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Joaepb A. Slckle~, Referee

(Rrotherhood  of Railwy, Airline and
Steamship Clarke, Y'rei&t hndlm,
Hxpr.88 and station mloyer

PARTIEsTODISRfiE:
Robut W. Blaachette, Richard C. Bond
and J0bn.H. NcArthw, Tnuteea of the
Roporty or mm central Truuportation
Company, ~Debtor

STAT- Cp CLAM: Claim of the SJ8tem Coemittee of the Brotherhood
(0x6-7-748) that:

(a) The Caz~ierviolatedtheRule~ Agreement, effectiveFebm-
ary 1, 1966, partW.l.c+rly Rule 6-A-1, when it ~8ea6ed  discipline of 313 daye,
later reduced  to 5 Wo, auapenoion  on R. A. Jamleon, Ticket Seller et the
Carrier'8  3OthStmtPas11engerStation, ~pbla,Pemeylvania.

(b) Clawt R. A. Jamlsoa'r record be cleared of the chargee
broughtagalnethironSeptmberl2,l~.

(c) Claimaaf R. A. Jmison be compemated for wage lone euetained
durlag the period out of eerylce.

OPmIcm CQ RtMRD: Cl.aima+wae inetructedto attendan inveetigatlon  in
come&ion with:

. . .

. .

qViolatiollofTrcuurlDeputPent  Inatructioer  TD-50,
Rule 2-(a) ihe part thereof reading %0ney, postage
aadrevwnm ate, aat neR6tiable papermetbe
locked in rafe or otheruiee protected when office 18
unoccupied’ Wednesday  August 154973 W,failing
to lock $6~3.00 of your amigncd  CaehRaokof$lCO.CC
in conpartmcnt  mmber  Imfer 3 lntheofflce safevhrhich
mu personaUy aerigned to yvu for the pmtection of
CompanJ fllndll."

Subrequeat to lnveetigation,  Carrier aeeerred a M deye' auepen-
sion. Prior to submission of the dlepute to thle Board, the dimipline was
reducedtoa5dwmaapenhon.

ClaSnantw~ a Ticket Clerk In Philadelphia, Penaeylvania.  Onhlr
second rest day, a check of caehbasdw dircloeed a $60.00 ehort~e inhis
ticket office refe c-t. When Clabent reporbed for work on the
next day, ti was confronted with the ehortege, he directed the Supervisor
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to a locked ticket window drawer - In which he !daintalned  hi8 ticket rtock
- which contained the $60.00 which had bean placed therein when Claipunt
last went off duty.

Clalmantconcededthathohad been arm-a reprate  co-t
in the main raft (mall cm #3),buth.placodtha  mney lahhfr
ticket rtock drawer  bocaurat

"Iwaa raving half doll-8 in rilmr aad rilver
certificatrr for Mr. Ward and Yrad Mutin. I
felt that after pitting there half doLlara and
the rert of w due bill in the safe for a mmber
0r avr, that it mado it difficult t0 0p08 in
the morning, becauae  there silver half dollar8
would be mixed in with my regular loore change.
Therefore, on the 13th of August, 1973, thfr
moneywan placed innrytlcket stockdrawer and
I wan under the assumpt%op that thi6 would still
,be a secure place."

Rutha, he stated that if he had placed the $60.00 In hir safe
compsrtment,  it would have been "...awkward to even open and clo8e the 6afe
drawer  mre or leer.”

The Board haa considered the Organization'6 assertion that the
charge watl not exact, an requbed  by the Agreement. We disagree with that
contention, and flmd 110 procedural deflcienciea.

Claimant aamrts that one of the ticket drawer resulted in the
~ney being "othemise protected" aa required by the Rule. Although there
is m written lnmtructlon on the mbJect, Carrier intcrpreta  the rule a6
permitting analternateprotectionayatemonlywhena  safe ir not provided.
mt,, in aq event, the recordir clearthattlcket aellem hadbeen imtlucted
that their cash working f'und6 were to be 6ecured  lntheiz  pu~o~lly  MS&M~
compsrtlnenta lnthemaln safe.

Claimant's argumnt that the fact that the drawer he ured provided
suiiicient rrecurity for ticket ateck - and thun was m&e for ca6h - %s not
p-aaive. Ticket stock in not negotiable until validated by the appropriate
stamp which Is mabtained  jn the rafe.

The imtruction6 issued to ticket reU.ern wan mtunreaaonable
under the6e CiEUmBtaNXa. TheCla~tchosete igmre those imtructlo~
for NMOM of hla own pus~nal WnvCni~Ce. We fiad no baais for di&urbing
the discipline imposed.
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FlXDmGS: The ThM Dlvl6iOn of the AdjrUtmnt Board, upon the whole record
aaddlthe evidence,rind6  cmdholdr:

That the pmtiee waived oral hear*;

That the Carrier and the I&0.oye6 involved in this dirplte me
respectively Curie and Employee within the meaaia~ of the R6llway Labor
Act, as approved  June 22, 19343

That this Divi6ion of the Adjuetnmt Rocud ha6 jurisdiction OYV
thedi6pute innwlv6dhereln; and

That the Agre6ment wa6 mt violated.

A W A R D

Claip den%&.

Dat6d at Chicago, Illinoti, thi6 29th day Of June 1976.


