
F. G. Schultz 
F. 1:. P;onte 
D. 2.:. O'Brien Jr. 
J. C. I!hitman 
J. 1,I. &-o&rick 
C. J. Sceley 
T. J. Cahill 
R. 0. Stalker 
R. D. Riffehacher 
Vi. I;. Zisk 
L. 1% C'Erien 
11. G. Itie 
E. B. iiennett 
R. B. IIansen 
G. C. liunt 
E. F. Kososki 
G. A. Ilultman 
II. 0. Lahti 
C. L. Ford 
R. A. R<xette 
J. T. Kiley 
>I. F. McLaughlin 

]: . 2,:. 3urrill 
11. c. L2.x 
F. L. J,cq:;"‘r;;? 
1~. J. Lo ;rsnce 
T. 1,:. ;.:c:;r,: :h 
!,7. F. Byrxs 
F. i?. Locke 
R. F. 1!iz:ins 
K . J . I':3 F t e 
R. J. Toxsctti 
J. I,. L A".nOCll 
I? . 7% . Gervin 
J. A. Lxac!y 
J. F. Xcss Jr. 
Ii. J. Sp!zllm.1? 
3. 1:. Guthro 
J. F. Lynch 
R. J. O'Do6nemjl 
1,'. D. I:311 
2. E. Fe:,reus 
E. A. Daley 
3. F. Garvin 

oTIxIox 
OF 3x.m: The Organization contends that Section 4, Article I of 

the February 7 Agreevent was violated because Carrier 
allegedly failed to give the 1G hours advance natice 
before abolishing positions dw to a strike by Sb.3~ 

Craft e~~ployes. Carrier contends that the positioas wcrc not Aolishfd, 
but wre tenipornrily suspcndcd in accordande with prior understandiqs 
in the handling of such matters. The prior understandings ir.cluckd tl:? 





Section 4 of Article I does not api'ly in si,;u:;Ij.fins ,,:;,zrc: 
the posItions are not "abolished." Ii: is evident in the il;s'ic.at dib?ilte 
that Cxricr did not abolish the positions bu t suspendzd tixm tc:::pc;:c;r iiy. 
As such, the 16 hour advance notice cas not required. In vice of this it 
is unnecessary to determine whether the General Chcirrnan a~jreed to waive 
the notice requirements. 

The Claims are dismissed. 

Da&d: Washington, D. C. 
June 24, 1969 


