
Carrier contends that Claima?t was not zdvei-sely zifoctei by 
the merger (or coordination), but instead as a result of reorgnnizetion and Claimant’s 
inconpatence. The Organization rejects such possibilities and asserts that Ciaimnt 
was adversely affected solely due ‘co the merger bctwccn the two carriers. 

An examination of the record discloses that C1ainar.t has failed 
to meet the requisite standards o f proof necessary to support the claim that he 
was adversely affected by the merger. 
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Dated: Washington, D. C. 
June 24, 1969 


