NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Awar d Nunber 21776
TH RD DI VI SI ON Docket Nunber SG 21734

CGeorge S. Roukis, Referee

(Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen
PARTI ES TO DISPUTE: (

(Southern Pacific Transportation Conpany

( (Pacific Lines)

STATEMENT OF CLAIM  Cdaimof the General Conmttee of the Brotherhood of
Rai | road Signal nen on the Southern Pacific Transpor-

tation Conpany:

(a) The Southern Pacific Transportation Conpany violated the
current agreement between the (former Pacific Electric Railway Conpany)
and its enployes, represented by the Brotherhood of Railroad Signalnen,
effective Septenber 1, 1949 (including revisions) particularly the Scope
rule and rule 6 of Article 1, when it allowed Southern Pacific signa
departnent enployes at the Los Angel es signal shop and al so the Sacramento
signal shop, performwork that by Agreenent belongs to forner Pacific
El ectric Railway signal departnment enployes.

(b) Messers, Cchoa, Jaramillo and Col lier, each be allowed
ei ght hours pay per day per man at the straight tine rate for a signal nan
for every work day and holiday, conmencing wth Novenber 19, 1974 and
continuing until positions are established at Macy Street Yards for the
repairing of various items of signal equipment, such as GS Hydraulic
Gate Mechanisns, Wg Wag Mechanisms, plug-in and Shelf Type Relays, and
other signal associated equipment used on forner Pacific Electric property.
[Carrierfile: Sl G152-349/

CPI NI ON OF BQOARD: This dispute alleges that Carrier transferred certain
signal work fromits former Pacific Electric Railway
signal shops to its Los Angel es Shops. Again, however, we are faced with
broad and sweeping allegations in Petitioner's presentation of the case on
the property and before the Board, and a total absence of any evidence
supportive of Petitioner's position.

As was the case in a very simlar dispute between these sane
parties in Award 21725, we have before us only indefinite and vague
conclusionary statements w thout evidence of probative value to consider
in reaching a determnation of this dispute. Wth the record in this
state, we are unable to nake an intelligent evaluation of the dispute and,
for the reasons stated in the above Award, we are constrained to |ikew se
dismss this claim
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FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustnent Board, upon the whole
record and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute
are respectively Carrier and Employes W thin the meaning of the Railway
| abor Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

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

That the claim be dism ssed.

A WARD

O aim disnm ssed.

RATI ONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST:
Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 31lst day of Cctober 1977.




