Award Fo., 18,
Docket No. 18

| SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO, 553 Co

- ° THE ORDER OF RATLROAD TELEGRAPHERS

" SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY (PACIFIC LINES) ..

e . ROY R, RAY, Referea “

EEQEEMEEE OF CQA;ME

' ‘"Claim of the General Committee of The Order of Rajilroad
?clegraphers on the Southern Pacific (Pacific Lines), thats -

|
f
%
: : CLAIM NO | -
' 71 1. The Carrier violated the partiles' Agreement when it required .
. op permitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers! Agreen
7. . "ment at Port Chicage, West Oakland and Richmond, california,|
e : to transmit and/or receive messages of record over the
- telephone,

2. The Carrier shall, because of the violations set out above,
., compensates

(a) A, D. Holmgren, Rellef Telegrapheruclerk Port GhicagouAvon,
for one specigi call February 6, 1958.

(b) L. A. Robinson, 2nd Telegrapher~Clerk~PMO West Oakland,
for one speciai call February 6, 1958.

. (¢) J. R, Nicholson, 2nd Telegrapher~-Clerk, Oakland Pler
- for one speclal call February 6, 1958.

LE o 3 The Carrier shall, in addition to. the foregoiug pay the
o 7. senlor qualified {a1e extra telegraphor, or if none available,
tl. - 7 the senlor idle regularly assigned elegrapher at the neares%
A locatlon to Richmond, Galifornia, one day's pay (8 houra), at
'the applicable rate For February &, 1958, - S

. CLAIM NO, 2

ST 1. The Carrier violated the parties' Agreement when it requirad
Jelooh . orrperiitied employes not govered by the Telegraphers" Agrees
a7 mént at Oaklafid Pier, Port Ghisage, and Richmond, Galifornia,’
SRR to transmit and/or recelve mésaages of raoord over the telaphonea
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"2+ The Carrier shall, because of the violations set out above,
AT oompensate:

T%ﬁﬂi{rf?i?‘(a) J. Re Nicheolson, 2nd Telegraphareglerk, Qakland Pier,
S for a.two hour call for March 6, 1958,

© " () G. L. Hepburn, 2nd Telegra her-Clerk, Port Ghicasoy for !
L a two hour cail March 6, 1 5 .

' -~ 3¢ The Garrier shall, in addition to the foregoing, pay ths senior .
a0 w0 gqualified idle extra telegrapher, or 1f none available the
o, genlor ldle regularly assigned telegrapher -at the nearest logca~ -
tion to Richmond, California, one day's pay (8 houra) at the
' applicable rate for March 6, 1958,
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I e The Garrier viclated the parties' Agreement when it required
or permlitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers! Agree=
_ gent at Oakland Pler.and Port Chicago, Galifornia, to transmit
_sand/or recelve messages of record ovar the telephone,

3, The Carrier shall, because of the violations set out above, -
. -compensatet ;

(a) J. R. Nicholson, 2nd Telegrapher«Clerk, Oakland Pier, for
' a two hour call, April 23, 1958,

(b) €+ L, Hepburn, 2nd Telegrapher-clerk, Port Chicago, for
: a two hour cail, April 23, 1958,

R . GLAIM NO, L !

L Tha Carrier violated the parties! Agreement when it required

, germitted employes not covered by the Telegraphers' Agreee
men at Oakland l6th Street, and Port Chlcago, California, ¢o
transmit and/or receive massages of record over the telephonee

2+ The Carrier shall, beoause of the violations get out abovs,
. compensate: , R

(a) R. H. Bell, Relief Telegra her-Clerk Qalkland thh Strea%,
~for a two hour call, July 1 and 2, 1958. .

23i oL (b) A. D, Holmgren, Rellef Telegrapher-clerk, Port Ghicaga,
e : for a two hour call July 1 and - 195
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s, 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 ¢laims that in each instance the message given by the

_'ega;‘ﬁistgibutor was a message of record which should have been transe

K f@itted only by a telegrapher. Carrier says that this type of work does
qqp_be;ohg_tp telegraphers because of the specific‘wording of the Agree~.

. . ment and that Car Distributors have handled this kind of communlcatlon

l? pg_te;gghqng for more than thilrty-five years. 8ince the content of the ,

f" #essgges vary somewhat we will describe the message or messages in each

clalm,

Claim Nos 1: The message sald: ' ‘ :
[

"Effective lmmedlately harts and gonds originating
Matheson destined Stege and Nichols are to be returned
. to Matheson instead of general service.T100:"
Clajim No, 2¢ The message to clerks at Richmond and Port Chlcago saids
"Effective immediately discontinue returning gonds when
made empty at Nichols and Stege, return to general service,.

However, continue to return hartvs to Matheson as shipper
desires to confine his loading to hoppers, T 100O%,

This seems to have been an amendment or modifilcation of the

message in Claim No. 1,
| Claim No, 3¢ There were two messages. The first read: )
WUP 50056 mty D F loader on hand Port Chicago,
Bill end forward to Standard.0il Go. Richmond, %ant
Richmond advise date loaded, destination, co sn :-
routing, consignee and any stops enroute RD 8 ;
The second message was simllar giving numbers of two other

cars to be forwarded to YFgbie and Perralli on Agents Order 5259 It
- " Y
~had a Number RD 877,
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18 : é The Tirst message in thils claim was similar to thosse in
€laim No. 3. It had a Number T 54%7. The second message reads

"NKP 27423 now empty at Port Chicago with large portion

of floor oubt. Agent Port Chicage bill fo A. Ersepke 8P
Bhoge West Dakland for repalrs. Forward on revenue bllllng
without charges. JLH be on lookout and see placed in "shops
promptly after arrival Oakland. BRE and AES arrange repairs

"and when done notify this office., H~8,"

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

whgther_tbig type of telephone message {rom the Car Distributorlor

his clerks violates the Agreement. The messages here are similar to

" those in Claim k% of Award 12, Claim 3 of Award 1% and Claim 16. The
'ghief difference is that in those cases the Information was given by

@hg clerk to the Car Distributors whereas here the Car Distributor's

clerk gave instructions concerning the dispositlon of the cars. 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 tglephéne for thls purpose

by oclerks in the Car Distributor's 0ffice, who have performed this

work for many years. For the reasons expressed in Award 16, Award 12
(Claim 4) and Award 1% (Claim 3), we hold that the Organization has
shown no right to the work involved in these claimsg,

D. A. Bobo, Employe Meumber

FINDING e
The Agreement was not violated.‘
R AWARD
éiaims 1; 2, 3 and 4% are denied.

SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO. 553

<Z,

Roy R. Ray, Gh :

girman

San Francisco, California AP - L
June 28, 1965 wle .




