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University laboratory safety management based on hazard

identification and risk assessment

Gao Huiling, Dong Peng, Dong Lingyu, Li Wenzhong

(Department of State-owned Asset Management, Beijing University of Chemical Technology. Beijing 100029, China)

Abstract: In view of university laboratories, a new “ Trinity” safety management model for university
laboratories with the laboratory classification based on hazard identification, laboratory hierarchies based on
risk assessment and qualified acceptance based on the management measures and effectiveness is established.
The core of this management model is to allocate the safety management resources scientifically and
reasonably, the premise is to analyze the hazard source identification and safety risk assessment of the
laboratory in all directions, and the focus is on the safety risk prevention and control.
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