


KATHLEEN SULLIVAN
1110 Bayswater Avenue, #302
Burlingame, CA 94010
(650) 340-8249

December 3, 1999

Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street, NW, Room 715
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re: Status of Appeal for Review of Arbitration Award Pursuant to Article 1, §10
of Finance Docket No. 32760 (Sub-No. 35), In the Matter of the Arbitration
between: Kathleen V. Sullivan, Claimant, and Union Pacific Railroad
Company, Carrier, due December 6, 1999.

The Surface Transportation Board was kind enough to grant me an extension to
file an appeal until December 6, 1999. I had mailed all the working papers to Robert
Huntington, the person who was going to help me who lives in Tacoma, Washington. |

talked to him about two weeks ago and everything was on schedule. I left a couple of
messages last week and he did not call me back. I was very anxious to talk with him
because of the impeding deadline and tracked down his brother who lives nearby. He
informed me that Mr. Huntington was hospitalized after Thanksgiving and was not able
to take any calls. I have since tried to contact the family to gather more information but
have been unsuccessful.

I called the Surface Transportation Board on Thursday and talked to someone in
your Public Services Department. She said that I should contact the UP counsel, Brenda
Council, to explain the situation and ask for their agreement for an extension. I did that
but was told that Ms. Council would be out of the office until Monday, December 6,
1999, Her assistant Laurie said that she generally checks her voicemail daily and I left a
message explaining the situstion ard with a request asking her to call me by Friday.
Laurie also took the information down and said that she would try to get in touch with
her Because I did not hear from Ms. Council, I called Laurie back on Friday and asked
if there was anyone else that could help me and she said no, that she is the only one that
handles those types of cases.
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I want to have my “day in court” but I cannot pull this togethe~ before December
6, 1999. Because of his hospitalization, my working papers being in Tacoma,
Washington and the upcoming holidays, I am asking for a 30-day extension to determine
if this is something Mr. Huntington can proceed on and, if not, to find someone else who

can help me.
Respectfully,

G AR

Kathleen Sullivan

cc Brenda Council

Kutak Rock

The Omaha Building

1650 Farnam Street

Omaha, Nebraska 68102-2186
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KATHLEEN SULLIVAN
1110 Bayswater Avenue, #302
Burlingame, CA 94010
(650) 340-8249
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Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street, NW, Room 715 D Sonm———
Washington, D.C. 20423 o . L e
ey st g
A2 602 k35
Re: Request for an Extension to file an Appeal for Review of Arbitration Award
Pursuant to Article 1, §10 of Finance Docket No. 28250, In the Matter of the

Arbitration between: Kathleen V. Sullivan, Claimant, and Union Pacific
Railroad Company, Carrier.

I would like to request an extension to file an appeal in the above-referenced
Arbitration. The decisions were rendered on May 21, 1999 and a subsequent decision,
after an executive session, rendered on September 17, 1999 by Arbitrator John La Rocco.

The Arbitration Committee met in executive session on September 7, 1999. In
that session I was able to rebuttal all the points that [ did not agree with in the Arbitrator’s
award issued on May 21, 1999. The Arbitrator after reviewing pertinent parts of the
record and reconsidering the proposed decision, concluded that the proposed decision
was correct and is now the final decision of the Committee. I do not agree with his
decision and I feel I clearly proved my case.

I’'m appealing under Article 1, § 10 of the New York Dock Conditions and other
erroneous conclusions and misrepresentations of facts that I feel the Arbitrator’s denial
was based on.

During the executive session Mr. LaRocco said that he did not think it was good
business to reverse decisions and out of 3,000 decisions rendered he had only reversed
one. He also advised me that I could appeal to the Surface Transportation Board but |
told him that I did not have the financial means to pursue this any further and basically
put it behind me.
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Subsequently, in the last few days, a friend with years of New York Dock
experience has offered to help with the appeal. 1 called the STB on Monday, October 4,
1999 to inquire if there were time lines and [ was told that I had until Thursday, October

7. 1999 to file. My friend was not available to help me this week so accordingly I am
requesting an extension of 60 days to file an appeal.

Respectfully,

L S 2t

thleen Sullivan

cc: Mr. Richard Meredith
Manager, Labor Relations
Union Pacaific Railroad Company
1416 Dodge Street
Omaha, NE 68179
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Surface Transportation Board Part of
1925 K Street, NW, Room 715 \m"'-' Record
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re:  Request for an Fxtension to file an Appeal for Review of/Arbitration Award
Pursuant to Article 1, §10 of Finance Docket the Matter of the
Arbitrution between: Kathicen V. Sullivan, Claimant, and Union Pacific
Railroad Company, Carrier.

I would like to request an extension to file an appeal m the above-referenced
Arbitration. The decisions were rendered on May 21, 1999 and a subsequent decision,
after an executive session, rendered on September 17, 1999 by Arbitrator John La Rocco.

The Arbitration Committee met in exccutive session on September 7, 1999, In
that session T was able to rebuttal all the points that T did not agree with in the Arbitraior’s
award issued on May 21, 1999. Thc Arbitrator afler revicwing pertinent parts of the
record and reconsidering the proposed decision, concluded that the proposed decision
was correct and is now the final decision of the Committec. 1do not agree with his
decision and 1 feel I clearly proved my case.

I'm appealing undcr Article I, § 10 of the New York Dock Conditions and other
erroncous conclusions and misrepresentations of facts that I fecl the Arbitrator’s denial
was based on.

During the executive session Mr. 1.aRocco said that he did not think it was good
business 1o reverse decisions and out of 3,000 decisions rendered he had only reversed
one. He also ad /ised me that | could appeal to the Surface Transportation Board but |
told him that | dii not have the financial means to pursuc this any further and basically
put it bchind me.
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Subsequently. in the last few days, a friend with years of New York Dock
cxperience has offered to help with the appeal. T called the STB on Menday, October 4,

' s told that | had until
7. 199910 file. My friend was not available to help

requesting an extension of 6() days 10 file an appeal.

Respectfully,

Kathleen Sullivan

cc: Mr. Richard Meredith
Manager. Labor Relations
Union Pacaific Railroad Company
1416 Dodge Street
Omaha. NI: 68179










