
AV?AARD NO. 85 
Case No. r07-26-37 

SPIXIAL BOA!W QE' ADJUSTSENT MO. GO5 -- 

PARTIES ) Chicago and North 'i'iestcrn Kail.way Company 
TO TXE ) and 
DISPUTE ) Erotnerhood of llaintenance of V?ay Employees 

QUESTION 
AT ISSiJS: Does the attached implementing agree- 

ment proposed by the carrier fully 
comply with the provisions of Ar-title 
III of the Agreement, and if not, in 
wha.t respect shou.ld it he changed 
before transferring employees on the 
basis of these provisions? 

OPINION 
OF EOARD: The circumstances in this case are analogous 

to those in Award No. 79, (Case No. M?-20-V) . 

The Implementing Agreement proposed 
by Carrier should be changed before 
transferring employees, in accord- 
ance with Award No.79 (Case No. 
M5+2O-i'7). 

Dated: b?ashin&ton, D. C. 
June 9, 1969 


