
(Thorns E. Dick
PARTIES TO DIWJT'R: (

(Con Rail (Fomer Penn Central Transportation
( Co.npany)

STAm:@?jT  OF CL$z/f: This ex parte subtissicn will be concerning en
unadjusted dispute betxeen ne end the ?enn Centrai

Railroad (Comail). The letter will be involving the question of
whether I quit -v job, and if I can be reinstated in zy job wit‘? the
Railroad.

I claim that I did not quit zy job, and I believe that they
owe ne uneqlopent for the tine I've been off. Also, I believe tiilt
I should be reinstated in !ay job with the Railroad.

OPZJION OP BOAPD: The Claillant - who had been errrployed  as a t.rac:i-
mm on May 3, 1974 - failed to report to e

designated work location on April 15, 1975, and gave no reason for
the failure at the tine. On Kay 21, 1975, Carrier terninated his
ercployzent  status. Rothing was heard fro% the enploye until the Fall
of 1976, vhen he filed a claim with this Roard.

Cur review of the record herein demonstrates that the claim
was not handled in the "usual mnner" under the applicable Agreement
Rule (4-L-1). Accordingly, Claim& did not comply with the mandates
isposed by Section 3, First, (i) of the Railway Labor Act and we have
no recourse but to distiss the claizn.

FIXDINGS: %le Third Division of the Adjustznent Board, upon the whole
record and all the evidence, finds and holds:

That the parties waived oral hearirg;

Tmt the Carrier 2nd the &ployes involved in this dispute
are respectively Carrier and Thploye s wiYnnin the meaning of tine P.ailvay
Labor Act, as approved June 21, 1934;
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That the claim was not progressed on the property as
required by the Railway Labor Act, and that this Division of the
Railroad Adjustment Board does not have jurisdiction to decide toe
dispute involved herein on its merits.
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Clain diszissed.

:: HATICNL4L RAIIZGQ AD.JUST!G:lT 3GARD
By Order of Third Division

AT'EST: L&&GLdL8
Zxecutive Secretary

Dated at Ctiicago, Illinois, this 15th day of FabruapJ 1.978.
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