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Joseph A. Sickles,  Referee

(B. J. Curry
PARTIE3!CODISPIJl3:(

St. Louis-San Francisco Rallvay mlQpxly
(now Burlington Northern Inc.)

STAS m ami: “1. Wan Mr. Ourq fired because of racial discrimination?

2. Was Mr. Duty donled advancepent because of mcial  dlscrlmimtionZ

3. Did the Saint Lotie-San Fmncl8co  (FRISCO R.R.) ~&MC to p&de
adequatf~ tminlng, supervieion  or ansver questions submittedbyMr. 0zrybecauae
of racial diserinilrrtlon'l

4. Does the Saint Louis-San Francisco (FRI$CO R.R.) have a history
of prior nbclaldlaarimlnation that has affected ani coatlnuer toaffect.Mr. Curry?"

OPIUION OF BOARD: The Olaimant aeserts that he v*s terminrtad  am a mault of
mclal diwrimiwtion. l-no Qrrier denies that any euch

actiontookplm?e,andpointt8  out to wthatSactlon 3,Plcat(i)of the Ilailvay
labor Act Faquire~ tbtdlsputesbe hasUad lnthe usualmannar, up to&in-
cluding the Chief Operating Officer of the Carder deslgmtedtokaldle much die-
pulm.

Based upon OUT revlev of the record, ve are IncUned to agree vith
the Cfwrier that the case before UE vas not hazvlledae  preecrlboiby either the
Agreemnt or the Wilvay I.&or Act, am3 accordingly thir Board hae no juriadic-
tion to consider the nutter.

FINDINGS:!tbe ThirdDivision of the AdjufiMntBoard,after  givFng the parties
to this dieputc due notice of hearing tbereoqaui upon thevhole

recardandall tha evldanca, finds aid holds:

That the brrier and the IPrployas involved in this diopute are
reepectively Carrier ad Bhplayesvithinthe  meaning of the ~IlvayIabor
Aa+., as approved Jone 21, 1934;

lhatthis mtiaion  of the AdjustmentBoard  has jurisdiction over
the dispute lumlved herein; ani

Tbattbe c.laiais dismissed for lackof jurisdiction.
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CLaim dimlreed for lack of jurlediction.

NATI0NN.l RAILROAD AlmwQmm BOARD
BY ar&r of Third Divlslon

I&tad at chiaago, KLlUoie, this 26th day of February 19&.


