
FARTIES TODISRITR: 

STAW OF CIAIM: 

ca6pmm that: 

~TIOX~ALR~ILRGADAWUSTMERT BMRD 
Amvd Rumber 19430 

TBIRD DMSIOR DocketBuBberSG192pl 

Frederick R. BlackweU, Referee 

~Bmthcrhcod of Railroad Signalawn 

(Erie LackawanM Hallway CompaxQT 

Claimofthe GeacralC&ttee of the Bmtherhooaoi i 
ReilmadSi@aln~nontheErieLackawannaRailway 

(a) Carrier violated the current Sifgalw~'s Agreasmt, as md, 
paxldcularly the Scope,whenit requiredand/orpmitkdemployas ofAugtin 
Electricd ConpqV to raise the si@id pole line OVWr mne Street Cmf3Sing 
inGriffith,Indiana, onsaturdapandsundsy,~ 21 and22,1w,w settinS 
faupales andchanglne21Unevims. 

(b) CarAer shouldbe requIredto cqnsats the followingrlSnal 
employer at one and one-half tLaes their respective rate of pay for two 
eight-hour days: 

Si@al ForenmnH. J. Brgant; C. Caapti, 
andal otheremployes inSigaalGan~#5l. 

C. Can@ell, R. Cl- 

Leadin~Si~ualMaint.ainerD.A.You~&Rssnmnd,Indiana,and the 
S1~na.lMaintaineals.o headquwtemd.st.H~nd. 

~arrler's File: 173-SIG: General Chaiman's File: 35g 

OFmIoR OF BMRD: Claic=nta contend that Carrier violated the Scope Rule of 
the Agreeantrhen it requiredand/or pemittedcrutside 

eznployees to performwork of Signal Departwxt %gloyees. The Claimant@, 
SignalFommanW. J. Bryantandall other employees inSi~nalGang#51, 
LeadingSi@al bWntainer and the SQualMaintainer,H~, Indlsna, seek 
cwnsation a~ezds for the alleged violation. 

FACTS OF BXCORD 

ThetavnofGrlffith,Indlana,wantinganevgradccmssing 
constructedonCarrier's pmpertystPlneStreet,Griffith, Indiana, filed 
the appropriate Petition with the State Fublic Service Contusion on 
Decmber3,1968. lnthe proceedingonthat Petition, the Carrier oppom&. 
the tam's proposal andofferedanalternative proposal. Byorderof 
May 29, 19% the F%blic Service Camiasion appmvod the town's pmposal; 
hmever, on June 15, 195s the Cerrier filed a -tAtion for reconsideration 
of the CCQGUL&~~SS order approving the t+zm's pmposal. 
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OnSaterd6y6ndSunday,June 21 and22,1~,before hearing or 
&t&nation of Carrier's Petition for reconeideretion, the tomship of 
Griffith instituted grade cro66iq construction work at Pine Street, Grwith, 
IBdi666. Thiowork included the raising of a portion of the Car&z'6 
6Qgmlpole line byaprivate electricalcoatmctm. 

OnJbe 27, lw,th6 Carrier filedwith the State FubUc Service 
Camdrsioa a 6upplemmt to it6 June 15, 1969 petition for recon6lderatioa. 
Inite~yplement~CarriereJlcpdthatonJtlnc21,1969thetamof 
Griff'ith, Indiana, hsb~"tre6p66reda theR6ilmeds rigJlt6~of-wa$llnd~cQutzdcted 
agradecroseirrgatPlneStmt,andiml~tampcredvithsnd~d~ 
r&lmad6' cmmnication 6nd 6ign6l wire6 thereat." Th6 Carrier also alle@ 
thatthetm6pmo hadbeen conduct6d"in 6ecrecywitboutnotice to the 
lalmads." 

OnSuly22,1969,tbeOrganiurtionflleda~eranceaUcgiaga 
violation of the SCOPE Rule of the Agnew&. by maoon of the electrical 
coatmctor reisings~rticnofthe Carrier'6 signal pole line. By letter 
drrtedAuguet8,19~,theCarzierte~&dthsttheworkhadbeendama in 
thscolvseoftreapass~~tCsrrier,~tthenarkw~dha~tobt&~ 
over because of it6 failure to satisfy Carrier's etmdard6, andthatp6rt 
had already been redone by Camlet. In its i3ubmie.9ion herein Carrier aswrt.6 
thafallofthe eippalworkhaa been redone by si@ml employees. This 
statewntie notcontradicted66ywhen in the record. 

RULIFG80~ FETITIORER'S CCWIENNOH 

The Pctitionercontend6thattheScop6Rule cle6rl+ycover* tha 
work in dispute and that the Carrier failed to prove justification in 
pnoittingthe tieputedworktobe perf'om66dbyaDrivat.e contractor. 

We will not di6cu66 or resolve them contentions, for, on the 
n3CozdbEfOm US, the ca6e w6t be decided on another groond. 

OnJun6 216ml/or22,1* acoatrastor for the tmmofGriffith, 
IndhMb, entered upon Carrier'6 right-of-way and raised a portion of C~XTIU'S 
6i@ pole line. The record indicate6 that Carrier thereafter promptly 
r6did all of the work done by the contractors includiq installing new poles, 
tlcli.n,g only it6 Si@ml Dexmtmxrt Employee6. In these CirC~EtanCeE we cannot 
find thattheAgreementwa6 tiolated. 

FIRDIIW: The ThirdDivlsionoftheAdju6tm6ntEoerd,uponthewhole record 
6ndallthe evidence, fbda endholds: 

Thatthepartieswaivedoralhearing; 
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That this Division of the Adjustment bard has $s-i&ct.ion over 
the diiqnteinvolvedhcreia;and 

That the A,g-eeaa twasnotvlolated. 

AWARD 

Clsim denied. 

l'IkTIONALRAILROADAlWSTK%NT BOARD 
By Order of Third Division 

AlTE9T: 
Executive SecretaIy 

Dated &Chicago, Illinoie, this 17th day of October 1972. 


