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Irwin M. Lieberman, Referee

(Bruthe-rhocd  of Railway, Airline and Steamship Clerks,
[ Freight Handlers, Express and Station tiployes

(Missouri-Kansas-Texas Rallroad Company

Claim of the System Conmittee of the Brotherhood (G-9405)
that :

1. 'IbsMissouri-Kansas-Texas ~ilroad Canpan violated the
rules of the current Agreement between the parties, DP-t3, including but
not U&ted to Section 1 of Addendum No. 1 (Extra Eusrd. Agreement) at Fort
Worth, Texas, when on August 10, 1979, It returned Clerk L. L. StanfYeld to
his regular assimnt when he had not been physically displaced by the re-
turn of the regular assigned occupant of Position No. 4399.

a 2. Carrier shall -ensate Clerk C. A. Johnson for two (2) days'
pay at the -rat% rste of Relief Clerk Position No. 1 for time lost during
the pericd of August LO thro~+.ember 2, lgJ, account being removed from
a hold-dawn of that position in violation of DP-451.

OPINION CQ BOARD: This dispute deals with a series of displacements involving
six differentpositions  over a twomonth period. During

the handling of this dispute on the property, Petitioner co&&s that clsimant
Johnson lost work opportdties on Relief Position No. 1 during five days in
August1979  and one dsylnseptember. Yet the Claim herein asks for two days
compensation for tima lost during the sams period. There is no explanation
inthe recordtoindicate the days forwhfchpayis claimed.

A study of the record indicates that In the series of m6ves made
for the various open positions, the only bona fide hold-dawn occurred on
August.13,  1979 when Clerk Steele placed a hold down on the Live Stock Clerk
position at Fort Worth, Texas. At thst time Claimant Johnson had already been
returned tothe ExtraBoard (on Augustll.) imediately  followingthe obsennrnce
of two rest days. The earlier vacsncies were all of short duration and not
expected.

The Board concludes that even without consideration of the disputes
concerning the facts, there appears to be no merit.in this Claim. !E?at con-
clusion is ,gounded fLrst on the fact that the Claim itself is vsgue and non-
specificas to the precise dates forwhich payment Is claimed. Secordly,
there appears toM no evidence that Csrrler tiolatedthe A&reenb?ntwith

.respact to Claimant.
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FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole record
andall the evidence, finis andholds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Csrrier andthe Employes involved Fnthis dispute are
respectively Carrier alld k~ployeswlthin the meaning of the kllwsy Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

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

That the Agreement was not violated.
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Claim denied.

NATIOIULRAlLROAD  ALUUS'D.ENTBoARD
By Order of ThId Division

A!E'EST: Acting Executive Secretary
IVational Railroad Adjustment Board

Rosemarie Brasch

I&d it Chi-go, T]unoiS, this 14th day Of ~Yarch  1983.


