NATIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOCARD
Award Number 22163
THIRD D VI SI ON Docket Number SC-22248

Abr ahamWeiss, Ref er ee

(Brotherhood of Railroad Signalnen

PARTIES TO DISPUTE: ( o .
(MissouriPaci fic Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM "claim of the CGeneral Conmttee ofthe Brotherhood
of Railroad Signalmen on the Mssouri Pacific
Rai | road Conpany:

On behal f of Vincent Smith, Signal Mintainer, Pine Bl uff,
Ark,, for 2.7 hours' overtine removed fromhis time-roll first period
of March 1976 by Superintendent of Signals and Communicatioms E. E.
Jamison, which had been placed on the time-roll for work on March 8,
1976 i N connection W th signal troubl e on another railroad (Cotton Belt)."
JCarrierfile: K 225-710/

OPINION OF BOARD: Claimant, a Signal Mintainer, was called to
investigate signal trouble at a crossing in Pine

Bluff, Arkansas on March 8, 1976, and upon imvestigation he found the

trouble to be off his assigned territory, om the line of another carrier.

Caimnt filed claimfor 2.7 hours overtime, relying on
\Eehu_l eh600(al). of the applicable Agreenent, the pertinent provisions of
ich read:

"Employes asSi gned t 0 the maintenance of a territory

who are required by the Carrier to performwork out-

side the |inmts of their texzitory W11 De additional ly
conpensat ed on the minute basis ai one- hal f the straight-
time hourly rate applicable to nonthly rated employes,

Wth a minimm of two (2) hours when call ed outside
their assigmed hours;...." (underscoring added)

However, Carrier supervisionrenmoved the claimed 2. 7 hours
fromtha claimant's tinme card, hol ding that when claimant determ ned
that the defective crossing protection devices were those of another
railroad and not those of Mssouri Pacific, he was not required to
pursue the duties and responsibilities of another railroad.
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Petitioner maintains that claimant was worked off his
assigned territory to performa service for Carrier on the claim
date and claimnt should be paid according to the terns of Agreenent
Rul es 600(d).

‘The issue before us is whether claimnt was required to
performwork outside the limts of his assigned territory. |f be were
directed to performwork for, or on behalf of, the foreign carrier,
claimant would have raised a valid claim But this is not the case
here. The record discloses that claimant |ooked at the equi pment
(crossing signal or fIasheN? of his own Carrier, Mssouri Pacific,
but that he did not |eave Mssouri Pacific's tracks or right of way.
Ris work insofar as ecan he determined fromthe record before us, was
limted to ascertaining whether Mssouri Pacific's crossing protect|on
devi ces were functioning, i.e., whether there was amy signal trouble
on the Missouri pacific. Having found that t he problem was not on
the Missouri Pacific tracks, clai mant so reported and went home,

On the basis of the evidence before us, we can only concl ude t hat
claimant performed no work or service for another Carrier.

anm‘;s- The Third D vi si on of t he Adjustment Boaxd upon t he whol e
record and all the evidence, finds and hol

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute
are respectively Carrier and Employes Wit hi n t he meaning of the Rai | way
Labor Act, as approved June 21, 19343

That this Division of the Adj ust ment Board has: jurisdiction
over the dispute involved herein; and .

That the Agreenent was not viol ated.

A WA RD

C aim denied;

NATIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

p—1)

ExecutiveSecretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 31st day of July 1978.




