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Abstract

In this study, based on the intemational standard the quantitative assessment model for the level of safety,
health and environment was developed. As a result of applying this model, the company(workplace) which has

established mmprovement plan based on quantitative assessment of short-term and long-term requirements, and

implemented it was acquired more higher level of safety, health and environment by more than the existing ones.
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[Figure 2] Level Assessment Model
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<Table 6> Quantitative Assessment of
and effect analysis
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