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Abstract Tanker road transportation occupies a considerable part of the cargo transport
market.There is strong risk, hazards in the transportion, and the transportation accidents are
often easy to cause casualties, environmental pollution , damage to property and even affect
the social stability. Therefore, study of oil tankers’ safety of road transport is of great
practical significance. Based on the burning accident due to methanol leaks on the
Beijing-Zhuhai Expressway Conghua Qigan sections, on June 3, 2006 at 1 40, appliying fault
tree analysis, and according to that fire and leakage of methanol are the main causes of the
accident, the safe distances for the person and firefighter extinguishing were drawed by a
quantitative analysis of the burning danger. On this basis, some regularity conclusion provids
a basis for enterprise decisions about dangerous goods road transport, so that reduce the
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probability of dangerous goods accident on road transport .
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Fig.1 Highway tanker fire fault tree
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Tab.1 Different damage and loss caused by heat
radiation flux
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Tab.2 Scope of the fire damage
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