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Appendix B

ACCIDENT REPORTING INFORMATION

PURPOSE OF ACCIDENT DATA

As indicated in the “Rules Governing the
Monthly Reports of Railroad Accidents’”

“The purpose of reporting to the Federal
Railroad Administration accidents and in-
juries to persons arising from the operation
of a railroad is to carry out the intent of
Congress as expressed in the Accidents
Reports Act, as amended, namely, the
disclosure of hazards arising in the provi-
sion of common carrier transportation by
railroad. ”

The reporting required by the FRA can be
divided into two periods; reporting prior to
1975, and reporting after January 1, 1 9 7 5 .
Changes to reporting procedures were suffi-
ciently large that comparisons of 1975 and later
accident /incident stat istics with statistics
generated under prior reporting rules are not en-
tirely appropriate for reasons discussed in this
appendix,

Description of FRA Reporting
Requirements

All Class I and Class II railroads, both line-
haul and switching and freight and passenger
are required to file monthly reports of accidents
involved in all aspects of railroad operations.
One of the concerns among various railroad
union representatives is the need to have
employees participate in the completion of acci-
dent reports—particularly with respect to train
accidents. With respect to the data reported, the
threshold basis for reporting and the organiza-
tion of the FRA data base changed effective

 Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, “Rules Governing the Monthly Reports of
Railroad Accidents, ” 1968 Revision, Apr. 1, 1967.

January 1, 1975, so that data comparisons and
trend analysis including 1975 data are not com-
parable to the period 1966-74.

1966=74 Reporting Requirements

Before January 1, 1975, accident reporting
thresholds were:

●

●

●

●

The death of a person at the time the acci-
dent occurs or within 24 hours thereafter;

An injury to an employee sufficient to in-
capacitate him from performing his normal
duties for more than one day in the ag-
gregate during the 10-day period im-
mediately following the accident (a fatality
occurring after 24 hours is reported as an
injury and subsequent fatality);

An injury to a non-employee sufficient to
incapacitate him from performing his voca-
tion for more than one day; and

Damage to railroad track, equipment, or
roadbed exceeding $750 and which also
results in a reportable personal casualty,
resulting from a collision, derailment, or
other train accident.

Under pre-1975 rules reportable accidents
were divided into three types:2

● Train accidents—which include collisions,
derailments, and other train accidents
resulting from the operation of trains,
locomotives, or cars where damage to
equipment, track, or roadbed was in excess
of $750, whether or not a
or injury occurred.

2 
Federal Railroad Administration,

Summary and Analysis of Accidents
United States, ” No. 143, Appendix.

reportable death

“Accident Bulletin,
on Railroads in the
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● Train service accidents—arising from the
operation or movement of trains, locomo-
tives, or cars that result in reportable in-
juries or death, but not in damage to equip-
ment, track, or roadbed of more than $750
(a train service accident with over $750
property damage would be counted as a
train accident).

● Nontra in accidents—not directly at-
tributable to the operation or movement of
a train, locomotive, or cars, but resulting in
reportable casualties.

The pre-1975 Accident Report Form, Form T,
is shown as figure B-1. In addition to the filing
of monthly accident reports as per Form T, rail-
roads were required to submit a supplement to
each Form T for each reportable train, train-
service, nontrain injury or death, and highway
grade-crossing accident. A verification report
(Form V) was to be forwarded to FRA author-
ities even though no reportable (train, train-
service, or nontrain) accident occurred during
the month. The responsible reporting officer of
each railroad used this form to attest to the
number of reportable accidents which occurred
during the month, as well as the number of
locomotive and motor car miles run during the
month.

Under the pre-1975 FRA reporting system,
certain accidents/incidents were not to be
reported. In addition to not reporting accidents
below the thresholds previously mentioned, ac-
cidents on or near railroad property that were
not attributable to normal operations of a
railroad were not to be reported. Additionally,
casualties arising from “horseplay” or suicides
were not considered reportable.

1975 Reporting Requirements

Beginning January 1, 1975, the Federal
Railroad Administration changed accident
threshold reporting requirements to be:

● All damage to railroad equipment, track,
track structures and roadbed of $1,750 or
more is to be reported (reflecting an effort
to offset the effects of inflation and the

●

●

●

n u m b e r  o f “unimportant” accidents
reported). This was changed to $2,300 in
1977 and will be revised every 2 years;

Every injury to a non-employee, arising
from the operation of the railroad, requir-
ing medical treatment or if death results;

All injuries to railroad employees are to be
reportable if they require medical treatment
or result in loss of one or more work days,
loss of consciousness or transfer to another
job or the injury results in a death; and

Any illness of a railroad employee diag-
nosed by a physician as arising from the
employee’s occupation is to be reported.

The new reporting forms for rail equipment
accident/incidents, railroad injury and illness
summary, and highway grade crossing acci-
dent/incident report are shown in figures B-2
through B-4 respectively.

Effects of Changes in the
Accident Reporting System

The changes in the threshold reporting
outlined above had a significant impact on the
number of accidents/incidents reported by the
railroads. Some of the changes appear to be
subtle, but further explain why numbers of ac-
cidents/incidents before and after January 1975,
are not comparable:

Train Accidents
●

●

The “old” rules applied the $750 threshold
to equipment, track, or roadbed, excluding
the cost of clearing wrecks. The “new” rules
applied the $1,750 threshold to on-track
equipment, signals, track, track structures,
and roadbed, excluding the cost of clearing
wrecks, but including labor and all other
costs to repair or replace in kind. This
alteration of included items compromises
the use of an inflation index to compare
“old” and “new” accident statistics reported
as exceeding a dollar threshold;

Though major cause categories have not
been changed, specific cause codes have
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Figure B-1 .—Accident Report Form

= A R TM EN T O F T RAN SPOR TATION

t .>ERAL RAIL ROAD ADMINISTRATION

FDRM APPROVED
BUDGET BUREAU HO 06 R4008

BU RE AU O F R Al L RO A D S A F ETY
FORM T

M O N T H L Y  R E P O R T  O F  R A I L R O A D  A C C I D E N T
(See irutmctions  on reverae  aide,) SHEET No.

1. REPORTLNG  CARRIER 2. CARRIER’S FILE No. 3. FOR THE MONTH OF

1 I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ,  1 9 - - - - -

4. IF “JOIN’r  opm AT1o~ oR cR~s~G  coLL1- 5. ~ “J(_J~T  OPER A~ON*t  NAME ROAD W~~E Su pER~T~D~T ~

SION NAME ROADS INV C)LVED. I IN CHARGE OF TRACK.

G. ~~D OF ACCIDENT 7. FR 4 CLASS & SUB CLASS (s 225.22, 225.23, 225.24)

r~ cl~ -SERVICE DNOWRALN

8. NEAREST STATION AND NAME OF STATE WHERE
[
9. DATE OF ACCIDENT

ACCIDENT ~~’RRED I 10. TIME (Use standard)

I I ------- --A.M.  ------- -P.M.
> i. vmm AND W’EATHIZR 12. DAMAGE IN DOLIARS (~rain accidetis  ody)

(CHECK APPROPRIATE BOXES) NAME OF ROAD i EQUIPMENT [ TRACK [ TOTAL

13. CA USE (Brt.efly)

54. KIND OF TRACK b5 METHOD OF OPm ATIQ
,

N AND ~G I
‘MAIN -AL Bm ~UX_O. BLOCK SIG. [ AUTO. ‘lRAIN SIWP .uxnumvE
BRANCH MANUAL I pNTERxxrmG ] AUIV.  TFWN CUNT. I mwcm TRAIN CAR

L YARD I-I-%43=
17. KIND OF TRAIN 18. MOTIT’E POW’ER 19. NO. OF.

CARS N s E h
& Es&&i+

RMco
&Aclrl MPH

G clclao@ –UDD MPH
F O R  F.R. A USE ONLY

C 1808  of Per Bon Ago In c ●  e o f

thYS  d la ab II ity

(a)
“ K 11 led  or n tiwe  and  extant of in]  uric e

empl oyee F.R.  A. uae  cinly
($ 225.50) (b)

\

!

23. FULL DETAIN OF CAUSE, NATURE, AND C IRCU M3TANC ES OF A CCIDI@JT (See 7. Back of Form)

CONTINUE  ON  R E  vERsE S I D E  O F  SHEET  I F  N E C E S S A RY

SIGNATURE TITIX

F o r m  F R A  F  6180-15 (  10-67)REPLACES FRA FORM T
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Figure B-2

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL RAI LROAO AOMI NITRATION R A I L  E Q U I P M E N T  ACCIDENT/lNCIDENT  R E P O R T

FORM APPROVED
OMB NO  04 R4CQ8

1 NAME OF REPORTING RAILROAD Amtrak 1. Al”habat,c  Code lb 13a Ir”.d  A,.  <1. mt I“,.  w ,, N.

Au!otra,  n

f N%M- OTHER RAILROAD INVOLVED IN TRAIN ACC#OLNT  INCIE2E  NT 2, Alohatm,,c  Code 2<  R;!lroad Acc,  d.n! I.., denl No

3 NAME OF RA1  LROAD RESPONSIBLE F OR  TRACK MA IN TENANLE  ,,nK/, <“(r,

I

3. AIP},.IX,  <C Code 3b R.)lr<, a6 Ac. d,,>, 1“, o,., No

4  u  s  D O T  AAF+  C,RAOE  cfiws  NG  IC3ENTYf  ICAT10N NUMOE  8

‘ i

5 L) ATE Of ALL1lIENT  IN( (DE  NT

‘-[ --

b T It”qi  01 ALCIDLNT  IN(. ( [>[ N T

‘Y’h I 12 1 ‘r’ -- -- :“-0-- -VQ
7 TYPE OF ACCIDENT 1-NC IC)F-NT  ,, “(<r numh,  r ,“ c,,dt b<,. ‘,”R1, < .[,, CODE

1  Oera,lrnm! 3  Rear  end coll(won 5 Rdk, ng coll(s Ion 7  R.,1 Hwy  L, O,S,, W 9  Ok>slr  ”’1 ,,0 t 1 F.r(  or t ImI. r, I rUu  IuI. 1 2  O!hei  ,,,,  <  ,/,
2 Head on collmon 4 Side mlltslon 6  Broken  t(a(n  COIIIS(O,, 8  R R  ~(a(k  Cro, s,”g 10  Explo,  tor> O, Ionar  Io” I

8 CA–RS CARRYING

HAZARDOUS MATE RIALS / nt,mh  r {J/)

I

9 LAfl S OAMA(,  ED OH DC RAW LEO

- ‘1 ‘--

!0 C A R S  w;;~t+  ~ECt A S E D  HA2 M A T
—

I 11 PEOPLE E VA CUATE[>  , ,,

\ i \
LOCATION

= DIv  IS16N 13 NE All EST STAT ION

‘ - I

14 M ILE P O ST , , v,,.,,  ,, ,< r,, h r15 5T ATE 1., ! /< ,[,  ? <<d, LODE

I

ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS
1 ’ 6—  

TEMPL  R A T ( J R E  ‘,,<<>/,  // “z)tlur I 7  V(MBIL  ( T V  ,(,}#/(  , r! f,, CODE !8  W E  A  T H E  R  >wt,  ,,,,,,

1 0.3VW
F

3  Ousk
2  D.+” 4  O.rk

1  clear 2  Cloudy 3  Ra(n 4  Fog 5  Slf,e! 6  SrIw+

OPERATIONAL DATA

‘:+IE:S’  :B:::::  II::~ i3d::~~:’:”  -’300’’;’’’’’-::
2 0  SPEF  [) r< ,r (,J  $/,<< 1 ,,. ,., ’.h’,

E,t
21 T RAIN NtJM8&  H 2? TIME  IABLC  DI  Nk  C T  ION

——
l.c)[)t

MPH
1  North 2  S,>uth

Recorded
3 Ed\ I 4  W,51

I 1 M.,,,

2  Ydrd

w PN(NCIPLE  LAR  (JNI  T 311, 1.  t ., and  Numb.=, J e t P A t >!>  r, 1,.  ,, I&
——

( 11  F,r, t Involved

,Jtru  Ihd  irnit  A ,lr,A!,l+,  t r,

(21  Causl.g  I Im?  hot!t, al IIIIII)W,

,  Head M,d 1,.(” Rear  E,,d
<1 L(XOMOTI  Vk U N  TS n of, Em!

Lu.’k!d
32 C A R S  ,,., ,,/

0 %!.,,  ”,, .  Re,mo,  e u Md..  el e RerT,o,,

1

,  Fr,, ghl  b Pm,

( 1 I T <,,.1 ,“ Tr.,,, Ill Tt)t , ,,, F ,tm,, mP,>I  C  ,,,,,  \I
j

(2)  To!al  Ow.lled (2) TOM Ch,ra)lt,(!
~

Empty

Frqh,  d  Pas,

t+

e Cabcxma

I ‘1 ‘-

1 1 I I I I 1 1 I I
PROPER TY DAMAGE (<  \/iImJIt  d < II\[  ftrc IIIJIIIV  Alh)r  :, I r, {u{r  ~ r r< !)ldt  I, I

33 EOUIPME  MT  D A  MA(,  t
- I - ‘“-  ‘---

3 4  T R A C K  S I G N A L  WAY  AND  S T R U C T U R E S  D A M A G E

—

1$ Is
, f, t h rep  zrfc,l[  r [h,r  t,qI)Ipr,It  r!t < v!i!<! , ,nlb I(J h,,  ,<,>c8,1<J  h) rJf/rcdJJ  ff! I!I,  PI { wr[b

ACCIDENT/lNCIDENT CAUSE CODE
Jb PRI M A R  > f AU\E cODE 3 6  L(lVIHIBUTINL.  cAUSE Lv[)c 3?

I f “o Ccxk  ‘Ivdbldbl,

expla,  r, ca. w

CASUALTIES
38 NuME3E  R  OF  PE  RSON<>  I N  JURk  [ )

\
39  E S T I M A T E - U - T O T A L  IIA?S  [) I$ABI  L TY

1

40  NuM9E  R  0!  f A T  A L  T I E S

CREW (/] I , ,f / HOURS ON DUTY
4 1  E N  GINEER5

1  ‘----

45  FI  RE%4E Ii 43  LOt+uucloes 4~  B R A K E M E N
—

4 5  E NG I N E E R
1

4 6  C O N D U C T O R

Hrs MI,,,
[

Hrs h!, ns

4 7  T Y P E  0  NAMt  AN(I  1!  1 L f 48  SIb  NATUR[ 49  oATE

FORM FRA F 618054112741 RF PLALks  F 0!+..4  F RA F blw 15111  ’11 I%ulLt~ IS LBSULE  1 L
,, .,,
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Figure B*3

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
RAILROAD INJURY

F O R M  A P P R O V E D
FE OERAL  RAILROAO ADMINISTRATION

AND OMB  NO. 04 R4009

ILLNESS SUMMARY
SHEET 1  OF

1. N AME OF R E POFI  TI NG R A I L R OA  D 2  ALI=+IAEJE  T I C  CODE 3  RE  P O R  T  M O N T  w

6.

1, belcsg first duly sworn, do say upon my oath t hat
(Name 0/ ,z//I<lrl 1)

I am of the railroad aforesaid and as such officer  of the said railroad It IS my duty
(Tt{le of O\/tce  held by a~liarll}

to have supervision over the record of reportable acc!dent/mcidents arising from the operation of the said railroad, and that I have caused to

be compiled from the said record and to be carefully examined the annexed report of such accident/tncidents  occurring during the month named

at the head of this sheet; and that the said report is true and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief.
subscribed  and sworn to before me, a notary public in and for the State  and County aforesaid, this day of , 19—.

‘usL%]im-
press ion seal)

-!

(,vo[ar)  Pul)!lc  )
.———.—

( SIX rulu re 0/ al jlo n !1

7 MILES RUN DURING MONTH
a .  L O  COMOTI VE T R A I N  M l  LES b. MOTOR T R  Al N Ml LES c. v A R D  S W  I  TCHING  Ml LES  – d. T O  T A L

1 1 I

a.

a. EMPLOY  E=  M 4N140LIRS  tiOR K ED I
b.  P  ASSENG  ER T  RAIN  MILES OP ER A  TED

I
c NUMBER  OF PAs  SEt+C  ERS T R A N S P O R T E D

1

— —

I

FORM F RA F 6180-55 ( 12-74) RE PLACES FORM F RA F 61130-12 WHICH IS OBSOLE  TF
G P O  8 8 0 - 9 6 3



176 ● Railroad Safelc..

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
F E D E R A L  RAILROAO  ADMINISTRATION

Figure B-4

RAIL-HIGHWAY GRADE CROSSING
ACCIDENT/lNCIDENT REPORT

FORM APPROVEO
OMB NO 04 R4033

1 NAME OF REPORTING ftAILFtOAO
Amtrak 1. Alphabctm Coda lb flmlroad  Accwdem, ,lncnjm,  N.

Autotram
2 NAME OF  OTltER RAILROACI  INVOLVED IN TRAIN ACCIOENTIINCIOENT 2a A!phtmtu  Coda 28 RoItrcA Acctdmt(lncnjm,  N.

3 NAME OF RAILROAO  RESPONSIBLE FOR TRACK  MAINTENANCE (rtnf/c ..Iry/ W AlphaLwt#c  Cad. 3b Rul,ti Acc,*n,  /l Iu,*., NO

1
4 U S DOT AAR GRAOE  CRIIS-SING  IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 5 DATE OF ACCIOENTIINCIOENT 6 TI M E  O F  ACCIOENTIINCIOENT

nwnlh dw ye.’

I I I ‘cl “u
LOCATION

7  N E A R E S T  RAILROAO  STAT ION 8 COUNTY 9 STATE (Iwo kIWCOde)

I

c o o s

I 1 I
10  C IT Y (,{,”  o cl(v) 11 HIGHWAY NAME OR NUMBER (,[~voN CKXSI”#  m slate)

I
ACCIOENT/lNCIDENT  SITUATION

HIGHWAY USER INVOLVED RAILROAD EQUIPMENT INVOLVED
12 TYPE 3 Truck Trailer 6 Motorcycle COOE 16  EOUIFW4ENT 3 Tram (xlandtng/  6 Light loco(s) (movmg)

1 Auto 4  Bus
CODE

7  Pedeslrlan
2 Truck

1 Tram (umfs  pulling) 4 Car(s) (mo~mg)  7 L,ght  loco(s) (srandmg)
5 School Bus 8 Other (xpectfv] 2 Tram (untls  pushing)  5 Car(s)  (srandtng)  8 Other  ($pt.ctfp]

13  SPEEO  (<,,,  wM1.IJ  W@  .1 ,IIIFQC,I 1 4  OIRECTION  (Xrosr.ph,ca!) CODE 17 PC61T10N  OF CAR(UNIT  IN TRA I N CODE

1 Nwth 3 East
2 South 4 west

1 5  P061TION COOE 18  CIRCUt.t5TANCE

1 Stalled IX 2 SmpPOd on 3 Mc-wng over
CODE

1 Train struck 2  Tram  struck by
croswng croswng crowng h@way  wer h,#way user

19 ,  COOE

Was the hl~way  user and for rail equipment revolved m the #mpact  transpwtmg  hazardws  matereals> 1 Ht~wav user 2 Rail equapment 3 Both 4  Netther I
ENVIRONMENT

20 T E M P E R A T U R E  /s/x,,f, ,! m,nu,l 121 VISIBILITY (,tn~le  mm,) CODE 122 WEATHER (,,,,KI.  ,“(,> I cow

1 D a w n 3 Dusk 1 Clear
“F

3  Ra,n 5  Slset
2  Day 4 Dark 2  Cloudy 4 Fog 6  Snw

1“RAIN AND TRACK
23 TYPE OF TRAIN COOE 124 TRACK TYPE USED BY  TRAIN INVOLVED COD+

1. Fre@t 3  M!xed 5  Yardl$.wi!chlng 1 Main
2  Pa230nWr 4 Work

3  S#dmg
6  LI$It Locomottve(sl 2 Yard 4 Industry

25 TnACK NUMEtER  OR NAME = FRA  TRACK  CLASSIFICATION 27 NLJMeER OF LOCOMOTIVE UNITS

28 NUMBER OF CARS 29 TRAIN SPEED lrcromkl  VMd  !~.,.ddk Est 30 TIME TAEILE DIRECTION

MPH Rscofded

CROSSING WARNING

3“’” ‘E’’;’’:” HE:::: H:-::’”a’sfl:?:’;; 1yes2N0 coDE
32 SIGNALED CROSSING WARNING

Was the signaled crossing warning
ldenllfoed  m nlem  31 operating?

33 LOCATION OF  WARNING CODE 34 CROSSING WARNING INTEflCON CODE 35 CRIISSING ILLUMINATE BY STREET
2 Side of veh!cle ap$.roach

CODE
NECTCD  WITH HIGt+wAY  SIGNALS LIGHTS OR SPECIAL LIGHTS

1 B o t h  s!des 3 ODDOS#te  side of vehtcle  aowcmch 1 Yes 2 No 3 Unknown 1 Yes 2 No 3 Unknown

MOTORIST ACTION

36  MOTORIST P A S S E D  STANOING  H I G H W A Y  V E H I C L E CODE 37 MOTORIST OROVE  EEt41N0  OR IN FRONT OF TRAIN COOE
AND STRUCK OR WAS STRUCK 8Y SECOND TRAIN

1 Yes 2 No 3 Unknown 1 Yes 2 No 3 Unknown
30 MOTORIST , COOE

1 OrWe  around or thru  the gnte 2 Stopped and then proceeded 3 Otd  not SIOP 4 Othef  (speclfv) 5  Unknw.wn
I

w V IE W  OF TRACK  0B5CURE0  ny  @nmarJ  ohs:mcftonl

3 Passing tra,  n
CODE

5 Vegetation 7 Other (SPKI])8)

1 Pecma”ent  structure 2 Standing rallrcad  eaumment 4  Tc.p@aphv 6 Hmhwav vehicles 8 Not obstructed ,
HIGHWAY VEHICLE PROPERTY DAMAGE/CASUALTIES

40 HIGHWAY VEHICLE PROPERTV  DAMAGE (.s! ddl.w damqr’) 41 DRIVER WAS CODE 42 WAS DRIVER IN THE VEHICLE ~ COOE
1 1

I 1 Killed 2  I.wred 3 unnfu~  I I 1 Yes 2 No Ii 1
43 TOTAL NUMBER OF WCUPANTS  KILLEO 44 TOTAL NUM9EU  OF OCCUPANTS IN JUREO 45 TOTAL NUMBER OF OCCUPANTS mdudc dmcr)

*

4 6 ,  COOE

IS A RAIL  EQUIPMENT ACCIDENT/l NCIOENT  REPORT BEING FI LED? 1, Yes 2. No

47 TYPED NAME AND TITLE 40 SIGNATURE 49 13 ATE

FORM FRA F 61B067  (12 741 REpLACES  FORM FRA F 618013 (10 67) WHtCH  IS OBSOLETE
..0 .60 8.2
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●

been completely revised, making com-
parisons difficult; and

Where the FRA formerly assigned cause
codes from written accident descriptions,
railroads are now assigning the most ap-
propriate code from a predefine list.

Personnel Casualties
●

●

The new reporting requirements reduce the
number of days off duty from “more than
one” to “one or more, ” and include
casualties where medical treatment is re-
quired, even if less than one day of work is
lost; and

The introduction of occupational illness is
new, and along with the changes above,
make comparisons questionable.

Train Service/Nontrain Accidents
●

●

●

●

Under the new reporting system, casualties
are no longer classified into
and Nontrain accidents;

Train Service accidents and
cidents have been redefined
Train Service incidents and
cidents;

Train Service

Nontrain ac-
and renamed
Nontrain in-

Personnel casualties are identifiable only as
involving or not involving a moving train
or piece of equipment; and

There has been an addition of “occurrence”
codes to replace the former cause codes.

These changes make the separation between
train service and nontrain accidents ques-
tionable as well as in some cases impossible. Ad-
ditionally, problems with understanding the
new reporting system have led to questions
about the accuracy of the number of casualties
connected with moving trains or equipment
since reporting personnel may not have been (or
are) sufficiently familiar with the new reporting
system to suffix the occurrence code with a “T”
if the accident involved moving equipment.
However, as of November 1, 1977, in the code
listing, each occurrence code has now been suf-
fixed with the “T” and has been specifically ex-
plained to alleviate the potential for future
errors.

Other Changes in 1975

The reporting system instituted in 1975 pro-
vides for the reporting of information not
previously required. Such information includes
the following: type of track; car initial and
number: number of cars derailed; number of
engineers, firemen, conductors and brakemen;
number of cars carrying hazardous materials;
number of cars which released hazardous
material; number of people evacuated; FRA
track classification; and annual track density.

Comparison of Pre-1975 and Post-1975
Accident Reporting Systems

Several changes to the reporting requirements—
and definitions regarding accidents have
previously been identified. Although the intent
of these changes has seemingly been to improve
the data system, problems still exist which have
resulted in noncomparability among data and
difficulty in analyzing the data. These are iden-
tified below:

●

●

●

●

To reduce the delay in filling out the acci-
dent reports, the reported damage to track
and equipment is still an estimate.

Prior to 197’5, FRA clerical employees
assigned accident cause codes to accidents
based on narrative descriptions provided
by the railroads. The procedure now re-
quires the railroad to provide the cause
code, but as previously stated, some
railroad union representatives feel that the
employees should be involved in filling out
the accident report.

Although some of the cause codes were
eliminated and thus reduced, there is still a
substantial portion coded in the accident
cause code “other” category. This inhibits
the successful analysis of accident data to
determine causes.

Due to the change in cause codes, the data
are not compatible before and after 1975
and makes analysis of trends especially for
train service and nontrain accidents im-
practical.
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● The changes in reporting rules for the 1975
data had the effect of drastically increasing
the number of reportable injuries. This oc-
curred because the reporting threshold for
injuries measured in days disabled was in-
creased from “more than one day” to “one
or more days” as well as other rule changes
regarding the reporting of injuries and
fatalities. Furthermore, the inclusion of oc-
cupation illness increases the number of
reportable accidents.

Although changes were again made to the
reporting system in January 1977, problems still
exist with attempting to identify certain accident
causes. Specifically there has been concern over
some of the cause codes in the human error cate-
gory of train accidents (formerly “Negligence of
Employees”). These still do not specifically iden-
tify the reason for the accident.

USE OF THE FRA DATA BASE AND RELATED PROBLEMS

Within the Federal Railroad Administration,
the Office of Standards and Procedures, Reports
and Analysis Division has the responsibility for
data base maintenance, Accident/Incident
Bulletin publication, and data processing of
monthly inspector reports. Sources of data for
performing these responsibilities include only
monthly accident reports filed by railroads and
field inspector reports.

FRA Problems With Use of the
Data Base

Although the Office of Standards and Proce-
dures publishes the Railroad Accident Bulletins
and other summary listings of accidents, they
are not providing an analysis of the accident
data. Although the sorting and tabulations of
accidents, that are published, aid in identifying
some of the problem areas, more in-depth
analyses are necessary to assist in determinirtg
accident causes and potential problems.

In the area of data reliability, there have been
reported difficulties in the transition from the
accident reporting system prior to 1975 to the
new reporting system. Reporting carriers have
occasionally made coding errors or left blank
fields while adjusting to the new system. At-
tempts have been made to reduce these prob-

lems by additional inspections of the accident
records to increase the accuracy of the data.

Other Users of the Data Base

Through the regional offices, or possibly even
independently, States could tap into the system
to upgrade their own programs and provide for
better planning and measuring performance.
Lack of current, timely, relevant data is a han-
dicap to improving State program effectiveness.

Although the railroad’s own data base is not
constrained by FRA requirements, few roads
have developed information retrieval capa-
bilities similar to that being developed by the
FRA. Railroad access to a more current data
base could be a useful adjunct to their own safe-
ty programs and convert an otherwise less
meaningful administrative report into a more
meaningful data bank for analysis. It could be
particularly useful for roads to help identify
what other roads are doing in an effort to
strengthen their own programs.

Within the FRA Office of Research and
Development, these statistics are used to guide
research priorities and to delineate categories
for more detailed analysis. The same has been
done by the Research and Test Department of
AAR and the Railroad Research Board.
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OTHER DATA BASES AND THEIR APPLICATION

Other sources of accident/incident data in-
vestigated in this study included the Association
of American Railroads, the Federal Highway
Administration, the National Transportation
Safety Board, Occupational Safety and Health
Administration and the individual railroads.
These are addressed below:

Association of American Railroads

The AAR relies almost exclusively on acci-
dent reports filed with the FRA– specifically
the machine data base which is keypunched
from these accident reports— for use in its
safety related analyses. In its own studies, the
AAR has concluded that the FRA data base is
the best source of industry data available.
Beginning in 1975, the AAR has collected train
accident data from member railroads. Copies of
FRA accident reports are mailed to the AAR and
selected data are analyzed. These data and
analyses provide information on accident trends
to support safety, mechanical, and operational
research programs.

The most recent comprehensive analysis of
the FRA data base has been performed by the
AAR. Two reports entitled, Analysis of Nine
Years of Railroad Accident Data 1966-1974 b y
A.E. Shulman and C.E. Taylor, and Analysis of
Nine Years of Railroad Personnel Casualty D a t a
1966-2974 by A.E. Shulman provide detailed
analysis of accident incident trends in areas of
railroad equipment and personnel. As was pre-
viously indicated, both of these publications
supplied excellent background and analysis of
railroad accident and casualty data for this
study.

National Transportation Safety Board

Under the Independent Safety Board Act of
1974 (P.L. 93-633), NTSB investigates and col-
lects data on all railroad accidents that fall into
any of the following categories:

 there is a fatality;

● damages are in excess of $500,000; and

● a passenger train is involved.

NTSB has established certain basic criteria on
investigations in response to the law and has
established certain definitions to interpret the
law:

● extensive damage ($500.000  or more)

● passenger accident (accident of passenger
train over $10,000 in damage)

● NTSB damage may encompass damage to
equipment, tracks, lading, and third party
damage (environment)

Two types of investigations are conducted by
the NTSB:

●

●

Field—a thorough investigation of an acci-
dent culminating in a report.

Major—usually an investigation of a
“catastrophic” accident which may have
resulted in a large number of deaths, in-
juries, or extensive property damage. Such
investigations may involve public hearings
or depositions and result in a major report
with recommendations.

Although NTSB has no enforcement authori-
ty, it makes recommendations to the FRA and
the railroad industry/manufacturers. With
regard to number of investigations, NTSB
averages about 12 to 15 major accidents annual-
ly and 400 to 500 field investigations.

Federal Highway Administration

The  Federa l  Highway Adminis t ra t ion
(FHWA) does not collect railroad related acci-
dent data. Highway grade-crossing accident
data are compiled by the FRA.

Individual Railroads

The data collected by the individual railroads
are typically used in identifying target areas for
track and equipment inspection and/or main-
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tenance activities. The AAR indicates that many
railroads also use their accident data to monitor
employee casualty trends and evaluate the effec-
tiveness of their safety programs.

Occupational Safety and Health Ad=
ministration

OSHA does not collect data on employee in-
juries/illnesses from internal reports. However,
OSHA has an agreement with the Bureau of
Labor Statistics to collect statistics on employee
injuries and illness from employer annual
reports.

States

Most States do collect accident data from the
railroads operating in their jurisdictions. The
level of detail and the type of statistics gathered
varies among the States. In general terms, these
data are not significantly different from FRA

data since, in most instances, the railroads are
required to submit accident reports to the
authorized State agency. However, each State’s
reporting criteria may sometimes be different
from those of the FRA.

In most cases, States find little use for current
FRA data because of the time lag involved in
receiving current accident data and also the fact
that they already collect the most relevant
(regarding State’s priorities) accident/incident
statistics.

Accident/incident data are generally used by
the States for identifying areas where inspection
activities should be increased or decreased. The
data are also used in the development of capital
improvement programs and in determining
areas where more legislative action may be
required.

Due to limited resources in most State
budgets, these data are not used or other data
collected for the purpose of research. However,
some States do analyze accident reports to
determine trends of any type.


