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STATEMENT OF CLAIM O aimof the System Conmittee of the Brotherhood that:

MM 24651

and Pacific Railroad Conpany

(1) The Agreenment was viol ated when menmbers of Extra Gang 5533 were
not allowed mleage for the use of their autonmobiles on certain dates during

Sept enber and Cct ober,

2483).

(2) As a consequence of the aforesaid viclation the claimants shal

all owed nmileage as follows:

RRMDIVODIPNARNOTATDAAS VWO O

OPINION OF BOARD: C aimants are nmenbers of

D. Peterson. . . . . 254 mles
i. Ferrell.....cuveuuun.. 254 nmles
R Flor. . ... . .uica... 254 mles
N Xromarek. . . ........ 352 niles
D. Thompson. . . ........ 848 niles
West . . .. .. ...  iue... 352 miles
M. Seymanski. . . -w..... 352 niles
Shuck. ... .. .. . w.eec... 254 nmiles
Beryquist . . . . . ....... 254 mles
Steckler. . . . . . veu.ewn. 254 mles
Kromarek. . . . . .. 254 mles
Kromarek. . . . . . ven.e.n. 316 niles
Zacher. ... ... .uiewsw. 18 mles
Madler. . ... .. .wiew.u. 254 nmles
Tronstad. . . . . .. 654 niles
Shepherd......... ....... 404 niles
Duneman. . . ... .uiaw.w. 454 mles
MAYyO. . . ... ... .ueasw.. 264 mles
Hanson. . . . . . . . vea- 254 mles
TYSVEL. . . . . o tvrmw 36 mles
Kirschten........ ........

question they were not
available lodging facilities to their work sites

"begi nning on September 24, 1980,
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36 0 mles @ 15¢ per

Extra Gang 5533.
| odged in canp cars,

but

1980 (System Files C#51/D~2480, C#53/D-2481 and C#55/D-

be

During the period in
in the nearest

The Organization contends that

the claimants were required to travel

on

each

wor ki ng day (in advance of and at the close of their regularly assigned work
period) between their assenbling point and work point®.

asserts that the lodging facilities became the assenbling point,

In effect,

the Organization
and that

under

Rule 26(C){5)the Clainmants are entitled to mleage reimbursenent for driving

their vehicles *between their |odging facility and work point"

cont ends that

The Carrier

no rule requires the assenbly point to be the nearest suitable

| odging facility or that an employe start and end their day at the lodging facility.
Moreover, in each instance involved here the Carrier designated an assenbly point
other than the lodging facilities.
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The Organization cites as support for its claim Third Division Award
23893 between these very parties concerning the application of Rule 26/c)(5) to
certain travel tine clains. However, Third Division Award 23893 stated that "The
Board wi shes to stress, however, that its findings in this case does not support
a general notion that lodging facilities other than those provided by Carrier are
always to be deenmed designated assembly points. Had Carrier been successful in
denmonstrating to this Board by way of probative evidence the existence of a designated
assenbly point for the claimdates in question, we would have reached a very
di fferent conclusion given the relevant | anguage of the Controlling Agreement".

The record before this Board establishes that Carrier had indeed
designated assenbly points for the times in question. Thus Award 23893 is not
applicable to this claim Under these circunstances, as stated in Third Division
Award 23317 "paying claimant for his travel tinme would be |ike paying clai mant
for tinme spent journeying between home and work which is clearly not contenplated
under the agreenent. Third Division Award No.22466'. The Board holds that the
reasoni ng in Awards 23893 and 23317 is dispositive of the instant claimand that
the Carrier did not violate the Agreenent.

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

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Enployes 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
di spute involved herein; and

That the Agreenent was not violated.
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NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BQARD
By Order of Third Division
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Nancy J. %’éz - Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 15th day of March 1985.



