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The Grievant stated that on numerous times he would perform Carpenter
A work and would not be upgraded. The Grievant further stated he was qualified
for Carpenter A.

The Grievant's supervisor stated that in the past the Grievant would
be upgraded to Carpenter A or Working Foreman C when performing duties such as
working from plans or drawings to construct buildings. cabinets. intricate
form work and high trestle work as a Carpenter A or when supervising a crew
containing skilled craftsmen as a Working Foreman C. The supervisor also stated
that there is not enough work to warrant the establishment of a full-time
Carpenter A or Working Foreman C position.

The Local Investigating Committee was unable to determine or provide
any specific testimony or records that clearly identified workdays in which this
grievant performed Carpenter A work and was not upgraded.

The Committee discussed this case at length. Union members of the
Committee opined that Carpenter A work is justified in this case. The Company
noted that the Grievant had been upgraded as needed. and that no evidence was
established to indicate that Grievant was not paid when performing the duties of
the higher classification. The Committee did agree to recommend that the
department evaluate its work needs and consider the utilization of the Carpenter
A classification when appropriate.
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Based on the foregoing, the Committee agrees that no violation of the
contract could be determined, therefore, this case is closed without adjustment.

DAVID J. BERGMAN, Chairman
Review Committee
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