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Joseph A. SIcKlea, Referee

Bawtherhood  of Ralhoad  slg7mlmen

(lbeAtchleon,TqWaandSantaFeR&ay~

"claim of the GgeralCmnitte& ~UtheBrotherhood  or
RailroadS~g!~eAtchilu~n,TopalraandSantaFe
Rallway ouupany:

(b) The Carrier should pay to L. R. Lop+ additional time
of eight hours for the work performd by thin offlcia3.on thl~.dat&"

(oeneral5airmsn  flle: l-243. owlmIle:  14-1940-220-33)

OPINIOR  m BoAm: 'Ihe ~gantmtlonamerte tbatonoctoter 6, lg8,a osrrbr
MficlalperZozmcdworkona "hotbaxdetector"lnvioLatlon

or the Scope Rule of the a@eement, which makes ~paclflc reference to work on
hotboxdetectors connected to, or throu& ~l&nalsystems.

Alt2mugh the lQ@oyee concede that a Snpervlsor my perform certain
testing ad b3pectlonfunctlons ona slgnaleystem,  theymrrydo 60 only to
,the extent to determine whetherornotber&ningunitemployeeareproperly
perfw th&rwork. The Ehtployes IMlsttbatthcwarkinqueetiondid  not
fallintothrtpcrmittedcatc~anawastherefareim~.

Onthe property, the aarriar refkrredto certalnworkkmlngbeen
perfarmed on new hot box refarder equimnt, however It Insists that the
Supervisor merely"wlshedto1earnal.l  thathe couldaboutlte deal@ and
function 60 thathe couldbetter guide and instruct the employezs."

lhlswas disputedbythe Local (%ab%an,  who &&ed that he
pirsona1l.y observed the Supervisor working on the re&igg instrument on
the day of the claim,and thathewas removlngandrepLsdng  integrated circuit
chipa, etc., In order to effect a unit modification.
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As we have observed in'prior Awards,  vc do not, In any manner,
suggestthatltis  isproper ora violation for a Stapwvieorto  educate
employeeand  to teach. Emever, we are of the tim that the fact-a, as
estabUshedwhlle  thetmtterwas uderrevlew  ontkeproperty,&mozMxate
tbattbisSqperplsor~~certainrrptrirwarkaadwecmindLincdto
find 8 violation of the Soope Rule. However, ve do not find any lndlo8tion
that the Supervieordevotedmcre  than3hows  of time to the repairwork  on
the day in question, ad we will, scm m18tain the cbdm cdy to
the extent of awading an additlon81  three (3j hours to the Claimant.

FINDING3:The  ThirdDirisionof theAd,jusianentBoard,uponthewhole
recotiadallthe evi&nce,iindsandholds:

Thatthepartleswalvedoralhearlng:

That the C&rleralrdthe &ployes involved i&this dispute
are respectively OBzlier ami Eaployee within the mewrlng of the Railway
laborAct,as  approvedJune21,lg~;

Thatthle DIvIsionof theAd,jusimentRoardhas  jurisdiction
over the disputelnvolvedhereln;  ad

lbat the Agret3aaext  was vIolated.
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Olalm sustairrd in accor&nce with the Opinion,

lwl!10IULRAn&MDADJmmNTBwRD
By mer of Third Division

&ted 8t &iCagO,  nuIlOiS , this 31Sk day of wch 1981. ,:,,,
,~'


