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Geo- demographic Distribution of Farm 

Deaths



Trends in Farm Injuries
(National Farm Survey data)
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Trends in Accident Causation 
(National Farm Survey data)

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

%

L
iv

es
to

ck

M
ac

hi
ne

ry

T
ri
ps ,

 F
al

ls
, B

lo
w
s 

C
ha

in
sa

w
s

2011

2001

1996

1991



Farmer approach to OHS

 Farmers mainly are positive to SHWW (75%) ( McNamara 

and Reidy, 1997)

 But SHWW  Adoption Poor. ( Finnegan and Phelan, 2002)

- 9% completed Safety Statement requirement.

- 13% completed any OHS Training.

- 5% sought OHS Advice in previous 12 months.

- 29% Uncovered working PTO Shaft.

 This Research led to the H.S.A. – Teagasc – Farm Safety 

Partnership and Code of Practice Initiative.   



Farm Safety   COP  Risk Assessment
( available at www.hsa.ie)



COP – Risk Assessment Format



Evaluation of COP Implementation

 42% completion when 

sent to farmers. 

 Teagasc clients (1.59) 

and farms with larger 

economic size. 

 ‘Implementers’ have 

satisfactory standards     

(p=0.000)  

The Course Helped me to Understand my 

Responsibilities Under The SHWW Act 2005 

(total:1173).

46% 

53% 

2% (23)
0% (5)

0% (3)

Strongly agree

Agree

Neither

Disagree

Strongly disagree



Evaluation of Half-Day Training on COP Risk 

Assessment

22% of farmers have 
completed half-day 
course.

 Course increased 
no. of controls 
specified by 70%

 Course attendance 
increased demand for 
health and safety 
follow-up advice.  0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Any

Advice

Office

Consult. 

Phone

Consult. 

Farm

Visit

Advisory

Event

Other

Advisory Activity.

%

Pilot 
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Number of COP Risk Assessment   

Controls by Enterprise

Enterprise Training No Training Significance

( p value) 

All 3.32 1.95 0.000

Dairy 4.28 2.24 0.002

Drystock 2.60 1.84 0.62

Tillage 3.08 2.55 0.09



Code of Practice Controls  Specified  ( No. 

1414)

Physical Practices 

92.4% 7.6%

Physical:  Vehicles/ Machinery (42%), Livestock         

(14.6%); Farmyard and Buildings (12.7%); Electricty 

(8.8%).

Practices: Children & Older Farmers (1.4%); Health issues 

(8.9%)



Mortality  Status of Farmers
( O’Shea, 2012)

Cause Farmers

( 15 -64 years)

Death – any cause X 4

Circulatory Disease X 5

Cancer X 3

Injuries ( inc poisoning)  x 7



Health – Related Practices of Irish 

Farmers ( Osborne et al, 2010)

 72% of farmers (n=600)  had visited a health 
professional in the previous year . 

- 1997 national sample 29% visit a health 
professional. 

 50% of farmers reported participating in 
leisure time physical activity 

- Compares with 81% of the general Irish 
population.

 Diet – farmers traditional – saturated fats ? 



Suicide and Agricultural Change

 Farmers (men) over- represented (3 times 

higher than higher professionals)

 Financial Challenges.

 Identity Issues: ‘role of men’, ‘bread winner’ 

 Weakening of relationships, loss of 

community support, isolation. 

 Agricultural Change: worries about change. 

 Positive Mental Health needs to be promoted. 



Irish Successes 

 Keep the Issue to the Fore

- H.S.A.  30% of Deaths, 6% of Workforce 

 Research – Evidence Base.  

- H.S.A.  30% of Deaths, 6% of Workforce

 Engage Farmers in Practical OHS Management.

- Physical Controls & Behaviours



Irish Successes

 National Programmes in Place – National 

Organisations/ Partnerships

 Tap-into other National Programmes. e.g. Dept. of 

Agriculture,  Teagasc, Farming Organisations.

 Political Support – Ministerial Involvement.

 Incentives : State Grant Schemes,  Attendance at 

Training  



Current Irish Challenges

 Expansion of Agriculture. 

 Age Structure of Farmers.

 Engaging the late and non adopters ( circa 

33%) 



Some Thoughts for CASA

 Use a national  ‘ Mass Media Approach’.

 Adopt a Slogan 

 E.g. - ‘SafeFarm Canada’

- ‘Make Canadian Farms  amongst the safest in 
the world.’

 - Farmers ‘ Aim for Zero’ deaths and serious 
Injury.

 Geo-demographic Data available ?

 Use Documents/ approaches that farmers respond too. 

 Risk Assessment a problematic issue !  



Change Theory ( after Slater,1999)

Stages of Change Theory

Pre- Contemplation,  Contemplation, Preparation, Action,

Maintenance

Media Advocacy     Behaviour Change      Social Cognitive 

Theory 



Concluding comments.  

 ‘Is feider Linn’ – ‘Yes we Can’.

 But – ‘Adoption’ is gradual and variable     
(Ref. Rogers Diffusion of Innovations).

 Farmers – Adopt – ‘but in their own way’ 
Ref: Vanclay, Australia - environmental 
adoptions.

 Collaboration – ‘the Blackbox’. 

 Research – Knowledge Transfer.  



Further Information

 www.hsa.ie

 www.teagasc.ie/health_safety/

http://www.hsa.ie/
http://www.teagasc.ie/health_safety/

