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NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD

THIRD DIVISION
Claude S, Woody, Jr., Referee

PARTIES TO DISPUTE:
BROTHERHOOD OF RAILROAD SIGNALMEN
ILIINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY

STATEMENT OF CLAIM: Claim of the Genera! Crmmittee of the
Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen on the Illinois Central Railroad that:

{a) The Carrier violated the current Signalmen’s Agreement, as
amended, particularly the Scope, when, on May 8, 1862, it required
and/or yermitted emploves who hold nn seniority or octher rights
under that agreement to sct & power tap nole at an exvressway under-
pass under construction at Migsissinpt Avenue, KMemphis, Tennessee
— that nale being set for the exelusive nurpose of furnishing power
to cperate auismatic signals,

{b) The Carrier be required to compeusate Mesgsrs, L. C. Smith,
R. F. Pavis, C. F, Brewer, K. L. Smith, L. D. Smith, M. D. Burns
T 1 N .} N 3 b4
M. F. Clayton, and J. U, Davig for the time conmuned by other
- ’ a -
employes 1o setting this nole,

-

[Carricr’s File: 135-212-15¢, Case No. 169 8Big.]

EMPLOYES' STATEMENT O FACTS: On May &, 1962 Carrier required
and/or permitied persons ncl esvered by the Sigoaimen’s Agreement to set a
pole that was {6 be used exclusively far the purpese of furnishing electrieal
power to operale automatic highway erassing protection devices at Mirsissippt
Avenue, Memphis, Tennessee,

Under date of May 1%, 1862, the cinimants submitted a joint claim (Broth-
crhood’s Exhibit No, 1} to the Division Engineer, asservling the pole in ques-
tion was set In vicistion of paragraph (b)) of the Scope of the Signalmen’s
Agreement. The Division Engineer subseguently denied the claim in a letter
{0 the claimants, on the hasis of past practice. That letter is Brotherhood’s

Exhibit No. Z.

The claini was then submitted by the lwecal Chairman to the Division
Engineer on June 4, 1962, and the latter wrote hig Ietter of denial to the Local
Chairman on June 11, 1962, That exchange of correspondence is Brotherhood’s
Exhibit Nos. 3 and 4. On June 23, 1962, the ILiscal Chairman notified the
Division Engineer of the rejection of his decigion, then presented an appeal to
the Superintendent on the same day. The Superintendent’s denial, dated July
31, 1962, is Brotherhcod’s Exhibit No. 5, On Angust 10, 1962, the Local Chair-



OPINION OF BOARD: This dispute arose as the result of electrical workers
setting a pole upon which they mounted an electric meter and switch {meter
loop) to secrvice a highway crossing signal. Signalmen claim that they should
have been awarded the work involved in setting the pole.

The record establishes that the subject pole was erected to support the
meter lcop and that the work of mounting the meter loop is not in dispute.
While it is correct, as Signalmen argue, that the purpose of the pole and meler
loop together was to service a crossing signal within their work Jjurisdiction,
the pole appurtained to the crossing signal only through the meter loop, and
the meter loop appears to be conceded to be a work jurisdiction not exclusively
reserved for Signalmen.

Hence, if the meter loop work is not reserved to Signalmen, neither can
it be said that the work of erecting the support pole is so reserved. We must
deny the claim.

FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whnle
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 respec-
tively Carrier and Employes within the meaning of the Railway Labor Aect,
as approved June 21, 1934;

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over the dis-
pute involved herein; and

That the Agreement was not violated.
AWARD

Claim denied.

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of THIRD DIVISION

ATTEST: E. A, Killeen
Executive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 28th day of February 1972.
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