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LI oyd H. Bailer, Referee

(American Train Dispatchers Association
PARTI ES TO DISPUTE: (

(Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAI M Cihai m of the American Train Dispatchers Association
that:

(a) The Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company (hereinafter
referred to as "the Carrier"), violated the effective Agreement between
the parties, Article Iv(h)(2) thereof in particular, when it refused to
conpensat e:

(1) Extra Train Dispatcher R L. Hughes, Jr. thirty (30)
mnutes actual travel time fromthe outlying point of Plant
Cty, Florida to Tanpa, Florida, on the respective dates of
June 29, 30, July 1, 8, 13, 14, 15, 20, 21, 27, 30, 31,
August 1, 2, 7, 8, 10, 13, 15, 16, 17, 20 and Cctober 5, 1973
to protect extra train dispatcher service;

(2) Extra Train Dispatcher J. B. Serwe twenty (20) mnutes
actual travel time fromthe outlying point of Brandon, Florida,
to Tanpa, Florida on the respective dates of July 3, 4, 6, 9,
10, 11, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 25, 26, 30, 31, August 1, 2, 6,
7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 25, 31
September 1, 2, 4, 7, 10, 13, 14, 20, 21, 22, 23, 27, 28, 29
and 30, 1973 to protect extra train dispatcher service;

(3) Extra Train Dispatcher G R Driver thirty (30) mnutes
actual travel time fromthe outlying point of Plant City, Florida
to Tanpa, Florida on the respective dates of August 3, 10, 13, 14,
and 17, 1973, thirty (30) minutes actual travel tine fromthe
outlying point of Plant Gty, Florida to Milberry, Florida, on the
respective dates of August 20, 21, 22, 23 and 26, 1973, and

forty (40) mnutes actual travel time fromthe outlying point of
Balm Florida to Milberry, Florida onthe respective dates of
August 27, 28, 29, 30, Septenber 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21,
22 and 23, 1973 to protect extratrain dispatcher service.

(b) Because of the above violations, the Carrier shall now be
required to conpensate the individual claimnt extra train dispatchers
named above the anount of travel tine specified in paragraphs Fa)(l),
(a)(2) and (a)(3) above at trick dispatcher's straight-tine rate tor
each of the respective dates so specified.
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OPINION OF BOARD: The parties, the issue, the Agreenment |anguage and
the essential facts are the same as in our Award
20383, which denied the claim presented. In both cases the question
involves an interpretation of Article I¥ (h)(2) of the parties' Agreenent.
The question is whether the pertinent Agreement provision requiresthe
Carrier to conpensate the claimants for actual tine in traveling_each day
while going to performan extra train dispatcher assignment that involves
two or nore consecutive days, a6 Petitioner contends; or for omly the
first day of such an assignnent, as the Carrier contends.

V¢ do not think Award 20383 is pal pably erroneous. In the
interest of consistency, we will follow said award.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustnent Board, upon the whol e
record and a1l the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Employes i nvolved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Empoyes Wi thin the meani ng of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 193k;

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

That the Agreenent was notviol at ed.
A WA RD

C ai m deni ed.

RATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD

By Order of Third Division
ATTEST: é&f/,dm

Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 14th day of Cctober 1977,




