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danger, however, 40 Immediate Protective Actions were documented.
danger, however, only 4 Immediate Protective Actions were documented.
danger, however, only 5 Immediate Protective Actions were documented.
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Chart 3

Round #1: 39 Safety Assessments identified present
Round #2: 5 Safety Assessments identified present
Round #2: 6 Safety Assessments identified present

danger, however, 40 Immediate Protective Actions were documented.

danger, however, only 4 Immediate Protective Actions were documented.
danger, however, only 5 Immediate Protective Actions were documented.
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Safety Assessment Comparison Reviews - Safety Plans
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Round 2: 58 assessment identified impending danger
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r, however, 105 safety plans were documented.
, however only 57 safety plans were documented.
and 62 safety plans were documented.
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Note: ** These questions use areverse scale (LOWER NUMBER IS BETTER) as we want the workers to have used the correct safety plan »
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*** Plan contained promissory commitments: This question uses a reverse scale (LOWER NUMBER IS BETTER) as we do NOT want the
safety plan to contain promissory commitments.
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Safety Assessment Comparison Reviews -
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1 of Safety IA Reviews.
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NOTE: The QA tool does not assess whether or not the worker met their time frame in documenting the PCA or the Conditions of Return on N-
FOCUS. The QA team only reviews the quality of the PCA and the Conditions of Return if it is finalized on N-FOCUS at the time of the review.
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