February 25, 2003

Nancy Del acour

2818 NW69th St.

Seattle, WA 98117

Marylin Showal ter, Chairwoman

Washington Utilities and Transportati on Conm ssion

1300 S. Evergreen Park Drive SW
O ynpia, WA 98504- 7250

RE: Docket #TR-021465

Dear Ms. Showal ter

| amwiting to express nmy concerns regardi ng the unregul ated use of

renote control |ocomptives on the BNSF and other railroads. | have
wor ked for the BNSF for nearly 25 years and have al ways been receptive
to positive change. However, | believe renptes are being used in ways

they were never intended to be.

Just to nane a few recent incidents, on Mnday evening, February 3, at
the north end of Interbay yard, an unoccupied renpte engine with 21
cars went past a red absolute signal, through an automatic switch |ined
against it, and proceeded out onto the main line. The renote operators
still did not see their mstake, and sent the radio signal for the
engi ne to back up. As it backed up, a car was derailed on the main line
and five cars were derailed at a crossover to the adjacent track.
Nor t hbound Anmtrak was | ess than a m nute away, but because of a

di spat cher warning system and the pure luck of tinmng, the Fort Wrth
di spatcher was able to notify the Amrak engineer intine to stop at
Galer St. | shudder to think what woul d have happened had the timng
been ever so slightly different.

On February 16, a CSX switchman in New York was killed when he was
struck by a boxcar while another switchnman was operating the renote
engi ne.

On February 22, a switchman at South Seattle Metro treatnent plant
operating a renmote controlled engine shoved a chlorine tank car off the
end of the track into the back of the building, mraculously wthout
puncturing the tank car. If the car had been punctured and chlorine
gases had escaped, fatalities may have resulted.

I am not against renote control technology as it was designed to be



i mpl enmented. The yards where rempte control | oconptives (RCLs) work
wel |l are large yards where | ong novenents can be protected by "renote
zones" where no autos, people, switches, or other railroad traffic is
present. Seattle has three small yards, two in very densely popul ated
areas, and one in Tukwila with direct access to the main Iine at both
ends. As | wite this, at both South Seattle and Interbay yards,

| oconptives are being operated by two ground enpl oyees, and at nany
times during the shift the engine is noving ahead with no one on it.

In order to expedite the work, and to make it feasible with only two
crew nenbers, it is comon practice to "protect the point," or the
direction of the movenent, by placing oneself in a position to see
ahead of the nmovement while on the ground, w thout occupying the engine
or preceding the movenent on foot. If the way is "seen to be clear,"
the novenent may then proceed. The engine typically is pulling out into
areas where signals, other train traffic, switches |ined inproperly, or
the general public may be present. RCLs were not intended to be
operated in these environnents.

Seven communities in the U S. have banned renote control use unti
further studies and regul ati ons can be established, including Detroit,
Boston and Cl eveland. | hope you will recognize the need for nmandatory
rul es governing their use. Railroads all over the country like to cite
a study claimng that RCLs inprove safety, but the study was done
unscientifically with insufficient and questionable data. | am al so
greatly concerned that railroads are not reporting all the renpote
incidents, as is required by the FRA. Who is nmonitoring their
conpl i ance?

| amalso worried for the safety of my husband, who is a conductor on
t he Sounder conmuter trains, and all his passengers. How | ong before

anot her renote engine enters the mainline without authority? How | ong
will the railroads' luck hold out?

Respectful |y,

Nancy Del acour



