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PARTES ) 
1Q 1 

DISPtia ) 

Broehnrhood of Railway, Aj.rl.ino and Stcnmhfp Clerks, 
Freight llmdlers, Esprcss & Station Rmployes 

and 
Ba~&m and Amostook Railroad Ccmpany 

Were the rights of Clerk Lmrel R. Littlefield, a protoctod 
azyloyee under the i?ebrusry 7, 1965 Agreerrmt, violated when 
he was transferred in mcordance with Article III, Section 1 
of said Agrcoiznt ar;d pu.6 on soniorfty list as the T;OB~ jundar 
clerk fnntcnd of wz?xt bolw tbz moot junior protcetcd ez$l~yce 
in the seniority district into ~hiclr he was transferzcd? 

In V~OW of cir~c;lstanco3 Outlined in Carrier's st.atcmOt of 

Facts, shall Carrier change seniority roster to s11or.s Clark 
Lauml R. Littlefield with a seniority date of Janwmy 26, 
1960, on the Rcvem!e Section roster next belo; Clerk S. W. 
Gilwm? 

OPIWOW 
08 EQ4x9 : The posttiorl of Cl.erk LittLefield 5as abolishzd on Jon? 20, 1968, 

on his seniority district at Presque Isle. S&sequectly, a va- 
cancy devsloped in anotbzr seniority district at i3angor, &inc, 
which was offered to and accepted by Clerk Littlefield. Al ehough 

the seniority dat?. on tbe wndi.ng .roater lists tais individual ac 1 - 26 - 60, on 
the receivirg roster his seniority date is shown as 7 - 14 - 69. Prior e0 cffsc- 
hating the transfer of tlzz indi~?idual to Emgor, tb pzties executed an l%pLe- 
m%lting Agr”““‘nt 01, Jurz? 11, 1969, in eccozd.mce with Article III of tk. 
Febmzry 7, 1965 AgrceGnt. Tk?reafter, ths individual was ,plnced at thzz bottoia 
of tlz recetviog seniority rostrr--belorr four unprotected e=plo?ess. 

?be Carrier supports its poeitioa by relying upon blard Nos. 67, 
79-90. 1~ Or~Sniz2tion~ in turn , scoffs at the Carrtir’s attezzpt to rewrite an 
Implezmting Ags&&&* ----nt which ~0,s eoecrb -d into by ttrj yartics in geod faith. 

It skooukd be cot&, fustkeiirmre, that ‘I&! ~ImQler<?ntis& Agmer?at 
executed on Juts 11, 1959, is silent on tkz qr?stion of seniority dovetailing. 
Esnce, the Carrier urges ttit we hawe tb.2 pozr to provid+ for such conttigsncy 
as we would not b; chmging any term in the Agreomnt. 

Should ~22 asi?uEs th3 prcrog3u.ve of z~Ml.iug width an Izplemating 
Ayeemmt executed by t!m partias? The Crzrrisr does not contend that said IX!pl.e- 
rimting Agrement is s~23fguous or urclear, zimly, that it is silent on the 
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question of seniority dovetailing. Rzm?. plrediceited on pre~&~ous Atxxdo of ~i,r 
Board, BB should ealte the necessary inosstion. Ui&?r Z&S% cir~~~stnnces did our 
Eoard previously arriw at its coscluakco to dovatabl? l&l ths paxties entered 
into au Uplsxanting Agrc~mxit before it w.6 rcquosted to oxxcise its judgzaut? 
In each of ttuz Azwds cited to ua, l!x. 69 ahd 79-90, thzae t',s.e a proposed 
Agrczm:at Rznfarrcd by tk? Cr.rrLer ahich p-‘;s not accsptcd by tha Organisetiou. 
Rmce , tk? mttor cz:uz before the Disputes Cosmittzo to resolva tha isma. 

It is our firm bslief thnt va should not taqzar with an Agreemilt 
executor! by both partiaa in .gmd faith, chseut rlo xbiguity. 1msmch io nom 
is alleged haastn, we fail $0 find w- ,g basis for adding an-y tmm to th23 Ague- 
riznt. Uhquestionably, Vera wa to :udulge ia such act on this occnsioa, it vould 
redound to tbs benefit of the Carrix. lJx~&r Aat C~-GU~S~CXXXE r;ould ~a there- 
after rtfrcin from sddti2g tema to an Agracm.znt? In our viw, in tbrz long run, 
the interests of both parties would Esst be sarvad by fulfilling an Agrecmznt 
negotiated in good faith, ona arrived at through diecusoioua and a c@fi p-r.0 w 
exciif.r@ , a3 final i.nd binding until ch?jqnd by tha parties tkzzselv.?s. Hurthss- 
siote, ws Tzre not privy to the nsgotistions prior to sr;~~~cut:isl of th.3 Irqler.~nting 
Agxaznt on Junn 11, 1969. In addition, we would note t&t in 2x!sd Ro. 67, ths 
Refere:c prefaced said &ard with thz folkzing st.ato~.nt : 

Therefore, it is our conclusion thst ue ohould not add any terT-3 to 
the kqlcmanting hgrra~nt executed on Jun3 11, 1969. 

Dated: Ueshington, D. C. 
Juno 9, 1971 


