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STATRMSNT 1. Carrier violated the AGreemut between the parties 
OF CLRS%: when on July 5, and 24, 1961, it required or pernittod 

a Conductox to ~98 the telephone at SD Cabin, South 
Daytou to coununicate with the Train Dispatcher, SQC- 
urinl: pornission to use TxaAs #l. 

2. Caxrier shall qoupensate in the anount of a dayts pay 
(a hour51 n. s. Gillette on July 5, 1963 and E. E. 
Easton on July 24, 1961. 

PSNDSNGS: The incident SivFnS rise to this clain is deocribed 
by the Organization as follows: 

,I .,..the Conductor in cbarSe 02 a work extra euSa@d 
in zaintexmcc of way service, while at SD Cabin, 
South Dayton, desired to use Ro. 1 track northward 
fro5 SD Cabin in order to clear Train No. 54, a 
first class train. The conductor used the telephouc? 
to comunicate with the Train Dispatcher, requestinS 
percllssion to proceed nortbmrd on No. 1 traclr. The 
Train Dispatcher operated an electric loch to release 
the signal and then a ueuber of the train crew nust 
operate a push button in the telephone booth in order 
to receive a proceed signal to pal-nit the train to 
occupy Track No. 1 in this automatic bloclr territory." 

The fnciclents SivinS rise to the two claims in Docket 
No. 133 before this Doard wore described by the Organ- 
ization as follows: 

"On October 1, 3.959 the en.&nesr ou Extra 4007 Rast 
called the operator at Patterson Creek to secure 
pernission to use Traclr Ro. Z Pron OIsonoko to Orleans 
Road; the cnSineer also pushed the button releasisg 
the siSnal5 for this noveuent. 

'IOn October 19, 1959 the enSineer of Rxtra 4034 
East called the operator at Patterson Creeh, reported 
(OS'd) train No. 1 by Olronolro, then secured peruis- 
s$on to use No, 1 trach fron~OkonoIro to Orleans 
Road; he also pushed the button roleasine; the siS- 
nals for this novenent." 

The nain Carrier defense here is that the train in 
question was %ovinS fron GTC territory on reverse 
uain trade; (that) they are doinS so,fron CTC 
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territory and it ie necessary for train dispatcher 
to uake this lineup fron CTC machine at Dayton and 
for cr%ws to push button within CTC territory to nova 
into autouatic block territory. CTC territory QX- 
tends between SD Cabin and Carlisle." 

It is the Carrier's position that in view of our prior 
awards in claims occurrinS fn CTC territory, this 
clain should be denied. 

Rowevex, the use of the telephone here was for tho 
novenent of a train in automatic block territory. 
Movement of a train in CTC territory is not involved 
here. 

What we Imve here is the mm situation we bad before 
us In Docket Ho. 133. We will follow that Award and 
sustain the claim.,, 

WARD 

s' Clain suataiad, /JQ 

~h/$&j L,.',.. ,pf' ' . 
/i J&yLcL 

Dated at Baltimore, Naryland 
this 16th day of Septeuber, 1364. 


