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The GAMBICA Association Ltd
Generic risk assessment for field service work by laboratory technology supply companies.

INTRODUCTION

This document has been written with the help of members of the association to try and ensure a best practise. 

Risk assessment documentation is there to indicate a policy and procedure for compliance with Health and Safety regulations. It is very much a company and product(s) specific undertaking. 

There is a scale to identify the level of risk. The Key to this classification of risk scale is on page four.

This document is intend as a guideline and is not a complete document in itself. It is up to companies to ensure that it is suitable for their company and equipment. It is also up to the company to keep abreast of the current regulations with regard to their equipment and operating practises.

[image: image2.jpg]












Risk assessment for field service work by laboratory technology supply companies.
This Assessment is being conducted under the terms of the Health & Safety at Work Act 1974, the Management of Health & Safety at Work Regulations 1999, the Health & Safety and the workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992.

These statutes place responsibilities upon both employers and employees for the maintenance and continual improvement of Health and Safety at work.  If you have any concerns, which are not covered during the assessment procedure, please make a note to raise them with the Assessor or your Manager as soon as possible.

The Management of Health & Safety at Work Regulations state that employers must arrange to secure the safety of all persons in their employ who may affected by risks associated with their work.  Employers must prepare documentation and procedures to raise awareness, provide training as required and supply safety equipment as necessary in order to mitigate against those risks.

The document has been prepared to allow field service engineers to assess risks involved with the installation, planned maintenance and emergency repairs of laboratory instrumentation and equipment. Due to the wide variety of site work, these assessments have been prepared on a generic basis.
This document identifies potential hazards that field service engineers may be exposed to during the course of their work and offers an assessment of each of the risks, together with possible controls to address those risks. It does not cover every eventuality or risk. There maybe cases where a specific piece of equipment may require a specific risk assessment. 

GAMBICA is not in a position to give definitive advice on matters concerning the law and you should always contact your legal advisers on such matters. GAMBICA does not accept any liability for any errors, omissions or misleading or other statements in this communication whether negligent or otherwise.
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Company Name

Address line 1

Address line 2





Email:

Address line 3





Tel:

Address line 4





Web:

Postcode

	Risk Assessment Form




	Company Name


	

	Customer Contact


	

	Company Representative


	

	Date of work


	

	Detailed description of work at customer site


	

	
	Customer Permit Required?
	Yes/No


	Extra PPE Required


	Advised by customer


	LO Likelihood of Occurrence
	FE  Frequency of Exposure
	DPH Degree of Possible Harm
	No Number of Persons at Risk

	0     Impossible                    Cannot Happen

0.1  Highly Unlikely             Possible in extreme circumstances

0.5  Almost Unlikely            Though conceivable

1     Unlikely                         But could occur  

2     Possible                        But unusual

5     Even Chance                Could happen

8     Probable                       Not surprised

10   Likely                            To be expected

15   Certain                          No doubt


	0.1 Infrequently

0.2 Annually

1 Monthly

2 Weekly

3 Daily- Per Shift

4 Hourly

5 Constantly
	0.1  Scratch / bruise

1.5    Laceration / Mild ill health effect

1  Break – Minor bone or minor illness

2  Break – major bone

4       Loss of minor limb – eye or serious illness

8       Loss of major limbs / eyes or critical illness

15     Fatality


	1    1 - 2

2    3 - 7

4         8 - 15

        8        16 - 50

        12      50 +


	RISK
	Negligible
	Very Low
	Low
	Significant
	High
	Very High
	Extreme

	HRN
	<1
	1-5
	6-10
	11.50
	51-100
	101-500
	>500


All engineers should have been trained in any areas where they could face any exposure to the following agents: 

chemical, biological, radiation, heat, cold, electricity, heights, and current CoSHH regulations. 
Additionally training for any other part of the engineers normally working environment (e.g. manual handling) should be carried out.
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RISK ASSESSMENTS

	HAZARD No.
	RISK ASSESSMENT
	APPLICABILITY FOR PLANNED MAINTENANCE



	1
	Contact with moving machinery or something being machined
	

	2
	Struck by moving (including flying or falling) objects
	

	3
	Struck by moving vehicle
	

	4
	Struck against something fixed or stationary
	

	5
	Injured whilst handling lifting or carrying
	

	6
	Slip, trip or fall on same level
	

	7
	Fall from height
	

	8
	Trapped by something collapsing or overturning
	

	9
	Drowning or Asphyxiation
	· Hazard from the exposure to compressed gas storage and cylinders

	10
	Exposure to or contact with a harmful substance
	· Bio Hazard

· Decontamination Guidelines 

· Exposure to chemical + airborne substance

· Toxic & inhalation (2 parts)

	11
	Exposure to Fire or 

High/Low temperature burns
	

	12
	Exposure to explosion
	· Exposure to explosion

· Exposure to Hydrogen

	13
	Contact with electricity or an electrical discharge
	2 parts

	14
	Physically assaulted by a person
	

	15 
	Exposure to high noise levels 
	

	16
	Exposure to radiation


	· Radiation

· Ionising

· UV

· Lasers

· RF

· Radioactivity

	17
	Any other form of hazard


	· Driving

· Eye strain



	18
	Disposal of hazardous waste
	


	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:                                         (BLANK TEMPLATE)

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: VERY LOW
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:

	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	2


	“STRUCK BY MOVING (INCLUDING FLYING OR FALLING OBJECTS”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Items placed close to edge of benches etc and knocked whilst working on them

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· All Service Engineers issued with protective footwear

· Equipment placed on stable benches

· Nothing placed above waist height

· All Service Engineers very experienced in their line of work

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	3


	“STRUCK BY MOVING VEHICLE”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Lack of awareness by Service Engineers during delivery of equipment

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Engineers usually deliver equipment by vehicle to the Customers building, then park up and walk in

· Most sites worked on have suitable separation for pedestrians and vehicles (hospitals, universities, companies etc) The Engineers follow these routes.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	5


	“INJURED WHILST HANDLING, LIFTING OR CARRYING”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Over exerting whilst moving equipment from vehicle to required location

· Reaching for equipment during unloading

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Mechanical handling aids available (e.g. trolleys)

· Two man teams always used for the larger equipment

· Equipment usually only weighs about 11kg

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Train Engineers in Manual Handling techniques
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	6


	“SLIP, TRIP OR FALL ON THE SAME LEVEL”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Uneven surfaces

· Trailing leads/objects across aisles/walkways

· Fluid spillages

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Housekeeping at Customer sites normally very good

· Services Engineers issued with footwear with anti-slip thread

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	8


	“TRAPPED BY SOMETHING COLLAPSING OR OVERTURNING”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Unstable equipment due to uneven floor or damaged base

· Boxes stacked too high on trolley prior to moving them to final destination

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· The taller units are handled by teams of two, so one can support the equipment whilst the other secures it

· Floors / benches are always level, equipment will not be installed if they are not

· Engineers only stack equipment on trolleys to about waist height

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	9


	“HAZARD FROM THE EXPOSURE TO COMPRESED GAS STORAGE CYLINDERS”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· There is serious risk to field service staff where the customer has installed gas cylinders near to analytical equipment in laboratories.  The risk is that the gauges and valves could be damaged by knocking or the cylinder being tipped over

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees


	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Customers must be advised to install gas cylinders externally following the Health & Safety guidance notices and regulation pertinent to the gases in use.  Where this is impractical, cylinders must be secured to benching or laboratory walls to mitigate away the risk of damage to gauges and connections.  Field Service Engineers are trained to exercise extreme caution where cylinders are located in laboratories. No work should be undertaken on equipment where there is doubt regarding gas cylinder safety requirements

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.  Awareness of the hazard and caution during service work will dramatically reduce the risk of injury from unstable or falling cylinders.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	10A


	“EXPOSURE TO OR CONTACT WITH A HARMFUL SUBSTANCE”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Tiny quantities of hazardous substances are occasionally carried for testing purposes, these could break and spill

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Substances are carried in very small quantities (e.g. 10g)

· Substances are transported in plastic coated containers and carried in protective boxes for extra protection

· Engineers do not handle substance

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	10B


	“EXPOSURE TO OR CONTACT WITH A HARMFUL SUBSTANCE”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Leaks from within instrument

· Removing and re-installing solvents and washes

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Wear appropriate safety clothing at all times (lab coat)

· Wear eye protection at all times

· Ensure all work performed minimises exposure solutions and solvents to acidic solutions

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	10C


	“EXPOSURE TO AIR BORNE CHEMICALS, SAMPLE COMPONENTS OR SOLVENTS”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· There is a risk to personal health from the inhalation of chemicals, components or solvent if these are correctly vented and exhausted from detectors and sample introduction systems

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Engineers should make themselves aware of the risks and dangers of exposure to air borne chemicals, materials components or solvents that might be venting from detectors or sample introduction systems in general.  Conversation with users will quickly identify the risk and what steps have been taken locally to mitigate this risk away.  Engineers should check that extraction systems are in operation before approaching the equipment.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and caution during service work will dramatically reduce the risk from the inhalation of air borne chemicals, material components or solvents
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:



	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	10D(i)


	“INHULATION OF NOXIOUS FUMES”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

Engineers could potentially be exposed to the risk of inhaling noxious fumes from the exhaust ports of inductively Coupled Plasma instruments.

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Service Engineers receive thorough training with regards to operating an Inductively Coupled Plasma Instrument and are made aware that the system should not be run with out the fume extraction system operating correctly at the specified flow rates.  All engineers are equipped with calibrated flow meters.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Extraction fan systems must be turned on before the plasma torch is started up.  Extraction hoses must fit exhaust ports effectively.  Do not start the plasma torch unless the extraction system integrity has been checked.  Awareness of this hazard will substantially reduce the risk.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:

	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	10D(ii)


	“EXPOSURE TO TOXIC SUBSTANCES”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

There is a risk to engineers when visiting and working in Laboratories that they may be exposed to chemicals and /or toxic substances.

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Where are doubt exists regarding the health and safety of visiting engineers with respect to their exposure to toxic chemicals, the customer’s representative must provide the visiting engineering with appropriate Material Safety Data Sheets in order to identify likely toxic substances that the visiting engineer may encounter.  The guidance provided by the MSDS must be adhered to by company engineers.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.   Wear a lab coat and appropriate safety equipment commensurate with the declared risk.  Awareness of this hazard and adherence to SSDS safety instructions will dramatically reduce the risk of injury from or exposure to toxic substances
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:



	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	11A


	“BURN FROM EXPOSURE TO HEATED ZONES ON ANALYTICAL EQUIPMENT”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· There is a risk from burning in the event that contact with heated zones occurs

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· There are clear indication and warnings notices located on those instrument surfaces where there is a potential risk of burning.  Training and natural caution will inevitably mitigate the risk.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and caution during service work will dramatically reduce the risk of burning.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	11B


	“RISK OF LOW TEMPERTURE BURNING”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

There is a risk to service engineering staff from low temperature burning when handling coolant materials such as LN2 or C02
PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· The use of protective clothing is mandatory.  The connection and reconnection of coolant pipe work, coolant reservoir vessels and the movement of coolant materials must not be undertaken without the correct protective clothing being worn

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and the mandatory user of protective clothing during service work will dramatically reduce the risk of injury from contact with coolant materials
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:



	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	12A


	“EXPOSURE TO EXPLOSION”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Catastrophic failure of the high pressure (5,000psi) end an HPLC system

· Leak of hydrogen gas during commissioning on gas chromatography systems

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees

· Customers
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Equipment designed and built to work at these pressures

· The high-pressure end is contained with the equipment housing

· Very  small quantities of hydrogen are used during commissioning

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	12B


	“EXPOSURE TO HYDROGEN”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· There is a risk of fire and or explosion where hydrogen is in use

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Field service engineers received through training with respect to the safe servicing of  analytical equipment where Hydrogen is in routine use.  The training clearly identifies (but is not limited to) vital procedure to check systems for gas leaks and the importance that a column must be installed prior to Hydrogen being introduced to an instrument

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and the use of extreme caution during service work will dramatically reduce the risk of fire or explosion from the use of Hydrogen.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:



	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	13


	“CONTACT WITH ELECTRICITY OR AN ELECTRICAL DISCHARGE”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Faulty electrics on the equipment

· Engineer accidentally accesses supply voltage

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Work only carried out on the low voltage side (5-24v)

· Main supply on equipment is shielded

· Service Engineers qualified and experienced in the type of work

· Equipment can be easily isolated from the mains

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· None identified
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	13A


	“ELECTRIC SHOCK FROM MAINS POWER SUPPLY”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· The risk from main electric shock is present when an instrument is connected to mains electricity.  Areas of concern are the condition of plugs, cables and connectors

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Engineers receive product training which identifies this risk.  Engineers are advised of the risk of mains power exposure and which cables and connector expose them to risk.  Main plugs and grounding components must not be removed while the instrument is turned on or while power is supplied to them.  The correct condition of grounding leads and connections is important in order reduce the risk of shock

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Training regarding this hazard is provided during instrument training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and caution during service work will dramatically reduce the risk of injury from electric shock
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	16A


	“RADIATION HAZARD FROM THE ELECTRON CAPTURE DETECTOR (ECD)”

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Contamination of the external parts and surfaces of the detector that are exposed to human contact

· Ionising radiation sources are covered by the ionising radiation Regulations of 1958.  This H&S document covers the handling, dose limitation and transportation of these sources.  Engineers need to be fully conversant with these regulations, including the monitoring of themselves and any instruments, together with clean up procedures. Almost all sources come within a shield and these should not be dismantled.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Awareness of the risk and knowledge of correct service procedures will dramatically reduce the risk from ECD ionising radiation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:




	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	16C


	“RADIATION FROM UV SOURCES”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

Engineers can potentially be exposed to the risk of UV radiation when working on equipment where a Deuterium Lamp is installed

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Deuterium lamp radiation is largely contained within the equipment.  Radiation may be visible to the naked eye under certain conditions such as viewing directly in to the optical compartments through the sample window or when the power is applied to the Deuterium lamp when the covers of the instrument are removed in order to perform diagnostics and repair.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Engineers are provided with safety glasses specifically designed to eliminate harmful UV radiation.  Advise regarding this hazard if provided during UV instrument service training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and use of the glasses provided will dramatically reduce the risk of eye damage.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:



	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	17A


	“ANY OTHER FORM OF HAZARD”

(road traffic accident)

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

· Mechanical failure of the vehicle

· Lack of attention on the part of the driver

· Poor vehicle maintenance (brakes, tyres etc)

· Excessive working hours due to long distance travel requirements

· Use of mobile phone whilst  driving

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· All company vehicles replaced at routine intervals

· All vehicles on a highway lease agreement, which includes servicing and tyre replacement

· The Service Dept. controls the flexibility of the Engineers working hours

· All vehicles fitted with air bags

· All vehicles fitted with hands free mobile phone kits

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Possible driver assessment training
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:


	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	17B


	“EYESTRAIN FROM LONG PERIODS OF WORKING WITH OPERATING COMPUTERS”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

There is potential risk of eyestrain for staff involved with a computer system implementations and support where focussing on computer display screens for long periods may cause eyestrain.

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· All staff who are likely to work in front of a computer terminal for long periods receive a workstation Assessment Test as prescribed by the Health & Safety Act 1974.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Workstation assessment test identify potential eyestrain risk.  Tests also ensure that staff are seated appropriately, have equipment at the correct height and are comfortable in there operation at the work station.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:




	<COMPANY NAME> SITE RISK ASSESSMENT RECORD

	AREA SITE:

	No:
	NATURE OF HAZARD
	RECOMMENDED ELIMINATION/

CONTROL OF HAZARD
	RE – ASSESSMENT 

LO x FE x DPH x NP = HRN
	Further Risk Reduction Required

	18


	“DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS WASTE MATERIALS”

CAUSES: 

(e.g.) 

There is potential risk from the incorrect disposal of chemical and toxic waste materials

PERSONS AFFECTED:

(e.g.) 

· Employees
	EXISTING CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

Company filed engineers must observe the customer’s site specific safety instruction with respect to the disposal of hazardous waste.  Advice from the customer must be sought and no hazardous materials must be disposed of without having referred to local procedure for the safe disposal of hazardous waste.

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL CONTROLS:

(e.g.)

· Engineers are informed of these requirements during instrument training courses.  Awareness of this hazard and caution during service work will dramatically reduce the risk of injury from toxic waste and its disposal.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	RISK: 
	

	KEY: Likelihood of Occurrence (LO)  Frequency of Exposure (FE) Degree of Possible Harm (DPH)  Number of Persons at Risk (NP)  Hazard Rating Number (HRN)


	ASSESSMENT CARRIED OUT BY:

Name:                                                                        Position:                                                                              Date:
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