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?elegraphers on the Southern Pacific (Pacific Lines), thats

?

.. " or permitted employes not covered by the Telegrapherst Agreea
"ment at Port Chilcago, West Oakland and Richmond, Galifornia,!

2.

e

" the applicable rate for February 6, 1958,
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The Carrier violated the partles® Agreement when 1t required .

to transmit and/or receive messages of record over the
telephone,

The Carrier shally because of the violetlons set out above,
compensates

(a) A. D. Holmgren, Rellef Telegrapher~Clerk Port GhicagowAvon,
for one specigi ¢all February 6, 1958,

2nd Telegrapher-Clerk-PMD West Oakland,

(b) L. A, Robinson
1 call February 6, 1958.

for one specia

. (¢} J. R+ Nicholson, 2nd Telegrapher~Clerk, Oakland Pler

for one speclal call February 6, 1958

The Carrier shall, in addition to-the foregoiug pey the
senlor qualified idle extra telegragher or if none avallable,
the senior idle regularly assigned telegrapher at the neares%
location to Richmond, California, one day's ray (8 houra), at

}

GLAIM NO

The Carriler violated the parties' Agreement when it requirad
or~permitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers® Agrees=

" mént at"Oakland Pler, Port Chisago, and Richmond, Galifornia,’
: to transmit and/or receive mésaages of reoord over the talaphone,
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."2e The Carrier shall, because of the violations set out above,
- compensate:

pgE 2 () Ju Re Nicholson, 2nd Pelegrapherelerk, Oakland Pier,
R for a.two hour call for March 6, 1958,

- ['(b) C. L. Hepburn, 2nd Telegragher-ﬂlerk, Port Chicago, for

a two hour call March 6 6, 1958,

o 3; The carrier shall, in addition to the foregoing, pay the genior .

00w o gqualifiled ldle ex%ra telegrapher, or if none available, the :
S senior idle regularly assigned talegrapher at the nearest loca=

[ P e ey [ | T X0

u.l.uu to n.s.u.‘.uuuuu% Um.l..:..l.u.l.n.x.a, one u.uy 8 pay \O nouxa) at the
o

L " applicable rate for March 6, 1958,
,.I".':" ,", C ' GL&_ ;5 QO, 3

I % The Garrier violated the parties!’ Agreement when 1t required
or permitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers' Agrse=
~ pent at Oakland Pler.and Port Chlcago, California, to transmit
_nand/or recelve messages of record over the telephona.

8, The Carrier: shall, because of the violations set out above, |
.+ -compensatet =

(a) J+ Rs Nicholson, 2nd Telagrapher-clerk, Oakland Pier, ror

deyemn lamasm el Awmmnd'lT 09
ﬂ WY AW A Uﬂ-&.d-, “y*‘-ﬂ. EJ, J‘?JU.

(b) Cs L, Hepburn, 2nd Telegrapher-clerk, Port chicago, for
. a two hour cail, April 23, 1958,

Fum o - ] 1

"L Tha Carrier violated the parties! Agreement when it required

, germitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers' Agree=
men at Oakland 16th Street, and Port Chicago, Californla, %o
transmit and/or receive messages of record over the telephons.

2y The Carrier shall, because of the violations get out above, :
© . compensate: R

(a) R. H. Bell, Relief Telegragher-Clerk Oakland lﬁth Stree%
~for a two hour call, July 1 and 2, 1958,

iy* HES (b) A. D, Holmgren, Rellefl Telegyapher-Clerk, Port Ghicaga,
; for a two hour call du.LY i and d, J.V?O’ '
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The four separate claima in this eass 1nvolve telephone o

"‘_\‘t. *
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_Hg,~onnVQrsa$ions between persons in the Car bistributar 8 Office in

s - wh‘/..
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¢, Oakland and elerks at Port Chipago; Richmond and West Oakland con-
cerning the handling of cars and what was %o be done with them. The
Organization claims that in each instance the message glven by the

__Rga;_ﬁist;ibutor was a message of record which should have been trange

' ‘mitted only by a telegrapher. Carrler says that this type of work does
qqplbe;ohg_tp telegraphers because of the specific}wording of the Agree~.

. . ment and thab Car Distributors have handled this kind of communlcation

‘¥ by telephone for more than thirty-five years, 8ince the content of the ,

- #essqges vary somewhat we will describe the messege or messages in each

clalm,

Claim No, 1: The message said: ‘ : .
[

"BEffective lmmedlately harts and gonds originating
Mathegson destined Stege and Nichols are to be returned
: to Matheson lnstead of general service,T100:"

Claly No, 2¢ The message to clerks at Richmond and Port Chleago saids
"Effective immedilately discontinue returning gonds when
made empty at Nichols and Stege, return to general service,.
However, continue to return harts to Matheson as shipper
desires to confine his loading to hoppers, T 100Y%,

This seems to have been an amendment or modification of the

message in Claim No. 1, |
| Clgim No, 3¢ There were two messages. The first read: !
WUP 50056 mty D ¥ loader on hand Port Chlcago,
Bill and forward to Standard 0ll Co. Riehmond ent :
Richmeond advise date loaded, destination, con en s, L !
routing, consignee and any stops enroute RD 878.% ° E
The second message was simllar giving numbers of two. other

~cars to be forwarded t0 YFebile and Perrelli on Agen$s Order 52?; It
: R " . { 3 .
+. -had a Fumber RD 877.
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;_glggg No, &g The first message in thls claim was similar to those in

€laim No, 3. It had a Number T 547. The second message reads

ot~

"NKP 27423 how empty at Port Chieago with large portion
of "floor out. Agent Port Chlcage bill to H. Ersepke 8P
Bhoge West Oakland for repairs. Forward on revenue billlng
without charges. JLH be on lookout and see placed in shops
promptly after arrival Oakland. RE and AES arrange repalirs

“and vhen done notify this office. H~8."

All of these claims involve the same questions, l.e.,

whether this type of telephone message from the Car Distributor‘or

gig“clggks viclates the Apreement. The messages here are similar to

" those in Claim % of Award 12, Claim 3 of Award 14 and Claim 16. The
' ghlef difference is that in those cases the Information yas glven by

§h9 clerk to the Car Dlsitributors whereas here the Cgr Distributor's

clerk gave instruetions concerning the disposition of the ¢ars. The

messages, however, all relate to the handling and distribution of

cars., In the Awards just mentioned we have already ruled that the

Scope Rule does not cover the use of the telephéne for thla purpose
by eclerks in the Car Distributor's 0ffice, who have performed this

work for many years. For the Teasons expressed in Award 16, Award 12
(Claim 4) and Award 14 (Claim 3), we hold that the Organization has

shown no right to the work invelved in these claims.

D. A. Bobo, Employe Member

San Francisco, California

FINDING g
The Agreement was not violatqd.‘
S AWARD
éiaims l; 2, 3 and % are denied. ‘
SPEGIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO. 553

SEm, S22,

Roy R. Ray, Chglirman

June 28, 1965 e




