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Abstract:



Study and comparison of safety standards in private and public medical diagnostic laboratories
in Fasa

Introduction: It is essential to follow safety standards before starting any work. These
standards are very important in medical diagnostic laboratories. All procedures performed in
medical diagnostic laboratories are associated with risks. The purpose of this study was to
investigate and compare the status of safety standards in private and public medical diagnostic
laboratories in Fasa.

Materials and Methods: This study was a cross-sectional descriptive study and the study
population was 9 private, semi-private and public medical diagnostic laboratories affiliated to
Fasa University of Medical Sciences. To collect information, the checklist of standards of the
Ministry of Health and Medical Education and also the laboratory safety regulations approved
by the Supreme Council of Technical Protection in 2006 were used. Finally, one-way t-test and

analysis of variance were used to analyze the data with SPSS software.

Results: In this study, 11.1% of the laboratories had poor conditions in terms of observing the
safety components of the laboratory, 22.2% had moderate conditions and 66.7% were in good
condition. Also, 25% of government laboratories had poor conditions in terms of compliance
with laboratory safety components, 25% had moderate conditions and 50% had good
conditions in terms of compliance with laboratory safety components. For semi-private and
private laboratories, 25% of laboratories had average conditions and 75% had good conditions
in observing laboratory safety components.

Conclusion: However, most of the experts in this study had good results, but public
laboratories had lower scores than private ones. First, in some areas of safety, such as chemical
hazards and test quality control, the ergonomic area should include appropriate corrective
action in all laboratory managers.
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