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mm OF UAIM: VIAIS of the General Cumnittee of the Brotherhood of
lkdlroadSfg~~.lurnon  the ConsolldatedRBil  Corporation

(r- Lehigh valley lwlrced):

SYsm LxJacm 1604
ATLANTIC PJmIOW

Grievance onbehalfofallBrotherhocd  of BBil-
road SlgrssUen employees throughout the Conrail System
and espeda~y those in CRC seniority Districts 4, 8,
10 anl XL, whose seniority in tie Signal Mechanics
class was changed 011 the 1980 rosters far those districts
by a letter of interpretntion dated July 20, 1979, by
d. R. Walsh, Senior Dire&x of Labor Relations. That .
letter related to mdlfication of the Training Agree-
ied of December 14, 19@."

oPIm0N OF BOARD: Claimbefore the Bawd centers on QuTier memo ofJcly20,
199 signed by Gem Chairsan B. E. EiritcSer, which is

a letter of kteqweWtion of the intent of a letter of June 21, 1978, signed
by row General ChaFrslen of the Orgmisation whi&, in turn, was an interpret-
ation of a Training Agreement between the Carrier aad the Organization,

Thererits of the instzmtcasebefore theBoard nolxithstanding, the
recczd shows that the inteat of claim does not center on the interpretation of
contracts,whichalone  falls urder the jurisdictionof theX@tionalRailmad
AdJustment Bwrd. This dispute involves the validity of an Agreeiunt, not its
meaning, ad by reference to First Division Awards 214%; 21460; 23135 and
Sv Court Decisions BRT v Howard (343 U.S. 768) and Pelter v Southern Pacific
(359 U.S. 326) this Beard has 11) jurisdiction herein to resolve issue at bar. Nor
does the Board have authority to queetion credentials of those who are sipnatory
to Agreeaents protectedby the Bailvay Labor Act. That a valid Aigeeaent herein
exists ie support& by the record by reference,
Exhibits I2 ard 24.

inter alia, to Organization's own

FIRDIIJGS: The Third Dftision of the Mjustnent Board, after giving the parties
to this dispute due notice of hearing thereoqand upa the whole

record and all the evidence, finds and holds:
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That the brrier and the E%ployas in'volved Fn this diSpurC are
respectively Qrrieram? ~ployaswithinthe  mcpning of the %ilvayIabm
Act, a8 approved June 21, 1934;

That, this Division of the AdjusWnt Board has jurisdiction
over the dispute involvedherein;  am3

mat claim is barred.

A W A R D

claim dismissed.

I'W'IoNAG RAILROAD AlUuSzMEIIT  BaARD
By Order or !&ira DiviSiOn

ATlEST: A c t i n g  E x e c u t i v e  Secretsry
Iiatioml &ilroad Adjuskaent Bcerd

fated at micago, ~llinais, this 29th by or J- 1983.


