
The Second Division consisted of the ree;iiar members and in 
addition Referee James F. Sceerce when axwd was rendered. 

( System Fedemtion No. I, Railway Employes' 
( Department, A. F. of I,. -' c. I. 0. 

Parties to Dispute: ( -- -_---- 
( 

(Electi5eal. Workers) 

1. Tha,t under the current a~reexent~ Flcztrician J. J. Masswo was 
unjustly trcz%ed when he ~8s c?&xGsscd from the service of the 
Caher on ifovd:iiic~r 30, 1.776 * 

Findings: 

The Second Division of the Adjustment Eowd, upon the whole record ar,d 
all the evidence, finds that: 

The cwrier or carriers and the exployc or exploycs involved in th5s 
dis.pute a,re respectively carrier and ezploye within the meaning of the 
Railway Labor Act as ad.i.proved June 21, 1934. 

This Division of the iidjustr;ent Board has jurisdiction over the dispute 
involved herein. 

Parties to said di.spute waived right of a,ppearance at hearing thereon. 
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and that such hearing was perfunctory. The Organization cites the fact t!%t 
the Claimant was senTin a thirty-day sus,pension during part of the time he 
was charged with be:inz absent. 

While the November 3, I.976 hearing may have been summary in nature, 
there is not?ling to indicate that the Carrier did noi; meet its dDli;;stioil of 

citing 3. c:he,rge properly. The Clsrimant cz:.anot be excused from exrcising 
reasonable effort to refute such charges and to protcc% his rights; he did 
neither. Eis disinc >-i.nr;.tion to present hi.:x;e:if or otherVise prov,iCe . 
infor;nation pelet<L\rc T;c hj.s stat& at the r~~:,peal heari cg on Dec:~zG~er 20, 
1976 must be viewed a:; a f'urther lack of i;lterest by ths Claimant in his 
position. 

The record supports the Carrier's action in this regard. 

Claim is dismissed, 

NATIOIQYL RXCLROAD ADJUSTIQJT BWXC 
By Order of Second Division 

Attest: Ytbxutive Secretary 
National Hail.road Adjustment Board 

Dated q!t Chicago, Illinois, this 29th day of Xovember , 1978. 


