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OF"FICE OF THE CHAIRMAN 

The President 
President of the Senate 

NATIONAL MEDIAl ION BOARD 

WASHINGrON, D (,20572 

Speaker of the House of Representatives 

Sirs: 

It is my honor to submit the Fifty-First/Fifty-Second 
Annual Report of the National Mediation Board for fiscal years 
1985 and 1986, pursuant to the provisions of section 4, Second, 
of Public Law No. 442, 73rd Congress, approved June 21, 1934. 

The report is a comprehensive 24-month review of the 
Board's administration of the Railway Labor Act--the collective 
bargaining statute which governs labor relations in the rail and 
air transportation industries. The law provides a complete set 
of procedures for preserving industrial peace while, at the same 
time, ensuring the right of employees to organize and bargain 
collectively through representatives of their own choosing. 

Fiscal 1985 and 1986 were eventful years for the National 
Mediation Board. 

The Board successfully mediated contract disputes in na­
tional rail bargaining that led to some of the most revolutionary 
changes in that industry in half a century. with the assistance 
of Board mediation, the 13 major rail unions and the nation's 
major freight carriers virtually completed industry-wide bar­
gaining by the close of fiscal 1986. All of this was accomplished 
without a national rail strike. 

During this period, the National Mediation Board witnessed 
a wave of airline mergers that changed the complexion of this 
deregulated industry and created complex employee representation 
problems that the Board would subsequently resolve. Concession­
ary airline bargaining continued in 1985 and 1986 and the Board 
successfully mediated settlements between major carriers and 
unions representing tens of thousands of employees. 

The following in-depth review of our varied activities il­
lustrates that the Act continues to be as effective today as when 
enacted 60 years ago. 

a
e pectfully, 

~@ 
Walter C. Wallace 
Chairman 
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I. SlMIIARY OF .ACl'IVI.TIES, FISCAL 1985-1986 
A Tille of Revolutionary Cllan:Je 

Fiscal 1985 am 1986 rank amorg 
the most eventful 24-IOC>nth periods in 
the 52-year history of the National 
Mediation Board. 

Dlrirg that period the Board 
successfully mediated contract dis­
putes that led to some of the most 
revolutionary changes in the railroad 
industry since the days of the steam 
engine. At the same time, the agency 
witnessed a wave of airline mergers 
that changed the whole complexion of 
this deregulated industry am trig­
gered a number of employee represen­
tation problems that the Board would 
have to examine am attempt to re­
solve in fiscal 1987. '!he Board in 
1986 was also called on to resolve 
certain airline contract disputes 
that paved the way for one carrier to 
purchase another. 

National rail bargainirg was 
particularly critical. Both manage­
ment am labor realized that the 
lorg-tenn financial health of the 
industry was at stake in this round. 
The dynamics of the transportation 
market made it increasirgly difficult 
for railroads to compete effectively 
with trucks am barges which contin­
ued to push freight rates to record 
lovv levels. 

Contracts for the 13 major rail 
unions were amendable as of June 30, 
1984. Although negotiations got off 
to a slaw start, Board mediation had 
enabled the parties to virtual I y 
complete national bargainirg by the 
close of fiscal 1986. As a result 
of the Board's assistance, agree­
ments were reached between the carri­
ers and certain unions that led to 
historic work rule changes am other 

significant breakthroughs essential to 
the iIrproverrent in the railroads ' 
competitive position. 

All of this was accomplished 
without a national rail strike. One 
has only to recall the relatively 
brief strike in 1982 of the Brother­
hood of Locomotive Engineers to real­
ize the devastation that can result 
fram a nationwide rail shutdown. 
Corgress settled that four-day strike 
follovvirg testinony by Administration 
officials that the strike would sub­
sequently stern the flovv of $15 bil­
lion worth of corrunodities am cause 
layoffs of nearly two million work­
ers. 

'!here were no rail strikes in the 
two-year period coverirg fiscal 1984 
and 1985. This was a major achieve­
ment. The railroad industry had not 
gone two consecutive years without a 
strike since the 1939-1940 period. In 
fiscal 1986 there was one rail strike 
involvirg a carrier in local bar­
gainirg. This strike was to have far 
reachirg iIrplications as secondary 
picketirg was involved. Legislat:i.on 
was subsequently passed directirg the 
NMB to appoint a special three-member 
board to report to Corgress with rec­
ommendations for settlement. 

As to the airlines, the disad­
vantages of cripplirg work stoppages 
durirg the unprecedented rate of merg­
er activity kept strikes to a minimum 
in fiscal 1986. Only one airline 
strike occurred in that 12- IOC>nth 
period, one of the best years for 
airline labor peace in the past de­
cade. '!here were three airline 
strikes in fiscal 1985. 
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Board mediation was successful 
in settling a wide ~e of disputes 
involving major, national, regional, 
commuter and foreign airline carriers 
with U.S.-based employees. 

Deregulation resulted in enor­
mous changes in airline bargaining 
during the 1980s. Intense cornpeti -
tion between carriers had the effect 
of making collective bargaining more 
highly contested where the system had 
previously operated in a highly regu­
lated environment. A new era of 
concessionary bargaining developed, 
complicating the Board's efforts to 
reach settlement. Bargaining, at 
times, was with a tight fist as at­
tempts were made to reduce costs 
through wage and benefit cuts, in­
creased producti vi ty , lower pay 
scales for new employees, subcon­
tracting and increased use of part­
time workers. In fiscal 1985-1986 
there were several dawn-to-the-wire 
mediation cases where strikes ap­
peared innninent but, with Board as­
sistance, were averted at the last 
minute. 

'The Board, in 1985-1986, also 
helped resolve contract disputes on 
various local rail properties and 
mediated a number of cases on commu­
ter railroads. 'The Board was in 
mediation with 'The Long Island Rail 
Road (LIRR), the Port Authority 
Trans-Hudson (PA'IH) and the staten 
Island Rapid Transit Operating Au­
thority. 'The LIRR and PA'IH cases 
subsequently requirOO emergency 
boards under the RIA's section 159A, 
which provides prolongOO emergency 
dispute procedures for publicly 
fundOO and operated commuter rail­
roads and their employees. 

A more detailOO account of medi­
ation activities in the railroads and 
airlines is discussed in the chapter 
that follows. 
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The extensive mediation assis­
tance the Board gave the parties in 
the airlines and railroads was a major 
factor in retaining labor stability 
during an extremely volatile two-year 
pericrl in both irrlustries. 'The Board, 
in administering the Railway labor Act 
for over half a century, has been 
rernarkabl y adept at maintaining labor 
peace and the free flow of conunerce in 
the airlines and railroads. By the 
enj of fiscal 1986, the NMB had hand-
100 over 11,800 air and rail mediation 
cases resulting in only some 350 
strikes--an unparallelOO 97% settle­
ment rate. The few strikes in these 
irrlustries in the decade of the '80s 
is a tribute to the parties and the 
Board's accomplishments against a 
background of deregulation, mergers 
and acquisitions, uncertain economic 
conditions and layoffs. 

Additionally, in the 1985-1986 
fiscal pericrl the Board and its staff 
spent considerable time in carrying 
out the Act's mandates to investigate 
representation disputes and hold elec­
tions to certify collecti ve bargaining 
agents for various groups of rail and 
airline employees. 

Some of the largest elections 
since airline deregulation were held 
in this fiscal pericrl and will be 
discussed in the NMB "case Record" 
chapter later in this report. 

'The Board resolvOO 78 railroad 
and airline representation cases in 
fiscal 1986, slightly lower than fis­
cal 1985, but generally consistent 
with Board figures in the last sever­
al years. In the 1985 and 1986 peri­
crl there were 79 new representation 
disputes docketed. six of every 10 
new cases were airline disputes. 
About 80% of the airline cases closed 
in fiscal 1986 represented efforts by 
unions to organize non-union workers. 
The success record was less than 25%. 



A number of subjects of interest 
are covered in this report, including 
legal, representation, mediation, 
hearing, and Freedom of Infonnation 
Act activities. 

The Board Members in fiscal 1985 
and 1986 were Walter C. Wallace, 
Helen M. Witt, and Charles L. Woods. 
Mr. Wallace was Board Chainnan from 
July 1, 1985 to June 30, 1986, at 
which time Mr. Woods became Chainnan 
for a year's term. 

An experienced staff of special­
ists is assigned to the varied labor 
relations activities affecting the 
Board. 'Twenty skilled mediators, 
most of whom are veterans in the 
labor relations field, handle airline 
and railroad collective bargaining 
and representation disputes in cities 
throughout the country. 

The NMB has administrative re­
sponsibility over the National Rail­
road Adjusbne.nt Board, which handles 
grievance disputes under existing 
rail contracts. NRAB's fiscal 1985-
1986 activities are summarized in 
this issue. 

Railway La}:x)r Act--How It Works 

To better understand the varied 
activities and statistics that 
follow, it may be helpful to 
read first, "The Railway La}:x)r 
Act--How It Works", a brief SWTI­

mary at the end of the NMB 
Annual Report. The six-page 
analysis of the Act begins on 
page 73. 
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II. HIGIfl.J:Glll'S - RAIIrol\Il) - AIRLINES 

'!HE RAIIrol\Il): National Bargainim 
Nearly CcIlpleted 

The National Mediation Board par­
ticipated prominently in this crucial 
round of national rail bargaining. 

The rail agreements that were 
consl.ID1IIlated contained some of the 
most sweeping changes in work rules 
in this century. Most of the rnaj or 
W1ions came to contract tenns with 
the nation's freight railroads ei­
ther during or shortly after the 
fiscal 1985-1986 period. While play­
ing a significant role in these set­
tlements, the Board helped the par­
ties IDClintain extended rail labor 
peace during the extensive negotia­
tions despite the charged environment 
existing since enactment of the stag­
gers Rail Act of 1980. 

The National Railway Labor Con­
ference (NRI..C), the bargaining ann 
for some 75 railroads across the 
cOW1try, including most of the Class 
I line-haul carriers, opened the 
latest round of national contract 
negotiations with 13 labor organiza­
tions in fiscal 1984. In January 
1984, rail W1ions began to file their 
section 6 notices with management, 
listing negotiation demands for a new 
work agreement to succeed the 39-
month pact, amendable as of July 1, 
1984. 

National rail bargaining covers, 
basically, changes in rates of pay, 
rules, job security, cost of living 
adjustments, vacations, holidays, 
and health and welfare benefits in 
the existing collective bargaining 
agreements . 
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In national rail bargaining, the 
moratorium on major issues expires 
simultaneously in each labor con­
tract. Cammon amendable dates have 
created a coordinated bargaining 
effort enabling a "pattern" to be 
developed acceptable to the prepon­
derance of carriers and 325,000 rail 
employees. 

The Board's mediation efforts 
with the NRI..C and the two operating 
W1ions, the united Transportation 
Union and the Brotherhood of Locomo­
tive Engineers, began in December 1984 
with NMB Board Member Walter C. Wal­
lace and staff Mediator E.B. Meredith 
assisting the parties. Mediation with 
10 non-operating W1ions began in March 
1985, with Board Member Helen M. witt 
and staff Mediator Joseph W. Smith 
handling the workload. 

Prolonged mediation led to a ten­
tative agreement in JW1e 1985 between 
the rail carriers and the mu, the 
largest labor organization with 90,000 
members. But the agreement was voted 
down when one of six 
crafts--firemen--narrowly rejected the 
pact. The parties were unsuccessful 
in reaching a second agreement in 
mediation and, following the UTU's 
rejection of binding arbitration, a 
30-day cooling off period was 
triggered with the potential for a 
strike beginning September 20, 1985. 

On reconunendation of the NMB, the 
President appointed Emergenc r Board 
208 on August 30, 1985, establishing a 
60-day status quo period and delaying 
the possibility of a national strike 
that could adversely affect the 
economy. 



NMB staff Mediation Director E.B. Meredith watches as Olarles 
1. Hopkins, Jr., Chainnan, National Railway Labor Conference 
(left) and William Wanke, then Executive Vice President of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers (right), sign a tentative 
agreement during national rail bargaining. '!he contract was 
rejected by BIB's firemen and the parties later agreed to 
binding arbitration to settle the dispute. 

'Ihe age-old issue of eliminating 
firemen on locomotives was the road­
block to settlement. 'Ihe fireIren 
issue, as well as other issues in­
vol ving work rules, were the subj ect 
of a comprehensive study corrlucted by 
the Presidential Railroad Commission 
(PRC) , established by President 
EisenhCMer in 1960. 'Ihe PRC' s two­
year study was "the most comprehen­
sive ever UI"rlertaken in the United 
states concerning the working rules 
and pay structure of operating em­
ployeeS of " the errergency board 
noted in its report to the President 
on September 25, 1985. "'!he PRC 
recommended sweeping c.harges in many 
of these complex rules (but) very few 
c.harges were made by the parties." 
'!he report added: "Undoubtedly one 
of the longest, most studied, and 
volatile labor disputes in the rail-

road industry, the fireman issue had 
its genesis over five decades ago 
when some railroads began prcgrams to 
phase out steam locomotives and the 
primary job functions of the 10C0I'0C>­
tive fireman." '!he diesel had taken 
the place of the steam locomotive. 

In the earlier tentative agree­
ment, the UIU and the carriers had 
agreed to certain rule c.harges which 
would eliminate firemen through nego­
tiations and arbitration. Emergency 
Board 208 recommended that the 8,000 
firemen's jobs be eliminated through 
attrition and ertPlasized, with the 
addition of protective benefits, the 
"future is assured" for affected 
employees. After the report was 
issued, the National Mediation Board 
restIIla:i negotiations and a second 
tentative agreement reached on 
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October 2, 1985, was ratified on 
October 31 by the fi.reIren am other 
crafts within the UIU. 

Key features of the UIU con­
tract, in addition to elimination of 
firemen jobs through attrition, in­
cluded: raising the number of miles 
considered to constitute a basic work 
day from 100 to 108 over the tenn of 
the contract; eliminating special 
amitrary al1C1.NaJlCeS for excharY:Jing 
engines am freezing other arbitraIy 
payments; relaxing road, yard, 
switcher am deadheading rules; off­
setting cost-of-living adjustnents by 
the aIrDUl1t of the general pay in­
creases; m:xllfying the final tenninal 
delay rule; am instituting a new-hire 
pay rate at a lower percentage than 
under prior contracts. '!he tenns also 
included a 10.5% wage increase over 
the life of the agreem:mt. 

'!he rule c.haJ);Jes envisioned by 
the Presidential Railroad Corrnnission a 
quarter of a century earlier were 
finally realized. 'Ibis historic 
agreement was reached after more than 
50 mediation sessions. Negotiations 
were the nost difficult in merrory. 
'!he final agreement becarre a reality 
because of the long-standing coopera­
tive relationship between the Board 
arrl the parties and their mutual 
interest in a rail irrlustry able to 
compete effectively in the transpor­
tation narket. '!he four-year con­
tract (July 1, 1984 through June 30, 
1988) was believed to be the longest 
duration in rail bargaining history. 

More than a year of Board media­
tion including a final week of mara­
thon negotiations resulted in a ten­
tati ve agreement between the Brother­
hood of I..Dc:xm:>tive Engineers am the 
carriers on December 18, 1985. Cer­
tain tenus of the agreem:mt, in­
cluding a 10.5% wage increase over the 
life of the contract, were similar to 
the UIU settlement, but there were 
variations in work rule dlanges. 
However, as happened in the first UIU 
agreement, the engineers' pact was 

6 

rejected. '!he rejection put the 
dispute back in the harrls of the NMB. 

More mediation followed am, when the 
parties were unable to resolve their 
differences, the Board proffered 
arbitration. 

Olarles L. Woods, a new NMB Board 
Member with 40 years labor relations 
experience, successfully urged the 
parties to accept biIxiinq arbitra­
tion. mE had not sul:Initted a na­
tional agre.emant to arbitration s~ 
1953. '!he NRIC, on behalf of the 
carriers, a~ arbitration on 
March 25, as did the mE on April 2, 
1986. '!here was u:naninous agre.enent 
between the mE General C11aintx:>.n that 
a strike would not resolve the dis­
pute nor would it be in the best 
interests of its 25,000 nernbers. 

Arbitration Board 458 issued its 
award on May 19, 1986. '!he board 
voted 2 to 1 on an award that was 
similar, with modifications, to the 
earlier tentative agreenent that had 
been rejected by the engineers. '!he 
BIE dissented in the decision. 

'!he award, in upholding the pre­
vious NRLC-BIE agreezrent, said: 

''With the assistance of represen­
tati ves of the National Mediation 
Board, (the parties) reached a c0m­

prehensive, voluntary settlement that 
incorporated. a number of work am pay 
rule changes that had lonJ been urged 
by various arergency boards and other 
distin:]uished lxxlies as both war­
ranted arrl necessary. In return, the 
carriers made substantial c::onprornises 
am agreed to retain various rules of 
special significance to the BlE." 

Mediation with the non-operatinq 
unions began in March 1985. '!he 
first tentative agreerrent was reach­
ed a year later with the Brotherhcx:x:i 
of Railway arrl Airline Clerks, the 
largest non-operating union with 
85, 000 I!Elllbers. Tough barga:i.ni.n:J 
erupted over concessions. Although 
both sides were entrenched in their 



Teams of negotiators fram the united Transportation Union 
(right) and the National Railway Lal:x:>r Conference meet with 
Presidential Emergency Board members (top of photo) at NMB 
headquarters. Emergency Board No. 208 was appointed by the 
President in fiscal 1985 after resumption of mediation proved 
unsuccessful following UIU rejection of the first tentative 
agreement. Board members are (left to right) Richard R. 
Kasher, Olainnan Harold M. Weston and Robert E. Peterson, all 
nationally known arbitrators. Assist~ the board is NMB 
Hearirg Officer Roland Watkins, far left. 

respective positions, a cooperative 
spirit of "give-and-take" was appar­
ent between BRAC and the NRIC. '!he 
NMB worked night am day with the 
parties for 14 consecutive days cli­
maxed by an arourrl-the-clock session 
that led to the annotl11CE!ltelt of an 
agreement on March 5, 1986. 'Ihis, 
too, was a historic settlement that 
finally carre to grips with teclmolog­
ical d'larges in the railroad irrlus­
try, one such dl.arxJe involving direct 
control of trains by CCI'lpJters or 
other electronic devices. 

'!he Board continued to IOOdiate 
with ~e nine other non-operat~ 
unions • Tentative agreements were· 
reached between the NRLC and the 
InteJ::national Brotherhcxxl of Boiler­
makers and Blacksmiths am the Sheet 
Metal Workers' International Associa­
tion. However, Presidential Elrergen­
cy Board No. 211 was aJ:P)inted July 
15, 1986, after rnediation was unsuc­
cessful in resolving disprt:es between 
the NRLC am six tmions-'lhe Brother-

hood of Maintenance of Way Errployes, 
Broth~cx:x:i Railway canten, Interna­
tional Association of Machinists and 
Aerospace Workers, International 
Brotherhcx:x:i of Electrical Workers, 
International Brotherhcx:x:i of Firemen 
and oilers am Brotherhood of Rail­
road SignalIren. 

'!he White House reported that a 
national strike by any of these unions 
would idle 300,000 rail workers 
irrmaliately am 1.1 million employees 
in other irrlustries wi thin four weeks. 
Following the August 14, 1986 
energency board's report to the 
President, the NMB worked diligently 
to reach tentative agreements between 
the NRLC am the six tmions before the 
mid-September strike deadline. All 
six reached agreeroont shortly before 
the deadline, though it took intensive 
last-minute rnediation by the NMB to 
keep 21,000 carnen f:rom striking the 
railroads over a controversial 
work-rule issue which was ul ti.rPatel Y 
resolved. 
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In the midst of the ratification 
process, a controversy arose when two 
railroads contracted with leasing 
companies for "IXMer by the hour" 
generated by locomotives. The Elec­
tricians and Machinists threatened to 
strike and refused to complete the 
ratification process. The unions 
contended that such action violated 
the national agreement, while the 
carriers argued that the controversy 
was really a local or minor (griev­
ance) dispute. The dispute is cur­
rently before the u.s. District 
Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois. 

The twelfth and thirteenth un­
ions, the American Train Dispatchers 
Association and the Railroad Yardmas­
ters of America, settled with the 
carriers in the next fiscal year. 

A small local rail dispute 
evolved into a national controversy 
that would involve the National Medi­
ation Board, the President of the 
United states, the Congress and the 
u. s. SUpreme Court. 

The dispute involved 123 members 
of the Brothernoc:d. of Maintenance of 
Way Employes and the Maine Central 
Railroad/Portland Terminal Railway 
Co. , owned by Guilford Transporta­
tion Industries. Board mediation 
began in December 1984 with the par­
ties in a dispute over wage conces­
sions, work rules and job protection 
issues. When the parties were unable 
to reach an agreement in mediation, 
the II1WE struck the carrier on March 
3, 1986 and the carrier promulgated 
work rule spread to the Guilford­
owned Boston and Maine and Delaware 
and Hudson Railroads, as well as the 
Richmond, Fredericksburg and Potomac 
Railroad. There was also the threat 
of picket lines spreading across the 
counuy, and conflicting decisions of 
the Federal courts permitting pick­
eting of certain rail carriers not 
involved in the dispute aggravated 
the situation. 
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A full report on subsequent 
events that happened. in this unusual 
dispute is carried in the Cllapter six 
strike section. 

National bargaining, of Course, 
has dominated the labor picture but 
there have been other important devel­
opments in the industry involving 
local disputes. The largest single 
rail carrier agreerrent during this 
fiscal pericxl c:x:nrrred when ConRail 
settled with 8,600 urn members. The 
multi-faceted pact included snapback 
wages of about 12% retroactive to July 
1, 1984, placing employees on a parity 
level with those at other carriers. 
Local labor disputes were resolved in 
mediation on a mnnber of other carri­
ers in fiscal 1985-86, ran;Jing from 
Burlington Northern, Illinois Central 
Gulf and the Chessie System to Sea­
board Coast Line, Union Pacific and 
Chicago and North Western Transporta­
tion Co. 

Extensive mediation was con­
ducted in commuter railroad disputes 
that eventually led to several Presi­
dential emergency boards, appointed 
under Section 9A of the Act. The 9A 
procedure, added to the RIA in 1981, 
attempts to resolve contract disputes 
between the parties through a series 
of steps that can include two 120-day 
emergency boards and cover an eight­
month status quo pericxl. section 9A 
is invoked only after the pre-release 
procedures of the Act have proven 
unsuccessful in settling the dis­
pute. 

The Board was involved in commu­
ter disputes involving The LDnJ Is­
land Rail Road and the Brothernoc:d. of 
I.DcoJrotive Er'¥jineers, the Brotherhoc:d. 
of Railway, Airline and Steamship 
Clerks, and the American Railway 
SUpervisors Association, a division of 
BRAC. Emergency Boards 202 and 205 
covered the BIE-LIRR dispute and 
Emergency Boards 203 and 206 the 
BRAC-ARSA-LIRR dispute. Many months 
of Board assistance were necessary to 
settle both disputes in fiscal 1985. 



Board Member Walter C. Wallace is interviewed by a 
television reporter in New York city during a contract 
dispute between The LDng Island Rail Road and certain of 
its errployees. 

'!he BRAC-ARSA disputes with the LIRR 
went down , to the wire in mediation 
with an agreement readled on February 
22, 1985, just hours before the 
strike deadline. 

A prolonged dispute between the 
Port Authority Trans-Hudson anj the 
Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen 
required Eroorgency Boards 204 anj 

207. In March 1985 a settlement was 
reached after IOC>re than 20 IOC>nths of 
Board mediation. 

In fiscal 1986 the LIRR, which 
carries 283,000 . weekday ~ers, 
was again faced with labor negotia­
tions--this time with 15 unions, 
representing 6,800 unionized workers. 
Mediation began in May 1985. SUbse­
quently, after talks lx:q:;Jed down, 
Presidential Eroorgency Boards 210 anj 

212 were established in the LIRR 

dispute, providing for an eight-IOC>nth 
status quo period that continued well 
into fiscal 1987. Board Member Walter 
Wallace, who had handled all three 
LIRR disputes under Section 9A, 
worked with Mediator Paul Cllorbaj ian 
in an effort to resolve the dispute. 
Agreements were reached with several 
unions, but 10 unions rema.ined to 
settle with the carrier when an 11-
day strike began in January 1987. 
Details of the strike anj repercus­
sions that developed fram this dis­
pute will be surmnarized in our next 
annual report. 

It is interesting to note that, 
in recent years during the three 
LIRR disputes under Section 9A, six 
elrergency boards have been created by 
the President covering a status quo 
period of 24 IOC>nths. In addition, 
Board mediation has continued alIOC>st 
non-stop since May 1982. 

9 



Board Chainran Charles L. Wcxxls (right) 
arrl Executive Director Charles R. 
Barnes shown on a familiarization 
inspection tour of facilities at the 
Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Co. 

Contract negotiations also began 
in 1986 for three relatively new 
commuter authorities--Metro-North 
Commuter Railroad (New York), South­
eastern Pennsylvania Transportation 
Authority, and New Jersey Transit 
Rail Operations--which were involved 
in the transfer of ConRail passenger 
employees arrl services in January 
1983. 'Ihis was their first round of 
negotiations under the jurisdiction of 
the NMB arrl the Railway Labor Act. 

Int.erest Arbitration cases 

Interest arbitration ensures fi­
nal am binding detennination of a 
controversy. OVer the years, arbi -
tration p~s have proved most 
beneficial in disposing of major 
disputes, and instances of court 
actions to set aside awards have been 
rare. 

In 1972 I the nation's railroads 
and the United Transportation Union 
and Brotherl100d of I..ocomoti ve Engi­
neers agreed to the resolution of 
certain disputes by binding interest 
arbitration. Specific issues resolved 
in this manner were: 
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(a) SWitching limits 
(b ) Interdivisional service 

A list of the arbitration cases 
emanating from these national agree­
ments through 1986 can be found at the 
end of this chapter. 

Arbitration Task Fbrce 

An agreement between certain 
employees represented by the United 
Transportation Union and the rail- -
roads represented by the National 
carriers' Conference Committee pro­
vided for individual carrier imple­
mentation of interdivisional, inter­
seniority districts and intra­
divisional or intraseniority district 
services, in freight or passenger 
service. 

'!his arrangement provides for 
the carrier and union each to desig­
nate representatives to serve on a 
"task force" appointed for the pur­
pose of meeting and discussing imple­
mentation of the runs specified by 
the carrier. 

If the task force is unable to 
agree, the matter is submitted to 
interest arbitration for a final and 
binding decision. Arbitrators are 
appointed by the National Mediation 
Board. 

A list of Arbitration Task Force 
decisions rendered from 1972 through 
1986 can be found at the end of this 
chapter. 

caboose Issue 

In the 1982 settlement between 
the United Transportation union and 
the nation's carriers I the parties 
agreed to an interest arbitration 
procedure concerning elimination of 
cabooses. 

From the carriers ' perspective, 
cabooses are expensive to purchase-­
$70,000 or more where fully equipped­
-and costly to maintain and supply. 



'The union's primary concern is that 
the elimination of the caboose will 
adversely affect the safe operation 
of the train. 

'The agreement between the UIU 
and the carriers addresses this con­
cern. It states that in determining 
whether or not ca}:xx)ses are to be 
eliminated a number of factors must 
be considered, including safety of 
employees; operating safety; effect 
on employees' duties and responsibil­
ities resulting from working without 
a caboose; availability of safe, 
stationary and comfortable seating 
arrangements for all employees on the 
engine consist; and, the availability 
of adequate storage space for employ­
ees' gear and work equipment. 

A list of 10 arbitrators was 
agreed to by representatives of the 
UIU and the National carriers' Con­
ference Conunittee, pursuant to the 
provisions of Section l(d) of Article 
X in the contract. '!he arbitrators 
were Leverett Edwards, John N. Gentry, 
Richard R. Kasher, Preston J. Moore, 
Robert M. O'Brien, Robert E. Peterson, 
George S. Roukis, Gilbert H. Vernon, 
Harold M. Weston and Nicholas H. 
Zurnas. 

'!hese disputes come under Arbi -
tration Board No. 419. caboose cases 
harrlled, through fiscal 1986, are 
shawn at the end of this chapter. 

AIRLINE CD~ ~: 
A Pericx:l of Historic Events 

Fiscal years 1985 and 1986 mark­
ed the beginning of dramatic changes 
in the airline industry ... changes that 
were to impact significantly on the 
NMB's harrlling of mediation and repre­
sentation cases in the industry. 

'!hese changes were the result of 
changes that had taken place since 
passage of the Airline Ceregulation 
Act of 1978. '!he Ceregulation Act was 
to breathe new life into the industry, 

NMB Chairman Walter c. Wallace 
addresses a news conference in Miami 
during the final hours before an 
ear I y morning settlement between 
Eastern Air Lines and the flight 
attendants in 1986. 

provide unrestrained, wide- open 
market developm=nt, and close dawn at 
the end of 1984 the civil Aeronautics 
Board, which had nursed a complacent 
industry for 46 years, setting fares 
and awarding routes. When the curtain 
rarg dawn on the CAB, its chainnan 
said about the airlines: "NON they 
are on their awn. Free enterprise and 
private industry do a better job than 
the Federal Government." As the years 
went by, these words were acclaimed 
and disputed by industry watchers. 

What has happened since deregula­
tion in the airline industry? Four 
important developments emerged: (1) 
established carriers were free to 
expand their operations over long 
desired new routes; (2) scores of 
lower cost, non-union carriers 
emerged, forcing old-line carriers to 
reduce their cost structures as 
they lost their competitive edge; (3) 
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Mediator Samuel J. Cc:x¥lata, who acx::orrplished a "first" when he 
achieved a settlement between Delta Airlines and its pilots in 
1986, speaks of the CCXJperative effort of the parties during 
contract signing cereroc>nies in Atlanta. Starrling at left is 
NMB Chainnan Charles L. Wocx:1s; seated second from right is 
captain Henry Dlffy, President, Air Line pilots Asscx::iation. 

pattern barga:inin;J gave way to a rrore 
individualized bargaining fonnat; am 
( 4) a grourxi swell of roorgers, acqui -
sitions am consolidations erupted, 
which gave the NMB deep concern about 
stabilization of nerger procedures as 
they relate to representation rights 
of employees. 

'Ihe current "take aver" surge had 
its beginni.rqs in 1985, when united 
Air Lines acquired Pan AIrerican World 
Airways I Pacific Division with 18 
jets and routes from the u. s. to 
Asia and Australia for $750 million. 
'!he purchase resulted in United 
becoming a major international carri­
er while solidifying its dominance in 
the domestic market. 

Fiscal 1986 becarre the "year of 
the nerger. " It was then that the 
industry experienced an unprecedented 
level of activity involving one car­
rier acquiring another, a development 
that umoubtedl y will lead to sub­
stanti ve reshaping of the irrlustry in 
the years ahead. Significant pro-
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posed or completed transactions in­
cluded the Northwest-Republic nerger, 
Trans World Airlines' acquisition of 
Ozark Air Lines, Texas Air I S purchase 
of Eastern Air Lines, Frontier Air­
lines and People Express (Texas Air 
had earlier acquired Continental), 
am the sale of Western Air Lines to 
r:elta Air Lines, Pacific Southwest 
Airlines to USAir, and Air california 
to AIrerican Airlines. 

Concessionary bargaining contin­
ued in 1985 and 1986 as major carri­
ers struggled to maintain or regain 
their economic strength. Wage cuts, 
wage freezes, and rrore productive 
work rules were strenuously opposed 
by unions. Carriers sought long-term 
savings in labor costs through two­
tier wage scales, whereby new employ­
ees are paid at a lower rate than 
current workers over a period of 
years. By the end of fiscal 1986 all 
maj or carriers had a two-tier plan in 
place covering various groups of 
errployees . 



'!he three airline strikes in 
fiscal 1985 were precipitated by 
carrier demands for concessions, 
includin3" the establishment of two­
tier systems. lDnJ ard bitter strikes 
involved the rrech.ani.cs at Pan Ameri­
can, the pilots at United, ard the 
rrech.ani.cs at Alaska. It was the first 
major Pan Am strike in 16 years. '!he 
only airline strike in fiscal 1986 
involved Trans World arrl. the flight 
atterrlants who refused to aa:::ept wage 
arrl. work-rule concessions. '!he 
lo-week flight atterrlant strike errled 
in Ma.y 1986 when the union agreed to 
retuIn to work without a contract (see 
more strike details in a subsequent 
chapter) . 

'!he Board in fiscal 1986 had its 
harrls full in defusin3" potential 
airline strike situations. '!hat it 
averted all but one strike in 1986 was 
the result of hard but skillful 
bargainirg. It was, however, in the 
best interests of labor arrl. manage­
ment alike that labor stability be 
maintained in a merger envirornnent 
that affected a large part of the 
irrlustry. 

Every major carrier was to par­
ticipate in SOIre fashion, either as a 
target of a merger or acquisition or 
as a suitor. GaininJ the support of 
employee bargainin;J representatives 
becane the carrier's key to ensurin3" 
that a merger or acquisition was 
carried through SITOOthly. 

'!he fact that carriers were posi­
tionID3" themselves for the possibili­
ty of a merger or take-over was evi­
dent in the way collective bargainin3" 
was corxlucted. Bargainin3" was viewed 
with a sense of urgency in some cases. 
For exarrple, Delta Air Lines, after 
only a brief period in direct 
negotiations, requested mediation in 
a contract dispute with its pilots. 
It was the first time in history that 
Delta had asked for NMB assistance in 
pilot negotiations. With the help of 
staff Mediator Samuel J. Cognata the 
parties reached settlement after 

prolonJed concessionary bargainin;J, 
includirg the addition of a two-tier 
wage scale. On reachin3" settlement 
with Delta, the Air Line pilots Asso­
ciation hailed the new contract as a 
"partnership between management arrl. 
labor which sees producti vi ty conces­
sions by the union tied to growth arrl. 
expansion of the pilot work force by 
the company. " Within weeks of sign­
in3" the agreement, Delta announced 
its plans to acquire Western Air 
Lines. 

Eastern Air Lines, after only 
brief negotiations with its pilots, 
requested Board mediation, but for 
different reasons. Eastern had sel­
dom called on the Board for prompt 
assistance in pilots negotiations; 
but times for the carrier were grim. 
Eastern's economic corxiition was 
perilous arrl. a February 28, 1986 
deadline was fast approachin3" for 
payments of $2.5 billion to banks ard 
other lerrlers. Eastern's flight 
atterrlants were also in mediation ard 
threatened to strike as the 30~y 
clock wound down. '!he debt-ridden 
airline needed to negotiate conces­
sions from 4,300 pilots ard 6,800 
flight atterrlants or face the possi­
bility of bankruptcy. 

'!he NMB, with Board Member Walter 
C. Wallace arrl. Mediators Harry D. 
Bickford arrl. Robert J. Brown workinJ 
on the disputes, achieved settle­
ments before midnight, February 28. 
'!he Board's concerns, in aa:::elerated 
negotiations, were that this major 
airline could well pass out of exis­
tence ard the jobs of over 40,000 
employees would evaporate. '!he Board 
accomplished its mission arrl. Eastern 
remained in operation. '!he carrier 
did not remain an irrleperrlent compa­
ny, however, as its Board of Direc­
tors agreed to its purchase by Texas 
Air near the close of negotiations. 

Mediation played an important 
role durin3" 1985-1986 in resolvin;J 76 
airline contract disputes. Addition­
al significant settlements in which 
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Irediation helped eliminate the strike 
potential included Trans World Air­
lines arxi 9,000 mechanics arxi related 
errployees; USAir arxi 2, 100 flight 
atterrlants, 2,000 mechanics arxi re­
lated, 1,000 fleet service errployees 
arxi 1, 600 pilots; Pan Am arxi 6, 000 
flight atterrlants arxi 1,500 pilots; 
Piedmont arxi 1,200 pilots; British 
Airways arxi 1,083 mechanics arxi re­
lated; arxi Alaska with its 550 flight 
atterrlants, 426 pilots arxi 950 office 
clerical, fleet arxi passenger service 
errployees. 

U. s. scheduled carriers, despite 
the ups arxi downs associated with 
difficult bargaining arxi the complex­
ities faced during merger activity, 
did well financially in 1986 arxi 
carried a record 418 million passen­
gers. '!he majors as a whole were 
extremely profitable as their com­
bined operating income rose to over $1 
billion due to an improved u.s. 
economy, a decline in fuel prices and 
a savings in labor costs. Only two 
maj or carriers showed a loss for the 
year--Pan Am and 'IWA--both of which 
had suffered losses in recent years 
arxi were burdened with a decreased 
passenger load due to terroristic 
threats overseas. 

Fiscal 1987 could develop into 
one of the NMB' s busiest years as more 
than 40 contracts will be amendable, a 
mnnber of which affect tens of 
thousands of employees at large 
airlines. In addition, major deci­
sions must be made by the Board con­
cerning airline mergers arxi their 
effect on errployees. Questions have 
been raised on certain properties as 
to which labor organization, if any, 
is the collective bargaining repre­
sentati ve for errployees on the can­
bined carrier arxi whether a merger 
has indeed taken place for purposes 
of the Railway Labor Act. '!he Board 
is also detennined to make it clear 
in the months ahead that, by law, it 
has the sole authority to grant arxi 
tenninate representation certifica­
tions. 
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Hearirg Activity in Fiscal 
Years 1985 and 1986 

'Ihe Board's hearing officers con­
ducted 17 days of hearings in fiscal 
1985 arxi 1986. 

'Ihe issues involved in these 
cases included appropriate crafts or 
classes on railroads and the impact 
of airline mergers. In addition, 
for the first time in the Board's 
history, hearings were held on pro­
posed rule changes. 

The proceedings involving pro­
posed amendments to the Board's Rules 
on representation matters arose as 
the result of petitions from the 
United states O1arnber of Corrnnerce and 
the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters (Iffi'). Both the Chamber 
arxi the IBT filed their petitions 
pursuant to 29 C.F.R. §1206.8 of the 
Board's Rules. '!he Chamber of Com­
merce requested that the Board add 
decertification procedures while the 
IBT sought various changes involving 
presentation elections. 

Proceedings before the Board's 
hearing officers have become more 
formalized, as carriers and labor 
organizations have relied primarily 
on attorneys to present their cases. 
This formalization has been accompa­
nied by a proliferation of contested 
issues associated with each case, 
particularly with respect to eviden­
tiary problems involving admissibili­
ty arxi the scope of discovery of 
carrier books arxi records. In addi­
tion' the Board is confronted with 
complex factual or legal questions 
arising out of representation inves­
tigations, arxi hearings are frequent­
ly the most appropriate means for 
resolving these questions. 

In view of the potential labor­
management conflict in such cases, it 
has been the Board's experience that 
the participation of carriers at 
hearings in addition to labor 
representatives often aid the devel-



opment of evidence and other infonna­
tion which form the basis for Board 
actions. Many issues not resolved in 
prior years have now been settled as 
the result of hearings. 

It should be emphasized that 
hearing proceedings before the NMB 
result in agency determinations made 
by the Board Members rather than by 
staff decision. In this way the Board 
carries out its quasi-judicial 
functions under the Railway Labor Act. 
Significantly, public hearings 

present a variety of novel proposi­
tions for Board consideration and, 
accordingly, require thorough analy­
sis and research by agency personnel 
as well as evaluation and approval by 
the Board Members. 

Public dernard and the policy 
objectives of Goverrnnent in the Sun­
shine and the Freedom of Infonnation 
Acts enhancing public disclosure and 
participation, have required more 
extensive public hearings. Other 
factors, including the growing pat­
tern of litigation and threatened 
litigation to set aside Board actions 
have, as a practical matter, increas­
ed the requirement for public hear­
ings to ensure that the Board's final 
determina.tions are structured on as 
firm a factual and legal foundation as 
possible. 

FOIA Requests 

The National Mediation Board 
docketed 92 Freedom of Infonnation 
Act (FOIA) requests during fiscal 
year 1985 compared to 114 in fiscal 
1984. Of the total requests re­
ceived, 14 were denied in whole or in 
part. No appeals were filed from the 
Executive Director's initial deci­
sions. 

In fiscal year 1986, the Board 
docketed 111 FOIA cases, of which 12 
were denied in whole or in part. Of 
the 12 denials, two appeals were 
filed and denied in full. 

The NMB' s FOIA Office is designed 
to benefit the public by providing 
full access to agency documents not 
restricted from disclosure under the 
specific statutory exemptions. Re­
quests should be made in full compli­
ance with the NMB' s procedural regu­
lations. FOIA requests are processed 
in a timely manner according to the 
volume and nature of each request. 
Appointments must be scheduled with 
the agency's FOIA Officer to review 
records. 

Freeda:n of Information Regulations 

Part 1208 of Title 29 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations has been 
issued to conform to the require­
ments of the Freedom of Infonnation 
Act as amended by Public law 93-502, 
88 stat. 1561. 

FOIA provides that the National 
Mediation Board "shall make available 
to the public" agency records not 
falling within certain specified 
exemptions. 

Requests for records must be in 
writing to the Executive Director, 
National Mediation Board, washing­
ton, D.C. 20572. Requests for re­
cords of the National Railroad Ad­
justment Board must be in writing and 
addressed to the Administrative Offi­
cer, National Railroad Adjustment 
Board, 175 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Room A935, Chicago, Illinois 60604. 
The requests shall reasonably de­
scribe the records being sought in a 
manner which permits identification 
and location of the record. Requests 
should contain an asst.nnption of fi­
nancial liability for charges in­
curred in response to the request. 
Unless waived in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 1208.6 of the 
NMB Rules, there is a charge of $ .15 
per copy of each page for reproduc­
tion of any record. 

The National Mediation Board will 
make available for public inspection 
and copying a current index of the 
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materials available at the Board's 
offices. 

Infonnation regarding the FOIA 
Wex or general FOIA processing may 
be obtained fram the NMB' s FOIA Offi­
cer, Ms. Judy A. Femi. 

1985 am 1986 staff Ccnfererr.es -
'llley Were Great Years to Rereti er 

Each year the National Mediation 
Board holds a staff Conference with 
its field mediators to discuss policy 
matters ani problems affecting the 
agency as well as to exchange ideas on 
various labor relations issues. Board 
Members, mediators ani otherstaff 
personnel assigned to various labor 
relations activities affecting the 
agency participate. 

The 1985 Pittsburgh Conference 
arrl the 1986 Washington, D.C. Confer­
ence were starrlout years. SUch nota­
ble speakers as Joseph L. Cosetti, 
u.s. B:mkruptcy Court Judge for the 
Western District of Pennsylvania, 
Ibnald H. Hoffman, President, Bes­
semer arrl Lake Erie Railroad Co., Fred 
A. Hardin, President, United Transpor­
tation Union, Fred Bradley, Senior 
Vice President, Citibank of New York, 
Robert Honig, Staff Director for the 
Federal Goverrnrent Service Task Force, 
arrl fo:rrrer NMB C1ainren ani Board 
Members David H. Stave arrl George S. 
Ives, addressed the two Conferences. 

The highlight of the May 1986 
~ting in W~on was a Testi.mr 
nial Luncheon for recently retired 
Executive Director RCMlarrl K. Quinn, 

Nr-1B Mediators John B. Willits, Samuel J. Cognata arrl 
Robert J. Cerj an are shown with guest speaker, UIU 
President Fred A. Hardin (second from right), during the 
annual staff conference in Pittsburgh. All three 
mediators had earlier served on railroads arrl were 
fanner members of the UIU. 

16 



Jr. , atterrled by over 200 top labor 
relations officials in the Govern­
ment, airlines anj railroads. Mr. 
Quinn's varied labor relations career 
sparmed 36 years. He was an airline 
employee, a union leader, a Irediator, 
a senior administrator anj a key 
goverrment official. Duri.rq 21 of 
those years he served the National 
Mediation Board with distinction anj 

dedication. He was an NMB nroiator, 
staff Mediation Director anj for 13 
years Executive Secretary jExecuti ve 
Director. 

Ken Quinn will be remembered by 
all of us as a motivator, a counsel­
or anj a frierrl. 

Charles R. Barnes, who had exten­
sive experience in contract negotia­
tions in the airlines anj railroads 
for more than a decade as an NMB 
nroiator, succeeded Mr. Quinn as 
Executive Director, effective May 5, 
1986. Before becomin:J an NMB nroia­
tor in November 1975, he was a pilot 
with united Air Lines for more than 
30 years anj an active union leader 
at the carrier in affairs of the Air 

ONE FDR THE B:X>KS--Seldom does the NMB get its far­
flung employees together in an infornal setti.rq for a 
photo such as this, taken during the Pittsburgh staff 
conference. 

Kneeling, in center, is NMB Chaiman Helen M. Witt; to 
her immediate left is Rowland K. Quinn, Jr., then 
Executive Director. Others in the photo include 
mediators, hearing officers and various other staff 
personnel who are either stationed at NMB headquarters 
in Washington or at other locations around. the 
country. 
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Mediator Faye M. Landers 
spe.aks on the topic "Every 
Dispute is a Major Dispute" 
during the staff Conference 
in Washington, D.C. 

Line pilots Association. Mr. Barnes 
helped resolve scores of collective 
bargaining and employee representa­
-Cion disputes in both irrlustries, 
prior to his appointment as Executive 
Director. 

Significant PrwIE5S Made at labor 
Arbitration Conferer¥Je 

'Ihe National Mediation Board and 
the Society of Professionals in Dis­
pute Resolution (SPIDR) held a unique 
conference on "Grievance HaOOling and 
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Board Member Helen M. witt and 
Professor lamont E. Stallworth, 
arbitrator and Second Vice President of 
SPIDR, who t~ether spearheaded the 
rail grievance conference, go over the 
three-day program. 

labor Arbitration in the Railroad 
Industry" in october 1985. 

In an announceJrel1t prior to the 
Conference, Board Member Helen II. witt 
said: "'Ihis is the first time such a 
Conference has ever been held covering 
all aspects of grievance harrlling in 
the railroads. It is a working 
Conference designed to take a hard 
look at railroad arbitration 
procedures and philosophies. 'Ihe 



speakers and panel discussants will 
include high level officials from both 
the railroads and the rail unions, 
practitioners and neutrals with 
in-depth experience in the industry , 
and government agency officials. The 
Conference therefore has all the 
elements to create a good environment 
to perrni t meaningful discussion. II 
Mrs. Witt, Professor Lamont E. 
stallworth, an arbitrator and then 
Second Vice President of SPIDR, and 
Roy J. carvatta, Staff Director/ 
Grievances, National Railroad 
Adjustment Board, spearheaded the 
Conference. 

More than 250 persons attended 
the three-day Conference, held in Palm 
Springs, CA. Some 40 speakers par­
ticipated. 

Participants concluded it was a 
most successful beginning toward 
development of new methods and poli­
cies in handling railroad grievance 
disputes. As a result of the Confer­
ence, the labor-Management Cornrni ttee 
on Grievance Handling in the Railroad 
Industry was created. Its Co-chainnen 
are Richard I. Kilroy, International 
President, Brotherhood of Railway, 
Airline and Steamship Clerks and 
Charles 1. Hopkins, Jr., Chainnan, 
National Railway labor Conference. 
The Committee is nOVl in the midst of 
preparing a set of recommendations 
which, if adopted by the railroad 
industry, will substantially improve 
the efficiency of the grievance system 
and the quality of its awards . 

A second Conference will be an­
nounced at a later date. 

BRAC President Richard I. Kilroy, a strong supporter of 
rail labor and management joining forces to ilnprove 
grievance resolution procedures, addresses the 
arbitration conference. He is joined by panelists (left 
to right) UIU President Fred A. Hardin, Arbitrator John 
laRocco, and John P. Frestel, Jr., Vice President 
Personnel and Labor Relations, Atchison, 'Ibpeka & Santa 
Fe Railway. 
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Interest Arbitration cases 

Arb. 
Bel. 
No. carrier 

314 ... Baltirnore & Ohio RR Co ..••.... 
315 ... Southern Pacific Transp. Co. 

(Texas & Louisiana Lines) ••..• 
316 .... Southern Pacific Transp. Co. 

(Texas & Louisiana Lines) •••.• 
317 ... '!he Chesapeake & Ohio Ry •..••• 
318 ... '!he Chesapeake & Ohio Ry ....•• 
319 .•. '!he Central RR Co. of New 

Jerse.y ....................... . 
320 •.. '!he Central RR Co. of New 

Jersey ..........•............. 
322 ... 800 Line RR 00 ............... . 
323 ... St. Louis-San Francisco RR .... 
325 ... Denver & Rio Grande Western .•• 

327 ... Lehigh Valley RR Co ..••.....•• 
328 ... Penn Central Transp. Co ...... . 
329 ... Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe .•• 
330 ... Penn Central Transp. Co ...... . 
331 ... Denver & Rio Grande Western .. . 
332 ... Penn Central Transp. Co ......• 
334 ... Penn central Transp. Co ...... . 
336 ... Norfolk & Western Ry. (Proper) 
337 ... Boston & Maine Corp ..........• 
338 ... Penn Central Transp. Co ...... . 
339 ... Penn Central Transp. Co ...... . 
340 .•. Green Bay & Western RR Co ....• 
342 ... Erie lackawarma Ry. Co ....... . 
343 ... Penn Central Transp. Co ....••• 
344 ... Penn Central Transp. Co .....•. 
346 ••. Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ..... . 
347 ... Western Pacific RR Co .....•... 
348 .. . Rea.d~ Co •••••••••••••••••••• 
349 ... Lehigh Valley RR Co .....••.... 
351 ... St. Louis-San Francisco RR •... 
352 ... Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ..... . 
353 ... Lehigh Valley RR Co .......... . 
354 ... Rea.~ Co •••••••••••••••••••• 
356 .•. Southern Pacific Transp. Co .•• 
357 .•. Penn Central Transp. Co ...... . 
358 ... Southern Pacific Transp. Co .•• 
359 ... Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ..... . 
360 ... Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe ..• 
361. .. Atchison , Topeka & Santa Fe ... 
362 .•. Chicago, Rock Island & 

Pacific RR Co ••••••••••.••••.• 
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Organi­
zation 

mu 

BlE 

mu (C-T) ... 
BlE •••••••• 
mu (T-E) ••• 

BlE 

mu 
mu 
BlE 
mu 

BlE ••••••••• 
mu (T) •••••• 
mu ........ . 
mu 
mu 
mu 
UIU 
mu 
mu 
BlE 
mu 
mu 
mu 
mu 
mu 
mu 
BIE 
BIE 
BIE 
mu 
mu 
mu 
BIE 
BIE 
BlE 
mu 
BIE 
BIE 
UIU 

BIE 

(E) •••••• 
(C-T-E) .. 
(C-T-E) .. 
(C-T-E) •• 
(C-T) .... 

(E) •••••• 

(T) •••••• 

(C-T-E) •• 

Issue 

SWitch~ Limits 

Interdivisional service 

Interdivisional service 
SWi~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 

SWitching limits 

SWitch~ limits 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
and switch~ limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitching limits 
Interdivisional service 
switch~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 
Protection of em'ees 
Protection of em' ees 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 
Protection of em' ees 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitching limits 
SWitching limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitch~ limits 
SWitch~ limits 

Interdivisional service 



Interest lubi tration cases-~ntinued 

lub. 
Pd. 
No. carrier 

364 ... St. Louis-San Francisco RR .••• 
365 ..• St. Louis-San Francisco RR ..•• 
366 ... Gram Trunk Western RR Co ..... 
368 ... Denver & Rio Grame 

Western RR Co ................ . 
372 ... Louisville & Nashville RR ••••• 
373 ... Boston & Maine Corp .......... . 
374 ... Seaboard Coast Line RR Co .... . 
375 ... Southern Ry. Co .............. . 
376 ..• Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ..... . 
378 ... Illinois Central Gulf RR •..... 
379 •.. Gram Trunk Western RR Co .... . 
380 ... Illinois Central Gulf RR ..... . 
381 ... Illinois Central Gulf RR .....• 
382 ... Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ..... . 
383 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
384 ... Richrocmd, Fredericksburg & 

Potomac RR Co ................ . 
388 ... Atchison , Topeka & Santa Fe .. . 
390 ..• Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
391 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
393 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
394 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
395 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
396 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
399 ... Louisiana and Arkansas Ry .... . 
400 ... Burlington Northern, Inc .•.... 
401 ... Burlington Northern, Inc ..... . 
403 ... Burlington Northern, Inc •••..• 
404 ... Illinois Central Gulf RR .•.•.. 
405 ... Illinois Central Gulf RR ..•... 
410 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
411 ... Illinois Central Gulf RR .••... 
414 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
418 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
420 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
421. .. Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
424 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
426 ..• [)liuth, Missabe & Iron 

~e Ry. Co ................. . 
427 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
428 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
429 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
430 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
431 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 

Organi-
zation 

BIE ••••••••• 
UIU (C-T-E-Y) 
UIU ••••••••• 

BIE 
UIU 
UIU 
BIE 
UIU 
UIU 
BIE 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 

UIU 
BlE 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
BIE 
BIE 
UIU 
BIE 
BlE 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 

UIU 
BIE 
UIU 
UIU 
UIU 
BlE 

(C-T-E) •• 

(C-T-E) •• 
(C-T-E) •• 

(C-T) •••• 

(C-T) •••• 

Issue 

SWitchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
SWitchirxj limits 

Interdivisional seJ:Vice 
swi tchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
Interdivisional seJ:Vice 
SWitchirxj limits 
Protection of em' ees 
SWitchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
SWitchirY;J limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
Protection of em' ees 
swi tchirY;J limits 

SWitchirxj limits 
Interdivisional se:rvice 
swi tchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
Interdivisional se:rvice 
swi tchirY;J limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWi tchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
swi tchirY;J limits 
Interdivisional se:rvice 
SWitchirxj limits 
Interdivisional se:rvice 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirY;J limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirxj limits 

Interdivisional se:rvice 
SWitchirY;J limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirxj limits 
SWitchirY;J limits 
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Interest Arbitration cases--continued 

Arb. 
Pd. 
No. carrier 

432 •.. Chicago, Milwaukee, st. Paul 
& Pacific RR Co •.............. 

433 ..• Consolidated Rail Corp .••..... 
434 ..• Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ••.... 
435 •.. Illinois central Gulf RR ..... . 

436 ... Southern Pacific Transp. Co ... 
437 .•. Missouri Pacific RR Co .••••... 

440 ... Alabama Great Southern Ry. 
Southern Railway Co ....••..... 

441. •. Atchison , Topeka & santa Fe ... 
443 ••. Consolidated Rail Corp ......•. 
444 .•. Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
445 ... Consolidated Rail Corp ....... . 
446 ... Burlington Northern RR ....... . 
447 ... Illinois central Gulf RR ..•••. 
448 •.. Seaboard System RR ........... . 
449 •.. Southern Pacific Transp. Co .•• 
451 .•. Consolidated Rail Corp ••.....• 
452 ... Chessie System RR •...•••...... 
453 .•. Illinois central Gulf RR ..... . 
455 .•. Chessie System RR ............ . 
457 .•• Chessie System RR ............ . 
459 ..• Illinois central Gulf RR ..... . 
460 ..• Kansas City Southern Ry ...... . 
461. .. DJluth, Missabe & Iron 

Ra..rlc:;Je Ry..................... 
462 .•. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe ... 
463 .•. Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Ry •••• 
464 .•• Delaware & Hudson Ry Co ..•.... 
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Organi­
zation 

1m] ••••••••• 

BLE 
BLE 
BlE 

BLE 
BlE 

1m] 

BlE 
1m] 

1m] 

1m] 

BlE 
1m] 

(C-T-E) .. 
(C-T-E) .. 

IAlv1&AW' •••••• 
BLE 
BLE 
BIE 
BlE ••••••••• 
1m] & BLE •••• 
BlE ••••••••• 
1m] ••••••••• 

1m] ••••••••• 

1m] & BLE .... 
1m] ••••••••• 

1m] ••••••••• 

1m] ••••••••• 

Issue 

Allocation of 
seniority between 
Rock Island em' ees 
& Milwaukee em'ees 
switching limits 
switching limits 
Interconsolidated 
seniority district 
freight service 
between Jackson, 
Mississippi and 
Monroe, louisiana 
Interdivisional service 
Interseniority 
freight service 
between st. louis, 
Missouri and Kansas 
City, Missouri 

SWitching limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitching limits 
SWitching limits 
SWitching limits 
Interdivisional service 
SWitching limits 
Protection of em' ees 
Interdivisional service 
SWitching limits 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 

Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional servlce 
Interdivisional service 
Protection of em' ees 



Arbitration Task Force Decisions 

Arb. 
Task 
Force 
No. 

1 .... 
2 •••• 
3 •••• 
4 •••• 
5 .•.• 

6 •••• 

carrier 

Penn Central Transp. Co ••••••• 
Southern Pacific Transp. Co ••• 
Lehigh Valley RR Co ••••••••••• 
Baltimore & Ohio RR Co •••••••• 
Southern Ry. Co.: 
Alabama Great Southern RR 
Co.; Cincinnati, New Orleans 
& Texas Pacific Ry. Co.; 
Georgia Southern & Florida 
Ry. Co.; arrl, Central of 
Georgia RR Co ................ . 
Denver & Rio Grarrle 
Western RR ................... . 

7 .... Missouri Pacific RR Co •••••••• 
8. . .. Chicago, Rock Islarrl & 

Pa.cific Ry. Co •••••••••••••••• 
9. . .. Norfolk & Western Ry. Co •••••• 
10 ... Chessie System ............... . 
11. .. Grarrl Trunk Western RR co .... . 
12 ... Southern Ry. Co ••••••••••••••• 
13 ... Detroit & Mackinac Ry. Co ••••• 
14 ... Seaboard Coast Line RR Co ••••• 
15. .. Delaware & Hudson Ry. co ..... . 
16. .. Delaware & Hudson Ry. Co •••••• 
17 . .. Norfolk & Western Ry. Co •••••• 
18. .. Delaware & Hudson Ry. Co •••••• 
19. .. Delaware & Hudson Ry. Co •••••• 
20 ... Missouri-Kansas-Texas RR Co ••• 
21. .. Delaware & Hudson Ry. Co •••••• 
22 ... Norfolk & Western Ry. co ..... . 
23 ... Baltimore & Ohio RR co ....... . 
24. .. Illinois Central Gulf RR Co ••• 

Organi-
zation 

urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 

urn 

urn 
urn 

urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
urn 
U'IU 
urn 
U'IU 

(C-T-E) •• 

Issue 

Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 

Interdivisional service 

Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 

Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
Interdivisional service 
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Appointments Made Urrler Arbitration Board No. 419 - caboose Issue 

Org-
aniza- Name of 

carrier tion Arbitrator 

Cllessie System RRs •••••••••• ~ mu Leverett Edwards 

Date of 
Appoint­

ment 

04-07-83 
· .. InteI:pre'ta.tion of Award .....••...•••..••.••.•••..••......•.•.• 
Illinois Central Gulf RR ..... mu Nicholas H. Zumas 04-07-83 
Southern Railway System ..•... mu Robert M. O'Brien 04-13-83 
Seaboard System RR Co •..••... mu Robert E. Peterson 04-13-83 
· .. InteI:pre'ta.tion of Award ............•••...•••....•......••••... 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ...•. mu Gilbert H. Vernon 05-06-83 
· .. Interpre'ta.tion of Award .....•...........•••........•.....•..•. 
Consolidated Rail CO:rp •...••. mu Preston J. Moore 05-16-83 
Chicago & North Western 
Transp. Co.................. mu Harold M. Weston 

Burlington Northern RR Co ..•. mu George S. Roukis 
Chicago & North Western 
Transp. Co .•••.•............ urn Harold M. Weston 

Illinois Central Gulf RR .•... mu Nicholas H. Zumas 
Des Moines Union Ry. Co .•.... mu John N. Gentry 
Seaboard System RR Co. 

(former Louisville & 
Nashville RR Co.) • • . . . . . . • .. urn Robert E. Peterson 

06-06-83 
06-20-83 

07-01-83 
07-01-83 
07-05-83 

08-08-83 
• .. InteI:pre'ta.tion of Award ..........•......................•..•.• 
Illinois Central Gulf RR •.... mu Nicholas H. Zumas 08-24-83 
Illinois Central Gulf RR •.... urn Nicholas H. Zumas 08-26-83 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co ..... mu Gilbert H. Vernon 11-04-83 
· .. InteI:pre'ta.tion of Award ..................•.•.......••......... 
Chicago & North Western 
Transp. Co •••••••••••••••••• mu Harold M. Weston 11-16-83 

Grarrl Trunk Western RR Co .... mu Richard R. Kasher 11-23-83 
Detroit, Toledo & Ironton RR. Addendum 02-09-84 
Kansas city Southern Ry •••••• mu Robert E. Peterson 12-02-83 
IDuisiana & Arkansas Ry Co.; 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co •••• urn Gilbert H. Vernon 12-12-83 

· .. Interpre'ta.tion of Award ..••........••............•......•.•... 
• .. Interpre'ta.tion of Award .............•....••....••......•..•... 
· .. InteI:pre'ta.tion of Award ....•......•.....•.....••.......•.•.... 
· .. InteI:pre'ta.tion of Award ...•••...•.....••••...•••......••.•.... 
Consolidated Rail CO:rp ...•..• mu Preston J. Moore 12-15-83 
Southern Pacific Transp. Co. 

(Western & Eastern Lines) ... mu Leverett Edwards 01-10-84 
st. IDuis Southwestern Ry •••• mu Leverett Edwards 01-16-84 
Atchison, Topeka & San'ta. 

Fe Ry ••••••••••••••••••••••• mu Preston J. Moore 01-13-84 
Chicago, Milwaukee, st. Paul 

& Pacific RR Co ........•.... mu Gilbert H. Vernon 01-12-84 
Union Pacific RR Co .......... mu John N. Gentry 02-23-84 
· .. Inte:rpre'ta.tion of Award ...............•....................... 
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Date 
Award 

Rerrlered 

09-07-83 
03-22-85 
02-06-84 
12-02-83 
09-26-83 
03-28-85 
10-24-83 
08-20-85 
01-03-84 

05-19-84 
12-19-83 

05-19-84 
03-02-84 
10-31-84 

12-27-83 
03-28-85 
03-03-84 
04-09-84 
05-08-84 
05-12-86 

05-19-84 
11-30-84 
11-30-84 
04-12-84 

05-08-84 
12-31-85 
12-30-86 
12-17-86 
12-17-86 
03-29-84 

06-09-84 
06-19-84 

05-22-84 

07-03-84 
09-24-84 
04-10-86 



Appointments Made Under Arbitration Board No. 419 - cal::x:lose Issue 
( Continued) 

carrier 

IXlluth, Missabe & Iron 
~e Ry'. Co ............... . 

Grand Trunk Western RR Co. 
(fonner Detroit, Toledo 
& Shore Line RR Co.) ..•..••. 

Missouri Pacific RR Co. 
(Alton & Southern Ry. Co.) .. 

Grand Trunk Western RR Co •... 
Denver & Rio Grande 
Western Ry. Co ............. . 

Soo Line RR Co ..•..•...•..... 
Maine Central RR Co •..••..... 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa 

Fe Ry' ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Seaboard system RR Co. 

(Georgia Railroad & Western 
Railway of Alabama) ........ . 

Seaboard system RR Co. 
(Clinchfield RR Co.) ..•...•. 

Delaware & Hudson Ry'. Co ..... 
Burlington Northern RR •..•... 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Ry' ••• 
Grand Trunk Western RR .••.... 
Grand Trunk Western RR 

(fonner Detroit, Toledo 
& Shore Line RR Co.) ..•....• 

<llicago & North Western 
'l"ransp • Co.................. 

Missouri -Kansas-Texas RR ..•.. 
Grand Trunk Western RR 

(fonner Detroit, Toledo 
& Ironton RR; and former 
Detroit & Toledo Shore 

Org-
aniza- Name of 
tion Arbitrator 

urn Leverett Edwards 

urn Richard R. Kasher 

UIU Preston J. Moore 
urn Richard R. Kasher 

UIU John N. Gentry 
UIU Leverett Edwards 
UIU George S. Roukis 

urn Preston J. Moore 

UIU Robert E. Peterson 

UIU Robert E. Peterson 
UIU Preston J. Moore 
UIU George S. Roukis 
urn John N. Gentry 
UIU Richard R. Kasher 

urn Richard R. Kasher 

urn Preston J. Moore 
UIU George S. Roukis 

Line RR) •........•......•••. UIU Gilbert H. Vernon 

[ate of 
Appoint­
ment 

03-21-84 

03-12-84 

04-26-84 
03-29-84 

05-30-84 
06-11-84 
06-14-84 

06-26-84 

06-28-84 

09-10-84 
09-26-84 
11-26-84 
11-29-84 
01-02-85 

01-02-85 

06-03-85 
02-04-86 

06-18-86 

[ate 
Award 

Rendered 

10-02-84 

01-11-86 

08-04-84 
01-11-86 

01-22-85 
10-02-84 
12-06-85 

09-18-84 

11-09-84 

11-09-84 
05-23-85 
04-17-85 
07-31-85 
01-11-86 

01-11-86 

10-04-85 
04-02-86 
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The National Mediation Board annually participates in a program to 
meet with labor relations leaders of foreign governments and 
foreign students to discuss the agency's administration of the 
Railway Labor Act and to summarize generally heM labor relations 
are conducted in the United states. Certain visitors are pictured 
with NMB personnel in the folleMing photos: 

Board Member Helen M. witt (left) 
discusses the NMB's role in airline and 
railroad collective bargaining with Jo 
Walgrave, the only wanan mediator with 
the Ministry of Labor in Brussels, 
Belgitnn. 
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ReMland K. Quinn, Jr., then Executive 
Director, exchanges labor relations views 
with lawson E. osagie, Assistant General 
Secretary, Nigeria Labor Congress, lagos, 
Nigeria. 



Special Assistant to the O1ainnan 
Meredith S. &leI and General Counsel 
Ronald M. Etters answer questions al::xJut 
the RIA posed by Costa Rican university 
student leaders, with the help of an 
int.erpreter. 

General Counsel Ronald M. Etters 
(right) discusses the Railway Labor Act 
with A. V.K. Chaitanya, General 
Secretary, South Central Railway 
Mazdoor Union, India. 

Joyce Beech, Administrative Assistant 
to the Executive Director, and 
Alessandro Diotallevi, with the Labor 
Conunittee of the Chamber of Deputies 
in Italy, compa.re U. S. and Italian 
lal::xJr laws. 
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A number of important representa­
tion cases were resolved by the Board 
in fiscal 1985 and 1986. Same of 
these cases , involving significant 
policy decisions, are summarized 
below. 

~ am Aapisitions 

'!he increasing pattern of airline 
mergers required the Board to re­
evaluate the criteria used to deter­
mine when a merger actually occurs 
and when certifications are extin­
guished. In Northwest Airlines, 
Inc., 13 NMB 399 (1986), the Board 
applied the standards enunciated in 
Republic Airlines, 8 NMB 49 (1980), 
to determine that the certifications 
on Republic Airlines expired on the 
date that Northwest and Republic 
COnst.mUl1ated their merger. Subse­
quently, a number of other airlines 
merged, prompting the Board to con­
duct hearings into the issues created 
by the mergers, in particular the 
Board's exclusive authority to pro­
nounce certifications terminated. 

Representation Elections 

'!he Board conducted a number of 
representation elections in fiscal 
1985 and 1986 among various crafts or 
classes on several carriers. It 
issued decisions on eligibility and 
other significant issues dealing with 
representation. 

In Metro-North Commuter Railroad, 
12 NMB 38 ( 1984), the Board fourx:l 
appropriate three separate crafts or 
classes, rather than one as proposed 
by the carrier. In making this de­
termination, the Board fourx:l that the 
Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981 
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Mediator Paul Chorbaj ian and Hearing 
Officer David J. strom open ballots 
during an airline representation 
election. 

(NERSA) did not restrict the Board in 
its obligation to investigate repre­
sentation disputes. 

In two cases involving employees 
of the Grand Trunk Western Railroad 
Co., 12 NMB 67 (1984) and 12 NMB 228 
(1985), the Board re-affirrned its 
policy of conducting representation 
cases on a system-wide basis. '!he 
Board also fOUI'Xl no basis in the 



carrier's contention that the form of 
the NMB ballot was confusing and 
should be revised. '!he Board rei ter­
ated its commitment to a system-wide 
basis of representation in National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation 
(Amtrak), 13 NMB 412 (1986), as well 
as in several other cases. In Western 
Pacific Railroad, 12 NMB 160 (1985), 
the issue before the Board was wheth­
er the "system" was the Western 
Pacific or the Union Pacific. Al­
though the Western Pacific was part of 
the larger Union Pacific system, it 
reported separately to the Interstate 
Conunerce Commission and maintained a 
separate payroll and separate 
accounting system. '!here fore , the 
Board held that the "system" for 
representation purposes was the West­
ern Pacific. In another case, Amtrak, 
13 NMB 128 (1986), the Board applied 
the same criteria, first established 
in seaboard System Railroad-Clinch­
field Line, 11 NMB 217 (1984). 

'!he Board declined to set aside 
an election in long Island Rail Road, 

12 NMB 187 (1985), holding that an 
organization's distribution of a 
"Sarrple" ballot did not warrant reme­
dial action. '!he Board also declined 
to set aside an election in Dalfort 
Corporation, 13 NMB 40 (1985). In its 
decision, the Board stated that vari­
ance in procedure from the Board's 
Representation Manual was not a vio­
lation of substantive rights, noting 
that the provisions in the Manual are 
not birrling UJX>n the Board. 

However, in two other determina­
tions, the Board held that its Rules, 
as codified in 29 C.F.R. §1200.735-1 
et seq, are birrling both UJX>n the 
Board and UJX>n those invoking the 
Board's services. In Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Railway, 13 NMB 76 (1985), 
the Board refused to reconsider its 
dismissal for insufficient showing of 
interest despite the applicant's 
argument that §1206.3 should be con­
strued liberally. '!he Board upheld 
its policy of applying its Rules in 
an even-handed manner regardless of 
who invokes its services. Similarly, 

Nationwide press are drawn to a large ballot count at 
NMB headquarters. 
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in Southwest Airlines Company, 13 NMB 
82 (1985), the Board found that the 
mininrum showing of interest pursuant 
to §1206.2(a) and (b) of the Board's 
rules was 35% where the "incurnbe.nt" 
organization disclaimed interest in 
representing the employees prior to 
the authorization of election. 

In a series'of cases involving 
employees of El Al Israel Airlines, 
Ltd., 12 NMB 238, 279 and 282 (1985), 
the Board: 1) upheld the eligibility 
of certain employees on strike and 
employees hired to replace the strik­
ing employees; 2) held that Stock and 
stores Employees were separate from 
the craft or class of Fleet and Pas­
senger service Employees on El Al; 
and, 3) that iIxlividuals on furlough 
from the carrier's connnissary depart­
ment retained an employee-ernployer 
relationship despite the carrier's 
assertion that it had discontinued 
its commissary function. 

Two cases pending since 1982 
involved employees of Continental 
Airlines. In 12 NMB 258 (1985), the 
Board issued an ORDER 'IO SHCM CAUSE 
in connection with proceedings in 
which ballots had been impourrled 
since January 1984. The United states 
Bankruptcy Court for the Southern 
District of Texas had enj oined the 
Board fran CO\.ll1ting the ballots. The 
court's order was reversed on May 31, 
1985 by the united states District 
Court for the Southern District of 
Texas, an action upheld by the Fifth 
circuit Court of Appeals in 1986. The 
Board CO\.ll1ted the ballots in January, 
1987. 

In Jet America Airlines, 12 NMB 
301 (1985) and 13 NMB 96 (1986), the 
Board applied its "Alitalia" doctrine 
and held that where a representation 
election involves an incurnbe.nt and an 
applicant and less than a majority of 
eligible employees vote for a repre­
sentative, the employees are thereaf­
ter unrepresented for purposes of the 
Act. 
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In Eastern Airlines, Inc., 13 NMB 
263 (1986) and 13 NMB 310 (1986), the 
Board dealt with, among other issues, 
the question of whether Scheduled 
Airlines Traffic Office (SA'IO) em­
ployees were eligible voters in an 
election held among Passenger Service 
Employees. The Board fourrl certain 
SA'IO agents to be eligible as they 
perfonned work similar to that per­
fonned by city Ticket Agents. 

In America West Airlines, 13 NMB 
346 (1986), the carrier challenged the 
Board Representative's detennination 
that eligibility in the craft or class 
of Flight Atterx:1ants should be based 
upJn hours "in flight", rather than 
days assigned. '!he Board upheld the 
detennination based upJn days assigned 
as consistent with Board policy and 
Board practice. 

On September 9 and 30, 1985, the 
Board received petitions filed by the 
united states Olamber of Conunerce and 
the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters , respectively. '!hese peti­
tions, filed pursuant to § 1206.8 of 
the Board's Rules, requested the 
Board to amend certain of its rules 
dealing with representation elec­
tions. Hearings on the petitions 
were held over a several-month period 
in 1986. 

Jurisdiction 

As in past years, the Board re­
ceived several jurisdictional cases 
in fiscal 1985-1986. '!hese cases 
arose either by the filing of an 
Application for Investigation of a 
Representation Dispute by a labor 
organization, or by a referral from 
the National Labor Relations Board. 

In Ebon Services International « 

Inc., 13 NMB 3 (1985), the Board 
fourrl that a company which provides 
cleaning services to various employ­
ers located wi thin the state of New 



Jersey was not subject to the Railway 
Labor Act. '!he Board concluded that 
Eben was an irrleperrlent agency which 
was not directly or indirectly owned 
or controlled by, or un::ler common 
control with, any carrier subject to 
the Railway Labor Act. 

In Ground Handliw. Inc., 13 NMB 
116 (1986), the Board found that it 
had jurisdiction over a conpany which 
provided ground harxlling services for 
various airlines. '!he Board noted 
that Ground Handling perfonned its 
work when, where ani in a manner 
detennined by the carriers for which 
it provided services. Based upon the 
nature of the activities perfonned by 
Groun::l Handling which are tradition­
ally perfonned by employees of carri­
ers in the airline irrlustry ani the 
degree of control exercised by the 
airline which Ground Handling serves, 
the Board concluded that the acti vi -
ties ani employees perfonning such 
activities were subject to the Rail­
way Labor Act. 

'!he Board, in ARA Ground Ser­
vices. Inc., 13 NMB 175 (1986), foun::l 
that a conpany which perfonns fleet 
services for several airlines in 
Florida to be a carrier within the 
meaning of the Act. '!he Board foun::l 
that the employees of AFA were un::ler 
the direction ani on-going control of 
employees of the carriers with which 
the company contracts. 

In Allied Maintenance Corpora­
tion, 13 NMB 255 (1986), the Board 
concluded that Allied was not subject 
to the Railway Labor Act. '!he Board 
foun::l that the services provided by 
Allied's employees were of the type 
traditionally perfonned by airline 
employees. '!he degree of control 
exercised by the various air carri­
ers, however, was insufficient to 
establish Allied as a carrier un::ler 
the Act. 

In Sk;y cap. Inc., 13 NMB 292 
(1986) , the Board found that a corpo­
ration which provided baggage hand-

ling ani other passerger services for 
various airlines to be subject to the 
Act. '!he Board noted that Sky cap 
held contracts with common carriers by 
air subject to the Railway Labor Act 
for the perfonnance of services in 
connection with the transportation of 
passeI'X1ers ani freight by air, subj ect 
to the direction ani on-going control 
of employees of the carriers which Sky 
Cap serves. Based upon the nature of 
the activities perfonned by Sky Cap 
ani other airlines ani the degree of 
control exercised by these airlines, 
the Board fourxl that the activities 
ani employees perfonning such 
activities are subject to the Railway 
Labor Act. 

In Sk;y Clefs. Inc., 13 NMB 340 
(1986), the Board denied the request 
of Sky Chefs ani the Hotel Errployees 
am Restaurant Employees Internation­
al Union for a "jurisdictional deter­
mination." '!he Board found that the 
request was one for an advisory opin­
ion. Jurisdictional detenninations 
are limited to representation cases 
properly brought urxier the Railway 
Labor Act ani filed in confonnance 
with the Board's rules as well as 
specific referrals to the NMB by the 
National Labor Relations Board or a 
court of COITpetent jurisdiction. 

In CFS Air Camo. Inc., 13 NMB 
369 (1986), the Board fourrl that this 
conpany perfonned some services which 
are traditionally perfonned by air­
line employees but the employees are 
not subject to the control of a c0m­

mon carrier by air. 

Interferen=:ewithNMBElectians 

In City of Prineville Railway, 13 
NMB 63 (1985), the Board rejected the 
organization's contention that the 
carrier interfered with, influenced 
or coerced employees in their choice 
of a representative pursuant to Sec­
tion 2, Ninth, of the Act. Specifi­
cally, the Board fourrl that the es­
tablishment of a profit sharing plan 
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and an hourly wage rate would not 
influence the outcome of an elec­
tion. 

In Key Airlines, 13 NMB 153 
(1986), the Board fourrl that the 
carrier engaged in actions which had 
adversely affected the right of its 
employees to self-organization free 
of interference, influence or coer­
cion. To remedy the situation, the 
Board ordered a "raker" election (use 
of "yes-no" ballots, ballot boxes and 
notice posting by the carrier). 

In. Mid Pacific Airlines, 13 NMB 
178 (1986), the Board found that the 
carrier had violated the Act by at­
tempting to "poll" employees as to 
their representation choice, as well 
as attempting to influence them to 
discontinue their organizational 
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efforts. '!he Board ordered a "Laker" 
ballot to remedy the situation. 

In Metroflight. Inc., 13 NMB 284 
(1986) , the Board found that the 
carrier violated the Act when it 
instructed the employees in a letter 
to turn in its ballots to a rnanage­
m:mt official. '!he prior election was 
set aside and a "Laker" election was 
ordered. 

In Southeastern Pennsylvania 
Transportation Authority, 13 NMB 357 
(1986) , the Board rejected the organ­
ization's contention that the carrier 
violated the Act and tainted the 
election process. '!he incmnbent 
organization claimed that the carrier 
refused to bargain in gcxxl faith and 
pennitted the applicant to post a 
letter regarding the representation 
dispute on a carrier bulletin board. 



Litigation Develcpnent:s 

During fiscal years 1985 am 
1986 the NMB successfully defended 
all suits brought against the agency. 
Consistent with past years, the 
Board's responsibilities for re­
solving representation disputes urrler 
Section 2, Ninth of the Act, 45 
U.S.C. §152, Ninth, generated the 
largest category of litigation. 

other litigation areas included 
the NMB's appointment of arbitrators, 
a determination of "non-carrier" 
status, quonnn requirements am ad­
ministrative law as applicable to the 
National Railroad Adjustment Board. 
A surmna:ry of the principal cases 
reaching the courts of appeal during 
fiscal years 1985 am 1986 follows. 

In continental Airlines Corp. v. 
National Mediation Board, 790 F.2d 35 
(5th Cir. 1986), aff'g, 50 B.R. 342, 
119 LRRM 2752 (S.D. Tex. 1985), the 
Fifth circuit affirmed the District 
Court's detennination that NMB repre­
sentation proceedings are not subject 
to the automatic stay or discretion­
ary injunction urrler the Bankruptcy 
Ccxie. Following its reversal of the 
Bankruptcy Court on the stay am 
injunctive issues, the District Court 
also with drew the reference to the 
Bankruptcy Court and dismissed Conti­
nental's complaint for lack of sub­
ject matter jurisdiction. 

'!he D. C. Circuit held that there 
is judicial authority to review NMB 
detenninations finding that the Board 
lacks jurisdiction over a particular 
enterprise as a non-carrier. In the 
circuit Court's assessment, federal 

IV. NMB LEGAL ACTIVITIES DURING 
FISCAL YEARS 1985-1986 

courts are empowered to review NMB 
decisions disclaiming such Board 
jurisdiction, but ordinarily may not 
review the NMB' s assertion of juris­
diction. International longshore­
neIl'S Association v. National Media­
tion Board, 785 F.2d 1098 (D.C. Cir. 

1986). 

Based on the principle of arbi­
tral ilnmunity, the Eighth circuit held 
that the NMB may not be required to 
decide or justify the appropriateness 
of each Board appointment of an 
arbitrator. In reversing the District 
Court, the Court of Appeals held that 
such a requirement would seriously 
interfere with the NMB's neutrality 
am nUl counter to Congressional 
policy . Ozark Air Lines« Inc. v . 
National Mediation Board, 797 F.2d 557 
(8th Cir. 1986). 

In International Association of 
Machinists v. Alitalia Airlines and 
National Mediation Board, 753 F.2d 3 
(2d Cir. 1985), the Court of Appeals 
held that Alitalia may not "withdraw 
recognition of the lAM because it has 
a good faith doubt that the lAM has 
majority status." Rather, the ques­
tion of duty to bargain is "answered 
by section 2, Ninth of the Railway 
Labor Act itself ... [which] states 
that on receipt of the National Medi­
ation Board's certification, 'the 
carrier shall treat with the repre­
sentative so certified ... "' (errpha­
sis in original). 

'!he D.C. circuit affinned the 
District Court in holding that the 
Railway Labor Act does not require the 
NMB to 'tmake private offices at 
goverrnnent expense" available to the 
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partisan members of the National 
Railroad Adjustment Board. It was 
the NMB's position that ~ pri­
ority nrust be given to the salaries 
of the neutral arbitrators rather 
than to the contested overhead ex­
penses. Railway Labor Executives' 
Association v. National Mediation 
Board, et al., 118 LRRM 3435 (D.C. 
cir. 1985), aff'g, 583 F. SUpp. 279 
(D.D.C. 1984). 

In a challerqe to a Board certi­
fication, the plaintiffs/appellants 
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argued that the NMB' s administrative 
actions prior to the actual certifi­
cation were void because the Board had 
acted without a quonnn of Members. 
'!he Court of Appeals concluded that 
.. [t]he only final action which is 
properly reviewable is the certi­
fication... Because the certification 
itself was issued by a quonnn, the 
court declined to review the prelimi­
nary actions taken by the NMB. Hunter 
and Jet America Airlines, Inc. v. 
National Mediation Board, et al., 750 
F.2d 1496 (9th cir. 1985). 



'!he report that follows is a 
statistical ovez:view of mediation, 
representation and interpretation 
cases as set forth in Tables 1-5 at 
the end of this chapter. 

OVerall Assessment of Closed. n.rt: 
Cases 

'!he National Mediation Board 
aggregate mnnber of closed. out cases 
(1935-1986) topped the 17,000 mark. 
To date, 17,223 disputes have been 
resolved. '!he case distribution 
includes 11,424 mediation, 5,654 
representation and 145 interpretation 
cases stanq:>ed "closed." 

I)rring fiscal 1986 the Board 
resolved 89 mediation disputes as 
corrpared to 84 mediation cases closed 
in fiscal 1985. Seventy-eight repre- / 
sentation cases were resolved in 
fiscal 1986, slightly behind the 
fiscal 1985 figure of 82 cases 
closed. One interpretation dispute 
(an airline case) was resolved in 
fiscal 1985; there were none the 
following year. 

Despite the minimal growth in 
mediation case closures, fiscal 1986 
was one of the busiest years in the 
Board's recent history. The media­
tion caseload was at its heaviest 
level since the airlines and rail­
roads were deregulated. As reported 
in Table 1, there were 396 unresolved 
airline and railroad mediation dis­
putes pending September 30, 1986, 
corrpared to 326 cases in 1985, and 29 
cases in fiscal 1984. On a percent­
age basis, the fiscal 1986 caseload 
level was 21% higher than that of 

V. A LOOK AT OUR CASE RECORD 

'!he three dispute categories 
covered in this chapter are: 

Mediation--contract disputes 
entered into by NMB between car­
riers and errp10yees affecting 
rates of pay, rules or working 
corrlitions not settled through 
direct negotiations. '!hese 
cases are conunonly referred to 
as "A" cases. 

Representation-Disputes among 
crafts or classes of employees as 
to who will represent them for 
purposes of collective bargaining 
with employers. 'lhese cases are 
camrronly referred to as "R" 
cases. 

Interpretation--controversies 
arising over the meaning or ap­
plication of an agreement reached 
through IOOdiation. '!hese cases 
are camrronly referred to (.s in­
terpretation cases. 

fiscal 1985 and 73% higher than that 
of fiscal 1984. A major reason for 
the upsurge in cases was that a sub­
stantial rnnnber of cammuter railroad 
labor contracts became amendable dur­
ing that time. 

since the Board's inception in 
1934, 17,638 railroad and airline 
cases have been docketed. Interest­
ingly, not only has the NMB closed out 
97% of those cases but, at the same 
time, recorded an unprecedented 97% 
overall settlenent rate in its 52-year 
history. 
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Major GrollIE of ED>loyees Involved 
in Various cases 

The rail and air irrlustries are 
aIron;J the I1'DSt heavily unionized in 
the United states. OVer 80% of the 
rail irrlustry and about 60% of the 
airline irrlustry are currently orga­
nized. Virtually all non-managerrent 
employees of the major railroads are 
represented by labor unions. Extent 
of union organization in the airline 
irrlustry varies considerably by craft 
or class. At one extreme is the 
pilot craft or class which is nearly 
100% unionized on the major and na­
tional air carriers. At the other 
end of the continuum is the clerical 
employee grouping: somewhat less 
than one-quarter of the employees in 
this grouping are represented for 
collective bargaining purposes. In 
total, the railroads have on their 
payrolls about 325,000 persons and 
the airlines over 350,000. 

Given the high degree of union­
ization in these two irrlustries, it 
is not surprising that the bulk of 
union organizing efforts usually 
involves small groups of employees. 

However, fiscal 1986 was a year 
when some of the largest representa­
tion elections were held since pas­
sage of the Airline Deregulation Act 
of 1978. Major carriers became the 
target of unions atternptin:J to orga­
nize unorganized groups 'Of employees 
mnnbering in the thousands. 

For example, in fiscal 1986, the 
International Union of Electronic 
Workers (IUE) carrpaigned to organize 
the 11,000 passen;Jer service employ­
ees of Eastern Air Lines, one of the 
largest organizing drives in any 
irrlustry in the 19805. The IUE, 
however, did not receive enough votes 
to win the election. On the other 
hand, the International Association 
of Machinists and Aerospace Workers 
was victorious in winning the right 
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to represent over 4,300 ~er 
service employees of Trans World 
Airlines. Airline merger activity led 
to another large ballot cotmt shortly 
after the close of fiscal 1986. The 
Northwest-Republic Airlines merger 
resulted in the Board holding an 
election of the COlllbined flight 
att:enJants on the two carriers. 
Ninety-three percent of the 6,420 
eligible voters cast ballots in this 
election, won by the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters. This is 
believed to be the largest percentage 
of voters to tum out for an election 
of this magnitude in NMB history. 

Because of large airline· elec­
tions, there were nearly nine times as 
many airline employees involved in 
representation elections in fiscal 
1986 as there were in fiscal 1985. As 
Table 2 shows, in fiscal 1986, 19,530 
airline workers were involved in 
elections as compared to 2,178 the 
previous year. The 1986 figure 
represents the largest number of 
airline employees involved in elec­
tions in the last decade. 

Following the trend of recent 
years, most workers irwol ved in re­
presentation proceedings were in the 
airlines. According to Table 2, there 
were a total of 21,848 railroad and 
airline employees involved in . 
elections in fiscal 1986 as compared 
to 5,741 in fiscal 1985. 

Tables 3a and 3b cover the major 
groups of employees involved in the 
closing of all types of cases--rnedia­
tion, representation and interpreta­
tion disputes-in the airlines and 
railroads. As reported in Table 3, 
airline and railroad employees were 
involved in 167 cases closed out in 
fiscal 1985 and 1986. Tables 4a and 
4b are a stnnrnary of the various crafts 
or classes and the number of employees 
involved in representation cases in 
fiscal 1985 and 1986. Interestingly, 
in Table 4b the passen;Jer service 



employees involved in elections rep­
resented 71% of the 21,848 workers 
involved in all railroad am airline 
representation cases in fiscal 1986. 

Elections am Certifications of 
Representatives 

Table 2 reveals that certifica­
tions were issued in 42 rail 'am 
airline representation cases in fis­
cal 1986, three more than in the 
prevlous fiscal year. In fiscal 
1985, railroads led with 22 certifi­
cations involving 3,282 employees 
corrpared to the 17 airline certifica­
tions involving 1,031 employees. 
However, in fiscal 1986, the m.nnber 
of employees involved dlan:Jed dramat­
ically. The railroads did lead again 
in fiscal 1986 with 25 certifications 
involving 2,278 employees. Although 
the airlines had only 17 certifica­
tions in fiscal 1986, the mmiber of 
workers involved increased to 6,095, 
representing nearly six times as many 
employees as were involved in airline 
certifications during the previous 
year. 

Tables Sa am 5b report the 
m.nnber of crafts or classes certified 
am the number of airline am rail­
road employees involved in elections 

in fiscal 1985 am 1986. These ta­
bles also show the number of national 
labor o:rganizations, local unions 
and/or individuals who participated 
in o:rganizing drives. 

unions continued to be active in 
their o:rganizing attempts during both 
years. 

In the railroads in fiscal 1985-
1986, only a ff:!.N small groups of 
uno:rganized employees were success­
fully unionized--five certifications 
in 1985 and three in 1986. However, 
challenging rail unions in fiscal 
1986 were successful in ousting in­
cumbent labor o:rganizations in 21 
representation disputes which more 
than doubled the success rate of chal­
lenging unions in fiscal 1985. 

In the airlines, unions were 
successful in organizing eight previ­
ously uno:rganized crafts or classes in 
both fiscal 1985 am 1986. Fourteen 
groups of airline employees voted to 
dlan:Je union representation in that 
24-month period. unions were certi -
fied in 81 elections representing 
12,686 airline am railroad employees 
in the combined 1985-1986 fiscal peri­
od. 
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w 'mBIE 1--NuIIiler of cases Received am Closed out Inri.n":J Fiscal Years 1935-1986 00 

1980-84 1975-79 1970-74 1965-69 
52-Year 5-Year 5-Year 5-Year 5-Year 
Period Period Period Period Period 

status of cases 1935-1986 1986 1985 (Avg.) (Avg.) (Avg.) (Avg.) 

All 'IyPes of cases 

cases Pending and Unsettled 
at Beginning of Period •..••.• 96 344 250 269 290 447 472 

New cases Docketed ............ 17,542 238 261 293 319 300 394 
Total cases on Hand and 
Rec::e,i veci. • • • • • . • • • • . • • • . • 17,638 582 511 562 609 747 866 

cases Closed .................. 17,223 167 167 304 315 339 356 
cases Pending and Unsettled 
at End of Period ............. 415 415 344 259 94 408 510 

Representation cases 

cases Pending and Unsettled 
at Beginning of Period •••••.• 24 18 21 33 41 11 22 

New Gases DoCketed ............ 5,649 79 79 100 111 76 82 
Total Gases on Hand and 
Rec::e,i veci. . • • • . . . . . . • • • • . • 5,673 97 100 132 152 87 104 

cases Closed .................. 5,654 78 82 106 104 74 82 
cases Pending and Unsettled 
at End of Period ••.••.••.••.• 19 19 18 27 48 13 22 

Meciiation Gases 

cases Pending and Unsettled 
at Beginning of Period .•.••.. 72 326 229 237 247 435 447 

New cases Docketed .........•.• 11,748 159 181 193 207 221 309 
Total Gases on Hand and 
Rec::e,i veci. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11,820 485 410 430 454 656 756 

cases Closed ..•............... 11,424 89 84 198 208 261 271 
cases Pending and Unsettled 
at End of Period ............. 396 396 326 232 246 395 485 



'mBIE 1--Nlmiler of cases Received ani Closed out Dlrirg Fiscal Years 1935-1986---<rtn'INUED 

1980-84 1975-79 1970-74 1965-69 
52-Year 5-Year 5-Year 5-Year 5-Year 
Period Period Period Period Period 

status of cases 1935-1986 1986 1985 (Avg.) (Avg.) (Avg.) (Avg.) 

Interpretation cases 

cases Pending and Unsettled 
at Beginning of Period •.••••• 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 

New cases Dodketed ............ 145 0 1 0 2 2 3 
Total cases on Hand and 
Received •.•...••.•••••••• 145 0 .1 0 2 4 6 

. cases Closed •................. 145 0 1 0 2 3 3 
cases Pending and Unsettled 
at End of Period •••••••••.•.• 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 



TABlE 2 Representation case Disposition By Craft or Class, Enployees Involved ~.;", 
arrl Participat.:i.nJ, octdJer 1, 1984 to SepteniJer 30, 1986 

Railroads Airlin::s \, 

N1.miJer of Nuniler of Nlmi:ler of N1.miJer of Nlmi:ler of 
Nl.1IIber ./ Crafts or ~loyees Participat:in:j Nlmi:ler Crafts or ~loyees 

FY 1985 of cases ClaSses Involved ~loyees of cases Classes Involved 

'Total ............. 39 39 3,563 2,670 43 43 2,178 
Disposition: 

Certification ..... 22 22 3,28 22,584 17 17 1,031 
Dismissals ........ 17 17 281 86 26 26 1,147 

combined Railroad & 
Airline cases ...... 82 82 5,74 13,987 

Railroads Airlin::s 

N1.miJer of Nuniler of Nlmi:ler of Nuni:ler of Nuni:lei:- of 
Nuni:ler Crafts or ~loyees Participat:in:j NuniJer Crafts or Ehployees 

FY 1986 of cases Classes Involved ~loyees of cases C1asses Involved 

Total ............. 35 35 2~318 1,779 43 43 19,530 
Disposition: 

Certification ..... 25 25 2,278 1,772 17 17 6,09 
Dismissals ........ 10 10 40 7 26 26 13,435 

Combined Railroad & 
Airline cases •.••.. 78 78 21,848 8,444 

N1.mf)er of 
Participat:in:j 

DIployees 

1,317 

817 
500 

Nuni:ler of 
Participat:in:j 

DIployees 

6,665 

53,677 
2,988 



'mBIE 3a - N1.ntiJer of Cases Closed by Major Gl:'rup; of Dlployees, 
October 1, 1984 to Se!pt:eDiJer 30, 1985 

Grarrl Total, All Gl:'rup; 
of DlplO¥ees ................ . 

Railroad Total .............. . 

Agents, Telegraphers & Towermen .. 
Boilermakers and Blacksmiths ..... 
caJ::n1en ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Clerical, Office, station 

and Storehouse .................. . 
Dining car Employees, Train and 
Pullman Porters ................ . 

Elect.ricians .................... . 
Firemen and Oilers .............. . 
Ma.cl1inists ...................... . 
Maintenance of Equipment ........• 
Maintenance of Way and Signalmen. 
Ma.rine Se-r.Jice. ••••••••••••••••••• 
Mecl1anical Foremen and/or SUper­
visors of Mecl1anics .........•... 

Police Officers Below the 
Rank of captain ................. . 

Sheet Metal Workers ............. . 
Subordinate Officials in Main-
tenance of Way ................. . 

Tecl1nical Engineers, Architects, 
Draftsmen and Allied Workers ... . 

Train Dispatcl1ers ............... . 
Train, Engine and Yard se-r.Jice .. . 
Yal:'drna.sters ..................... . 
Combined Groups, Railroad ....... . 
Miscellaneous Railroad .......... . 

Airline Total ............... . 

Airline Dispatcl1ers ............. . 
Conunissary /catering Employees ... . 
Fleet and Passenger Service ..... . 
Fleet Se-r.Jice ................... . 
Flight Attendants ............... . 
Flight Deck Crew Members ........ . 
Flight Engineers ................ . 
GLlal:ds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mecl1anics and Related ........... . 

All rrypes 
of cases 

167 

76 

o 
o 
4 

2 

2 
6 
o 
3 
o 
3 
1 

1 

5 
1 

1 

1 
7 

20 
4 
6 
9 

91 

8 
2 
2 
7 

11 
4 
3 
1 

14 

Represen­
tation 
cases 

82 

39 

o 
o 
2 

o 

2 
1 
o 
1 
o 
2 
o 

1 

4 
1 

1 

1 
3 

15 
3 
1 
1 

43 

4 
o 
2 
5 
7 
4 
2 
o 
7 

Mediation 
cases 

84 

37 

o 
o 
2 

2 

o 
5 
o 
2 
o 
1 
1 

o 

1 
o 

o 

o 
4 
5 
1 
5 
8 

47 

4 
2 
o 
2 
3 
o 
1 
1 
7 

Interpre­
tation 
cases 

1 

o 

o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

41 



TAmE 3a - NlIlIiJer of cases Closed by Major Group:; of ElIployees, 
October 1, 1984 to Sept:eniJer 30, 1985 - Continued 

Represen-
All Types tation Mediation 
of cases cases cases 

Meteorologists ................... a a a 
Nurses ••••••••••.•.•.•••.•.•••••• a a a 
Office Clerical .................. 3 1 2 
Office, Clerical, Fleet am 

Pa.sserte;Jer Sel:V'ice ••••••••••••••.• 3 a 3 
Passerte;Jer service ................ 1 1 a 
pilots ........................... 14 4 la 
Port Stewards •••••••••••••.•••• ~. 1 a 1 
Radio am Teletype Operators ..... a a a 
stock am stores ................. 5 4 1 
Combined Groups, Airline ......... 6 a 6 
Miscellaneous Airline ............ 6 2 4 

TAmE 3b - NlIlIiJer of cases Closed by Major Group:; of Enployees, 
October 1, 1985 to Sept:eniJer 30, 1986 

Interpre-
tation 
cases 

a 
a 
a 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 

Represen- Interpre-

Grarrl Total, All Group:; 
of Enployees ............... . 

Railroad TOtal ............. . 

Agents, Telegraphers & Towennen •• 
Boilennakers am Blacksmiths ••..• 
ca.rtneIl ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Clerical, Office, station 
am storehouse ................. . 

Dining car Employees, Train am 
PUllman Porters ................ . 

Elect.ricians .................... . 
Firemen am Oilers .•....•...•.•.. 
:tJIa.dlinists ...................... . 
Maintenance of Equipment ........ . 
Maintenance of Way am Signalmen. 
Marine service. .................. . 
Medlanical Foremen and/or 
SUpervisors of Mechanics ••..••... 

42 

All Types tation Mediation tation 
of cases cases cases cases 

167 

95 

2 
a 
I 

7 

1 
2 
a 
4 
a 
2 
1 

3 

78 

35 

a 
a 
a 

1 

a 
a 
a 
2 
a 
2 
a 

3 

89 

6a 

2 
a 
I 

6 

1 
2 
a 
2 
a 
a 
1 

a 

a 

a 

a 
a 
a 

a 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 

a 



TI\Bf.E 3b - Nuniler of cases Closed by Major Groop; of DIployees, 
October 1, 1985 to Sept.eJJiler 30, 1986 - Continued 

Police Officers Below the 
Rank of captain ••..•....••.....• 

Sheet Metal Workers ••..•••....••• 
SUbordinate Officials in Main-
tenance of Way ••.••.••••••.••••• 

Technical Engineers, Architects, 
Draftsmen and Allied Workers ... 

Train Dispatchers .••••........••. 
Train, Engine and Yard Service ••• 
YaJ::"drra.sters. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Combined Groups, Railroad ....•..• 
Miscellaneous Railroad ••..••••... 

Airline Tbtal .......•....... 

Airline Dispatchers .••••••.•••••• 
commissary/catering Employees .••. 
Fleet and Passenger Service •••... 
Flee.t service •.••...•..••.••...•. 
Flight Attendants .•••..•••.....•• 
Flight Deck crew Members .......•• 
Flight Engineers .•...•••....••... 
Guards ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mechanics and Related •...••...... 
Meteorologists ..••..•....••...... 
Nul:"ses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Office Clerical •••..•....•......• 
Office, Clerical, Fleet and 

Passenger service ••..••••••••••• 
Passenger service ••.••••••••••••• 
pilots •••••••••••••.••••••••••.•. 
l?ort stewards •••••••••••••••••••• 
Radio and Teletype Operators ••... 
stoCk and sto~es ................ . 
Combined Groups, Airline .•.....•• 
Miscellaneous Airline ..••.....••. 

Represen-
All Types tation Mediation 
of cases cases cases 

3 
1 

2 

2 
1 

57 
1 
1 
4 

72 

3 
1 
1 
6 
8 
5 
2 
o 

11 
o 
1 
1 

2 
8 
9 
o 
o 
4 
1 
9 

2 
o 

1 

2 
1 

18 
1 
o 
2 

43 

1 
o 
1 
6 
5 
5 
2 
o 
5 
o 
1 
o 

o 
8 
2 
o 
o 
2 
1 
4 

1 
1 

1 

o 
o 

39 
o 
1 
2 

29 

2 
1 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
o 
1 

2 
o 
7 
o 
o 
2 
o 
5 

Interpre­
tation 
cases 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

43 



TAmE 4a - Nlmi:ler of Craft or Class Det:enninations am Nlmi:ler of Drployees 
Involved in RepresentatiCll cases, By Major Groops of Drployees, 
October 1, 1984 to Sept:eniJer 30, 1985 

Major Groups of Employees 

Grarrl Total, All Groops of 

Number 
of 

cases 

~1CJ}'ees. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 82 

Railroad Total ......•....... 39 

Agents, Telegraphers & Towennen. 0 
BrakeItlerl. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
ca.ntleIl. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Clerical, Office, Station and 
storehouse Employees.......... 0 

CoI'lCiu.ctOI:"S. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 
Dining car Employees, Train 

and PllllInctn 1?c:>rters .........•. 
Elect.r"icians .................. . 
T~t' Eng' ~ll~ lve lneers .......... . 
Locomotive F~ ............ . 
Madlinists .................... . 
Maintenance of Equipment ...... . 
Maintenance of Way ............ . 
Marine service ................ . 
Mech. Dept. Foremen and/or 

SUpervisors of Med1anics ..... . 
1?c:>lice Officers Below the 
Rank of captain .............. . 

Sheet Metal Workers ...•••...... 
S i gTla.lnlerl. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUlx>rdinate Officials, Main-

2 
1 
5 
1 
1 
1 
2 
o 

1 

4 
1 
o 

tenance of Way................ 0 
Tech. Engineers, Architects, 
Draftsmen and Allied Workers.. 1 

Train Dispatchers.............. 3 
TraillIIlel1. . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
yardmasters.................... 3 
Yard service................... 3 
Miscellaneous, Railroad........ 2 

Airline Total.............. 43 

Airline Dispatchers............ 4 
Commissary Employees........... 0 
Fleet and Passenger service. . . . ·2 
Fleet service Employees........ 5 

44 

Number of 
Craft or Class 
Detenninations 

82 

39 

o 
1 
2 

o 
3 

2 
1 
5 
1 
1 
1 
2 
o 

1 

4 
1 
o 

o 

1 
3 
2 
3 
3 
2 

43 

4 
o 
2 
5 

Employees Involved 
Number Percent 1/ 

6,041 

3,563 

o 
2 

970 

o 
522 

o 
19 

345 
7 
5 

22 
821 

o 

1 

139 
4 
o 

o 

20 
29 

322 
104 
222 

9 

2,478 

24 
o 

226 
761 

100 

59 

o 
* 

16 

o 
8 

o 
* 
5 

* 
* 
* 

14 
o 

* 
2 

* o 

o 

* 
* 
5 
2 
4 
o 

41 

* o 
4 

13 



TAmE 4a--Nuni:Jer of Craft or Class Determinations am NuJIi)e.r of Enployees 
Involved in Representation cases, By Major Groops of Enployees, 
Oct:d:ler 1, 1984 to Sept:eni:ler 30, 1985 - cantiJmed 

Number Number of 
of Craft or Class Emoloyees Involved 

Major Groups of Emoloyees cases Determinations Number Percent 1/ 

Flight Attendants ..•.••..•..••• 7 7 239 
Flight Deck Crew Members ••••••• 4 4 437 
Flight Engineers ............... 2 2 9 
Gl.la1::d.s. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ° 0 0 
Mechanics and Related •••....... 7 7 143 
Meteorologists ................. 0 0 0 
Office Clerical Employees ...... 1 1 48 
Office, Clerical, Fleet and 

Passenger service Employees ... 0 0 0 
Passenger Service Employees •... 1 1 48 
pilots ......................... 4 4 133 
Radio and Teletype Operators ... 0 0 0 
stcx::k and stores Employees ..... 4 4 15 
Miscellaneous, Airline ......... 2 2 95 

* Less than 1 percent. 
1/ Percent listing for each group represents the percentage of the 6,041 

employees involved in all railroad and airline cases in fiscal 1985. 

4 
7 

* 
0 
2 
0 

* 
0 

* 
2 
0 

* 
2 

TAmE 4b - NuJIi)e.r of Craft or Class Determinations am NuJIi)e.r of Enployees 
Involved in Representation cases, By Major Groops of ElIployees, 
C£t:aber 1, 1985 to Sept:eni:ler 30, 1986 . 

Number Number of 
of Craft or Class Emoloyees Involved 

Maj or Groups of Emoloyees cases Determinations Number Percent 11 

Grarrl Total, All Group:; of 
Enployees .................. 78 78 21,848 100 

Railroad TOtal ............. 35 35 2,318 11 

Agents,Telegraphers & Towennen. 0 0 0 0 
Brake1tlel1. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 0 0 0 
ca.nt\eJ1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 0 0 0 
Clerical, Office, Station and 
storehouse Employees .......... 1 1 3 * 

Corrlu.ct.o1:'"S •••••••••••.•••••••••• 1 1 6 * 

45 



TABlE 4b - NlnIiler of Craft or Class Detenninatians ani NlnIiler of Enployees 
Involved in Representation cases, By Major Group; of Enployees, 
0ctdJer 1, 1985 to Sept:eoiJer 30, 1986 - 0Jntirmed 

Major Groups of Employees 

Dining car Employees, Train 
and PullInan Porters •.••..•••.. 

ElectriciaI1S .................. . 
Looamotive Engineers ..••...•••. 
Looamotive Firemen .•....••..••. 
Madlinists ..•••••••••..••••.••• 
Maintenance of Equipment •••..•• 
Maintenance of Way •.•••..•••.•• 
Marine service ................ . 
Mech. Dept. Foremen and/or 

StlpeNisors of Mechanics ••.••• 
Police Officers Below the 

Rank of captain .............. . 
Sheet Metal Workers •••..•••.... 
SigIlCll.Itlen •••••••••••••••••••••• 
SUbordinate Officials, Main-

Number 
of 

cases 

o 
o 
8 
6 
2 
o 
2 
o 

3 

2 
o 
o 

tenance of Way................ 1 
Tech. Engineers, Architects, 

Draftsmen and Allied Workers.. 2 
Train Dispatchers.............. 1 
Trairunen. . . . . • • . • • . • . . . • • • • . . . . 3 
Yardmasters. • . . . • • . . • . . . . . • • • . . 1-
Yard Service................... 0 
Miscellaneous, Railroad........ 2 

Airline TOtal.............. 43 

Airline Dispatchers............ 1 
Conunissary Employees........... 0 
Fleet and Passenger service.... 1 
Fleet Service Employees........ 6 
Flight Attendants.............. 5 
Flight Deck Crew Members....... 5 
Flight Engineers............... 2 
Gl.lards. • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • . . • • • 0 
MechaniCs and Related. • . • . . . . . • 5 
Meteorologists................. 0 
Office Clerical Employees...... 0 
Office, Clerical, Fleet and 

Passenger Service Employees... 0 
Passenger Service Employees.... 8 

46 

Number of 
Craft or Class 
Detenninations 

o 
o 
8 
6 
2 
o 
2 
o 

3 

2 
o 
o 

1 

2 
1 
3 
1 
o 
2 

43 

1 
o 
1 
6 
5 
5 
2 
o 
5 
o 
o 

o 
8 

Employees Involved 
Number Percent y 

o 
o 

677 
205 

1 
o 
8 
o 

561 

126 
o 
o 

481 

113 
8 

40 
12 
o 

77 

19,530 

o 
o 

137 
773 

1,292 
662 

23 
o 

683 
o 
o 

o 
15,546 

o 
o 
3 
1 

* o 
* o 

3 

1 
o 
o 

2 

1 

* 
* 
* o 
* 

89 

o 
o 
1 
4 
6 
3 

* o 
3 
o 
o 

o 
71 



TABIE 4b - Nuniler of Craft or Class Detenni.natians am Nuniler of Enployees 
Involved in Representation Cases, By Major Grc::Jup:; of Ehployees, 
0ct:dJer 1, 1985 to Sept:e.ni:ler 30, 1986 - Continued 

Number Number of 
of Craft or Class Employees Involved 

Major Groups of Employees cases Detenninations Number Percent 1/ 

pilots ......................... 2 2 248 1 
Radio am Teletype Operators ... 0 0 0 0 
Stock am stores Employees ..... 2 2 41 * 
Miscellaneous , Airline ......... 6 6 125 1 

. * Less than 1 percent. 
1/ Percent listing for each group represents the percentage of the 21,848 

employees involved in all railroad am airline cases in fiscal 1986. 
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TABLE 5a -- Ntnnber' of Crafts or Classes Certified and Employees Involved in Various Types of Representation 
cases, October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

Local Unions and/or 
National Organizations Individuals 'Ibtal 

craft Employees Craft Employees Craft Employees 
or Involved or Involved or Involved 

Class Number Percent Y Class Number Percent y Class Number Percenty 
RAIIB:WE 

Representation Acquired: 
Elections ...•...••••....••.•. 4 52 * 1 9 * 5 61 1 
Proved Authorizations ........ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Olanged: 
Elections •••••.•••.••.•.••••. 5 872 14 4 '60 * 9 932 15 
Proved Authorizations .••••••. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Unchanged: 
Elections ..................•. 5 1,627 30 3 662 11 8 2,289 38 
Proved Authorizations •.•••... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total, Railroad •.••.••.•••••. 14 2,551 44 8 731 11 22 3,282 54 

AIRLINES 
Representation Acquired: 

Elections •..•..•••••••••••••• 7 459 8 1 133 2 8 592 10 
Proved Authorizations •••••••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Olanged: 
Elections •..•.......••...•••. 2 109 2 5 92 2 7 201 3 
Proved Authorizations •••••.•• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Unchanged: 
Elections •.••.......•...••.•. 2 238 4 0 0 0 2 238 4 
Proved Authorizations •.•••... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

'Ibtal, Airline ••..•••..• 11 806 14 6 225 4 17 1,031 17 

'Ibtal, Combined Railroad 
and Airlines •••.•••..• 25 3,357 58 14 956 15 39 4,313 71 

* Less than one percent. 
y Percent listing for each group represents the percentage of the 6,041 employees involved in all railroad and 

airline cases in fiscal 1985. 
NOI.E-These figures do not include cases that were either withdrawn or dismissed. Because of rounding, sums of 

individual items may not equal totals. 



+' 
\D 

TABIE 5b -- Number of Crafts or Classes Certified and Employees Involved in Various Types of Representation 
cases, October 1, .1985 to September 30, 1986 

Local Unions and/or 
National organizations Individuals Total 

Craft Errq:>loyees Craft Errq:>loyees Craft Errq:>loyees 
or Involved or Involved or Involved 

Class Number Percent .Y Class Number Percenty Class Number Percent .Y 
RAIIRCWlS 

Representation Acquired: 
Elections ••.•.•••••••••.••••• 3 54 * 0 0 0 3 54 * 
Proved Authorizations ••.••.•• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Cllanged: 
Elections •.•.••.......•.••••• 14 835 4 7 1,150 5 21 1,985 9 
Proved Authorizations ••.••••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Unchanged: 
Elections ••••••••••••••.•.••• 1 239 1 0 0 0 1 239 1 
Proved Authorizations ••...••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total, Railroad ••••...•.••••• 18 1,128 5 7 1,150 5 25 2,278 10 

AIRLINES 
Representation Acquired: 

Elections .•••••.••••••••.•••. 6 4,942 69 2 20 * 8 4,962 69 
Proved Authorizations •••••••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Cllanged: 
Elections ••••.••••••••••••••. 7 752 10 0 0 0 7 752 10 
Proved Authorizations .•••.••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Representation Unchanged: 
Elections ••••••••••.•••.•.••• 2 381 5 0 0 0 2 381 5 
Proved AuthorizationS ••.•.••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total, Airline ••••.•.••• 15 6,075 84 2 20 * 17 6,095 84 

Total, combined Railroad 
and Airlines ••.•••..•• 33 7,203 89 9 170 5 42 8,373 84 

* Less than one percent. 
y Percent listing for each group represents the percentage of the 21,848 enployees involved in all railroad and 

airline cases in fiscal 1986. 
NOI'E-'lhese figures do not include cases that were either withdrawn or dismissed. Because of rounding, sums of 

individual items may not equal totals. 



lJ1 Table 6 - Employee Representation On Selected Rail Carriers as of September 30, 1985 0 

Yard 
Foremen, Clerical, 

Brakemen, Helpers, Office, 
Firemen Flagmen, and Station Maintenance 

and and SWitch- and Store- of Way Train 
Railroad Engineers Hostlers Conductors Baggagemen tenders Yardma.sters house ThTployees Telegraphers Dispatchers 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe ~. BLE lJlU l!I'lJ l!I'lJ lJlU X BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Sa 1 t inure & Ohio RR BLE l!I'lJ l!I'lJ tmJ l!I'lJ RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Bessemer & Lake Erie RR UTlJ lJlU l!I'lJ tmJ lJI'U X BRAC BM.V BRAC X 
Boston & Maine Corp. BLE ALE tmJ tmJ (flU RYA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Burlington NortheITl BLE UTlJ l!I'lJ tmJ UTlJ RYA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Chesapeake & Ohio ~. BLE lJIU tmJ tmJ lJI'U RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Chicago & North Westen) 

Transportation Co. BLE lJIU tmJ lJI'U l!I'lJ RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Consolidated Rail Corp. BLE lJIU lJIU t.mJ l!I'lJ RYA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Delaware & Huuson ~. Co. BLE lJIU tmJ tmJ lJIU RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Denver & Rio Grande WesteITl RR BLE lJIU lJIU LJill t.mJ RYA BRAe BM.V BRAC DSC 
Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range ~. BLE BLE tmJ tmJ lJIU RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Rwy. BLE lJI'U l!I'lJ tmJ lJlU l!I'lJ BRAC BM.V BRAC ill 
Florida East Coast ~. FFRE X FFRE FFRE X FFRE FFRE FFRE FFRE FFRE 
Grand Trunk Western RR BLE BLE tmJ tmJ t.mJ RYA BRAe BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Illinois Central Gulf RR BLE (flU tmJ tmJ tmJ SA BRAC BMW BRAC ITDA 
Kansas City Southern ~. BLE BLE tmJ tmJ t.mJ RYA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas RR BLE lJIU tmJ tmJ lJl'U RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Missouri Pacific RR BLE l!I'lJ tmJ tmJ l!I'lJ RYA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
National RR Passenger Corp. BLE (*) (*) (*) (*) RYA BRAC BMW BRAC AIDA 
Norfolk & Western ~. BLE (flU l!I'lJ tmJ lJI'U X BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie RR BLE BLE tmJ tmJ l!I'lJ RYA BRAC BMW BRAC ATDA 
st. Louis Southwestern ~. BLE BLE l!I'lJ tmJ l!I'lJ WRSA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Seaboard System RR BLE lJIU tmJ tmJ tmJ RYA BRAC BMW BRAC ATDA 
Sao Line RR BLE UTlJ l!I'lJ tmJ l!I'lJ RYA BRAe BMW BRAC (*) 
Soo the rn Pacific Transportation Co. BLE lJIU tmJ tmJ tmJ WRSA BRAC BMW BRAC ATDA 
Southern ~ BLE lJI'U UTlJ t.mJ UTlJ RYA BRAC BM.V BRAC ATDA 
Union Pacific RR BLE lJIU tmJ tmJ LmJ YSC BRAC BMW BRAC ill 
Western Pacific RR BLE BLE tmJ t.mJ t.mJ RYA BRAC BMW BRAC WPYA 

See Footnotes at end of table. 



VI ...... 

Table 6 -- Employee Representation On Selected Rail Carriers as of September 30, 1985--Continued 

Railroad 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Rwy. 
Baltimore and Ohio RR 
Gessemer & Lake Erie RR 
Boston & Maine 
Gurlington Northenn 
Chesapeake & Ohio Rwy. 
Chicago & North Westenn 

Transportation Co. 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 
Delaware & Hudson Rwy. 
Denver & Rio Grande Western RR 
Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range Rwy. 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Rwy. 
Florida East Coast Rwy. 
Grand Trunk Westenn RR 
Illinois Central Gulf RR 
Kansas City Southern Rwy. 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas RR 
Missouri Pacific RR 
National RR Passenger Corporation 
Norfolk & Western Rwy. 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie RR 
St. Louis Southwestern Rwy. 
Seaboard System RR 
Sao Line RR 
Southenn Pacific Transportation Co. 
Southern Rwy. 
Union Pacific RR 
Western Pacific RR 

Machinists 

IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 

IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
FFRE 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 

Boiler­
makers 

and 
Black­
smiths 

BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 

BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 

FFRE 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 
BB 

(*) Carriers report no employees in this craft or class. 

Sheet 
Metal 
Workers 

SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 

SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
FFRE 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 
SMWIA 

SMWIA 

X Employees in this craft or class but not covered by agreement. 

Electrical 
Workers 

IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 

IBEW" 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 

X 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
IBEW 
!HEW 
IBEW 

Cannen 
and 

Coach 
Cleaners 

BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
SRC 
BRC 

BRC 
BRC/'lWU 

BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
FFRE 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
'IWlJ 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 
BRC 

PONer House 
Em'ees and 
Railway 
Shop 
Laborers 

IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 

IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
FFRE 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 
IBFO 

Railway 
Signalmen 

BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 

BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
FFRE 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
(*) 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 
BRS 

Mech. Dept. 
Foremen 
and/or 
Supervisors 
of Mechanics 

( *) 
RED 
(* ) 
BRAC 

X 
BRAC 

BRAe 
BRAC 
BRAC 

X 
MDFA 
( *) 
FFRE 
BRAC 
( *) 
BRAC 
BRAC 
BRAC 
BRAC 
BRAC 
BRAC 
BRAC 
BRAe 
BRAC 
BRAe 
BRAC 
GRAC 
BRAC 

Dining 
Car 

Stewards 

vru 
lm) 
(* ) 
SA 
(* ) 
UTU 

vru 
( *) 

vru 
lJl'U 
(* ) 
(*) 
(*) 
UTU 
vru 
( *) 
(* ) 
( *) 
lJl'U 
UTU 
(* ) 
x 

vru 
(*) 

vru 
UTU 
IJI'U 
UTU 

Dining Car 
Cooks and 
Waiters 

(* ) 
BRAC 
(*) 
BRAC 
(* ) 
HRE 

HRE 
( *) 

HRE 
SA 
(*) 
( *) 
( *) 

HRE 
HRE 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
HRE 
liRE 
(*) 
HRE 
HRE 
(*) 

HRE 
BRAC 
HRE 
HRE 



VI 
N Table 6a -- Employee Representation On Selected Rail Carriers as of September 30, 1985 (Marine) 

Licensed Licensed Unlicensed Unlicensed captains, Floatwatchmen, 
Deck Enginerocm Deck Enginerocm Lighters, Bridgemen, Cooks, Chefs, 

Railroad (Marine) Employees Employees Employees Employees Grain Boats Bridge Operators waiters 

Chesapeake & Ohio Rwy.: 
Chesapeake District ~ MESA SIU USWA 
Pere Marquette District MMP GLLOO NMU NMU NMU 

Norfolk & Western Rwy. GLLOO MEBA USWA USWA 

Table 6b. -- Employee Representation On Selected Air carriers as of September 30, 1985 

Off. Cler., 
Flight Flight Flight Fleet and Stock and 

Airline Pilots Engineers Dispatchers Attendants 

Radio and 
Teletype 

. Operators Mechanics Pass. Serv. Stores 

American Airlines, Inc. 
Delta Air Lines, Inc. 
Eastern Air Lines, Inc. 
Frontier Airlines, Inc. 
Northwest Airlines, Inc. 
Ozark Air Lines, Inc. 
Pacific Southwest Airlines,Inc. 
Pan American WOrld Airways, Inc. 
Piedmont Airlines, Inc. 
Republic Airlines, Inc. 
Southwest Airlines, Inc. 
Trans World Airlines, Inc. 
United Air Lines, Inc. 
U.S. Air 
Western Airlines, Inc. 

1/ Reservations Agents. 
~ Fleet Service Employees only. 

APA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
SAPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 
ALPA 

FEIA 

ALPA 

IAM&AW 

FEIA 

ALPA 
ALPA 

ALPA 

'IWlJ APFA 
PAFCA 
IAM&AW 'IWlJ 
'IWlJ AFA 
'IWlJ IBT 
'IWlJ AFA 
SDA IBT 
'IWlJ IUFA 
'IWlJ AFA 
'IWlJ AFA 
SAEA 'IWU 
'IWlJ IFFA 
1AM&AW AFA 

AFA 
'IWlJ AFA 

'IWlJ 

IAM&AW 

'IWlJ 
1BT 

IAM&AW 

'IWlJ 

1AM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
AMFA 
1BT 
'IWU 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
1BT 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 
1BT 

'IWlJ 

IAM&AW 
ALEA IAM&AW 
BRAC 1AM&AW 
IAM&AW 1BT 
1BT Y 1BT 
1BT 1BT 

IAM&AW 
ALEA IAM&AW 
IAM&AW Y SAFA 

IAM&AW 
IAM&AW 2/ IAM&AW 
1BT Y- IAM&AW 
ATE 1BT 



Table 6 - Employee Representation On Selected Rail Carriers as of September 30, 1986 

YardIren, 
Foremen, C1er. Off., Maint. 

Firemen Brakemen, Helpers & station & of Train 
En;Ji- am Con- Flagmen & SWitch- Yard- storehouse Way Em- Teleg- Dis-

Railroad neers Hostlers ductors Baggagemen terriers masters Employees ployees raphers patchers 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rwy. BIE urn urn urn urn X BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Boston & Maine Corp. BIE BIE urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Burlin;}ton Northem BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Clricago & North Westenl 

Transportation Co. BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC EfotWE BRAC ATDi\ 
Consolidated Rail Corp. BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
CSX Transportation, Inc. BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Delaware & Hudson Rwy. Co. BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Denver & Rio Grarrle Western RR BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC OOC 
Florida East Coast Rwy. FFRE X FFRE FFRE X FFRE FFRE FFRE FFRE FFRE 
Grarrl Trunk westem RR BIE BIE urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Illinois Central Gulf RR BIE urn urn urn urn SA BRAC B<1WE BRAC I'I'IlA. 
Kansas City Southem Rwy. BIE BIE urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Missouri -Kansas-Texas RR BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B<1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
National RR Passerqer Corp. BIE BIE (*) (*) (*) RYA BRAC EfotWE BRAC ATDi\ 
Norfolk & Westem Rwy. BIE urn urn urn urn X BRAC EfotWE BRAC ATDi\ 
st. IDuis Southwestern Rwy. BIE BIE urn urn urn WRSA BRAC B-1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
SOC Line Railroad BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B-1WE BRAC (*) 
Southern Pacific Transp. Co. BIE urn urn urn urn WRSA BRAC EfotWE BRAC ATDi\ 
Southern Railway Co. BIE urn urn urn urn RYA BRAC B-1WE BRAC ATDi\ 
Union Pacific Railroad Co. BIE urn urn urn urn YSC BRAC B-1WE BRAC IlJ 

See footnotes at end of table. 



VI Table 6--COntinued- Employee Representation on Selected Rail carriers as of September 30, 1986 
~ 

Boiler..' Mech. Dept. 
makers PoWer House Foremen 

and Sheet Elec- cannen Em'ees and Rwy. and/or Dining Dining car 
Machin- Black.- Metal trical & Coach Rwy. Shop Sig- SUpV. of car Cooks and 

Railroad ists smiths Workers Workers Cleaners laborers nalmen Mechanics Stewards Waiters 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rwy. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS (*) urn (*) 
Boston & Maine Corp. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC SA BRAC 
Burlington Northern IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS X (*) (*) 
Oricago & North Western 

Transportation Co. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 
Consolidated Rail Corp. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC/'lWU IBFO BRS URSA (*) (*) 
CSX Transportation, Inc. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn BRAC/HERE 
Delaware & Hudson Rwy. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 
Denver & Rio Grande western RR IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS X urn SA 
Florida East Coast Rwy. FFRE FFRE FFRE X FFRE FFRE FFRE FFRE (*) (*) 
Grand Trunk Western RR 'IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 
Illinois Central Gulf RR IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS (*) urn HERE 
Kansas City Southern Rwy. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC (*) (*) 
Missouri -Kansas-Texas RR IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC (*) (*) 
National RR Passenger Corp. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 
Norfolk & western Rwy. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 
st. I.Duis Southwestern Rwy. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC X HERE 
Soc Line Railroad IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC (*) (*) 
Southern Pacific Transp. Co. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 
Southern Railway Co. IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn BRAC 
Union Pacific Railroad IAM&AW BB SMWIA lBEW BRC IBFO BRS BRAC urn HERE 

(*) carriers report no employees in this craft or class. 
X Employees in this craft or class but not covered by agreement. 



Table 6a - Employee Representation On Selected Rail carriers as of September 30, 1986 - MARINE 

Licensed Licensed Unlicensed Unlicensed 
Deck Engineroom Deck Engineroorn 

Railroad (Marine) Employees Employees Employees Employees captains 

CSX Transportation, Inc. MMP GUO NMU MMP 
Norfolk & Westel:n Rwy. GUO MEBA USWA MEBA 

Table 6b. - Employee Representation on selected Air carriers as of September 30, 1986 

Radio am Off. Cler., 
Flight Flight Flight Teletype Fleet am st.cx::k & 

Airline pilots Engineers Dispatchers Att:errlants Operators Mechanics Pass. Serv. stores 

American Airlines, Inc. APA FEIA 'lWU APFA 'lWU 'IWU 'lWU 
Delta Air Lines, Inc. ALPA PAFCA 
Eastern Air Lines, Inc. ALPA ALPA IAM&AW 'lWU IAM&AW IAM&AW IAM&AW 
Northwest Airlines, Inc. ALPA IAM&AW 'lWU Iffi' 'lWU IAM&AW BRAC IAM&AW 
Pacific Southwest Airlines ALPA SDi\ Iffi' Iffi' Iffi' 1/ Iffi' 
Pan American WOrld Airways ALPA FEIA 'lWU IUFA 'IWU Iffi' Iffi' 
piedm:>nt Airlines, Inc. ALPA 'lWU AFA IAM&AW IAM&AW 
Southwest Airlines, Inc. SAPA SAFA 'lWU Iffi' IAM&AW J/ SAFA 
Trans World Airlines, Inc. ALPA ALPA 'lWU IFFA IAM&AW IAM&AW J/ IAM&AW 
United Air Lines, Inc. ALPA ALPA IAM&AW AFA IAM&AW IAM&AW IAM&AW Y IAM&AW 
uSAir ALPA AFA IAM&AW Iffi' Y IAM&AW 
western Air Lines, Inc. ALPA ALPA 'lWU AFA Iffi' ATE Iffi' 

1/ Reservations Agents. 
Y Fleet service Employees only. 
J/ Passenger Service Employees only. 
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'I7ffi[E 7 - Unions Associated With Rail Arrl Air carriers 

ADPA 
AFRP 
APA 
ARSA 

ATJ:li\ 
BB 

mE 
H1WE 
BRAC 

BRC 
BRS 
CMR 
esc 
FFRE 
HERE 
IAM&AW 
IBEW 
IBFO 
Iffi' 

IRSA 
ill 
M&PSCA 
MIU 
PBA-LIRRP 
RaVU 
RYA 
SA 
SMWIA 
'lW 
UAW 
UBCJ 
UPIU 
URSA 
USWA 
U'IU 
WPYA 
WRSA 
YSC 

ADA. 
AFA 
4 

AFA 

Association of Data Processors-Analysts 
American Federation of Railroad Police, Inc. 
AMI'RAK Police Association 
American Railway and Airline SUpeJ:visors Association, 

a Division of BRAC 
American Train Dispatchers Association 
Inten1ational Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron Ship-

builders, Blacksmiths, Forgers & Helpers 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Ergineers 
Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Errployes 
Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 

Freight Handlers, Express & station Errployes 
Brotherhood Railway cannen of United states and canada 
Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen 
Conunittee for Management Representation 
Dispatchers steering Conunittee 
Florida Federation of Railroad Errployees 
Hotel Errployees & Restaurant Errployees Inten1ational Union 
Inten1ational Association of Machinists & Aerospace Workers 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers 
International Brotherhood of Firemen and Oilers 
Inten1ational Brotherhood of Teamsters, Olauffeurs, 

Warehousemen & Helpers of America 
Independent Railway SUpeJ:visors Association 
Local Union 
M&P Shop crafts of America 
Metropolitan Train Union 
Police Benevolent Association-long Island Rail Road Police 
Railway Office Workers Union 
Railroad Yardmasters of America 
System Association, Conunittee or Individual 
Sheet Metal Workers' International Association 
Transport Workers Union of America 
United Autdrnobile Workers of America 
united Brotherhood of carpenters & Joiners of America 
united Papel:Workers Inten1ational Union 
united Railway SUpervisors Association 
United Steelworkers of America 
united Transportation union 
Western Pacific Yardmasters Association 
Western Railway SUpervisors Association 
Yardmasters steering .Conuni ttee 

Air Transport Dispatchers Association 
Aviation Errployees Association 
Association of Flight Attendants 



AI.EA 
ALPA 
AMFA 
APA 
APFA 
ARSA 

ATE 
BRAC 

CAFA 
FEIA 
IAM&AW 
Iffi' 

IFFA 
IUFA 
LIUNA 
ill 
OPEIU 
PAFCA 
PFCA 
SMA 
SAPA 
SD.2\ 
'lWU 
UFA, 

Local 
UF&CW 
u:J:CW 

GilD 
IIA 
!UP 
MMP 
MEBi\ 
NMU 
SIU 
USA 

1 

Air Line Employees Asscx::iation 
Air Line pilots Asscx::iation 
Aircraft Mechanics Fraternal Asscx::iation 
Allied pilots Asscx::iation 
Asscx::iation of Professional Flight Attendants 
American Railway and Airline SUpervisors Asscx::iation, 

a Division of BRAC 
Air Transport Employees 
Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 

Freight Handlers, Express and station Employes 
cascade Ainvays Employees Asscx::iation 
Flight Engineers International Asscx::iation . 
International Asscx::iation of Machinists & Aerospace Workers 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Cbauffeurs, 

Warehousemen & Helpers of America 
Independent Federation of Flight Attendants 
Independent Union of Flight Attendants 
Laborers' International Union of North America 
Local Union 
Office & Professional Employees International Union 
Professional Airline Flight Control Asscx::iation 
Pacific Flight crew Asscx::iation 
Southwest Airlines Employees Asscx::iation 
Southwest Airlines pilots Asscx::iation 
Southwest Dispatchers Asscx::iation 
Transport Workers Union of America 

Union of Flight Attendants, LOcal 1 
united Food & Commercial Workers Union 
United Plant Guard Workers 

Great lakes Licensed Officers' Organization' 
International Longshoremen's Asscx::iation 
Inlandboatmen's Union of the Pacific 
International Organization of Masters, Mates, & pilots 
National Marine Engineers' Beneficial Asscx::iation 
National Maritime Union of America 
Seafarers International Union of North America 
United Steelworkers of America 
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VI. 1985-1986 -- STRIKES HELD TO MINIMUM 
OVER TWO-YEAR PERIOD 

'Ihere were no national railroad 
strikes during the 1985-1986 indus­
try-wide bargaining period. One 
local rail strike occurred in fiscal 
1986. 'Ihe strike record in the air­
lines bnproved from three in 1985 to 
one strike in 1986. strikes of less 
than 24 hours are not included in 
this report. 

A-11478 and A-11479 -- Maine 
Central Railroad/Portland Tenninal 
Co. and the Brotherl100d of Mainte­
nance of Way Employes. 

'Ihe strike against this New 
England railroad illustrates how a 
small dispute can mushroom into a 
major dispute that necessitated a 
Presidential Emergency Board and 
unusual Congressional action. 'Ihe 
Board was involved in this dispute 
over a two-year period. 

'Ihe parties first met with Board 
Mediator Ralph T. Colliander December 
4, 1984. In the months that followed 
all three Board MeJnbers--Helen M. 
Witt, Walter C. Wallace, and Cl1arles 
L. Woods--would assist in mediating 
the dispute. On March 3, 1986, after 
15 months of mediation, 123 a1WE 
members walked off their jobs at the 
Guilford Transportation-owned Maine 
Central/Portland Tenninal Co. system 
over wage concessions, work rules, 
protection and seniority issues. 

'Ihe strike quickly spread to the 
Boston and Maine and Delaware and 
Hudson Railroads and moved to addi­
tional carriers including ConRail and 
the Rictnnond, Fredericksburg and 
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Potomac Railroad. 'Ihe threat of 
picket lines. spreading' across the 
country and conflicting decisions of 
the Federal courts permitting pick­
eting of certain railroads not in­
vol ved in the dispute made matters 
worse. 

Presidential Emergency Board 209 
was established May 16, 1986, the day 
after the U. s. Court of Appeals lifted 
an injunction against the Ei1WE 
picketing of ConRail. Former NMB 
C11ainnan and -Board Member Robert o. 
Harris chaired the board with Richard 
R. Kasher and Robert E. Peterson as 
members. 

'Ihe emergency board's report was 
accepted by the union, rejected by the 
carrier and mediation continued with 
the parties in an unsuccessful attempt 
to reach agreement. After all RIA 
procedures were exhausted and the 
carrier llnposed certain concessionary 
changes, the Congress took action. A 
Joint Resolution (House Joint' 
Resolution 683), passed by the 
Congress and signed by the President, 
authorized the NMB to appoint a spe­
cial three-member adviso:ry board to 
submit a "full and corrprehensive" 
report with reconunendations for set­
tlement of the dispute to the Con­
gress by September 8, 1986. 'Ihe 
resolution provided for a 60-day 
status quo period retroactive to July 
21, 1986, extending the two-month 
cooling off period mandated by the 
Presidential Executive Order creating 
Emergency Board 209. 

'!he NMB appointed ru:bitrator 
Sylvester Garrett to chair the Con­
gressional Adviso:ry Board, so named 



by the NMB, with art>itrators Jacob 
Seidenberg and Gilbert Vernon as 
members. The CAB in its September 8, 
1986, rep::>rt to the Congress sug­
gested the parties adopt the rec0m­

mendations of Emergency Board No. 
209 and, if settlement was not 
reached by September 13 , Congress 
should il11pose the tenns by law. 
Special legislation iInposing emergen­
cy board recormnendations on the par­
ties was signed by the President on 
September 30, 1986. 

At the same tilne, the President 
stated the Administration would sub­
sequently submit to the Congress 
legislation to restrict secondary 
picketing and "restore to the Railway 
Labor Act the same reasonable limita­
tions on secorrlary activity that 
apply. to workers in other indus­
tries." 

The NMB later app::>inted Arthur 
Van wart to arbitrate "unresolved 
irrplementing issues," as marrlated by 
the Congressional legislation. We 
closed this particular case November 
17, 1986 but the controversy still 
continues as Guilford has instigated 
litigation involving the NMBand has 
challenged the constitutionality of 
the prece:ient-setting Congressional 
action. 

In the next fiscal year (1987) 
the SUpreme Court was to rule on the 
legality of secorrlary picketing by 
railroad workers. '!he High Court 
ul tiroately held that Federal law does 
not prohibit secorrlary picketing' by 
rail employees. 

AIRLINES: 

A-11496, A-11497, A-11498, 
A-11499, A-11500, A-11501 and A-11502 
-- Pan American World Airways and 
Transport Workers Union of America. 

One of the most difficult media­
tion cases in recent years went down 
to the wire only to reach a stalemate 
that triggered a strike by 6,000 
members of the Transport Workers Union 
against Pan American World Airways on 
February 28, 1985. '!he breakdown in 
negotiations was particularly 
disappointing to the Board which had 
been in prolonged mediation with the 
parties in a c:orrplex dispute involving 
seven cases . Involved in the dispute 
were airline medlanics and ground 
service employees, p::>rt stewards, 
dispatchers, conunissary workers, 
flight simulator technicians and 
engineers and building service 
elTIployees . 

Main areas of dispute were wages, 
pensions, jab security, contracting 
out and hiring of part-time workers. 
'!he 58 year-old airline, with 400 
daily flights to 90 cities covering 
several continents, was forced to cut 
back its operations significantly 
during the strike. In the days that 
followed the strike the Board, in the 
public interest, held extensive 
IOOCliation sessions with the parties in 
New York. A primary hang-up was the 
union's demand that "employment or 
adequate c::orrpensation" be provided 
for 700 conunissary employees whose 
jobs were eliminated when the company 
sold its food-conunissary operations to 
an outside contractor after the strike 
began. 

Mediator Robert J. Brown, who was 
assigned to the case, held daily 
mediation sessions with the parties as 
the strike continued in an effort to 
achieve a settlement. Certain 
concessions were subsequently agreed 
to by the union and an agreement was 
finally reached. Ratification was 
c:orrpleted on March 27, 1985. Wages 
were increased by 20 percent over a 
three-year period. Part of that raise 
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included past concessions designed to 
give the financially-troubled carrier 
a chance to regain its profitability. 
The 700 conunissary workers were to be 
offered new jobs as they opened or 
they could elect to receive special 
severance payments. 

A-11429--United Air Lines arrl 
Air Line Pilots Association. 

OVer 5,000 pilots struck United 
Air Lines May 17, 1985, after media­
tion continued past the midnight 
deadline in a last-ditch effort by 
the Board to avert a shutdown of the 
nation's largest air carrier. 

Virtually all major issues had 
been resolved, except merger of a 
two-tier wage scale, after more than 
nine months of mediation. united's 
proposal for "corrpetitive new hire 
rates" was based on new pilots re­
cei ving lower wage· rates until 
reaching captain status in 15 to 20 
years. The Air Line pilots Associa­
tion was seeking a merger of pay 
scales by the ern of the fifth year. 

'!hen Cllainnan Helen M. witt arrl 
Mediator Ralph T. Colliarrler held 
marathon mediation sessions with the 
parties in Boston throughout the week 
leading up to the ern of the 30-day 
cooling off period mandated by the 
Railway labor Act. The mediators 
made significant PI'CX¥9Ss as the 
clock wourrl down arrl continued to 
work with the parties after the mid­
night strike deadline. An agreement 
eluded the parties, however, arrl the 
strike began in the early hours of 
May 17. 

'!he next day both sides agreed 
to meet with the Board on May 20 in 
Arlington Heights, near Chicago, to 
resume mediation. Fourteen-to-16-
hour mediation sessions were not 
unusual during the week. Near the 
end of the fifth day, May 24, Cllair­
roan Witt announced at a press confer-
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ence that the parties "after inten­
sive negotiations have resolved the 
contractual issues over which they 
have been bargaining for a year. '!he 
two-tier question is behind us. " 
However, she added, a back-to-work 
agreement had not been reached. 

At 7 a.m., May 25, the Board 
announced after an all-night session, 
the parties were still at odds over 
difficult back-to-work issues, pri -
marily dealing with seniority rights 
of strikers arrl non-strikers in­
volving pilots as well as flight 
atterrlants who had joined in the 
walkout. 

'!his last major obstacle to a new 
contract dragged on for nearly three 
more weeks arrl finally was resolved 
when the parties agreed to a 
''mediator's proposal" to have remain­
ing back-to-work issues resolved in 
court. ALPA' s Master Executive Coun­
cil ratified the four-year contract 
about midnight June 14, 1985, ending 
the 29-day nationwide strike. '!he 
two-tier wage system was narrowed to 
five years with a sizeable reduction 
in wages for new pilots. New pay 
rates were to be negotiated after five 
years arrl, if an agreement could not 
be reached, the dispute would be 
subject to birrling arbitration. 

A-11442--Alaska Airlines and 
International Association of Machin­
ists arrl Aerospace Workers. 

,'!he National Mediation Board had 
worked for eight months to bring about 
a settlement between Alaska Airlines 
arrl the IAM&AW. only on one previous 
occasion had· the parties settled 
without going all the way to the 
strike deadline. '!his round of 
bargaining was to be no exception. 

rue to carrier demands for a 
number of concessions fram the union, 
the parties became entrenched in their 
positions arrl a settlement could not 



be achieved. On March 4, 1985, 450 
mechanics, ranp service am related 
e:rrployees stru.ck the carrier. When 
mediation began in July 1984, l1'Ore 
than 170 items were on the table. 
'!he harrlful of issues that rexrained 
at the time of the strike included a 
15-year wage progression scale, 
contracting out of ranp work, the 
hiring of part-time workers, am 
increased productivity measures in­
vol ving the cross utilization of work 
assignments . 

'!he NMB continued to keep the 
parties in intensive negotiations, 
but there was little give am take 
regarding the issues. other e:rrploy­
ees joined the picket lines am the 
carrier announced it had restored 
operations "virtually to pre-strike 
levels." 

Finally, after 62 days, the 
Board was able to bring about a ten­
tati ve agreement that was ratified by 
the union membership on May 4, 1985, 
ending the strike. 

A-11419--Trans World Airlines 
am Independent Federation of Flight 
Attendants . 

Board Member Helen M. witt am 
Mediator Robert J. Brown worked dili­
gently to stave off a strike that 
began after midnight March 7, 1986, 
by the Independent Federation of 

Flight Attendants against Trans World 
Airlines. '!he case had been in IOOdi­
ation since July 1984. The carrier 
earlier had received sizeable conces­
sions from its pilots am mechanics. 
Working closely with the mediators, 
Chainnan carl Icahn of 'IWA arP IFFA 
President vicki Frankovich headed the 
talks for their respective negoti­
ating teams. 'IWA in the final hours 
of bargaining had reduced its propos­
al to cut flight attendants I wages 
from 22% to 17% but remained adamant 
on work rule changes that were unac­
ceptable to IFFA. Mediation sessions 
that followed the walkout of 5,400 
flight attendants proved fruitless. 
The 72-day strike ended May 17, 1986, 
when IFFA leadership told the members 
to unconditional 1 y return to work with 
no assurance of strikers being 
rehired. 'IWA continued much of its 
operations during the strike, using 
about 2,800 replacements together with 
1,300 picket line cross-overs. 'IWA 
took the position that strikers had 
been pennanently replaced. 
Approximately 800 strikers were re­
hired with 3,800 remaining on a 
"preferential rehire" list. '!he 
union. filed suit in court seeking 
reinstatement of all fonner strikers. 
SUbsequent court action in favor of 
IFFA has prompted 'IWA to seek aU. S. 
SUpreme Court detennination "that 
cross-overs am trainees, as well as 
new hires, have job priority over 
striking flight attendants." 
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Q'\ Table 8a - strikes in the Railroad Irrlustiy: Fiscal 1985-1986 
N 

Craft D:lte D:lte No. 
carrier Qrgani- or of Work of No. of 
(case No.) zaticn Class strike ReSlnned D:lys IssJeS Em'ees Dispositicn 

Maine Central Bro. of Maint- 03-03-86 05-16-86 75 Wage conces- 123 COrgressional 
RR,lPortlam Maint- enance sions; work legislation 
Tenninal CO. enance of Way rules; job imposed rec-
(case Nos. of Way Enployees protection; amnendations 

A-11478 am Employes seniority of E.B. 209 
A-11479) 

Table 8b - strikes in the Airline :rmust:ry: Fiscal 1985-l986 

Craft D:lte D:lte No. 
carrier Qrgani- or of Work of No. of 
(case No.) zaticn Class strike ReSlmw:rl D:lys IssJeS Em'ees Dispositicn 

Pan American Transport Mechanics 02-28-85 03-27-85 28 Wages; 6,000 Agreement 
World Ailways Workers & related; pensions; reached 
(case Nos. Union of port stew- job security; through 
A-11496,A-11497, America ards; dis- contracting mediation 
A-11498,A-11499, patchers; out 
A-11500,A-11501 conunissary 
& A-11502) wrkrs.; flt. 

sinrulator 
technicians 
& engineers; 
bldg. servo 
employees 

United Air Air pilots 05-17-85 06-14-85 29 '!We-tier wage 5,000 Agreement 
Lines (case Line system; back- reached 
No. A-11429) pilots to-work issues through 

Assn. mediation 



Table 8b 0Jntinue.d - strikes in the Airline Irrlustry: Fiscal 1985-1986 

craft: Dite Dite No. 
carrier Organi- or of Work of No. of 
(case No.) zation Class strike ReSlJJDed Diys IsSIv:os Em1ees Disposition 

Alciska Airlines Int'!. Mechanics 03-04-85 05-04-85 62 'lWo-tier wage 450 Agreen'w:mt 
(case No. Assn. of & related system: con- reached 
A-11442) Machin- tracting out: through 

ists & hiring of mediation 
Aerospace part-time 
Workers workers 

Trans World Irrlependent Flight 03-07-86 05-17-86 72 Wage conces- 5,400 carrier 
Airlines 
(case No. 
A-11419) 

Wl'E: 

Federation A~ts sions: work implerrents : 
of Flight rules case in 
Atterrlants litigation 

'!he three-union strike against Continental Airlines which began in the Fall of 1983 was over near the 
errl of 1985. Labor unions representing the mechanics am flight atterrlants unilaterally errled their 
strikes in April 1985. '!he pilots association continued supporting its strike for an additional six 
rocmths, when the strike was tenninated pursuant to an order of the Federal bankruptcy court overseeing 
the Continental situation. Continental am the pilots union consented to the bankruptcy judge sitting _ 
as an interest arbitrator am pennitted him to issue a final am birding decision in the dispJte. 
Settlerrent terns included a back-to-work procedure for striking pilots, severance pay for pilots who 
did not wish to return to work, am an errl to outstaniing litigation. 



VII. INTERPRETATION AND APPLICATION 
OF AGREEMENTS AND ARBITRATION OF 
MINOR DISPUTES (GRIEVANCES) 

Inter.pretatian of AgreE!Delts Readled 
'Ihr<:uID M9diatian (Major Disrutesl 

Under Section 5 of the Railway 
labor Act, the National Mediation 
Board is required under some circum­
stances to interpret contested provi­
sions of collective bargaining agree­
ments reached through mediation. 

Requests for an interpretation 
may be made by either party to the 
agreement, or by both parties joint-
1 y . '!he law provides for the Board 
to make interpretations within 30 
days following a hearing at which 
both parties may present and defend 
their respective positions. '!his 
30-day period is construed as adviso­
ry rather than mandatory. 

In order to prevent incursions 
on various railroad and airline 
boards of adjustment, the Board has 
consistently interpreted its duties 
narrowly under Section 5 of the Act. 
'!herefore, the Board does not accept 
a request for interpretation once an 
agreement negotiated through media­
tion has been implemented, or applied 
by the parties. !my subsequent dis­
pute involving the interpretation or 
application of the provisions of the 
agreement is to be considered either 
by the National Railroad Adjustment 
Board or public law board under Title 
I of the Act or a System Board of 
Adjustment under Title II of the 
Act. 

There were no interpretation 
cases closed or pending in fiscal 
years 1985 and 1986. 
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National Railroad Mjusblent Board 
Hanlles GrievaIDeS CMiror Disrutes) 

'!he National Railroad Adjustment 
Board hears and decides disputes 
involving railway employee grievances 
concerning the application and inter­
pretation of agreements. Its deci­
sions are final and binding on both 
parties to the dispute. 

The bipartisan Board is com­
prised of four divisions on which the 
carriers and the organizations repre­
senting employees are equally repre­
sented. '!hirty-four members are 
authorized to serve on the Board, 17 
representing carriers and 17 repre­
senting labor organizations. 

The first division has eight 
members, four selected by carriers and 
four by labor. 

'!he second and third divisions 
each have 10 members also equally 
divided. '!he fourth division has six 
members, also equally divided. '!he 
NRAB and its four divisions are head­
quarterea in Chicago. A report of the 
Board's operations is contained in 
Appendix A. 

'!he first division has jurisdic­
tion over disputes involving train and 
yard service employees; the second 
division, shop crafts; the third 
division, clerical, maintenance-of­
way, signal and dispatcher forces; and 
the fourth division, water trans­
portation and miscellaneous classifi­
cation. 



When the members of any of the 
four divisions of the Adjustment 
Board are unable to agree on an award 
for any dispute being considered, 
because of deadlock or inability to 
obtain a majority vote, they are 
required under section 3 of the Act 
to atterrpt to agree on arrl select a 
neutral person to sit with the divi­
sion as a member arrl make an award. 
In the event the members fail to 
agree upon a neutral person within 10 
days, the Act provides that the Na­
tional Mediation Board will select 
the neutral. 

The qualifications of the refer­
ee are indicated by his designation 
in the Act as a "neutral person". In 
the appointment of referees the Na­
tional Mediation Board is bound by 
the same provisions of the law that 
apply to the appointment of amitra­
tors. '!he law requires that appoin­
tees to such positions must be wholly 
disinterested in the controversy , 
impartial arrl without bias as relates 
to the parties in dispute. 

Persons saving as referees of 
the four divisions of the NRAB are 
compensated by the National Mediation 
Board arrl are shown in Appendix A. 

[).]ring its 52-year existence, 
the NRAB has closed out 84, 782 of the 
86,493 cases received. Table 9 shows 
that 1,059 cases were closed in fis­
cal year 1986--977 by decision with 
referee, none by decision without 
referee arrl 82 by withdrawal. In 
fiscal year 1986, 1,025 new cases 
were received as corrpared to 1,084 
for fiscal year 1985. 

Special Boards of AdjusbtEnt­
Railroads 

Special Boards of Adjustment are 
set up by agreement of the parties on 
an individual railroad arrl with a 
single labor organization to decide 
specifically agreed-to dockets of 

disputes arising out of grievances or 
out of the interpretation or applica­
tion of provisions of a collective 
bargaining agreement. SUch disputes 
nonnally would be sent to the Nation­
al Railroad Adjustment Board for 
adjudication but, in these instances, 
the parties by agreement adopt the 
special board procedure to ensure 
p:ronpt disposition of disputes. 

'!he board of adjustment proce­
dure began in the late 1940' s at the 
suggestion of the National Mediation 
Board to expedite disposition of 
disputes through an adaptation of the 
grievance function of the divisions of 
the NRAB, arrl as a means of reducing 
the backlog of cases pending before 
the four divisions. 

Special Boards usually consist of 
three members--a railroad member, an 
organization lOOlllber arxi neutral 
chainnan. The National Mediation 
Board designates the neutral if the 
parties fail to agree arrl pays for the 
neutral's savices arrl expenses. 

'!here were 13 new Special Boards 
of Adjustment established in 1985. A 
total of 35 boards convened. There 
were 824 cases closed out during 
1985. 

'!here were 11 new Special Boards 
of Adjustment established in 1986. A 
total of 31 boards convened. There 
were 950 cases closed out during 
1986. 

Inquiries am corresporxience in 
regard to Special Boards of Adjust­
ment should be addressed to staff 
Director/Grievances, National Media­
tion Board, 175 West Jackson Blvd., 
Room A935, Oricago, IL 60604. 

Public law Boards-Railroads 

In 1966 Public Law 89-456 was 
enacted which amended certain provi-
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sions of Section 3 of the Railway 
labor Act. 

The arne.rrlment authorizes the 
establishment of Special Boards of 
Adjustment, known as public law 
boards, on individual railroads upon 
written request of either the repre­
sentatives of enployees or of the 
railroad to resolve disputes other­
wise referable to the National Rail­
road Adjustment Board or disputes 
perrling before that Board for 12 
1IK)nths • (Only one party need request 
establishment of a PL Board. In the 
case of Special Boards of Adjustment, 
both parties must agree before one is 
established. ) 

The arne.rrlment also makes final 
all awards of the National Railroad 
Adjustment Board and Special Boards 
of Adjustment established pursuant 
to the arne.rrlment (including 1IK)ney 
awards) and provides opportunity for 
limited judicial review of such 
awards. 

The National Mediation Board has 
adopted rules and regulations de­
fining responsibilities and pre­
scribing related procedures urrler the 
arne.rrlment for the establishment of 
special boards of adjustment, their 
designation as public law boards, the 
filing of agreements and the disposi­
tion of records. 

Neutral members of Public law 
Boards are appointed by the National 
Mediation Board only if the parties 
are unable to select a neutral chair­
man. In addition to neutrals ap­
pointed to dispose of disputes in­
vol ving grievances, interpretations 
or application of collective bar­
gaining agreements, neutrals may be 
appointed to dispose of procedural 
issues which arise as to the estab­
lishment of the board itself. 

The enployee protection provi­
sions of the Northeast Rail service 
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Act of 1981 have increased the case­
load of the PL Boards. Under the Act, 
the NMB pays for neutrals to resolve 
disputes arising from the negotiation 
of implem:mting agreements that affect 
the transfer of Conrail employees to 
conunuter authorities and other 
railroads. 

The NMB has attempted in recent 
years to increase the total number of 
neutral referees who are appointed to 
adjustment boards to minimize the 
delays caused by heavy individual 
caseloads. 

In . fiscal year 1985, 222 Public 
law Boards were established. Eight 
involved procedural issues and 214 
merit issues. I)rring the year 302 
boards were convened--14 involved 
procedural issues and 288 dealt sole­
ly with the merits of specific griev­
ances. Public law Boards closed 
(decided and/or withdrawn) 6,394 cases 
during the fiscal year. Fourteen 
covered procedural' issues and 6,380 
merit issues. 

In fiscal year 1986, 221 PUblic 
law Boards were established. six 
involved procedural issues and 215 
merit issues. I)rring the year 329 
boards were convened--six involved 
procedural issues and 323 dealt sole­
ly with the merits of specific griev­
ances. Public law Boards closed 
(decided and/or withdrawn) 4,857 cases 
during the fiscal year. Six covered 
procedural issues and 4,851 merit 
issues. 

Amtrak Rail Worker Prutect.ion Plan 

An arrangement to protect the 
rights of workers' adversely affected 
by curtailment of intercity passenger 
rail service, which went into effect 
in 1971, was designed to protect the 
interest of enployees displaced or 
dismissed as a result of the new route 
system created by the National 
Railroad Passenger Corp. (Amtrak). 



Under the Rail Passenger Sel:vice 
Act of 1970, workers adversely af­
fected by discontinuation of inter­
city passEm3er rail service receive 
prescribed protection. 

These workers are considered for 
other employment by the individual 
railroads on the basis of estab­
lishing seniority rules. Because of 
the cutback in passEm3er service, 
some workers could be displaced into 
lower-paying jobs or released. The 
plan is designed to provide protec­
tion for displaced and dismissed 
employees for up to 6 years. 

The plan further provides for 
prompt arbitration of disputes over 
whether an employee is adversely 
affected by train discontinuances. 

Neutral referees are designated 
by the National Mediation Board pur-­
suant to provisions of the Rail Pas­
senger service Act. 

Airl~ syste.m. Boards of Mjl.lSt:nelt 

No national adjustment board 
exists for settlement of airline 
grievances. The Act provides for its 

establishment if judged necessary by 
the National Mediation Board. The 
NMB, to date, has not considered such 
a national board necessary. 

As more and more crafts or clas­
ses of airline employees have estab­
lished collective bargaining rela­
tionships, the employees and carriers 
have agreed upon grievance handling 
procedures with final jurisdiction 
resting with a system board of ad­
justment. SUch agreements usually 
provide for designation of neutral 
referees to break deadlocks. Where 
the parties are unable to agree on a 
neutral to serve as referee, the 
National Mediation Board is called on 
to name neutrals. They are compen­
sated solely by the parties and serve 
without cost to the Government. 
Requests to the Board to designate 
referees have increased considerably 
in the wake of the increase in air­
line collective bargaining agree­
ments. 

A list of persons designated by 
the Board to serve as referees with 
system boards of adjustment is shown 
in Table 5, Appendix B. 
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TABlE 9 - cases D.:x::keted and. Closed by the National Railroad Adjustment Board; 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1986 

cases 

ALL DIVISICR> 

Open and on hand at beginning of pericrl .......•. 
New cases dcx::keted .......••.•.........••.•••.••. 

Total number of cases on hand and dcx::keted •. 

cases closed ••••...•••.••.••••••.••••..•.••..•.• 
Decided without referee ...•..•••..•..•...... 
Decided with referee ••..•......•..••••.•.... 
Withdrawn .••.••......•..•.•..•....••.•••.•.. 

Open cases on hand at close of period ••••••••••• 

FIRST DIVISlrn 

Open and on hand at beginning of pericrl •••••.•.. 
New cases dcx::keted •••.••••••••...•••.•••••••••.. 

Total number of cases on hand and docketed .. 

cases closed ...••....•••.....•.•.••...•..••••••. 
Decided without referee ..•............•...•. 
Decided with referee ••••.•.•..•...•..••..••. 
Withdrawn ...•••••..••.............•......... 

Open cases on hand at close of period .•.......•. 

SEXDID DIVISlrn 

Open and on hand at beginning of pericrl ........ . 
New cases dcx::keted •.....••••.•.•.••...••.••..••. 

Total number of cases on hand and docketed .. 

52 Year 
Period 

86,493 
86,493 

84,782 
12,598 
45,747 
26,437 

1,711 

43,471 
43,471 

43,427 
10,920 
12,884 
19,623 

44 

11,287 
11,287 

1986 

1,745 
1,025 
2,770 

1,059 
o 

977 
82 

1,711 

45* 
27 
72 

28 
o 

24 
4 

44 

655* 
220 
875 

1985 

2,036* 
1,084 
3,120 

1,389 
1 

1,263 
125 

1,731 

105 
24 

129 

82 
1 

81 
o 

47 

819 
311 

1,130 

1984 

2,007 
1,284 
3,291 

1,257 
1 

1,126 
130 

2,034 

300* 
26 

326 

221 
o 

157 
64 

105 

765 
476 

1,241 

1983 

2,109 
1,141 
3,250 

1,249 
16 

1,006 
227 

2,001 

492 
38 

530 

236 
o 

161 
75 

294 

694 
446 

1,140 

1982 

2,268 
1,144 
3,412 

1,303 
3 

1,247 
53 

2,109 

508 
53 

561 

69 
o 

58 
11 

492 

757 
476 

1,233 

1981 

1,664 
1,478 
3,142 

874 
2 

795 
77 

2,268 

512 
69 

581 

73 
o 

69 
4 

508 

562 
523 

1,085 



TABlE 9 Continued - cases [bcketed and Closed by the National Railroad Adjustment Board; 
Oc:::tober 1, 1984 to SepteJnber 30, 1986 

52 Year 
cases Period 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 

cases closed ••••••••••.•••••••••••••.•.••.••..•• 10,815 403 491 422 375 539 328 
Decided without referee .••.•.•...•.••..•.•.• 735 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Decided with referee ••••••.•••••••••••••••.• '8,895 373 406 396 275 535 303 
Withdrawn .••.•••••••.••••••••••••••••••.•••. 1,185 30 85 25 100 4 25 

Open cases on hand at close of period .••••••..•• 472 472 639 819 765 694 757 

'1HIRD DIVISICH 

Open and on hand at beginning of period ••••.•.•• 924* 909 781 792 925 542 
New cases docketed ••••.••••••••••••••.•••••••..• 27,172 684 629 639 507 487 766 

Total mnnber of cases on hand and docketed .• 27,172 1,608 1,538 1,420 1,299 1,412 1,308 

cases closed ••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••. 26,071 507 614 513 518 620 383 
Decided without referee ••••••••••• ~ •.••.•.•. 938 0 0 0 13 3 2 
Decided with referee •••••••••••••••••••••••• 20,668 472 588 485 472 596 359 
Withdrawn ••••••••.•.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,465 35 26 28 33 21 24 

Open cases on hand at close of period .•••..•.•.• 1,101 1,101 924 907 781 792 925 

F<XJRIH DIVISICH 

Open and on hand at beginning of period ••••••••. 121 203 161 133 80 48 
New cases docketed .•••.•••••••••••••••••.••.•.•• 4,563 94 120 143 148 128 120 

Total mnnber of cases on hand and docketed •• 4,563 215 323 304 281 208 168 

cases closed •.•••••••.••••••••••.•.••.•••••••••• 4,469 121 202 101 120 75 88 
Decided without referee ••..••.•••..••..•.•.• 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 
Decided with referee •••••••••••••..•••••••.. 3,296 108 188 88 98 58 64 
Withdrawn •••••••••••••••••••.•.•••••.••.•.•• 1,170 13 14 13 19 17 24 

Open cases on hand at close of period ...•••••••. 94 94 121 203 161 133 80 

* Adjusted Figure. 
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VIII. ORGANIZATION AND FINANCES 
OF THE NATIONAL MEDIATION 
BOARD -- 1985-1986 

Located at 1425 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
Mailing Address: National Mediation Board 

Washington, D.C. 20572 

Organization 

The National Mediation Board is 
comprised of three members appointed 
by the President by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 
The tenns of office except in case of 
a vacancy due to an unexpired tenn 
are for 3 years, the tenn of one 
member expiring on July 1 of each 
year. A 1964 amendment to the Rail­
way Labor Act provides "Upon the 
expiration of his tenn of office, a 
member shall continue to serve until 
his successor is appointed and shall 
have qualified." The Act requires 
that the Board shall annually desig­
nate a member to serve as chainnan. 
Not more than two members may be of 
the same political party. 

Subject to the Board's direc­
tion, administration is the responsi­
bility of the Executive Director. The 
agency has 56 Civil Service errploy­
ees. This total includes 20 field 
mediators stationed throughout the 
u. s. and 10 errployees who work for 
the National Railroad Adjustment 
Board in Chicago. 

The Board perfonns two distinct 
functions Under the Railway Labor 
Act. First, it mediates contract 
disputes over wages, rules and work­
ing concli tions between the errployees 
and the carriers. A party may re­
quest the mediatory services of the 
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Board, or the Board at its own lnl­
tiative may intervene in any negotia-
tions. In either case, once the 
agency's services have been invoked, 
the status quo must be maintained 
until the parties are released by the 
Board. Secom, the Board administers 
procedures in connection with repre­
sentation disputes involving labor 
organizations which seek to represent 
railroad or airline errployees. This 
includes investigating the dispute, 
conducting a hearing when issues arise 
that require defining the proper craft 
or class, and certifying the results 
of the errployees' choice. 

other Board duties include over­
all supervision of office and field 
personnel; liaison with rail and 
airline labor-management representa­
tives; legal activities involving the 
agency, including litigation and 
liaison with the Department of Jus­
tice; public information responsibil­
ities to keep the news media and the 
general public infonned of the Board's 
programs and activities; notification 
to the President when disputes arise 
which could interrupt interstate 
corranerce so that he, in his 
discretion, can appoint an emergency 
board; interpretation of agreements 
reached in mediation; appoinbnent of 
neutral referees and arbitrators as 
required by law; and administrative 
and legal support to the National 
Railroad Adjustment Board. 



'!he National Railroad Adjustnv::mt Board has resolved over 84,700 disputes 
involving railroad employee greivances during its 52-year history. 

Key officials of the NRAB and its four divisions in fiscal 1986 are shown 
in the followirg Iilotos: 

N.D. Schwitalla (right) am J.E. yost, 
NRAB O1ainnan am vice Cl1ainnan, 
respectively. 

Second Division Chainnan .N.D. Schw±talla 
(right) am Vice Chainnan P.V. VaJ:g? 
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First Division Chairman R.K. 
Radek and Vice Chairman M.W. 
Fingerhut. 

Third Division Cl1ainnan W.R. 
Miller (right) am Vice Chainnan 
J .E. Yost. 

Fourth Division Cllainnan M.e. lesnik 
with Executive Secretary Nancy Dever. 



APPENDIX A--1985 

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
(Created June 21, 1934) 

EUKER, W.F., Chairman 
HARPER, H.G., Vice Chairman 
CARVATTA, R.J., staff Director/Grievances 
DEVER, N.J., Executive Secretary 

Accounting for all moneys appropriated by Congress for the 
fiscal year 1985 pursuant to the authority conferred by 
"An Act to amend the Railway Labor Act, approved May 20, 
1926." Approved June 21, 1934. 

Regular appropriation: National Railroad 
Adjustment Board 

Board's portions of Salaries and Expenses, 
National Mediation Board 

Expenditure: 
Salaries of employees 
Salaries of Referees 
Personnel benefits 
Travel expenses (including referees) 
Other Rent 
Communication Services 
Standard level user charges 
Postage 
Supplies and materials 
Equipment 
Equipment Maintenance and Training 

Total Expenditures 

$949,000.00 

$246,142.00 
476,520.00 

28,244.00 
41,024.00 
22,513.00 
15,422.00 
76,633.00 
16,338.00 
12,950.00 
12,471.00 

5,930.00 

$949,000.00* 

* Approximately 19% of this amount other than Referee Salary and 
travel is expended for Public Law Boards and Special Boards of 
Adjustment. 

NRAB GoveI1llIel1t Enployees, Salaries am UIties 

Salary 
Name Title Paid 

Administration: 
Carvatta, Roy J ..... . Staff Director/ 

Grievances.... $31,086.60* 

D..lties 

SUbj. to direction 
of NMB, Admin., 
NRAB Gov' t. Affairs 
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force, there have been pericds of 
crlS1S under the Act, but in the 
aggregate, the system has worked 
well. 'Ihe statute has provided a 
model labor relations policy, based 
on equal rights and mutual 
responsibilities. 

'!he Act has been sucx:essful 
involving labor disputes in the rail-

road and airline industries against a 
background of chan:Je and deregula­
tion. 

In the final analysis, the Rail­
way labor Act works because those it 
covers, over the long haul, usual 1 y 
practice the art of "give and take" 
and depend on good will and compro­
mise to reach final agreement. 

CONGRA'IUIATIONS--During fiscal 1985 two new mediators and a 
hearing officer were appointed to fill vacancies within the 
agency. Mediator Paul O1orbaj ian and Hearing Officer David J. 
strom are sworn in by NMB Chainnan Helen M. witt. Mrs. witt 
and Board Member Walter c. Walace congratulate mediator Richard 
A. Hanusz (center) on joining the staff. 
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Advisory Board to submit a report to 
the House and Senate with recormnenda­
tions for settlement of a local rail­
road dispute. 

Section 9A provides an 8-month 
emergency dispute procedure for pub­
licI y funded and operated conunuter 
carriers and their employees. Prior 
to August 13, 1981, these kinds of 
disputes were historically handled 
under the emergency board provi­
sion--Section 10--of the Railway 
labor Act. 

Only 33 section 10 boards have 
been created to cope with airline 
disputes. '!here has not been an air 
carrier emergency board appointed by 
the President since 1966. 

However, in an unusual action, 
there was a board appointed in 1978 
by an act of Congress. Public law 
Board No. 95-504 was the result of 
legislative action directing the 
President to appoint such a board 
under terns of the Airline Deregula­
tion Act. 'Ihe Board, created 
November 2, 1978, resulted in an 
agreement ending a 620-day strike 
between Wien Air Alaska and the Air 
Line pilots Association. 

Actually , collective bargaining 
resolves most major disputes. But 
when direct negotiations fail, the 
Act I s series of steps have been suc­
cessful in holding down the number of 
potential strikes. 

Mirx>r Di.sp.rt:es 

Minor disputes--and there are 
hundreds of them--arise when indi vid­
ual carriers and employees disagree 
over the interpretation and applica­
tion of existing contracts. Griev-

ance machinery, relatively successful 
in maintaining industrial peace in 
recent years, is explained in more 
detail in a previous chapter. 

'!he Railway labor Act is the 
culmination of nearly a century of 
experience with Federal legislation to 
govern labor relations in the railroad 
and airline industries, all of which 
began when President Cleveland signed 
the Arbitration Act of 1888. 1 

'!he railroads, in the labor 
relations field, were the first u.s. 
industry to be governed by the Federal 
legislation. '!he Act, it should be 
noted, is well adapted to handle 
bargaining of two entirely different 
industries--railroads which negotiate 
on both a national and local basis, 
covering rnost major carriers and a 
large number of unions, and airlines 
which bargain irrlependently with 
unions on a system-wide basis. 

Mediation becomes involved when 
unresolvable issues and situations 
arise in disputes to prevent the 
parties fram taking precipitous ac­
tion that could result in national 
chaos. '!he result has been peaceful 
settlement of literally thousands of 
potentially volatile issues without 
strikes. Additionally, there are 
untold numbers of single-corrpany 
disputes involving every individual 
labor organization and carrier in both 
the railroad and airline industries 
that are settled in direct 
negotiations without the need for 
mediation. 

As with any system or plan which 
seeks to retain freedom of contract 
and the right to resort to economic 

1 other inportant actions included the Erdman Act, 1898; Newlands Act, 1913; 
Federal Control of Railroads, 1917-1920; and Transportation Act of 1920. 
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In mediation the Board does not 
decide how the issues in dispute nrust 
be settled, but rather attempts to 
lead the parties through an examina­
tion of facts and alternative consid­
erations which will lead to a settle­
ment acceptable to both parties. 
OVer 11,800 airline and railroad 
mediation cases have been handled 
since the Board's inception. Only 
350 strikes have occurred in 52 
years. This 97% settlement rate, 
thought to be unparalleled in any 
other Irajor unionized industry, is 
impressive testimony to the work of 
Board mediators and to the Board 
Members thernsel ves. 

Volmrt:ary Arbitration 

When the mediatory efforts of 
the Board have been exhausted without 
settlement, the law requires that the 
Board urge the parties to submit the 
dispute to arbitration for final and 
binding settlement. This is a volun­
tary procedure--not compulsory arbi­
tration. 

Arbitration does not go fo1:Ward 
if either party says "No" . But if 
the parties do accept, the Act pro­
vides a comprehensive arrangement by 
which the arbitration proceedings 
will be corrlucted. The Board has 
always believed that arbitration 
should be used by the parties more 
frequently in disposing of disputes 
which have not been settled in media­
tion. (In the airline industry some 
agreements provide that issues re­
Iraining in dispute, after direct 
negotiations and mediation fail to 
produce a settlement in a predeter­
mined number of days, will be sub­
mitted to final and binding arbitra­
tion without either party resorting 
to independent action.) 

If the Board detennines that 
further mediation will not help the 
parties resolve the dispute, and the 
proffer of arbitration is rejected by 
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either party, a 30-day countdown or 
"cooling-off" period comes into ef­
fect. D..lring this period the parties 
nrust Iraintain the status quo and 
refrain fran self help. 

The Act provides that during the 
30-day status quo period, if the Board 
decides the dispute "should threaten 
substantially to interrupt interstate 
CClI'IUrerCe to a degree such as to 
deprive any section of the country of 
essential transportation service," it 
shall notify the President who, in his 
discretion, Iray then "create a board, 
to investigate and report respecting 
such dispute." 

If the President names an emer­
gency board--usually consisting of 
three mernbers--that body has 30 days 
to investigate the dispute and report 
its findings. If the parties accept 
the findings the dispute is over. But 
the emergency board's reconunendations 
are not binding. Either side Iray 
reject them. If recorrnnendations are 
rejected, neither party Iray act, 
except to reach an agreement, for 30 
more days. The Act therefore pro­
vides the President with a method for 
postponing a strike for at least 60 
days. If an agreement has still not 
been reached, the parties are then 
legally free to act. 

D..lring the 10119" and successful 
history of the National Mediation 
Board there have been 212 Presiden­
tially-appointed boards. In fiscal 
years 1985 and 1986, the NMB was 
called on to provide administrative 
support for several emergency boards 
relating to national rail handling , 
local rail negotiations and conunuter 
rail bargaining, the latter involving 
Section 9A of the Railway labor Act. 
The CoI1g"resS in fiscal 1986 also 
passed precedent-setting, legislation 
authorizing the NMB to appoint a 
special three-rranber CoI1g"ressional 



Why does the NMB have a 97% 
settlement rate? Because of 
mediators such as these who resolve 
cases under the effective procedures 
of the Railway Labor Act. Discussing 
a railroad contract dispute are (left 
to right) Samuel J. Co;p1ata, Paul 
Chorbajian, E.B. Meredith and Richard 
A. Hanusz. 
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their bargaining efforts. 'Ihese are 
referred to as "maj or disputes." 

(2) Ascertain and certify the 
representative of any craft or class 
of employees to the carriers after 
investigation utilizing secret ballot 
elections. The Act states that the 
"maj ori ty of any craft or class of 
employees shall have the right to 
detennine who shall be the represen­
tati ve of the craft or class ... " Two 
types of elections are held--mail-in 
and ballot box. In mail-in, each 
employee appearing on the eligible 
list is sent a ballot along with an 
instruction sheet or explanation on 
casting a secret ballot. A mediator 
monitors ballot box elections and if 
there are eligible voters who can't 
make it to the polls, he or she is 
sent a ballot by mail. 

'!he Board leaves no stone un­
turned to ensure that each employee 
has the opportunity to cast a vote in 
complete privacy to eliminate the 
possibility of coercion or intimida­
tion. The carrier, though not a 
party to the dispute, is notified of 
the outcome of the election and what 
organization will be authorized to 
represent the employees. 

Major Disr;x.rt:es (step-by-step 
Procedures) 

The announcement of an intention 
to change an existing agreement can 
be made by either party in the fonn 
of a "Section 6" notice--so named 
because the procedure for giving 
notices is spelled out in Section 6 
of the Railway labor Act. After the 
notice is served the two sides must 
agree within ten days to confer. The 
conference must be held within 30 
days of the notice and may continue 
until a settlement or deadlock is 
reacl}ecl. [)]ring this period and for 
ten days after the conference erxis 
the Act provides the "status quo will 
be maintained and rates of pay, rules 

or working conditions shall not be 
altered by the carrier." 

Medi.atian-A SUc:xPss story 

When negotiations reach a stale­
mate, either party may request the 
services of the National Mediation 
Board in settling the dispute or, in 
the national interest, the Board may 
intercede without invitation. If this 
occurs the "status 
effect while the 
jurisdiction. 

quo" remains in 
Board retains 

Mediation under the Act is fre­
quently termed mandatory mediation. 
This does not mean mandatory settle­
ment. '!he compulsion lies in the 
procedures of the Act requiring the 
parties to keep searching for a pos­
sible settlement through the media­
tion process--sametimes even longer 
than the parties deem worthwhile. 

However, such procedures are most 
irrportant. 'Ihe authority of the Board 
to ''move in" in a case and to require 
the parties to refrain from taking 
independent action detrimental to the 
nation while under the Board's 
jurisdiction, prevents interruption to 
essential conunerce and also en­
courages the parties to resolve their 
dispute without dealing a crippling 
blow to the economy. This unique 
device is found only in the Railway 
labor Act. 

97% Settlenent Rate 

Each mediation case is differ­
ent. 'Ihe procedures adopted must be 
fitted to the issues involved, the 
time and circumstances of the dispute 
and the personalities of the repre­
sentati ves of the parties. It is here 
that the skill of the mediator based 
on extensive knowledge of the problems 
in the industries served and the 
accumulated experience the Board has 
acquired are put to the test. 



IX. THE RAILWAY LABOR ACT--HOW IT WORKS 

The prirrru:y goal of the Railway 
Labor Act--administered by the Na­
tional Mediation Board--is to main­
tain a free flow of cormnerce in the 
railroad and airline industries by 
resolving disputes that could disrupt 
travel or imperil the economic health 
of the nation. 

The oldest of labor relations 
statutes, having corrpleted its 60th 
year, is as meaningful today as it 
was in 1926 when, in an unusual dis­
play of unity, railroad labor and 
management worked together on the 
provisions and solidly supported its 
passage. The Act was built arou .... rl 
the indispensable ingredient of an 
industrial society--free collective 
bargaining. It is based on the prin­
ciples of freedom of contract and 
maximum self-determination rather 
than goverrnnent coercion. Personal 
ini tiati ve by both parties in reach­
ing settlement is the Act's underly­
ing theme. 

Mart: Ccnplete Il:Nelq:nent. 
of }b:liation 

As one fonner Secretary of labor 
told the Congress: "The Railway Labor 
Act embodies the fullest and most 
complete development of mediation, 
conciliation, voluntary agreement and 
arbitration that is to be found in 
any law governing labor relations." 

The National Mediation Board was 
established when the Act was amended 
in 1934. Coverage under the Act was 
extended to the airlines in 1936. 

I\n':pcEes of Act 

The five basic purposes of the 
Act are to (1) prevent interruption of 
service, (2) ensure the right of 
employees to organize and bargain 
collect.ively through representatives 
of their own choosing, (3) provide 
corrplete independence of organization 
by both parties, (4) assist in prompt 
settlem==>..nt of disputes over rates of 
pay, work rules or working condi­
tions' and (5) assist in prompt set­
tlement of grievances relating to the 
interpretation or application of 
existing contracts. 

The Act, therefore, imposes 
positive duties on carriers and em­
ployees alike, defines rights, makes 
provisions for their protection and 
prescribes methods for settling vari­
ous types of disputes. It also sets 
up machinery for adjusting differ-
ences. 

nrties of the Board 

The National Mediation Board is 
the only Federal labor relations 
agency to handle both mediation and 
representation disputes. Its major 
duties are to: 

(1) Mediate disputes between 
carriers and the labor organizations 
representing their employees con­
cerning the making of new agreements 
or the changing of existing agree­
ments, affecting rates of pay, rules 
and working conditions, after the 
parties have been unsuccessful in 
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'The I ist of mediators, all of 
wham were selected through civil 
service, follows: 

Joseph E. Anderson 'Thomas B. Ingles 
*Olarles R. Barnes Faye M. landers 
Harry D. Bickford Robert B. Martin 
Robert J. Brown E. B. Meredith 
Olarles H.callahan Gale Oppenberg 
Robert J. Cerj an Maurice Parker 
Paul Chorbaj ian Laurette piculin 
Samuel J. Cognata Joseph W. Smith 
Ralph T. Colliander John B. Willits 
Richard P. Cosgrave 
**william A. Gill, Jr. 
Richard A. Hanusz 

* Mr. Barnes became Executive 
Director in May, 1986. 

** Mr. Gill became an NMB Mediator 
in March, 1986. 

NMB Financial stat.enent for 
Fiscal Year 1985 

In fiscal year 1985, the Con­
gress appropriated $6,358,000. 

Accounting for all moneys appro­
priated by Congress for the fiscal 
year 1985, pursuant to the authority 
conferred by the Railway labor Act 
approved May 20, 1926 (amended June 
21, 1934): 

1985 Actual 
Expenses & obligations: 
Personnel compensation ... $4,385,000 
Personnel benefits....... 243,000 
Travel & transportation 

of persons............. 457,000 
Standard level user 

cha.rg-es ............... . 
other rent, communica-

tions & utilities ..... . 
Printing & reproduction .. 
other services .......... . 
Supplies & materials .... . 
Equipment ............... . 
Unobligated balance, 

lapsing ............... . 

362,000 

167,000 
52,000 
79,000 
40,000 
36,000 

537,000 

Budget authority ......... $6,358,000 
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NMB Financial state.rrent for 
Fiscal Year 1986 

In fiscal year 1986, the Con­
gress appropriated $6,085,000. 

ACCOill1ting for all moneys appro­
priated by Congress for the fiscal 
year 1986, pursuant to the authority 
conferred by the Railway labor Act 
approved May 20, 1926 (amended June 
21, 1934): 

1986 Actual 
Expenses & obligations: 
Personneloampensation ... $4,132,000 
Personnel benefits....... 264,000 
Travel & transportation 

of persons ............ . 
Starrlard level user 

d1a.rges •••••••••••••••• 
other rent, communica-

tions & utilities ..... . 
Printing & reprc:x:iuction .. 
other services .......... . 
SUpplies & materials ..... 
Equipment .•.........•.... 
Insurance claims & 

indemnities ........... . 
Unobligated balance, 

laIlSing· .............. . 

434,000 

348,000 

205,000 
52,000 
91,000 
30,000 
58,000 

26,000 

445,000 

Budget authority ......... $6,085,000 



Charles L. Wocx1s (right), whose career in the airline 
industry spanned more than 40 years, was sworn in as a 
Member of the National Mediation Board January 9, 1986. 
Kay McMurray, Director of the Federal Mediation arrl 
Conciliation service arrl a former NMB Board Member arrl 
Chairman, conducts the ceremonies, assisted by Mrs. 
Wocx1s holding the Bible. 
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NRAB Gov'el:l'ment Drployees, Salaries am. DIties - Olntinued 

Name Title 

swanson, Ronald A •••• Asst. Adm. Off. 
szewczyk, Benrice A •• Clerical Asst •• 

Bradley, Rochelle E .. Clerk-Typist •.• 
Lauraitis, John J ••.• Clerk .......... 
Llamas, Florencio M •• Clerk .......... 

Divisional: 
Dever, Nancy J .••...•• Executive 

Secret.a.1:y' •••••• 

Brasch, Roserna.rie ••••• Asst. Exec. 
Secret.a.1:y' ...• ~ • 

Albert, Albert J .....• Clerk (Typirg) • 
IDughrin, catherine A. Clerk (rrypinJ) • 
Vorphal, Joan A ......• Clerk (Typirg) • 
Woods, Lima A .... . ' ... Clerk (Typirg) • 

Salary 
Paid 

15,467.80* 
10,895.32* 

4,177.60* 
2,363.20* 
6,389.88* 

26,667.92 

24,142.96 

2,020.32 
18,545.76 
18,545.76 
12,746.16 

l)Ities 

Accountirg & Auditing 
Assts. in Accounting 

& Auditing 
Clerical & Typing 
Clerical 
Clerical 

Exec. Secret.a.1:y'­
Responsible for 
all Divisions 

Assists Executive 
Secret.a.1:y' 

Clerical 
Clerical 
Clerical 
Clerical 

* Portion of salary relating to Public Law Boards an::l Special Boards of 
Adjustment not included. 

NRAB REFEREE SALARIES - ALL DIVISIONS 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

Duties: The following referees sat with divisions as members to 
make awards upon failure of division to agree or secure 
majority vote. 

REFEREE NAME SALARY PAID 
DIVISION - 1 ---------------------------------------------------

COHEN, H. 
DENNIS, R. E. 
TWOMEY, D. P. 

$ 3,850.00 
8,140.00 
3,410.00 

DIVISION - 2 ---------------------------------------------------
BENDER, T. V. 
CAREY, T. F. 
CARTER, P. C. 
COHEN, H. 
COX, J. R. 
DENNIS, R. E. 
DOERING, B. W. 
DOLNICK, D. 
GOLDSTEIN, E. H. 

660.00 
880.00 

2,860.00 
5,390.00 
5,060.00 
1,760.00 
3,300.00 

220.00 
2,420.00 
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DIVISION - 2 
continued 

DIVISION - 3 

HALL, L. K. 
KLEIN, J. I. 
LAROCCO, J. B. 
MARX, H. L., Jr. 
MCALLISTER, R. W. 
MCALPIN, R. E. 
MCBREARTY, J. C. 
MEYERS, P. R. 
MIKRUT, J. J., Jr. 
MUESSIG, E. 
O'BRIEN, R. M. 
PECK, W. J. 
RITTER, G. T. 
ROUKIS, G. S. 
SHARP, T. P. 
SICKLES, C. R. 
STALLWORTH, L. E. 
TWOMEY, D. P. 
VAUGHN, M. D. 
ZUSMAN, M. E. 

AIGES, S. L. 
BOYLE, G. V. 
CARTER, P. C. 
CLONEY, J. E. 
COHEN, H. 
COLEMAN, W. 
COX, J. R. 
DUDA, N. H., Jr. 
FISHGOLD, H. 
GAINES, J. W. 
HERBERT, E. T. 
KLAUS, I. 
LIEBERMAN, I. M. 
MARX, H. L., Jr. 
MCALLISTER, R. W. 
MUESSIG, E. 
PENN, F. 
ROUKIS, G. S. 
SCHEINMAN, M. F. 
SILAGI, R. 
SIREFMAN, J. P. 
SUNTRUP, E. L. 
TWOMEY, D. P. 
VAUGHN, M. D. 
WESTON, H. M. 
ZUSMAN, M. E. 

2,653.75 
14,207.50 

2,310.00 
1,540.00 

11,935.00 
8,140.00 

990.00 
19,470.00 

440.00 
10,967.50 

4,840.00 
880.00 
330.00 

4,840.00 
9,020.00 

110.00 
3,520.00 
2,750.00 
3,080.00 

550.00 

8,140.00 
3,190.00 

28,160.00 
2,420.00 
7,700.00 
8,140.00 

11,825.00 
6,600.00 
1,320.00 
9,460.00 
4,070.00 

440.00 
3,300.00 

10,120.00 
15,070.00 
10,725.00 

5,940.00 
11,110.00 
11,440.00 
1,320.00 
4,840.00 

17,490.00 
4,180.00 

10,010.00 
220.00 

9,767.50 
DIVISION - 4 ---------------------------------------------------
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LAROCCO, J. B. 
LIEBERMAN, I. M. 

3,685.00 
2,200.00 



DIVISION - 4 
continued 

FIRST DIVISION 

MCALLISTER, R. W. 
MCALPIN, R. E. 
MILLER, R. L. 
MUESSIG, E. 
SCHWARTZ, M. 
SICKLES, C. R. 
SIREFMAN, J. P. 
STALLWORTH, L. E. 
SUNTRUP, E. L. 
ZUSMAN, M. E. 

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 

M E M B E R S HIP 

19,690.00 
10,670.00 

4,620.00 
5,005.00 
3,960.00 

330.00 
4,180.00 
4,620.00 

11,659.94 
7,370.00 

W. F. Euker, Chairman 
J. G. Gibbons 

E. E. Blakeslee, Vice Chairman 
R. E. Delaney (3) 

M. Humphrey (4) 
H. E. Nelson 
J. R. O'Connell 
P. O'Connor (2) 
M. D. Quin 

G. T. DuBose 
H. G. Kenyon (1) 

(1) Replaced H. E. Nelson 12-4-84 
(2) Replaced J. R. O'Connell 4-3-85 
(3) Replaced E. E. Blakeslee 5-16-85 
(4) Replaced P. O'Connor 8-30-85 

JURISDICTION 
In accordance with Section 3(h) of the Railway Labor Act, 
as amended, the First Divisiori of the National Railroad 
Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over disputes between 
employees or groups of employees and carriers involving 
train and yard service employes; that is, engineers, fire­
men, hostlers, and outside hostler helpers, conductors, 
trainmen and yard service employes. 

WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

TOTAL CASELOADS: NO. OF CASES 
On hand at beginning of year ..................... . 
New cases docketed ............................... . 
Cases disposed of ................................ . 
On hand at end of year ........................... . 

105 
24 
82 
47 
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BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee........................... 1 
Decided with Referee.............................. 81 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn) .............•........ 0 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment............................. 34 
Record not closed................................. 0 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee......... 13 

OTHER TOTALS: 

84 

Cases heard by referee ........ ~................... 2 
Cases deadlocked.................................. 51 

CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RY...................... 4 
BESSEMER & LAKE ERIE RAILROAD....................... 3 
CAMAS PRAIRIE RAILROAD.............................. 1 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RY CO............................. 1 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN RW CO....................... 1 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION....................... 1 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR...................... 1 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO....................... 2 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO........................ 1 
SEABOARD SYSTEM RAILROAD ................... ~ . . . . . . . . 5 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANy............................ 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD.............................. 3 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES............................. 24 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS................. 13 
MISCELLANEOUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 
UNITED TRANSPORTATION UNION......................... 4 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES............................. 24 



SECOND DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 

M E M B E R S HIP 

N. D. Schwitalla, Vice Chairman 
F. Celona 
M. J. Cullen 
D. A. Hampton 
E. D. Smart 

(1) Replaced F. Celona 10-7-85 

JURISDICTION 

J. 
M. 
J. 
J. 
T. 

K. Beatty 
C. Lesnik 
Werner 
E. Yost 
Tancula (1) 

To have jurisdiction over disputes involving machinists, 
boilermakers, blacksmiths, sheet metal workers, electrical 
workers, carmen, the helpers and apprentices of all of the 
foregoing, coach cleaners, powerhouse employees, and 
railroad shop laborers. 

WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

TOTAL CASELOADS: 
On hand at beginning of year ................... . 

NO. OF CASES 
819 

New cases docketed ............................. . 
Cases disposed of .............................. . 
On hand at end of year ......................... . 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee ....... ~ ................ . 
Decided with Referee ........................... . 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn) ................... . 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment .......................... . 
Record not closed .............................. . 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee ...... . 

OTHER TOTALS: 
Cases heard by referee ......................... . 
Cases deadlocked ............................... . 

CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1985 

ALTON & SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO .................... . 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RY ................. . 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILWAY CO .................... . 

311 
491 
639 

o 
406 

85 

145 
11 

483 

28 
199 

2 
13 
14 
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CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES--Continued 

BANGOR & AROOSTOOK RR CO........................ 1 
BELT RAILWAY COMPANY OF CHICAGO ........ ·....... ... 3 
BOSTON & MAINE CORP............................. 3 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO ..... ~................. 16 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY CO.................... 1 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP. CO.............. 20 
CHICAGO & WESTERN INDIANA RR.................... 2 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST PAUL & PACIFIC........... 7 
CLINCHFIELD RAILROAD CO......................... 1 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP.......................... 13 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR.................. 1 
DETROIT & MACKINAC RAILWAY CO................... 1 
DULUTH, MISSABE & IRON RANGE RR................. 5 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO................... 4 
GALVESTON, HOUSTON & HENDERSON RR............... 1 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAILWAY CO.................. 2 
GREEN BAY & WESTERN RR CO....................... 2 
HOUSTON BELT & TERMINAL RY CO................... 2 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RAILROAD.................. 1 
INDIANA HARBOR BELT RAILWAy..................... 2 
LAKE TERMINAL RAILWAY CO........................ 1 
LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RR CO. .................. 7 
MAINE CENTRAL RAILROAD CO....................... 14 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO.................... 50 
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO..................... 6 
NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP (AMTRAK) ............. 24 
NEW ORLEANS PUBLIC BELT RR...................... 1 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO.................... 4 
NORTHEAST ILLINOIS REGIONAL COMMUTER............ 6 
PACIFIC FRUIT EXPRESS COMPANy................... 2 
PORTLAND TERMINAL RAILWAY CO..................... 2 
RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG & POTOMAC RR........... 1 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RY CO.................... 2 
SEABOARD SySTEM................................. 33 
SOO LINE RAILROAD............................... 3 
SOUTH BUFFALO RAILWAY CO........................ 3 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP CO...................... 23 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO............................. 5 
TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN. OF ST. LOUIS............ 1 
TERMINAL RAILWAY ALABAMA STATE DOCKS............ 1 
UNION PACIFIC FRUIT EXPRESS CO................... 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD.......................... 1 
WASHINGTON TERMINAL CO.......................... 3 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES......................... 311 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

BROTHERHOOD RAILWAY CARMEN OF U.S. & CANADA..... 163 
INT'L. BROTHERHOOD OF FIREMEN & OILERS.......... 13 
INT'L. ASSN. OF MACHINISTS & AEHOSPACE WORKERS.. 40 
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UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES--Continued 

INT'L. BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS........ 64 
MISCELLANEOUS................................... 10 
SHEET METAL WORKERS INT'L. UNION................ 20 
UNITED STEELWORKERS OF AMERICA.................. 1 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES......................... 311 

THIRD DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 

M E M B E R S HIP 

H. G. Harper, Vice Chairman J. Carter (1) 
W. W. Altus, Jr. B. J. East 
D. D. Bartholomay (3) J. S. Godfrey 
R. J. Irvin M. D. McCarthy 
E. E. Monroe (2) T. F. Strunck 
P. V. Varga 

(1) Replaced T. F. Strunck 8-2-85 
(2) Replaced R. W. Smith 7-12-85 
(3) Replaced H. G. Harper 9-17-85 

JURISDICTION 
To have jurisdiction over disputes involving station, tower 
and telegraph employes, train dispatchers, maintenance of 
way men, clerical employes, freight handlers, express, sta­
tion and store employes, signalmen, sleeping car conduc­
tors, sleeping car porters and maids, and dining car 
employes. This Division shall consist of 10 members, 5 of 
whom shall be selected by the Carriers and 5 by the national 
labor organizations of employes (Paragraphs (h) and (c), 
section 153, First, Railway Labor Act, 1934). 

WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

TOTAL CASELOADS: NO. 
On hand at beginning of year .................... . 

OF CASES 
909 

New cases docketed .............................. . 629 
Cases disposed of .................... · ........... . 614 
On hand at end of year .......................... . 924 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee.......................... 0 
Decided with Referee............................. 588 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn)..................... 26 
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BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment............................ 501 
Record not closed................................ 241 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee........ 282 

OTHER TOTALS: 

88 

Cases heard by referee........................... 175 
Cases deadlocked................................. 662 

CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

ANN ARBOR RAILROAD SySTEM........................ 2 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RY................... 26 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILWAY CO...................... 2 
BANGOR & AROOSTOOK RR CO......................... 1 
BELT RAILWAY CO. OF CHICAGO...................... 7 
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RR........................ 2 
BOSTON & MAINE CORP.............................. 1 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO........................ 22 
CENTRAL OF GEORGIA RAILWAY CO.................... 1 
CENTRAL VERMONT RAILWAY CO....................... 1 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY CO..................... 96 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP. CO ...... ~........ 18 
CHICAGO & WESTERN INDIANA RR..................... 3 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST PAUL & PACIFIC............ 5 
CHICAGO UNION STATION CO......................... 3 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP............................ 125 
DELAWARE & HUDSON RAILWAY CO..................... 6 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR................... 12 
DULUTH, WINNIPEG & PACIFIC RR.................... 1 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO.................... 9 
ESCANABA & LAKE SUPERIOR RR...................... 1 
FRUIT GROWERS EXPRESS............................ 2 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RR CO........................ 2 
GREEN BAY & WESTERN RY CO........................ 1 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RAILROAD................... 4 
INDIANA HARBOR BELT ~ CO........................ 4 
KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.................. 4 
KANSAS CITY TERMINAL RY CO....................... 1 
MAINE CENTRAL RAILROAD CO........................ 4 
MARYLAND & PENNSYLVANIA RR CO.................... 1 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO..................... 21 
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO...................... 8 
MONONGAHELA CONNECTING .RY CO..................... 1 
NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP (AMTRAK) .............. 72 
NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OPERATIONS............... 2 
NEW ORLEANS PUBLIC BELT RR....................... 3 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO..................... 15 
NORTHEAST ILLINOIS REGIONAL COMMUTER............. 7 



CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES--Continued 

PEORIA & PEKIN UNION RY CO....................... 1 
PITTSBURGH & LAKE ERIE RR CO..................... 2 
PORT TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN...................... 1 
PROVIDENCE & WORCHESTER RR CO.................... 1 
SEABOARD SySTEM.................................. 22 
sao LINE RAILROAD................................ 4 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP. CO...................... 51 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANy......................... 6 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RY........................ 8 
STATEN ISLAND RAPID TRANSIT OPERATING AUTH....... 2 
TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN. OF ST. LOUIS............. 10 
TEXAS MEXICAN RAILWAy............................ 2 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD........................... 19 
WASHINGTON TERMINAL COMPANy...................... 2 
WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD CO..................... 2 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES.......................... 629 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

AMERICAN TRAIN DISPATCHERS ASSOCIATION........... 30 
BROTHERHOOD OF RAILROAD SI'GNALMEN................ 51 
BROTHERHOOD OF MAINTENANCE OF WAY EMPLOyES....... 413 
BROTHERHOOD OF RY., AIRLINE & STEAMSHIP CLKS..... 82 
MISCELLANEOUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES.......................... 629 

FOURTH DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 

M E M B E R S HIP 

D. D. Bartholomay, Vice Chairman 
D. R. Carver 
H. G. Harper (2) 
E. H. Nadolny 

J. D. Crawford 
W. M. Cunningham 
C. L. Melberg 
B. Simon (1) 

(1) Replaced J. D. Crawford 6-12-85 
(2) Replaced D. D. Bartholomay 9-~7-85 

JURISDICTION 
To have jurisdiction over disputes involving employees of 
carriers directly or indirectly engaged in transportation of 
passengers or property by water, and all other employees of 
carriers over which jurisdiction is not given to the first, 
second and third divisions. This division shall consist of 
six members, three of whom shall be selected by the carriers 
and three by the national labor organizations of the employ­
ees. (Paragraph (h), section 153, First, Railway Labor Act, 
1934.) 
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WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

TOTAL CASELOADS: NO. OF CASES 
203 On hand at beginning of year ..................... . 

New cases docketed ............................... . 120 
Cases disposed of ............. ; ....... · ........... . 202 
On hand at end of year ........................... . 121 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee........................... 0 
Decided with Referee.............................. 188 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn)...................... 14 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment............................. 112 
Record not closed................................. 9 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee......... 0 

OTHER TOTALS: 

90 

Cases heard by referee............................ 10 
Cases deadlocked.................................. 111 

CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILWAY CO....................... 5 
BOSTON & MAINE CORP .............. ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD...................... 4 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY CO...................... 11 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST PAUL & PACIFIC............. 3 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP. CO................ 3 
CHICAGO & WESTERN INDIANA RR....................... 1 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP............................ 25 
DULUTH, MISSABE & IRON RANGE RR................... 1 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO..................... 2 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAILWAY CO.................... 1 
INDIANA HARBOR BELT RAILWAy....................... 2 
LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD COMPANy..................... 2 
METRO-NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD (MTA)............... 8 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO...................... 3 
NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP (AMTRAK)............... 16 
NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OPERATIONS................ 1 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO...................... 2 
NORTHEAST ILLINOIS REGIONAL COMMUTER.............. 4 
PACIFIC FRUIT EXPRESS COMPANy..................... 1 
PORT OF GALVESTON................................. 1 
PORT TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN....................... 2 
SEABOARD SySTEM................................... 2 
SOO LINE RAILROAD................................. 1 



CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES--Continued 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD CO...................... 8 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO............................... 4 
TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN. OF ST. LOUIS.............. 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD............................ 3 
WESTERN MARYLAND RAILWAy.......................... 1 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES........................... 120 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1984 to September 30, 1985 

AMERICAN RAILWAY SUPERVISORS ASSN. (BRAC)......... 59 
BROTHERHOOD OF RY., AIRLINE & STEAMSHIP CLKS...... 26 
MISCELLANEOUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 
POLICE BENEVOLENT ASSN.- NJTRO.................... 1 
RAILROAD YARDMASTERS OF AMERICA. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 22 
UNITED FEDERATION OF POLICE ............ ~.......... 4 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES........................... 120 
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NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
(Created June 21, 1934) 

SCHWITALLA, N. D., Chairman 
YOST, J. E., Vice Chairman 
CARVATTA, R. J., Staff Director/Grievances 
DEVER, N. J., Executive Secretary 

Accounting for all moneys appropriated by Congress for the 
fiscal year 1986 pursuant to the authority conferred by 
"An Act to amend the Railway Labor Act, approved May 20, 
1926." Approved June 21, 1934. 

Regular appropriation: National Railroad 
Adjustment Board 

Board's portions of Salaries and Expenses, 
National Mediation Board 

Expenditure: 
Salaries of employes 
Salaries of Referees 
Personnel benefits 
Travel expenses (including referees) 
Other Rent 
Communication Services 
Standard level user charges 
Postage 
Supplies and materials 
Equipment 
Equipment Maintenance and Training 

Total expenditures 

$860,000.00 

$246,406.00 
387,860.00 

29,919.00 
32,591. 00 
25,307.00 
34,531. 00 
63,027.00 
12,504.00 
13,428.00 
11,000.00 
3,427.00 

$860,000.00* 

* Approximately 19% of this amount other than Referee Salary 
and travel is expended for Public Law Boards and Special 
Boards of Adjustment. 

NRAB Gove:rnIIe1t Dcployees, . Salaries ani DIties 

Name 

Administration: 

Ccu:vatta, Roy J ..... 
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Title 

Staff Director/ 

Salary 
Paid 

Grievances.... $32,663.76* 

Dlties 

SUbject to direction 
of NMB, Admin., 
NRAB Gov't. Affairs 



NRAB Government DJployees, Salaries am. DIties - Cont.:iIrued 

Name 

swanson, Ronald A •••• 
Szewczyk, Benti.ce A .. 

IJ.amas, Florencio M .. 
Brasch, Rosemarie .... 

IDughrin, catherine A. 

Divisional: 

Dever, Nancy J •..••• 

Albert, Albert J •••. 
Vorphal, Joan A ..... 
Woods, Linda A •••••• 

Title 

Asst. Adm. Off. 
Clerical Asst .. 

Clerk ......... . 
AIS Coordinator 

AIS Cler. Asst. 

Executive 
Secretary ..••.. 

Clerk ('IYPing). 
Clerk ('IYPing). 
Clerk ('IYPing). 

Salary 
Paid 

15,607.80* 
10,993.32* 

6,987.36* 
12,183.48* 

9,689.04* 

$27,082.96 

11,688.24 
19,378.08 
13,679.?5 

Dlties 

Acct. & Auditing 
Assists in Acct. 

& Auditing 
Clerical 
Coord. Automated 
Infonnation System 

Assists in Coord. 
Automated Info. Sys. 

Executive Secretary­
Responsible for all 
Divisions 
Clerical 
Clerical 
Clerical 

* Portion of salary relating to Public law Boards and Special Boards of 
Adjustment not included. 

Duties: 

NRAB REFEREE SALARIES -- ALL DIVISIONS 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

The following referees sat with divisions as members to make 
awards upon failure of division to agree or secure majority 
vote. 

REFEREE NAME SALARY PAID 
DIVISION - 1 ---------------------------------------------------

LAROCCO, J. B. 
TWOMEY, D. P. 

6,655.00 
1,980.00 

DIVISION - 2 ---------------------------------------------------
BRIGGS, S. R. 
CARTER, P. C. 
COHEN, H. 
COX, J. R. 
GOLDSTEIN, E. H. 
HALL, L. K. 
KLEIN, J. I. 
LAROCCO, J. B. 
MARX, H. L., Jr. 
MCALLISTER, R. W. 
MCALPIN, R. E. 

11,660.00 
4,180.00 

13,860.00 
770.00 

15,400.00 
6,847.50 

12,155.00 
385.00 
220.00 

13,860.00 
16,060.00 
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DIVISION - 2 
continued 

DIVISION - 3 

MEYERS, P. R. 
MUESSIG, E. 
NELSON, R. 
PECK, W. J. 
ROUKIS, G. S. 
SCHOONOVER, T. E. 
SHARP, T. P. 
STALLWORTH, L. E. 
VAN WART, A. T., Sr. 
ZUSMAN, M. E. 

BENN, E. H. 
BOYLE, G. V. 
CARTER, P. C. 
CLONEY, J. E. 
COHEN, H. 
COX, J. R. 
DENNIS, R. E. 
DUDA, N. H., Jr. 
FISHGOLD, H. 
GAINES, J. W. 
GOLD, C. H. 
HARRIS, P. 
JOHNSON, J. R. 
LAROCCO, J. B. 
LIEBERMAN, I. M. 
MARX, H. L., Jr. 
MCALLISTER, R. W. 
MEYERS, P. R. 
MUESSIG, E. 
ROUKIS, G. S. 
SCHOONOVER, T. E. 
SICKLES, J. A. 
STALLWORTH, L. E. 
TWOMEY, D. P. 
VAUGHN, M. D. 
VERNON, G. H. 
ZUSMAN, M. E. 

9,900.00 
6,682.50 
5,060.00 
4,565.00 
1,210.00 
1,100.00 

11,660.00 
880.00 
440.00 
550.00 

5,060.00 
2,970.00 
9,130.00 
4,345.00 
1,870.00 

440.00 
660.00 

3,410.00 
1,980.00 

19,140.00 
10,120.00 
2,640.00 
1,320.00 
1,705.00 

220.00 
7,480.00 
7,645.00 
6,380.00 
2,475.00 
7,590.00 

440.00 
330.00 

6,380.00 
4,180.00 

880.00 
1,320.00 

20,900.00 
DIVISION - 4 ---------------------------------------------------
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EISCHEN, D. E. 
JOHNSON, J. R. 
LAROCCO, J. B. 
MARX, H. L., Jr. 
MCALLISTER, R. W. 
MCALPIN, R. E. 
MILLER, R. L. 
MUESSIG, E. 
O'BRIEN, R. M. 
SCHEINMAN, M. F. 
STALLWORTH, L. E. 
SUNTRUP, E. L. 
ZUSMAN, M. E. 

2,640.00 
4,400.00 
1,430.00 
3,740.00 
1,980.00 
5,720.00 

440.00 
2,640.00 
7,700.00 
1,320.00 
5,500.00 
3,190.00 
3,080.00 



FIRST DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1986 

M E M B E R 

R. K. Radek, Chairman W. F. 
R. E. Delaney G. E. 
G. T. DuBose J. G. 
G. D. DeBolt (2) M. W. 

S HIP 

Euker, Vice 
Bruce (5) 
Gibbons 
Fingerhut, 

H. G. Kenyon M. Humphrey 
L. W. Swert (1) J. E. Roots (3) 

(1) Replaced H. G. Kenyon 8-19-86 
(2) Replaced R. E. Delaney 9-15-86 
(3) Replaced W. F. Euker 1-31-86 

Chairman 

Vice Chairman (4) 

(4) Replaced J. S. Gibbons 3-15-86; Elected Vice Chairman 6/11/86 
(5) Replaced J. E. Roots 9-12-86 

JURISDICTION 
In accordance with section 3(h) of the Railway Labor Act, 
as amended, the First Division of the National Railroad 
Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over disputes between 
employes or groups of employes and carriers involving 
train and yard service employes; that is, engineers, fire­
men, hostlers, and outside hostler helpers, con~uctors, 

. trainmen and yard service employes. 

WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

TOTAL CASELOADS: NO. OF CASES 
On hand at beginning of year...................... 45* 
New. cases docketed................................ 27 
Cases disposed of................................. 28** 
On hand at end of year............................ 44 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee.·.......................... 0 
Decided with Referee.............................. 24 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn)...................... 4 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment............................. 29 
Record not closed................................. 12 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee......... 3 

OTHER TOTALS: 
Cases heard by referee............................ 2 
Cases deadlocked.................................. 20 

* Adjusted figure. 
** Does not include second award on one (1) docket. 
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CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RY..................... 1 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO.......................... 1 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP CO.................. 4 
DELAWARE & HUDSON RAILWAY CO....................... 3 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO...................... 10 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RR CO.......................... 1 
IOWA INTERSTATE RAILWAY CO......................... 1 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO....................... 1 
NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OPERATIONS................. 1 
SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA TRANSP. AUTH............. 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD CO.......................... 1 
WINSTON -SALEM SOUTHBOUND........................... 2 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES............................ 27 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS................ 11 
MISCELI.A.NEOUS ........... . 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 5 
UNITED TRANSPORTATION UNION........................ 11 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES............................ 27 

SECOND DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1986 

M E M B E R S HIP 

N. D. Schwitalla, Chairman P. 
F. Celona J. 
M. J. Cullen A. 
C. D. Easley (1) M. 
D. A. Hampton R. 
R. A. Johnson (2) T. 
E. D. Smart M. 

J. 

(1) Replaced F. Celona 10-7-85 
(2) Replaced E. D. Smart 10-1-85 

V. Varga, Vice Chairman (3) 
K. Beatty 
D. Dula (4) 
W. Fingerhut, Vice Chairman 
L. Hicks (5) 
N. Tancula 
C. Lesnik 
E. Yost 

(3) Replaced M. W. Fingerhut 3-15-86; elected Vice Chairman 6-11-86 
(4) Replaced M. C. Lesnik 3-15-86 
(5) Replaced J. E. Yost 3-15-86 
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JURISDICTION 
To have jurisdiction over disputes involving machinists, 
boilermakers, blacksmiths, sheet metal workers, electri­
cal workers, carmen, the helpers and apprentices of all 
of the foregoing, coach cleaners, powerhouse employees, 
and railroad shop laborers. 

WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

TOTAL.CASELOADS: NO. OF CASES 
On hand at beginning of year .•................... 
New cases docketed .............................. . 
Cases disposed of ... ~ ........................... . 
On hand at end of year .......................... . 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee ......................... . 
Decided with Referee ............................ . 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn) .....•............... 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment ........................... . 
Record not closed ............................... . 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee ....... . 

OTHER TOTALS: 
Cases heard by referee .......................... . 
Cases deadlocked ................................ . 

* Adjusted figure. 
** Does not include second award on two (2) dockets. 

CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

655* 
220 
403** 
472 

0 
373 

30 

414 
4 

54 

29 
525 

ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RY................... 7 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILWAY CO...................... 11 
BELT RAILWAY CO. OF CHICAGO...................... 2 
BIRMINGHAM SOUTHERN RR CO........................ 5 
BOSTON & MAINE CORP.............................. 2 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO........................ 18 
CENTRAL OF GEORGIA RAILWAY CO.................... 1 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY CO..................... 5 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP. CO............... 31 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST PAUL & PACIFIC............ 2 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP........................... 13 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR................... 4 
DULUTH, MISSABE & IRON RANGE RR.................. 2 
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CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES -- Continued 

ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO.................... 1 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RR CO ........ :............... 2 
HOUSTON BELT & TERMINAL RY CO.................... 1 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR......................... 3 
INDIANA HARBOR BELT RY........................... 4 
IOWA INTERSTATE RAILWAY CO....................... 1 
IOWA RAILROAD COMPANy............................ 1 
KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RY CO....................... 3 
LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RR CO..................... 3 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO..................... 7 
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO ..... ~................ 9 
NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP (AMTRAK).............. 12 
NORTHEAST ILLINOIS REGIONAL COMMUTER............. 3 
NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OPERATIONS............... 1 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO..................... 9 
PORT AUTHORITY TRANS-HUDSON...................... 1 
RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG-& POTOMAC RR............ 1 
SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD..................... 1 
SEABOARD SySTEM ....................... ~ . . . . . . . . . . 21 
sao LINE RAILROAD................................ 3 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP. CO...................... 16 
SOUTHERN RAILWAy.................................. 7 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAy................... 3 
TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN. OF ST. LOUIS............. 2 
TEXAS MEXICAN RAILWAY CO......................... 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD........................... 1 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES.......................... 220 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

BROTHERHOOD RAILWAY CARMEN OF U.S. & CANADA...... 110 
INT'L. BROTHERHOOD OF FIREMEN & OILERS........... 10 
INT'L. ASSN. OF MACHINISTS & AEROSPACE WORKERS... 21 
INT'L. BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS......... 49 
MISCELlANEOUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 
SHEET METAL WORKERS INT'L. UNION................. 18 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES.......................... 220 

98 



THIRD DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1986 

M E M B E R S HIP 

W. R. Miller, Chairman J. E. Yost, Vice Chairman (3) 
W. W. Altus, Jr. (1) B. J. East 
D. D. Bartholomay J. S. Godfrey 
R. J. Irvin M. D. McCarthy 
E. E. Monroe J. W. Carter 
V. M. Speakman (2) P. V. Varga 

(1) Retired 10-1-85 
(2) Replaced W. W. Altus, Jr. 10-1-85 
(3) Replaced P. V; Varga 3-15-86 

JURISDICTION 
To have jurisdiction over disputes involving station, 
tower and telegraph employes, train dispatchers, mainte­
nance of way men, clerical employes, freight handlers, 
express, station and store employes, signalmen, sleeping 
car conductors, sleeping car porters and maids, and 
dining car employes. This Division shall consist of 10 
members, 5 of whom shall be selected by the Carriers and 
5 by the national labor organizations of employes (Para­
graphs (h) and (c), section 153, First, Railway Labor 
Act, 1934). 

WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

TOTAL CASELOADS: 
On hand at beginning of year ..................... . 

NO. OF CASES 
924 

New cases docketed ............................... . 684 
Cases disposed of ................................ . 507* 
On hand at end of year ........................... . 1101 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee........................... 0 
Decided with Referee.............................. 472 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn)...................... 35 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment............................. 501 
Record not c1 osed. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee......... 359 

OTHER TOTALS: 
Cases heard by referee............................ \ 64 
Cases deadlocked.................................. 653 

* Does not include second award on one (1) docket. 
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CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

ALTON & SOUTHERN RAILROAD CO...................... 1 
ANN ARBOR RAILWAY SySTEM.......................... 1 
ARKANSAS, LOUISIANA & MISSOURI RR................. 1 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RY.................... 36 
BALTIMORE & OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL................. 1 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILWAY CO....................... 12 
BAY COLONY RAILROAD CORP.......................... 1 
BELT RAILWAY COMPANY OF CHICAGO................... 9 
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RR......................... 2 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD CO................... 23 
CANADIAN PACIFI C LTD.............................. 3 
CENTRAL OF GEORGIA RAILWAY CO..................... 1 
CENTRAL VERMONT RAILWAY CO........................ 2 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY CO ... "................... 50 
CHICAGO & ILLINOIS MIDLAND RR..................... 1 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP CO................. 13 
CHICAGO & WESTERN INDIANA RR...................... 3 
CHICAGO UNION STATION CO.......................... 1 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST PAUL & PACIFIC............. 5 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP............................ 189 
DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NORTH WESTERN RY......... 2 
DELAWARE & HUDSON RAILWAY CO...................... 20 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR.................... 12 

"DETROIT, TOLEDO & IRONTON RR...................... 7 
DULUTH, MISSABE & IRON RANGE...................... 13 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO..................... 14 
HOUSTON BELT & TERMINAL RY CO..................... 5 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RAILROAD.................... 1 
KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RY CO........................ 13 
LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD CO.......................... 3 
LOUISIANA & ARKANSAS RAILWAy...................... 3 
MAINE CENTRAL RAILROAD CO......................... 3 
METRO NORTH RAILROAD (MTA)........................ 3 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO...................... 10 
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO....................... 8 
NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP (AMTRAK)............... 85 
NORTHEAST ILLINOIS REGIONAL COMMUTER RR........... 1 
NEW ORLEANS PUBLIC BELT RR........................ 3 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO...................... 9 
OKLAHOMA, KANSAS & TEXAS RY CO.................... 3 
PORT AUTHORITY TRANS-HUDSON....................... 2 
PORT TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN....................... 1 
RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG & POTOMAC RR............. 2 
RIVER TERMINAL RAILROAD CO........................ 2 
SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD...................... 1 
SEABOARD SySTEM................................... 19 
sao LINE RAILROAD................................. 15 
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CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES--Continued 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP. CO....................... 20 
SOUTHERN RAILWAy.................................. 6 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RY......................... 8 
TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN. OF ST. LOUIS.............. 9 
TEXAS MEXICAN RAILWAY CO.......................... 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD............................ 23 
WASHINGTON TERMINAL CO............................ 1 
WESTERN WEIGHING & INSPECTION BUREAU.............. 1 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES........................... 684 

UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

AMERICAN TRAIN DISPATCHERS ASSN................... 27 
BROTHERHOOD OF RAILROAD SIGNALMEN................. 57 
BROTHERHOOD OF MAINTENANCE OF WAY EMPLOyES........ 459 
BROTHERHOOD OF RY., AIRLINE & STEAMSHIP CLKS...... 83 
MISCELLANEOUS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES........................... 684 

FOURTH DIVISION 
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
FISCAL YEAR 1986 

M E M B E R S HIP 

D. R. Carver, Chairman (3) M. C. Lesnik, Vice Chairman (5) 
F. Ferlin (2) W. M. Cunningham 
H. G. Harper (1) B. E. Simon 
E. H. Nadolny, Chairman A. D. Dula (4) 

C. L. Melberg 

(1) Retired 8-30-86 
(2) Replaced E. H. Nadolny 1-1-86 
(3) Replaced E. H. Nadolny as Chairman 1-1-86 
(4) Replaced C. L. Melberg 1-31-86 
(5) Replaced A. D. Dula 3-15-86 and elected Vice Chairman 3-86 

JURISDICTION 
To have jurisdiction over disputes involving employees of 
carriers directly or indirectly engaged in transportation 
of passengers or property by water, and all other employ­
ees of carriers over which jurisdiction is not given to 
the first, second and third divisions. This division 
shall consist of six members, three of whom shall be se­
lected by the carriers and three by the national labor 
organizations of the employees. (Paragraph (h), section 
153, First, Railway Labor Act, 1934.) 
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WORKLOAD REPORT - DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

TOTAL CASELOADS: NO. OF CASES 
On hand at beginning of year...................... 121 
New cases docketed................................ 94 
Cases disposed of................................. 121 
On hand at end of year............................ 94 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES DISPOSED OF: 
Decided without Referee........................... 0 
Decided with Referee.............................. 108 
Otherwise closed (withdrawn)...................... 13 

BREAKDOWN OF CASES ON HAND: 
In Referee Assignment............................. 85 
Record not closed................................. 9 
Record closed but not assigned to Referee......... 0 

OTHER TOTALS: 
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Cases heard by referee............................ 56 
Cases deadlocked.................................. 90 

CARRIERS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILWAY CO........................ 14 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD....................... 7 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAy.......................... 2 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANSP. CO................. 6 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP............................. 17 
DELAWARE OTSEGO SySTEM............................. 1 
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR..................... 2 
HOUSTON BELT & TERMINAL RAILWAy.................... 2 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RAILROAD..................... 2 
INDIANA HARBOR BELT RAILWAy........................ 2 
LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD CO........................... 5 
METRO NORTH RAILROAD (MTA)......................... 1 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO .. :.................... 2 
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO........................ 1 
NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP. (AMTRAK)............... 9 
NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OPERATIONS................. 3 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO....................... 5 
PACIFIC FRUIT EXPRESS COMPANy...................... 1 
PITTSBURGH & CONNEAUT DOCK CO...................... 1 
RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG & POTOMAC RR.............. 1 
sao LINE RAILROAD.................................. 3 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSP. CO........................ 5 
TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSN. OF ST. LOUIS............... 1 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD CO.......................... 1 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES............................ 94 



UNIONS PARTY TO DOCKETED CASES 
October 1, 1985 to September 30, 1986 

AMERICAN RAILWAY SUPERVISORS ASSN (BRAC)........... 46 
BROTHERHOOD RAILWAY CARMEN OF U.S. & CANADA........ 1 
BROTHERHOOD OF RY., AIRLINE & STEAMSHIP CLKS....... 7 
~][~c:~~~~(){]~. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 
POLICE BENEVOLENT ASSN.-NJTRO...................... 3 
RAILROAD YARDMASTERS OF AMERICA.................... 31 
RAILWAY PATROLMEN'S INT'L UNION (BRAC)............. 1 
UNITED STEELWORKERS OF AMERICA...................... 1 

TOTAL DOCKETED CASES............................ 94 
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APPENDIX B--1985 

1. NEl1I'RALS APPOlNI'ED PURSUAm' 'ID roBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW 00ARrS), FISCAL YEAR 1985 
--------------

DATE OF PIE 
TYPE CITY STATE APPOIN1'MENl' NO. PARrIES 

DENNIS, R. E. 3 NEW YORK NY 10/23/84 1660 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
BRAC 

SlMI'RlJP, E. L. 3 EVANS'roN IL 10/15/84 2998 SEABOARD COAST LINE RR 
BM &BK 

BRa-m, D. H. 2 SHERMAN TX 01/21/85 3098 ATCHISON, 'IDPEKA & SANrA FE RR 
UTU 

PETERSON, R. E. 3 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 12/03/84 3169 BANGOR & AROOSTOOK RR CO 
UTU 

ROUKIS, G. S. 2 MANHASSET HILLS NY 03/11/85 3190 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
UTU 

COHEN, H. 3 UNIVERSITY HEIGffI'S OH 06/17/85 3229 BURLINGKN NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 

VAN WART, A. T., JR. 2 SALEM NJ 06/24/85 3289 FORT WJRl'H & DENVER ~ CO. 
BLE 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTI!oK)RE MD 10/10/84 3393 EIJ:;IN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO 
UTU 

IARNEY, G. E. 3 EVANS'roN IL 11/02/84 3413 SO) LINE 
BRAC 

SEMPLlNER, A. W. 2 GROOSEPOlNI'E FARMS MI 03/11/85 3427 COORAI~SOLIll1\TED RAIL CORP 

LIEBERMAN,!. M. 2 STAMFORD 

MlJESSIG, E. J. 3 ARLING'roN 

ROADLEY, C. R. 2 WILLIAMSBURG 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASHING'roN 

O'BRIEN, R. M. 2 MIL'IDN 

'IWJMEY, D. P. 2 QUINCY 

EISQiEN, D. E. 2 InIACA 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTI!oK)RE 

LIEBERMAN, I. M. 1 STAMFORD 

MCXJRE, P. J. 2 OKI..AH<lo1A CITY 

EISCHEN, D. E. 2 ITHACA 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK 

RASHER, R. R. 2 BRYN MAWR 

VE~, G. H. 3 EAU CLAIRE 
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UTU 
CT 06/24/85 3483 SOUTHERN PACIFIC RR CO 

BRAC 
VA 12/03/84 3514 COORAI~SOLIll1\TED RAIL CORP 

BMWE 
VA 10/10/84 3564 /OIlJNGAHEIA RAILWAY CO. 

UTU 
DC 07/15/85 3578 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 

BRAC 
MA 11/26/84 3596 CUYAHOGA VALLEY RY. CO. 

UTU 
MA 10/16/84 3607 BURLINGKN NORTHERN RR CO 

lAM & AW 
NY 10/01/84 3623 UNION PACIFIC RR 

BLE 
MD 11/06/84 3624 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANrA FE RW 

UTU 
CT 01/02/85 3629 METRO NORTH RAILROAD (Ml'A) 

CONRAIlr-OONSOLlmTED RAIL CORP 
IBT 

OK 01/08/85 3631 w:; ANGELES JUNCTlOO ~ CO 
UTU 

NY 07/29/85 3638 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR 00. 
BLE 

NY 10/02/84 3650 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR 00. 
BRAC 

PA 10/22/84 3654 ILLINOIS CENl'RAL GULF RR 00. 
UTU 

WI 01/22/85 3654 ILLINOIS CENl'RAL GULF RR 00. 
UTU 



1. NEm'RALS APPOINI'ED PURSUANI' ro PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW OOARDS), 1985--CONTINUED 

DATE OF PU3 
NAME 'IYPE CITY STATE APPOINTMENT NO. PARrIES 

LIEBERMAN, 1. M. 2 STAMFORD CT 10/16/84 3671 BURLIOO'l'OO OORTHERN RR OJ 
UTU 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 12/03/84 3672 UNION PACIFIC RR 
U'IU 

O'BRIEN, T. H. 2 DORCHESTER MA 12/04/84 3685 CENl'RAL VERMJNl' 1M OJ. 
UTU 

MCALLISTER, R. W. 2 CHIClIGO IL 12/17/84 3687 AMl'RAK 
lAM & AW 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 03/26/85 3690 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
UTU 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 10/26/84 3693 ILLlOOIS CENl'RAL GULF 
BRAC 

KASHER, R. R. 2 BRYN MAWR PA 11/26/84 3697 CHIClIGO SHORr LINE 1M OJ. 
BRAC 

~ WARl', A. T., SR. 2 WIIJ.tINGlOO DE 10/29/84 3703 OKI.AHaoIA, KANSAS & TEXAS RR OJ. 
lJI'U 

CRISWELL, J. B. 2 STIGLER OK 10/29/84 3704 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR OJ. 
U'IU 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 10/22/84 3708 BALTIK>RE & OHIO RR OJ. 
UTU 

SCEARCE, J. F. 2 ATU>NrA GA 10/23/84 3712 BESSEMER AND lAKE ERIE 
BRAC 

LARJCCO, J. B. 2 SACRAHEl'mJ CA 10/01/84 3713 AMl'RAK 
UTU 

GENl'RY, J. N. 2 RES~ VA 11/02/84 3714 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
UTU 

LAZAR, J. 2 BOUlDER CO 10/02/84 3715 BURLIOO'l'OO OORTHERN RR OJ 
lJI'U 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY '10/10/84 3716 BALTIK>RE & OHIO RR OJ. 
ASD/BRAC 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 10/10/84 3717 BALTIK>RE & OHIO RR OJ. 
ATDA 

MCORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 10/15/84 3718 NORroLK & WESTERN RY co. 
UTU 

MCORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 10/16/84 3719 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY co. 
UTU 

MCORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 10/15/84 3720 CONRAIL-CONSOLID.l\TED RAIL CORP 
U'IU 

FLETCHER, J. C. 2 MT. PROSPECT IL 10/23/84 3721 NE ILLlOOIS REGlOOAL CCl>1KJTER 
BRC OF USC 

~ WARl', A. T., SR. 2 WII..MI~ DE 12/03/84 3722 BESSEMER AND lAKE ERIE 
UTU 

'IW)MEy, D. P. 2 QUINCY MA 10/22/84 3723 BURLIN3'I'CN OORI'HERN RR OJ 
lJI'U 

SHARP, T. P. 2 MCLEAN VA 01/23/85 3724 AMl'RAK 
lAM & AW 

FLETCHER, J. C. 2 MT. PROSPECT IL 10/16/84 3725 UN;; ISIJ\ND RAIL mAD 
BRC OF USC 

MARX, H. L. , JR. 2 NEW YORK NY 12/27/84 3726 CONRAIIr-CQNSOLID.l\TED RAIL OJRP 
RYA 

JENKINS, H. 2 WASH~ DC 10/24/84 3727 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
rAM &. AW 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 10/23/84 3728 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BLE 
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1. NEt1l'RALS APPOINl'ED PURSUAm' 'ID PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC lAW OOAROO), 1985--CONTINUED 

DATE OF PLB 
NAME TYPE CITY STATE APPOINTMEm' NO. PARrIES 

BUCHHEIT, S. E. 2 PHILADELPHIA PA 12/07/84 3729 CONRAIL-<X>NSOLIIY>.TED RAIL CORP 
BMWE 

R<XJKIS, G. S. 2 MANHASSET HILLS NY 10/23/84 3730 SEAOOARD SYSTEM 
BRAC 

LIEBERMAN, I. M. 2 STAMFORD CT 02/11/85 3731 BURL:rooroo OORl'HERN RR CO 
UTU 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIAR:LIFF MAOOR NY 10/30/84 3732 NORroLK & WESTERN R'l CO. 
BLE 

KEARNEY, M. H. 2 MINNETONKA MN 11/06/84 3733 OORroLK & WESTERN R'l CO. 
BLE 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 10/30/84 3734 CHIC1IGO UNION STATION 
IBEW 

LAROCCO, J. B. 2 SACRAMENro CA 12/03/84 3735 CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RW CO 
BALTIK)RE & OHIO RR CO. 
BALTIK)RE & CHIC1IGO TERM. RR 00. 
STATEN ISLAND RR CO. 
BRAC 

GENl'RY, J. N. 2 RES'IDN VA 10/22/84 3736 ' UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

CAIN, P. 2 AUSTIN TX 11/26/84 3737 MISSOORI PACIFIC RR CO. 
UTU 

IARNEY, G. E. 2 EVANS'IDN IL 11/07/84 3738 CHIC1IGO & NORl'H WESTERN RW CO 
UTU 

SPEIRS, N. P. 2 ROHNER!' PARK CA 12/27/84 3739 SAN MANUEL ARIZON7\ RR CO 
UTU 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 11/27/84 3740 DUU1I'H, MISSABE & IR.:N RANGE 
UTU 

WARSHAW, J. A. 2 BETHESDA Me 11/13/84 3741 BALTIK)RE & OHIO RR CO. 
BALTIpo()RE & CHIC1IGO TERM. RR 
UTU 

SEIDENBER:;, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 11/27/84 3742 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BLE 

LCME, W. T. 2 NAPLES FL 12/17/84 3743 SEAOOARD SYSTEM RR 
UTU 

SHARP, T. P. 2 MCLEAN VA 12/03/84 3744 NEWBtJR:iH & SCX11'H SHORE 
UTU 

HAWKINS, R. R. 2 ALBUQU~ NM 02/05/85 3747 UNION PACIFIC RR 
lAM & AW 

MUESSIG, E. 3 ARLm:m:N VA 01/23/85 3748 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
8M & BK 

IARNEY, G. E. 2 EVANS'KN IL 01/15/85 3749 CHIC1IGO & NORm WESTERN TRANS. 00 
BRAC 

SIREFMAN, J. P. 2 GLEN HEAD NY 12/03/84 3750 CONRAIL-CONSOLIIY>.TED RAIL CORP 
BRS 

RCXJKIS, G. S. 2 MANHASSET HILLS NY 02/15/85 3751 NORroU< SOOI'HERN RW 00. 
CLERKS 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLm:m:N VA 09/20/85 3751 NORroLK SOOl'HERN RW 0). 

BRAC 
PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIAR:LIFF MANOR NY 12/07/84 3753 CHIC1IGO & NORm WESTERN TRANS 0). 

BRS 
WES'roN, H. M. 2 HASTINGS-oN-HUDSON NY 12/07/84 3754 u::NG ISLAND RAIL R:ll\D 

UTU 
BLACKWELL, F. R. 2 GAI'IHERSBURG Me 12/03/84 3755 CONRAIL-CONSOLlDATED RAIL CORP 

IBT 
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1. NEt11'RALS APPOINl'ED PURSt.lANl' ro PUBLIC rAW 89-'456 (PUBLIC rAW OOARDS), 1985--CONTINUED 

DATE OF PU! 
NAME TYPE CITY SI'ATE APPOINTMENl' NO. PARrIES 

PETE~, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 12/07/84 3756 RICHMJND FREDERICKSBUR&POlQoIAC 
SMWIA 

MURPHY, M. A. 2 SPRINGFIELD VA 11/30/84 3757 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

CUSHMAN, B. 2 SILVER SPRING MD 12/17/84 3758 WINS'IOO-SALEM SCXJl'HBOUND RR 
UTU 

~,D.P. 2 QUINCY MA 12/18/84 3759 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS CO. 
lAM & AW 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLING'l'CN VA 01/23/85 3760 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESI'ERN RR 
lAM & AW 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 12/18/84 3762 SEAOOARD SYSTEM RR 
IBEW 

PETERSeN, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 12/27/84 3763 5CX1I'HERN PACIFIC TRANS CO. 
BRC OF USC 

VERNCN, G. H. 2 EAU CIAIRE WI 12/27/84 3764 BURLINGl'CN NORTHERN RR CO 
IBEW 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK "NY 12/27/84 3765 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN ~ CO. 
BMWE 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLINGl'CN VA 01/08/85 3766 WASHlooroo TERMINAL CO. 
lAM & AW 

SCEARCE, J. F. 2 ATI.MrrA GA 01/14/85 3767 ALIQUIPPA & 5CX1I'HERN RR 
'MJA 

LEFKOW, D. M. 2 CHICJ\GO IL 01/04/85 3768 ST. LOOIS SCXJ1'HWESTERN RY CO. 
BRC OF USC 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASH~ OC 01/03/85 3769 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

HENLE, P. 2 ARL~ VA 01/14/85 3770 NORroLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 12/28/84 3771 RR PERISHABLE INSPECTION AGENCY 
ASOjBRAC 

QUINN, F. X. 2 TULSA OK 03/08/85 3772 FLORID!\ EAST CXlAST RY CO 
FF OF RR EMP 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 01/15/85 3773 BALTIKJRE & OHIO RR 00. 
JT. COONCIL OF CHMN 

MCALLISTER, R. W. 2 CHICJ\GO IL 01/14/85 3774 CONRAIL-CONSOLID!\TED RAIL CORP 
'IWUA 

BUCHHEIT, S. E. 2 PHILADELPHIA PA 01/15/85 3775 CONRAIL-CONSOLID!\TED RAIL ooRP 
BRAC 

~RE, P. J. 2 OKLAHa-lA CITY OK 12/28/84 3776 NORroLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

SPEIRS, N. P. 2 ROHNER!' PARK CA 01/15/85 3778 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN ~ CO. 
UTU 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTI~RE MD 01/03/85 3779 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

MCORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHa-lA CITY OK 01/08/85 3780 NORroLK & WESI'ERN RY CO. 
UTU 

BLACKWELL, F. R. " 2 GAI'IHERSBURG MD 01/10/85 3781 CONRAIIrCONSOLID!\TEO RAIL CORP 
BMWE 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 01/09/85 3782 AKI'RAK 
BRAC 

WES'lUN, H. M. 2 HASI'INGS-<>N-HUDSON NY 01/08/85 3783 AKI'RAK 
JT.CNSL.CARMEN,H. ,<X.Y\CH ClRRS 

CASSLE, J. W. 2 CHEYENNE W'f 01/16/85 3784 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
BLE 
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1. NIDl'RALS APPOINl'ED PURSUANI' ro PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW OOARDS), 1985 - -CONTINUED 

DATE OF PIB 
NAME TYPE CITY STATE APPOIN'l'MENr NO. PARl'IES 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 2 EVAN~ IL 01/16/85 3785 BURLIOOrON 00RI'HERN RR 00 
RYA 

GOO'RY, .J. N. 2 ~ VA 01/16/85 3786 UNION" PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

GOLD, C. H. 2 NEW YORK NY 01/17/85 3787 AMI'RAK 
IBEW 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 1 STAFFORD VA 01/15/85 3788 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 2 WIUotING'KN DE 01/22/85 3789 SaJrHERN RAILWAY CO 
8M & BK 

LIEBERMAN, I. M. 2 STAMFORD CT 01/22/85 3790 SOl1I'HERN PACIFIC TAANS 00 
BM & BK 

MEYERS, P. R. 2 CHIC1lGO IL 02/01/85 3791 SaJrHERN RAILWAY CO 
IBF & 0 

O'BRIEN, T. H., JR. 2 .~ MA 06/13/85 3792 r-IJOONGAHEIA COONECTING RR 00 
UTU 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 2 STAFFORD VA 01/30/85 3793 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

WES'roN, H. M. 2 HASTINGS-ON-~ NY 01/31/85 3794 SEABOARD SYSTEM 
BMWE 

r-IJORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 02/04/85 3795 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

CASSLE, J. W. 2 CHEYENNE WY 02/04/85 3796 SOOTHERN PACIFIC TAANS 00 
UTU 

WARSHAW, J. A. 2 BE'IHESDA MD 02/04/85 3797 SaJrHERN PACIFIC TAANS 00 
UTU 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASHING'Irn DC 08/26/85 3798 PORI' TERMINAL RAILROAD ASS. 
BRAC 

SEMPLlNER, A. W. 2 GROOSEPOINl'E FARMS MI 02/11/85 3799 HCXJS'roN BELT & TERM ~ ~ 00. 
BLE 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 2 STAFFURD VA 02/11/85 3800 BURL~ NORTHERN RR 00 
UTU 

r-IJORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 02/11/85 3801 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 2 STAFFORD VA 02/11/85 3802 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

VE~, G. H. 2 EAlJ ClAIRE WI 02/14/85 3803 ST. LOOIS SOOTHWESTERN 
ATDA 

LIEBERMAN, I. M. 2 STAMFORD CT 02/19/85 3804 BURL~ OORTHERN RR 00 
UTU 

STAUNl)Rl'H, L. E. 2 CHIC1lGO IL 02/19/85 3805 ILLlooIS CENl'RAL QJLF 
lAM & AW 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 02/19/85 3806 DElAWARE & ~ RW 00. 
RYA 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 02/22/85 3807 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
BRAC 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 02/22/85 3808 BALTlr-IJRE & OHIO RR 00. 
JT. COONCIL OF GEN. CHMN 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASHING'Irn DC 02/28/85 3809 WASHINGl'ON TERMINAL CO. 
UTU 

SEMPLINER, A. W. 2 GROOSEPOINl'E FARMS MI OS/28/85 3810 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW 00. 
UTU 

KEARNEY, M. H. 2 MINNE'IDNKA MN 03/01/85 3811 BURLING'KN OORTHERN RR 00 
BRC OF USC 
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1. NEt1l'RALS APPOINrED PURSUANr ro PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW B:)MOO), 1985--CONTINUED 

DATE OF PLB 
NAME TYPE CITY srATE APPOINTMENT NO. PARrIES 

r-t)ERKE, J. E. 2 GREENVILLE ' PA 03/05/85 3812 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

LQoffi.Y, A. R. 2 ANNAPOLIS MD 03/04/85 3813 PITl'SBURGH & LAKE ERIE RR CO. 
TWUA 

BLACKWELL~ F. R. 2 GAI'mERSBURG MD 03/08/85 3814 CHICAGO & NORm WESTERN TRANS CO 
UTU 

DENNIS, R. E. 2 NEW YORK NY 03/12/85 3815 CONRAIIrCONSOLIIlII.TED RAIL CORP 
TWUA-BRCUS&C 

WES'lUN, H. M. 2 HASTINGS~-1iUDSOO NY 03/08/85 3816 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

SEMPLINER, A. W.' 2 GROOSEPOINl'E FARMS MI 03/19/85 3817 LOOG ISIAND RAIL R:Wl 
BLE & UTU 

O'BRIEN, R. M. 2 MIL'IOO MA 03/19/85 3818 BURLlNGTCl'l NORl'HERN RR CO 
BLE 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 03/19/85 3819 BALTIMJRE & OHIO RR CO. 
BRC OF USC 

WES'lUN, H. M. 2 HASTINGS~-HUDSON NY 03/25/85 3820 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
ATIlII. 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTIMJRE MD 03/19/85 3821 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

QUINN, F. X. 2 TULSA OK 03/27/85 3822 SCXJ1'HERN PACIFIC TRANS CD 
UTU 

BRI<X;S, S. R. 2 CEIl1\RSBURG , WI 03/26/85 3824 A'ICHISOO, TOPEKA & SANTA FE ~ 
SMWIA 

BROWN, D. H. 2 SHERMAN TX 03/26/85 3826 CONRAIIrCONSOLIIlII.TED RAIL CDRP 
BLE 

VAN WAR!', A. T. , SR. 2 WI~ DE 07/12/85 3828 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
IBEW 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 1 STAFFORD VA 03/27/85 3829 SEAOOARI) SYSTEM RR 
ATIlII. 

CASSLE, J. w. 1 CHEYENNE Wi 03/26/85 3830 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
UTU 

SUNl'RUP, E. L. 2 EVANS'IOO IL 03/28/85 3831 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
ATIlII. 

Erx;E.TI', W. M. 2 ELLIroIT CITY MD 04/02/85 3832 PORI' TERMINAL RAILROAD ASS. 
UTU 

SUNI'RUP, E. L. 2 EVANSTON IL 04/02/85 3833 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
RYA 

MCXJRE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 04/02/85 3834 A'ICHISOO, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW 
UTU 

GAHERIN, J. J. 2 BRAD~ FL 03/27/85 3835 SOOI'HERN PACIFIC TRANS CD 
BRC OF USC 

G\HERIN, J. J. 2 BRAD~ FL 03/28/85 3836 SOOI'HERN PACIFIC TRANS CD 
BMWE 

HERRING'KN, C. H. 2 P~ TX 04/02/85 3837 A'ICHISOO, TOPEKA & SANTA FE ~ 
ATD/\ 

MURPHY, M. A. 2 SPRINGFIELD VA 04/08/85 3838 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

SUNl'RUP, E. L. 2 EVANS'IOO IL 04/16/85 3840 WESTERN WEIGHING & INSPEC. BUR 
ASD/BRAC 

Smn'RUP, E. L. 2 EVANS'IOO IL 05/07/85 3841 WESTERN RAILROAD TRAFFIC 
ASSOCIATIOO ASD/BRAC 

FLETCHER, J. C. 2 MT. PROOPEC! IL 04/15/85 3842 BELT RW CD. OF CHICAGO 
IBF & 0 
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DATE OF PIB 
NAME 'IYPE CITY 5rATE APPOmI'MENT NO. PARrIES 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTIMORE MD 04/15/85 3843 KANSAS CITY SCXJrHERN RWY CO. 
LOOISIANA & ARKANSAS RWY. CO. 
UTU 

CRISWELL, J. B. 2 5rIGLER OK 04/16/85 3844 SAN MANUEL ARIZONA RR CO 
USWA 

HERBERT, E. T. 2 WASHING'roN OC 04/15/85 3845 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
BMWE 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 04/23/85 3846 PORI' AIJI'HORITY TRANS-HUOOON 
UTU 

SHARP, T. P. 2 MCLEAN VA 04/22/85 3847 NEWB!.JlGi & SOUl'H SHORE RWY 
UTU 

BRCMN, D. H. 2 SHERMAN TX 07/03/85 3848 DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NW 
UTU 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLING'IDN VA 04/15/85 3849 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
BRAC 

HERRING'roN, C. H. 2 PLEASANroN TX 05/10/85 3850 ATCHISON, '!OPEKA & SANTA FE RW 
LAWRENCE G. RJSSELL 

SUNl'RUP, E. L. 2 EVANS'IDN IL 06/04/85 3851 BELT ~ CO. OF CHICAGO 
BRAe 

CLUSTER, H. R. 1 BALTIMORE MD 08/15/85 3852 In:)'!ON & MAINE CORP. 
UTU 

SEIDENBERG, J. 1 FALLS CHURCH VA 08/15/85 3853 OCSTON & MAINE CORP. 
UTU 

MARX, H. L., JR. 2 NE.W YORK NY OS/28/85 3854 CHESAPEAKE & OHIO ~ CO 
UTU & BLE 

CASSLE, J. W. 2 CHEYENNE WY 04/29/85 3855 CHICAGO & NORI'H WESTERN TRANS CO. 
UTU 

HANLON, P. D. 2 PORI'LAND- OR 05/06/85 3856 BURLING'KN NORl'HERN RR CO. 
UTU 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTI!oDRE MD 06/13/85 3857 ATCHISON, '!OPEKA & SANI'A FE RW 
UTU 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLING'roN VA 06/10/85 3858 SCXJl'HERN RAI I.WAY CO. 
BRaJS&C 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 2 WIOONG'IDN. DE 06/03/85 3859 soorHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AlJI'H. 
IBEW 

l-O)RE, P. J. 2 OKLAHCJo1A CITY OK 07/12/85 3861 HOUS'!ON BELT & TERM. ~ CO. 
BRAe 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 08/12/85 3862 CHICAGO & ILLINJIS MIDU\ND RR 
BRAe 

KLAUS, I. 2 NE.W YORK NY 06/10/85 3863 AMl'RAI< 
BMWE 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTI!oDRE MD 05/09/85 3864 BALTI!oDRE & OHIO RR CO. 
UTU 

LCWRY, A. R. 2 ANNAPOLIS MD 06/10/85 3865 PITTSBURGH & LAKE ERIE RR CO. 
TWUA 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA OS/20/85 3866 UNION PACIFIC RR -
BLE 

BRIGGS, S. R. 2 CEDARSBURG , WI 06/10/85 3867 SCX1I'HERN PACIFIC TRANS CO 
IAM&AW 

VERNON, G. H. 2 EAU CLAIRE WI 06/04/85 3868 UNION RAILROAD CO. 
USWA 

SICKLES, J. A. 2 BE'mESDA MD 06/24/85 3869 HOUS'!ON BELT & TERM. ~ CO. 
UTU 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 09/20/85 3872 ATLANI'A & WEST POINT RR 
WESTERN RWY. OF ALABAMA, 
GEORGIA RR 
BRS 
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DATE OF p~ 

NAME TYPE CITY srATE APPOINTMENT NO. PARrIES 

SEIDENBER3, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA OS/28/85 3873 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP. 
lAM &. AW 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 06/10/85 3874 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
BRAe 

OOINICK, D. 2 QlIClGO IL 06/10/85 3875 BELT RW CO. OF CHIClGO 
BRAC 

I'IDRE, P. J. 2 OKLAHCMA CITY OK 06/04/85 3876 NORFOLK &. WESTERN RY CO. 
trru 

SEIDENBER3 , J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 06/04/85 3877 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP., IN 
IBEW 

'lWJMEY, D. P. 2 QUINCY MA 07/01/85 3879 ILLINOIS CENrRAL GULF 
IAM&AW 

~,D. P. 2 QUINCY MA 07/10/85 3880 u::N; ISIAND RAIL ROAD 
RYA 

PECK, W. J. 2 LUCK WI 07/03/85 3881 BURLING".lm NORmERN AA CO 
IBEW 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTIMORE MD 07/03/85 3882 CHESAPEAKE &. OHIO RW CO 
trru 

PROVER, D. E. 2 FARMING'lOO HILLS MI 09/23/85 3883 MISSOORI-KANSAS""'l'EXAS RR CO. 
trru 

PE.'l'ERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 07/03/85 3885 MISSOORI PACIFIC RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 68/12/85 3886 RIVER TERMINAL RR CO. 
BRAe 

VAN WART, A. T., JR. 2 SALEM NJ 09/04/85 3887 MAINE CENl'RAL RR CO 
BM&8K 

CRISWELL, J. B. 2 srIGLER OK 07/03/85 3889 MISSOORI PACIFIC RR CO. 
trru 

MARX, H. L., JR. 2 NEW YORK NY 08/07/85 3890 ILLINOIS CENrRAL GULF 
BRQJS&.C 

HARRIS, R. O. 1 WASH~ OC 07/03/85 3891 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP. , IN 
IBEW 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTIMORE MD 09/23/85 3892 EU:;IN, JOLIET &. EASTERN RY CO 
trru 

PHIPPS, W. L. 2 SIDCK'roN CA 07/23/85 3894 SCX1I'HERN PACIFIC TRANS CO 
trru 

SUNl'RlJP, E. L. 2 EVANS'roN IL 07/15/85 3895 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BRAe 

O'BRIEN, R. M. 2 MIL'IDN MA 08/05/85 3896 ATCHISON, roPEKA &. SAm'A FE RW 
BLE 

SUNl'R[JP, E. L. 2 EVANS'roN IL 08/05/85 3897 SF.AOOARD SYsrEM RR 
BRQJS&.C 

Sillll'RIJP , E. L. 2 EVANS'IDN IL 08/05/85 3898 SF.AOOARD SYsrEM RR 
BRQJS&.C 

srENZINGER, R. E. 2 GLENVIEW IL 08/26/85 3899 DUWrH, MISSABE &. I~ RANGE 
BLE 

KLEIN, J. I. 2 CLEVEIAND OH 08/06/85 3900 NORFOLK &. WESTERN RY CO. 
BRQJS&.C 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 2 WILMINGroN DE 08/05/85 3901 SF.AOOARD SysrEM RR 
IBEW 

LARNEY, G. E. 2 EVANS'IDN IL 07/22/85 3902 CHIClGO &. NORl'H WESTERN TRANS CO. 
IBEW 

O'BRIEN, R. M. 2 MIL'IDN MA 08/05/85 3903 CHIClGO, MILW. sr PAUL, &. PAC 
BLE 
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NAME TYPE CITY 5rATE APPOINTMENl' NO. PARrIES 

SUNl'RUP, E. L. 2 EVAN~ IL 08/05/85 3904 SE'.ABOMD SYSTEM RR 
IBF&O 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 08/02/85 3905 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 

MCALLISTER, R. W. 2 rnICN:lJ IL 08/12/85 3906 HOUS'lUN BELT & TERM. ~ CO. 
RYA 

PROVER, D. E. 2 FARMING'lOO HILLS MI 08/12/85 3907 CHESAPEAKE & OHIO ~ CO 
UTU 

CASSLE, J. w. 2 CHEYENNE WY 08/12/85 3908 TERMINAL RR ASS. OF ST. UJUIS 
UTU 

SICKLES, J. A. 2 BETHESDA MD 08/21/85 3911 A'K:HISON, TOPEKA & SANrA FE RW 
UTU 

EISrnEN, D. E. 2 ITHACA NY 08/12/85 3912 MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
BRAe 

G1\HERIN, J. J. 1 CENl'ERVILLE MA 08/22/85 3915 EU>IN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO 
UTU 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASHING'IDN OC 08/12/85 3916 RICHfoDID FREDERICKSBUR&PC71'CJoIAC 
UTU 

LAROCCO, J. B. 2 SACRAMENl'O CA 08/26/85 3919 UNIOO PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

PHIPPS, W. L. 2 S'la:K'IDN CA 08/26/85 3920 SOUTHERN PACIFIC RR CO 
BRAe 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 08/26/85 3922 MICHIGAN INl'ERSTATE RY CO 
IAM&AW 

EISrnEN, D. E. 2 ITHACA NY 09/04/85 3923 UNIOO PACIFIC RR 
BLE 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 08/26/85 3924 SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO., ET AL 
BLE 

SUNl'RUP, E. L. 2 EVANS'lUN IL 08/26/85 3925 UNIOO PACIFIC RR 
BRAe 

WES'lUN, H. M. 2 HASTINGS-CN-HUDSON NY 09/23/85 3927 BURLING'lCN NORl'HERN RR CO 
UTU 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 09/09/85 3930 ST. UJUIS SCX!l'HWESTERN 
WRSA/BRAC 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 09/09/85 3931 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS CO 
WRSA/BRAC 

BUCHHEIT, S. E. 2 PHIIADELPHIA PA 09/27/85 3934 TEXAS MEXICAN RW 
UTU 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTI!oIJRE MD 09/04/85 3935 BALTIK:>RE & OHIO RR CO. 
UTU 

'n'l)MEy, D. P. 2 OOIOCY MA 09/27/85 3936 ILLINOIS CEm'RAL GULF 
UTU 

CARTER, P. C. 2 WHEA'lUN IN 09/18/85 3940 CHESAPEAKE & OHIO ~ CO 
IBF&O 

WESTON, H. M. 2 HASTINGS-CN-HUDSON NY OS/21/85 3983 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
SMWIA 

1 PROCEDURAL 
2 MERITS 
3 PREVIOOS NEUl'RAL RESIGNED 
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2. AIbitrators 19x>intai-:A1:bitratian Boards, Octdler 1, 1984 
to S€!pt:eDiler 30, 1985 

IBte of Arb. 
A[¢. No. Parties 

Scott E. B..1chheit....... Fhiladelphia, PA..... 11-01-84 444 Consolidated Rail Corp. 
am. UIU (C-T-E 

Joseph A. Raffaele...... Fhiladelphia, PA ..... 11-02-84 445 Consolidated Rail Corp. 
am. UIU (C-T-E) 

John B. LaRocco......... Sacramento, CA ....... 11-28-84 446 Burlington Northern RR 
am. mE 

Gilbert H. Vernon....... Eau Claire, WI ....... 12-17-84 447 Illinois Central Gulf 
RR am. UIU 

vlilliam T. lowe......... Naples, FL........... 01-15-85 448 Sea]:x)ard System RR am. 
IAM&AW 

Jacob Seidenberg........ Falls Church, VA..... 01-18-85 449 Southern Pacific 
Transp. Co. am. BlE 

Herbert L. Marx, Jr..... New York, NY......... 07-19-85 450 National RR Passenger 
Corp. am. AmP 

Irving,T. Bergman....... Rockville Centre, NY. 08-01-85 451 Consolidated Rail Corp. 
am. BlE 

James R. McDonnell...... Snyder, NY ........... 09-09-85 451 Consolidated Rail Corp. 
am. BlE 

Harold M. Weston........ New York, NY......... 09-20-85 452 Chessie System RR am. 
BlE 

Robert W. McAllister.... Chicago, IL .......... 09-30-85 453 Illinois Central Gulf 
RR am. BlE 

2a. Arbitrators Awointed~ Foroo Arbitration, cct.c:ber 1, 1984 
to SEpt.eniler 30, 1985 

NONE 

Task 
rate of Fbroo 
A[¢. aI.No. Parties 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2b. Arbitrators Selected-Interest Arbitration, Octc:i:ler 1, 1984 
to SeptaIiler 30, 1985 

IBte of 
Name Resi~ A[¢. case No. Parties 

Herbert L. Marx, Jr... New York, NY ...... . 07-19-85 A-11483 National RR Pass. 
Corp. am. AmP 

113 



J, NEUTRALS APPOINTED (SPECIAL BOARDS OF ADJUSTMENT), FISCAL YEAR 1985 

NAME TYPE CITY 

PHIPPS, W. L. STOCKTON 

PETERSON, R. E. BRIARCLIFF MANOR 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLINGTON 

RLEIN, J. I. CLEVELAND 

BERGMAN, I. T. ROCKVILLE CENTRE 

HARRIS, R. O. WASHINGTON 

MARX, H. L., JR. NEW YOU: 

STARR, A. NEW YORK 

ROUUS, G. S. MANHASSET HILLS 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. STAFFORD 

CAREY, T. F. JERICHO 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. STAFFORD 

BLACRWELL, F. R. GAITHERSBURG 

WESTON, H. M. HASTINGS-ON-HUDSON 

SELTZER, L. E. PHILADELPHIA 

TRIPP, L. R. BETHLEHEM 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. WILMINGTON 

BLACKWELL, F. R. GAITHERSBURG 

BLACRWELL, F. R. GAITHERSBURG 

GAHERIN, J. J. BRADENTON 

DENNIS, R. E. NEW YORR 

DENNIS, R. E. NEW YORK 

EDGETT, W. M. ELLICOTT CITY 

VAN WART, A. T., JR. SALEM 

SCHEINMAN, M. P. BAYSIDE 

HAYS, D. B. SHERMAN 

BROWN, D. H. SHERMAN 

1 PREVIOUS NEUTRAL RESIGNED 
2 PREVIOUS NEUTRAL TERM EXPIRED 
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STATE 

CA 

NY 

VA 

OH 

NY 

DC 

NY 

NY 

NY 

VA 

NY 

VA 

MD 

NY 

PA 

PA 

DE 

MD 

MD 

FL 

NY 

NY 

MD 

NJ 

NY 

TX 

TX 

DATE OF SBA 
APPOINTMENT NO. PARTIES 

06/06/85 

01/10/85 

04/26/85 

04/26/86 

06/06/85 

08/22/85 

06/06/85 

08/23/85 

09/23/85 

12/14/84 

11/27/84 

06/10/85 

01/15/85 

12/14/84 

12/03/84 

12/03/84 

08/26/85 

06/06/85 

06/06/85 

01/03/85 

04/0]/85 

04/03/85 

04/15/85 

OS/29/85 

OS/29/85 

07/08/85 

07/08/85 

0235 CHICAGO. NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO 
UTU 

0280 ST LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RWY CO. 
BMWE 

0570 NRLC 
VARIOUS LABOR ORG (FORMERLY RED) 

0570 NRLC 
VARIOUS LABOR ORG (FORMERLY RED) 

OB84 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
UTU 

0884 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
UTU 

0884 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
UTU 

OB84 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
UTU 

0901 AMTRAK 
BMWE 

0949 METRO NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAU 
ATDA 

0950 METRO NORTH COMMUTER"RAILROAD 
IAMUW 

0951 METRO NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 
BRAC 

0954 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP., INC 
BRS 

0959 METRO NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 
BLE 

0960 SOUTHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AUTH. 
UTU 

0961 SOUTHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AU1'1I. 
BRCUS.C 

0961 SOUTHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AUTII. 
BRCUS.C 

096] NEW JERSEY TRANS RAIL OPER 
IBT 

0964 NEW JERSEY TRANS RAIL OPER 
BRCUS.C 

0965 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
BRAC 

0966 SOUTHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AUTII. 
BRS 

0967 SOUTHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AUTII. 
BRAC-ARASA 

0968 SOUTHEASTERN PA. TRANS. AUTH. 
IBEN 

0969 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP. 
BRAC 

0970 METRO-NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 
UTU 

0971. SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
BLE 

0971 SEABOARD' SYSTEM RR 
BLE 



4. Neutrals Naninated PUrsuant to Union Shc.p 1\gree!IIents, 0c::t.d:Jer 1, 1984 
to Sept:eDiJer 30, 1985 

IBte 
of 

Resic:JeJ'De ARJt. carrierjUnicn 

Robert J. Ables..... Wasl'lin;Jt.on, D.C... 07-25-85 Amtrak am Amtrak 
Service Workers 

Inlividual 
Involved 

COUncil .•••.•••...• George J. Zrust 
Peter R. Meyers..... aricago, IL....... 09-26-85 aricago & North­

western Transp. 
Co. and ERe .......• Dennis B. Graver 

5. Referees 19lointed---syst:em Boards of Adjustment (Airlines), octd:ler 1, 1984 
to Sept.eJJiJe.r 30, 1985 

'Ihomas C. DeButts*....... lake Oswego, OR .•...... 
Four panels submitted but no referee selected 
as yet ....................•..•..•.•.....•.••.••.• 

Charles H. Frost ...•...•. Tampa, FL .............• 
'!Wo panels submitted but no referee selected 
as yet .•..........••..••..•..•...............•..• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled without 
arbitration .•.•....•...•..••.......•.•..•.•..•.•• 

Robert O. Harris* ........ Washington, D.C .•.•..•. 
Tedford E. Schoonover*... Colorado Springs, ill .. . 
James E. FoleY*.......... N. Palm Beach, FL ..... . 
George S. Ives* •••..••... sarasota, FL .......... . 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ....•..•...........•..•..............• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ...................................... . 

Francis X. Quinn*........ TUlsa, OK •••••••••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ..........•..•..•...............•..•.. 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •••. 
Panel submitted but parties did not use panel ..•.• 
Robert M. Leventhal. * . • . . . CUlver City, CA •••••••• 
Jonathan [MQrkin*........ Shaker Heights, OH .••.• 

IBte 
of 

ARJt· Parties 

10-02-84 Cascade Airways-cAEA 

10-02-84 ~ica Airlines-AIPA 
10-02-84 Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 

10-03-84 Northwest Airlines-IBT 

10-09-84 
10-10-84 
10-10-84 
10-16-84 
10-16-84 

Republic Airlines-AFA 
Frontier Airlines-AFA 
Frontier Airlines-AFA 
PRINAIR-AEA 
PRINAIR-AEA 

10-17-84 Airborne Express-IBT 

10-18-84 Airborne Express-IBT 
10-22-84 Frontier Airlines-ALEA 

10-22-84 
10-25-84 
10-29-84 
10-29-84 
11-01-84 

Frontier Airlines-AFA 
TACA Int'l Airlines-ALPA 
Pocono Airlines-ALPA 
Mexicana Airlines-IAM&AW 
Mississippi Valley Airlines 
-ALPA 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ...• 11-05-84 ~ica Airlines­
Edward A. Griffith 
Oomair, Inc.-ALPA Robert F. Grabb* ..•...•.. Edina, MN •••••••••••••• 11-05-84 
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5. Referees lq:tx>int.ed--system Boards of Adjust:Dent (Airlines), 0ctdJer 1, 1984 
to Sept:eniler 30, 1985 - cnn'INUED 

IBte 
of 

A{pt. Parties 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .••. 11-09-84 Air Irrlia-I81' 
Philip Harris* •••••••...• Lawrence, NY ..••..•..•• 11-09-84 Air Irrlia-I81' 
Allen D. Sc:hwartz*....... aricago, IL •..••...•.•• 11-16-84 Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
onathan IMorkin*......... Shaker Heights, OH .•••• 11-16-84 Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
Gal:y L. Axon*............ Ashlarrl, OR .•••.•••.••. 11-19-84 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .••• 11-19-84 Transamerica Airlines-AFA 
Gladys W. Gruenberg*..... st. Louis, m .......... 11-26-84 Ozark Air Lines-ALP A 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ...............•........••..••.••..••. 11-26-84 Piedmont Airlines-AFA 

George S. Roukis* •.....•. Manhasset HillS, NY ..•• 11-26-84 'Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Olarles Killingworth..... East Lansing, MI ..•...• 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Robert F. Grabb*......... Edina, MN.............. 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Harry H. Platt .....•••... Southfield, MI ..•..•... 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Leonard E. Linquist...... Minneapolis, MN .•..•.•. 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration .•••••.....•....••..•...•..•...•..••.. 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration .•••••••••...••..•.••••..••.••.•....•. 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 

John J. Flagler*......... Minneapolis, MN........ 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Mark L. Kahn* .......••... Detroit, MI ...••.••..•• 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Anthony V. Sinicropi*.... Iowa City, IA .......... 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Bert L. lllskin*.......... Chicago, IL ••..•..••.•• 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration .....•••........••..•..•••..•..•..••.. 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 

'IWo panels submitted but dispute settled prior 
to arbitration ..............•...••..•...•.....••. 11-27-84 Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet.... 11-28-84 Northwest Airlines-181' 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ••.• 11-29-84 Air wisconsin-ALP A 
Jay C. Fogelberg......... Minneapolis, MN .••.••.. 11-29-84 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .•.. 12-07-84 Ozark Air Lines-I81' 
Irving T. Bergman*....... Rockville Center, NY... 12-07-84 Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Robert O. Harris*........ Washington, D.C ..••.... 12-10-84 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ...• 12-10-84 Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •..• 12-10-84 Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •••. 12-10-84 Transamerica Airlines-AFA 
Sylvester Garrett........ pittsburgh, PA ......... 12-17-84 Ozark Air Lines-ALP A 
George S. Roukis*........ Manhasset Hills, NY .... 12-17-84 Pan Am World AirwayS-I81' 
vincent Foy*............. Boynton Beach, FL...... 12-21-84 Pan Am World Airways-181' 
John c. HillY* .•••......• Lantana, FL •..••.•...•• 12-21-84 Pan Am World AirwaYS-181' 
Harold Kramer*. • • • • • • • • • • Miami Beach, FL........ 12-21-84 Pan Am World Airways-181' 
John Remington* ..••••...• Miami, FL ••.••..•..•••• 12-21-84 Pan Am World AirwaYS-181' 
John Remington ......•.... Miami, FL ••......•.••.• 12-31-84 Pan Am World Airways-I81' 
John Remington........... Miami, FL .............. 12-31-84 Pan Am World Airways-I81' 
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5. Referees AWointed-syst:em Boards of Adjusble1t (Airlines), ~ 1, 1984 
to SeptaIiler 30, 1985 - <DlrINUID 

Res:i.deme 

Dite 
of 

AI¢. Parties 

Martin F. SCheimnan...... Bayside, NY............ 12-:)1-84 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Walter L. Eisenberg*..... Brooklyn, NY ••.•••••••• 12-31-84 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Ida Klaus ••.••••.•.•.••.. New York, NY ••••••••••• 12-31-84 Air North-ALPA 
Robert o. Harris ••••.•••• Washington, D.C ••.••••• 12-31-84 Eastern Air Lines-TWU 
W. Lloyd Iane*........... Titusville, FL ••••••••• 01-02-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
George s. Roukis*........ Manhasset Hills, NY •••• 01-08-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
George s. Roukis*........ Manhasset Hills, NY •.•• 01-08-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Michael J. Jedel* •....... Atlanta, GA ••••.••.•..• 01-14-85 Eastern Air Lines-Non-

contract Request for 
Review Program 

Paul J. Fasser........... Vienna, VA •.•.•••••••.• 01-14-85 lllfthansa Airlines-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet.... 01-24-85 Transamerica Airlines-AFA 
Ruth E. Kahn............. Southfield, MI ••.•.••.• 01-25-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
John Remi.rgton*.......... Miami, FL ••••.••.••••.• 01-28-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Gilbert H. Vernon ••..•..• Eau Claire, WI .•.•.•••• 01-30-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
Mary H. Kearney* ••••••..• st. Paul, MN •.••.••.••. 01-30-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
Mary H. Kearney .•••...... st. Paul, MN ••.••••.••• 01-30-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
Panels submitted on eight disputes but no 
referees selected as yet ••••••••.•..•....•.•••••• 02-07-85 cascade Airways-ALPA 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .•.. 02-07-85 Air Irrlia-IBI' 
Mary H. KearneY*......... st. Paul, MN •..•....... 02-11-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
'lWo panels submitted but no referee selected 
as yet ..•...•...•••.•••.••..•.••..•.•..•.••.••... 02-11-85 Transamerica Airlines-ALPA 

John C. Hilly............ Lantana, FL............ 02-12-85 Eastern Air Lines-TWU 
Panel submitted but dispute settled without 
arbitration •••..•••..••..••.••.••.•••••••.••.•.•• 02-12-85 ~ Air Fortugal-IBI' 

Panel submitted but dispute settled without 
arbitration •..........••..•..•..•..•.•..•.••.••.• 02-12-85 ~ Air Fortugal-IBI' 

James J. Shennan......... Tanpa, FL.............. 02-12-85 Eastern Air Lines-TWU 
Charles H. Frost*........ Tanpa, FL •.•..•.••.••.• 02-15-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Robert o. Harris* ..••..•• Washington, D.C •.•••••• 02-19-85 PRINAIR-AEA 
David M. Helfeld* ...•...• Rio Piedras, P.R .•..•.. 02-19-85 PRINAIR-AEA 
Charles H. Frost* ...••... Tanpa, FL .•....•.••.•.. 02-19-85 PRINAIR-AEA 
George S. Ives*.......... sarasota, FL........... 02-19-85 PRINAIR-AEA 
Michael J. Jedel*........ Atlanta, GA .••.•.••..•. 02-19-85 PRINAIR-AEA 
Robert B. Dubie .•...••..• Washington, D.C •....... 02-21-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
Nicholas H. Ztunas*....... Washington, D.C •..•.••. 02-25-85 Northwest Airlines-IBI' 
Michael J. Jedel*........ Atlanta, GA .••.•.•••••. 02-26-85 Pan Am World Services-UFGWA 
D:>nald H. Wollett*....... Sacramento, CA ••••••••• 02-26-85 Mexicana Airlines-IAM&AW 
Charles A. Peacock* ..••.. Salisbury, NC •..•.•..•. 02-26-85 Piedmont Airlines-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration ••.••••.•••..••..•..•..•..•..•.••.•.•• 03-07-85 Ozark Air Lines-AFA 

, Anne Hannon Miller*. . . • • . Glenview, IL........... 03-07-85 Ozark Air Lines-AFA 
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5. Referees 19x>inted-system Boards of AdjusbIEnt (Airlines), Oct:cber 1, 1984 
to SeptaJiJer 30, 1985 - <Dn'INUID 

Name Residence 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 

IBte 
of 

Awt· Parties 

arbitration ••••••.•••.•••.••..••.•..•.••.••.••.•• 03-13-85 Ozark Air Lines-AFA 
Edgar A. Jones, Jr*...... Los Angeles, CA ........ 03-14-85 Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration .•••••.•••..•••••..•••••.••.•••••••••• 03-15-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 

Panel submitted but parties did not use panel ..... 03-15-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Tedford E. SChoonover*... Colorado SprinJs, 00 ••. 03-15-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Ruth E. Kahn............. Southfield, MI ......... 03-19-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
James E. Rimmel •..•••.... canfield, OH ••.•..•.••. 03-19-85 Republic Airlines-AFA' 
'Ihomas N. Rinaldo........ :&1ffalo, NY .••..•.•..•. 03-19-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
'Ihomas T. Roberts........ RollinJ Hills, CA •••••• 03-20-85 united Air Lines-ALPA 
'Ihomas T. Roberts*....... RollinJ .Hills, CA •••••• 04-04-85 MarkAir, Inc.-APAIA 
'Ihomas J. McDenrott...... san Antonio, TX........ 04-05-85 Eastern Air Lines~ 
Preston J. Moore*........ Oklahoma City, OK...... 04-08-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .•.. 04-08-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Dennis Nolan .••...••..••• Columbia, SC ••.•••..•.. 04-08-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet.... 04-08-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet.... 04-08-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Nicholas H. Zumas •..•••.. Washington, D.C .••.•..• 04-08-85 Northwest Airlines-IBT 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ..••............•...•..•..•.••.•..•... 04-08-85 Northwest Airlines-IBT 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ..•••......••..••..••.••.......•...... 04-08-85 Northwest Airlines-IBT 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration •.•••...••.....••..•..•.. · •.••.•..••••• 04-08-85 Northwest Airlines-IBT 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration •...•••..••...•........•..••••.•..•..• 04-08-85 Northwest Airlines-IBT 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ...•••...•...•.........•.....•.••.••.• 04-08-85 Northwest Airlines-IBT 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •..• 04-15-85 Cascade Airways-ALPA 
Panel submitted but parties withdrew dispute ..•.•. 04-15-85 Cascade Airways-ALPA 
Panel submitted but parties withdrew dispute .••.•. 04-15-85 Cascade Airways-ALPA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •.•. 04-15-85 Air India-IBT 
Stanley L. Aiges*........ Ft. Lee, N.J •••••••••••• 04-15-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
'Ihree panels submitted but no referees selected 
as yet ..•••..•.........••.••..................... 04-15-85 ~-AEA 

'!Wo panels submitted but no referees selected 
as yet .•..•.•••...••.........•..•..•.......•..•.. 04-18-85 Transamerica Airlines-ALPA 

Cbarles H. Frost*........ TaIrpa, FL.............. 04-22-85 Pan Am World 8el:vices-UFGWA 
Don B. Hays* ..••...••..•• Sherman, TX .•.••.•..•.. 04-22-85 Aeramexico-IAM&AW 
Irving T. Bergman*....... Rockville center, NY... 04-26-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet.... 04-30-85 Avianca-IBT 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .... 05-17-85 Ozark Air Lines-ALP A 
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5. Referees A{.pointed-system Iklards of Adjustment (Airlines), Octcber 1, 1984 
to Septe.DiJer 30, 1985 - a::Nl'1NUID 

Name 

IBte 
of 

Awt· Parties 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •.•• 05-17-85 Ozark Air Lines-ALPA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .••• 05-17-85 Ozark Air Lines-ALPA 
Robert A. cree* .••••..... Pittsburgh, PA .••••.••. 05-21-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Mark L. Kahn* .••••..••... Detroit, MI •••••••••••• 05-21-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
George Nicolau........... New York, NY........... 05-21-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Jonathan DNorkin*........ Shaker Heights, OH ••••• 05-21-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ••.• 05-28-85 Transamerica Airlines-ALPA 
Don B. Hays* •..•.••••.... Sherman, TX •••••••••••• 06-03-85 Airlift Int'l-IAM&AW 
William E. Fredenberger.. Stafford, VA........... 06-10-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
Panel submitted but dispute settled without 
a1:bitration ••••..•••••..•••.••..•••••.•.••.••.••• 

Arthur Stark*.·........... New York, NY •.......••. 
David c. Randles* •••....• Clifton Park, NY •••.••. 
Robert o. Harris* •••...•• Washington, D.C .••.••.• 
Harold D. Jones*......... Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
Michael J. Jedel* .....••. Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
Walter L. Eisenberg*..... Brcx:lklyn, NY •..•..•..•• 
Jay Krarner*.............. Great Neck, NY ...••..•. 
David C. Randles*........ Clifton Park, NY ....••. 
Lloyd H. Bailer*......... IDs Angeles, CA •••••••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •... 
Don B. Hays*............. Shennan, TX •••••••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
a1:bitration ..•••...••..•••••••.••.•..••.••.•..••. 

Francis R. Walsh*........ San Francisco, CA •••••• 
Leo weiss*. • • • • . . . • . . . . • • Brea, CA ••••••••••••••• 
Florian Bartosic* •••••.•• Davis, CA •••••••••••••• 
William Eaton* ..••••..••• San Francisco, CA •••••• 
Leo Fried* •....•••....•.. San Francisco, CA •••••• 
Ibnald H. Wolett*........ Sacramento, CA ••••••••• 
Olarles M. Rehrnus*....... San Diego, CA •••••••••• 
'lh0Il'aS F. careY*......... Jericho, NY ..•.••.••... 
Howard Edelman* ...••...•. Baldwin, NY .•..•...•.•• 
Oscar A. ornati*: •••..••. New York, NY •.••.••.••. 
Lloyd Lane ••.•••••...••.. Titusville, FL ••••••••• 
Panel submitted but parties selected their 

own referee .....•..•••..••..•.....••.••••.••.••.. 
Panel submitted but parties selected referee 

from Miami area.................................. 
David T. Borland •.....••. Haslett, MI .••••••••••• 
Howard Edelman* •••...••.. Baldwin, NY .•.•.....•.. 
Robert J. Ables.......... Washington, D.C .....•.• 
George S. Roukis*........ Manhasset HillS, NY ••.• 

06-11-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
06-12-85 Varig Airlines-IAM&AW 
06-13-85 Pan Am World Airways-TWU 
06-17-85 Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
06-17-85 Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
06-25-85 Piedmont Airlines-IAM&AW 
06-25-85 Pan Am World Airways-TWU 
06-25-85 Pan Am World Airways-TWU 
06-25-85 Pan Am World Airways-TWU 
07-03-85 Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
07-03-~5 Transamerica Airlines-ALPA 
07-03-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 

1\ 

07-09-85 Air Wisconsin-ALPA 
07-15~85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-15-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-15-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-15-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-15-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-15-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-15-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
07-18-85 Pan Am World Airways-1BT 
07-29-85 Pan Am World Airway-1BT 
07-29-85 Pan Am World Airways-1BT 
07-31-85 Eastern Air Lines-TWU 

08-05-85 Varig Airlines-IAM&AW 

08-05-85 Varig Airlines-IAM&AW 
08-08-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW. 
08-08-85 Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
08-08-85 Republic Airlines-AFA 
08-09-85 Pan Am World Airways-1BT 
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5. Referees AWointed-system. Boards of Mjust:nent (Airlines), Oct:d:ler 1, 1984 
to Sept:e.niJer 30, 1985 - a::Jn'INUED 

Residence 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 

IBte 
of 

Awt· Parties 

arbitration .••.•••.••••.•••.•••.••..••.••.••.••.. 08-12-85 western Air Lines-AFA 
Panels submitted in eight disputes but no 
referees selected on any of them as yet •.••.••••• 08-19-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 

Edgar A. Jones*.......... Los Argeles, CA •••••••• 08-22-85 Air Micronesia-IBl' 
Lloyd H. Bailer*......... Los Argeles, CA ••.••.•• 08-23-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Robert LeProhn* •..••••..• san Francisco, CA •.•••• 08-23-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Hal:vey I.etter*........... Palo Alto, CA.......... 08-23-85 Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Panels submitted in six disputes but no 
referees selected in any of them as yet .•.....•.. 08-26-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 

Walter L. Eisenberg*..... Brooklyn, NY ..••..••.•. 08-27-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBI' 
Walter L. Eisenberg*..... Brooklyn, NY ••..•..••.• 08-27-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBI' 
Herbert L. Haber* •••••••• Englewood, NJ •••••••••• 08-27-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Philip Harris* ..••...•... New York, NY ••.••..•..• 08-27-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Eva Robins* ••..........•. New York, NY ..•.•...•.. 08-27-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Dana E. Eischen* ••..•••.• Ithaca, NY ..••.••.••.•• 08-27-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBI' 
Panel submitted but dispute was combined with 
the following dispute .••...•...•..••.••.•...•..•. 08-27-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&Aw 

IXln B. Hays.............. Shennan, TX .•••••.••.•• 08-27-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but parties selected their 

own referee .....••....••...••......•.....•..•.... 08-28-85 Varig Airlines-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet.... 08-25-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .•.. 08-25-85 Alaska Airlines-lAM&AW 
Preston J. Moore*........ Oklahoma City, OK...... 08-25-85 Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Thomas G.S. Cllristensen*. New York, NY .••..•..•.. 08-29-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IUFA 
Jacob Seidenberg......... Falls CllUrch, VA ....•.. 09-11-85 Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
James F. Scearce......... Atlanta, GA .•.•...•..•. 09-13-85 Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Mark L. Kahn* .•••••••.••• Detroit, MI •••.••..•••• 09-13-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IUFA 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .••. 09-13-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBI' 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •.•. 09-13-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBl' 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ••.. 09-13-85 Pan Am World Ainm.ys-IBl' 
Dana E. Eischen ••••..•... Ithaca, NY .••.....•..•• 09-13-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBl' 
lawrence T. Holden*...... Lincoln Center, MA .•... 09-13-85 Air India-HIT 
Harold H. l.eeper*........ Dallas, TX ....•..•...•. 09-16-85 Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
James F. Scearce*........ Atlanta, GA .••..••••.•• 09-19-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IUFA 
Joan stern Kiok* •........ New York, NY .....•..•.. 09-20-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IUFA 
Ira F. Jaffe* ..•••••.•••. Rockville, MD •••..••.•• 09-20-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IUFA 
lawrence T. Holden*...... Lincoln Center, MA..... 09-20-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IUFA 
IXlnald E. Cullen* •....... New York, NY ......•..•. 09-23-85 Pan Am World Airways-IBl' 
Philip Harris* ••...••••.. New York, NY .•..•.••..• 09-23-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBl' 
Robert O. Harris*........ Washington, D.C ..••••.• 09-23-85 Pan Am World Ainmys-IBl' 
Ida Klaus* ..••.....••.... New York, NY .•.••.••..• 09-23-85 Pan Am World Ainm.ys-IBl' 
Arthur Talmadge.......... Flushing, NY .....•...•. 09-23-85 Pan Am World Ainm.ys-IBl' 
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5. Referees 19lointed-system Boards of Adjusbnent (Airlines), Octdler 1, 1984 
to SeptadJer 30, 1985 - a:m'INUID 

Res:idence 

IBte 
of 

19rt:. Parties 

Stanley L. Aiges*........ Ft. Lee, NJ............ 09-25-85 Pan Am World Ail:ways-Iffi' 
Tia Denenberg* ••••••••••• Red Hook, NY ••.••.•••.. 09-30-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
laurence E. Siebel*...... Chevy Chase, MD •.••.••. 09-30-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Richard R. Kasher*....... Bryn Mawr, PA .••.•••••. 09-30-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 
Jacob Seidenberg*........ Falls Church, VA....... 09-30-85 Republic Airlines-ALPA 

* Selected from a panel submitted by the National Mediation Board. 

Sa. Arbitrators ARx>inted-cAB labor P.rot:ecti.ve Previsions, Oct:dler 1, 1984 
to SepteniJer 30, 1985 

Name Res:idence 

IBte 
of 

19rt:. Parties 

<llarles M. Rehrnus*....... Ithaca, NY .....••.•..•• 10-10-84 Pan American World Airwaysj 
National Airlines Merger 
(fonner pilots) 

Robert o. Harris* .•••...• Washington, D.C .•..•..• 12-04-84 Pan American World Airwaysj 
National Airlines Merger 

Panel submitted but no arbitrator selected as yet. 01-31-85 Flying TigerjSeaboard World 
Airlines Merger 

Panel submitted but carrier declined arbitration .• · 02-19-85 Continental AirlinesjTexas 
Int'l am Charlayne SUdman 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration •••...•.•....•...•..••.••.•..••.•..•.. 02-26-85 Sam Fischel am Tiger Int'l 

am Flying Tiger Line, Inc. 

* Selected from a panel submitted by the National Mediation Board. 

Sb. Neutrals ARx>inted PUrsuant to Interstate QmIerce Chgnissioo's Orders, 
oct:.dler 1, 1984 to SepteniJer 30, 1985 

Res:idence 

IBte 
of 

19rt:. Parties 

Walter L. Ihipps......... Stockton, CA .•..••.••.. 10-03-84 Union Pacific RR, Western 
Pacific RR, sacramento 
Northern Ry. am UIU 
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Sb. Neutrals 19x:>inted FUrsuant to Interstate 0'"JJTJv:rr"ce Qmni ssial' S Orders, 
Oct:cber 1, 1984 to SepteDi::ler 30, 1985 - a:Nl'lNUED 

Name 

Robert o. Harris .•••••••• 

Patrick J. Duff ...••••••• 
Louis E. seltzer •••••.••• 

Robert E. Peterson ••....• 

lamont E. Stallworth ..•.• 

Jacob seidenberg •.....•.. 

David Brown* ••••••••••••• 

William E. Fredenberger •• 

JBte 
of 

AI¢. 

Washington, D.C •.••.••. 10-09-84 

pittsburgh, PA ••.••.••• 11-07-84 
Philadelphia, PA ••.•••• 11-29-84 

Briarcliff Manor, NY •.. 12-06-84 

Chicago, IL •.••.••..•.• 01-31-85 

Falls Church, VA ....•.• 02-19-85 

Sherman, TX ..•.••.••.•• 02-19-85 

stafford, VA •.••.••.••. 02-28-85 

Eckehard Muessig .••••.... Arlington, VA .••.••.••. 03-04-85 

Robert E. Peterson....... Briarcliff Manor, NY ..• 03-06-85 

Eckehard Muessig*. . . • . • . . Arlington, VA.......... 04-02-85 

Joseph A. sickles ..••...• Bethesda, MD •.••..•..•. 05-07-85 

Robert J. Ables.......... Washington, D.C .•..••.• 06-13-85 

Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C ••..••.•• 06-28-85 

Jacob seidenberg......... Falls Church, VA ••..••. 07-12-85 

Robert o. Harris ••.....•. Washington, D.C ••.••.•• 07-30-85 

Parties 

SOUthern Railway Co. & 
J. M. Fischer 
Soc Line RR co. & UIU 
Consolidated Rail Corp. & 
IBEW 
Norfolk & Western Ry. co. 
& UIU and D. J. Keirn 
Union Pacific RR, Missouri 
Pacific RR, Western Pacific 
& certain non-union em' ees 
SOUthern Pacific Transp. Co. 
& UIU 
1borras P. Murphy, et ale and 
Missouri Pacific RR 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co. 
& certain non-union em' ees 
Grand Trunk Western RR 
(Detroit & 'Ibledo Shore 
Line) & PMWE 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co. 
& UIU 
New York Dock Ry. & BRAC, 
BrE, IAM&AW, MM&P & urn 
Boston and Maine Corp. 
Maine Central RR & ATDi\ 
Norfolk & Western Ry. Co., 
Southern Ry. Co., Inter­
state RR Co. & UIU 
Norfolk & Western Ry. & four 
non-union em' ees of Illinois 
Tenninal RR 
Delaware & Hudson Ry. Co. 
& Michael Gilchrist 
Southern Pacific Transp. Co. 
& UIU 

rudley E. WhitirYJ........ Southfield, MI •..••.••. 08-02-85 Grand Trunk Western RR & RYA 
'!hennas Page Sharp........ McLean, VA............. 08-08-85 Union Pacific RR Co. & BRAC 
Walter L. Phipps......... Stockton, CA ••••••••••• 09-18-85 &ltte, Anaconda & Pacific Ry. 

Co. and Wallace stetson 
William E. Fredenberger.. Stafford, VA........... 09-23-85 Chesapeake & Ohio RR & 

L. Jude 

* Selected from a panel submitted by the National Mediation Board. 
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5c. Referees 19x>inted-system Beams of AdjusbIent (Railroads) ,0ctdJer 1, 198 
to SepteniJer 30, 1985 

Name 

NONE 

IBm 
of 

AI¢. Parties 

6. Neutral Referees AWointed to PUblic law 91-518-Rail PassenJer Sel:vioe 
Act of 1970 (Amtrak), octdler 1, 1984 to Sept.eDiler 30, 1985 

Name Resi.detr;:,e 

NONE 

IBte 
of 

AI¢. 
Amtrak 

No. Parties 

7. Al::bitrators AWointed FUrsuant to PUblic law 93-236-Regiooal. Rail Reorganization 
Act of 1973 (ConRail), octdler 1, 1984 to Sept.eDiler 30, 1985 

Resi.detr;:,e 

NONE 

IBm 
of 

AI¢. 

0Jn­
Rail 

No. Parties 
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APPENDIX B -- 1986 

1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), FISCAL YEAR 1986 

NAME 

LAZAR,J. 

O'BRIEN, T. H. 

HAYS, D. B. 

O'BRIEN, T. H. 

DWORKIN, J. 

CAREY, T. F. 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 

MURPHY, M. A. 

O'BRIEN, T. H. 

ZAMPERINI, C. J. 

O'BRIEN, T. H. 

MANGUM, G. L. 

BROWN, D. H. 

CLUSTER, H. R. 

KLEIN, J. 1. 

TOOMEY, W. A., JR. 

MUESSIG, E. 

CLUSTER, H. R. 

SICKLES, J. A. 

PETERSEN, D. A. 

CLUSTER, H. R. 

MALLOY, T. E. 

SICKLES, J. A. 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 
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TYPE CITY 

BOULDER 

DORCHESTER 

SHERMAN 

DORCHESTER 

SHAKER HEIGHTS 

JERICHO 

WILMINGTON 

SPRINGFIELD 

DORCHESTER 

DENVER 

2 DORCHESTER 

SALT LAKE CITY 

SHERMAN 

2 BALTIMORE 

CLEVELAND 

2 ALBANY 

2 ARLINGTON 

BALTIMORE 

2 BETHESDA 

PITTSBURGH 

2 BALTIMORE 

WESTLAKE 

2 BETHESDA 

2 EVANSTON 

DATE OF 
STATE APPOINTMENT 

CO 

MA 

TX 

MA 

OH 

NY 

DE 

VA 

MA 

CO 

MA 

UT 

TX 

MD 

OH 

NY 

VA 

MD 

MD 

PA 

MD 

OH 

MD 

IL 

08/26/86 

02/18/86 

06,'09/86 

03/06/86 

05/19/86 

03/25/86 

OS/29/86 

02/18/86 

03/07/86 

04/09/86 

03/03/86 

10/31/85 

03/10/86 

08/18/86 

08/26/86 

10/07/85 

07/18/86 

02/13/86 

10/11/85 

11/15/85 

03/24/86 

09/29/86 

10/11/85 

08/04/86 

PLB 
NO. PARTIES 

2049 FORT WORTH & DENVER RW CO. 
UTU 

2500 MAINE CENTRAL RR CO 
PORTLAND TERMINAL RR CO 
UTU 

2739 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
UTU 

2817 BANGOR & AROOSTOOK RR CO 
BRCUS&C 

3161 CONRAIL-CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 
UTU 

3508 PORT AUTHORITY TRANS-HUDSON CORP 
BRC OF USC 

3539 MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
BMWE 

3579 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

3587 DELAWARE & HUDSON RW CO. 
UTU 

3591 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
BLE 

3616 

3634 

ALIQUIPPA & SOUTHERN RR 
UTU 
UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

3635 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

3691 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
UTU 

3824 ATCHISON, TOPKEA & SANTA FE RW CO.' 
SMWIA 

3827 METRO NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 
UTU 

3829 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
ATDA 

3856 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 

3860 GALVESTON WHARVES 
CLERKS 

3868 UNION RAILWAY CO. 
USWA 

3870 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
UTU 

3871 SOUTH BUFFALO RW CO: 
UTU 

3878 GALVESTON WHARVES 
BRAC 

3884 ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
SMWIA 



! . NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

DATE OF PLB 
NAME TYPE CITY STATE APPOINT. NO. PARTIES 

GOLD, C. H. NEW YORK NY 03/07/86 3888 MAINE CENTRAL RR CO 
PORTLAND TERMINAL RR CO. 
BMWE 

SICKLES, J. A. BETHESDA MD 01/22/86 3891 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAI L OP., IN 
IBEW 

TWOMEY, D. P. QUINCY MA 05/09/86 3896 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
BLE 

PROVER, D. E. FARMINGTON HILLS I'll 11/26/85 3909 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
UTU 

GENTRY, J. N. RESTON VA 10/18/85 3910 ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO 
UTU 

SEIDENBERG, J. FALLS CHURCH VA 10/07/85 3913 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO 
BRAC 

SHARP, T. P. MCLEAN VA 12/31/85 3914 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
UTU 

GAHERIN, J. J. BRADENTON FL 02/19/86 3915 ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO 
UTU 

CAIN, P. 2 AUSTIN TX 10/01/85 3918 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

SUNTRUP, E. L. EVANSTON IL 10/18/85 3921 KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RW CO. 
BRAC 

CASSLE, J. W. CHEYENNE WY 04/09/86 3926 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
UTU 

EISCHEN, D. E. 2 ITHACA NY 06/11/86 3928 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BLE 

GENTRY, J. N. 2 RESTON VA 12/12/85 3929 DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR 
BRAC 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASHINGTON DC 10/01/85 3932 AMTRAK 
BLE 

LIEBERMAN, 1. M. 2 STAMFORD CT 11/04/85 3933 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
BLE 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE NY 02/20/86 3937 MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
BRAe 

MURPHY, M. A. SPRINGFIELD VA 03/25/86 3938 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO 
BRAC 

MIKRUT, J. J. , JR. 2 COLUMBIA 1'10 06/10/86 3939 KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RW CO. 
LOUISIANA & ARKANSAS RWL CO. 
BRAC 

HARRIS, R. O. 2 WASHINGTON DC 12/09/85 3941 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
UTU 

BERGMAN, 1. T. 2 ROCKVILLE CENTRE NY 10/01/85 3942 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
BRAC/ARSA 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 2 EVANSTON IL 11/19/85 3943 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RWY. CO. 
BRAC 

DWORKIN, J. 2 SHAKER HEIGHTS OH 02/26/86 3944 CUYAHOGA VALLEY 
UTU 

ZUMAS. N. H. 2 WASHINGTON DC 10/07/85 3945 SOUTHERN RAI LWAY 
BRAC/ARSA 

QJLD. C. H. NEW YORK NY 03/07/86 3946 BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
BRAC/ARSA 

ZUMAS, N. H. 2 WASHINGTON DC 11/04/85 3948 WESTERN RAILROAD ASSOCIATION 
BRAC 

WORE. P. J. OKLAHOMA CITY OK 10/18/85 3949 SOUTHERN PACIFIC RR CO 
UTU 
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1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS). 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME TYPE CITY 

SEIDENBERG. J. FALLS CHURCH 

MCALLISTER, R. W. CHICAGO 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. BAYSIDE 

HAYS. D. B. 2 SHERMAN 

HAWKINS, R. R. 2 ALBUQUERQUE 

PETERSON, R. E. 2 BRIARCLIFF MANOR 

MOORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY 

DWORKIN, J. SHAKER HEIGHTS 

DUDA, N. H., JR. 2 MANSFIELD 

LAROCCO, J. B. 2 SACRAMENTO 

EDGETT, W. 2 HUNT VALLEY 

DUDA, N. H •• JR. 2 MANSFIELD 

MARX, H. L •• JR. NEW YORK 

DENNIS. R. E. 2 NEW YORK 

MOORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH 

MOORE, P. J. OKLAHOMA CITY 

CAIN, P. 2 AUSTIN 

SHARP, T. P. 2 MCLEAN 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. 2 BAYSIDE 

QUINN, F. X. 2 TULSA 

JACKSON, O. 2 OVERLAND PARK 

EISCHEN, D. E. 2 ITHACA 

MOORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY 

KLEIN, J. I. 2 CLEVELAND 

ZUSMAN, M. E. 2 GARY 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 2 EVANSTON 
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STATE 

VA 

IL 

NY 

TX 

NM 

NY 

OK 

OH 

OH 

CA 

MD 

OH 

NY 

NY 

OK 

VA 

OK 

TX 

VA 

NY 

OK 

KS 

NY 

OK 

OH 

IN 

IL 

DATE OF 
APPOINT. 

10/07/85 

10/28/85 

11/08/85 

11/01/85 

12/10/85 

11/08/85 

11/08/85 

02/26/86 

11/08/85 

11/04/85 

11/13/85 

11/08/85 

11/08/85 

11/14/85 

10/31/85 

10/30/85 

11/19/85 

12/12/85 

11/20/85 

02/20/86 

12/05/85 

11/20/85 

12/04/85 

12/04/85 

11/19/85 

11/19/85 

02/04/86 

PLB 
NO. PARTIES 

3950 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO. 
UTU 

3951 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
IAM&AW . 

3952 GALVESTON, HOUSTON & HENDERSON RR CO. 
BRCOFUS&C 

3953 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR CO. 
UTU 

3954 TEXAS MEXICAN RW 
UTU 

3955 KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RW CO. 
LOUISIANA & ARKANSAS RWY. CO. 
UTU 

3956 PHILA., BETHLEHEM & NEW ENG. 
UTU 

3957 CUYOHOGA VALLEY RWY. CO. 
UTU 

3958 LAKE TERMINAL RR CO. 
UTU 

3959 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR CO 
IAM&AW 

3960 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO. 
UTU 

3961 MCKEESPORT CONNECTING RR CO. 
UTU 

3962 AMTRAK 
AMER. FED. RR POLICE 

3963 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
IBEW 

3964 MODESTO & EMPIRE TRACTION CO. 
UTU 

3965 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BLE 

3966 FL EAST COAST HWY DISPATCH 
UTU 

3967 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
UTU 

3968 PEORIA & PEKIN UNION 
UTU 

3969 MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
BRAC 

3970 BELT RW CO. OF CHICAGO 
BLE 

3971 AMTRAK 
IBEW 

3972 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BLE 

3973 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
BLE 

3974 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 

3975 BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
RYA 

3976 ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
BM&BK 



1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS). 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME TYPE 

CASSLE. J. W. 

VAN WART. A. T .• SR. 

CASSLE. J. W. 

FREDENBERGER. W. E .• JR. 

EISCHEN. D. E. 

SUNTRUP. E. L. 

LIEBERMAN. I. M. 

QUINN. F. X. 

SUNTRUP. E. L. 

2 

2 

FREDENBERGER. W. E .• JR. 2 

SCHEINMAN. M. F. 

WARSHAW. J. A. 

GOLD. C. 2 

VAN WART. A. T .• SR. 2 

MARX. H. L .• JR. 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 

WESTON, H. M. 

CASSLE, J. W. 

ROUKIS, G. S. 

TWOMEY, D. P. 

DWORKIN, J. 

O'BRIEN. T. H. 

MARX, H. L., JR. 

MOORE, P. J. 

YAGODA. L. 

DENNIS, R. E. 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

CITY 

CHEYENNE 

WILMINGTON 

CHEYENNE 

STAFFORD 

ITHACA 

EVANSTON 

STAMFORD 

TULSA 

EVANSTON 

STAFFORD 

BAYSIDE 

BETHESDA 

NEW YORK 

WILMINGTON 

NEW YORK 

EVANSTON 

DATE OF PLB 
STATE APPOINT. NO. 

WY 01/07/86 3977 

DE 12/26/85 3978 

WY 12/12/85 3979 

VA 02/14/86 3980 

NY. 12/12/85 3981 

IL 04/28/86 3982 

CT 12/12/85 3984 

OK 12/16/85 3985 

IL 12/04/85 3986 

VA 12/04/85 3987 

NY 12/10/85 3989 

MD 12/16/85 3990 

NY 12/17/85 3991 

DE 12/18/85 3992 

NY 04/02/86 3993 

IL 01/07/86 3994 

HASTINGS-ON-HUDSON NY 01/02/86 3995 

CHEYENNE WY 01/02/86 3996 

MANHASSET HILLS NY 04/10/86 3997 

QUINCY MA 01/10/86 3998 

SHAKER HEIGHTS OH 02/26/86 3999 

DORCHESTER MA 01/24/86 4000 

NEW YORK NY 02/04/86 4001 

OKLAHOMA CITY OK 03/03/86 4002 

NEW ROCHELLE NY 01/22/86 4003 

NEW YORK NY 01/22/86 4004 

PARTIES 

CHICAGO S. SHORE. S. BEND RR CO. 
UTU 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
UTU 
TEXAS. OKLAHOMA. EASTERN RR CO. 
DEQUEEN & EASTERN RR CO. 
UTU 
UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 
PORTLAND TERMINAL RR CO. 
BLE 
UTAH RW CO. 
BLE 
MAINE CENTRAL RR CO. 
PORTLAND TERMINAL RAILROAD CO. 
BRAC 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
IBF&O 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
BM&BK 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
AMTRAK 
JT COUNCIL CARMEN HLPRS.& COA.CLNRS. 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO .• ET AL 
ATDA 
ELGIN, JOLIET & EASTERN RY CO 
BLE 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
RYA 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
METRO NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 
UTU 
LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
UTU 
CUYAHOGA VALLEY 
UTU 
CHICAGO SHORT LINE RW CO. 
UTU 
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE 
UTU 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
BLE 
GREEN BAY & WESTERN RR CO. 
BLE 
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1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME TYPE 

SEIDENBERG, J. 

LARNEY, G. E. 

CAPLES, W. G. 

BRIGGS, S. R. 2 

LARNEY, G. E. 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 2 

PETERSON, R. E. 

CAREY, T. F. 

JOHNSON, J. R. 

MEYERS, P. R. 

PETERSON, R. E. 

CASSLE, J. W. 

JOHNSON, J. R. 

CRISWELL, J. B. 

VAN WART, A. T., JR. 

PHIPPS, W. L. 

MOORE, P. J. 

LARNEY, G. E. 

MURPHY, M. A. 

GOLD, C. H. 

CLUSTER, H. R. 

COHEN, H. 

ZUMAS, N. H. 

ZUMAS, N. H. 

ZUMAS, N. H. 

TWOMEY, D. P. 
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2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

CITY STATE 

FALLS CHURCH VA 

EVANSTON IL 

CHICAGO IL 

CEDARS BURG , WI 

EVANSTON IL 

EVANSTON IL 

STAFFORD VA 

BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 

JERICHO NY 

SPRINGFIELD VA 

CHICAGO IL 

BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 

CHEYENNE WY 

SPRINGFIELD VA 

STIGLER OK 

SALEM NJ 

STOCKTON CA 

OKLAHOMA CITY OK 

EVANSTON IL 

SPRINGFIELD VA, 

NEW YORK NY 

BALTIMORE MD 

UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS OH 

WASHINGTON DC 

WASHINGTON DC 

WASHINGTON DC 

QUINCY MA 

DATE OF PLB 
APPOINT. NO. 

01/16/86 

01/16/86 

01/16/86 

01/14/86 

OS/29/86 

01/22/86 

03/21/86 

01/29/86 

01/21/86 

01/24/86 

02/24/86 

03/31/86 

01/28/86 

01/28/86 

02/04/86 

02/04/86 

06/03/86 

02/13/86 

02/21/86 

02/19/86 

02/19/86 

02/19/86 

02/19/86 

02/11/86 

02/11/86 

02/11/86 

02/24/86 

4005 

4006 

4007 

4008 

4008 

4009 

4011 

4013 

4014 

4015 

4017 

4018 

4019 

4021 

4022 

4024 

4025 

4027 

4028 

4029 

4030 

4031 

4032 

4034 

4035 

4036 

4037 

PARTIES 

CHICAGO' NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
CHICAGO, NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
CHICAGO, NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA' SANTA FE RW CO. 
IAM&AW 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA' SANTA FE RW CO. 
IAMr.AW 
LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
BRAC 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
BRAC 
SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
BLE 
SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
IAMr.AW 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
IAMr.AW 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
IAMr.AW 
CHESAPEAKE', OHIO RW CO 
BRS 
KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RW CO. 
BLE 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA' SANTA FE RW CO. 
BWME 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
UTU 
INDIANA HARBOR BELT RW 
BRAC 
PAC.Ex ARCTIC RR' NAVIGA. CO. 
IBT 
NORFOLK , WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 
CHICAGO, NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
UTU 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
UTU 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
UTU 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
UTU 
NORFOLK , WESTERN RY CO. 
RWY.LABOR EXEC.ASSOC. 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
RWY LABOR EXEC.ASSOC. 
DELAWARE , HUDSON RW CO. 
RWY.LABOR EXEC.ASSOC 
LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD 
UTU 



1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 

TWOMEY, D. P. 

BROWN, D. H. 

CAIN, P. 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 

MEYERS, P. R. 

LARNEY, G. E. 

BLACKWELL, f. R. 

MARX, H. L., JR. 

MOERKE, J. E. 

CASSLE, J. W. 

VERNON, G. H. 

KELLY, D. T. 

MARX, H. L., JR. 

CLUSTER, H. R. 

CASSLE, J. W. 

HAWKINS, R. R. 

KASHER, R. R. 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 

fREOENBERGER, W. E., JR. 

SEIDENBERG, J. 

WESMAN, E. C. 

LAROCCO, J. B. 

CRISWELL, J. B. 

PROVER, D. E. 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 

TYPE CITY 

WILMINGTON 

QUINCY 

SHERMAN 

AUSTIN 

2 EVANSTON 

CHICAGO 

EVANSTON 

2 GAITHERSBURG 

NEW YORK 

GREENVILLE 

CHEYENNE 

EAU CLAIRE 

LIVONIA 

NEW YORK 

BALTIMORE 

CHEYENNE 

ALBUQUERQUE 

2 BRYN MAWR 

EVANSTON 

STAffORD 

2 FALLS CHURCH 

2 ITHACA 

2 SACRAMENTO 

STIGLER 

DATE Of 
STATE APPOINT. 

DE 02/24/86 

MA 03/07/86 

TX 03/25/86 

TX 03/07/86 

IL 03/03/86 

IL 03/24/86 

IL 03/10/86 

MD 03/24/86 

NY 03/21/86 

PA 06/24/86 

WY 05/15/86 

WI 05/09/86 

MI 05/01/86 

NY 03/21/86 

MD 05/09/86 

'WY 03/24/86 

NM 03/24/86 

PA 03/24/86 

IL 06/20/86 

VA 03/12/86 

VA 06/01/86 

NY 04/02/86 

CA 03/31/86 

OK 04/02/86 

FARMINGTON HILLS MI 04/10/86 

EVANSTON IL· 04/02/86 

PLB 
NO. 

4038 

4039 

4040 

4041 

4042 

4043 

4044 

4045 

4046 

4047 

4048 

4049 

4050 

4051 

4052 

4053 

4054 

4055 

4056 

4057 

4058 

4059 

4060 

4061 

4062 

4064 

PARTIES 

MISSOURI PACIfIC RR CO. 
UTU 
ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RW CO. 
IAM&AW 
NORFOLK & PORTSMOUTH BELTLINE RR CO. 
UTU 
UNION PACIfIC RR 
UTU 
UNION PACIfIC RR 
BM&BK 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
BM&BK 
TERMINAL RR ASS. OF ST. LOUIS 
IAM&AW 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
UTU 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RW CO 
UTU 
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE 
UTU 
TERMINAL RR ASSOC. OF ST. LOUIS 
BLE 
NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 
GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
BLE 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 
CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
SEABOARD SYSTEM RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
BMWE 
ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULf RR CO. 
SMWIA 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
UTU 
AMTRAK 
UTU 
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
OKLAHOMA, KANSAS & TEXAS RR CO. 
BRAC 
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
BRS 
NORfOLK & WESTERN RW CO. 
UTU 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
BALTIMORE & OHro CHICAGO TERMINAL RR 
UTU 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
ASD/BRAC 
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l. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

DATE OF PLB 
NAME TYPE CITY STATE APPOINT. NO. PARTIES 

PETERSON, R. E. BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 05/01/86 4065 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
SMWIA 

SCEARCE, J. F. 2 ATLANTA GA 04/02/86 4067 BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE 
IBF&O 

ZAeK, A. 2 BOSTON MA -01/17/86 4068 MAINE CENTRAL RR CO. 
PORTLAND TERMINAL RR CO. 
UTU 

MARX, H. L. , JR. NEW YORK NY 04/10/86 4069 BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
UTU 

MUESSIG, E. 2 ARLINGTON VA 04/09/86 4070 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BRAC 

SHARP, T. P. 2 MCLEAN VA 04/14/86 4072 GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RW CO. 
IBEW 

HAWKINS, R. R. 2 ALBUQUERQUE NM 04/14/86 4073 UNION PACIFIC RR 
IAM&AW 

GAHERIN, J. J. 2 BRADENTON FL 04/14/86 4074 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
IBF&O 

HAWKINS, R. R. 2 ALBUQUERQUE NM 04/14/86 4075 UNION PACIFIC RR 
IAM&AW 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 04/14/86 4076 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
UTU 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 2 EVANSTON IL 06/24/86 4077 UNION PACIFIC RR 
ATDA 

LAROCCO, J. B. 2 SACRAMENTO CA OS/29/86 4078 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BRS 

BROWN, D. H. 2 SHERMAN TX 05/13/86 4079 ATLANTA AND ST.ANDREWS BAY RW CO. 
UTU 

ROUKIS, G. S. 2 MANHASSET HILLS NY 05/01/86 4080 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
IAM&AW 

BLACKWELL, F. R. 2 GAITHERSBURG MD 04/28/86 4081 CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
BLE 

CASSLE, J. W. 2 CHEYENNE WY 05/16/86 4082 TERMINAL RR ASS. OF ST. LOUIS 
BLE & UTU 

SCEARCE, J. F. 2 ATLANTA GA 05/01/86 4083 UNION RAILWAY CO. 
USWA 

CRISWELL, J. B. 2 STIGLER OK 08/18/86 4084 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 2 EVANSTON IL 05/09/86 4085 NE ILLINOIS REGIONAL COMMUTER RR CORP. 
BRCUS&C 

CASSLE, J. W. 2 CHEYENNE WY 09/29/86 4086 GALVESTON, HOUSTON & HENDERSON RR CO. 
UTU 

EISCHEN, D. E. 2 ITHACA NY 04/28/86 4087 ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RW CO. 
BRAC 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. 2 STAFFORD VA 04/28/86 4088 ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RW CO. 
BRAC 

GOLD, C. H. 2 NEW YORK NY 04/28/86 4089 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BRAC 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 2 WILMINGTON DE 05/09/86 4091 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

COHEN, H. 2 UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS OH 05/13/86 4092 GALVESTON WHARVES 
UTU 

ZUSMAN, M. E. 2 MUNSTER IN 08/26/86 4093 CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RW CO 
RYA 

SICKLES, J. A. 2 BETHESDA MD 05/13/86 4094 PORT TERMINAL RAILROAD ASSOC. 
BRCUS&C 
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I. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME TYPE CITY STATE 

GOLDSTEIN, E. H. CHICAGO IL 

EDGETT, W. M. ELLICOTT CITY MD 

LAROCCO, J. B. SACRAMENTO CA 

MEYERS, P. R. CHICAGO IL 

SEIDENBERG, J. FALLS CHURCH VA 

KEARNEY, M. H. MINNETONKA MN 

TWOMEY, D. P. QUINCY MA 

BROWN, D. H. 2 SHERMAN TX 

VERNON, G. H. 2 EAU CLAIRE WI 

SCHEINMAN, M. F. BAYSIDE NY 

SUNTRUP, E. L. EVANSTON IL 

TWOMEY, D. P. QUINCY MA 

VAQGHN, M. D. BETHESDA MD 

HARRIS, R. O. WASHINGTON DC 

LARNEY, G. E. 2 EVANSTON IL 

MURPHY, M. A. SPRINGFIELD VA 

TWOMEY, D. P. 2 QUINCY MA 

LEFKOW, D. M. 2 CHICAGO IL 

VERNON, G. H. 2 EAU CLAIRE WI 

HARRIS, R. O. 2 WASHINGTON DC 

SUNTRUP, E. L. 2 EVANSTON IL 

SEIDENBERG, J. 2 FALLS CHURCH VA 

MOORE, P. J. 2 OKLAHOMA CITY OK 

LAROCCO, J. B. SACRAMENTO CA 

FREDENBERGER, W. E., JR. STAFFORD VA 

CLUSTER, H. R. 2 BALTIMORE MD 

MEYERS, P. R. 2 CHICAGO IL 

DATE OF 
APPOINT. 

08/20/86 

06/10/86 

05/13/86 

05/13/86 

08/11/86 

OS/21/86 

08/20/86 

OS/21/86 

08/26/86 

OS/21/86 

OS/20/86 

OS/29/86 

OS/29/86 

05/19/86 

06/10/86 

05/30/86 

05/30/86 

06/11/86 

05/30/86 

08/05/86 

06/06/86 

06/02/86 

06/11/86 

06/19/86 

07/14/86 

06/24/86 

07/17/86 

PLB 
NO. 

4095 

4096 

4097 

PARTIES 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
IAM&AW 
CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RW CO. 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
IAM&AW 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
BRCUS&C 

4098 CHICAGO & ILLINOIS MIDLAND RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 

4099 CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
UTU 

4100 SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANS. CO. 
BLE 

4101 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
UTU 

4102 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
UTU 

4103 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
UTU 

4104 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
BMWE 

4105 ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RW CO. 
BM&BK 

4106 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 

4107 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 

4108 ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
UTU 

4110 TERMINAL RR ASSOC. OF ST. LOUIS 
UTU 

4111 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

4112 ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RR CO. 
UTU 

4113 BELT RW CO. OF CHICAGO 
BLE 

4114 GREEN BAY & WESTERN RR CO. 
BRCUS&C 

4115 RIVER TERMINAL RW CO. 
BRAC 

4116 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
ATDA 

4117 AMTRAK 
BLE 

4118 HOUSTON BELT & TERM. RW CO. 
UTU 

4119 UNION PACIFIC RR 
UTU 

4120 CINCIN, NEW ORLEANS-TX PAC.RW CO. 
UTU 

4121 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 

4123 CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
IAM&AW 
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1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME TYPE CITY 

MCALLISTER, R. ~. CHICAGO 

CRISWELL. J. B. STIGLER 

PETERSON. R. E. BRIARCLIFF MANOR 

VAN WART. A. T., SR. WILMINGTON 

SUNTRUP. E. L. EVANSTON 

SCHEINMAN. M. F. BAYSIDE 

CRISWELL. J. B. 2 STIGLER 

VERNON. G. H. EAU CLAIRE 

FLETCHER. J. C. 2 MT. PROSPECT 

CRISWELL. J. B. 2 STIGLER 

ZUMAS. N. H. 2 WASHINGTON 

ZUMAS. N. H. WASHINGTON 

MILLER. A. H. GLENVIEW 

HARRIS. R. O. 2 WASHINGTON 

BERGMAN. I. T. ROCKVILLE CENTRE 

VAN WART. A. T .• SR. WILMINGTON 

HAYS. D. B. SHERMAN 

MCALPIN. R. E. 2 PARK RIDGE 

VAN WART. A. T .• JR. 2 SALEM 

LAZAR. J. 2 BOULDER 

VERNON, G. H. 2 EAU CLAIRE 

BROWN. R. 2 MCLEAN 

MUESSIG. E. 2 ARLINGTON 

THIAS. E. F. 2 SEVERNA PARK 

MUESSIG. E. 2 ARLINGTON 

MOORE. P. J. OKLAHOMA CITY 

VAUGHN. M. D. 2 BETHESDA 
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DATI:; OF 
STATE APPOINT. 

PLB 
NO. PARTIES 

IL 07/14/86 4125 CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
BRAC 

OK 07/15/86 4126 NEW ORLEANS PUBLIC BELT RR CO. 
UTU 

NY 07/01/86 4128 BALTIMORE & OHIO RR CO. 
UTU-YARDMASTERS 

DE 08/04/86 4129 CONRAIL-CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 
BM&BK 

IL 07/14/86 4130 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
IBF&O 

NY 07/15/86 4131 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
OKLAHOMA. KANSAS & TEXAS RR CO. 
BRAC 

OK 09/29/86 4133 MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RR CO. 
UTU 

WI 08/01/86 4135 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
BLE 

IL 08/01/86 4136 DENVER' RIO GRANDE WESTERN RR CO. 
IBFiO 

OK 08/04/86 4137 TERM.RY.OF ALA.-ALA.STATE DOCK 
UTU 

DC 08/11/86 4138 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
BMWE 

DC 08/11/86 4139 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
BMWE 

IL 08/14/86 4140 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
GREAT LAKES LIC OFF.ORG. 

DC 09/29/86 4141 GALVESTON. HOUSTON' HENDERSON RR CO. 
UTU 

NY 08/19/86 4142 CONRAIL-CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 
UTU 

DE 08/13/86 4143 CONRAIL-CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 
BRCUS&C 

TX 08/25/86 4144 SEABOARD SYSTEM RR 
UTU 

IL 09/23/86 4145 ST. MARYS RR CO. 
IAM'AW 

NJ 08/26/86 4147 INDIANA HARBOR BELT RR <:0. 
IBFiO 

CO 08/26/86 4148 BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
UTU 

WI 08/26/86 4149 NORTH LOUISIANA & GULF RR 
UTU 

VA 08/26/86 4150 AMTRAK 
BLE 

VA 09/16/86 4151 UNION PACIFIC RR 
BMWE 

MD 09/16/86 4152 AMTRAK 
ARSA/BRAC 

VA 09/16/86 4153 NORFOLK' PORTSMOUTH BELTLINE RR CO. 
BRAC 

OK 09/17/86 4154 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY CO. 
UTU 

MD 09/29/86 4155 CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN TRANS. CO. 
ATDA 



1. NEUTRALS APPOINTED PURSUANT TO PUBLIC LAW 89-456 (PUBLIC LAW BOARDS), 1986--CONTINUED 

NAME TYPE CITY STATE 

SUNTRUP, E. L. EVANSTON IL 

1. PROCEDURAL 
2. MERITS 
3. PREVIOUS NEUTRAL RESIGNED OR DECEASED 

DATE OF 
APPOINT. 

09/29/86 

PLB 
NO. 

4161 

PARTIES 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RR CO 
BMWE 
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2. Arbitrators 1q:p>inted-:Arl:>itratian Boaros, Octd:ler 1, 1985 
to SepteDiJer 30, 1986 

IBte of FIB 
Awt. No. Parties 

Gene T. Ritter.......... Ardrrore, OK........... 11-20-85 454 Burlington Northern 
RR & B-1WE 

Donald E. Prover........ Fannington Hills, MI.. 01-31-86 455 Cllessie System RR & 
UIU am BIE 

Arthur T. Van Wart...... Wi1.IninJt:on, DE........ 06-25-86 456 Detroit & Mackinac 
Ry. co. & UIU 

Arthur T. Van wart...... Wi1.IninJt:on, DE........ 04-07-86 457 Cllessie System RR 
& BIE 

Rodney E. Dennis........ New York, NY.......... 04-18-86 458 National carriers' 
COnference Com­
mittee & BIE 

Charlotte Gold •••••••..• New York, NY •.•..••••. 07-01-86 459 Illinois central Gulf 
RR & UIU 

Robert E. Peterson...... Briarcliff Manor, NY.. 07-17-86 460 Kansas City Southern 
Ry. co. & urn 

Gilbert H. Vernon....... Eau Claire, WI........ 07-22-86 461 I)lluth, Missabe & Iron 
Range Ry. - UIU & BLE 

Robert E. Peterson...... Briarcliff Manor, NY.. 08-19-86 462 Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Ry. & UIU 

Joseph A. sickles....... Bethesda, MD.......... 08-21-86 463 Elgin, Joliet & Eastern 
Ry. co. & UIUU (C) 

Robert E. Peterson...... Briarcliff Manor, NY.. 09-15-86 464 Delaware & Hudson Ry. 
co. & UIU 

2a. ArtJitrators Awointed-Task Fbrce ArtJitraticn, Oct:d:ler 1, 1985 
to Sept:eIIiJer 30, 1986 

ResideJre 

Task 
IBte of Force 
AWt. 00. No. 

2h. ArtJitrators Selected-Int:erest ArtJitraticn, 0ct:dJer 1, 1985 
to Sept:eIIiJer 30, 1986 

IBte of 

Parties 

Name ResideJre AWt. case No. Parties 

Robert E. Peterson..... Briarcliff Manor, NY. 03-27-86 A-11694 Detroit & Mackinac 
Ry. co. & UIU 

Arthur T. Van Wart..... Wi1.IninJt:on, DE....... 06-25-86 A-11694 Detroit & Mackinac 
Ry. co. & UIU 
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3. NEUTRALS APPOINTED (SPECIAL BOARDS OF ADJUSTMENT), FISCAL YEAR 1986 

DATE OF SBA 
NAME TYPE CITY STATE APPOINTMEN'l' NO. PARTIES 
--------------------.- ---- ------------------ ---------.----------- ------t------------------------- - --- --
FREDENBERGER, W. E. 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 1 

CAIN, P. 1 

GOLDSTEIN, E. H. 2 

STALLWORTH, L. E. 2 

LAROCCO, J. B. 2 

PETERSON, R. E. 

MEYERS; P. R. 1 

MUESSIG, E. 

BLACKWELL, F. R. 

CAREY, T. F. 

MUESSIG, E. 

ABLES, R. J. 

VAN WART, A .. T., JR. 

PEACOCK, C. A. 

PETERSON, R. E. 

WESTON, H. M. 

BLACKWELL, F. R. 

VAN WART, A. T., JR. 

CAREY, T. F. 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 

HARRIS, R. O. 

LAROCCO, J. B. 

DWORKIN, J. 

VAN WART, A. T., SR. 

STAFFORD VA 

WILMINGTON DE 

AUSTIN TX 

CHICAGO IL 

CHICAGO IL 

SACRAMENTO CA 

BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 

CHICAGO IL 

ARLINGTON VA 

GAITHERSBURG MD 

JERICHO NY 

ARLINGTON VA 

~ASHINGTON DC 

CARNEYS POINT NJ 

SALISBURY NC 

BRIARCLIFF MANOR NY 

NEW YORK NY 

GAITHERSBURG MD 

SALEM NJ 

JERICHO NY 

WILMINGTON DE 

wASHINGTON DC 

SACRAMENTO CA 

SHAKER HEIGHTS OH 

NILMINGTON DE 

1 PREVIOUS NEUTRAL RESIGNED OR DECEASED 
2 PREVIOUS NEUTRAL TERM EXPIRED OR REPLACED 

0100 ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RWY. 
UTU(T) 

0279 MISSOURI PACIFIC RR CO. 
BMWE 

0423 PORT TERMINAL RR ASSOCIATION 
UTU 

0570 NRLC 

09/17/86 

06/03/86 

08/18/86 

04/29/86 

04/29/86 

12/17/85 

01/29/86 

12/12/85 

07/31/86 

OS/21/86 

01/21/86 

VARIOUS LABOR ORG (FORMERLY RED) 
0570 NRLC 

VARIOUS LABOR ORG (FORMERLY RED) 
0605 NRLC 

BRAC, BRS, BMWE, H&RE & BIU 
0910 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 

UTU(C-T) 
0924 CHICAGO & NO.WESTERN TRANS. 

BMWE 
0934 METRO-NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 

IBEW 
0962 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP. 

SMWIA 
0972 LONG ISLAND RAIL ROAD CO. 

BRAC 
12/31/85 0973 NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP. 

BRAC 
05/19/86 0974 METRO-NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 

UTU 
07/14/86 0975 NEW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP. 

BRAC 
02/11/86 J976 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 

BMWE 
03/26/86 Q978 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 

RLEA 
03/26/86 0978 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 

RLEA 
03/26/86 0978 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 

RLEA 
03/24/86 0979 SO.EASTERN PENN. TRANS. AUTH. 

BRAC 
05/06/86 0980 METRO-NORTH COMMUTER RAILROAD 

UFP 
06/27/86 0981 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP 

UTU(C&T) 
06/23/86 0982 NORFOLK & WESTERN RY. CO. 

BRCUS&C 
06/30/86 0983 NATIONAL RR PASSENGER CORP 

BRAC 

09/29/86 0984 SOO LINE RAILROAD CO 
BRC 

09/29/86 0985 ~EW JERSEY TRANSIT RAIL OP. 
IBEW 
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4. Neutrals Nanina:ted Pursuant to Union Shq> Agreements, October 1, 1985 
to Sept:eniler 30, 1986 

Ihte of 
Resideooe A{pt. carrierjUnian 

Intividual 
Involved 

Robert O. Harris.... Washington, D.C ••• 
James M. Harkless... Washington, D.C •.. 

11-04-85 Amtrak and BMWE •• Nicholas DeLucia 
11-14-85 Amtrak and Amtrak 

service Workers 

Edward L. Suntrup... Evanston, IL .••••• 
council. . . . . . . . .. Gerald M. Neish 

03-25-86 Missouri Pacific 
RR and SMWIA..... Steven Antonopolus 

5. Referees 19loint:.ed-System Boards of Adjust:Jlent (Airlines), October 1, 1985 
to Sept:eoiJer 30, 1986 

Resideooe 

HCMcrrCi S. Block*......... Justin, CA •.•••..••..•. 
Michael J. Jedel* .••••••. Atlanta, GA •••.•••.•••• 
Julius N. Draznin*....... Marina Del Ray, CA •...• 
Edward Levin* .....•••.•.. New York, NY ...••..••.. 
William A. Tbamey ••...... Albany, NY •.......•..•. 
Panel submitted but dispute consolidated 
with another case ............................ '.' .. 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
amitration ••..•••...•.•••...•...•..••..••..•...• 

Walter L. Phipps......... stockton, CA .•..••..•.. 
Jacob Seidenberg......... Falls O1urch, VA ••••••• 
Preston J. Moore......... Oklahoma City, OK •.••.. 
James B. [Markin......... West Lafayette, IN ••••• 
James F. Scearce ••••.•... Atlanta, GA •••..••..••• 
John A. Grimes* •.••..•••• LaPorte, TX •..••..••.•• 
James F. Scearce*........ Atlanta, GA .....•..•... 
Panel submitted but parties did not use panel ••..• 
Panel submitted but parties requested referee 

from Florida ••••••...••.....•...••...•...•..•...• 
Isadore B. Helburn*...... Austin, TX .•••.••••••.. 
Louis Yag6da* ...••....... New Rochelle, NY ..••..• 

Louis E. Seltzer* •......• Boca Raton, FL ••..••.•• 
Panel submitted but request was premature .••...••. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected 
due to merger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 

Panel submitted but no referee selected 
due to m:rger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 
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Il:lte of 
A{pt. 

10-01-85 
10-02-85 
10-02-85 
10-08-85 
10-08-85 

10-08-85 

10-15-85 
10-21-85 
10-21-85 
10-21-85 
10-22-85 
10-22-85 
10-22-85 
10-24-85 
10-29-85 

10-29-85 
10-29-85 
10-29-85 

11-12-85 
11-15-85 

11-19-85 

11-19-85 

Parties 

Western Air Lines-AFA 
Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Pan Am World Airways-IBI' 
Pan Am World Airways-1BI' 

Pan Am World Airways-1BI' 

TACA Int' I Airlines-ALPA 
Eastern Air Lines--'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines--'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines--'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Southwest Airlines-SAFSE 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

TACA Int'l Airlines-IAM&AW 
southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Varig Brazilian Airlines-
IAM&AW 
TACA Int'l Airlines-IAM&AW 
Airlift Int'l Airlines-AFA 

Ozark Air Lines-ALP A 

Ozark. Air Lines-ALP A 



5. Referees 19x>inted-system Boards of Adjust:De1t (AirliIe;), October 1, 1985 
to Sept:e.niJer 30, 1986 - <nn'INUED 

Name 

Panel submitted but no referee selected 
due to nerger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 

Michael J. Jedel* ...•.... Atlanta, ~ .••.••..••.• 
James F. 5cearce*........ Atlanta,~ .••.••.••••• 
Bernard A. Frank*........ Miami Beach, FL •.••..•• 
Fanel submitted but no referee selected 
due to nerger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 

Panel submitted but no referee selected 
due to merger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ......•....••...•......••.••.••..•.... 

Joan stern Kiok* ••...•... New York, NY ..••.••.••. 

George S. 1ves •...••..... Sarasota, FL .....•.••.. 
Leo Weiss*. • • . . . • • • . . . . • • Brea, CA ..•.••.••..••.• 
George S. 1ves* .........• Sarasota, FL •.....••... 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .... 
Nicholas H. Zumas* ....•.. Washington, D.C ......•. 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration •••..............•...••.....•..•..••.. 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ...•••....•••..••..••..••.••..•..••.•• 

Philip Harris* •••.....••• New York, NY ..••..•..•• 
David C •. Randles*........ Clifton Park, NY .•.•••. 

Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .... 
George S. Roukis*........ Manhasset HillS, NY •.•. 
Hyman COhen*............. univ. Hghts., OH .•..... 
Barbara Zausner Lener.... Bordentown, NT ......••. 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ......•.................•............. 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations •...•..•. 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration ........••....••......••.••.••.••..... 

James E. Jones* ...••....• Madison, WI ..•..•..••.• 
Francis X" Quinn*........ TUlsa, OK •..•...•..••.. 
Francis X. Quinn* ••....•• TUlsa, OK •..•..••.••... 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .... 
Dennis R. Nolan* ......... Columbia, SC .........•. 
Jay C. Fogelberg*........ Minneapolis, MN .....•.. 

Il:lte of 
Awt· 

11-19-85 
11-25-85 
11-25-85 
11-26-85 

12-10-85 

12-10-85 

12-11-85 

12-11-85 

12-11-85 
12-11-85 
12-17-85 
12-23-85 
12-23-85 

12-26-85 

12-27-85 
12-27-85 
12-30-85 

01-07-86 
01-08-86 
01-13-86 
01-14-86 

01-14-86 

01-28-86 

01-20-86 
02-04-86 
02-04-86 
02-04-86 
02-04-86 
02-04-86 
02-06-86 

Parties 

Ozark Air Lines-ALP A 
AVIANCA Airlines-HIT 
AVIANCA Airlines-1BI' 
Pan Am World Airway-IBI' 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 

KIM Royal J)Jtch Air­
lines-'lWU 
KIM Royal D..ltch Air­
lines-'lWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Western Air Lines-AFA 
Pan Am World Airways-1BI' 
Pan Am World Airways-1BI' 
Pan Am World Airways-1BI' 

Piedmont Airlines-AFA 

TAP Air Portugal-1BI' 
~ Air Portugal-1BI' 
Varig Brazilian Airlines 
-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Airborne Express-IBI' 
Varig Brazilian Airlines 
-IAM&AW 

Comair-ALPA-

Transamerica Airlines-ALPA 

Air 1ndia-1BI' 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Ozark Air Lines-AFA 
Ozark Air Lines-AFA 
Ozark Air Lines-AFA 
Comair-ALPA 
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5. Referees 19lointed--syst:em Boards of Adjusblert: (Airli.res), cctdJer 1, 1985 
to Sept:.eDi:ler 30, 1986 - <XN1'INUED 

Name Res:i.deooe 

Panel submittal but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration ••••••••••••••••••••••••••..••.••••••• 

Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris •.......• Waslti..rgton, D.C ••••••.• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D. C •••••••• 
David T. Borland* •••••••• Haslett, MI •....••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D. C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C •••••••• 
Elliott H. Goldstein* •••• Chicago, 1L •••••••••••• 
Thomas F. GareY* ••••••••• Jericho, NY •••••••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration .•......••••••••••••••••••...••••••••• 

Sara Adler* ••••••••••••• ". Los Angeles, CA •••••••• 
Robert L. Douglas*....... Woodmere, NY ••••••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration •.•••.•.•......•••••••••••••••••.••••• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration ••••••••••..•••••••••••••••••••••.••.• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration .....................•••••••••••....•. 

Rodney E. Dennis* ••••..•• New York, NY ....••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration •••••••••.........••••••••.•.......••• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
aJ:bitration ......................•.••..........•• 

Robert E. Peterson*...... Briarcliff Manor, NY ••• 
Herbert L. Marx, Jr.*.... New York, NY •••••..•••• 
Anne H. Miller* •••••••••• Glenview, 1L ••••••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C •••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Waslti..rgton, D.C .••••.•. 
Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C .••••••• 
Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C ••••••.• 
Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C .••••••• 
Robert o. Harris •••.••••• Washington, D.C ••••••.. 

138 

IBt.e of 
19Jt. 

02-06-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-10-86 
02-12-86 
02-20-86 

02-21-86 
02-21-86 
02-25-86 

02-25-86 

02-25-86 

03-07-86 

03-07-86 
03-07-86 

03-07-86 

03-07-86 
03-11-86 
03-11-86 
03-11-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 

Parties 

Comair-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 

"Mexicana Airlines-IAM&AW 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 

TAP Air Portugal-IBI' 
lACSA Airlines-1BI' 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airwpys-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Air canada-1Bl' 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaskci Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 



5. Referees AWointed-syst:em Boa.rds of AdjusbJe'It (Airlines), 0ct:dJer 1, 1985 
to Sept:e.oi)er 30, 1986 - <nn'INUID 

Robert o. Harris ••••..••. 
Robert o. Harris ••.....•• 
Robert o. Harris •.•.••... 
Byron Yaffe* ••••.••••..•• 
John J. Flagler* .•••...•. 
Mark "L. Kahn* •••••••••••• 
Henry L. sisk* ••••...•••. 
Edgar A. Jones .•.••••...• 

Resi.deroe 

Washington, D. C ..••••.. 
Washington, D.C ••..••.. 
Washington, D. C •..••.•. 
Madison, WI •••••••••••• 
Minneapolis, MN •••••••• 
Detroit, MI •••••••••••• 
Dallas, TX ••••••••••••• 
IDs Angeles, CA •••••••• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ......•.....••..•......•..•.....•..•.. 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ..••••....•....•..••.••.•..•..•..•..•. 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration .....••......•..•.....••.••.......•..• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration •••.....••.......••.••••..••.••.••..•. 

Walter N. Kaufinan*....... san Diego, CA •••••••••• 
Robert E. Peterson....... Briarcliff Manor, NY ••• 
Robert o. Harris*........ Washington, D.C ..•..••. 
Richard R. Kasher........ Bryn Mawr, PA •••••••••• " 
Louis M. Zigman* .•••....• IDs Angeles, CA •••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations .•..•.••. 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations ..•.••... 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations ••••..•.. 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations ••.•••••• 

Preston J. Moore......... Oklahoma City, OK •..••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration .••••........••.....•••.•..•..•..•..•• 

Arthur T. Van wart. . • • . . . Brooksville, FL •••••••• 
Panel submitted but parties withdrew dispute •....• 
Robert A. Frarrlen*....... Tulsa, OK ••.....•••.••• 
Isadore B. Helburn* .•...• Austin, TX ••••••••••••• 
Robert J. Ables.......... Washington, D.C .•.••••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ..•. 
Jack W. Cassle* ...•••...• Cheyenne, WY •.......••• 
Amedee Greco* •••••••..••• Madison, WI •••••••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration •••....•••........•.•••••.....••.•.... 

Date of 
Awt· 

03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-13-86 
03-17-86 
03-18-86 

03-18-86 

03-21-86 

03-21-86 

03-21-86 
03-21-86 
03-28-86 
03-28-86 
03-28-86 
04-01-86 

04-01-86 

04-01-86 

04-01-86 

04-01-86 
04-02-86 

04-09-86 
04-15-86 
04-16-86 
04-16-86 
04-17-86 
04-21-86 
04-29-86 
04-29-86 
04-29-86 

05-06-86 

Parties 

Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Air wisconsin-IAM&AW 
Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Trans World Airlines 
-IAM&AW 

Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 

Ross Aviation-ALPA 

Ross Aviation-ALPA 

Ross Aviation-ALPA 
Ross Aviation-ALPA 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Mexicana Airlines-IAM&AW 

Transamerica-ALPA 

Transamerica-ALPA 

Transamerica-ALPA 

Transamerica-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 

Flying Tiger Line-IAM&AW 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Southwest Airlines-IAM&AW 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 

Varig Brazilian Airlines 
-IAM&AW 
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5. Referees AWointed-syst:em Boards of Adjustment (Airlines), 0ct:dJer 1, 1985 
to Sept.eDiler 30, 1986 - wrn:NUID 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations .••.••••• 

Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations .•••••.•• 

Robert ReadleY*........ . • Williamsburg, VA ••••..• 
Robert J. Ables*......... Washington, D.C ••••••.• 
Nicholas H. Ztnnas*....... Washington, D.C •..•.••. 
Robert o. Harris* .••••..• Washington, D.C •••••.•. 
Richard R. Kasher*....... Bryn Mawr, PA •••••.•.•• 
Harold D. Jones* •••...••. Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
laurence E. seibel * . . . . . . Chevy Cllase, MD •••••••• 
Jack A. Warshaw-.......... Bethesda, MD ••••••••••• 
J. Earl williams* .••••••• Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
leon B. Applewhaite*..... Silver Spring, MD •••••• 
Richard R. Kasher*....... Bryn Mawr, PA •..••....• 
Rodney E. Dennis* ••...••• New York, NY ..••.••.••. 
Edward Levin .•••...•.•••• New York, NY ••••..•.••. 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ••••..••••••..•••••.•••••..•••..••••.. 

Edward Levin •••...•.•..•• New York, NY •.••.••.••• 
James F. Scearce*........ Atlanta,' GA •••••••••••• 
Rodney E. Dennis* .••...•• New York, NY .••.•••••.• 
Paul J. Fasser*.......... Vienna, VA ..•.••.•.•••. 
David C. Nevins*......... San Franciscx:>, CA •••••• 
Robert M. Leventhal*..... Culver City, CA •••••••• 
'Ihornas F. Levak*......... lake Oswego, OR ••••.••• 
Preston J. Moore*........ Oklahoma City,. OK ••..•. 
Anthony V. sinicropi*.... ICMa City, IA •.•••.•.•• 
John B. I.aRocco*......... Sacramento, CA ••••••••• 
ArIron Barsamian*......... San Rafael, CA ••••••••• 
Lewis R. Amis* .. .-........ washington, PA ..••....• 
Mal:gery F. Gootnick*..... Rochester, NY ••..•.••.. 
Martin F. Scheinman*..... Bayside, NY ••.••.•..••. 
Louis Yagoda* •....•.. : •.. New Rochelle, NY •.••.•• 
Arthur T. Van wart*. . . . . . willnin3ton, DE ..••.•..• 
Walter Eisenberg*. . . • • • • • Brooklyn, NY ••••.••••.. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ..•. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •..• 
Eva Robins* •••..•••.•••.. New York, NY •.•..•.•... 
Bernard L. Balicer*...... Short Hills, NJ •••••••• 
Panel submitted but ho referee selected as yet •... 
Martin F. Scheinman* •.... Bayside, NY .•..•.••.••. 
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Dim of 
ARJt· 

05-06-86 

05-06-86 
05-21-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-"86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-23-86 
05-30-86 
06-04-86 

06-04-86 
06-04-86 
06-05-86 
06-05-86 
06-09-86 
06-10-86 
06-10-86 
06-10-86 
06-10-86 
06-10-86 
06-10-86 
06-11-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
06-12-86 
OE?-16-86 

Parties 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
Piedmont Airlines-IAM&AW 
PiedIront" Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Piedmont Airlines-AFA 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 

Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Midway Airlines-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Piedmont Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-;rAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Aiaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-Iffi' 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 



5. Referees 19lointed-System Boards of AdjusbJent (Airlines), Oct:d:ler 1, 1985 
to Sept:eDiJer 30, 1986 - cnn'INUED 

Louis Yagoda* ••..•••...•• New Rochelle, NY ..•.•.. 
David C. Rarrlles*........ Clifton Park, NY ••••••. 
Charles H. Frost* •••..••• Tampa, FL •••••••.•••••. 
George S. Ives* ••••••.••• sarasota, FL ..••.•••••• 
'Ihomas F. Ievak*......... lake Oswego, OR ••••.••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •••• 
Robert O. Harris* .••••••• Washington, D.C •••••••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .... 
Nicholas H. Zumas........ Washington, D.C .•.•••.• 
Robert J. Ables.......... Washington, D.C ••.•••.• 
Robert E. Peterson....... Briarcliff Manor, NY •.• 
Jacob Seidenberg......... Falls Cl1urdl, VA ••••••• 
James F. Scearce*........ Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
Seymour Strongin*. . . . . . . . Cl1evy 01ase, MD •••••••• 
William G. Haemmel* .•••.. Waynesville, NC .••.••.• 
Preston J. Moore......... Oklahoma City, OK ...•.. 
Robert o. Harris......... Washington, D.C ..••.•.. 
Walter L. Eisenberg*..... Brooklyn, NY ..••..•..•. 
Rodney E. Dennis* •••...•. New York, NY •.••••••.•. 
Harry N. MacLean* ••....•• Denver, co ............ . 
Preston J. Moore......... Oklahoma City, OK .•.... 
Panel submitted but no referee selected 
due to merger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 

Panel submitted but no referee selected 
due to merger of carrier into 'IWA •••••••••••••••• 

Robert L. Mitrani*....... Montclair, HI .•.••••••• 
'IWo panels submitted but no referees selected 
as yet .•••....•.••....•...•...••.••..•..••.•..•.• 

David A. COncepcion*..... Berkeley, CA ..•.••..•.. 
Anne H. Miller .....•..... Glenview, IL ..•..•..•.. 
Daniel G. Collins .•....•. New York, NY ..•..•..•.. 
Arthur Stark ••....••..... New York, NY ..•..•..•.. 
Christine D. Ver Ploeg ... st. Paul, MN •.•........ 
Robert E. Peterson....... Briarcliff Manor, NY ••. 
Ruth E. Kahn ••••••••••••• Southfield, MI ••.••.••. 
Anthony V. Sinicropi..... Iowa City, lA ........•. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet .•.. 
David P. 'IWamey.......... Squantum, MA ...•..•..•. 
HeJ:bert L. Marx, Jr...... New York, NY •..•.••.•.. 
John B. IaRocco.......... Sacramento, CA .•..••.•. 

IBte of 
AI¢. 

06-16-86 
06-16-86 
06-17-86 
06-17-86 
06-17-86 
06-18-86 
06-18-86 
06-18-86 
06-18-86 
06-18-86 
06-19-86 
06-19-86 
06-19-86 
06-19-86 
06-23-86 
06-23-86 
06-26-86 
06-26-86 
06-26-86 
06-26-86 
06-27-86 
07-09-86 
07-10-86 

07-15-86 

07-15-86 
07-16-86 

07-17-86 

07-17-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-22-86 
07-23-86 
07-23-86 
07-23-86 

Parties 

Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Aero Peru-IAM&AW 
Aero Peru-IAM&AW 
MarkAir-APAIA 
Pan Am World Airways-IEIT 
Pan Am World Airways-IBl' 
Pan Am World Airways-1Bl' 
Pan Am World Airways-IBl' 
Pan Am World Airways-IBl' 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
PiErlnont Airlines-AFA 
PiErlnont Airlines-AFA 
PiErlnont Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Pan Am World Airways-IAM&A 
Pan Am World AirwayS-'IWU 
Alaska Airlines-AFA 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
SUburban Airlines-UAW 

EI Al Israel Airlines 
-IAM&AW 
Western Air Lines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
AEROPERU Airlines-IAM&AW 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
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5. Referees 19x>inted-system Beams of Adjl.1Sble1t (Airlines), 0ctdJer 1, 1985 
to Sept:eniJer 30, 1986 - CDn'1lruED 

Name Res:i.derx:le 

Janvas R. Johnson......... Springfield, VA •••••••• 
George S. Ives ....•••••.. Sarasota, FL ••••••••••• 
Renee E. Kannn............ Washington, D. C ..••.••• 
Robert O. Harris......... Washi.n;Jton, D.C ..••.••• 
Joe H. Henderson*........ santa Rosa, CA ••••••••• 
Robert O. Harris......... Washington, D.C ..••.••• 
Richard R. Kasher........ Bryn Mawr, PA .•...••... 
Irving T. Bergman........ Rockville Center, NY ••• 
'lhamas G.S. Olristensen.. New York, NY ••••••••••• 
Panel submitted but parties withdrew dispJte 
prior to amitration •..•••••.•••••••.•...•...•... 

oscar A. Ornati •••••...•• New York, NY ••••••••••• 
oscar A. Ornati •••••••... New York, NY ••••••••••• 
John P. Finneran ••••....• SUffern, NY •••••••••••• 
Robert O. Harris......... Washington, D. C •....... 
Sylvester Garrett. . • • . . • . Pittsburgh, PA ...•..•.. 
Janvas F. scearce......... Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
W. Lloyd Lane ••••.....••. Burnsville, NC •.••..••. 
Jerome G. Greene......... Miami, FL •• ~ ••••••••••• 
Lawrence Kanzer •••••••••• Miami, FL •••••••••••••• 
George S. Ives ••••••....• Sarasota, FL ••••••••••• 
'lhamas J. Dilauro........ Springfield, PA •••••.•• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
amitration .....••.••...•••.••••.••.•••••••••.••• 

Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
amitration ••.•••••...••....••..••..•..••..•..... 

Bernard A. Frank......... Miami Beach, FL •••••••• 
'Ihamas F. I.ev'ak*......... Lake Oswego, OR •••..••. 
Francis R. Walsh*........ san Francisco, CA •••••• 
J. Edgar Hale* •••.....••• Lake Oswego, OR •••••••• 
Joe H. Henderson*........ santa Rosa, CA ••••••••• 
Sharon K. Weizenbaum* .••• Tucson, AZ •..••..•..••• 
Sam Kagel* ••••.•••...•••. san Francisco, CA •••••• 
'Ihamas C. DeButts*....... Lake Oswego, OR •.•••••• 
L. lawrence SChultz*..... la Jolla, CA ••••••••••• 
Robert M. Leventhal*..... CUlver City, CA •••••••• 
Robert O. Harris......... Washington, D.C ..••..•. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected due to 
merger of carrier into TWA ••..••.••.••...•..••..• 
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IBte of 
Awt· 

07-24-86 
07-24-86 
07-24-86 
07-24-86 
07-24-86 
07-24-86 
07-25-86 
07-25-86 
07-25-86 

07-25-86 
07-25-86 
07-25-86 
07-25-86 
07-28-86 
07-29-86 
08-05-86 
08-05-86 
08-05-86 
08-05-86 
08-05-86 
08-05-86 

08-06-86 

08-06-86 

08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 
08-07-86 

08-08-86 

Parties 

Republic Airlines-AFA 
AEROPERU Airlines-IAM&AW 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 

Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Republic Airlines-AFA 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 

KrM Royal DJtch Air-
lines-'IWU 

KIM Royal DJtch Air-
lines-'IWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'IWU 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-ALPA 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 



5. Referees 19x>inted-system Boal:ds of AdjustDe1t (Airlines), octdJer 1, 1985 
to SepteDi:ler 30, 1986 - <Dn'INUED 

Name 

Panel submitted but no referee selected due to 
merger of carrier into ~ ..................•.... 

John C. Hilly............ lantana, FL ••••••••••.• 
John ~...... • • • • • Louisville, KY ••••••••• 
Clair V. Duff* ..••••..••• Pittsburgh, PA ••••••••• 

Adolph M. Koven*......... San Francisco, CA •••••• 
Ik>nald H. Wollett*....... sacrrurento, CA ••••••••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •.•. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •..• 
lawrence T. Holden*...... Lincoln Center, MA ••••• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet •..• 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ••.. 
Panel submitted but no referee selected as yet ••.. 
Sheldon E. Bernstein* ..•• Miami, FL •••••••••••••• 
James F. scearce*........ Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
J. Earl Williams* .•••...• Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
Marian Kincaid Warns..... Louisville, KY •.....•.. 
Anne H. Woolf •••....••... Norman, OK ••••••••••••• 
Peter Henle. . . • • . . . . . • . . • Moultonboro, NH •••••••• · 
William E. Fredenberger.. stafford, VA ••••• ' •••••• 
James F. scearce* •..••..• Atlanta, GA •••••••••••• 
Bernard L. Balicer*...... Short Hills, NJ •••••••• 
Panel submitted but dispute did not go to 
arbitration as carrier ceased operations ••••••.•. 

Daniel House* •••••....... Roslyn, NY ••••••••••••• 
Irving T. Bergman*....... Rockville Centre, NY ••• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ..•••••..•••...•..••.••.•••.•.••.••••• 

Tedford E. SChoonover*... COlorado Springs, 00 ••• 
John P. Linn*............ Delwer, 00 ••••••••••••• 
J. B. Gillingham* ••••...• seattle, ~ ..••.••.••.• 
Panel submitted but dispute settled prior to 
arbitration ••••....••..••..••..•..•••..••..•.••.. 

Preston J. Moore*........ Oklahorra City, OK •••••• 
Preston J. Moore*........ Oklahoma City, OK •••••• 
Charles H. Frost •..••••.. Tampa, FL •••••••••••••• 
Anne H. Woolf* ••••...••.. Norman, OK ••••••••••••• 
Martin F. SCheirnnan*..... Bayside, NY •••••••.••••• 
Robert O. Harris......... Washington, D.C •••••••• 

John Remington ••••....••. Louisville, KY ..•.••.•• 

i}lte of 

Awt· 

08-08-86 
08-11-86 
08-11-86 
08-13-86 

08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-14-86 
08-19-86 
08-19-86 
08-21-86 
08-26-86 
08-26-86 
08-28-86 

08-28-86 
08-28-86 
08-28-86 

08-28-86 
08-28-86 
08-28-86 
09-02-86 

09-02-86 
09-03-86 
09-05-86 
09-09-86 
09-09-86 
09-09-86 
09-10-86 

09-12-86 

Parties 

Ozark Air Lines-AMFA 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
El Al Israel Airlines 
-IAM&AW 
Western Air Lines-AFA 
Western Air Lines-AFA 
Pan Am World Airways-Iar 
Pan Am World Ainvays-1Br 
Pan Am World Airways-Iar 
Pan Am World Ainvays-IBr 
Pan Am World Airways-1ar 
Pan Am World Airways-1ar 
Pan Am World Airways-1ar 
Pan Am World Airways-1ar 
Pan Am World Ainvays-1ar 
Pan Am World Airways-Iar 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Pan Am World Airways-IUFA 
Pan Am World Airways-'IWU 

TranStar Airlines-'lWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'lWU 
Pan Am World Airways-'lWU 

Pan Am World Airways-'lWU 
Ala$ka Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 

Western Air Lines-AFA 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Eastern Air Lines-'lWU 
Alaska Airlines-IAM&AW 
Pan Am World Airways-1ar 
AFA-5ervice Charge Ob­
jections 
Pan Am World Services 
-'lWU 
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5. Referees ARlOinted-syst.em Boal:ds of Adjusbnent (Airlines), Oct:d::ler 1, 1985 
to Sept:eDi:ler 30, 1986 - <nn'INUED 

John Remington* •••••••••• Louisville, 

John Remington ••••••••••• Louisville, 

John Remington ••••••••••• Louisville, 

KY ••••••••• 

KY' ••••••••• 

KY' ••••••••• 

Dite of 
19:Jt. 

09-12-86 

09-12-86 

09-12-86 

Jack W. Gassle* ••••...... Cheyenne, WY •••.••.•••• 09-15-86 
Ronald J. Betso* •••••...• Brooklyn, NY ••••••••••• 09-18-86 
Nicholas H. Zumas* •••.... Washington, D.C •.•••.•• 09-22-86 
Walter N. Kaufman* ••••... San Diego, ~ ..•..••.•• 09-26-86 

Parties 

Pan Am World services 
...JIWU 
Pan Am World services 
...JIWU 
Pan Am World services 
...JIWU 
Big Sky Airlines-IAM&AW 
Pan Am World Airways-1Br 
Pan Am World Airways-1Br 
Mexicana Airlines-!AM&AW 

* Selected from a panel submitted by the National Mediation Board. 

5a. Al:bitrators Awointed-cAB labor PJ:utecti.ve PrcNistC81S, Oct:.c:ile.r 1, 1985 
to SE!pteIIiJer 30, 1986 

Dite of 
Res:idence 19:Jt. Parties 

Sylvester Garrett*....... Pittsburgh, PA...... 07-28-86 Republic AirlinesjNorthwest 
Airlines Merger (Flight 
Atteroants) 

Sylvester Garrett........ Pittsburgh, PA...... 07-28-86 Republic AirlinesjNorthwest 
Airlines Merger (Flight 
Attendants) 

Panel submitted but parties selected their 
own arbitrator................................ 08-20-86 Republic AirlinesjNorthwest 

Airlines Merger (Pilots) 

* Selected from a panel submitted by the National Mediation Board. 

5b. Neutrals Awointed FUrsuant to Interstate Ccmoorce Chm!issian's Orders, 
Oct:.c:ile.r 1, 1985 to SE!pteIIiJer 30, 1986 

Res:idence 

Cllarles M. Rehmus........ San Diego, ~ •.••..•• 
Robert E. Peterson....... Briarcliff Manor, NY. 
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Dite of 
19:Jt. Parties 

10-01-85 Union Pacific RR Co.-UTU 
12-12-85 Maine Central RR Co./ 

Boston & Hai.iie Corp.-BRS, 



5b. Neutrals AJp:linted PUrsuant. to Interstate Omneroe C)"mnissian's Orders, 
0ct:dJer 1, 1985 to Sept:.eJIi:ler 30, 1986 - a:m'INUED 

Name Residence 

William E. Fredenberger •• stafford, VA ••••••••• 

Robert E. Peterson ••••••. Briarcliff Manor, NY. 
Robert J. Ables •..••••••. Wasl1in;)ton, D.C •••••• 

Robert E. Peterson •••••.. Briarcliff Manor, NY. 

Jonathan Dworkin ••••..... Shaker Heights, OH ••• 
Francis x. Quinn •••.....• 'I\1lsa, OK •••••••••••• 

IBte of 
Awt:. 

02-11-86 

04-09-86 
05-01-86 

05-01-86 

07-31-86 
08-15-86 

Parties 

Southern Railway System 
& Southern Freight Assoc. 
Union Pacific System-U'IU 
Cllesapeake & Ohio Ry. 
CO. -urn & BRAC 
Grarrl Trunk Western RR 
CO.-urn, Yardmaster Dept. 
Soo Line Railroad-IAM&AW 
Southern Pacific Transp. 
-urn 

5c. Referees 19x>inted-systan Boards of Mjust::nent (Railroads), 
oct:dJer 1, 1985 to sept:.eni:ler 30, 1986 

Name 

Jack A. Warshaw ••••••••• 
Joseph A. sickles ...... . 
lawrence E. Seibel •..... 
Nicholas H. Zumas ••••••• 
Jacob Seidenberg ....... . 

" James M. Harkless ••••.•• 
'Bernard E. CUShman •••••• 
Robert J. Ables •.......• 
Seynnrr Strorgin ....... . 

Bethesda, MD ••••••••• 
Bethesda, MD ••••••••• 
Olevy Cllase, MD •••••• 
Washirgton, D.C •••••• 
Falls Cllurch, VA ••••• 
Wasl1in;)ton, D. C." ••••• 
Silver Sprirg, MD •••• 
Wasl1in;)ton, D.C ..••.• 
Cllevy Cllase, MD •••••• 

IBte of 
Awt:. Parties 

09-11-86 Nat'l RR Pass. Corp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat'l RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat'l RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat'l RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat'l RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat' I RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat' 1 RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat'l RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 
09-11-86 Nat' 1 RR Pass. COrp.-AFRP 

6. Neub:al Referees 19x>inted to PUblic law 91-518-Rail PassenJer Service 
J\ct of 1970 (Amtrak)', oct:dJer 1, 1985 to sept:.eni:ler 30, 1986 

IBte of Amtrak 
Residence Awt:. No. Parties 
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7. AlDitrators Iglointed PUrsuant to PUblic law 93-236-Regianal Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973 (CDlRail), October 1,. 1985 to Sept:eniler 30, 1986 

IBte of CDlRail 
Name AIPt. No. Parties 
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