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The Second Division consisted of the regular members and in 
addition Referee Irving T. Bergnan when award was rendered. 

i Frank Joseph Turchiano, Fetitioner . . 

Parties to Dispute: ( 
( 
( The Long Island Rail Road Copmy 

Dispute: Claim of Employes: 

A. On or about February 7, 1970, a claim on. q behalf %as filed 
with the Carrier at ~a- request by John 5. %.sloski, Inter- 
national Representatiwz Internation~,2. ~&IxMzood cf Firemen 
?r, Oilers (copy attached . 3 'This clo3-a trm svbseq~uently the 
su%,jcc,~; of negotiat~~ons betmen -he Cmries and Ifir. 1&9.oski 
~ri?i.ch resulted in Mr. '*'aalooki executing 3 letter ascement 
which ~rmorted to settle tine claim for $20? to be paid to 
PE. I contend khat 3xis yzxo&2d seS;t;?.er?ent is not binding 
on me for r6xxsons to be stated in Y; s-Ab:nisa<.on. 

Fkdingc: : - 

The Second Division of the Adjustxent Board, upon the whole record and ECU. 
the eridexc, f hds tI-mt.: 

. 

The carrier or carriers acd the em@qfe or eqloyes involved in this dis- 
pute are respective& carr5cr and employe within 2x2 meaning of t'ne Railway Labor 
Act as approved ~u..W! 21, 3.@. 

This Di-;Zslcm of the Ad:usfxent Eosrd has &risdiction over the dispute 
involm? herejm o 

?zrtTes to sa5.d dispute waived right of a?Dearance at hearing thereon. 
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the negotiations; that he is not bound by the settlement. 

The carrier contends that the claim must be dismissed because it was 
not timely, on the merits and because the settlement on the property disposed of 
the matter. 

The Railway Labor Act provides for and encourages the settlement of 
disputes on the property through steps and representatives agreed upon between. 
the parties, Rule 30, of the controlling agreement provides that a grievance 
may be presented by the aggrieved employe, "or. the duly accredited representative 
on his behalf". Rule 31, defines "duly accredited representative" as -the, "regnlarlg 
constituted Committee (or any member or members thereof) --- or the Officers of the 
Organization of which that Committee is a part." 

It is not disputed that claimant presented his claim through the duly 
accredited representative of the Organization of which he is a member. The settlemscf 
reached is binding upon the carrier and upon the Organization whose representative 
the carrier de&f; with in good faith, 

In the case of Pizynski vs New York Central Railroad Company, 42l F 2d 854, 
it was stated by the Court on P, 85~~ in substance, that the carrier has the right 
to rely on the authority of a union to settle an employe's grievance where the 
employe did not negate the authority of the.union while he had knowledge that action 
was being taken in his behalf, i' 

Also, prior Awards have decided that settlements made on the property will 
not be disturbed. by this Board, See Second Division Do, 3815, Third Division No. 
4148, Ho. 7061, Eo. 11563, and Fourth Division No, 1023 and Eo, 1053- 

AWARD 

Claim denied, 

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJ-USE~Z~\T EOARD 
l3y Order of Second Division 

Attest: 
Executive Secretary 

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 27th day of February, 1373. 


