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The Second Division consisted of the regular members and in 
addition Referee Herbert L. Marx, Jr. when award was rendered. 

( International Association of Machinists 
( and Aerospace Workers 

Parties to Disz2ute: ( 
( 
( Sout!lern Pacific Transportation Com'$ny 

Plrs;d.f~ ngs : .--_ 

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

The carrier or carriers and the em>loye or el$.ployes involved in thins 
dispxte are respectively carrier and emgloye xi-thin the meaning of the 
Ra-ilwa;y Ilabor Act as approved June 21, 1934. 

This DFvision of the Adjustment Board has juri.sdiction over the dispute 
involved herein. 

Parties to said dis.pute waived right of ape- carance at hearing thereon. 

The Organ?.zation claims that employes of its craft should have been 
assigned to the work described in the Claim, and that the Carrier violated 
the Agreement in assigning the work to Electricians. 

The record indicates that Electricians have 'performed this work ever 
a period of twenty years. 

Both the Orzanieation and the Internationa, l Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers are siCna-tories ,to "i::e-morcndum'A"', a h:?Xorandum of Agreement signed 
on April 17, l$?!-1-2. Memorandum "A" reads in part: 
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I, . . . in order to avoid conpJstion at the local points 
and provide an orderly dcterzination of the items of work 
not specifically stated in the 'Classlficztions of Work' 
and other Rules of the several crafts, it is agreed that 
existing; practices will be co;:tS.nued, unless and until 
othe,mrise decided 'by cotieresce and negot?ations l.zt'ween 
the General ChaiY?!lnn involved, and the Crcneral 
Supeyj.n:j:ende;li; of' 3;otive ~:o~rer, for .p-urpose of unifol~~ally 
applyi.np; such decision wherever necessary on the 
'railroads. . . " 

The Eoard finds that c -; bhLs dis;pJte is typically one calling for discussion 
and possible rcsol?Jtion under the terzs of Memorund?..r?l "A". %h^ie Board finds 
f'zrthcr that such procedure has r?ot been foll.o;~:~d :FS yet by the Organization. 

Award No e ‘72i.3, and the several cases referred -to therein, are in 
direct soini; to this dispute. 

In tl-!e akser?.ce of compliance wit11 !:e~uorandum '!A", the dispute is not 
properly before the Board for reeolutio:?. 

Claim dismissed. 

Attest: Executive SecretamJ 
Nationzl Railroad Adjustn;ent Eoard 

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 2l+th day of Februarry, 1978. 


