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WIlliamM Edgett, Referee

Brot herhood of Railroad Signal men

(
PARTIES TO DI SPUTE: ¢
(Robert W Blanchette, Rchard C. Bond and John H,

( McArthur, Trustees of the Property of
( Penn Central Transportation Conpany, Debtor

STATEMENT OF CLAIM Caim of the General Commttee of the Brotherhood of
Rai | road Signalmen on the forner Pennsylvania Railroad

Conpany :

System Docket 851
Sout hern Reqgion = Cincinnati Division Case No. 12

(A)daimthe carrier violated and continues to violate the current
C&S Agreement, on or about Septenber 1, 1972, by allowing a private contractor,
namel y DeBolt Co. of Richnond with one bulldozer and one man, to cut brush
between Richnond, Indiana and Indianapolis, Indiana on the main line, under
the T&T pole line, for the purpose of clearing brush to establish better signal
i ndi cation and better voi ce communication,

(B) Caimthe T&T pole line is maintained exclusively by men from
Seniority District #23 and claimthe man fromDebolt Co. is not covered by the
current C&S Agreenent.

(GO Caimthe Carrier should pay to its signal maintainers, whose
asgignment i ncludes the involved territories, namely J. R Becknman and J. A
Mullon, additional tine equal to the manhours of work the contractor spent in
performng brush cutting between Richnond and Indianapolis, Indiana, at their
prorated rate of pay.

(D) This claimto commence on or about September 1, 1972, the date
to be determned by company records, and to continue thereafter until the pro-
ject is conpleted or the violation is corrected.

(E) Carrier should in the event the claim is sustained, check its
records jointly and in cooperation with Representatives of this Brotherhood
to determne the number of man-hours worked by or paid Co the contractor in
determning the amount of conpensation due claimants.

OPI NI ON_OF BQOARD: Carrier hired a private contractor to cut brush between
Ri chrmond, Indiana and Indianapolis, Indiana under the T&T
pole line. The Brotherhood clainms a violation of the Signalnmen's Agreenent,
asserting that the work was "done for the purpose of establishing better sig-
nal indication and better voice communication.”" The employes apparently made
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that assertion in the belief that it was necessary to establish that the
work was directly related to the installation and maintenance of the signal
system as distinguished from being nerely cosnetic. The record, however,
fails to support the contention that the work perforned was directly re-
lated to the transmission of signals. The contractor's employe, using a
bul | dozer, sinply cleared brush fromthe line. There is no evidence that
electrical trouble of any kind was involved. The Bmployes have not pre-
sented facts to the Board which make out a violation of their scope rule.
The claimis denied.

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 Enployee involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Enpl oyee withinthe 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 Agreenent was not viol ated.
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O ai m deni ed,

NATI ONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD

By Oder of Third Division
Amsn_@_MM/
ecutive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 31st day of August, 1976.



