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NATTIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTIENT BOAED
SECOND DIVIS

Award No. 7760
Docket No. 769k
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The Second Division consisted of the regular members and in
addition Referee Abraham Weiss when award was rendered.

System Federation No. 2, Railway Employes'
Department, A. F. L. - c 1I. 0.

Payties to Disvute: (Carmen)

Missourl Pacific Railroad Company

TN TN TN TN N

Dispute: Clain of Frnloyes:

(1)

i Pacific Railroead Company violated Memerandum of
Agreement of January ?L, 1973, Ccteber 5, 1976, and continuous
Trom said date, when they transie Faint say Curtis
Blanks Trom nis jcb as Tainter iflelper to  Corman “DDrﬁ“LJCQ and
failed to him 9n Lline with IMemorandum Agrcement of January

3%, 1973.
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(2) That the Missouri Facific Railrcod Company be or«ered to compensate
Car Apprenbtice Curtis Blanks the difTerencc in rate oy
between FTainter Helper and Cennan Aprprentice from Ocuo“ """ 5.
1976 and continous from gaid dete unbil the violation is

corrected.

Findings:

The Sccond Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole record and
all the evidence, finds that:

or employes involved in this
within the meaning of the

carriers and the employe
carrier and employe
1_ 19_)%-.

The carrier or
dispute are respectively
Railway Labor Act as zpproved June

This Division of the Adjustient Board has Jjurisdiction over the dispute
involved herein.

o~
~

mabe waived right of appezrance abt hearing thereon.
- o

Clajimant is a former Carmen Failnter whose status was subject tothe
Memorandim of Agreement of November 15, /7J, wherehy the classes of the
Ca“mﬁﬂ’s c~ ot were dovevalled senloriby roster. Subseguent
to that dabte Claimant was listed as C?Lhwﬂ Helper.,

On Lhe vl Ou 1976, Clad

Carmuen Avuvrentice under { roviglons of
Agreement doted Mareh 19, 1973 to become
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This dispute involves Claimant's contention that, although currently
employed as a Carman Apprentice, he should retain the higher rate of ray
of ‘the position he held ati: the time he entered the apprentice-training
brogram. Claimant reliecs on the Letter orf Understanding dated Jamizry 31,
1973 as authority.

Carrier, on the other nand, alleges Clairant was still a Carman
Painter Helver and by accenting a rosition as Carman (obher Carmen)
Apprentice, he changed his class and craft. Carrier cites Second Division
Aviards 69kr, 7018 and TO19 involving Cerrier cng other crafts party to
the Agreemcnt 4o suprport its pesition,

We do nolb agree with Carrier's position in this dispute. Tt 4s clearly
distinguichable from the dlsputes in the above ciled Awaxrds, 1In those
disputes, the Clairante clearly transferved from one eraft to anothay
re They would have had no orvorsunity to becons helver aporents

£5 oI apprentice been retszined in the agreement. The Cluimant
ute accepted a positiecn ag apprentice in his oim crafs. He

omnon seniorily roster Tor Carmeen Helpers &t the time he took
the apprentice position. e will, therefore, susbain the clainm,

AWARD

Claim sustained,

NATTONATL, RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOATD
By Order of Second Division

Attest: Executive Secretary
National Railrosd Adjustment Board
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batedfat Chicago, Tllinois, this 20th day of toverber, 1978,



