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Joseph A. Sickles, Referee

(Brotherhood of Bail-, Airline and
( SteamshipClerks,FreightHamUers,
( ETLpress and station Fiqlayes

FARTIESTOD~PDTE:  (
'(Termbsl Railmad Association of St. Lc&s

STATEXSNT OF CLAIR Claim of the System Camittee of the Brotherhood,
GL-806, that:

1. Carrier violated and contirmestov%alatctheAgreement
hetueea the parties when, cmmsncing August 16, 1974, it assigned work
of operating the console (Control panel) at the Crest Tower, Efadison,
Illinois, to employs not ccvered by the Scope of the Agreement.

Carrier shsJ.l, as a result, compensate the senior idle
Towerman-O$ator, extra inpreference eight hours' pay at the pro
rata rate oft~~~-Opcnrtorpas~tion,wbich'hevoroald  have
received ifpermittedtoperfornthis work, for each shift cmnencing
Allgast16,1974,  and contimrlnguntilthe violation is discontinued.

~.~~ ~~~_~~-- --~. ..,
lWl2: A joint check of Carrier's payro.U. records to be made

t~.~e+%?@E3he~~..snd/or senior. idle .Lqae~~.~rat.or,  each ..dax,-~
on each eight-hour shift, which of course, can be easily detemained as
Carriermaintains  an&traBcard forLevenmM@erators.

OPlRIIXiQFBMRD: In August of 1974, Carrier installed a new facility
at Crest Tower. '5ze Organisatfon contended that it

hada contractualinterest  in the matter  andassertedthatcertainwork
comectedwiththe newly installedconsolewas  covered by the Scupe Fiule
of its Agreemsnt since llour ma&em were then operating all shsilsk
consoles and related equipeentandsll  ofthetowers on this property."

The Carrier denied the claimandhss taken themtionthat
vorkperforrmi by the individual assigned to operate the console %lls
far short of the duties included under Rule 1 Stops of the Agreemsnt."

The United Transpo~ticmUnicm,whosenmmbers  areperforaing
the work in question, participated in the dispute as an interested third
party and it concurs with the position advsnced by Carrier.
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Bssically, the Organization asserts that Telegraphers have
manned towers on the property since a point in time prior to 1904,
and it is the work at those towers "which has evolved into the
,present form of work Mxich, except for the disputed work in the
instantclaim,has beenperformd by members of this organization
exclusively throughout the years."

As noted above, mwbers  of the IMted Transportation Tkion
are performing the basic work in question under the position entitled
Crest Betarder Foreman  (CBF's). lbe employes herein do not dispute
that,prior to the beginning.of the installation here in dispute,
Yardmen covered by the UTU Agreement handled snitches directing the
mvement of cars into various classification tracks at Madison Yard,
but BWAC points out that such operations were mmal andvee
perforated  by Ya,rd!nen working outside and under the direction of the
Yardmaster, whereas the console in question is not uulike the consoles
at various interlockings  on this property in that switches controlling
the operation and mvement of trains, engines and cars art,operated
frcusuch consoles - which work has been historically performed by
members of the Organization to the exclusion of others.

In defense of its action, the Carrier points out that the
operation of the Crest Tower controls only the movement of cars which
are “free-rdling” end is ucli.ke the operation through the Interlocking
Plants. The Organization finds no si&ficant difference in that
asserted distinction although it concedes that no parallel sitnation
exists onthepmperty.

We have considered, at length, the rather detailed record
submitted tithe Bmrd in this dispute, as well as the assertions and
contentions of the parties as expr+ssed in the hearing before the
Referee. In our detailed consideration of the case, we bave reviewed,
:>E-=, the co+arisom of vork set forth by the Organization,

agreemnts and Arbitration Awards thereunder. While
we certainlydonotminimize  the veryimportantworkperfomsd by the
employcs represented by the organization which brings this cl.s+ at the
saw tims, we are unable to find that there'has ~~-~vrd~c~-~~~~~~d~~"
to us which shows more than certainsimilarities of operations in som
iwtances . The evidence does not demonstrate that the work be-
perfomd by !nambers of Ihclted Transportation &ion Ian of the same type
and nature as the work which the Organization asserts it has performed
exclusively over the years.

Accordingly, we will deny the claim.
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FIXDIES: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole
record and all the evidence, finds 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 Eosrd has jurisdiction
over the dispute involved herein; and

Th& the &reeJWnt WIlS  ncrt Vidlstcd.

A W A R D

Claizs denied.

-

.
iihTIoI?AL RAILROAD ADJTJsnlEriT  BOARD
m Order of Third Division

ATPEST:
Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 3lst day of July wm


