
Award No. 246 
Case No. CL-SO-w 

(1) Did I.Zrs. hxbcra J. Hills possess the two (2) yams or n?xo 
of Exqloyzcnt relationship as of October 1, 1964, n~c’~ssaxy 
to qualify her as a “pxotcxted employm” as that torn is used 
in Section 1 of Axcelcle 1 of ,t’rm mbruwy 7, 1965 Agm;r;3nt? 

(2) Did the Cuzxiar violate the prov&loau of Article IV, Section 
1, of the Ageamnt ~&on i,t refussd to cm~~ncate clafmnt 
lfrsl. B. J. M.lls dui-inS th3 p3r%od of fLlrlough SqmiebeK 2, 
1969 to October 2, 19691 

(3) Shall the Carrier no:-, be required to c~:;!7cnsate Em. B. 9. 
Hills at her protected rato in t?ccord.T2xc with Article IV, 
Soctiori 1 of the Feb;:uasy 7, 1965 Agsec~mt? 

2%~ fnstailt dis@uta iri~volvcs a clain fox ~aymnt of pxotaction 
benefits due Clair,zni; for th3 wriod from Sepfer&r 2, 1969--t:?z 
date shz was furlouSlx?d--to Cctobar 2, 1969--the date 6b.a t??,s re- 
assi@xd to a yard clerk position. 

Thus, tke ismz prcgmted to us is wh?tbxx Clntix~ii?rlt acquirt-d aa 
employcrmt re1ationshi.g of two ycnrs or mse as of 0cttob.x 1. 1964, in or&r to 
qualify as a protacted cr~loyx pursu~sat to Arti.cle I, s%zeion 1, of tb.a pe5sn-lry 
7, 1965 AgEermt. 

IT, SUpFOrt Of its pOSitloU, ttz Carrier asserts tkt Claim~t did 
not ~crforn my service during the math of January, 1963. In ar?dition, thz cas- 
rier &gws that Claimnt had only a cnsual relationship with tkz Carrier prior 
to ecquirihg seniority. IO effect, Cla&.~ut bad no tie-is and no residual rights 
under the effectilva A~reamnt. Couvxw?.ly, tk;? Orgnnizaeion insists that during 
this pariod olx was av.?ik.blc for extra uozk, bid on a bull.etir.ed gosition aerd 
ssaiaed ehzrato “r~itb,oui: bamfit or fili.nz a c2w application for e~ploymnt; sub- 
mitting to a physical e:~r;,inntion or any otb.z.r fozsllity thnt is routimly followd 
in ths hi,rlug of erzployzes.” 
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Dated: ~ledd.s$x~n, D. C. 
JI.ES 9, 1971 


