NATI ONAL RAl LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Nunmber 20740
THRD DVISION Docket Number SG 20640

Irwin M Lieberman, Ref eree
(Brotherhood of Railroad Signal nen

PARTI ES TO DI SPUTE: (
(Mssouri Pacific Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM C ai ms of the General Committee of the Brotherhood
of Railroad Signalmen on the Mssouri Pacific Rail-

road Conpany:
daimNo. 1.

On behal f of Signalman W H Pankey for expenses incurred dur-
ing Cctober 1972, as follows: (total $45.70):

Cctober 6 =~ $4.55 Cctober 12 - $4.53 Cctober 24 - $4.61
" 10 = 4.52 " 18 « 4.59 " 25 « 4.59
" 11 - 4.51 " 23 = 4.60 " 26 -~ 4.61

" 30 = 4.59

(Carrier's File: G 225-18-53)
QaimNo. 2.

On behalf of Signal Mintenance Foreman M E. G ger for expenses
incurred during Cctober and Novermber 1972, as follows (total $23.95):

Cct ober 20 = $4.00 Cct ober 30 - $5.00
" 25 = 4.85 Novenber 2 « 4.95
n 26 - 5.15

(Carrier’s File: G 225-18-54)

NPINION OF 50ARD: The Cains herein involve Rule 600 (e). That Rule
provi des:

"Monthly rated emplcyes Wil |l be paid actual necessary
expenses When away fromheadquarcers, except employes

will not be reinbursed for expense of their noon-day meal
vhen leavinz and reccrwing the same day unl ess required

to | eave headquarters two (2) hours in advance of assigned
working Lours Of hel d away from headquarters two (2) hours
after assigned working hours."
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In both Clains Petitioner alleges that Clainants are entitled
to expenses for their noon neals on the days in question under Rule 600
(e) since they qualified under the time requirenents of the Rule and were
away fromtheir headquarters. The sole issue in contention is whether or
not the Claimnts were away fromtheir headquarters on the days in question,

C ai mant Pankey's headquarters was described in Carrier's Bulle-
tin No. 2 of January 22, 1973 as "Carroll St., St. Louis" daimant Gger's
headquarters was described in Carrier's Bulletin No. 21, of Novenber 5,

1970 as "St. Louis, Mssouri": his reporting point is 3001 Chouteau in St.
Louis. O ainmant Pankey's territory covered a relative small areaof St.
Louis trackage and Claimant Gger, who is a foreman covers a territory which
not only includes the city of St. Louis but an area extending beyond it and
also into Illinois. On the days in question C ai mant Pankey Was worKi ng
within his territory and Caimant G ger was working in the city of St. Louis,
also within his territory.

Petitioner argues that the headquarters or home station is not
synonynous with territory. In essence, the QOrganization contends that the
headquarters is the reporting point ', .whether it be a tool house, inter-~-
| ocking tower, office or the like." The Organization states that it is
reasonable to interpret Rule 600 (e) that the word "headquarters" neans the
poi nt at which the employe begins and ends his tour of duty. It is also
argued that the whole city of St. Louis is not a headquarters since it is
too |arge and disbursed.

Carrier states that Cainant Pankey worked nore than his nornal
hours on each of the ten days involved in his Gaimon the Carroll Street
interlocking plant: this was his headquarters point according to Petitioner.
Simlarly, it is argued that Caimant Gger worked in St. Louis on each of
the days specified in his Claim It is concluded that on a prima facie basis
there is no basis for the clains. The Carrier states that the headquarters
of signal maintainers throughout its system are designated as the town or
city in which the signal maintainer starts and stops work and has his tool
house. Followi ng this procedure it is argued that O ai mant Pankey's head-
quarters is St. Louis, but Carroll Street is indicated to distinguish the
job fromother Signal Mintainer jobs in St. Louis.

It is apparent that Petitioner is troubled by the application of
the Rule t0 employes assigned to large cities such as St. Louis. In his
letter to Carrier dated April 3, 1973, the Organization's General Chairnman
stated:

"It appears to nme in this case that M. Pankey i S being
penal ized for living in st. Louis, M, which i S approxi -
mately 13 mles across North and South and 7% miles across
East and West, had he been living in a small town such as
Falls Gty, ¥ebr, he would have been out of the Gty Linits

within a Mle any way he could have went."
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It is noted that the rule in dispute is a travel expense rule. It is

clear from the unrefuted statement of Carrier that simlar nonthly rated
enpl oyes do not receive expenses, regardless of the number of hours worked,
unless they leave the city or town in which they are headquartered.

It nmust be made clear that the term "headquarters point" as
used in the Agreement for purpose of determning when pay starts for hourly
rated enployes is not the sane as "headquarters” as used in Rule 600 for
nonthly rated enployes. Also, we agree with Petitioner that headquarters
is quite distinct fromterritory and they nmust not be confused, W do not
believe that the best interests of the parties would be served by defining
headquarters so narrow y that when an employe steps outside of his tool house
he has left his headquarters; we shall accept the Carrier's position that
the town or city specified for the assignment is the headquarters for the
purposes of the Rule involved herein. Under this concept, both enployes
herein were clearly at their headquarters on the days in question and hence
are not entitled to lunch expenses.

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

That this Division of the Adjustnent Board has jurisdiction over
the di spute involved herein; and

That the Agreenent was not viol ated.

A WARD

d ai ns deni ed.

NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division

s V. P

Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 30th day of My 1975



