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Paul C. Carter, Referee

(Brotherhoodof Railwq, Airline and
( Steamship Cl&m, Freight Handlers
( Express and Station Emplqes

PARTIBTQDISZGTR: (
(Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company

STATEMET? OF CLABfz Claim of the System Ccmaittee of the Brotherhood
(GL-8695) that:

(1) Cerrier violated the rules of the current Agme%nt
between the parties; including but not limited to Rules 26 and 27 of
DP+lwhen it arbitrarily and capriciously dismissed Mr. R. L. Goodwin
f2wn its sexvice on August 9, 1977'.

(2) Carrier shall reinstate Claimant to its service and shall
compensatehimfor  all time lost include any overtimehe  couldhave
worked in line with his seniority, and shall clear his recmd of all
charges and shall restore his seniority, vacation and other emplose
rights unimpfbired.

0PINI0lv OF ROARD: ClaPsant was dismissed from Carrier's service on
August 9, 197'7, in conuedion with the posting of

anunautborized~tice 0nCarrier'sbulletinboards. Investigationwas
requested under the pmvlsions of Rule 27 of the applicable agreement,
Ry agreem& the date for the investigationwas extended to Septemberl4,
lgm, and was conducted oz that date. A copg of the transcript of the
investigationhas  beenmade a part oftherecoz&

TheRoardhas csreZu.Uyreviewedthe  entire record, including
the transcript of the investigation. We find that none of claimant’s
substantiveprocednral  rights was violated.

There was substantial etidence presented at the investigation
to support the Cerrier's action. There is noproperbasis fortbeBoard
to interfere with the discipline imposed. The claim will be denied.

FINDITIDS: The ThMl Division of the Adjustment Roe& upon the whole
record audallthe evidence, finds andholds:



Award Timber 22561
Docketl'ianber  CL-227l3

Pege 2

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and the Emplqes involved in this dispute
are respectively Carrier end Rnplqes within the mea of the h%tiWW
Labor Act, as appro~edJlme 2&l&

That this Division of the Adjustment Boerd bee jurisdiction
overthe dispute involvedherein;  end

TbattheAgrementwes not violated.
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Claimdenied.

nAlr10xALRAILRQADADJusTMwT~
Ry Oz-der ofThirdDivi.eion

ATTEST:

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 16th day of October 1979.


