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The Third Division consisted of the regular members and in 
addition Referee Irwin M. Lieberman when award was rendered. 

PARTIES TO DISPUTE: 
(Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employes 
( 
(Duluth, Missabe and Iron Range Railway Company 

STATEMENT OF CLAIM: “Claim of the System Committee of the Brotherhood that: 

(1) The Agreement was violated when the Carrier assigned Electri- 
cians Vadnais and Saylor to install wooden skids on a relay building at the 
Proctor Electrical Shop on January 19, 1987 (System File 10-87). 

(2) As a consequence of the aforesaid violation, furloughed B6B 
Mechanics G. M. Sjoquist and T. J. Bijold shall each be allowed six and 
one-half (6 l/2) hours of pay at the B&B Carpenter’s straight time rate.” 

FINDINGS: 

The Third Division of the Adjustment Board upon the whole record 
and all the evidence, Einds that: 

The carrier or carriers and the employe or employes involved in this 
dispute are respectively carrier and employes within the meaning of the 
Railway Labor Act as approved June 21, 1934. 

This Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over the 
dispute involved herein. 

Parties to said dispute waived right of appearance at hearing thereon. 

As Third Party in Interest, the International Brotherhood of Elec- 
trical Workers were advised of the pendency of this dispute, and filed a 
Response with the Division. 

The record indicates that on January 19, 1987, two electricians were 
assigned the task of attaching two railroad ties to a signal bungalow prior 
to the movement of the bungalow to its permanent location (for the purpose of 
housing signal batteries). The record also indicates that B & B forces have 
in the past accomplished tasks for the purpose of maintaining similar bun- 
galows. 
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The Organharfon asa&rts~,that the work in thisdispute was of 0 
cb- ?r vhich has~cu&qm&&, Opaditionally ,a@. histmrtcally~ been,performed 

3 WBplQyeeS: In adgffion it is argued that the permanent attachment of 

df 
skids to the struc@ura’+gXhe type of vork co-red by the Classifica- 

Work Rule (Rule 26). 

Carrier t~rttq..pnos#Qon~@at the work involved in,this dispute is 
within the Orgylizatioq!~s jurisdiction. Further Carrier.asserts that 

:x-e is no lsngyage t~,,the~Agreenont to sllpport the Organiza,tfon’s position. 
t’ 2 contrary, Carrier maintUns t@& &xtricians have normally:performed 

s parricular type of ~0% involved bereiw 

The Scope lt+e in this Agreement has long been characterized as 
general in na,wre (-Award :2992&- among many others). FurthePthe Classi- 
ficatFon of Work Rule relied mn by~t~O~f@ization does not pe se reserve the 
work to t$p 8 & 0 employees (see Third Divi#ion~GNmrds 26831, 27697, 23806 and 
others)+ AddttfousSfy,.‘T+d Division A~&,12376 relied err br &he Organiza- 
tion’, spgc&fles Chats the .dfsputed nrrk,~ ia*.&ti cw.- had been performed histor- 
ically. and- &stomarily by the B h B fotpns. Unlike that citcua@4ance in this 
dispute cl&e is % w&&+x whatweT ta i.nd$cate that the-particulartask had 
been p&foPm& histo&$&ly by B ‘a 8~:. forceS. In fact the Organization has 
failed to rebut Catrtsr’s~&sertiqi. that the task.of attaching’frames or skids: 
;o signal .bqa&lows -has no$q#ly been wrf.wm@d ~by electricians as pmrt of 
t$eir wor~k. it QIW$ be conqluded that the Organfnttion has not prwnted 
convincing eviQpno+,.or Rule support for this Claim. It must be denied. 

AWARD 

Claim &xi ed., 

NlffIONAL ‘RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD 
By Or&r of Third Division 

,Qated at. Chiugd,JUtioU, thiarZ%h~.day of H~JT 1990., 


