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The Second Division consisted of the regular members and in 
addition Referee Abraham Weiss when a-ward was rendered. 

( System Federation No. 42, Railway Employes' 
( Department, A. F. of L. - c. I. 0. 

Farti.es to Dispute: ( (Electrical Workers) 
( 
( Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company 

Dispute: Claim of E1;ployes: 

1. That the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company violated the current 
working a,greement, particularly Rules l(a) and 29(a), when 
Carrier required and permitted Signal Kaintainers to assist 
Communicat-i.ons fdaintainer in the performance of work belonging 
exclusively to Seaboard Coast Line Communications Kaintainers 
oil March 6, 1975. 

2. That, accordingly, the Carrier be ordered to additionally 
com,pensate Com~nunications Maintainer J. L. fia3.'t:ood six (6) 
hours and thirty (30) minutes at his punitive rate of pry. 

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

' The carrier or carriers and the employe or employes involved in this 
dispute are respectively carrier and elnploye within the meaning of the 
Rail~:ay Labor Act as approved Jizne 21, 19$!.. 

This Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction ove:x the d.ispJte 
involved herein. 

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

This claim is in behalf of Communications Maintainers V?~O a-liege 
exclusive jurisdicti.on over the insta3lation and removal of Conpa,ny-o-,s?zed 
communication- u slrgDorts (i.e., poles), including those kh;ti; sumart both .t. 
co,mmunication ~3 res and signal wires. The Gamier viola'kr? the agreamcrrl;, 
Petitioner (Ii32W) a.sse.r'cs , by permi-tti.n@ Signal Ma:',~ntainers (13~~tilerhood 
of Railroad Si~ni!n?e:1) to assist the Co::~rr:~~G-cations employees I The 
Sigd!!x3 ' s Organization wa:: mad.e a psriy to this di.spdte alld their state;7Lieqf IL 
filed 5-n the record of this :?i>Deal, is herdjy azkno:X:ledged. 
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The Electricians' Organization relies on-Rule 1 (a) -- Classification 
of Work Rule--Colnunications b1aintainer, of their Agreement which provides 
in part: 

"Comunications Maintainers' work shall include 
constructing, instaXLi.ng, repairing, maintaining, 
inspecting, testing and removing of Company-owned: 
corrmJnie&ion lines and their supports..., togethex 
with all appurtenances, devices, apparatus and 
equipment necessary to said systelns and devices as 
named herein, and .X11 other work generally recognized 
as Communications Maintainers* work.... 

No employee other than those classified herein will 
be required or permitted to perfoMn any of the work 
covered by this Agreement." 

However, &i!-e l(a) lends no support to Petitioners' position. It is 
silent about poles that suppcrt both signal and co~~~unication wires. Eence, 
since the rule is neither sp~ific nor unar$oiguous wLth respect to the 
situation at issue in this case, we m~3-i; look to past practice. Viewed 
from this perspective, the record indicates that both crafts have pajlcticipatcd 
in the work described herein (pihere poles,are used for both cor;Lmmication 
and signal wires) and that nej:tl;er craf?t has demonstrate3 exclusive rif-;ht 
to such work on the -oasis of system-w%de custom, tradition, or past 
practice. 

Petitioner also relies on a Carrier letter dated Deccrober 20, 196'7 
which d.cals w-ith contracLing out work "involving reloca,tion of poles, 
crossalms , w?.res, etc.," and provides that IrFhen such ?rork is contracted 
out, "a telephone maintait;er will be present to lend assistance to the 
contractor." This letter is construed by Petitioner as assigning exclusive 
jurisdiction to E:Lectrical Workers over Signalmen, especially since Sfigmlme;l 
have no such letter. Pet it ioncr * s reliance on this letter for purposes of 
establishing exclusive jurisdi.ction is misplaced, in ow judgent, since 
it refers to and relates only to the Carrie2“s right to subcontract the 
relocation of poles to outside firms. 

Prj.or awards of this Boal*d have found that th.e work involved in this 
dispute does not belong exc>Jsively to either the Electricians or the 
Signalmen and that, therefore, this work may be assigned to efther. 

We concur with these previous Award:: and hold that Carrier did not 
violate the KLectricZl I!orkcrs' Agreement by utilizing both communications 
employees and signal employees in the perfoimunce o:C the involved work. 
The po:Les involved in this work were 5-n fact used jointly for communica- 
tions and signal lines. Given this fact, both the si.@sl employees and 
the communication employees had claim to this work, and the 
utilj.zation of both g?;_roqs of eroyloyees to prfo~;l~ the >:ork does not 
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constitute a violation of the Agreement. (See Second Division Awmds 
7215, 5781, and 5644, among others.) 

AWARD 

Claim denied. 

JYATIOXAL l?KKJXOAD ABJUSTMEUT CO."lRD 
By Order of Second Division 

Attest: Executive Secretary 
Kat:i.onaJ I?aiboad Ad;justment Rowd 


