NATIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award MNumber 24376
THIRD DIVISICN Docket Number SG-24295

Joseph A. Sickles, Referee

Br ot her hoodofRailroad Signaimen
(Southern Railway Company

PARTIES TO DISPUTE:

STATEMENT OF CLAIM: "Claim of the General Committee of the Brotherhood of
Railroad Sigualmen On the Sout her n Railway Company, et al . :

(a)Cexrier has and is continuing to violate t he Scope Rule of the
Signelmen's AQreenent, when they permit employees N0t covered by the Signalmen's
Agreement to | nspect, test and maintain two crossing sigmals at Luells, Georgia
at Mile Post 7.0 and Mile Post 6.1, that is part of the Southern Railway Company.

(b) Carrier now be required to nsate Signal Maintainer L. G. Ellis,
Or his successor, an amount equalto Si Xt een :16) hours overtime each month, far
vork heis denied account of not being allowed to maintain two Cr0SSingsignals

at Luella, Geor gi a and because t he erossing signals are being maintained by some-
one not cowered by the Signalmem's Agreement.

(c) claimis to be retroactive 60 days from this date *and is t O
continue for a8l ong as thi s Agreemant viol ation continues.'

(General Chairman file: SR-17h. Carrier file: SG 463)
*July 25, 1980.

OPINTON OF BOARD: This dispute ar 0Se concerming en assertiont hat the Carrier
assigned and/or permitted officials who are not classified
in Of covered Dy the Organization's Agreement t 0 do certain wokof inspectionm,
testing, and nai nt ai ni ng of highway-railroad grade crossing signals.

The Carrier has denonstrated in t he record that the I.C.Cs granted the
Carrier's request for discomtinuances of operation over the segment of the line in
quastion and that the crossing sigmle are on a section of trackage which is not
covered by any Agreement; and certainly not by the Southern Rallway Company.

Our review Of t he record demonstrates that the A?-een_nnt before us does
not covexr the Bmployes im question and accordinglywe will dismss the case for
failure { O state aclaim.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the AdJjustment Board, after giving the parties
to thia dispute due notice of hearing thereon, and upon the whole
record ani all the evidence, finds and holds:

That the Carrier and the Employes imvolved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes within the meaning of the Rallway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;
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That this Di vision of the Adjustment Board hasS jurisdiction
over the di spute | nvol ved herein; and

That the claim 1s barred.

A W ARD

Claim dismissed.

NATI ONAL RAILROAD ADJTUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: ActingBExecutive Secretary
Ratioma]l Railroad Adjustment Board

Rosemarie Brasch - trative Assistant

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 13th day Of May 1983.




