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Executive Summery 
The document identifies 10 hazards of the first floor if the IQ building of the University of Wales Trinity Saint David (UWTSD). The most hazardous and the only one in the red risk category is the small corridor that connects the entrance to the classrooms and the cafeteria. The mitigation proposed is to assess the most crowded hour, and organise the students timetables in a way that they take turns in the corridor so as to minimize the crowd. 

1. Intro 
The following document is a health and safety assessment of the first floor of IQ building of the UWTSD. The assessment had taken place as part of an assignment, and takes a closer look at the safety of the entrance, first classrooms, and the corridor that connects them. 
The methodology was an on field assessment by the author, where hazards were identified. Risk classification happened through a risk matrix, assessing risk through the likelihood and the severity of a hazard.  Further details of these classifications are in the next section. 
There were a total of ten hazards identified. They can be found is section 3, Risks. In the same section can be found the mitigations proposed. 

2. Methodology
2.1. Identification of hazards
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The identification of the hazards took place by on a field assessment by the author of the report. A hazard is classed as “something dangerous and likely to cause damage” (Cambridge Disctionary, 2020). The hazards have been identified through an on field analysis by the author.

2.2. Identification of Risks levels
The risk level of a hazard is determined by the severity of the injury it can cause and likelihood if the injury occurring. The risks are classed into three categories: green, which is a low risk hazard; yellow, a moderate risk hazard; and red, which are high risk hazards. (Graph 1: Severity (vertical) and Likelihood (horizontal))

In this report likelihood and severity has been judged case by case on a scale of one to five, with one being low severity/likelihood, and five being high severity/likelihood. Risk then calculated by multiplying these numbers together, as per seen on the graph 1, with risk in the green zone low priority, and risk in the red zone deemed high priority, expanded on in the sections below. 

2.3. Identification of Likelihood
Likelihood has been estimated by the author of the document during the assessment. There have been five categories identified: Very Unlikely (1); Unlikely (2); Possible (3); Likely (4) and Very Likely (5). 
Very Unlikely has been classed as anything that might happen less than once a year. Unlikely has been classed as anything that might happen once a year. Possible has been classified as anything that might happen once every three months. Likely is anything that might happen on a monthly bases, and Very Likely is anything that might happen on a weekly base, or more often. 

2.4. Identification of Severity
Severity has been estimated by the author of the document during the assessment. The five categories identified are: Very Low Severity (1); Low Severity (2); Severe (3); High Severity (4) and Very High Severity (5). 
Very Low Severity injuries are ones that leave no lasting mark, and heal within a two weeks, with no lasting impact on the injured. A Low Severity injury might be one that will leave no lasting mark nor have life long impacts, but will not heal within two weeks. A Severe one might either; 1. leave a mark on the body, but no lifelong effects; or 2. does heal visually within two or more weeks, but leaves a lasting impact on the injured. A High Severity will not heal visually and will have lasting impacts on a person’s future, though not a major one. A Very High Severity injury will leave a highly visual mark, or will leave a lasting and serious impact on the injured person’s life. 

3. Risks 
3.1. Identified hazards and risk levels
	Name of Risk - Corridor
	Injury can be caused
	Likelihood
	Severity
	Risk level

	Corridor doors
	· Doors opening into people can cause minor damage 
· Can trip people over, causing minor injuries
	3
	1
	3

	Under stair storage
	· Can trip people over, causing minor injuries
· Path obstruction during fire
· Can be a source of fire
	1
	3
	3

	Costa sign
	· Can trip people over, causing minor injuries
	2
	2
	4

	Bins 
	· Can trip people over, causing minor injuries
· Can be source of fires
· Can invite in parasites and pests
	2
	3
	6

	Space behind counter
	· Too little room to move in case of fire – can trap people in
	2
	4
	8

	Front doors
	· Heavy front doors – can shut onto people’s arm/legs/feet causing minor injury
· Heavy front doors – in case of fire can trap people in. 
	2
	5
	10

	Sliding doors
	· Doors can close on people – can cause minor injuries
· In case of power cut the door can be stuck in a closed position
· Doors stuck – in case of fire a stuck door can trap people inside
	2
	5
	10

	Small Corridor
	· Small corridor creates cramped and small places where there is a chance of people walking into each other, causing minor injuries
· Small and cramped space might cause too much traffic to block the path
· Small corridor in case of fire can funnel people too thin for everyone to escape.
· Small obstructions (e.g.: bins) can cause further funnelling of students in the corridor. 
	4
	4
	16

	Name of Risk - Classroom
	Injury can be caused 
	Likelihood
	Severity
	Risk level

	Objects on the ground
	· Trip hazard – can cause minor injury
	3
	1
	3

	Wires
	· Wires exposed on the ground – trip hazard
· Wires exposed on the ground – electric shock hazard
	3
	2
	5




3.2. Recommended action
	Name of Risk - Corridor
	Mitigation proposed
	Previous rating
	Likelihood/
Severity
(new)
	New Risk level

	Corridor doors
	· Pain up the arcs of the doors opening to warn people of the doors 
	3
	1/1
	1

	Under stair storage
	· Bring stored goods to designated storage area out of people’s way
· Smoke alarms near storage to make sure fires are detected
· Proper storage procedures to minimize risk of fire
	3
	1/2
	2

	Costa sign
	· Remove or place in location out o the way of the people
	4
	1/1
	1

	Bins 
	· Brightly coloured bins would draw attention to themselves and help people notice them before they trip
· Regular emptying of bins can help prevent fires and keeps away parasites and pests. 
	6
	1/3
	3

	Space behind counter
	· Train staff in correct fire procedures and make sure that space behind counter is kept tidy to maximize space
	8
	1/4
	4

	Front doors
	· Put out a sign to warn people that the doors are heavy
· Train staff and students on the correct fire event procedures
· Restore automatic functions of door to minimize risk of door closing prematurely
	10
	2/3
	6

	Sliding doors
	· Put out a sign to warm people not to stop in the middle of the door
· Have enough battery in the door that in case of a fire event or power cut the door can still open once finally 
· Have alternative exits in case the door gets stuck 
· Place window breaking device near door to break through the glass in case of fire 
	10
	1/3
	3

	Small Corridor
	· Assign pathways onto the corridor to make sure people have a way of getting to places
· Arrange classes in a way that minimizes the number of people in the corridor at any one time
· Place bins and other obstruction out of the way to maximize effective space
· Educate students and staff of the correct fire procedures and put out maps of the building with the fire doors highlighted to make it easy for people to find nearest emergency exit
	16
	3/3
	9

	Name of Risk - Classroom
	Mitigation proposed 
	Previous rating
	Likelihood/
Severity
(new)
	New Risk level

	Objects on the ground
	· Warn people to place their bags, and other belongings out of the way
	3
	1/1
	1

	Wires
	· Put them way, tuck them in or route them away from people’s pathway. 
· Cover them up to people don’t trip in them
· Colour them bright to make them easy to spot. 
	5
	1/2
	2



3.3. Continued assessment of developing hazards
This health and risk assessment has been completed on the 5th of April by the author, as per noted in the introduction. With that in mind, the recommended repetition of the health and safety assessment should be on the 5th of May, to see if suggested changes have been implemented and if they had any effect. If the changes were found to increase the risk, or not effect it, it is required to re-assess the situation and recommend new solutions
It should also be noted that the number of people present in the building is set to be increased, which will increase the likelihood of tripping, pushing, and it’ll be significantly problematic in the small corridor space unless the recommended changes are introduced. For this reason, I recommend that the corridor be assessed again once the planned changes are implemented, and to assess how the increased traffic effected the IQ building. 

4. Conclusion
The conclusion drawn for the document is that the IQ building is though safe from serious harm, will get overcrowded regularly. For this reason, the mitigation proposed is to limit the number of people in the building’s common areas through routing and organisation of the lectures. Also concluded is that the assessment should be repeated on a monthly basis to spot and mitigate new hazards, or to analyse if the mitigation methods proposed have achieved their desired effect. 
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