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Joseph A Sickles, Referee

gBr ot her hood of Railway, Airline and
Steamship Cerks, Freight Handlers,

( Express and Station Employes
PARTI ES TO DISPUTE: (

(Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Railway Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM  Jaimof the Systemcomeittee Of the Brotherhood (6L-8733)
that:

1, Carrier violated the effective Cerks' Agreement when, on
Sept enber 16 and 27, 1977, it failed to call Yard Oerk John Bazik for duty
on his rest days to performyard checking duties, but rather, required
and/or permtted Accounts Clerk Shirley Talaga to suspend the duties of her
own position as an office employe to performsuch yard checking duties;

2. Carrier shall now conpensate M. Bazik for eight (8) hours'
pay at the tims and one-half rate of a yard clerk position for each of
dates Septenber 16 and 27, 1977,

3. Carrier shall now rescind the instructions issued to Ms. Tal aga
as the incunbent of Job Jr-607 under date of Septenber 8, 1977, requiring
her to performoccasional yard checking duties.

OPI MON_OF BQABD: In September of 1977, the Carrier assigned Accounts

Cerk, Talaga = in additionto her ot her duties =
the responsibility to performspot track checks at various patrons served
by the Carrier, as directed.

The Organi zation protested the assignment based upon pertinent
agreement | anguage, and the instant claim was instituted on behal f of the
Yard Clerk for duty on his rest days. o

One of the Organization's assertions is that Ms, Tal aga was
forced to suspend her normal duties toperformthe work (for which she was
not properly dressed). In addition, it is contended that the duty in
question is not |isted as an appropriate part of her regularduti es.

Cur review of the entire record suggests to us that prior Award
No. 20638 is particularly pertinent to this dispute. W do not agree that
certain craft crossing considerations raised by Carrier creates a valid line
of distinction between the case presented thereand the one here under
consi derati on.
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Accordingly, for the reasons set forth in that cited Award,
we are of the view that there was a violation. The anount requested in
the claimis not inappropriate under the circunstances, and the rules of
the agreenent. Accordingly, we will sustain the entire claim

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole
record and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

~That the Carrier and the I_Errﬂl_ oyes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Enployes within the meaning of the Railway | abor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934,

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

That the Agreenent was viol ated.

A W A RD

C ai m sustai ned.

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENF BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: v
Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 27th day of June 1980.
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