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THE CRDER O RAILROAD TELEGRAPHERS
THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY

AWARD IN DOCKET NO, 276

Carrier viclated the Agreement between the parties
when it required or permitted an employse not
covered by sald Agreement to work the position of
Agentgat_Bloomdale, Ohlo on Cctober 17, 18, 12 and
20, 1561,

Carrier shall compensate an idle Operator in the”
smount of a day's pay (8 hours) on oeack of the dates
get forth above,

Ve are here concerned with Carrierts agency at
Bloomdale, Ohio for threc weeks commencing October
2, 1961 while the regular agent was on vacation.

Extra Operator R, J. MceCullough was assigned to andg
£illed thig vacancy for the first two weeks and the
firgst workdny,of the third week, Carrier asserts
it needed his services at J Towexr and assigned hinm
there Octobexr 17 through 21, 1961,

It is Organizationt's pogition that instead of per-
mititing McCullough to complete his assignment,
Carrier sent him elsewhere and assigned one N, J,
Wilondek, an employe not covered by the Telegraphers'
Agreement, to £ill the vacancy. Wilondek is covered
by the Clerks® agreement,

Carrier argues that Organization handled this casge
on its propexrty on the allegation that Extra Opez=
ators Baughman and Roberis were available; however,

it assexits, they were not available,
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Orgaenization argued that Carrier “had a man
(McCullough) under the agreement, willing and able
to f£ill the position, Therofore, they had no
problem ot 3loomdale, They may have had a problem
sone place else which could have been solved by gome
other nethod,"

We bhellieve the Organization has here failed to mndet
. <o burden of proving that Carrieris action violiated
the agreement. Claim will be denied.

s . GlLse
e By PLITT
Carrior Momber

Dated at Baltimore, Maryland
this 16th day of September, 1964,

U




