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Subject of the Grievance
Union alleged the Company is violating the contract by assigning Title 300 Gas Technicians
to perform certain work at the Steam Power Plants.

Facts of the Case
The General Construction Gas Technicians, class code 2405, have been installing conduit,
wiring, and panels for fluid drive and internal drive fans; installing conduit and wiring for
lighting; and replacing lines to gas valves at the Steam Power Plants although the majority of
the work has been incident and boiler replacement work at Unit 4 at the Geysers. Gas Techs
have also been performing this work at HPPP since November 2, 1999. Originally the work
was contracted until management became aware that the Company had trained and qualified
employees who could perform this work.

Discussion
The Union opines that the work referenced above belongs to General Construction (GC)
Station, Substation and Hydro Department employees. Gas Construction is a different line of
progression and the Gas Technician is neither trained nor qualified to perform this work.
Union believes that Gas Technicians have not previously performed this work at Power
Plants.

The Company opines that General Construction is a mobile workforce, and as such Gas
Technicians have historically performed this work at the Geysers, HPPP, compressor
stations and at other Power Plants in the PG&E territory. This work is related to their job
duties for which they are qualified and trained to perform.



t pre~ReView Committee 111
The Pre-Review Committee reviewed the description of work and determined that the work is
within the scope of the Gas Technician's duties. Further investigation determined that the
Gas Technicians have historically performed, and are qualified and trained to perform this
work at any Power Plant in the PG&E territory.

Decision
The PRe is in agreement that there was no contractual violation in this case. This case
is closed without adjustment.
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