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NATURE AND CAUSE OF FAILURE / CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN
At 11:00 a.m. on January 17, 2003, Train 3529217 with lead engine NS 9077, engineer’ and conductor

was eastbound on the Aitavista District of the Virginia Division when the crew reported they observed an approach diverging aspect
on signal 2026 at MP V 202.6 and received a stop aspect at CP Hurt at MP V 200.2. The 2026 signal should display an approach
aspect with a stop aspect at CP Hurt. This is electronic track territory with electronic interlockings and color position light signals.
Cables were meggered, relays tested and grounds checked at both locations with no exceptions found. Logger cards were instalied
at both locations. The 2026 signal was returned to service on January 17, 2003.

On Saturday, January 18, 2003 the signal was observed at the same time as the eastbound move on the previous day from a test
engine with C&S and Transporation personnel on board. Conditions were simifar to that of the previous day and in approach of the
2026 signal there appeared to be two white lights on the bottom head of the signal in the 90 degree position. Further investigation
found that the signal hoods over the bottom head ienses were faded on the top and sides of the hoods. The sun was to the right of
the signal and sunlight was refiecting off of the signal heads giving the white light effect. The top head (45 degree yellow) was clearly
visible. This could have been mistaken for an approach diverging aspect if the train crew did not watch the signal carefully.

The signal hoods in question were painted with a flat black paint and observed in like conditions on January 20, 2003 with no
excetptions taken.
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