Form 1 NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
SECOND DIVISION
Award No. 12984
Doclhet No. 12812
96-2-93~2-185

The Secemd Nivision consisted of the regular members and in
addition Referee Robert E. Peterson when award was rendered.

{Tnternational Association of Machinists

{ and Aercspace Workers
PARTIES TO DISPUTE: {

{(The Union Pacific Railroad Company

STATEMENT OF CILATM:

"™ . That the Misaouri Pacific RPailread Company
(hereinafter xyeferred to as Carrier) violated the
provisions of the vacation agreement of the Current
Contreolling Agreement as well as custom and past practice
between the International Association of Machinists and
the Missouri Pacific Railroad Company dated June 1, 1960,
as subsequently revised and amended when it paid
Machinist R. E. Swanger (hereinafter referred to as
Claimant} his 1992 wvacation pay in lieu of wvacation arnd
consequently denying Claimant his contractual right to
his health insurance benefits associated with the
Carrier’s payment of his wvacation.

2. That the Missouri Pacific Railroad Company ad3just
its vacation pay records to reflect that Claimant was
paid his 1982 vacation pay as wvacation pay. Thatr the

Carrier accord Claimant all henefits and credit toward
railroad retirement.”

The Second Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole
recerd and all the evidence, finds that:

The carrier or carriers and the employee or employees involved
in this dispute are respectively carrier and employee within the
meaning of the Railway Labor Act as approved June 21, 1934.

This Diwvision of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over
the dispute involved herein,

Parties to said dispute waived right of appearance ar hearing
thereon.



Award No. 123984
Docket No. 12818
86-2-93-2-185

A dispute not unlike that here at issue, involving the same

parties, but a different Claimant, was denied by the Board in
Second Division Award 12827.

Certainly, some semblance of a stare decisis approach to like
claims is desirable, especially where, as here, the Award cited in
& privr case is fouud Lo be well reasoned and Lo Iest o0 sound
vrinciples of contract interpretation. We will therefore endorse

the findings of Award 12827 in holding that the instant claim be
denied.

AWARD

Claim derried.

ORDER

This Board, after consideration of the dispute identified

above, lereby uvrders Lhal an award favorable to the Clalmdnlt (s) uot
be made.

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT EBOARD
By Order of Second Division

Dated at Chicage, Illinois, Lhis 20d day of February 19%6.



