NAT| ONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Number 2L025
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket NumberM5- 23908

T. Page Sharp, Referee

EC. P. Edington and Charles Richardson
PARTIES TO DISPUTE:

(Southern Railway System

STATEMENT OF CLAIM  "The Sout hern Rai | way Company Vi ol ated the agreenent with
t he Brot herhood of Railway, Airline and Steanship C erks

gRAC) when, on May 4, 1979, |t abolished t he positions Of C. P. Edington and

arles Richardson, Agent %erat or/derks at Harriman, Tennessee, a station on
the Tennessee Division Of the Southern Railway Company, and transferred the
work to enpl oyees at Qakdale,Tennessee, a Station on the Kentucky Division of
the Clncinnati, New Ol eans andTexas Pacific Railway Co., and ot her employees
not covered by the Agreement, nanely train crews, wthout making any provisions
what soever, nanmely an | npl enmenting Agreement, to provi de benefits for effected
enpl oyees.

The C ai mants contendt hat provisions as outlired above woul d have
been necessary before such a move could have taken place, in that not only
was the work transferred fromone Division to another, but in fact was
transferred from one Carrier toanother. The Cainants are requesting the
‘option' of: (1) Separation pay and (2) Sal e of their homes t0 t he Carrier
and novi ng expenses to their present headquarters. In addition to these
benefits, that woul d have veen offered had such provisions as outlined above
been made, the Cl ai mants are requesting the 'option' of: (3) Merging their
seniority, with ful | prior rights, into t he Train and Engine Service Employees
Seniority Roster, details to be outlined |ater."”

OPINION OF BOARD: Caimants are two clerks who have established seniority
on Carrier's Knoxville District. Both were enployed at
Harriman, Tennessee when certain work functions and consequent|y their posi -
tions were abolished. Both exercised their seniority on positions at Cinton,
Tennessee.

The clains as stated are said to be founded on an Agreement of 1965
with the BRAC. That Agreenent contains its own di sputes resol utions provision
and any-thing arising thereunderis without the jurisdiction of the Board. See
Awar ds 19296, 18602, 17516, 14979 and many ot hers.

Cdaimis made that the Carrier shoul d make ani npl enenting agreement
but no provision is cited to conpel such action. One claim mleage and dead-
head pay is sought to be made continuing but was not raised as a continuing
claimon the property. This claimis not properly before the Board.
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There are no claims which have been rai sed which are properly
before the Board; therefore all nust be denied.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upen the whol e 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 Wi t hin t he meaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 193k;

That thi s Division of the Adjustnment Board has jurisdiction
over the dispute involved herein; and

That the Agreement was not violated.

A WARD

d ai m deni ed.

RATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BCARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: Acting Executive Secretary
Nati onal Railroad Adjustnent Board




