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PARTI ES TO DI SPUTE: (
(Consol i dated Rail Corporation

STATEMENT OF CLAIM "W fornerly were enpl oyees of Reading Co., which prior to
Conrail never had a vehicle operator or truck drivers roster,
now since Conrail cane into being, we as Reading Conpany Enployees are protesting
the Vehicle Operators Roster which none of us are on it. W feel we are being
Discrimnated against, also unfair Labor Laws has been broken. Mbreover there

I's not one Reading Conpany man on the Roster. W have been driving trucks and
vehicles a long tine. Mst of the nen have at least ten (10) years of driving
experience. W woul d appreciate your help on this matter.

This is to serve notice, as required by the National Railroad Adjustment
Board, of (our) intention to file an ex parte subm ssion (30 days fromthis
notice) covering an unadjusted dispute between (us) and the (Conrail) involving
the question: Vehicle Roster as mentioned above."

OPINION OF BOARD: The record of the dispute herein indicates that it had never been
presented or progressed on the property of this Carrier.

The rules of the National Railroad Adjustnent Board, as set forth in Grcular

No. 1 (Cctober 10, 19341 provide that no claim may be considered unless the
subject matter has been handled in accordance with the provisions of the Railway
Labor Act. Section 3, First (i) of the Railway Labor Act provides that al

di sputes between an enployee and a Carrier nust be handled #... in the usua
manner up to and including the Chief Qperating Oficer of the Carrier designated
to handle such disputes.” It is apparent that part of the rationale for the
provi sions quoted above was in an effort to promote the settlement of di Sput es

on the property rather than to resort to the agency in all disputes. Here,

there Was no possibility of settlement since the dispute was never even presented
on the property. For the reasons indicated, the Board has no alternative but

to dismss the claimfor lack of jurisdiction

FINDINGS:. The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, after giving the parties
to this dispute due notice of hearing thereon, and upon the whole record
and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes W thin the neaning of the Railway Labor Act,
as approved June 21, 1934;

That this Division of the Adjustnent Board has jurisdiction over the
di spute invol ved herein; and

That the Jaimis barred.
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Caim disnmssed.

NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: Zz /A lbé“a/
" Nancy J.

T ~ Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 4th day of GCctober 1984.




