NATI ONALRAI LROACADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Nunmber 21493
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Number SG-21346

Irwin M Lieberman, Ref eree
Brot herhood of Railroad Signal nen

(
PARTIES TO DISPUTE: ( - _ o
(Southern Pacific Transportation Conpany (Pacific Lines)

STATEMENT OF CLAIM_ Caimof the General Committee of the Brotherhood of
Railroad Signalmen on the Southern Pacific Transportation

Companyr:

(a?] The Southern Pacific Transportation Conmpany violated or
m sappl i ed the Agreenent between the Conpany and its employes in the Signal
Departnment, represented by the Brotherhood of Railroad Signaimen effective
Cctober 1, 1973, and particularly Rule 72.

(b) M. Blackmon be reinbursed the amount of ome Dol lar ($1.00),
the amount charged by the Bank of Anmerica (Firebaugh Branch) to cash his pay
roll check.  fGarrier's file: Sl G129~

OPI NI ON OF BoARD: The dispute herein involves a $1.00 check cashing Charge
_ incurred by Oainmant when he cashed his paycheck at a
Bank of Anerica branch at which he did not have:an account.

Petitioner bases its position on the provisions of ®Rule 77 which
contains the rates of pay. It is argued that Caimnt was entitled to the
exact amount of cash, in United States currency, which was provided for in
the Agreenent.

Carrier argues ttat this unique claimis deficient in a nunber of
respects: Caimant accepted the check as lawful paynent in the first instance;
the check cashing charge was incurred voluntarily %y O ai mant since he had
a nunber of options available to him past practice is totally inconsistent
with the Gaim and the Gaimis lacking in Agreement support.

It is interesting to note that the check in question was drawn on
the very bank which Claimant chose to obtain the cash. That there ware other
options available to Claimant is apparent, particularly since Petitioner
refers to a nunber of viable alternatives in its subnission and rebuttal
statenents. Claimant's position taxes our credulity in view of the |ong
history of pay checks both with this Carrier and throughout industry in this
country. However, w thout dweliing on past practice or the other inplications
of this Gaim the sinple fact is that there is no rule support for Petitioner's
position. The O aimnust be denied.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole record
and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;
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~That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes Within the neaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over
the dispute involved herein; and

That the Agreenment was not viol ated.

A WA RD

C aim deni ed.

NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: 'W

ecutive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 15th day of April 1977.




