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STA'l'MhT OF CLAM: 

1. 

2. 

The Carrier violcted the effective I,greencnt by allowing other then 
Bridge end Euilding employes to pcint Rutherford Strtion bcginnir~ April _ ~;; 
11, 1964 and continuing. 

The Carrior shKLl now rcinbmsc Bridge and Building mploycs Herrf Weiss, -' 
Nick Rob‘mdo, Pichnol Giannaccaro, Chrrlcs Fmstcce and Willie Nichois, 
at their respective pro rata rctcs, for their proportionate shzre of m 
equ!Zt mmber of hours as was involved in the p,-inting of this Ratherford 
St&ion by outsiders, beginning i,pril 11, 1964 and continuing until co* 
pleted. 

PINDIKX: Petitioner coi.:plti$ that Crrrior porztittcd civic organizations to 
pzint the Rutherford, New Jersey St&ion, zlthough five Bridge and 

Building el%p loyes, the claimants herein, had beenfbrloughed. The station was 
owned end operated by Carrier and there is no evidence t&t it was beir.g dbardoned.~~~~~ 
It is equally clocr that smh work belongs to the er::lploycs mdcr the Izrcemat md 
that it was performed with Carrier's knowledge. 

While the work in controversy helped beatify a btilding locrted in the ~; 
City of Rutherford and therefore my have bocn prompted by consideration of civic ~ 
pride, it certainly benefited Carrier and trespassed on rights protected by ci col- 
lcctioo bargaining ngrecnont. That trespass is not justified by the feet that no 
consideration was furnishod by Carrier for the work or that maagoment would mt 
have pxfomed the work if it had involved any cost. We ae not et liberty to 
consider the equities or Carrier*s financial pqsition end, sime Clciran'as mni- 
festly were deprived of work that they were entitled to perforr+ are constrained 
in this specific fectual situ&or to sustain the clnti. 

iiwm3: Clcti sustained. 

Dated at New York, N. Y. this 29th dey of October 1968. 

/s/Hzrold M. Weston. 
HAROLD i4. WESTON, Neutral 

/s/i. 3. CunninGha 
ORGANIZLTION Z.&;EEX 


