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STATEMENT OF CLAIX:

,, I . Whether petitioner denied right under Rule 15 was unjustly
treated  as  not a l lowed P  c la im to  a  pos i t ion .

2. I f  Sect ion  9  of nerger  agreement  v io lated  whether  pet i t ioner
ent i t led  for  employment  and /or  t ransfer  to  Memphis, TN.

3. Whether petitioner was improperly denied a Rule 24 hearing.”

OPINION OF BOARD: Claimant was a Customer Service Representative at the Car-
r ier ’ s  Urketing  Department  Sales  Of f i ce  at  Port land ,  Ore-

gon. He was advised, a long  with  other  employees ,  that  the  Port land o f f i ce
would  be  c losed  in  Xay, 1982 . No new positions were established as a result
o f  t h e  c l o s i n g .

Cla imant  was  advised  by  le t ter  o f  Nay 21, 1982, that he had displace-
ment rights under the applicable Agreement with ihis Organization. On August
17, 1982, the Claimant advised the Carrier that he wished to exercise dis-
placement rights to Position 525-C in Minneapolis. By letter of  August 20,
1982, the Carrier advised the Claimant as follows:

“Pos i t ion  525-C at  Winneapolis  i s  a  C  covered
position under the schedule agreement and manage-
ment  has  the  r ight  o f  se lect ion . Therefore,  your
disp lacement  on  pos i t ion  525-C i s  not  accepted . ”

There is no record that the Claimant sought to obtain any other
p o s i t i o n , e i ther  be fore  or  a f ter  h is  August  17  request . The record further
shows that  Pos i t ion  525-C is  one  in  which  the  Carr ier  has  the  “r ight  o f  se lec -
tion.” There was no showing that the Claimant had rights under the Agreement
to exercise such displacement.

While the  Cla im inc ludes  re ference  to  many other  matters ,  these  do
not require examination by the Board in view of the Claimant’s lack of right
t o  t h e  slaimed p o s i t i o n .



.

T!:Cit cne parties  saived coral hearinq:

T h a t  t h e  Grrier and t h e  Fmployes  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h i s  d i s p u t e  are
respectively Carrier and Fmployes within the meaning of the Railway Labor AC

as  approved  June  21, 193i;

That  th is  Div is ion  oi the  Adjustment  Board  has  jur isd ic t ion  over t
d ispute  invo lved  here in ;  and

That the Agreement was not violated.

A W A R D

Claim denied.
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Dever  - Execut ive  Secretary

Dated  at  Chicago ,  I l l ino is , this 9th day of  September 1987.


