NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Nurmber 22678
THIRD D VI SI ON Docket Nunmber CL-22555

James F. Scearce, Referee

(Brotherhood of Railway, Arline and
( Steamship Clerks, Frei ght Handlers,
( Express and Station Employes
PARTTES TO DISPUTE:
(The Baltinore and Chio Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM O aim of the System Commttee of the Brotherhood
(GL-8565) t hat :

(1) The Carrier violated the Agreement between the parties
when, effective February 21, 1976, it refused Operator G R Baker,
incunbent third trick RX Ofice, Wllard, Chio, displacenent rights
emto a first-trick position, such displacenent rights having been
acqui red because of Carrier's unilateral addition of clerical duties
to the assigned duties of the third-trick Operator position RX O fice,
Wllard, GOnhio, thereby creating a new position.

(2) Carrier shall, as a result thereof, be required to
conpensate M. G R Baker eight (8) hours' pay at time and one-half
for February 21, 1976, and continuing each work day until this
violation is corrected, subject to all general wage increases.

OPI Nl ON OF BOARD: The inpetus for this dispute can be traced back

to 1973 and the nerger of the Tel egraphers into
the Organization. Over the years that followed the merger, certain
positions were abolished, realigned and/or re-bid. In 1976, the
Carrier assigned to operators at its towers, the duty to observe and
read into a dictaphone nunbers off passing trains, such workbeing
limted to two or so trains per shift. Per the Carrier, such work
required 5-10 mnutes.

The Caimant herein requested that he be allowed to bid off
his assignment = on third trick = to an operator position on first
trick due to the Carrier having altered his assignnent. |t was noted
that the first trick operator also had been assigned duties of
providing train data via dictaphone.
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VW find no evidence to support the claimthat the Carrier,
by its actions, created a "new assignnent” and was thus required to
bid it or that the incunbent of such position was therefore entitled
to displace fromit to any other position which his seniority would
allow. It is unrefuted that the work assigned to the Caimnt was
within the Cerk eraft, Nothing has been adduced to suggest that
the Carrier cannot assign duties within the craft, particularly
where so doing does not exert undue burden upon the incunbent involved.
W also note that a simlar situation was addressed im Award 16927
with a simlar conclusion reached as herein.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustnent Board, upon the whole
record and all 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 Within the neaning of the
Rai |l way Labor Act, as approved June 21, 1934,

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction
over the dispute involwved herein; and ’

That the Agreenent was not violated.

A WARD

Caimis denied.

NATI ONAL RAILROAD 'ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

/7

ATTEST: ‘
Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 14th day of Decenber 1979,

Avpatn



