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Table2 Example of negative utility schedule

Severily

S everit
Classification i Money
1 First Aid 20
2 Temporary T otal 345
3 Permanent P artial 2, 500
4 Permanent Total 21, 000

(including fatalities)

B2 AR YAl w1 At
= (0.7) (20) + (0.2) (345) + (0.1) (2500) =333
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Figure | Example fault tree
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Figure 2 Example fault tree with probabilities assigned
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Table3 Alternatives for example
Alternative Description Prorated Cost/mmh Effect
1 Ensure that operator stops $25 Reduce
operation whenever anyone probability of event
enters area G to.05
2 Move storage area $15 Reduce
away [rom grinding probability of events
area H and I to zero
3 Both 1 and 2 $30 Same effects
as both 1 and 2
Tabled  Summary of alternatives for example
Aliernative Cost O.ri.gintfl 'N.ew . Benefit Cost/Benefit
Criticality Criticality
1 $25 17.38 4.73 12.65 1.98
2 $15 17.38 4.65 12.73 1.18
3 $30 17.38 3.46 13.92 2.16
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