performance within construction sites. Recent statistics from DOSH
underscore the severity of the situation, with the construction sector recording the highest number of fatalities
among all industries. This trend not only poses risks to the lives and wellbeing of construction workers but also
hampers project performance, completion timelines and overall productivity. The urgent need to address these
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safety concerns and enhance the industry's safety culture is evident, requiring targeted interventions to mitigate
risks and improve safety outcomes.

Moreover, the issue of safety in the construction industry has received a lot of attention, yet the occurrence
rate of accidents is still high. According to Yiu et al. [5], safety and health issues are extremely important to be
concerned about in all branches of industry, especially in the construction industry. One of the major factors
responsible for the high rate of accidents on construction sites is the issue of non-compliance with safety
regulations involving high-risk activities like working at height and on scaffolds. Furthermore, the non-
compliance by contractor during Safety, Health and Environment (SHE) site inspections emphasise the
contractors’ compliance with safety standards, with Corrective Action Requests (CARs) or Non-Conformance
Reports (NCRs), serving as a key indicator for measuring the safety compliance. CARs or NCRs issued will track
the non-compliance with safety requirements throughout the project, providing valuable data to evaluate
contractors' safety performance over time. Despite the various terms used for describing non-compliance, the
fact remains that failure to comply with safety rules and requirements will result in accidents.

Neglecting safety compliance can directly lead to accidents, thereby compromising the well-being of
workers. Hence, this study will focus on identifying the most significant non-compliance issues faced by
contractor engaged in construction activities. The outcome of this study will provide a clear picture of how non-
compliance occurs during the construction works. By analysing the existing safety practices, identifying gaps
and assessing the safety performance of contractors engaged in such activities, the gaps, areas of strength and
opportunities for improvement can be identified and will further enhance the safety compliances of contractor.
Prior to this, proactive actions must be taken by industry players, along with further control measures, to
prevent a drastic increase in construction accidents each year caused by contractor non-compliance.

2. Methodology

The research process will encompass the background of the study, the research problem and research
objectives, the scope and significance of the study, followed by the research methodology. All information to
strengthen the purpose of this research is obtained through data collection from secondary data and literature
review. The data collected from Corrective Action Requests (CARs) issued and the number of findings during
Safety, Health and Environment (SHE) site inspections will be analysed. These data will then be used to identify
the most prevalent non-compliance issues in construction activities. For the literature review, journals, theses
and articles from past studies will be used to support the objectives of analysing the contributing factors of
contractor non-compliance.

2.1 Research Design

This study employs a qualitative research method to obtain data and information to fulfil all the research
objectives. The qualitative method involves analysing the secondary data obtained from the number of CARs
issued and findings from SHE site inspections. CARs are issued to contractors who fail to comply with safety
requirements, including the general specifications outlined in the project. Meanwhile, SHE site inspections are
conducted to ensure the contractors are adhering to the safety regulations. These sources of data provide direct
insights for this study and serve as detailed records of non-compliance by the contractor. By analysing the data,
this study will identify the most prevalent types of non-compliant activities at the construction site, thereby
addressing the first objective of this study.

In addition, a literature review is conducted to identify the factors contributing to non-compliance by
contractor. This involves reviewing previous research to identify the factors that contribute to non-compliance
in the construction project. Therefore, based on the research carried out, this study analyses whether the non-
compliance issues observed on-site align with the factors identified in other past research, as this will be further
supported by the research. This approach will meet the second objective, which is to analyse the factors
contributing to non-compliance in the work activities conducted.

In essence, the study also proposed mitigation measures to address these non-compliance issues, with the
aim of achieving the third objective of this study. This will be done by analysing the non-compliance issues
identified from the data analysed through the number of CARs issued and findings from SHE site inspections,
while also considering the factors contributing to the non-compliance outlined in the literature review. The
mitigation measures tailored to the nature of work at the construction site will be proposed based on the
discussions held with the safety team in reference to the results of the analysed data. These proposed mitigation
measures aim to improve the safety of workers at the construction site by ensuring stricter enforcement of
safety compliance, thereby reducing the likelihood of accidents. The research flowchart for this study is as
indicates in Fig. 1 below.
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Fig. 1: Research flowchart

2.2 Data Collection

The primary data in this research is derived from qualitative study. It is obtained directly from identified
sources, namely Corrective Action Requests (CARs) issued to contractors and findings from Safety, Health and
Environment (SHE) site inspections. This data was used to gather and analyse on non-compliance by contractor.
The data collection timeframe spans from January 2024 to October 2024. The analysis will focus on the
frequency and nature of non-compliance related to work activities on-site. This will help identify trends and
patterns in the most prevalent types of non-compliance by the contractor, which will address the first objective
of this study. Moreover, the discussion held with the safety team on the control measures that can be
implemented to reduce the number of non-compliance issues provides direct insight for the third objective of
this study.

The secondary data conducted in this study also involves literature review. Literature review is an essential
part of any research process and it contributes significantly to every step of the research. Secondary sources
help gather information as they provide a more comprehensive picture of a problem or topic under
consideration. The data are used to strengthen knowledge of an idea or opinion gained from a journal, article,
reports, documents, thesis, book, magazine and newspapers. In this study, the literature review will include past
research to identify the contributing factors of non-compliance in construction projects. By reviewing this data,
the study will determine whether the non-compliance issues observed on-site reflect with the factors identified
in previous research. This will further support the second objective, to identify the factors contributing to non-
compliance in the work activities conducted. This research is then expanded to achieve the third objective by
incorporating insights from previous studies to support the proposed mitigation measures for non-compliance
issues.

2
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2.3 Data Analysis

Data analysis was performed on the data gathered to address the study’s primary objectives. All data obtained
from the number of CARs issued and findings during SHE site inspections will be analysed in accordance with
the research objectives. The issuance of CARs and findings from SHE site inspections were extracted from
January 2024 until October 2024. CARs will be issued based on non-compliance identified, as outlined in the
general specification of this project. The non-compliance observed during SHE site inspections will also be
documented in the inspection reports. This allowed for the identification of patterns and types of non-
compliance, providing a clear picture of the most prevalent non-compliance activities by contractor.

The analysis was done based on the frequency of each non-compliance issues, categorising them according
to the specific violations outlined in the project’s general specifications. Next, the categorisation for each non-
compliance issues will be ranked from highest to lowest, which will provide a clear indication of the most critical
areas needing attention. This analysis will help in identifying which non-compliance are recurring and
significant, allowing for focused recommendations for the third objective in this study on improving the
compliance and safety standards at the construction site. Regarding data presentation, statistical methods such
as bar charts will be used to present this research data.

The analysis of the non-compliance data will provide insights that are essential for the next steps in this
research, particularly in identifying factors contributing to non-compliance, as outlined in the second objective
of this study. Based on the data, the study will analyse whether the observed non-compliance issues on-site and
the contributing factors identified in previous studies are reflected. This will also help to contextualize the
findings and provide a deeper understanding of the underlying causes of non-compliance, by categorising them
under the relevant factors. Upon completing the analysis, the study will provide an overview of the non-
compliance issues and their contributing factors, as well as the proposed mitigation measures for contractor
engaged in the construction activities.

3. Result and Discussion

The results obtained through data gathered from number of CARs issued and number of findings during SHE site
inspections. Research from previous researchers were gathered to support the factors contributing to non-
compliance on-site. These factors imply the underlying reasons that lead to violations of safety regulations at
construction site. The factors contributing to the non-compliance among contractors indicates the safety
practices and adherence of contractor with safety and health requirements. This could also potentially serve as a
basis for a value-added system to identify credible contractors for future projects with a strong commitment to
safety.

3.1 Number of CARs Issued

Non-compliance of contractors can be tracked through the issuance of CARs, which are issued when contractors
fail to comply with safety requirements and adhere to the general specifications outlined in the project contract.
From January 2024 to October 2024, a total of 145 CARs were issued, highlighting the non-compliance of
contractors. Table 1 shows the number of CARs issued based on the scope of construction work activities.

Table 1: Total number of CARs issued based on the scope of work

Scope of work Number of CARs issued
Electrical 6
Chemical 2

Excavation 2
General requirement 11

Housekeeping 7

Scaffolds 51

Lifting operation 22
WAH 34
Machinery and Equipment 10
Total 145

The breakdown of the total number of CARs issued based on the work activities on site is shown in Fig. 2 below.
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Fig. 2: Total number of CARs issued (January - October 2024)

Based on Fig. 2 above, the distribution of CARs issued was categorised according to various construction work
activities. As shown in the chart, the highest number of CARs were issued for scaffolds, while the lowest were for
chemical and excavation works. The data indicates that scaffolding works accounted for 35% of the total CARs
issued, followed by WAH at 24% and lifting operation at 15%. This clearly shows that the most significant non-
compliance issues were observed on scaffolds.

Table 2: Total number of CARs for scaffolds from January to October 2024

Month Number of CARs issued for scaffolds
January 2
February 3
March 2
April 1
May 10
June 11
July 5
August 3
September 3
October 11
Total 51

Table 2 above indicates the total number of CARs issued to contractors for non-compliance observed during SHE
site inspections for scaffolds from January to October 2024.
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3.2 Number of Findings during SHE Site Inspections

Moreover, the number of findings on the non-compliance during SHE site inspections can be obtained from the
SHE site inspection reports. Table 3 below shows the total number of findings during SHE site inspections on
scaffolds from January to October 2024.

Table 3: Number of findings during SHE site inspections on Scaffolds (January - October 2024)

Month Number of findings on scaffolds

January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
Total

o -
moU‘l\OU‘lomb—‘\OO\l\J

3.3 Discussion on Factors Contributing to Non-Compliance on Scaffolds

Based on the findings from number of CARs issued and SHE site inspections from January 2024 to October 2024,
the highest non-compliance based on the work activities conducted is on scaffolds. It recorded the highest
number of CARs issued which is 45, followed by WAH and lifting operation with 38 and 22, respectively.
Meanwhile, the number of findings during SHE site inspections on scaffolds is 65. The factors contributing to the
non-compliance on scaffolds can be categorised into PPE usage, unsafe act and unsafe conditions. Table 4 below
shows the breakdown of non-compliance related to PPE usage, unsafe act and unsafe conditions based on CARs
issued. The details of non-conformity on scaffolds are as attached in Appendix A.

Table 4: Contributing factors to non-compliance on scaffolds

Contributing factor Number of non-compliance on scaffolds
PPE usage 6
Unsafe act 20
Unsafe condition 25
Total 51
Factors Contributing to Non-compliance on Scaffolds
30
25
20
15
10
5 \—‘
0
PPE usage Unsafe act Unsafe conditions

Fig. 3: Factors contributing to non-compliance on Scaffolds

Based on Fig. 3 above, the data highlights the contributing factors to non-compliance in scaffolding activities. A
total of 51 non-compliances were recorded based on data from CARs issued for scaffolds. Of these, 6 were due to
PPE usage, 20 were related to unsafe act and 25 were caused by unsafe conditions. The number of CARs issued
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and findings from SHE site inspections indicates that the issues on non-compliance related to scaffolds are the
most significant as it may lead to accidents. According to Rafindadi et al. [6], financial constraints, the complexity
of work at height, dangerous work procedures, unprotected edges of holes, and rush to finish work are sub-
factors that contribute to fatal accidents related to falls from heights. Other studies added that the factors
contributing to 621 fatal accidents due to work at height had been identified from individual factors, including
age, gender, experience, and use of personal protective equipment (PPE). Based on the literature review
conducted, it is found that the most significant factors contributing to non-compliance on scaffolds is improper
use of personal protective equipment (PPE). Reflecting on the findings in this study, similar issues related to
non-compliance on scaffolds were observed, where improper use of PPE was one of the factors. It was found that
a body harness with single lanyard is being used by workers at site during the erection of scaffolding. The
requirement for this project has been outlined in the General Specification (GS), where the contractor shall
ensure that an adequate number of safety harness are provided and that all are fitted with a 2 metres lanyard
and shock absorber.

In addition, CARs were also issued due to non-compliance by workers due to their unsafe act. Workers were
found working at height without hook their body harness. Other than that, they were found standing on mid-rail
without having a proper working platform. In the GS, it was stated that, all users of scaffolding shall inspect their
work area on daily basic to ensure that the ladder, working platform, toe board and guardrails remain in place.
This requirement has set to ensure the workers are always working safely. However, due to their unsafe act, this
may lead to incidents. According to Rasmussen’s model, workers’ motivation to achieve high levels of
productivity pushes them to work ‘near the edge’ in terms of their exposure to hazards (i.e. beyond the zone of
control or recovery). This is strongly supported by the research conducted by Rafindadi et al. [6] that fatal
accidents at work at height occur mainly due to contributing factors to risky behaviour carried out by workers.
According to Nawi et al. [7], the irresponsibility and carelessness of the workers will lead to accidents on the
site. Another study also supported this, where unsafe human attitudes are the cause that records almost 80% of
construction accidents [8].

Furthermore, the non-compliance on scaffolds issue was due to workers working under unsafe condition. It
was found that there are no safe working platform and the scaffolds was not inspected by competent scaffolder
as there were no evidence on inspection tagging provided at the scaffold access. The contractor shall implement
a Scaffold Tagging System (Green Tag and Red Tag) for every scaffold structure and shall be display at
appropriate location for information and inspection, as outlined in the GS. Moreover, most of the site workers
neglect the safety rules and procedures when they are not being supervised by the safety supervisor [9]. The
same issues were also reflected in this study, where the non-compliance occurred as workers were carried out
erection and dismantling of scaffolding without any supervision from a competent scaffolder. This non-
compliance clearly violates the GS requirements, in which, all scaffold to be erected must be under the
supervision of competent scaffold supervisor. Workers must be closely supervised by their supervisor to ensure
the compliance towards safety requirements, as injuries and fatalities were often occurring due to supervisors
fail to fulfil their responsibility of ensuring workers are working in a safe environment.

4. Recommendation

In Malaysia, the construction industry has a weak safety record which results from a lack of safety concern
among the management and the workers such as inadequate self-preparation, insufficient safety compliance,
insufficient safety equipment, unsafe methods or sequencing, unsafe site conditions, failure to use safety
equipment, a poor attitude toward safety and isolated, abrupt deviations from prescribed actions have cause and
contribute in the safety records [10]. Construction work has a relatively high fatality and accident rate among
other industries. Understanding the management of health and safety issues could maintain the construction
workforce's productivity. Successful methods in the life-cycle of the project could increase workforce
productivity [11].

In this study, the contractor has enforced a penalty system to any sub-contractor that failed to comply with
legal and project safety and health requirements. The issuance of penalty amount according to the schedule and
deduction from the subcontractor’s claim. However, the non-compliance issue was found still repeating.
Therefore, this study proposed to implement a hefty amount of penalty, as the new Occupational, Safety and
Health (Amendment) Act 2022 imposed the new amount of penalty from RM50,000 to RM500,000. The
contractor believes that by having a penalty system, it is not absolute approach to ensure compliance, but they
are looking forward on the commitment from all sub-contractors appointed to take ownership and proactive
measure to control their work activities from any risk that could arise in the workplace.

Besides that, Heng et al. [8] stated that face-to-face interviews with the workers who have unsafe attitudes
need to be conducted by the safety supervisors and the report regarding the safety on the site needs to be
submitted to the safety officers weekly to ensure that it can assist the safety officers. This implementation in
every project can improve their attitudes toward the good application of safety and health on construction sites.
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5. Conclusion

Given the dynamic nature of construction industry, it is challenging to assess the safety performance especially
on non-compliance issues among contractors working at construction site. Therefore, by exploring the factors
influencing non-compliance of contractors during construction activities, this research unveils the pivotal role
they play in shaping safety outcomes within the construction industry. With the insights gained from this study,
industry players can work towards fostering a culture of safety compliance, thereby ensuring the well-being of
workers in the construction industry. This focused approach not only sets a precedent for future studies in this
research domain but also lays the groundwork for improvements aimed at enhancing safety standards in the
construction industry.
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Appendix A: Corrective Action Requests (CARs) Log

CORRECTIVE ACTION REQUEST (CAR) LOG

NO DATE DESCRIPTION OF NON-CONFORMITY SCOPE REMARKS
1 15/01/2024 Found body harness with single lanyard using at site during erection of scaffolding PPE PPE
(Observed worker wearing full body hamess with poor condition of lanyard and no
2 2910172024 ity apacion o PPE PPE
1.Scaffolding platform not have protection (top and mid rail)
3 1610212024 5. s motsactots scaffontug (act tag) SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
1. Not prepare for safe foundation at scaffold for erection. Slope at scaffold foundation
4 220212024 crack and collapse due 1o soft soi nol uorwaa fore start scaffold erection /\fmms UNSAFE CONDITION
erect ‘l
5 25/02/2024 additional scaffold access for Imnalemng material without refer and i SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
scaffolder.
Due (o site observation, column I 5 OS /Anﬂ(evs
6 1810312024 used scaffold which has not been inspected ar \SV‘? SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
column working platform. v ¥
Due to site observation, found rej N working platform at column
7 25/03/2024 B has covorod with mﬁ/‘{ SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
Due to site observ: fance from workers installing column link
8 05/04/2024 S R y,}* /"’( SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
The Ges not comply with safety requirements, which is due to
non-
. No\ v workers to access during the erection of falsework.
" — b. No il working platform as standing platform was observed at the falsework bay. | goarrorpg UNSAFE CONDITION
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED TO STOP ALL THE WORK RELATED TO THE ERECTION
OF FALSEWOR
Due to site lnweamn on 20 may 2024 founds Il use support for wall panel
10 comezsas: attached with scaffold platform ( unsafe condition ) SOAFROLDS: UHEAFE CONDITION
During site inspection, found that Illpart of working platform was missing and
1" 211052024 orkers o3l worsing ot gt etorm. SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
Due to site walk inspection, found iance af I Tie Beam, there was
= 22nonen ient of railing on top of tie beam and ient access for workers. SCAFFOLDS UNGARE ConDIION
During site inspection, found that 1 worker of Jilillfwas caught in act on climbing
13 2410572024 scaffold (Falsework) without wearing full body harness. At the same time, another PPE PPE
1 worker (partner) failed to remind his co-worker to wear body harness for working at
height.
Due to site inspection, found that scaffold activity (erection & dismantling) without
“ 270572024 any supervision from competent scaffolder. SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, found that INEEEEEE erect scaffold without PTW Scaffold
15 260052024 Erection displayed and signed by Il and Competent Scaffolder SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, found that IBlerect scaffold at edge of slope without any
16 28/05/2024 support that can cause mminent danger SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, found that 2 workers of Il working on top of pilecap to
” 200052024 transfer scaffold material without wearing body harness while working at height. PrE PPE
During site inspection, found that I workers erect falsework without
18 3110512024 complotod warking platiorm SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
It was found that your site team was using rusty scaffolding materials for
falsework erection.
9 06/06/2024 Due to the integrity of the materials, you are instructed to stop sing any rusty SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
ing materalson e IR cject e
Rejected scaffold material has been sprayed with Red Colour. I to ma}
20 2000612024 Toeiad Soalokt pans fom she. = /éCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
During site inspection, found that Il using alluminium form \9
21 2010672024 scafiold jack base. 3 oY SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE GONDITION
During site inspection, found thatBworkers cij A4 Swork without
22 20062024 provide scatfold ladder. ¥ Q?\ SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
Due to site work inspection foun re-paint back all
23 2000612024 rejeciod scatiold o SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
2 2410812024 During site insp ?0%“ cers using platform without proper access SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
and fully rail
uring und non compliance from I
25 241062024 a) body h fhout monthly inspection tagging PPE PPE
bjworking bfaform for fiasework not install full and not tie properly
2 25062024 During site inspection, found that Il Soleboard and jack base buried in the SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
ground
During site walk, found that Il falsework already start work activity for slab formwork
27 ki but no full working platform at top of falsework for working activity SCAFFOLDS Dotk
28 2710672024 During site walk, found that BBl workers erocted scaffold falsework access SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
without adhering to the [
During site inspection, Found that IR using free standing scaffold
20 2710612024 accass without any suppor or UrNGger SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
During site inspection, found thatMBworkers working an scaffold warking platform
30 1010712024 without inspection and tagging for rebar activity works. BCAFFOLDS UNSAFEACT
During site inspection, found thatllitied G pipe for rebar support at scaffold working
3 10072024 platform sing sculpture wire without using swivel clamp SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
22 1072024 No replacment competent scaffolder on site after I scaffolder resigned onBBMM|  sCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
2024
33 22/0772024 During to site inspection found 1 workers rebar wall without any safe platform SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, found that [INworkers lay cable on the ground without
34 3110712024 using josulated S-hook of cable hanger SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, found that[ll workers using scaffold access without
35 07/08/2024 Soting s werking on g, of rer Wiout 6306 srchection. SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, it was found that they did not follow the drawing (no tiebox) that
36 02/08/2024 o raarBcined vihen the scafiodig W Hagh SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
During site inspection, it was found that the|lllhad scaffolding that did not comply
37 02/08/2024 ot e i platlotes {Single platiom) SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
Due to site inspection found unsafe condition at work area :
38 17/09/2024 1 docs i SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
2- Poor material (Obstruct access
Due to site inspection found unsafe condition at work area : 3
39 18/09/2024 1 - No safe working platform ( using wall panel for wor 5 oM SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
2- No safe access provided to workers for going ?(ﬁ
3- Workers climbing without using safe ac ?\)‘&
40 24/00/2024 SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
rea [N it was observed that there was no
o competentscaroider iroc/avatasle o S 1 overscs e tatsowork recion required
4 Lt to have competent scaffolder on site. Failure to appoint qualified scaffolder by SCARFOLDS, UNSAFE CONBITION
| o faisework erection work will be suspended
During site inspection, found thatlllscaffold access to precast plank area no
a2 041102024 tieback or wall tie which is not secured to column. Still no rectification done until 4 SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
During site inspection, it was found that[lllusing non-standart working platform
43 121012024 (kg Boliod and sifmadly SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
STOP WORK ORDER
During site inspection, it was found that the lllteam had erected scaffolding
i o exceeding 15 meters without provide PE Design. SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
In this case, a Stop Work Order (SWO) was issued until the[llll provide the PE
Design to carry out scaffolding work within the lft pit.
STOP WORK ORDER
During site inspection, it was found that the Illl team had erected scaffolding
45 1310/2024 @oseding 15 mblacs Wimout proviia.Ce Disign: SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
In this case, a Stop Work Order (SWO) was issued until the [l provide the PE
Design to carry out scaffolding work within the it pit
During site inspection, it was found a few non-conformance which s :
1) I still using 6 meters ladder instead 3 meters which is allowed.
46 16/10/2024 SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
s Il working at heights at
d derivaced Without attached lanyard. B e
ers working on scaffold wondng
48 16/10/2024 diond ra vben tngged oy M Scafiolder SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
i I (0" 52210 platorm
49 2111012024 ~This acoess plallonm 19 15 meter above. and we found no SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
approvh, = design
During site inpection, found [l workers using unsafe working platform at Il
50 21/10/2024 missing part of component  working board ) and working platform display red SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE ACT
tag by scaffolder ins
During site inspection, found that [lllleft mobile scaffold without the rigger lowered
51 2an0r2024 |and positioned correctly to avoid the scaffolding from toppling over. SCAFFOLDS UNSAFE CONDITION
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