
>!ATIOb!AL  RAILKOAI)  AU.JUSTI\IENT BOARD
,Awarrl  Number 19858

TtlIllD DIVISION Docket Number CL-19842

Juseph A. Sickles,  Referee

(Brotherhood of Railway, Airline and Steamship Clerks,
(  F r e i g h t  Handlers, Express and Station Employes

WIES TO DISPUTE: (
(Chicago,  Milwaukee, St, Paul and Pacific Railroad Company

STATBIENT  OF CWIM:  Claim of the System Cowmittee oC tl!r Rrotherhood (CL-7114)
that:

1) C a r r i e r  v i o l a t e d , and continues to violate,  the Clerks’  Rules
Agreement when  it arbitrarily Lrnnsferrrd work and escahlislaed  a position to
a b s o r b  n p o r t i o n  thereof xr’oss saiorir)~  clistrict lines.

21 Carrier shall  now he required to compensa~:,  c:ilch  of the following
employes for  two  (2 )  hours  per  day at  tl~c overtime  rat%! of .Timc  Pcvisor  for  each
regularly assigned work day nf their po.=itiuus  from Ncv<~mber  I,  1979 until  the
v io lat ion  i s  corrected :

Rruca  A. Hambtin
I!ermund Larson
Dcni  SC’  Gransbery
Retty Rurch

OPINION OF BOARD: As in Award NO. 19857? the Organi  zat itan protests the trans-
l’er o f  w o r k  f r o m  one scniori,ty  district L-CD another. M a n y  o f

the same issues are raised, inc luding  Carrier’s assertinla t11ot  Lhis i s  not  the
proper forum ro pass upon Carrier’s act,ions.

. . .,

In any event,  this Roard  concl&s that the claim herein is disposed of
in the same manner as the claim in Award No. 19857. Simply stated, the employees
failed,  on the property, to cite any. specific rule of the Agreement as having been
vio lated . This issue was considere~d,and  decided by this Ralcree in Award No.
19855, and the Awards cited ther’ein,  and nf Firmed  in Award No. 19857.

Contrary to the record i~n( Award No. 19857, the !Wgnnization, in this
c a s e ,  d i d  assort soeclfic rulrx v i o l a t i o n s  i n  i t s  Submit .ion [a>  t h i s  Roord, b u t ,
as stated in Award No. 19857. a s p e c i f i c  cir.ll.ion a t  :11;11:  lste s t a g e  dors n o t
cure the earlier procedural defect. s e e  Awnrris  IllOh ! !‘ll~nll~,  I37lll  (11orsey)
and 15835 (‘Ives).

For the reasons stated in Award No. 19857, :he claim, hercin. is
dismissed.

As stated in Award No. 19857, inasmnciz  as th is  ciaim i s  d i sposed  o f
on procedurnl  grounds, n o  dcxtermination  i s  made  conccrnit!g  <other  i~ssurs raised
by the pnrtien.



- -

FIN:I)IEIGS:  The ‘l’llird Division o f  th6 Adjustwnt  I:n.:rd,  u p o n  t h e  w h o l e  record
and 011  the  evidence, f inds  imd ho lds :

That  the  partics wi,ved  oral Ilraring;

Th?t the Carrier nnd the lklp10yc.s  involved in this dispute are
respect ive ly  Carr ier  and  Fjnploycs vi tlliu the wani!q  o f  the Rnilway  Labor Act ,
as approved June 21, 1934:

T h a t  t h i s  Divi::ialx oC !:hc  Adju:~tmwt  Board  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e
d i s p u t e  involved hcrcin;  mid

'That the claim be dismissed for reasons set forth in the Opinion.

A W A R I-J

NATIOS!\L  RAILROAD ADJUSTiCNT  BOARD

Dated  at Chicago ,  I l l ino is ,  this 13th day of July 1973.


