RATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Avard Mmber 2327h

George S. Roukis, Ref eree

_ (Brotherhood of Rai | r oad Signalmen
PARTIES TO DISPUTE: ( _
(Sout hern Rai | way Company

STATE!EM'?JF CTAIM: "Claim of the General Committee Of t he Brot herhood of
Rai | road Signalmen on t he Sout her n Rallway Company et al :

Claim on behal f of T. D. Sandlin for meal expense abovet he $9,00
limit carrier placed on daily meal allowance.”

(General Cheirman file: SR-79) (Carrier file: 8G=355)

OPINIDN OF BOARD: | n this di Sput € Claimant contends that the $39.00 per:
day Hmit pl aced on meals by Carrier is unreasonable and
violative of Rule 41. Hearguesthat Rule 41 provides that gang eaployes
vill beallowed their actual necessary expenses when they donot returnto
the canp cars for neals. Contrary to Carrier's positionthat Arbitration
Boar d %o, 298 18 appl i cabl e herei n, Claimant assertst hat Rul e 41 predates
this Awvard.

| N our review Of this case, \\© agree with Carrier's position., Cur
decision is predi cat ed upon our recent determination in Third Division Award
23190, In that Avard Involving the same Organization and the same issue, ve
held in pertinent part that:

“Al though the Employes urget hattherevae not
such agreement, Wwe find no specific evidencet 0
substantiate that wrging anmd, in fact,t here is
certain evidence to the contrary, such as the
wording of Question 21, assubmitted to Board 298
f or intexrpretation,

Finally,we have noted t he deci sion in

Publ i c Law Board No. 2004, |t is not in=
cumbent UPON us t 0 base our determination
ontile decision which we m ght have rendered
hsd we heard thatcase inthe first instance.
The f act remains that it has a precedential
val ue here, absent a determinationthat |t

| S palpably erroneous. W are unable to
reach Such adetermination and, thus, we do
not f£ind that t he Employes have sutmitted a
sufficient showing t O compel us to find that
t he applicable provisions of Board 298 do not
apply i n this instance. Such bveingt he cass,
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"we are unable to find a showing t hat
any rul e has been viclated in this

instance, and wve will dismiss the
claim.”

We £ind this holding directly on point wth the facts of this case, \\&
wi |l deny the claim,

FIRDINGS: The Third Division Of the Adjustment Board, after giving the
partiest 0 thisdispute due notice of hearing thereon, and
upon t he whol e record and all the evidence, findsand holds:

That t he Carrier and the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes within the meaning of the Railway Labor
Act, 88 approved June 21, 193k;

That this Division oft he Adjustment Board has jurisdiction
over the dispute involved herein; and

That the Agreement waa not viol ated.

AWARD

Claimdeni ed.

RATIONAL RAI LROAD ADJUS'™ENT BOARD
By O der of Third Division

ATTEST: _M

Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 30t h day of April 1981.



