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QUESTIONS A
AT ISSUZ: 1. i i

2. Did Carriex viclete the provisicns of th
Februavy 7, 1865 Agreemznt whan it d
Mr. Zyck the right to exercise displacement
rights te the hizhest rated position avel
gble to him which would not have required
a change in residence?

3. 8hell Carrier now be requl

red o Yesicre
¥Mr. Zyck to a fully protectad status and
compensate him in accordence with the pro-
visions of Article IV, Section 1, for all
wage loss suffered following abolishment

of his position?

OPINION .
OF BOARD: Despite the confusing mass of de

*

tailed correspondence in-
cludad in the instant claim, the Orgenization szeks to have
the Claiment exexcise displacement wighits, as wall as re-
cover any monetary losses, pursuant to Article IV, Section
1, 0f the February~7, 1965 Natiomal Agreement.
Briefly, the facts indicate that the Carrisr transferred
certain work from various points to a Central Billing Darpartment at
New Haven. This necessitated agbelishing twelve positicns znd estavlish-
ing three new positions at New Haven. The Claimant's posicticn was one
of those zbolishad and instead of bidding for one of the newly creatsd
positions, he scught to displace on the Chief Clerk position &t Walling-
ford. 1In due course, he was notified of his inability to dispizce on .
that position due to lack of quailificetions. However, at tHe Claimants
request, he was given an opportunity to post on that position for IZive
days, without compansation. Again, it wes daterminzd thal he ls d
thae necessary qualifications -- but he coniinuad, oz appr
weeks, to attempt to acquire the abilicy to perform -- 2
In 2ddition, he lacked the zbility te type, & necassary
position. Hence, the instant claim was Iiled on the groun

Claimant was not parmitted to displace on
at Wallingford.



One oI the cuestions pusced heredl
II, Section 1, oi the Natiocnal Azrecement, the
protected employse when he Zailed fo obtain a
in the exevrclse of his seniority rights in ac
or agresmanis. We have daterminsd in fasz o
rendered this date, thet Rule &5 imposces a mu
parties. 7The record reveals that a number of
to the Claimant which he failed to obtazin., I
was recalled under the Agreemsznt for a positi
New Haven, which he re;usad. In our view, th
the provisions of the agreement.
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Answer to questions 1, 2 and 3 is In the negotive.
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Hurray i, Rohman
Neutral Mamber

Dated: Washington, D. C.
: March 7, 1969




