NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Avard Nunber 2z4hsi
PHIRD Dl VI SI ON Docket Nunber 8G=24534
Edward L. Suntrup, Referee
(Brotherhood Ol Railroad Signalmen

PARTIES TO DISPUTE: ( _
(Consolidated Rai | Corporation

sTATEMENT OF cLADM: "Claim Of the General Committee of the Brotherhood of
Railrosd Signalmen ont heConsolidated RailCor poration
(former Lehi ghval | ey Railroad):

SYSTEM DOCXET 1604
—ATLANIT CREGION

Gi evance on vbehalf of all Brotherhood Of Rail-
road Signalmen enpl oyees t hr oughout t he ConrailSystem
and especially those i N CRC Seafority Districts 4, 8,

10 and 11, Whose seniority in tie Signal Mechanics

class was changed em the 1980 rosters far those districts
by aletter of interpretation dated July 20, 1973, by

Jo R VAl Sh, Senior Director of Labor Relations. That .
letter related t o modification of the Training Agree-
ment Of Decenber 14, 1976."

QPINION OF BOARD: Claim before t he Board centers on Carrier memo of July 20,
1979 signed DY Genmeral Chairman B. E. Britcher, which i S

a letter of interpretation of the intent of aletter of June 21, 1978, signed
by four Gemeral Chaimmen Of the Orgamization which, in turn, was aninterpret-
ation of aTraining Agreenment between the Carrier amd the Organization.

The merits Of t he instant case before the Board notwithstanding, t he
record shows that the inteat of clai mdoes not center on the interpretation of
contracts, which alone falls under t he jurisdiction of the National Railroad
Adjustuent Board. This disputeinvolves the validity of an Agreement, not its
meani ng, ad by reference to First DivisionAwar ds 21459; 21460; 23135 =nd
Supreme Court Decisions BRT v Howard (343 U.S. 768) and Pel ter v Sout hern Pacifie
5359 U'S. 326) this Beard Nas no | urisdiction herein to resolve 1ssue at bar. Nor

oes the Board have authority to question credential s of those who are signatory
t 0 Agreements protected by t he Bailway Labor Act. That a valid Agreement herein

exists is supporté& by the record by reference, inter aiia, to Organization's own
Exhibits 12 and 24,

FINDINGS: The Third Division Of the Adjustment Board, after giving the parties
—_ tothis dispute due notice of hearing thereon, and upon the whol e
record and al| the evidence, £inds and hol ds:
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~ That the Carrier and t he Employes imvolved in this dispute are
respectivel y carrier and Employes within the meaning of t he Railway Labor
Actas approved June 21, 193%;

That t hi S Division of the Adjustment Board has j urisdiction
over t he di sput e involved herein; and

mat claimis barred.

AWARD

Claim di sm ssed.

NATIONAL RAl LROAD ADJUSTMENTBOARD
By Order of Thimd Division

ATTEST: Acting Executive Secretary
National Railroad Adjustment Board

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 29thdsy O June 1983.



