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AWARD NO. 157 
NM3 CASE NO. 157 

UNIONCASEN0.20115 
COIWANY CASE NO.1255770 

PUBLIC L,\W BO;\RD YO. 4450 

P,\RTIES TO TFTE DISPT-TE: 

LXON P.-\CIFiC RULROAD CO4IP.ti3 
(Western Rszion) 

- and - 

.~ppealing the Upsade Le,:el 1 Discipline assessed to Engineer .I. B. Jarvis and 
request thl Femc,isl of discipline assessed and pay for any and a.11 time lost with ai! 
senionty 2nd vacarxn zy,is ;e-~.,~ VT-~ .unimpai:ed. .k:ion t&en as a result offotmal 
invesrigarion heid on Januaq. 19. 2ci)i. 

OPMON OF BO.&RD: 

On January l:, 3001 En$n:er J. 3. J&=/is ~,“Claimanr”) was working as theEngineer on yard 

ensjne Job R601 on duty at 7:3O a.m. ti R,p,, 7 _I- Yard in Salt Lake Cip Terminal. .kt approximately 

I:45 p.m., the Claimant’s crew ccupied into a cat of24 co21 cars in Track 8 and pulled out the 10 

Lead Trac!< toward the Break Up Yard i& at !O miles per hour. A coal train had departed about 

5 minutes prior to the &move f?om Trac!; 3 and lined the switches for their move, inc!uding the 10 

Lead switch onto the Break Lp Yard Lead. In the meantime, the LJILl was also pulling down the 

Sreak Vp Yard Lead to depart on a tip 10 Ze!pe:, Utah. Each crev’s vision ofthe other ciew was 

impaired b:i cars on :he -Xp Trac!; !cca:ec hen.veen them and the cottrlicrin~ movement did not 

become apparent unrii the:/ were oniy a f?.v :;a& apart. 

Subseouenr tes;imonyesubiis~e~~a.ar theConduc:oroftheLJ!L!wasreboardingafterlining 

ti?e switch, when he fiist saw Claimam’s rrain and yeiled a warning to his crew that they were soing 

to be pm into by the yard engine. The coni?c:ing movement bad ‘became apparent :O ihe yard CEW 

oni~/ a :‘s.,v ~~j -;om ;he j..virci ?-; sler ~e’~‘~ ..’ . - _ . . . = .~arzcd by Sw-i;ch Foreman .&iderson. Gziiiarit 
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AWARD NO. 157 
NMB CASE NO. 157 

U?i70iVCASE;‘10.20115 
COMPpu\iy CASE NO.1255770 

applied the locomotive brakes then placed locomotive brakes into emergency. The brakes on the 

cars were not cut-m and the Yard movement struck the Local on the front end of the second 

locomotive ofthe consis:, also strikn~ the ++ . I 3~ unit, causing derailment 2nd damage but no injuries. 

Basedon apre!iminarJon-site investigation, local Canierot&ersexoneratedtheLJ113c:ew 

2nd held Claimant’s c-“’ I I .v responsible for not stopping his train short of-he collision. Even thoug!~ 

the evidence evestua!ly placed in the record at the formal heting 2nd investi@ion plainly 

demonstrates that the LJ! 14 crew was in fact soleiy responsible for the incident, Carrier ncne7heless 

sustained the charge against Clai.mant and assessed :his record with a Levei -! Gpgade discipline. 

LVe musk re’ierse that .ac:icn becacse :he indisputabie record evidence shows that Train 

LJITIw’s locomotive was only r;i-e feet asa;: Zrom :he sIxitch after its conductor threw it. This 

demonsmates that Tr2in LJ!4 liter2liy moved into Petitioner’s route, affordins Petitioner no 

advancedwarnin~.oii‘:heconi~ctin~msvs~e3r and rbusnoviable oppcrtunir~to stophismovement. 

&t-tier faiied to cm? its burden ofproor‘ti ibis case and the discip!ine therefore is rescinded. 

AW.iRD 

1) Claim sustained. 

2) Catier sheii implemenr this .~~xar.Tc: within thit?y (30) days of its execution by a 
majority ofthe Board. 

, --, 
et- 

Dar,2 Edwxt Bischen, Ch2irman 


