NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BQARD
Awar d fumber 23385
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Number SG-23148

James F. Scearce, Referese

(BrotherhoodOlRailrcedaSignalman
PARTIES T0 DISPUTE: ( . :
MISSOUrIPpacificRailroad Company

STATEMENT OF CLAIM: "Claim OF the General committee O the Brotherhood of
Railroad Si gnal men ONt he MissouriPacificRailroad Company:

On behal f of John Sturdivant for the beneflta of Article VIII of the
November 16, 1971 AFreement account being required t O change his place of resi-
dence as aresult of Carrier abolishinghi S Signalman position in Signl Gang
No. 1273, Walout Ridge, Arkansas, effective 4:00p. m June 30, 1978.
(Carrier file: K 225-7ér)

OPI Nl ON OF BOARD: Claimant herein was a Signalman assigned to Si gnal Gang 1273
at VAl nut Ridge, Arkansas, Effective June 30, 1978, the
Carrier abolished one of t he two Signalman positi ons on Gang 1273, aposition
_OCCUEi edby t he Claiment who exercised his seniority against a | Uni Or employe

I N the Signal Maintemance classification at Ozark, Arkansas, The change \WaS

Nor e than 30 miles distant from Walnut Ridge and eventually necessitated the
Claimant's sale Of his home and relocation of his fanm |y. Aclaim was made
under Article VIII of the November 16, 1971 Agreement for benefits under
Sections 10 and 11 of the Washington JOb Protection Agreement, t he Organi-
zation contending t he events in thi s case net the eriteria set out in Article
VIII for suchbenefits, i.e. the Carrier had made s technological, operational
Or organizational changein itsbusi ness. Essentially, t he Organization asserts
the work remained after the Claimant's departure and thus an operatiomal or
organizational change took place; t he Carrier asserts t he extent of work on

Gang 1273 bad diminished to the point that it no longer needed a second signal-
man, The burden here is on the Organization to show proof of an organizational
Or operational change | N its method of doing business as it relates to the Cl aim
ant. Igone has been demonstrated on the record; therefore, its claim for benefits
IS wthout merit.

FI NDI NGS: The Third Di vi si on of the Adjustment Bard, upon the whol e
record andal | the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing; _
That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute
arer especti vel yCarrier and Buployes within the meaning of theRailway

Labor Act, as approved June 21, 193k4;

_ That this Division of the Adjustment Board has | urisdiction over
the dispute involved herein; and
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That the Agreement was not viol ated.

AWARD

Claim deni ed.

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD

ATTEST, __ _
Executive Secretary

Dat ed at Chicago, Illinois, this 15t h day of Septenber 1981.

ey




