
The Second Division consisted of the re&l.ar members and in 
additi.on Referee Robert C;. b1illiams when award was rendered. 

( System Fed.cration No o 2, Railway Employes' 
( Department, A. 3'. of L. - c. I. 0. 

J%wties to Dispute: ( ---. (Carmen) 
( 
( 14issour.i ‘Prtcific RnYLroad Company 

Dispxte: d- C!.a:i.m of Em~)ioyes a 

1. That the Idissc~~ri Facific Railroad Ccxpany violated Rule 32 of 
-the controliillg ap~eement when they uqjustly suspended Car-an 
v n. COX frOX ~eriri~~2 covering the period oct0her 7, a a~.ld. 
October lb, to Decerber 12, 1971%. 

2. That accordingly, the b5ssouri Facific i?:~ilro:?.d Company be ordered 
to compensate Carmail Cox aAt the pro rata rate for each work day 
lost du.rinS the sixty (60) day' suspension. 

The Second Divisi.on of the Adjustment Bo:;.rd, upon the whole record anJ 
all t\:e evidence, finds that: 

This Division of the Adj'ustxnt Board has jurisdiction over the dis.pute 
involved herein. 

Parties to said dispute wG.ved rigllt of appeara,nce at hearing thereon. 

The basic issue in this case is whether the Carrier unjustly ::u::Fended. 
the claimant for sixty (60) days. This Fowd has reviewed the record of the 
investigation in this case and has concluded that the record supports the 
discjplinary action taken against the Claimant. 

AWARD - 

C1ai.m denied. 


