PUBRLIC LAW BOARD NO. 4450

AWARD NO. €9

NME CASE NO. 69

UNION CASE NO. P-349-1-631
COMPANY CASE NO. 9304029

PARTIEZS TO TEE DISPUTE:

UNION PACIFIC ZR CO
STERN REGICHN)

BROTHERZCOD OF LOCCMCTIVE ENGINEERS

STATEMENT OF CLAIM: Cizim of Enginesr 8. C. Farlay Ior 100
il=sg, Lin=slip 2150 dazsé Aucust 26, 1393, account
performed WOrK ané than call was chanced to deachead

OPINICN OF BOARD: Eaginser §. C. Farley (Claimant) was

working an intsrdivisicnal ceel freight job betwesn Salt Lake
City, and Miliord, Utah. O Aucust 2§, 1993 Claimant was called
fo work the EXYX-24 on duty at 0700. After raceiving his paper
work and performing an air tast on that train, Claimant was
instructad by Yard Mastsxr Compion at 1020 to trads trzins frcm
rhe HKYR-24 to the CHLAZ-24. C(Claimant picked up the new paper
work and perfcrmed an alr teést on that train, in anticipation of
working from falt Laks City to Milford. After being on duty for
some five hours and 45 minutss but not yet departing the
terminal, howesver, Claimantwas told at 1245 that his call was

changad to frcm sarvice €D cezdnesad. Eventually, he did deachead

C1lzimant submitted tims slip %150 clziming fivs (5) hours
and fifzssn (13) minutes for initial terminal dalay and two
nund-ad and saven (207) milss Tun 3alt laks City to MilZoxd.
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I

Carrier’s time ksesping dspa-tment paid him a separate and apart
deadhead of eight hours (3'00) as well as and thrse (3) hours and
fifteen (135) minutes Hinirigl tarminal time"., The ramainder of

the time slip wzs denisd a2nd IOIWMS the basis for this claim. It

ig noted thac the Stacemsnb of Claim sesks 100 milss for

what compensaction, iZ &77, iz due to Claimant in thes2
circumstances.
This is another inm 2 ssriss of cases which this Board has
g applicaticn of 1986 Naticnal Rgresement Article
VI-Deadheading, Sids LaItsar 74, Questions and Answers, Issue No.
h

= Zopkins/McFather corrsspondence of April 1950,

10 of the IDC, C
and relatsd arbitration dscisions in wvarious circumstznces. See
PLE 4450, Awards 13, 20, 32 and 36. Nome of these decisions

prasents the identical facts or squarsly raises the specific

question prasentsd in smis mabter; although Award No. 36 is close
o the mark and the fundzamental rationale of those decisicns with
respect to the deadhsac ssparats and apar: appliss egqually in the

present cass. Morscver, the wording ané leogic of Articla VI,

Section 6 are compatikls with a sustaining decisicn in this cass.
Concerning ths stecific issue prazsencad on this racord, the
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Rule 24. Basic Davy.
ar less, (Straightaway or turnaround )

in all road service, other than passenger,

100 miles

shall constitute a dav's work: miles in

axcess of 100 will be paid for at the mileage rates provided according to

class of locomotive or other power used. (Emphasis added)
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if the Organization prevails on its



1) Claim sustained.
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~t this Award within thirty

2) Carrier shall implement tI

sxzcucicn by a majority of che Board.

(30) days of its exsct
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Danz Edwaxd Eischen, Chzte=s

pated at Ithzca. New vork on April 12, 1956

Union Membexr

Company Member



