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FARRESmDISPUTX: 

Bdtlmore and Ohio ailrwd capany 

(a)CuriervicAated and cmtinue6toviolato tbo SQnelaen'a Agree- 
mntpartlcularly the Scopa,when,m or about%vmberlO,1%~, andthemzaftar, 
othu thaa Siqul lbpartmnt Rplopw were areQpd to install and mintaln a 
cc&rolmchine and/or othertrrnrrittingaad receiwdticer at Graft=, 
-0 Jim&ion, catruia, and Erbacoa, We6t VirgINa, for the purpo6e of 
cmtrollingead indicatingthe rim aaduaoclated equlpmnt betweeaGz%ft~ 
curd each of the latter threelocatiau mntiaud. 

(b) Si@ ?oremn 1. Heolcn, Jr., Signohm W. D. Ihjle, Sign&ma 
Ii. Siderr, Jr., Qiw J. E.Luce6; A66i6t6at SW L. Slder6, A6riatant 
Sigmlwa J. L. Tanner, Asrirtant Sllm.lur J. E. R-6, AEaiEtOd Si@nlmn 
K. E. Rdnhardt; Si@al ?oremn P. D. Klepfel; Sigwl klntaiwr R. B. HcCue; 
Aasi6tutt Qlgmlwn J. Gray; Signal WIintainer 11. b'. Richeudscm and/or their 
mccemcp6, bo allwed an awnmt of time at their fndiridwl applicable rate6 
0qw.l tothat cmmmd by OthUlJOrEm in inrtdling and midainhg the Eig- 
nal rydew l tGraftm,BmwviYe Jwctlon, Ceatralia, and ErbeccqWe6t Vir- 
g-. 

opma Q BarID: '&e dispute uirer frwhrriu'r taihre and/or refusal 
to aMlgn to sigwl D6prtDmt6l@oye6 the indauatim 

a~mrin~cooiaccmtmlrchiw~/~othart~rritt~rsdra~i~ 
dUPiC66. Ihe clair imoltnr the lIl8tellatlQ arut nintmancm of “carrier” 

equipmf and cabal nrchine. ItiEtkl6 GrgllIli6atia'E &MNitioXXthatthe 
inatallatiaa,rinteaaace,te6ting and repair of uid equi&mnt accrue6 to 
6@~6COlUOdbythO~i@Ub6I%'6&?O6Wit and that Carrier violeted the 
Scope W of raid Agmewnt by a.Uouimg telephma rlntainerr reprorented by 
theIBEtItoperformthi6vork. 

Carrier defend6 cmtendlagthetthe 3n6taUatiorm are not be- 
used to operate rlgwls governing tmin EuveEwlt; the equipmt wan Ilo% in- 
sta.Ued for #I@ purpoms ml;r, it la used jointly for c-icatlaa and 
ai+ parpoaea, aud that the vork ln que6tiao ha6 b6ea hl6toricaUy and 
traditlomlly work of the Caommicatim DapartpsntaIld d-6 not 6CWtO 
employer cmered by the SW'r Agmemnt. 
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Relative to the "carrier" equipment, we feel the claim is governed 
by Awards 18898, 19000 and 19131 involving the same parties, and the same 
contentions raised herein, and we do not find those Awards palpably in error. 
Consequently, we find that the "carrier" equipment installed in this instance 
was installed as part of an overall conmwnications system and this work belongs 
to telephone maintainers not claimants. Carrier further contends that the 
control machine also was installed as part of an overall communications system 
and consequently the installation and repair thereof belongs to telephone 
maintainers. It is the opinion of this Board that the reasoning in Awards 
16898, 19000 and 19131 is applicable herein and we find that the Organization 
has failed to adequately refute the Carrier's contention. 

FINDINGS: The Third Division of Che Adjustment Board, upon the whole record 
and all the evidence, .inds and holds: 

That the parties waived oral hearing; 

That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are 
respectively Carrier and Employes within the meaning of the Railway Labor 
Act, as approved June 21, 1934; 

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over 
the dispute involved herein: and 

That the Agreement was not violated. 

AWARD 

Claim denied. 

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
By Order of Third Division 

ATTEST: dx&&&& 
Executive Secretary 

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 29th day of ~cptember 1972. 


