PLCT has been consistently safer than
conventional technology over time on CN Rall.
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Datafrom CN Rail.



The PLCT accident rate on CN has been lower for
each of the top ten causes of yard accidents.
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Notes: Accidentsinclude those below the FRA Reporting Threshold.
Period: 1997-99, inclusive.



On CP, PLCT has had accident rates about
one-third those of conventional technology.
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PLCT has aso resulted in consistently lower
employee injury rates on CP.
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