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SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT iV3. 553 

Award Rq? 18. 

Dooket rio, 3.8 

! (! 

THE ORDER OF RAILROAD TELEGRBPHERS \ 
._ 

bo~HEF@i PiCIFlC OdMPANY (PACXFI~ LINES) i 

ROY R. RAY. Refepeq ‘. I 
/, 

NT OF CLAIMr 
S.'., : : i ),. ‘Vlaim of the General Committee of The Order of Railroad 

” !#&raphers on the, Southern Pacific (Pacific Likes),, thatr ‘, 

.CLAW NO. 1, 

. .’ 

:‘,, ; 2. 
..s 

The Carrier violated the parties” Agreement when it required ( 
or perroitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers’ Agree-, 
ment ‘at Port Chicaao. West Oakland and RPchmond, GalifoxIxL!&, I 

messages of reo?d over the ,i . to transmit and/or-receive 
telephone,; 
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The Carrier shell, because 
compensates 

(a) 

(b) 

(0) 

A. D. Holmgren 
for one specla 9 

L. A. Robinson 
for one specia 1 

RdkJef Telegrapher-Clerk Port Chicago-A&i. 
c?al& February 6, 1958. 

2nd Telegrapher-Clerk-Pl4C West Oakland, 
call February 6, 1958. 

J.. R. Nicholson, 2nd Telegrapher-Clerk, Oakland Fler 
for one special. call February 6; 1958. 

of the violations set out above, 

The Carrier shall in addition to.the forego&g, pay the 
se&or ‘qualified idle extra telegra 
the senPor idle regularly assigned e 

hex,‘or’if none available, 
elegrapher at the nearest -’ 

Looatlon to Richmond, Cal.iforniip ‘me day%; pay (8 hours) $ at 
the applicable rate for Februaxy,,.6, $958, : ,_ a.> ,.; . ” ! 

CLAIMNO. 3’ ..* .., . . . . . . 
The‘ Carrier violated the parties’ Agreegent when, it ,requixed ,; The‘ Carrier violated the parties’ Agreegent when, it ,requixed ,; 
ox’perinitted employes not aovered .by the Telegraphers@ Agree? ,. ox’perinitted employes not aovered .by the Telegraphers@ Agree? ,. 
&ent at- Uaklahd Pier, Port Chdoago;, and Ric&uond, Califoxn$ap ‘-’ : : &ent at- Uaklahd Pier, Port Chdoago;, and Ric&uond, Califoxn$ap ‘-’ : : 
‘to traps&t. and/or reoeive messages~ of reoox$ over the telephone. ‘to traps&t. and/or reoeive messages~ of reoox$ over the telephone. 
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(,a) f. R. Nichc;leon,,2nd Telegrapherr@erk, Q&and Riex, 
for a! two hour c&43. fox &roh 6; 1958, 

,(b) C. L. Hepburn 2nd Telegra her-clerk, Port Chlgago, for 
a two hour call Marah 6, 

i 
1 $ 58. 

The Carrier shall in addLtion to the foregoing pay the senior : 
quaPified idle ex&ra telegrapher, or if none avAilable, the 
senlox Idle regularly assigned telegrapher at the neaxest loon- 
tlon to Riohnond California, one day’s pay (8 hours) at the 
applloable rate her ?faroh 6, 1958, 

CLAIM NO. 3 , 
The Carrier violated the parties~ Agreement when it requixed 
or permitted employes not oovered by thg,Telegraphers’ Agree- 1 
wht at O&land Pier~and Port Chloago, California, to transmit 

,..Tand/ox receive messages of record over.the telephone, 

ti,, The Cexrier~shsll, because of the violations set out above, i’ 
oompensater ./ 

The Caxxier shall, because of the v$.olatione set out above, 
pompensater 

(a) 5. R. Ni,oholson, 2nd Telegrapher-Clerk, OakJ.and Pier, for 
a two hour oall, April 23, 1958. , . 

(b) C. L. “RePburn 2nd Telegrapher-Clerk, Port ihloago, fox , 
a two hour call, April 23, 1958. 

,, 

CLAIM NO, + 

I, The Carrier violated the parties” Agreement when It requLed 
or 

B 
ermit2;ecI employes not oovexed by the Telegraphers’ Agree- 

men at Oakland 16th Street, and Port Ohioago, California, to 
transmit and/or reoeive messages of record over the te2ephonee 

, 
Sr The Carrier aha21, beaause of the violations set out above; i 

. oompensater / 

~,,(a) R. H.‘Bell, Relief Te3egra her4ark Oakland 16th 8tre%t*, 
: \.for a two hour caU., July ::‘atld 2;1458. ,’ 

, 
j>:. ..” 
.!...~ I_:,’ 

:. . (b) A. D.. Rolmgren, Relief Telegxapher-G.exk, Popt Ohdoago, ‘i. ‘, 
for a two hour call, July 1 and 2, :.1958., ,! . . 



_. . ” . 
s * o&land and c&erks.,at Port Chicago, Richmond and West Oak&n?. con- - ._ . _. _ -. 

cerning the handling of cars and what was to be done with them* The _. _ . 
Organization-?l,a+us that in each instanoe the laesaage given by the _._-.. 
Car l&.tr3.butor was a message of record which should have been trans- , . . . ., 

I i$.tteq only by,a telegrapher. Caxrier says that this type of,work does 

not belong to telegraphers because of the specific wording of the Agxee-, . . . . 
ment ,and that Oar Distributors have hanfiled this kin! of aommunication ’ 

:. 
‘; by te+ephone for more than thixty-;five yeame ~ . . .._. Since the sontent of the ,, 

: ’ messages vary somewhat we will describe the message or @errsages Ln each . 
claim. . ) 

&&Q&,-&z The message said: I 
‘Effective immediately harts and gonds originating 
Matheson destined Stege and Nichols axe to be xetuxned 
to Matheson instead of general service.T1OO:l’ 

$&&J NQ. 2: The message to clerks at Richmond and Port Chiaago said* 

Qffective immediately discontinue returning gonds when 
made empty at Nichols and Stege 

’ However, continue to return har E 
retuxn to geperal: service.; 

s to Matheson as shipper 
desires to confine his’loading to hoppers, T lOOn, 

T&s seems to have been an amendment or modifiaation of the 

message in Claim No. 1. 

CJ.aim No. 3: There were two messagesD The first read: 1 ! 

“UP 50056 mty D F loader on hand Port Chicago, 
BlLl and forward to Standaxd.Oil 00. Richmond A ent, 

; B~qhmond advise date loaded, destination, oon&n s, ! & 1., ; 
routing, consignee and any stops enxoute BD 8’7Sew I 

>, 
,‘- . .._’ . ,The seaond message was sinilax giving numbers,of twosothex ( 

caxs to’be forwarded to wFebhe and Rerrel3.i on Agen& Order 52?*” It 



‘. Clailm No. 4: The first message in this claim was similar to those in, : _ ._ . _ -. . . . . . 
13lati Eo. 3. It had a Number T 547. The second message read? 

“NE3 27423'iXw empty at Port Chicago with large’portion 
Qf’flQQP~bUt. A&r&Pm% CMcag~ bill to 8. Ease&e SP 
Bhi, e We& U&land for ropirirzr Forw&rd 88 revenue’bll;lLng 
wft outaharges e R JLB be on lookout and see pEa,~e,d 9ti “zhopz 
piiom#tly after arrival Oakland. BE and AES arrange repairs 
and when done notify this office. H-8.” 

All of these &aims involve’the same questions, i.e., 

whether this type of telephone message from the Car Distributor or ._ ,.. 
his alerks violates the Agreement. The messages here are similar to - .,, 
those in Claim 4 of Award 12, Claim 3 of Award 14 and Claim 16. The 

chief differenoe is that in those oases the information was given by 

the clerk to the Car Distributors whereas here the Oar Distributor’s *.. 
alerk gave instructions concerning the disposition of the cars. The . “. “’ 
messages, however, all relate to the handling and distribution of -,... 
cars. In the Awards just mentioned we have already puled that the .._ 
Scope Enl.0 does not cover the use of the telephone for this purpose 

by,alerks in the Car Distpibutorfs Offloe, who have performed this 

work for many years. Fox the reasons expressed In Award 3.6, Award iL2 

‘(Claim 4) and Award 14 (Claim 31, we hold that the Organization has 

i 

shown no right to the work involved in these claims. 

FINDING .7& 

The Agreement was not violated. 

‘. AWARD ,. 
C&.ms 1, 2,’ 3 and, 4 are deniedr 
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SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO.’ 553,’ 

.ts: San Franaisco, California J ,.i”, 
June 28, 1965 “4.m~ ‘L’ :. 


