
O?INION 
01: BOARI): ~ Certain portions of trackage, kno:m as t,lf r,oc:les:‘iez Era:1-h, 

were abandoned in February, 1963. At the tj.x Clc?.::ant was 
the C & S YaintainA at Xt. Eorris, i?. Y. and r-sic’.zd at 
Leicester, N. Y. albout 4 miles may. In 1,:2rch, 1963, Claimant 

elected to displace a junior sigoaliaan in ths Camp Car Train 2.t Okan, N. Y. 
and continued to maintain his rcsidznce at Leicester. In Juz, 19iY;, Cizicant 
was award.ed the C & S EiJintaincr position at East Aurora, X. Y. ) a?pro:‘:;-i:ely 
43 miles from Lcicester. Iie then sold ‘his ho;;? in Leicester and ~ovcd his 
residence to Iiolland, N. Y. This claim is for the loss imcurred in the sale 
of the house; travel, moving and other espcnses related to the r:we. Tine basis 
for the claim is that Claiwnt was adversely affected ZS a dciect result of t;ie 
Rochester Branch abandokent, and was entitled to such conpensefion under the 
terms of the NW Orleans Conditions, particularly Section 4, 7; and 9. 

Tne question here is whether, under the circp:~stances, Clair;ant’s 
change of residence was required as a direct result of t’nc Rckh>stcr B:rCnCh 
abandonrwnt . Renuneration under the New Orleans Agreewent is premised 03 a 
“required” change as a result of the abandonrznt. 

The Board finds that where, as here, an eiilploye continces in 
enployuent after an abandonment and later voluntarily bids on another position 
neccssiteting a change of residence, it is not a change required as a direct 
result of the abandonswlt. 

Dated: I~Jnshington, D. C. 
Jaw 24. 1,369 


