
NATIONAL RAILROAD AWLBQ4ENT KUND
Award Number 23513

'!XLRD DIVISION Docket Nuber CL-23460

George S. Roukls,  bferee

(*otherhood of Railway, Airline andSteamship Clerks,
( mew Nauuore, ml38 adl Btatiom ml.qer

PARTlXSTCDISPD'E:(
(Illinois Central Gulf Rnihoad

STATEWNT OF CIAIM: Claim of the System Committee of the Brotherhood
(CL-9133) that:

(1) Company violated the agreement between the parties effective
Birch 18, ly?'j', when It bulletined &ief Clerk Position 279, 3:oO p.m. to
11:OO p.m., Carbonisle, Illinois Yard Office with a rate of pay as $54.80 per
day, when it should be rated at $59.29 per day as other similar and like
positions at this location.

(2) Cwnpahy shall IKW be required to compensate the regular occupant
of Position 279, and the relief clerks, the difference in the rate of $59.29
per day, ani that of $54.80 per day, or $4.49 per day, beginning ~ch 18, ~77,
and continuing until the mte of the position is adJusted to reflect the correct
rate Of py.

OPINIONOPBOAPD: Upon advertising a olief Clark position asslgned 3:oO P.M.
to 11:OC P.M. at Chrboldale. Illinois. the "duties assigned"

read the same as did other, higher rated, Chief~Clerk  positions whereupon -
tiployes filed claim.

aployes failed to cite a rule prohibiting advertlsemsnt of a position
at what was, for all the record shows, it's hlstoriasl rate of pay.

If there be a disparity in rates as between similar positions such
a factual situation could indicate a need for negotiation; however, the record
before us presents no basis,for finding that the agreement was violated. ,We,
therefore,wll.l.denythe claim.

FINDINGS: The Third Dltision of the Adjustmeat Board, upoh the whole
record adall. the evidence, finds andholds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Rnployes involved in this dispute
are respectively hrrier amI &ployeswithlnthe  meanihg of the Railway
Iabor Act, as approved June 21, 1934;
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That this Division of the Adjustanent  Board havjurfediction
over~the dispute Involved herein; and

Bat the Agz-!3ement was not tiokrteac

A W A R D’

claln d&lea.

Dated at W-go, Illinoie, this 29th day of J~~PRuW~~&?%


