A
yd

, . _ v

e I R ~:.®-] e pEEm £ -r-al;! v\ £ racEy ooy = BAE TN | ARy cmaia i
£ ! ! oW “ 7 N [ SRy ,P“ AT -

U e s ™ LA BN R L\iAHu_Uu.' N T N e A R LL__\“ PR ﬁ“ :": :;NS

G. E. Loizkty e Chairman an J. MclNamzro o Treacurer

!
Railwey Labor Building e Suite £04 . R e .’;” ifth Flcor, V B 'd:r«-
400 First Stregt, NW, ¢ Washin on b, C, 20091 L . ad Ave, | Y .
e RE 7-1‘41 Et ] T 200 1 faryland Ave, N.E. » Washingion, D. C. 20002

Codo 202 5477550

January 12, 1870

Mr. C. L. Dennis

Mr, H. C. Crotty<——
Mr, A, R. Lowry

Mr, C. J, Chamberlain
Mr. R, W, Smith

Subject: Disputes Committee No, 605
Awards 178 = 179 and 180
Award No. 186 (Signalmen Case)

Dear Sirs and Brothers:

I am enclosing herewlth Awards No, 178, 179 and 180 signed by
Referee Zumas on January 7, 1970, While we are not pleased with these
Awards we do not believe it would serve any good purpose to write dis-
sents to them,

I am also enclosing a copy of Award No., 186 which is an Award
agreed to by the Carrier and Employe Members of the Disputes Committee
and is a favorable Award for the Signalmen.

Fraternally yours,

Chairman

Five Cooperating Wailway ‘Labor Organizations

cc: Mr. L. P. Schoene
Mr. F. T. Lynch

GEL:Dbk
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SPECTAL BOALD OF ADJUSTMINTD NG. 605

ARTIES h) Brotherhood of Railway, Airlinc and Steamshin (Qleris,
TO )] Freight IHandlevs, Expross and Station Zoployes
DISPUTE 3 and
Illinois Central Railroad Company
QUESTICNS
AT ISSUZ: 1. Did the Carricr vio
1963 Agrecment, par
Articie 1I, Section
days 1t refuscd to compe
New Orleans, ILcouisiana,
2. Shall the Carrier be re
Jr., the normal rate of
position he held on Cct
ments to include subsequer
March 1, 1865 to the cate he
with the provisions of the Te
OPINICOW
OF BOARD : Claimant is a protected emplovee pursuant to Axrticls I, Section
‘ 1, of the February 7, 1965 National Asreement. On Dacamber 23,
1964, in the course of his dutics as 2sgenaery, he was
invelved in an accident. Following an cetlon, te was
thereafter disqualificd as an autonobile messenger. ) as Clai
seniority is restricted to messengers only, conseque: he was elim
from performing any work in that classification.
In this posture, the Organization contends that the Carricr
violated Article II, Section 1, of the February 7, 1903 Ratvional Agrcement.
The Carrier, in turn, arsues that the instant claim was pro=
gressed on the property on the basis of discipiine. Therefore, the provisions
of Article IV, Sectiocn 5, hereinafter quoted, is applicable:
"4 protected employee shall not be entitlecd to the
benefits of this Article during any pericd in which he
fails to work due to disability, d 1°c~£11 e, legv“ of
absence, military service, or other absence Ifrom the
carrier's service, or during any meriod in which he
occupics a position not subject to the working agreement;
1"
In our view, the instant matter is not preperly before us and,

thercfore, is dismissed.
Award:

The answer to Questions (1) and (2) is in the nepative,
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