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Carlton R. Sickles, Referee

~Rrotherhood  ofF&~ilroadSigmlsmn

(Southern Faciflc Transportation compwy (Pacific Lines)

"Claim of the Geusral Comittee  of the Brotherhood of Rall-
road Sigwlmen on the Southern paclflc Transportation
cwpany (Paclflc  Lines):

Onbehalfaf  SlpalMalutaiwr  A. C. Keelinforreimbursemsntof
~k.OOexpendedbyhlmfor cleaniugand  oilinghis  railroadapprovedwatch."
(cwrier file: SIG 46-m)

oPImon  ap BOARD: Claiwnt’s requestforkmbursemsntof  #.OOexpeukd
for the clmuing of his watch by an authorbed watch

Inspectorwas  deniedby the LXrrier  on the basis that the clainrrntwas  not
speclflcallydirected tohave thewatch cleaned.

At lsew is Rule 66B of the current mnt which provides as
follows:

"SW UAMIES. Whenemployees  are required
bythecom&mnytohavetheirstasbard
gmdewat&es cleaned,  the cost of suZZ
ing,~en~~byauth~l~watchinspac-
tar, shall be asewed by the campany."

This sawissuewas  considered lnihlrdM~IslonAwerd22~8. In
that award, the identicallangus~was  under consideration. Inthatarse,
claimnfwas toldbyhis  ouperiors  to have hlswatch aud updated. The loarl
timekaeperadvisedhimhewouldbe  required tohave hiswatch fleaardbafore
it couldbeapmmad. That decision held that the claimant  could validly
assume that the Qrrierrequiredhlmtohaa  hiswatch cleaned.

In the casebeforew, therewas noverbalsfatemntbya  super-
visor toham the clainant*swateh card updated. Hnrever,RuleKZ  of the
03rrier1s rules and regulations requires slgnal  aaintainsrs,  smonS others,
to camy while on duty a reltable railroad grade watch and watch certificate
Form2&1. By circular, It is requirea  that the watch be presented to an
authorized vat& inspector for examinationduringAugust,September,  or
October of each year.
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lbe clnlmant  did take his watch to an authoriwd watch iwpedor
asdwasiniormcdtbatthevstchhadtobcc~toneettheQrr~r
SNS .

Ihe Bnier conteds that the word, “required”, means specifl-
callydlrect.ed,  or, ineffect, advance approval. DscisionIfo. 3479 of
the spectal BOOM of ~wbsent HO. 18 appears to support this position.
~vard 22078 mted Decision 3479 with approval ani would have so dmtded
were it not far the special  clramrrtanws  In that case. We believe we
havethe~specialciramstance~here.

lhereis littledLstlactlonbetweenthe  verballnstructions  in
Award22q8aml  thewritten  instruatlons In this case. If the &rrier
conteds that It is not a mblid in~tiou of these two mph8
when considered together torequireawatxh  aleanIng,  than in light of
the difficulty which has atisenwlth  respect to this subjectmatfsr  in
the past, It is certainly lndntuponthe avriar to clkuify Its
interpretation of these two geovlsions taken together and to amnuuioate
thissotbat~e~s~l~~Mapadoithe~iar'~intcrpra-
tatlon.

In Awcud No. 22078 referred to above, it was found that the
claimant, uuder &e circumf4&nces  mlved, couldvalidlyassuw that the
Qrrl~~uirsdhiratoha~~s~~~~w?ri~su~~thekulc
rub that the Qrrler Is onlyresponsible  forwatch cleanlngwhenit
speclflctblly directs it to be done.

We concurwith  t&&a-when  It states, *WebelIeve  that it
wouldbeeasytoavoidanyfuturemlsundersta&lngs  suchas thisby Ckrrler
advlsing Its wployw and its tiw iwpedors awordingly.  lhenanyqwstion-
able expenses forwatch cleaning under Rule 6% couldbe refen-edto Carrier
forappwalor bi~~l~fansn~plogeaaloasapersoaalerp~tun".

Submeqwnt  to Award  m8, the ovriar did notify, by ~morandum,
all divlsionengimers tbathadjurlsdlctlonover liw offiars ardemployes
throughout its SJntw aId Its sumgeroftilmservlce. It~ovidedinparf:

"We canavoldfuturemisunder&andings  of
thisnature~thsemployeesarerwinded
that Such eqaewes are notpsyablebythe
campaw wless they are speciiically dt-
rected to hava their watch &9aned."

Butthatwas note-. There18 noevldenceinthe  record that
the infonmt.ton  has been tranSmitted to the employes  In suitable -80
ampl0sss  s+m on nothe when they me cwplslng wlth the csrriar~s  Rule x2
ad supportlng  circulars.
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Without such clarification, It is logiwl for the claimant tc
assume that by Rule Ew, the Carrier required him under the circw&ances
tohavehiswatch  cleaned.

FINDIIVGS: The 'hfrd Division of the Aajwtanent Beard,  upon the whole record
an&k11 the evidence, finds  and holds:

'Ihat the partieswaived  oralhearing;

That the Csrrier  ad the Rnployes involved in this dispute are
respectively Osrrier  aad anployes  within the waning of the Pallway Iabor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

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

That the Agreement was tio~ated.

A W A R D

Claim sustained.

NA'ITONALRAlLRQIDADJIXSTMENTBOARD
By Order of Third Division

A'ITBT:
Gxecutive secretary

Dated at Qllcago, Illinois,  this 31st day of March 1981.
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