NATI ONAL RAI LROAD AD.JUSTMENT BOARD
Award Nunber 22951
TH RD DI VI SI ON Docket Number SG 22871

Joseph A Sickles, Referee

Brot herhood of Railroad Signal nen
PARTI ES TO DI SPUTE:

(
(
(Southern Pacific Transportation Conpany
( (Pacific Lines)

STATEMENT OF CLAIM  "C aimof the General Committee of the Brotherhood of
Railroad Signalnmen on the Southern Pacific Transporta-

tion Conpany:

(a) The Southern Pacific Transportation Conpany (Pacific Lines)
violated the agreement, effective Septenber 1, 1949 (including revisions
to May 16, 1951) between the Conpany and the enpl oyes of the fornmer Pacific
El ectric Railway Conpany represented by the Brotherhood of Railroad Signal-
men and particularly the Scope Rule.

(b) Signalnen F. Suddarth, C. R Mon, A°. R Powey and D. R
Rasmussen be al | owed payment at their respective straight time rates of pay
for eight (8) hours for Decenmber 15, 1977, when crossing protection at
Congress Avenue was relocated by enpl oyes of the Southern Pacific Transpor=-
tation Conpany. " [Carrierfile: SIG152-373/

OPINION OF BOARD:. The Organization points out that the former Pacific

El ectric Railway and the Southern Pacific Conpany
merged several years ago, amd are now part of the Southern Pacific Trans-
portation Conpany. Further, it asserts that when the dispute arose,
agreenents covering signal employes of the mentioned railways had not
been consol i dat ed.

I'n Decenber of 1977, signal forces in the enploy of the f-r
Sout hern Pacific and covered by that agreenent rel ocated certain crossing
protection devices at designated |ocations. The crossing protection
devi ces had been installed by Pacific Electric signal enployes and had
al ways been maintained by those enployes.

The Organization asserts that Carrier violated the Pacific Electric
Scope O ause when it required enpl oyes covered by the Southern Pacific
Signal nen's Agreenment to relocate the crossing protection devices, and it
cites the Pacific Electric clause:
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"This Agreement covers the rates of pay, hours of service

and working conditions of all enployes, classified in

Article 1, engaged in the supervision, construction, installa-
tion, repair, reconditioning, inspecting, testing and nain-
tenance, either in the shop or in the field, of any and al
signal and tel ephone systems and/or interlocking systems,
including all apparatus and devices in connection therewth,
and such other work as is generally recognized as signa
work. '

The Carrier asserts that there were certain parallel tracks at
the location; one of which was designated as Southern Pacific track, and
the other was designated as Pacific Electric track. Wg-wag signals
| ocated on each side of the crossing were activated by traims approaching
on either one of the two tracks, Wen the Pacific Electric trackage was
abandoned, the signal related to those tracks was di sconnected and
removed by Pacific Electric signal enployes

In md-Decenber, 1977, it was necessary to nove the W g-wag
signal on one side of the grade crossing so that it would be nearer to
the remaining Southern Pacific track, and Southern Pacific signal enployes
perforned the relocation.

W have considered not only the facts which gave rise to the
claim but also the basic understandings of the parties and certain
cited Awards. W are unable to find a basis for the claim

As the moving party, the Organization has the obligation of
i dentifying and establishing its claimby a preponderance of the evidence,
however, we are unable to find anything in the record which suggests to
us that the Carrier operated in violation of its contractual obligation
concerning the signal equipnent in question

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 Enployes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Enpl oyes within the meaning of the Railway |abor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934
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That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over
the dispute involved herein; and

That the Agreement was not viol ated.

AWARD

O ai m deni ed.

NATI ONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: 4¢é . é %

Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 15th day of August 1980.



