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The Second Pivision consisted of the regular members and in 
addition Referee i?obert 9. Fitzgerald, Jr. when abard was rendered. 

( Gerald J. Dimmen 
Parties to Disnute: ( 

( Burlington Northern Inc. 

Dispute: Claim of Employes: 

Employee/Petitioner contends (1) that he has a valid grievance 
which is set forth in Exhibit 1 attached hereto and ?:hich is a 
continuing violation of the Curr,ny Q + Agreement between Burlington 
Northern, Inc. and its ?4echanical Employees; and (2) that he has been 
deprived of representation by the International Brotherhood of 
Boilermakers, iron Shi:, Builders, Blacksmiths, Forgers and i-lelpers 
as can be ascertained in the va.6ous exhibits ::ttached !:ereto axd as 
related in khe Stntment of Facts herein. 

Findings: 

The Second Division of the ."ldju~~~ f*ant Board, unon the whole record arid ". 
all the evidence, finds that: 

The carrier or carriers and C,hz em,nloye or em,ployes involved in this 
dispute are respectively carrier t;nd ex@oye -$ithi.n the zettning of the 
Railway Labor Act as a.p.prcved June 21, 193b. 

This Division of the Adjustment Bcaril has jurisdiction over the dispuke 
involved herein. 

Parties to dispute were given due notice of hearing thereon. 

This is a claim involving Claim~nt's alle,gation of ~ron$'ul abolishment 
of his blecbmith positio2 on June 11, i976, after T:lhFch he accepted a 
comparable position as a boilermaker. 

Our review of the claim indicates that it seems to request that Claimant: 
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However, at the hearing before the Board, the attorney for the Claiman%, 
Mr. Sax, stated that t'ne Clai;l%nt :rds not seeking the right to transfer his 
seniority rights frcm the blacksmith's job to the boilermaker job. 

Before we can consider the merits of the claim before us, there are 
two procedural issues which we xzrst review to determine if we may look into 
the merits of the dLs?te. Clai?%nt's asserted grievance, in recli.Q, 
comes frcm the protective benefits cant+ ~;ned in Articles I and II of the 
September 25, 1964 13tional Agreement, and we note that the claim quotes 
extensive>J from the Washington Jo-3 Wotection Agreement, which is incor- 
porated by reference and direct a_uotation into Articles I and II of the 
Agreement. The grievance also quotes directly from the September 25, 
1964 Uational Agreerent, and there is no doubt that the basis for this 
grievance is firm&J b ased in the 1964 Agreement, su.pra. This Agreement 
establis!:es snecial grievance machinery, under Article VI, to adjusting 
and deciding di::i,utes: 

II 
..* t:'nich ','-qy arise ur,der .G,r"vicle I, Eqloye Frotect.ion 
and Article II, Subcontr:Xtin~.,." 

and that Board has been in existence well ciVer a decade. In Apizrd 6G86, 
this Board held: 

Of s5,qilar flndinzs are our .L ~wariis 56G7, 5663, 5750, 5937, 6031, 

Claim dismissed. 



Form 1 
Page 3 

Award No. 8325, 
Docket No. 8018-I 

2-BITI-I-'79 

lX4TIOXL ?~4l330!! ADJVSTXZT BOikRD 
By Order of Second Divkion 

Attest: Executive Secretary 
NatLonal Railroad Adjustment Board 

Dal;& at Chicago, i.uinoj.s, thj.s 2'[th day of Septer‘ber, l-372. 


