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Carrier, on the other hand, avers that the nature and duration of this
work represents running repair work, which by definition and practice falls
within the coverage parameters of the incidental work rule. It argiues
that claimant was afforded an opportunity, pursuant to the incidental work
rule to determine whether the disputed work comprised a preponderant part
of the assignment,

The Inc

idental Work Rule and Agreement Rule 62(c) are
guoted herein

de
after:

INCIDENTAL WORK RULE ~ FUBLIC TAY 91-226

"At running repair work locations which are not designsted
as outlying points where a mechanic or mechanics of a
craft or crafts are porforming a work assignment, the
completion of which calls for the performance of
'incidental work' ‘as hereinafter defined) covered by the
classilicetion of work rules of snother craft or crafis,

such mechanic or mechanics may be reguired, so Tar as the

are capable, to perform such incidental work provided it does
not comprise a preponderant part of the total amount of

work involved in bthe assignment. Work shall be regerded as
'incidental' when it involves the removal and replacing or the
disconnecting and coanecting of parts snd zopliznces such

as wires, piping, covers, shielding and other eppurtenances
from or near the main work assignmnent in order to accomplish
that assignment. Incidental work shall be considered to
comprise a preponderant part of the assignrent when the time
normally required to accomplish it exceeds the time norwally
regquired to accomplish the main work essignment. In no
instance will the work of overhauling, rerairing, wmodifying
or otherwise improving eguipment be regarded as incidental.

If there is a dispute ag to whether or not work comprises a
'preponderant part' of a work assignrent the carrier may
nevertheless assign the work as it feels it should be

assigned and procecd or continue with the work and assignment
in question; however, the shop committee may reguest that the
assignment be timed by the parties to determine whether or not
the time required to perform the incidental work exceeds the
time required to perform the main work assignment. If it does,
& claim will be honored by the Carrier for the actual time at
pro rata rates required to pevrform the incidental work,"

RULE 62 DEAD WORK

"(c) Dead work means all work on an engine which cannot be
handled within twenty-Tour (&) hours by the repularly
assigned running repair forces maintained at point where the
guestion arises.”
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This Board certainly recos the inmportant distinetions and
arguments raised in this dispute and accordingly has carefully reviewed
the events and circumstances within the context of the cited Agrecement
provigions, the lelter and intent of the Incidental Work Rule and partinent
decisional law
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While precedent cases invariably possess diﬁt’pﬂuishing argurentative

characteristics which can be crc“’"xaly censtrued to cover a muliiplicity

of Tact situations, we believe that holding and opinion of Second Division

Award Wo. 7610 (Referee Liebermsn) is on p01rt with thig case, We will
deny the elaim.

Claim denied,

NATTONAT RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Second Division

Attest: Executive Secretary
National Railrozd Adjustment Beoard

/’~ > 4 P .
) . _—-—""'; A:.ii' M;‘ jr
P L P
By / i-i Tl x*r’,’l ol \ *f ’ el
Crdsemarie brasch - adminiobiative Assishbant

Dated wt Chicago, T1linois, this 1st day of Noverber, 1978.



