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UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVI:CE
475 L'Enfant Plaza, SW
Washington, DC 20260

JUly 9, 1980

Mr. RQ,nald L. Hughes
Assistant Secretary-Treasurer
National Association of Letter Carrierf
100 Indiana Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20001·

\

Re: J. Brumaster
Melbourne, FL
N8-S-0355/S8N3WClS147

Dear Mr. Hughes:

On June 21, 198,0, we met on the above-captioned case at the
fourth s,tep of the contractual grievance procedure set forth
in the 1978 National Agreement.

The questio,n raised in this grievance involves whether
Carrier Danahy's bid for a T-6 route was properly honored in
view of the fact that he was serving in a 204-B assignment on
the date the bids for the vac'ancy closed.

Article 41, section lA2 states that nLetter carriers
temporarily detailed to a supervisory position (204B) may not.
bid on vacant letter carrier craft, duty assignments while so
detailed.· The record ind icates that the grievant was not· on
a 204B assignment when he submitted his bid for the vacant
T-6 route. Moreo,ve,r, the f'actthat he was serv ing in a 204B
as,si,gmnent on the closing date of the bid iso£ no
cQ,ntractua.l, conse,quence. AccordinglYi the relief requested
cannot be granted.

Sincerely,

~4tcP(~
.~. Viki D. Maddox

Labo:t:.Relations Department

Cont~a(jt e:ccl.~des a carrieZ' tempo-ra-ril.y detai1.ed to a 204-B
status f~om b~dding on a vacant assignment. There is no aon
tr'ao'tuat provision requiring a carrier to be in a craft position
to be awarded Ii ro'ute. ARBITRATION NOT REQUESTED.


