
To the Grand Lodge Executive Council 

From:  General Counsel Mark Schneider 

Date Friday 27, 2015 

We are pleased to report that the trial in the case of Terry Stewart versus District Lodge 19 has 
concluded this afternoon with the jury soundly delivering a verdict in favor of District 19, 
completely rejecting any assertion that District Lodge 19 discriminated against Mr. Stewart when 
Jim Davis was appointed to fill a vacant General Chairman position.   

Mr. Stewart had claimed that the only reason he was not appointed to fill that vacancy was 
because he was African American.  DL 19 put on a substantial amount of evidence 
demonstrating that was false, and that the reason Jim Davis was selected was that Jim Davis had 
more experience on the Railroad, more experience as a Local Chairman, more experience on the 
Executive Board, and had been involved in more complex issues for a larger local than Mr. 
Stewart. The evidence also showed that it was Mr. Duncan who appointed Mr. Stewart to be the 
first African American Executive Board member to the DL. 

The trial lasted 5 days and had many witnesses.  Among others, Terry Stewart relied on the 
testimony of himself, Don Hall, Ron Fink and Tommy Trent who all asserted that former PDGC 
Joe Duncan discriminated against Mr. Stewart when he recommended that the Executive Board 
appoint Jim Davis over Terry Stewart.  In rejecting that argument completely, the jury must have 
found their testimony to lack credibility and honesty.   Instead, the jury credited the testimony of 
District 19 officers and staff Jeff Doerr, Jim Davis, Rich Nadeau, Andrew Sandberg, Derrick 
Battle, and Cheryl Lane; and Grand Lodge GST Robert Roach Jr. and Deputy General Counsel 
Carla Siegel.  

Lead counsel in the case were Joseph Guerrieri and Jeff Bartos of the firm Guerrieri ,Clayman, 
Bartos and Parcelli.  The case has been on-going for nearly two years.  Initially, Mr. Stewart also 
charged the Grand Lodge with discrimination, and charged both the Grand Lodge and the 
District Lodge with retaliation; however, the Court completely dismissed those charges on a 
Motion for Summary Judgment before they even reached the jury because they lacked any merit 
whatsoever.  

Unfortunately, both the Grand Lodge and the District were required to expend a significant 
amount of money to defend themselves against these frivolous claims.  As is often the case in our 
legal system, it is not possible to recoup these expenditures from Mr. Stewart and his allies, even 
though the jury has found that their claims totally lacked merit.  While it is possible that Mr. 
Stewart will appeal the verdict and force the District to spend even more of its members’ money 
to defend the judgment, the jury has spoken, and we are highly confident that no future court will 
reverse that jury decision. 



I was able to observe the trial, and I congratulate our witnesses and trial counsel for their work in 
helping the jury to see who was right and who was wrong in this litigation.   


