NATIONAL RAILRCAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Awar d Number 28155
TH RD DN SI ON Docket Number CL- 24167

Her bert L. Marx, Jr., Referee

éBrot herhood of Railway, Airline and Steanship O erks,
Frei ght Handlers, Express and St ati on Employes
PARTIES TO DISPUTE: (

( Mai ne Central Railroad Company ( Portl and Terminal Company)

STATEMENT F CLAIM C ai mof the SystemCommittee of the Brotherhood
(GL~-948T7) t hat :

1., Carrier violated the Agreenent between the parties on
February 8,1979, when Carrier assianed the rel aying of information con-
tained In IL—ormS(-7, Train RY-2, 2/7 to Dispatchers” office by persons not
wi thin the Scope Rule of the Tel egraphers' Agreement.,

2. Carriershall conpensate W D. Graham 1st PriekQperator,
PN O'fice, Rigby, Maine, two (2) hours punitive rate of pay, February 8,
1979, Carrier violated Article - and 7 of the Tel egraphers' Agreenent.

OPINION OF BOARD: There is no dispute relative to the factual situation
inthis case., Caimnt was the regularly assigned Cper=
ator on the first shift. After he had conpleted his tour of duty and had
gone hone, a clerical employein the performance of his normal duties pre-
pared an X-7 form (a consi st report of a departing train) and transmitted
the information by tel ephone to the Train Dispatcher.

The Organization slleges t hat the Claimant Qperat or shoul dhave
been called in to transmt the train consist information to the Train Dis-
patcher. Carrier, on the other hand, contends that the use of the Cerk to
transmt such train consist information is both eommon practice and not
violative of the Telegrapher's Scope Rule. This contention is not Seriously
challenged in the record before the Board. -

_ Froma review of the record in this case, the Board is unable to
find any proof of a violation of anyrule of the Tel egrapher's Agreement.

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;
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That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are

respectively Carrier and Employes Wit hin the neaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as eapnroved June 21, 19%4;

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction

over the dispute involved herein; and

ATTEST:

By

Thet t he Agreement was not violated,
A WA RD

C ai m deni ed.

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

Acting Executive Secretary
Nat i onal Railroad adjustment Board

Rosemarie Brasch - Administrative ASslistant

Dat ed at Chicago, Illinois, this 15th day of February 1983.



