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WCLAIM: claimofthesystenlcamlitteetl-!at: 

"ClaimofMachine~tiT.Daniels,~tiver 
Division, for thedifferencelxtwzen the Ixnthly 
rate of $l,740.60 per rcmrth an3 the hourly rate 
of $9.4914 for each at-d ev$fry hmr ccspsrlsaw, 
i.rkzlW overkh ic&ming octaber 1, 1981, aId . . 
amtmumguntiltbem3nthlyrateisrestored 
tohis jobasYST~tar,lxcausethepgreenent 
of - 7, 1959, and the General Duties sixth 
andSeventhoftheRailwayLabrActwereallqedly 
violated. 

FTNDINE.: Theprcze3uralissueraisedbytheCarrieris not 
discussed tisethis claininustkdenied cmthemerits. 

Tkreisnodisputethatbefare1976 and subseq~entlytI~~~ 
hasbeenanegotiateli~lyrateofpayfco:YSTOperatcor, 
whi.chJ.Irfierthe PgrementauldcmlybeckmxJedbythe 
dulyauthorizedrqxesentativesoftbeparties. Never- 
theless,aDistrictE3qineex chaugedittoamcnthlyrated 
jobin1976andsuchchmgewasnotnoti~bythe~amting 
Departarrntmtil1981,whentkkurlyratewasqainmade 
effectiwz. This cl&m was filed tkmzeon. 

Fq3rdlessofhmlo1~~prztbeswbichare&xmsistentwith 
a-~ Sr==t ~A~sdO~ chancre the Asreanent ia 
reinain- 

NRx3awardshaveheldca?s-iersto~ehyacticxlsof 
theiragentsinthe ccmductoftf-eirbusinessbutnonehave 
beencitedandv.eknmof~noautkuityfortheprqn3ition 
thatratmiofpaycankechmgedbymy~ieragent~~ 
tbnthedulymthorizedrqxcesentativetheref~,wkichin 
this case is theDirecbrof Labor~FEJatims. 


