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A Safety Case Report is a key deliverable that summarises the Safety Case at a
particular instant in time. It provides assurance to the Duty Holder that safety is
being managed effectively, highlights areas of safety-related project risk requiring
management attention and gives stakeholders visibility of the status of the Safety
Case.
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Compliance with detailed prescriptive regulations was not sufficient to ensure safety
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The main purpose of the Yellow Book is to help you set up a process that
protects you and others from mistakes and gives documented evidence (the
engineering safety case) that risk is at an acceptable level.
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Among other things, the railway safety case must describe:



- the operator’s safety policy and arrangements for safety management;
- the operator’s assessment of the risk;

- how it will monitor safety;

- how it organises itself to carry out its safety policy; and

- how it makes sure that its staff are competent to do safety-related work
([1], Vol. 1, Pageb)
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1.106
safety case
argument that the safety requirements for an item (1.69) are complete and
satisfied by evidence compiled from work products of the safety activities

during development

NOTE Safety case can be extended to cover safety (1.103) issues beyond the
scope of ISO 26262.
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6.4.6 Safety case

6.4.6.1 This requirement shall be complied with for items that have at least one
safety goal with an ASIL (A), B, C or D: a safety case shall be developed in accordance
with the safety plan.



6.4.6.2 The safety case should progressively compile the work products that are
generated during the safety lifecycle.

([3], Part 3, page 13)
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C.2 Review of the completeness of the safety case (see 6.5.3)
C.2.1 Confirmation that the work products referenced in the safety case are available and

sufficiently complete, so that the item’s achievement of functional safety can be adequately



evaluated.

NOTE The referenced work products can be the work products that are identified as relevant to support the
safety case.

C.2.2 Confirmation that the work products referenced in the safety case:

- are traceable from one to another,

- have no contradictions within or between work products, and

- either have no open issues that can lead to the violation of a safety goal, or have only open

issues that are controlled and have a plan for closure.
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Person responsible for safety on a project and for producing all safety-related
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Figure 7.1 - Logical Organization of SAEM
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