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Gene T. Hitter, Referee 

bTh&mcd of Railway, Airline and Steamship Clerks, 
( PreightHandlere,Express and StatiouEmployes 

PARTIESMDISPUlX:( 
(Doeton and mine Corporaticm 

STAN CP CLAIM: $I. of the Systmr Cox&ttee of the Brotherhood (C&69&) 

1. Carrier violated the males of the Clerks' Agreeueut, effective 
September 1, 1952, as aaiended, particularly Rule 1 when on Saturday, karch 
25, 19'70 it permitted janitorial work to be performed by enplogees not en- 
titled thereto at its passenger statica in Lowell, kiass. 

2. Carrier show now be required to pa;y D. Simoneau six and oue-half 
(I%$) LOWS pay, at the punitive rate for N+rch 25, 1970. 

OFTNIOA CP BOARD:. 'Iha herein clam seeks overtim payrunt for the Janitor 
at the Lowell, kassacbusetts passenger stat&m account (L 

Cax Inspector, an es@loye worlring under a different Craft's Agre&m?nt, cleau- 
ing the station floor duriug the third trick 011 Saturde::, Merch 25, 19'70. It 
ie oncmtested in the record that the work in dispute me performsd bythe 
cer Inspector. Carrier doea not deny the subJect work conea uuder f&e scope 
of the Clerka' Agreement; end furthermore, they concede that the cleanlug of 
the station floor at Lowell, Massachusetts is n&pert of the duties of .a 
Car Inspector from the Mechanical Dapertment. Carrier points out, however, 
that on the nigbtin questionthethirdtrick Car Inspector cametoworkaud 
having no work to perform on Dudd cars, decided that the statiou floor needed 
deening and he washed it entirely on his own. 

In Award10&9thia Board considered a cJ.aimiuvolviugthevoluntery 
md uueuthorized act of au employe o? me craft parfcmtiug the dutiea of am 

rs or * diff-* -* 
Inttmt Auacdwe dismissedthe Claim,holding 

: 

Yie record indicatea that there was caly one parlor 
car ir.senrlce on Train lb. 15 on October 10, 1957, and 
thetaporter-in-charge, iukeepinguiththeprovisious 
ofElule~,wasproperlyinchargeofthetcar. The 
record also indicates that it was the function of the 
porter-in-charge to pickup the parlor ceztickets of 
psssengera in cer P-30. Consequently, hain Conductor 
Holdenls act wusnot onlyunauthorized but also impmper. 
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*The Carrier had never idnOted Train conductor Holden 
to pick up parlor car tickets. Furthermore, such work 
w&s outside the scope of Holden's job duties. To hold 
the Carrier responsible for Holden's voluhtary, ueeuthor- 
id act would be to place the Carrier in au indefensible 
position sud subject it to absurd and limitless claims." 

We will foUow that reasoning hers and dismiss the Claim. 

FIhD~: The Third Ditisiou of the Adjustmeht Boszd, upon the whole record 
and all the evidence, finds and hcL.86: 

That the parties m&fed oral hear-; 

That the Carrier and the Eqloyes iuvolved ih this dispute are 
respectively Carrier and Eqloyes within the staaning of the Railway Labor 
Act, as approved Juue 2l, 193h; 

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdictiou ovar the 
dispute b-0maherein; ma 

8~ 
That the Claira be dismissed. 

. AWARD 

claim dismissed. 

RATIOMGRAILRQADADJUS~ BOARD 
By Order of Third Division 

&ted at Chicago, Illinois, this 30th day of October 1972. 


