
SPECIAL BCARD CF ADJVS'?>?Eiu'T NO. 605 

PARTIES ) 
To ) 

DISPUTE ) 

Brotherhood of Railr:ny, Airlin2 & Steamhio Clclrks, 
Freight Handlers, Express & Station Ik~ployes 

ad 
St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company 

QWSTIOXS 
AT ISSLi: (1) Did Carrier violate the February 7, 1365 

National Employirxct S tabiiisation Ag-rae- 
mnt when it removed furloughed crr.ployee 
A. 3. Blecknar.'s xxrz from the list of 
Protected Employaes under that agrecr~at 
and failed and refused to restore his 
name thereto acd pay him his pro.tcctive 
pay in accordance therewith? 

(2) Shall Carrier now be requtied to restore >V. 
A. J. Blackman to the list of Protected 
'hployees and compenszte him for 143.3 hours 
per monrh at $342.13 per month for 1965, and 
$355.09 per month for 1366? 

OPINION 
OF B@AR.D: Claimant is a protected employee rgith seniority - r-ran 

September 23, 1942. On Kay 8, 1964, his job <,!a~. abolFs:?eti 
and he rcvertcd to a furlou$x?d status zvaila\le for extra 
work. in September, 1965, Carrier coz?<led ietn for 

compensating protected employees. It then becama aware that Claixan" had r.ot 
responded to the first two calls for work folloving the adoption of t::e 
February 7, 1965 National Agreement. These two alleged calls occurred op. 
Xarch 12 and 3C, 1965. Consequently, the Carrier removed ClaL~~.-nt fron his 
protected status. 

At this juncture, we would merely note that Article I, 
Section 1, of the November 24, 1965 interpretations, provides that eqioyees 
who were on furlough on February 7, 1965, are ectitled to be rcturnfd to active 
service no later than &arch 1, 1965. 

However, inasmuch as the instant disnute was ?roxessed on 
the basis of Article II, Section I', of the February 7, is55 I:~E&cG~, P:Z shail 
confine our analysis to that section. The pertinent portion t!lerco_', c0ntzir.s 
the following statement: I’* protected fcrloiir$%l cx~loycc Irho Tci?s ‘;o lfS?32.1 

to extra work r+hcn called shall cease to be a ?rOtfCted ecpicyc2.'; :F a.iditioF?, 
Question and Answer i':o. 4 under Artkle II, Section 1, of -;i..i ;;ov~F-:;--~- 21:) 1365 
Interpretations, cmnments upon isolated instances of POT rcspor.~!ing z.nd ir.StXldCtS 
that such should be handled on an equitabic basis. 



Dated: Nashington, 1). C. 
December 17, 1963 


