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Eckehard Miessig, Referee

(Brotherhood of Railroad Signalnen

PARTI ES TO DI SPUTE; (
(Burlington Northern Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM Claim of the CGeneral Committee of the Brotherhood of
Railroad Signalmen on the Burlington Northern Railroad:

On behal f of mr.k. HIIl, Signalman, Menphis, Tennessee Signal
Crew, for noving benefits as provided in Rule 31 of the Agreenent between the
St. Louis - San Francisco Railway Conpany and the Brotherhood of Railroad
Signal men (Rule 32 of the Burlington Northern-Brotherhood of Railroad
Signal men Agreenment) on account of the Carrier making technol ogical,
operational, or organizational change. [Ceneral Chairman file: F-82-283.
Carrier file: Sl g2-6-3B]

CPINION OF BOARD: This claimarose after the Carrier abolished its Signal
Gang 6A in Menphis, Tennessee and re-established a Gang in
Amory, Mssissippi. The Caimnt, whose position had been abolished at
Menmphi s (Gang 6a), bid for and was awarded a position on the Gang established
at Amory. Article VIII of the Novenber 16, 1971 National Mediation Agreenent,
Is controlling here since the basic question is whether or not a 'techno-

| ogical, operational or organizational change" occurred requiring the

Caimant to nove his residence.

Inits Ex pParte Subm ssion before this Board, the Organization has
taken the position that the change carried out by the Carrier, was a
technol ogi cal, operational or organizational one, although it did not specify
which. On the property, however, the General Chairman asserted that the
Carrier had effected an operational change.

VW cannot accept the contention that all three types of change were
involved. Since the only specific type of change asserted is that made by
the General Chairman, the Board will accept that to be the Petitioner's
position. However. the record does not show how the Carrier's operations
were changed so as to necessitate the Claimant's incurring of the expenses
claimed. Accordingly, we nust deny the claim

FI NDINGS. The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole record
and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;
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That the Carrier and the Enployes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes Wthin the neaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

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

That the Agreenent was not violated.
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d ai m deni ed.

NATI ONAL RAI LROAD abgusTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

Yy

- Executive Secretary

Attest::

Nancy J.

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 22nd day of August 1985.
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