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SmM OF &AIM: Clnb of the System colnittee of the Rmtherhwd
(~~-8616)  that:

(2) Carler ae sresultthereof, ahallcollpeneate  C&ief Clerk
L. R. Ccmr, Wheeling Preiefit  Agency, eight (8) hours' pey for August 3,
1976,anaeachaate  tbweafter until the violation is correoted.

OPINION OF BOARD: This claim alleges a tiolBtion of the scope Ftule. In
order topzevall  the OrSaniurtlonnustshowagreement

reservationofthevorkand  requlree  careful focus upon the precisework
at issue. ~twcnlrvaa~entarilrgOfear~S~ds~Sby#ear-
ployesofAllladCbemicel~tionuponfarmsaarlau4t~by
Carrier*8  claricalemployes. lhe purpose of the farre was to co@pWith
Iccalrective  c.riticicing  6hi~nt.s  of&ugerau chemlcal8framtQeAllied
Plantat Perkim,Virgbla  fourmilestoMowdsville, WeatVlr&la. Upon
srrivalat~~~ille,thcclaltothe~nt~~nuc~~~f~
~-~ __-
the further shipllr~  Of the mterialB. Wtll mt 3, 1976
the Allied shipranta,  in&d.ln~fhedangerew  cbomlcals,moved  fram
Perklns  to hlonnbrille without deslgMt.lon pn the wit& list 8 which
&*a alvws been pwpamd by -loyes of Allied. @on an-i- at
mwndsville,  .the ravauanybUlsforthe  o&botH caraw
mepared by clerical employer regawentedby BRAG Prior to July 30,
1975 thatemployema the Qklef Clerkat  Moudsville. ‘Ihatpoeitlonwas
abolished Ju2$ 30, 1975, howevw, and elncethw t.ldef Clerk at Wheelixq
wag rrentt.oyIaradevule  eachafternoonto prepare the outbound=ybU
for the Allied shipmnts  comixg  in ti Perking.
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FIl!DllGS:!&atthe  IlbMDi~ionoi~e*dj~fuPtBoard,ugonthewholc
recom3udalltbeeddenoe,fhtsandbolds:
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&at the Carrier  aul the hployw Involved  In thi6 Mspute
arerespectircly  CXurlerardI@O.oyeewithlnthem8nlngoftheWllway
I&or Act, as approvedJune  21, 1934;

%at.thle Dloisicm of theAdJumlm?n~tEeud  bu jurlmUdlon
over the di8pute lnvolveti hereln;  and

mat Idle Agreement was not violated.
-'
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claim denled.
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