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INTTRSTATE CCMMERCE COCMMISEION

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE BUREAU OF S#FETY IN RE
INVESTIGATION OF AN ACCIDENT WHICH OCCU-RED ON
THE LOUISVILLEI & NASHVILLT RAILRCAD NEAR CURTIS,
GA., ON JULY 8, 1828,

August 3, 1228,
To the Cormission:

On July 8, 1928, there was a head-end collision
between two passenger trains on the Loulsville & Nash-
ville Railroad near Curtis, Ga., which resulted in the
death of 1 employee and the injury of 14 passengers, &
employe:zs on duty and 4 employees off duty.

Location and method of operation

Tm s accident occurred on that part of the Atlanta
Division which extends batween Copperhill, Tena,, and
Marietta, Ga., a Jdistance of 95.8 miles, this being a
single-track laine over which trzins are operated by time-
table and train orders, no block-signal systen being 1n
use. The accident occurred at a point about b mile south
of Gurtls6 approaching this point from the north there 1is
a short 3° curve to the left and then 804 fect of tangent,
followed by a 8° curve to the right 683 feet in length,
the point of accident being about 35 feel beyond the
leaving end of the last-mentioned curve; approaching Irom
the south therc 18 a shurt 2° curve to the left, followed
by 71 fe:t of tangent, a 5° curve to the right 500 feet
in length and then 457 feect of tangent extending to the
point of accident. Thc grade 1s level. The po:nt of
accident could be seen by a southbound engineman a dis-
tance of 432 fe.t and by a northbound cngineman a distance
of 800 fect. Southbound trains of the same class are
superior by direction,

It was derk and partly cloudy at the time of the
accident which occurred at 8.5l p.m.

Degcription
Northbound passenger trcin No. 6 consisted of one

combination maill and bagrage car and two coaches, all of
wooden construction, hauled by engine 132, and was in



cherge of Conauctor Flewming and Eagineman Miller, A%

Blue Ridge, Ga., 5.5 miles from Curtis, the crew in charge
received a cooy of train order No. 63, Form 12, wnich pro-
vided that trzain No. 7 voula wait at Gurtis for train No.
& until 8.55 p.m. fTrain No. & Jdeparted froa Bluc Ridge,
vhiich 18 the last opren office, at .40 p.m., on time,
stopped at Murphy Juncsion, 1.6 milee digtant, to legve

¢ register card, and was approachinpg Curtis whbea 1t col-
lided with treain No. 7 while traveling et a speed esti-
wated to have been from 15 to 30 miles per houT.

Southbound passenger train No. 7 consisted of one
combination bagrace and vassenger car and one coach, both
of wooden gonstruction, hauled by engine 137, =and was 1n
charge of Conductor Shaft ond Engineman Lyon. 1his train
departed from Copoerhill, the last open office, 7.9 miles
from Curtis, at 8.32 p.m., 12 minutes late, with 2 clear-
ence cera stating tnnt there were no orders for delivery
to the crew, 4 ston was 1wde at Galloway, 1.4 miles from
Curtis, and the train then proceeded, passed Curtis, rnd
collided with trein No. S while traveling at a specd es-
timated to have boen 20 or 25 miles per hour.,

The two cngines locked together but remained up-
right; they werce tedly dracged, and the first car in cech
train wes telescoped for a short distarce. The cmployee
killed was the enpianeman of train No. 6.

Summary of evidence

Dispatcher Forrcste:r, who was on duty at the time
of the sccident, stoted thet he addressed trein order
No. €2 to trein No. 6 at Blue Ridge on Form 19 ~nd %o
train No, 7 at Coppethill on Form 31. The orders wore
sent simulgeaneously, #nd efter having been repe-~ted by the
opeérators at the two stations he g-ve "O, K," to thc oper-
ator at Copperhill #nd made the order completc to the
operator at Blue Ridge at 8.10 p.m. At 8,30 p.m. he wes
celled by Oper-tor Newman, locrted #t Copperhill, who told
him that the conductor of train No. 7 wented him t0 crnul
the order, saying th-t his train would be almost on time,
Dispetcher Forrester, after o secsnd's consideration,
decided to anrnul the order and did ss by issulng troin
order No. 64, but esddresced 1t only to the opcrstor ot
Conmoerhill, this order being made couplete at 8.31 p.m.
After this hed been done he 1scued the clearaance card
proviously mentioned, steting thet there werc no orders
for train No. 7, =2nd then busied himself ri1th the move-
ment of other trazaine, the result being thet tr=in oxder
No. 63 wes st11l outstending at Bluc Ridge for the crew
cf traain No. &, frnd 1t wos not untal .10 p.m., hen the
ocperater at Blue Ridee asked for informetion cauerning
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trein No, 7, th~t he reelaized his mistzke, Dispatcher
Forrester acknowledged his responsibility for the occur-
rence of the accident seying thet in his desite to keep
train No. 7 m>ving he forgot the order at Blue Radge.

Diepatcrer Forrester had jurisdiction over tche
subdivision on which thig accident occurred as well as
over two other sub-divisions, and he stated that this
work formerly wag handled by {two dispatchers, the number
of trains, however, had decreased to some extent since
that time, According to his statements, about 40 train
orders congtituted an avecrage day's work. Examination
of the tratn-order book showed thri between 4 p.m., the
time at which Dlspatcher Forrester came on duty, and
8.31 p.m., the time at which the annulment order was
1scued to the operator at Copperhill, the dispatcher had
issued 10 train oraers, including the annulment order,
and 4 clearance c«ards, The wait order, No. 82, wes
1ssued at 8,10 p.m., another order was i1ssued at B.12
p.m., and this was followed by the annulment order at
8.5l p.m.; there was tnen the clearance card at 8.32
D.m. to the crew of train No. 7 at Copperhill and a0
other train order or clearance card until 8.58 p.m,

In other worde, the annulment order and the clearonge
card involved in this accident were the only orders or
cards handled by Dispatcher Forrester during the 46-
minute interval between 8.12 p.m. and 8.58 p.m. A total
of 21 itrain orders and clearance cards were issued be-
tween 4 p.m, and 11,32 p.m., the order sent @at the latter
time being the last one i1ssued by Dispatcher Forrester
before going off duty.

Clerk-Operator Elsie Baugh, on duty at Blue Ridge,
sald she received train corder No. 82 on Form 19 and thst
when train No, 6 arrived and had repgistered she delivered
the order to the crew and the train departecd at 8.40 p.m,,
on time. Acexding to her further statements 1t was not
customary for the dispatcher to have her repert the ar-
rival of trains unless he particulerly desired such infor-
metion, while "O8" reports were bunched and reported at
a later time.

Clerk-Cperator Newman, on duty at Copnerhill, said
that wnen train No. 7 arrived at his ststion the conduc-
tor came 1n and registered, and after reading train order
No., 62 the conductor handed 1t back without signing 1t
and told him to ask the dispatcher to ancul the oider,
saying his train would delay trzin No. 6 only a few min-
utes and probably would be about on time. The znnulment
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order was then i1ssued by the dispatcher, followed by the
1ssuance of the clegrance card, the train departiang im-
mediately afterwards, Operator Newman said ne did not
notice euything wrong with the haadling of the orders,
saying that 1t was possikble for the disnatcner to have
annulled the wsit order at Blue Ridge without his having
noticed 1%, as there were other dusies which he had to
rerform,

The statements of Fiveman Mz1ller, of train KFo. 8,
were to the effect that he read trsin order ¥o. 62 before
leaving Blue Ridge and that after lesving that point he
again asked the engineman, who was his father, 1f train
No. 7 wes to wait at Curtis until B.55 p.m., receliving an
affirmative reply. On returnaing %o his own seat box the
fireman looked ahead and saw a dim reflection which
seemed 1o restmble a headlight but apparently 1t was foo
dim to be very close, he watched 1t for o few seconds
in order to meke sure, saw 1t gredually growing briphter,
and then spoke about it *to the engineman. At that in-
stant the hesdlight came into full view and he called to
the engineman to jump, at the same time getting down on the
steps preparatory to getting off. Faireman Miller said the
engineman applied the air brakes in emergency as sSC0N &8
he had been warncd, The statements of the train crew
brought out no additional fects of importance. No state-
ments were obtained from the rembers of the engine crew
of train No. 7, while those obtained from Conductor Shaft
practically corroborated the statements made oy the oper—
ator at Copperhill as to the conversation which took place
pricr to the annulment of train order No. G3.

Conclusions

Thie arccidert was caused by failure to annul a
train order to one of the trains involved, for which
Dispatcher Forrester wasresponsible,

Dispatcher Forrester had issued train order No. 62
directing train No. 7 to wait at Curtis until 8,5B p.m.
for train No. 5, this oider being put out %o the crew of
trzain No. 7 at Copperhill and to the ciew of train No. 6
at Blue Ridge. The conductor of train No. 7, however,
on his arrival at Copperhill asked the dispatcher to an-
nul the crder, saying that his train would be nearly on
time, and the dispatcner then issued an annulment corder
addressed only to the operator at Copperhill, no copy
beirg sent to Blue Ridge. The result was that the order
at the latter point was delavered to the crew of train
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No. 6 and they supposed tnerefore thet train No. 7
would wait for *hem at Cartis until 8.55 p,m. Appar-
ently 1% wes sirply a case cof forgetfulness on the part
of the dispatcher. Had he complied with the rules and
gent the anmlment order simultianeously to each of the
offices involved, or had he s=nt 1t first fo the frain
which had been made superior by the wait order, which
in this instance was train No, 6, the accident would
not have accurred.

Under the rules operators are required to report
promptly to the dispatcher the time of arrival and de-
parfure of all trains. The time-table in effect at the
time of the azccident shows an arriving time and a depart-
1ng time for train No. £ at Blue Ridge and had the oper-
ator at thet point complied with the rule 1t 1s possible
1% might bhave causud the disvotcher to remember that the
annulment order had not peen sent to the crew of train
No. 6, In failinpg to report the arrival of fthis train
promptly, however, the operator was only following what
appears to have been the cusiom, which in this particu-
lar case was to wailt until arter the arrival of train
No. 7 at Blue Ridge, the end of 1ts run, and then 1o
make the "OS" reports for both trains Nos. 6 and 7.

The record indicates thet there are 6 passenger
and 14 freight trains scheduled on this line, and with
but two exceptions all scheduled trains are due to reach
their termini befare 9 p.m. Traffic of this density
would apoear to warrant the use of some form of block
system, and had such a system been 1n use this mccident
probably would not nave occurred,

Dispatcher Forrester wzs employed as an operator
1n 1909 and promoted to dispatcher in 1814; all of tne
others inveolved were experienced employees, and none of
them had been on duty in violation of any of the provi-
sions of the hours of service law,

Reapectfully submitted,
W. P BORLAND

Director,



