NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Awar d Number 20335
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Nunber SG 19956
[rwin M Lieberman, Referee
(Brotherhood of Railroad Signal men
PARTIES TO DI SPUTE: { . _
(Louisville and Nashville Railroad Conpany
STATEMENT OF ctAmM: Clai mof the General Committee of the Brotherhood of

Rai lroad Signalnmen on the Louisville and Nashville
Rai | road Conpany that:

Carrier did not conpensate Assistant Signalman K. P. Vaddle for
meal expanses incurred in February and March, 1971, in accordance with
provi sions of Appendix M Rale 59, paragraph 2.

Carrier should pay to Assistant Signalman K P. Vaddl e the anount
of $8.75 for neals taken February 5, 8, 12, and 19, 1971. Carrier should
also pay to K P. \addl e automobile m|eage expenses incurred in connection
with obtaining neals totaling 211 mles @ .09 or $18.99.

[Carrier'sfile: G 381-2; G-381/

OPI NI ON OF BOARD:  Claimanc Was a menber of Division Signal Gang No. 14.
During February and March 1971 this Gang was | ocated
in canp cars in an isolated areain Kentucky. There was no cook assigned
to this Gang and Claimant had to travel to the nearest restaurant for neals.
The Caimherein related to four neal s which were not reinbursed by Carrier
as wel | a8 for mileage, The Language of Revi sed Rule 59 (Appendix M) of the
Agreement provi des for reinmbursement for meals when no cook i S furnished to
a crewin canp cars.

The neal allowance denial for the four days related to Carrier's
ﬁosition that Claimant was late to work on one day and hence shoul d not
ave been reinbursed for breakfast and on three other occasions the neal
rei mbursement was for a Friday night when Clainmant Left work early, by
permssion, to go home for the weekend. Wthout deternining whether or
not Caimnt could have been at his home after driving 140 niles for dinner
it is undisputed that the enployees worked |onger hours during the week in
order to leave work a few hours early on Friday night. The clear and unam
bi guous language,of Rule 59 (revised) provides no basis whatever for denial
of the meal expense under the circunstances involved herein.

Wth respect to the claimfor automobile mleage, Cainant con-
tends that it was necessary to use his own car to get to and fromthe restau-
rant to obtain neals. The Carrier states that a Conpany owned truck was



siond
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avai l abl e and coul d have been used for this purpose. The record con-
tains no evidence that the employes were instructed or permitted to use
the Conpany truck for this purpose. Under such circunstances, we find the
claimfor autonobile mleage was appropriate and should have bean honor ed.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole
record and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes W thin 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 t he Agreement was viol at ed.
AWARD

C ai m sustainad.

NATIONAL RATLROAD ADJUSTMENT BOAFRB

By Order of Third Division
ATfEST:__gW
ecutive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 3lst day .of July, 1974.



