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3TO MOXET NMPOU3OUTU C BAMMU: ecnu e He 6bin B gocTatoyHoi Mepe NpuMeHeH

This Might Happen to you: If

MPOLLECC ONpeaeneHnst 1 OLEHKM

ornacHocTen

e The internal hazard identification and
evaluation process for manlift operations
was insufficient

OnucaHue npoucluecTBuUs

Incident Description

MawwmHucT aBTormgponogabemMuuka (A1) co cBoM HanapHUKOM NPOU3BOAMIN 3aTsXKKYy 6ONTOB Ha
pame CcTanbHOW KOHCTPYKLUKN, HAXOASICh B Mtofnbke nogbeMHuKa. [locne Toro, kak OHW BbINOSTHWUAN
3agaHue, MaLVHUCT NPUCTYNWI K NepeMELLIEHMIO JTIONbKMA U3HYTPU pambl KOHCTPYKUMM Ha apyroe
MECTO CTallbHON KOHCTPYKUMKU. [pn nepeasuKeHnn NtonbKu, BEPXHAS YacTb TyNoBuLLA MaLUMHUCTA
oKasanacbh 3axaTon Mexay naHesnblo ynpaBrneHus u ropusoHTansHon 6ankon. [pyro paboTHUK,
HaxoOUBLUUINCA B NIONbKe, TpaBMUPOBaH He Bbif, Tak Kak BO BpeMS NPOUCLLECTBUS OH HAaXOAWNCH B
cvasiieM NOMoXKeHUM BHYTPY MONbKAN.

A manlift operator and a fellow worker were in the process of tightening bolts on the framework of a
steel structure from the basket of a manlift. As they completed their task, the operator proceeded to
reposition the basket from inside the framework of the structure to another location on the structure. As
the basket was being moved, the operator's upper torso became trapped between the control panel and
a horizonal beam. The other worker in the basket was not injured as he was sitting down in the basket
at the time of the incident.

Y10 npuvBeno K npoucluecTBunio

What Went Wrong

MponssoanTenamm obopyaoBaHus Obinn NnpeaycMoTpeHbl MHXEHEPHO-TEXHNYECKME CpeacTBa
6e3onacHOCTV Ang npegoTBpaLleHns 3axKaTust MawnHNCTA, HO AaHHbIe TEXHUYECKME peLLeHns
He Oblnn BKNtoYeHbl B TpebosaHua TY TMNBP.

OTcyTCcTBYET OOKYMEHT, ONUChIBaKOLWUIN cneumanbHble TpeboBaHua Th, koTopbin 6bl BKAOYan
TpeboBaHMa NpodeccnoHarnbHOM aTTecTaunm MaMHUCTOB CNELTEXHUKN U nogpobHoe
onpegeneHve onacHocTen/nepenoBble MeToabl 6e3onacHon akcnnyaTaunum NoAbLEMHUKOB.
PykoBoacTBo 6usHec-napTHEPOB HE 06ecneynno NoOHNMaHWe 1 NOSIHOE NCMOMHEHNE Npoueayp
KOMMNaHU1 No nNpoBeaeHnto NpodeccrMoHanbHon aTTectTaymm MalmMHUCTOB NMOABEMHUKA.

Al'Tl n gpyras TexHuka ¢ rmapasnmMyecknm ynpasneHmeM, Haxogswascs Ha 6anaHce NBP, He
ObINKn JOmMKHBIM 06pa3oM KnaccnuLmMpoBaHbl N0 PakTopaM puUcka, CBA3aHHOTO C UX
akcnnyartaumen, cornacHo Matpuue onpegeneHms TpeboBaHUI K 3a4aHnio Hapsga-gonycka; B
peaynbTaTte 4Yero He Hbin NPoBEAEH AOSMKHBLINM aHaNM3 onacHbIX hakTop 1 NpaBuUiibHOE
nnaHMpoBaHue paboT.

Engineered safeguards have been developed by equipment manufacturers to prevent operator
entrapment but this technology was not incorporated into FGP manlift equipment specification
requirements.

There is no specific Safety Procedure document that includes operator competency assessment
requirements or detailed hazard identification/best practices of safe manlift operations.

Business partner management failed to ensure that internal manlift operator competency
assessment procedures were communicated and fully implemented.

Manlifts and other hydraulically controlled equipment within the FGP inventory have not been
properly classified according to the risk factors associated with their operation in the PTW Task
Requirement Matrix, resulting in less than adequate hazard analysis and planning of work.
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BbiBogbi/INnaH aencTeumn

Lessons Learned /Action Plan

He 6bin B AOCTATOYHOM Mepe NPUMEHEH NPOLECC ONpeaerieHnst U OLEHKN ONacHOCTEN Npu
akcnnyatauuun Al'TT B OTHOLLEHNN NOTEHLMASTBHO BLICOKOW CTEMEHN pUCKa 3axBaTa 1
cAaBnvBaHust Npyn paboTe BHYTPY KOHCTPYKUMIA C OrpaHNYE€HHbIM MPOCTPAHCTBOM U / UnK Ha
yyacTKax, rge MoXeT CyLLeCTBOBaTb yrpo3a OnpoKMabIBaHMS.

3alnNTHbIN WMTOK/OrpaXaeHne Ha NaHenu ynpaeneHnsi He NOMeLLano MalMHUCTY
HenpegHaMepeHHO akTUBMPOBATbL CUCTEMY YNpPaBNeHNs B MOMEHT, KOrfa ero npmkano K
naHenu. B kadecTBe COCTaBHOW YacTu aHanM3a onacHbIX oakTopoB HeobXxoaAMMo
paccmaTpuBaTb paboTocnocobHOCTb CpeacTBa 3alnTbl M YCTPOMUCTB 6e30MacHOCTM.
MawwnHncTam TEXHUKM N pyKOBOANTENAM paboT HeO6X0AMMO MOBLICUTL YPOBEHD
OCBEJOMIIEHHOCTUN N MOHUMAHUA OMacHOCTEN 3axBaTa (3axaTus) Tena npu aKkcnyaTaumm
NoAbEMHUKOB.

The internal hazard identification and evaluation process for manlift operations was insufficient /
underappreciated for the potentially high level of risk associated with entrapment, when
operating inside of structures with limited space, and / or operating where overhead hazards
may exist.

The manlift control panel protective bar/guard did not prevent the operator from inadvertently
activating controls as he was pushed against the panel. Guard(s) and safety device
functionality should be considered as part of a hazard analysis.

There is a need for greater awareness and understanding of manlift entrapment hazards
amongst operators and supervisors.

SUPERVISORS/IN CHARGES OF OUR COMPANY AT VARIOUS WORK SITES ARE REQUESTED TO
INCLUDE THIS BULLETIN IN THEIR WEEKLY MEETINGS AND THUS PROMOTE A SAFE WORKING

CULTURE AMONG OUR WORK FORCE!

CynepBansepam u pyKoBoAUTESNIAM Hallen KOMNaHuu, paboTarowmx Ha pa3finyHbIX OO0beKTax.
NMpocum Bac Ao6aBUTL 3TOT OroNNeTeHb B Baluu eXeHegesribHble CO6paHua no TexHuKe

Be3onacHoOCTN, 4YTO Obl Takum 06pa30M NOBbLICUTb COBepLUEeHCTBOBAHNE TEXHUKA 6e3onacHocTM B

paboTe cpeau Hawux paboTHUKOB!

Remember — Safety First!!!
[TomHUTe — be3onacHocTb npexae scero!!!
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