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(Whited Steelworkerr  of America, AFLCIO

[The Lmke TelmlmalRnilroedcolpny

"In aooordanoe  with the Railway I~bor Aof aa amaad,
plmme acoept this as a focal notia of the eraani-

zation’o intent t o  file it0 ex-parte m&d.r8im t o  the lhird Divlri08,

lktiormlFallzmdAdJusfuntBawd  indlqmtebetneatheQnit8d  Steel
Workers of Anrica and t& Lake -1 Railroad ampmy.

These d.iq&ee involmthe seniorityri~tofthe grievant
to perfcumtheworkavallable omthe traetaire eqti~nt."

OPmIow OF BOARD: Oldmnt In t&la dispute 18 a regular amslgmd hrctair
m&line opeE?ltor. Bere are three (3) ruek re&ar

at3slgned oparaterr on aarrier's property and cbimmt in the moat l erdor
of the three.

On tke claim&&es, claiaarrt~suauhiaewar ti avmllableto him
so he was wed to perfom other dutlee but wae pkia at the 9kmetaf.r rchlne
opmrator*rrate  forthe other hce perform& Aleoon the clalmdatee,
one of the other regular amdgned ope~tors mtlfled tlurier tlmt he would
be late in reportleg for hlr aarigment. Aa a remit of the “late m~imf
call, a junior extra mchlne ope~tor was amQned to fill the eperator’r
ardgrmnt uutil the lncu8bent repc&ad. lbmver,  the regalar  -loye l b-
requentlymt.lfled Curlerthatbereuldbeabsentthe entire tar. l%e
Mb. mm (I(u thW&Ore CoBtinUd OB th. aMi(plant fOZ +&. -tin t@W.
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Franour review of the reeordve Mimi m e of on-property
challenge of the etated practice. Rule 15 does not eupport tbe position
advanced by petitioner. b fact, It does not ad&es8 the 18s~ imolvad
ia this dhpute.

Petitioner has failed in their burden to sabstmtlate the
allegedviolationwlthprobativu  evidence. Wemat deny the claim.

FIHDI!@S:  'Ihe ThMMvlsioaoftheAdju&mentRoard, upon thevholerecmd
ad all the evidence, flndm aal holds:

That the partiesvalved  oral hearing;

That the brrfecand the Rnployesinvolved  lnthisdi6pote are
reapedlvely (rsrier and Phployw~Ithbthe wamlng of the Railwaylsbor
Act, aa approved June 2l, 1934;

That this Mrisionofthe AdjwtmentBaardhas  jurlad.iatiom
omr the dispute lmolmd hereia; amI

'Rut. the Agreuemt  wae not violated.

A W A R D

Claimdenied.

MTIOEAL RAIL- ALUUS~ BOARD
ByOrderof ThirdMvlsion

ATEST:

Datad at Chicago, Illlmir, thio 15th day of Jammy 1%.


