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 SCHOOL of CHEMISTRY HEALTH and SAFETY COMMITTEE

21st December  2008 at 2:30 p.m. in Room 7.27
In attendance: Prof.  P.O`Brien (Chair), Dr. E.M. Armstrong, 
Mr G. Smith (Minutes), Mr. P. Unsworth, Mr. T Graham
Dr. N. Bryan, Mr.  S. Holden and Dr. M. Attfield.
1. Apologies 

Dr. P. O`Malley, Ms. C. Davidge, Mr. J. Martin, Mr. J. Robinson, Mr. A. Sutherland, Dr. D. Crouch and Dr. P. Quayle.
2. Minutes 

The minutes of the last meeting held on 13th October 2008 at 2:30 p.m. in Room 7.27 were passed as correct.
3. Matters Arising 
EMA reported to the committee that work was continuing on the School’s new safety manual.  

A copy of Bretherick’s handbook of Chemical Safety Hazards has been purchased and is available from EMA.  

A safety glasses box is to be placed at reception as previously agreed in previous committee meeting.
4. Correspondence 
EMA reported to the committee that an audit of the positions and risk assessments in place for acetylene cylinders had been requested by central health and safety services. This had been completed and the findings of the risk assessment and the action plan had been shared with the owner and users of the cylinder.

EMA also reported that the annual chemical weapons return was due in January.
CD found a number of hazards whilst undertaking Mercury monitoring within room 3.33 of the Chemistry building.  A number of photos were taken highlighting the hazards which had been drawn to the attention of the aceadmic in charge of the laboratory.
5. Chairman’s Business
EMA expressed her concern to the committee that not every one had attended the new starters induction.  Also  the new starters induction questionnaire highlighted a huge range of level of health and safety knowledge.  It was discussed and agreed that this induction questionnaire should be conducted as a test.  The test result would be either pass or fail with the minimum pass mark set at 80%.  Should a person fail the induction they would be required to attend the next available new starters induction  and undertake the subsequent test.  During this time they would only be allowed to undertake laboratory work while working under the supervision of a competent colleague. 
6. Latest accidents/incidents   
Three accidents were reported during this time period.   Two of these were accidents that had occurred in the Undergraduate measurement laboratory, one of which was reported under the RIDDOR regulations as the individual was sent to hospital for stitches.  There were also two incident reports submitted for near misses.   One was a fire involving lithium aluminium hydride within a fume cupboard.  The fire suppression system did not operate however the fire was put out with little damage.
POB suggested the accident statistics be measured and reported as a rolling incidence rate, which was agreed.
POB also requested that Garry Proctor be written to asking how basic training on safe handling of glassware was carried out for the undergraduates.  
7. Mini Audit findings on Risk Assessment 
Mini Audit was carried out within the School of Chemistry.  EMA was talked to concerning risk assessments.  The audit then looked at how the risk assessment process actually happened in practice. The finding highlighted many problems. POB expressed his disappointment at the timing of the audit has most of the problems have already been addressed with the School’s change in risk assessment form.  GDS asked if the results of the mini audit could be circulated to the committee members?   This was agreed.  
8. Report from Fire Evacuation
The building was fully evacuated in five minutes.  People came out of the building using several different fire exits.  This was a noted improvement on previous years were the main exit was predominantly used by people evacuating the building.  

Fire notices throughout the department are now in need of updating following the removal of Chisholm building.   Terry Graham reported to the committee that Darrel Bishop may have funds for replacing the frames for fire notices as part of one of his projects.  Regardless of this it was agreed that the fire notices needed to be updated.  Simon Holden was asked to report back to the committee at the next meeting.
9. Congestion and smoke pollution at main entrance of building 
The committee has received a compliant about congestion and smoke pollution at the entrance to the building as a result of smokers. The committee debated  a perceived danger from congestion at the main entrance to the building.  It was decided that level of congestion at the main entrance was low enough that the risk of an accident taking place was very minimal. 
Smoking outside the building and subsequent pollution was discussed.  It was stated that the University policy is that no one should smoke within 5 meters of the building.  There was concern from the committee that  trying to  stop smoking in front of  the entrance would not be enforceable.  It was suggested that provision of a smokers shelter should be investigated to discourage smokers from congregating at the Schools entrance. 
10. Latest Inspections / Arrangements for inspection 

The 2nd floor of the building was inspected.  The 2nd floor teaching laboratory showed a huge improvement from previous inspections.  The inspections of the Nanoporous materials centre unearthed a number of safety issues.  There was a gas cylinder that was freestanding and unsecured.
The inspection team had an altercation with one worker within the porous materials. Cups, makeup, sweets were all found in one of the laboratories.  There was also concern over labelling of samples and perveived use of HF without any calcium gluconate gel present.  A number of risk assessments were found  to be inadequate.
The basement was also inspected and concern was expressed to the committee over the amount of combustible material being stored under stairwell and obstructing fire exits. POB informed the committee that he would have a look at the problem.  
SH suggested to the committee that it may be prudent to change how we conduct safety inspections.  It was suggested that we were at present attempting to inspect too big an area during inspections, which had several disadvantages: the time taken to do the inspection, possible lack of awareness of issues at the end of the inspection period which may have been picked up at the beginning of an inspection, and a large unwieldy inspection report to produce and circulated, which was could be a considerable time after the inspection had been carried out. After discussion the committee decided to arrange inspections for single wings of the chemistry building floors instead of inspecting a complete floor at a time.  It was also decided that safety champions be invited to accompany the inspection party throughout their respective laboratories. 

EMS to produce a revised schedule for inspections.

7th floor inspection  -TBA
 
11. Dates of next meetings

Monday 26th January at 14:30 in Room 4.20

Monday 23rd March at 14:30 in Room 4.20

Monday 18th May at 14:30 in Room 4.20

Monday 29th June at 14:30 in Room 4.20

11. AOB
EMA reported that the MIB health and safety minutes were now available.  
EMA also reported that general guidance notes on controlling the risk of legionella in equipment (i.e. not emergency showers and eyewash stations) were now available on Manchester University’s Health and Safety website.  
POB requested that David Berrisford and Tanya Aspinall attend our safety committee as representatives Chemistry staff working within MIB.
Diphoterine® training was scheduled for 15th January.

SH expressed his concern to the committee over the Schools security. Swipe card access is authorised for the time period that students and staff  should be working at the University.  However if the person leaves the University before the end of their contract there is no mechanism in place at present for the School to revoke their swipe card access to the building. It was concluded that Human Resources need to inform the School of any leavers so swipe access permissions to the building can be amended.
Meeting finished at 3.50pm
