
NATIONAL RAILROAD ALUUS'R4ENT BOAPJI
Award Nu&?r 24178

TfiIRD DIVISION Docket Nmber CL24249

Ida Xlms, Referee

Brotherhood of Railway, Airline a& Steamship Clerks,
Freight Handlers, Ekpress and Station Rnployes

PARTEXSTODLWUVZ:(
(The Chasapeake and Ohio RUlway Company

STATRJENT OF CLAIM: claim of the System Ccemittee of the Brotherhood
(CL-y$+&) that:

(a) That the &wrier violated and continues to violate the General
Agreement when beginning on or about August 30, 1978, It did without notice,
wnference, oragreenvmt,arbitrarilyand  unil&erallyremovedworkfrom
the QSO Pittsburgh District, Telephone Switchboard Operator Roster at
Plttsburgh,Pennsylvania  and transferred suchworkto the C%ORaltimore
District Switchboard operator Roster at Baltimore, Maryland and to cedain
B&O positions (contract alla non-coutract) at Pittsburgh, Permsylvania, and

(b) That each ard every employe whose position was abolished or
who was affected, as a result of these abolishments and who suffered loss
as a resultofthis arbitraryaction  of the Carrier shallbe compensated for
any and all loss or adverse effect retroective  to the date on vhich tie
violation occurred. Claim to continue until correction is made.

OPINION CF R5ARD: The claim asserts a violation of the co~olidatl~and
reorganization rule of the Agreement by reasonof au al-

leged unllatenrl transfer of work frm the CGO Pittsburgh District Telephone
SvitchboardOperatmEoster.

The anrrier denies the allegations. It replies that it did abolish
the Pittsburgh switchboexd positions and aid change vork shifts,but  aid not
trausferanypmtofthevarkofthe  abo~shdpositlons. Ittwkthataction
for reasons of econmy, itsayn, ad notpurswmtto any consolldationor re-
organlsation, and it gave pmper contractual notice to the employes affected
by its action.

,-
Fra~~urreview of the recordand after considering the arguments

made onthe prope~yamibefore this Board,we are unable to conclude that
there was in fact a transfer of work. Thus, we cannot  ~f’ind  in this record
the proof necessary to support the factual allegation onwhich the clati is
based. In ow tiew, the Organiz-ation~s  factual case has been built on no
more than tiouiied assumption and surmise. The burdenof substantiating the
alle&atlons  of the claim rests with the petitioner. AC- we must
deny the claim. -



Award Nuuber  241'78
m&et Nwber C&2&@

FINDIIPGS: The ThIrdDIvision  of the Adjustment Board, uponthewhole reccd
andallthe evidence, finis andholds:

Tnat the partieswaived  oral hearing;

That the Qvrlerardthe l%npl.oyes Involved inthls dLspute EU%
respectively Cwrler  and Rnployes within the meaning of the Fkdlway Iabor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

!l%atthis Divisionofthe Ad,justmentBoardhas  jurisdiction
over the dispute Involved herein; ad

That the Agreement was not tiolated.
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claim aeniea.

NATIONAL RlmARoAD Arum!lumT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

AlTEST: Acting Executive Secrekky
NationalRdlroadAdjus+anentBarrd

BY
/ Rosemarie Bras& - Administrative Assistant

Dated at ahago, IUinois, this 28th day of February 1983.
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