NATIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Awar d Nunber 223%

THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Nunber CL-22244

Louis Yagoda, Referee

Brot herhood of Railway, Airline and
Steamship Cerks, Freight Handlers,
Express and St ati on Employes

PARTI ES TO DISPUTE: (
( Sout heast er n Demurrage and St or age Bureau

STATEMENT OF cLATM: O ai mof the SystemcCommittee of the Brotherhood
(GL-8440) t hat :

"(a) The Bureau has viol ated the Rules Agreenment, particularly
Rul'e 34 when they required the claimnt to suspend his regularly
assigned duties 1n order to absorb overtine.

(b) Caimant W H Dickie, Jr. should be paid one day's pay
for Decenber 12, 1975 at the rate of one and one-half tines the regular
basic straight tine rate of the claimnt."

CPINION_OF BOARD: Initially we are conpelled to recognize that the
Statement oflaimrefers to a claimdate of

Decenber 12, 1975. However, the rest of the Record |eaves no doubt
that the date in question is actually January 2, 1976.

On that date, M. R 0. MeCollum was absent for conpassionate
leave. The position was not filled, and the duties were performed by
the daimnt, who was on duty. A claimwas filed in favor of O ai mant
contending he shoul d not have been required to suspend his regul ar
duties. The claimwas one daK at time and one-half. The Organization
cites Rule 34 in support of their claim It reads:

"RULE 34 « QVERTIME

“(&) I'n working overtime before or after assigned
hours on assigned work days, eaﬁlozees regul arly
assigned to class of work for which overtine is
necessary will be given preference. Were work is
required by the Bureau to be performed on a day
which is not a part of any assignment, it nmay be
performed by an available extra or unassigned

enpl oyee who will otherwi se not have forty (40)
hours of work that week; in all other cases by

the regul ar enpl oyee.
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"(e) Fmployes W |l not be required to suspend
work during regular hours to absorb overtine."

~ Under the facts of the case, it cannot be said the Claimant
was required to suspend work to absorb overtine. The claimis oot
supported by Rule 34, and therefore will be denied.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustnent Board, upon the whol e
record and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Employes i nvol ved in this di spute
are respectively Carrier and Employes within the neaning of the Railway
Labor Act, as approved June 21, 193k;

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

That the Agreenent was not viol ated.

A WARD
C aim denied.
NATIONAL RAILROAL ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division
ATTEST: d

Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 16th day of April 1979.




