NATTONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENTBOARD
Award Nunber 21582

THRD DIVISION Docket Number CD- 21156
WIlliam M Edgett, Referee

(Brot herhood of Railway. Airline and Steamship C erks.

( Frei ght Bandlers, Express and St ati on Employes
PARTI ES TO DISPUTE: (

(The Baltimore and Chio Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM: C ai mof the Syst emCommittee Of the Brotherhood, G.-7769,
that:

(1) Carrier violated the Agreement between the Parties when it
failed to reinmburse M. J. T. Quinlan a mleage allowance of 10¢ per mle
fromhi s headquarters point t0 his assigned work | ocation and return, on
July 7, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 1973 and all sub-
sequent dates of record, and

(2) Carrier shall reinburse M. Quinlan amounts as claimed above
account his use of personal automobile on each date.

CPLNLON OF BOARD:  Claimant was assigned to an extra board position which

had been bul | etined with headquarters desi ?nat ed as
Pittsburgh, PA. Oa the dates of claim he had been called to Till vacancies
at two towers located within the Pittshurgh city limts and one tower | ocated
outside the city limts.

The Bmployes object to Carrier's designation of the city of Pittsburgh
as the headquarters point. They ask the Board to find that DS office is claime
ant's headquarters point for the application of the Rule. They rely on a notice
whi ch established that office as a calling point and which clearly showed the
headquarters as Pittsburgh. Reliance on It is msplaced. The Rmployes al so
rely on Anard No. 20 of Public Law Board 789 for the proposition that a head-
quarters point nust be restricted to a "tower, station or effice on |ine of
road". If the award could be read to establish the point that a headquarters
poi nt must be SO marrowly defined it would be in opposition to awards of this
Board and would not be held to be controllin?. However, the point relied upon
by the Employes was not essential to the holding of PLB 789 and it does not
sﬁaﬁd for the p{oposition that a headquarters point may not be co-extensive
with a termna

Essentially, that i s Carrier's argument, |t has designated its
Pittsburgh termnal as the headquarters point for the apﬁ)lication of Rule 23.
It relies on the Rule and the practice which has been fol |l owed in adm nistering
it. Carrier concedes that the application has not included the entire term nal
but has stopped at the bounderies of Pittsburgh. It acknow edges that the
asgigmment at Etna, PA. is outside the practice (and Pittsburgh). That part of
the claimwll be sustained.
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The Rule could stand additional clarifying |anguage. The record
‘before the Beard supports Carrier's assertion that the parties' practice

has been to designate Pittsburgh as the headquarters point. W will sustain

the claimas to the assignment at Etna, PA. only, based on the Rule and the
practice which the parties have fol | owed.

ELNDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole record
and al | the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes W thin the neaning of the railway Labor
Act,as approved June 21, X934,

That this Divisioen of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over
the dispute involved herein; and

That the claimshould be sustained tothe extent described in
t he Cpinion,

AWARD

G aimsustained as to the assigmment at Etna, PA. The remainder
ofthe claimis denied.

NATIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: . |
.Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 17¢éh day of June 1977.




