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The Second Divisiol: co& qcisted of the regular nembers and in 
addition Referee James F. Scearce when award was rendered. 

i System Federation No. 2, Railway Employes' 
Department, A. F. of I,. - c. I. 0. 

Parties to Dispute: ( (Electrical Yorkers) 
( 
( Houston Belt ‘and Termi.Wl. Railway Company 

pisnute : Claim of EmulOseS: 

June 24, 1976 - C. R. liiilsOn, T. J, Atkinson and E. L. f:uWl; 

June 25, 1374 - ROY Paul, E. L. Nunn, C. R. Wilson ;L?C! T. J, 
Atkinson; 

Jufie 28, 1976 - C. R. !'lilson and T. J. Atkinson; 

JUTE 2S IQ'% - C R. 'Gilson '9 /i . , T. J. Atkinson znd E. i. Nxnn. 

3. In addition to the money axunts claimed herein? the? Carrier shall 
pay Claim,an% ETI additional amount of f>?? per a.NIuI~ ~OmJJOLXded 
annualljr on the anniversary date of the claim. 

Findjnm: 

The Sec0r.d Division of the Adjust,wnt Board, upon the whole record and 
all the evidence, finds thr;t: 

The carrier cr carriers and the employe or eqloyes involved in this 
dispute are reqectively carrier and e@loye xithin the meakng of the 
Railway Labor AC t as warOved June 21, 1934. ._ 

This Division of the Adjwtmnt Board has jurisdictlcm over the dispute 
involved herein. 

Parties to said dispute waived right of a~~pearance at hearing thereon. 

The lnte~national~ Association Of %LChS.nists anti. Aorosprce Korkers was 
given the oy~pori;unity to gai*ticir;tie in this dispute wi an interested thi?d *party. 
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There appears to be no particular dispute that, on certain dates in 
June of 1976, the Carrier directed carme to perform certain work required to 
provide electrical power to the air condition:f.ng system in a new %unk"(or 
"dormitory") car. To do so, it t:'as necessary to install wiring and other 
electrical devices so as to permit connection from an electrical service box 
in the "tool car" to an alternator in the bunk or dormitory car. According to 
the Carrier,such irstnl!-a-tion was accomolishcd in a manner so zc; to permit 
separation of such cars, if I~PCC‘SBIL~~, ahen on titi line of road or at a -neck 
site. The Organization (hepzin) ob,jects, conicnding that such work was 
electricians and that the claiman;; ~-3rc available to perform such .l:ork; it 
relies upon Rules 23 and 100, in+er alia, to support such claim: 

RUIE 23 

(a) Non e but mechanics or apprentices regularly em-ployed as such 
shall do rzchanics' ?:ork as per special rules of each craft, except 
foremen at points ;vhere no mechanics are e!iiplOyed. 

(b) This rul e does not prohibit foremen in the exercise of their 
duties to perform vlork. 

CLASSIFICATIC!J OF WORK - EL?XTRICAL 
Y;OmimS 

Electricians' work shall consist of maintaining, repairing, rebuilding, 
inspecting and installin ail electric wirire of generators, installing 
switchboards, m&ers, motors and controls, rhe,ostats and controls, static 
and rotary transformers, motor generators, electric headlights and ilead- 
light generators, electric Wlding mzi:Lnes, storarre br:,t-&ries axle ilgilt 
equipment and e1ectri.c lighting i'ix-tures; %::ind2n,r; irxaturc?s , &&, Eig- 
nets, coils, rotors, transfocners and starting com3cnsators ; Vi.rFr'-T at aa 
shops and all conduit vork in connection thore;tith; -:&ring steam and 
electric tractors and passenger train and motor cars, a?d electric tractors 
and trucks; and all o ther work generally recognized as electricians .?or:&. 

The Carrier contends that work on such equipment is not exclusively that 
of electricians where such equipment is on line of road or on the "!'rr?clicr tr:wk,'1 
as was the case here, it relies upon Rule 50 - Claissification of York - Xachinists, 
Item (3) in this regard: 

RULF: 50 

CL4SSIFICATION OF 'WORK - M4CHINISTS 
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(b) This rule shall not be construed to prevent engineers, firemen, 
cranemen, operators of steam shovels, ditchers, clam shells, wrecking 
outfits, pile drivers and other similar equipment frem making any 
repairs to such equipment as they are qualified to perform, on line 

- of road or wrecker track. 

The Carrier also asserts that not all of the clatiants are classified to 
perform work on rolling stcck and, thus, the Claim is flawed; it also asserts 
that no work occurred on June 29, 1976 and thus the Claim is additionally 
erroneous. 

It is clear that the work performed was electrical in nature and was 
new. It is not a,pparent that it was onl, v intended for use when the equirir,ent 
was on the line of road but, rather, ,.__ a,nDcars to hnve been intended to serve 
both the purpose of affording air conditioning while the equisor,ent wzs in use 
on the wrecker trzck as well. as making its tir conditioning system roa&rorthy. 

The Carrier's use of %ule 50 is strained in its intent to cover such work 
here: by its caption, this Rule clenrly applies to the Yrzchinist cl%s.sif?- 
cation. It is important to note that no such provision, as set out in Rule 50 
04 is similarly a part of the electr5.cisn's classification of work (Rule 100). 

In its submission, the Carrier asserts that June 29, 1976 was not a dzy 
worked, yet the record i.r,dixates it never raised this defense while the dis- 
pute was on the property, Ey the s3me submission, it also contends that two 
of the Claimants were '!maintenance electriciens" and., as such, not properly 
classified to perform such work. This aspect of the Claim also aggears to 
have first been raised 5.n its ex parte submission. If it can be demonstrated 
that no such work ensued on June 29, 1976, then thisportion of the Claim is 
invalid since the Claimants cannot lay claim to something that did not exist. 
In upholding the Claim, we find no rrerlt to the Carrier's Essertion of the lack 
of validity of the Clalim by Claimants herein in the maintenance electrician 
classification, because the Csrrier fniled to demonstrate why maintenance 
electricians could not peri'orm such pork, as assigned, if Tb%!? equi,aent was 
sited on the wrecker track and work performed there. The claim will be 
sustained as stipulated above, except for Item No. 3, on which no agree=& 
support has been cited. 

AWARD 

Claims are affirmed as set forth in the Findings. 

NATIONAL RAILRO4D ADJTJSTI'GNT BOARD 
By Order of Second Division 

Attest: Executive Secretary 
National Railroad Adjustment Boar:/? 

l .cz 

.,2 

BY &%2L?--*fi.&E,&2, /y ) ~.&f-!.. /‘L/ 

k-.8 fiosemarie Brasch - ji&fl-ifij,sti*t3,ti~iS AssistaIlt 
( 

Dated at Chicago, ILlinois, this 17th day Of Octobeb 1979. 


