NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Awar d Number 24178
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Number CL-2424k9
| da Klaus, Ref eree

Frei ght Handl ers, Express and Stati on Employes
PARTIES TO DISPUTE:

EBrot herhood of Railway, Airline and Steanship O erks,
( |
(The Chesapeake and Chi o Railway Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM Claim of the SystemCommittee of the Brotherhood
(cL=-9432)t hat :

(a) That the Carrier violated and continues to violate the General
Agr eenent en beginning onorabout August30, 1978, It did w t hout noti ce,
conference, or agreement, arbitrarily and unilaterally removed work from
the &0 Pittsburgh District, Tel ephone Switchboard Operator Roster at
Pittsburgh, Pemmsylvania and transferred suchworkto t he &0 Baltimore
District Switchboard operator Roster atBaltimore, Maryland andt O certain
B%O positions (contract allanon=contract) atPittsburgh, Pennsylvania, and

Fb) That each and every employe whose position was abolished or
who was affected, asa result of these abolishments and Wwho suffered | oss
as aresult of this arbitrary actiom of the Carrier shall be conpensated for
any and all loss or adverse effect retroactive to the date on whiech tie
violation occurred. Cdaimto continue until correction i S made.

CPI Nl ON oF BOARD: The claimasserts a viol ation of the consolidation and
reorgani zation rule of the Agreenent by reason. of au al -
| eged unilateral transfer of work from the C&0 Pittsburgh District Tel ephone
Switchboard Operator Roster.

The Carrier denies the allegations. It replies that it did abolish
t he Pittsburgh switchboard positions and did change vork shifts, but 4id not-
transfer any part of the work of the abolished positions. |ttwkthataction
for reasons of economy, it says, ad not pursuvant to anyconsolidation or re-
organization, and it gave proper contractual notice to t he employes affected
by its action.

From our review Of the record and after consi dering the arguments
made on the property and before this Board, we are unabl e t o concl ude t hat
there was in fact atransfer of work. Thus, we eannot find in this record
t he proof necessary to support the factual allegation on which the claim is
based. In our view, the Organization's factual case has been built on no
nor e t han unfounded assunption and surm se. The burder of substantiatingthe
allegations of the claimrests with the petitioner. Accordingly we nust
deny the claim
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FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adj ustnment Board, upon the whole record

and all the evi dence, finis arnd holds:

That t he parties waived aral heari ng;

That t he Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectivel y carrierand Baployes within the neaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934,

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction
over the dispute Involved herein; and

That the Agreenent was not violated.,
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Claim aeni ea.
NATI ONAL RATLROAD ADJUS TMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: Acting Executive Secreti&ry
National Railroad Adjustment Board

- Rosemarie Bras& = Admnistraiive ASSIStant

Dat ed at Chieago, I1linois, this 28th day of February 1983.
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