CANADI AN RAI LWAY OFFI CE OF ARBI TRATI ON
CASE NO. 156
Heard at Montreal, Tuesday, June 1CGth, 1969
Concer ni ng
CANADI AN NATI ONAL RAI LWAY COMPANY
and
UNI TED TRANSPORTATI ON UNI ON (T)
DI SPUTE:

Runar ound cl ai ns of Conductor O T. Senkpiel and crew for 100 niles
Blue River, B.C., January 24, 1967.

JO NT STATEMENT OF | SSUE:

On January 23, 1967 Conductor Jensen and crew, who at the tinme stood
first out in the chain gang at Blue River, B.C., were ordered to
report for duty as soon as possible to handl e equi pnent and assist in
the detrai ning of passengers who were arriving Blue River in baggage
car equi pnent from a derail ed passenger train. Conductor Jensen and
crew reported for duty at 1915, performed service at Blue River, then
deadheaded Bl ue River to Kaml oops Junction on a west-bound passenger
train which departed at 0320, January 24. They cl ai ned paynent, and
were paid, on a continuous tine basis fromthe tinme of reporting for
duty at Blue River until the tine released fromduty at Kanl oops
Junction.

Conductor O T. Senkpiel and crew (Brakenen J. T Ashley and C. R
Menphi s) who stood first out in the chain gang at Blue River at 0320,
January 24, submitted runaround clains for 100 nmiles each at through
freight rates of pay on the grounds that they, instead of Conductor
Jensen and crew, should have been deadheaded from Blue River to

Kam oops Junction. The Conpany declined paynent of the clainms and
the Brotherhood alleges that in so doing the Conpany violated Article
3, Clause (f) of the Conductors' and Trai nnen's Agreenents.

FOR THE EMPLOYEES: FOR THE COVPANY:
(Sgd.) J. S. CORBETT (Sgd.) K. L CRUWP
GENERAL CHAI RVAN ASS| STANT VI CE PRESI DENT -

LABOUR RELATI ONS
There appeared on behal f of the Conpany:
D, O MGath - Labour Rel ations Assistant, C.N R, Mntrea

A. J. DelTorto - Labour Rel ations Assistant, C.N. R, Mbntrea

And on behal f of the Brotherhood:



J. S. Corbett - General Chairman, U T.U (T), Wnnipeg
AWARD OF THE ARBITRATOR

The prelimnary objection in this case, and the facts on which it is
based, are identical to those in Case No. 154. For the reasons
there set out, the grievance nust be di sm ssed.

J. F. W WEATHERI LL
ARBI TRATOR



