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HAZARD REGISTER - IDENTIFICATION & MANAGEMENT

(Human Factors & Operational)

	Hazard


	Rating
	Significant?

(yes/no)
	Eliminate? (E)

Isolate? (I)

Minimise? (M)
	Actions required

(Including existing)
	Person responsible
	Target Date for completion
	Completed

(date/initials)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Area to check: 
	
	
	

	Emergency procedures
	Eye/hearing protection
	Deck surfaces
	Watertight integrity

	Fire hazards
	Machine guards and stops
	Ventilation and lighting
	Escape routes

	Fire prevention
	Hazardous substances
	Ropes & mooring lines
	Fuelling procedures

	Falls overboard
	Isolation procedures
	Boarding & disembarking
	

	Access to safety gear
	Lifting gear
	Deck surfaces
	


RISK ASSESSMENT TOOL
	Likelihood
	
	Potential Consequences

	
	
	Insignificant

(First aid)

1
	Minor

(Medical treatment)

2
	Moderate

(Time off work)

3
	Major

(Serious harm)

4
	Catastrophic

(Fatality)

5



	
Rare

	1
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unlikely
	2
	2
	4
	6
	8
	10

	Possible
	3
	3
	6
	9
	12
	15

	Likely
	4
	4
	8
	12
	16
	20

	Almost Certain
	5
	5
	10
	15
	20
	25


To Determine “All Practicable Steps”
· The likelihood and possibility of potential injury/illness must be balanced against the cost and practicality of the control measures

· Consider what the consequences  might be if we failed to take any action

· Do not decide what steps to take based entirely on the costs alone. Where there is a risk that someone could be seriously harmed, there is a greater need to do what we can to prevent people from being harmed.

The overall test is:

“What would a reasonable and prudent person do in these circumstances?”

There are no firm guidelines on this – it will depend on each individual situation.
Consider fishing industry practices:

· Any judgement on whether a control was “reasonably practicable” will be made taking common practice and knowledge throughout the industry into account.

· A claim by an individual that they did not know what to do about a hazard would not be successful if that type of hazard was widely known to others in the industry, and those others had safeguards in place. A claim by an individual that they did not know what to do about a hazard would not be successful if they chose not to use current body of industry knowledge about the hazard.

· The courts refer to the current, “up-to-date” body of knowledge that is available to people. Failure to be familiar with this knowledge, or to follow it, is failing to take all practicable steps

	1. Eliminate 
          the hazard - get rid of it. If this is not practical, or possible then

2. Isolate
the hazard - put a fence or guard around it). If this is not practical, then

3. Minimise 
do what you can to reduce the risk that the hazard will cause harm. This will often involve putting in place work practises and procedures on the boat, and ensuring that everyone is trained to follow them


