NATI ONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Awar d Nunber 21584
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Nurmber SG 21410

Ni chol as H. Zumas, Referee

(Brotherhood of Railroad Signal men
PARTI ES_TO DI SPUTE: (

(Houston Belt & Termnal Railway Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM  daim of the General Committee of the Brotherhood
of Railroad Signalnmen on the Houston Belt &
Term nal Railway Conpany:

On behalf of Signal Foreman G S. Drake for an additiona
payment of 17 1/3 hours at time and one-half his straight time hourly
rate ($1214.98 per nonth), overtinme hours worked on Novenber 16 and 17,
1974 -- paynent due under Rule 305 of the Signal men's Agreenment of
Cctober 1, 1965.

OPI NI ON_COF BQOARD: Caimis made for additional conpensation for
enmergency work under the provisions of Rule 305 that

provi des:

"Wien overtime service is required of a part of a
signal gang, the senior enploye of the gang of the class
invol ved, who are available and desire the work, wll be
given preference to it. The foreman assigned to such
gang shall work and be paid overtime rate for the nunber
of hours his gang works."

Carrier contends that Rule 305 applies to non-energency work
and that Rule 602 (b), a specific rule, applies. Rule 602 (b) states
in pertinent part:

"Employes paid on basis of monthly rate will not be
required to perform ordinary maintenance or construction
work on the sixth or seventh day (rest days) or holidays
of their work week, but w Il perform emergency work as
necessary to restore signal system interruptions.”

It is clear that Rule 602 (b) applies in the instant dispute
Gainmant, a nonthly rated employe, was performng energency work. There
IS no entitlement t0 additional conpensation under the circunstances.
See Third Division Awards 18962, 19355, and 20324 between the sanme parties.
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FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment 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 neaning of the Railway
Labor Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

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

The Agreenent was not viol ated.

A WA RD

d ai m deni ed.

NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BQARD

By Order of Third Division
ATTEST: _ﬂél/ &W_«

Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 31st day of January 1578.




