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Abstract - The enterprise are facing potential SHE(safety, health and environment)
accident to cause casualties or a financial loss and increasing social responsibility. So,
SHE management system has to be voluntarily accomplished rather than passively
with regard to SHE regulation.

In this study, KW_SHE(Kwangwoon Safety, Health and Environment) management
model is developed which materialize self-regulation SHE management system of
individual workplace by the research and analysis of many domestic enterprise. This
KW-SHE management model is intend to assess work-product vs. management
expenses investment and critically evaluated for studying its benefits and limitations
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Fig. 1. Relation of a broad risk management.
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Fig. 2. Management System of Safety
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Fig. 4. Procedure of SHE management.
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analysis.
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