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1. How It’s brought
together

Legislative Framework
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Central Operating Section System Safety Deliverables Hierarchy

2. Get a grip on

CRL Systemn Salety Diliverables
Complexity . .
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Assured Railway
Configuration #1

Assured Railway
Configuration #2

Assured Railway
Configuration #2

3. Progressive
Assurance
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Safety Justifications with I e
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» Structured Engineering i
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4. Consistency of Contractor’s ESM Requirement One Hazard Record for all (PWHR)
safety management —
approach through alli -
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Robust Controls

5. Robust Control SJ Dependencies Burndown Graph . Revenue Service EOWLs
Mechanism, Focus, L iZZ
Completeness o =
Robust Controls: Aligning
D e p e n d e. n C I eS WI t h +e+2=+ Forecast - M?ﬁgaled for E?RS - agreed in principle —Ml(iga'sd for EiRS - agreed in principle E
outstanding works and el 2
programme of delivery o [ o . .. s
Focus on the deliverable L e e e
easier by remote working: N N
» Tools that can be used by
all remotely
> Strong working
relationship well
established before
COVID Focus and Remote working
Completeness:
ITAP Submission by duration
> Top down ap_proaCh to L N B Report ) EAC mES)
hazard and risk B0 Partp TMENOW ERs 1
management 0 . |
1 [}
» Bottom up approach g %0 : |
. 3 1
> Robust review process: £ 30 ! |
Contractor/ISA, CRL, E ! !
AsBo, RFLI/LU then fm | ' [y
RAB-C . | ! !
- Everything by the book 0 | ol |
v

from the start! However,

oy > > > 92 v v v 92 92 Y2 v 9 v v
RN U N R U N G U U U L

v 7
N )
S '\3’\N 2 %Q\N & w“’\g wQ\Q i\\g & @\Q 'Q\Q ’LD\Q ) N"\Q N«\Q Wb‘\g

o

not always popular!

©

>

LEARNING
LECACY




ORR confirms green light for Elizabeth Line
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Press releases
ORR confirms green light for Elizabeth line opening

T3May 2022

London's Elizabeth line has received its final authorisations of its trains, stations, and infrastructure from the rail

requlator ahead of its opening on Tuesday 24 May.
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