NATI ONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Nunber 22381

TH RD DI'VI SION Docket Nunber 5G=-22316

Abr aham Wi ss, Referee

(Brot herhood of Railroad Signal nen
PARTIES TO DI SPUTE: (
(Atlanta and West Point Railroad Conpany-
The Western Railway of Al abanma
Georgia Railroad

STATEMENT OF CIATM: "Claimof the General Committee of the Brotherhood
of Railroad Signalmen on the Atlanta and West
Poi nt Railroad Conpany = The Western Railway of Al abana:

On behal f of Tel ephone Maintainer F. L. Thigpen, head-
quartered at Atlanta, CGeorgia, when Carrier used Signal |nspector
Davi d Danials on claimant's territory, at derailment on July 5-6,
1976 at/or near Hogansville, Georgia, in violation of the current
Signal man's Agreenment, as amended, particularly Rules 1 and 18.
That a joint check of the Carrier's records be made to determne
the actual hours worked. This claimto be at the overtine rate of

pay n

OPINLON_OF BOARD: On July 5, 1976, a Signal Inspector was
directed by the Carrier to transport a portable
generator to a derailnment site. The Signal Inspector is covered

by the sane agreenent as the Caimant, a tel ephone maintainer

The Agreenment al so enbraces two other classes of work -- signal man
and signal naintainer

The O aimant contends that the transportation of the
generator is not signal inspector's work, and, therefore, he should
have been called. The Organization argues that Rule 1, which
defines the classification of Signal Inspector, limts such employes
to inspecting and testing of signal appliances. However, we do not
read such a limtation in the Rule. W have many tinmes stated that
a Caimnt seeking to support a claimsuch as the instant claim
must show by contract |anguage or past practice that the disputed
work is reserved to his class in lieu of others. There has been
no such show ng here and the claimw | be denied.
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FI NDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustnent Board, upon the
whol e 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 Enployes within the meaning of the
Rai | way Labor Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

That this Division of the Adjustnment Board has jurisdiction
overt he di spute imvolved herein; and

That the Agreement was not viol ated.

A WARD

d ai m deni ed.

NATIONAL RAILRQAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By order of Third Division

ATTEST: .
Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 16th day of April 2979.




