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The Second Division consisted of the regvlar menbers and in
addition Referee Walter C. Wallace when award was rendered.

System Federation No. 4, Pailway Lmployes'
Department, A. F. of L. - c. I. 0.

Perties to Dispute: (Firemen & Oilers)

NN STNSTN TS

Baltimore and Chio Railrozd Company

Dicspute: Claim of Frmployes:

1. That under the current agreement Laborer 1. M. Decker was
arpitrorily and unjustly denied comnens¢uior when required to

appear as o company witness for hearing held on Tuesday,
October 6, 1976.

2. That accordincly the Carrier be ordered to compensate Laborer
Decker four (4) hours at the pro rats rete for ettending hearing
T oon October ©6, 1976 which was outside his regular tour of

The Second Divisiorn of the Adjustment Zoard, upon the whole record end
21l the evidence, Jjn"% k]

1 The carrier or carriers ard the erploye or cuployes involved in this
dispube are respectively carrier and emp’o"p within the nmesning of the
Rajilway Labor Act as approved June 21, 18

This Divicion of the Adjustmont Board has jurisdiction cver the dispate
J J I

involved herein.
Parties to szid dispute waived right of appearance &t hearing thereon.

The claimant is enployed in Carrier's South Cuwdberland Shobs as &
lzborer on the third shiflt w1th regh QRJS on Friday and Ssturday. 0On
October 22, 1976 ciaiwant recelved e letter cdvising him to &tiend a
bearing on October 26. 1976 te determine hig 1sibilily in connection
with derailment btheb occurred on October 2 The hesring was held on
schedule at a time outslde cluimant's noris ard claimant begtiti
as to whalt he saw, namely, he wabched the approach the turntzble
and then fall to sbop and went off the aa' ite end. Cleimant!
sole involvenent was thab ofza*mtnouo gl éid he parbicime

QY Suy MLuconuu;t.

in the derailment vor was he gulilty

When the recults ol the heur‘,mg vere nob sdvised
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the rcuult Morcover, none of the o chat el

was Sponst ible or connected with The
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Under all the circumzitances here, claimant was not charged with a mle
violation nor was there any f nding that he was izplicabed in any way
except ag a witness. The original notice soug to determine Claimanht’s
responsibilityy, bub nothing more was developad beyond that notice. IF
there wag some evidence indicating claimeant - invelved or responsiblie
Tor bhe occurrence snd wag leter clesyed of responsibility, we might
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have a differcent view here. Fvery time o man 1s absolved fru
it does rwot moon he 1s sutemabically converted into a czs.rrzi,m
this case, however, we do not find & shred of evidence that
Tor the belict he wag regsponsible for the derailment. lMerve
type sent here does not scrve Lo deny hin compe nasebion as a
attended the henring in effect, gave bestbino
he should be compensatzd L«Ama:,r Fule =
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The smount ol such compensation is que

do net find r»"r, wr*“v*" crh wag made on the ¥
steblished rales of this Board we may not
iret tine TL;" ﬂore, in the absence of
aubuo?i“e a,n sl Tor four (M) hours cow
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Dated J; Chicago, I1llinois, this 23rd day of June, 1978.



