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Staiement.of Clatn Claim of Missourd Seniority District {Beardstown) Condactor 'V,
. Schiuster, Brekemay B, A, Poswer angd Enginesr K. F
DeSofler for theee (3) pesnty-five {25 mile runsroend payments
on May 19, 1584,

TN
This Board s duly constitorsd by agreement of the parties dated Januasy 16, 1897
{"The PLB Agrecmee™), and as further provided i Section 3, Second of the Ratfway Laber

Act {"AC) 45 U.8.C. Section 153, Second. The Board, after hewring and wpin eview of
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e entire record, finds that the partics involved in this dispate are a Carrier and employse

represertative ¢ “Orgaaization”} within the meaning of the AL, as amendedd.

"Fhe comral issue i this dispmt
when the fives waie ¢rews deadhsading i “Combined service” departed from the eoming! prior
0 he claiments when e clainuas had been called and arrived at Beardstown ahead of the
three deadheading erews. The Carvier contends shat Article VI, Secion Ha) of the Drober
31, 198RS, Natongl Agrestsent suppons a finding that # nenarcoad did nat occur in the age 8t

wmane, Arnigle VI, Seetien 1{x) rovised exiving rules covering deadheading and provides, i



LB po. 5F70
P Pehlic Law Board No. 597
Award Mo, 7
Cuge Mo, X
. Carrier File Ny, CTB 94092681
Organization File Mo, 196-1630-%ab
refzvant pare “Desdbeading and service miay be combined in any menner that iraffic conditions
require, and when $0 eombined employecs sball be paid actaal miles or bours on 3 comtinuous
tme hasis, with not Tess thapn 3 mumisem day, for the combined servicr and deadheading.”
Tre Organivation claims that the clatmumns were rimaround, and that Schedule Rute 20 of e
Ruotes and Retes of Pay for Conductors provides support for the pavments requestad by the
cialvmnts, Rude 29, "Pool Crews First in First Oue” stages:

Pool crows will be nun first in, figst out, when the hovrs-af-servioe fow witl

permit. 1 an avaifuble pool crew i muneround, 2 kours witl be aflnwed and

the crew will stand first out.

(Canvass was made of the practice 1o effoct on each Division which showed

tha genersHy speaking the srriving time way used in calowlating the order

. of caliing crews under Rule 20, B was agaeed fune 24, 1930 tha in the

farre she arriving tme in alf cases will be used when te Houss of Service

Eoaw will perpit}

The Board fimds that a0 runsronsd would Beve oocursed, snd the claimants vould nm
he entitled to the two (3 hours of pay umite Schedube Rulte 20 if the ineident at issue had
ocearred ol the away-from-home Losinal, mssf_aed of gt the inisal ferminel. The reesoning for
this finding is that crews deadheading in "omblied service! are not marked vp o0 the board at
the away-{rom-home fermingl; in other words, thers is no vacanay sf the sway-fran-home
serminat Tor which another crew should have been crlied. Staed andthor way, 4 crew in

cobined service canpor ranaround another crew sxsigned b service earticr at the away-from-

home vmimal becsuse the deadhesding crew s never msrked up oo (e board at thay ermanal.
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. However, the incideat in the dispute ot issie oecurred st the inftial feeminal. The
Reard finds that in this instance, Aricle VI, Section 12} of the Onteber 31, 1985, National
Agrectuent saust ve applicd and interproted in conmnction with twe existing Schedule Rude 20,
The Board finds thet to do otherwise would render Schedule Rule 20 virtaalty mesningless.
While 2 crew is not imarked up o the board at the sway-frans-home erminst when
deadhezding in "combined service,” and there i3 in effect a0 vacancy at the away-from-home
terming] for witdch another crew should be called, the Board finds that the crews called in
combined sepvice here are o the board at the inital terminal. Thiz bolding does sot prevent
e Carrier from directing crews in "combined service” o depart the initia! terminal before
other crews which were calied 2nd on doty Ror service earlier than 18 ¢rew in combined

.tm:rviae. Bowever | the Carrier roust st comply with the requirements of Schedude Rule 29,
Therefore, the Carrier tay choose for operauona! efficiencies to runaronng 2 erow at the
witial terminal, Bur wil still be required 1o adlow pwo (2) bours of service © the pogl crew thet
stoksed Girst oni and was rasaroumd,

The Gnding of this Board is é}sﬁﬁgﬁzish.aiﬁa from SBA No. 1063, Award No. &4 in
severs) respects. Pirst, In the case at issue, Schedule Rule 20 comaims e word “runaround”
and provides that srriving ame is 0 be used in cakeelating the order of calling ceews. fn
comtrast, the rule at issue bn SBA Mo, 1063, Award No, 84 does not contain simifar banguage

snect the board nosed that feer, Secondly, Scheduls Rate 20 specifically allows for 1we (23
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hours of pay if a crevw is rungroand. Fimily, tis Boerd doss not interpret the lanpuage of
Artizle VI, Section 168} in Such a2 manner as 1o render Schedule Rule 20 ooll, void and
meaningiess to the parties. Articls VI provides, in relovant part, that *[ixisting males sovering
deadhesding are revisad as follows: Suction I Payvment 'When Deadbeading and Service Are
Combined." Schedule Rule 20 docs not cover dradheading, but mther involves tunning crews
firsi-in, fiustout, and am alowance if ag svatishle pool crew 1s rupasound. The decision of the
Infertnat Digpaes Conunitter for the BLE and NCCC cited by the Carrier (Carrier Exhibit 8)
concorned the folipwing issite: Dot a ronpround ccorr when deadheading and service are

snd there are rasted and avalable enginsers 51

combined out of the gwayf
such terminal?® (Jd at 3% underkining supphied). The Commites’s nepative snswer 1o the
.is.suﬁﬂ presented wis proesed primarily on the historicsl evolution of Article VI, Section 1(s}
fropn & BLE-Conrail rule tist the combinstion of desdhgading with service did not result in
muening around & restest and avallshle engineer on the exwa He or ina pool. This rule, i
tur, was When from 2 nde on a predecessor mad inwrpreted fo atlow deadbeading in and oot
of an away-from-home lepminad regardtess of wiwther or aot t-n_gimers af the away-from-bome
terminad were resied aod availsble for service. This is net the siteation presented 1o this Board
by the current dispoie.
Thtrelore, the Hosrd concludes that the claimumss were runaround three 3) simes op
May 19, 1994, by other crews csled to deadbeasd s “cormbined sprvice” o Centzalia, Thinois
feoen thenr home ermingl, According {o Schedule Rule 30, the claimants are entitled 10 to
. {2) howys of pay for each ingtance dial hey were ranaround.

3
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The claim is sustained., The Carrler shail comply with this Awand within thirty (36
days of issaznce, ’

Kda W, Mason, Employce Member
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o mmﬁm 1. Klcin, Neutral Member
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