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The Second Division consisted of the regular members and in
addition LReferee Robert A. Franden when award was rendered,

( International Association of Machinists
Parties to Dispute: ( and Aerospace Workers

Missouri Pecific Railroad Company

Dispute: Claim of Employes:

1. That the Missourl Facific Rzilroad Company violated the controlling

Agreement, part*ou]arly FPules #6(a) and 52(a), when they arbitrori

assigned Sheet Metal Vorkers to opply the water Jocket cJ»fcr plate
Ras = e
To Gardner Denver WBG air compressor 75215,

2 That accordingly, the Missourli Facific Bailroad Company be
ordered to compensate FMachinist G. F. Stanley in the smount
of four (L) hours' pay at a Mechinist's punitive rate of puy,
retroactive to Cctober 24, 1375, for every time Sheet Mebal dorkers
apply water Jacket cover plates to alr canpressors.

Findings:

The Second Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole record and
all the evidence, finds thatl:

The carrievr or carriers and the employe or ervloyes involved in this
dispute are rhgbe tively carrier and caploye withiz the nmeaning of the
) ¢ V) .

R

Railway Labor Act as approved June 21, 183k,

This Division of the Adjustment Roard has jurisdiction over the dispute
involved h-reLu.

Parties to said dispute waived right of appearance at hearing thereon.

5N

P

Notice was served on the Sheet Metal Workers who filed s submission

herein.

e

This is a cleim based on the alleged improper assignment of work
reserved to the machinists under their classification of work rule to the

sheetmetal workers., The work complained of is the replacement of waber Jucksl

cover plates on a water-cooled ailr compressor.

The carrier has taken the position that the work is more nearly
described in the sheetmebal workers' clasgsification of work rule and that
the practice on the property for the past fifteen (15) years has been to
assign the work in question the sheetmebal workers. The claimant has
responded that past practice is applicuble in determining a dispute of

this nature only when there is asbiguity in the rule,
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The machinists' clagsification of work rule reads as follows:
"RUTE 52. (a) Machinists! work, including regular
and helper apprentices, shall consist of laying out, fitting,
adjusting, shaping, boring clotting, milling, and grinding
cf metals used in oullaﬂn”, assembling, hwlntaining,
dismantlin and installing machinery, locomotives and engines,
(operated by steam or obher power), engine inspecting; puaps,
enging jacuxs, cranes, hoists., elsvators, vneumatic and hy-
dranlic tools and ;ucnlnery, shafting end other shop
machinery, ratchet and other skilled drilling and reaming
except on drill presses; tool and die ng. tool grinding,
axle truing, axle, wheel and Ttire turnins and boring; air
equipment, lubricator and injector worin; removing, renlacing
grindinzg, bolbing and brealing of all Joints on exhaus ’
pipes and super-hesiers; cxyacetylene, thermit
welding on work generally recosnized as
operation of 21l rachines used in such worg; ng
grinding and
applying trai
or sheebs waste

works; the
ne and lin:

bracie v, nand el . Xeke e
stacks, sand bo<c and dome castings; locowotive spring and
spring rf"jnng worit, driver brake and braze rigging; and all

other work generally recoznized as machinists' work., M
may connect and discennect any wiring, ccupling. or pipe
connections necessary to make or repair machinery or equipment.”

The particular wording, relied upon by thc claimant is set out in
the following extrapolation from the rule:

"Rule 52(a). Machinist work. including regular and helper
apprentices. shall consist of laying out. fitting. ....

of metals used, buildinz. &s ﬁbWﬁh@ maintainins ...,
locomotives and enmines [operated by steam or cther power),
engines inavecting: opumps ... alr egudomar .... &nd all
other work generally recognized as machinists'work.”

W H)

The interpretation of any rule reouires that the rule be read in its
total context. As we recad the rule without the deletions found in the
claimant's extrapolation, we are unable to find that the work which is
the subject of this claim ig specifically reserved to the machinists
under Rule 52(z).

Rule 97, The Sheetmetal Workers Classificalion of Work Rule, awards
ing and other work dealing with the

to the sheetmetq] Vdrg;"s pipeflitting
connecting snd disconnecting of air, wabter, gas, oil and steom pipes.
Again, the rule deoes nob specifical'y rescrve the work in cuestion.
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In that we have made a finding that the rules in question are ambiguous

as to whether or not the work in questicn isg speci 2lly reserved under
the classification of work rules, it is appropriat or us to look to the
past practice of the carrier in awarding the work in guestion. It is
uncontroverted that the work in question has been assigned to the shectmebal
workers for the past fifteen (15) years without a claim being Tiled by
the claimant orgenization herein. Tn this case we Tind the past practice
to be controlling. The clairsnt has feiled to brove the basic elexent of
his cledm, to-wit: that the work in question is machinists work under the
agreement between the organizstion and the carrier. Absent *Vac finding
we are unable to come to a couclusion thet the careier breached Gthe
agwcemant by maintaining its past practice of fifteon (15) yeurs by

gsigning the work in gue stion to the shectmetal workers. We find that
the agreement was not violated.

fic
e I

AWMARD
Claim denied.
NATIOUAT RATIRCAD ADJUSTIENN BOARD
By Order o« Second Divisicn
Attest: Executive Secretary

Hational Railroad Adjustment Roard
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By__ [ Pl

~~Rofenparie Brasch - Administra ive ASHJthv

Dated at Chicago, 11linois, this 21st day of November, 1978.



