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Abstract

has been studied . The various criterions of work safety and health for a working place are evaluated

In this article, the work safety and health situation in firms of Chinese wood industry

with a method of checklist. The study showed that there were significant differences on work safety
and health condition among the 5 production branches studied. The primary criterion health danger

is a main factor for this difference. The furniture branch showed a more critical situation than other

branches studied.
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Tab. 1 Distribution of the researched working places

in different production branches
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Tab. 2 Indexes of the criterions for work safety and
health of the Various working places in the researched

production branches

55 42 39 50 28
47 36 37 42 18
39 36 34 29 30
52 38 38 50 36
78 76 67 74 0
50 23 23 49 0
37 23 12 22 42
72 54 54 67 23
36 36 35 31 14
39 25 29 32 14
96 91 89 83 83
23 42 32 32 20
31 21 12 50 0
30 22 21 22 16
27 26 28 12 29
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Tab. 3 The results of distinguish analysis of the main

criterions for work safety and health among the researched

production branches— Canonical distinguish factors

A x2

0.69 45.47 0

1 0.34 83 4 0.51 : 0.93 837 0.21
2 0.06 14.01 0.23 : 2 0.9 1.31 0.52
3 0.01 2.55 0. 10

=

Tab. 4 The results of distinguish analysis of the main

criterions for work safety and health among the researched

roduction branches—— Standard canonical distinguish coefficient

1 2 3
0. 86 0.24 - 0.59
0.33 0.11 1.01
0. 05 1. 06 0.07
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