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STATEMENT OF CLAIM: .,' 

"Claim of the General Committee of The Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers on the Southern Pacific (Pacific Lines),' that: 

. 
CLAIM NO..l ;. 

1. ,The Carrier violates the Agreement between the partie-p. 
hereto when on March 9, 1959, it removed from said Agree-~ 
ment.work embraced by the agency position at Canby, 
California, and transferred the work so removed to em- 
ploges at Alturas, Californ&a, not covered by the 
Telegraphers' Agreement. 

2. The Carrier shall, because of the violationset forth 
above, restore.the work unilaterally removed from the 
agency station thereto, and to-the employes thereat en- 
titled to perform the work. 

3. The Carrier shall9 in addition.to the foregoing, com- 
mencing July 10, l959, compen.sate each employ8 adversely~~~~~ 
affected by reasonof the Carrier's violative Act for 
any loss of *ages+ plus actual e~xpenses; 

,' 
,CLAIM NO. 2 .:t.. 

1; The Carrier violates the Agreement between the"parties 
hereto when'on March 1, '1959;it removed from'said Agree- 
ment work embraced by the agencyposition at Lakeview, 
Oregon, and transfferre,d.the work so removed at first to 
Alturas, Californi,a'and later to Klamath Falls., 'Oregon, 
where it is now' being performed by employes,riot.covered 
'by Whe ,Telegraphers' Agreement. 

2, Thei Carrier. shall,. because of the.violations.,set forth 
above, restore t;he work unilaterally removed from the 
agency station 'thereto,, and to the employes thereat en- 
titled to perform the work. 
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The Carrier shall, because of the violation set forth above, 
'restore the work unilaterally removed from the agency sta- 
tion thereto, and to the employes thereat entitled to per- 
form the work. 

The Carrier shall, 
September 1, 19.59, 

in addition to the foregoing, ,commencing 
compensate each employe adversely af- 
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fected by reason of the CarrierIs. violative“act‘for any 
loss of wages, plus actual expenses. ,. .._, 

The Carrier shall, inaddition to the foregoing, com- 
mencing July 179 1959, compensate each employe adversely 
affected by reason of the Carrier's violative act for 
any loss of wages, plus actual expenses. 

CLAIM NO. 3 

The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties 
hereto when it,removed from said,Agreement work embraced 
by covered positions at the agency stations listed below, 
and.on the dates shown in connection therewith, trans- 
ferred the work so removed t0 emplOyeS at San Francisco, 
California, notcovered by the Telegraphers! Agreement: 

Watsonville June 10, 1959 
Santa Cruz ” Jm8 23, 1959 
Castroville 'June' .8, 1959 

.Soledad 
wat.SOnVili8 &St e 

July 15, 1959 
JUn8 10, 1959 

Monterey July 8, 19.59 
Gonzales July l.#, 1959 
.King City July 15, 1959. 

The Carrier shall, because of the violations'set fort% 
above, restore the work'unilaterally removed from the 
agency stations thereto, and to the employes thereat en- 
titled to perform the work. 

The Carrier shall, in addition'to the foregoing, commencing 
on the dates set forth in Item 1 of this Statement of Claim, 
,compensate each employe adversely affected by reason of 
Carrierfs violative act, for any loss of wages, plus actual 
expenses. 

CLAIM NO. 4 
The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties 
hereto when on September 1, 1959, it removed from said 
Agreement work embraced by the .agency position at Li,kely, 
California, and transferred the work so remoyed to employes 
at Klamath Falls, Oregon, not covered by. the Telegraphers~ 
Agreement. 
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CLAIM NO. 5 

The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties 
hereto when on April 179 1959 it removed from said 
Agreement work embraced by the agency position at 
Gerber, California, and transferred the work so re- 
moved to employes at Redding, California, not covered 
by the Telegraphers9 Agreement. 

The Carrier shall, because of the violation set forth 
above, restore the work,unilaterally removed from.the 
agen~cy station thereto', and to the employes thereat en- 
titled to perform the work. 

The Carrier shall, inaddition to the. foregoing, com- 
mencing July 24,' 1959, compensate each employe adversely 
affected by reason of the Carrier's violative act for 
any loss of wages 9 p,lus actual expenses. 

CLAIM NO. 6 

The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties 
hereto when on April 13p 1959, it removed from said-- 
Agreement work embraced by the agency position at 
Dunsmuir. California, and transferred the work so re- 
moved to employes at Redding, California, not covered 
by the Telegraphers! Agreement. 

The Carrier shall, because of the violation sat forth 
above, restore the work unilaterally removed from the 
agency station thereto, and to the employes thereat en- 
titled to'perform the work. : 

The Carrier shall, in addition to the foregoing com- 
mencing on July 17, 19.59, compensate each employe ad- ~~ 
versely affected by reason of the Carrier's violative 
act for any loss of wages., plus actual expenses. 

CLAIM NO. 7 

The Carrier violates. the Agreement between the parties 
h8reto.when.i.t removed from said Agreement work em- 
brabed by covered positions at the agency'stations 
listed below, and on the,dates shown in connection 
therewith, and transferred 'the'work so,removed to em- 
ployes at Reno, Nevada, not covered by the Telegraphers' L ~~~~ .~~~.~.A. Agreement: 

*' , 
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HaZen Aug. 18, 
Battle Mountain Aug. 20, 
Luning Sept. 2, 
Carlin Sept. 14, 

1: Beowawe Sept. 10, 
Fernley Aug, 18, 
Imlay Aug. 20, 

_ Wabuska Sept. 3p 
Herlong Aug. 26, 
Fallon S8Pt. 39 

The Carrier shall, because of the violation set forth 
above, restore the work unilaterally removed from the 
agency stations thereto, and to'the employes thereat 
entitled to perform the work. 

The Carrier shall, in addition to the foregoing, com- 
mencing on the dates. set forth in Item 1 of this State- 
ment of Claim, compensate 8aCh employe adversely af- 
fected by reason of Carrierls violative act for any 
loss of wages, plus actual expenses. 

CLAIM NO. 8 -.w 

The Carrier.viilates the Agreement between the parties 
hereto When it removed from said Agreement work embraced 
by covered positions at the agency stations listed be- 
low, and on the date shown in connection therewith, 
transferred the work so removed to employes at Phoenix 
and/or Tucson, Arizona, not covered by the,Telegraphersl 
Agreement: 

Miami; *Picacho; Red Rock; Jn'Rillito; Safford; Sahaurita,, 
San Simon; Sentinel; -:tTempe; Tovrea; Wellton and Will- 
cox, Arizona, May 12, 1959. 

**Disputes included in ORT 3073 

The Carrier shall, because of the violations set forth ;_~.~ i 
above, restore the work unilaterally remover&from the 
agency stations thereto, and to the employas thereat en- 
titled to perform the,work. 

The Carrier shall, in addition to the foregoing, com- 
mencing July 27, 1959 (exc8pt'as to those stations cov- 
ered in ORT 3073) compensate each employe adversely af- 
fected by reason of the Carrier's violative act for any 
loss of wages, plus'actual expenses. 

*. . . 
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CLAIM NO. 9 

The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties - 
hereto when it removed from said Agreement work embraced 
by covered positions at the agency stations listed below, 
and on the date shown in connection therewith, and trans- 
ferred'the work so removed to employes at Phoenix and/or 
Tucson, Arizona, not covered by the Telegraphers! Agreement: 

Benson; Bowie; Buckeye; Casa Grande; *Chandler; Coolidge; 
Dragoon; Rloy, Gila; 4cGilbert; Globe; Litchfield, wari- 
copa; and *Mesa, Arizona, May 12, 1959. 

itDisputes included in ORT 3073. _ 

The Carrier shall, because of the violations set forth 
above, restore the work,unilaterally removed from the 
agency stations thereto, and to the employas thereat en- 
titled to perform the work. 

The Carrier shall, in addition to the foregoing, com- 
mencing July 27, 1959 (except as to those stations covered 
in ORT 3073), compensate each employe adversely affected 
by reason of the Carrier's violative act for any loss of 
wages, plus actual expenses. 

CLAIM NO, 10 

The Carrier violates the Agreement between the parties 
hereto when it removed from said Agreement work embraced 
by covered positions at the agency stations listed below, 
and on the date shown in connection therewith, transferred 
the work so removed to employes at Phoenix and/or Tucson, 
Arizona, not covered by the Telegraphers! Agreement: 

Maricopa; %Miami; *Red Rock; -:tSafford; *Sahaurita; *San 
Simon; *Sentinel; 4eTovrea;'fiWellton, and Willcox, Arizona, 
on a date prior to July 279 1959 and subsequent to Janu- 
ary 1, 1959. 

:I.. 
42Disputes included in Claim No. 8 with ., date of May 12, 1959. 

,The Carrier shall, because of the .violation set forth 
above, restore the work.unilat'erally removed.'from the 
agency stations thereto, and to the employes thereat 
entitled to perform the work. 

The Carrier shall, in addition to the foregoing, corn- 
mencing on the date set forth in Item 1 of this State- 
ment of Claim, compensate each smploye adversely affected 
by reason of Carrierfs violative act, for any‘loss of 
wages, plus actual expenses.'P 

i ‘_’ I 
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OPINION OF THE! BOARD: 

These ten claims involve the centralization by Carrier of cer- 

tain clerical work for forty-three smaller stations at seven of its major 

stations where clerical work is regionalized. During the period from 

January 12 to September lb9 1959 Carrier transferred the work of preparing 

freight bills, collection of charges, various phases of station .account- 

ing and in some instances waybilling from 20 stations in Arizona to 

Phoenix and/or Tucson, Arizona, Similar work was transferred from five 

stations in Northern California and Southern Oregon to Klamath Falls, 

Oregon, Alturas, California and/or Redding, California. Similar work was 

transferred from eight stations in Central California to San Francisco 

and from ten stations in Nevada and Northern California to Reno, Nevada. 

Several'of the claims in this case are duplicated here or in other 

dockets. For example: Rillito was included in Cases No. 3 and 4; Tempe 

in Case No. 3; Hazen and Fernleg in Case No. 2: Gilbert, Mesa and Picacho 

are the same as Chandler in this case; and-Red Rock, Safford, Sahuarita, 

San Simon, Sentinel, Tovrea, Wellton and Willcox are the same as Miami 

in this case- 

All of the work transferred was clerical work and is being per- 

formed in the central,stations,by clerical employes. It was work that 
: .:,,. 

had been performed by ejther Agent-Telegraphers, Cleri.cal Employes or 

Telegrapher-Clerks, depending'upon who was on duty at the 'time the work 
r 

was performed, At the time of the transfers' fourteen of the stations had 

clerical.employe,s not covered by the Telegraphersf,Agreement. As a re- 

sult of the changes thirteen clerical positions at twelve of the stations 

were abolished; So the claims concern clerical work being.gerformed at 

the time by persons represented by the Clerks 1 Organization.as well as 
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clerical work being performed by Agent-Telegraphers and Telegrapher- 

Clerks. Twenty-eight of the stations had very little business and the 

small amount of work transferred from them took only a fraction of an 

hour per day in the central office to which it was transferred. Since 

the transfers nine of the stations have been closed: Watsonville, 

Picacho, Red Rock, Rillito, San Simon, Sentinel, Dragoon and Maricopa. 

The Organization contends that all of the work involved belongs 

to persons covered by the Telegraphers' Agreement, and that the'transfer 

in each instance was a violation of the Agreement. It asks that all em- 

ployes adversely affected be compensated for any loss of wages and reim- 

bursed for any expenses; and that the work be restored to each of the . 

stations from'which it was taken. The Organization makes ,the samqargu- 

ments which were advanced in Case No. 2, Although there are minor factual 

differences between this Case and Case N,o. 2 and many more stations are 

involved here, we find nothing in this case to justify a different result. 
: :.; 

Therefore, for the reasons which are fully expressed in Award No. 2 we 

hold that Carrier was within its rights in transferring the work and that 

the claims are without merit. 

FINDING 

That Carrier did not violate the Agreement. 

AWARD 
; .;a, 

. . I 
The claims are denied. I 

SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO, 5.53 : ci 

San Francisco, California 
November 9, 1964* 
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