
STATKHKNT OF CLAIM: That the Curriur'a irlcisiun CL) ALSS the 
-it, K J SI'owe, 3U demrirs after inv~sti,,it~~o April 10, 
1964 wux miht7;. That the Carrier noti =X~UL.~C 3ii utiticritx &cm 
c'laiuuut's record, roianburxin~ him for ~11 wage luxc; dud expels 
incurred ax x result of otttmding the iua;tigacioa ;:pcil 10, 1Y& 
because d review of the ittvestlgution trauscri+L rcvtiklx that mq 
xtturtial avideacr wax not introduced htt iccric:iirc;, Gl.ikrumt is 
guilty of violation of rulaei he tiias charLi;l wit?4 in tl83 liotiw of 
Investigation. 

FINDINGS : Tinnix Public Law Board No. LjoZ fin~x t!lc.rC Eite parties 
Larelh are Currier and employer within the r~ezlufu~ 41 the Ka~lway 
Labor Act, ax ammded, xnd thdt this Yoard :1&s ;uris.:i,tion. 

In thix dispute. the claimmat WOE ohari;e.L ~LKIA lrrrvl~~ ark early 
tine hoi; zctuzlly aorkeci 
t tLIehok, r;!lilO eiuplJyeJ 

IA thd iuvsarl- 
fur hia r+oonxLLiliL/ 

abseax u&out u!xmr- 

The claimant textffied thut ha wax employed tu Group i Jperator, 
workin. near,skull Valley, Arizona on February 23, r.$L. 
fied t at his aasi k 

.iu rojti- 

Y 
d hours were 7:OC a.u. to 3:3u >.m., but t&L 

ht left work at 2: 0 p.~. because he ha.1 tLa "&to,rs;;cL fia drt.i 5 
ms Lad 3id; and I couldu't Keel that I Gould wur!; aqr loqer, SQ 
I wunt how and I want to bed." 

The the-keeping dacuaentx that the clairmnt cocqleci;i LX in L&.L 
half of Ftibrumq indicated that by haJ cLiw;i b iltx~r:: ALAL > LLL~L; 
ousrti;xe on Febr;lary 23, 1934. 'it-e clsikm:L L,. id ;.,.stiiL.ir:.: L,.at 
bklnesday , r’ebruary 2.2, he tias off iif 2:X ~LAJJC :M 6~~6 31. 

U. rfiud~~~:'t: testified that be wets a \r~rk i&&y..:Asl:i rldiutail~r 
'and tr.at on k&ruury 23 he w&s iustruccrti LL) co t:, .Ihd: Valitiy 
au2 repair chz cldiunt’s scrapur. he LLsciLiLL- f,~< ;~e +F..~ UULIL 
to locate the claimant, that he uoikdl i)l. CL ;l,L:,Jb.L'U .--.iliU. 
that dxy and Friday and the folloviub .?~uii)'. 



Mr. W. iJ. Smith, Aaaistant Division Engineer, Albuquur ~~~lXviv;i.oti, 
tastified that the ClaiUUnt admitted to him that ha 4a 4 ' 
Lava early un February 23. iie testified that t:rJt couversation 
took 

E 
lace ou February 29. He furtbar trstiLicci chut be checked 

the c aiiuaut's timesheet cop 
record an the time-pay detol T 

his overtime sheet CO;J~ and his p;ly 
8ix8e E , anJ tlie claimiht JiJ iri fact 

barge and was paid for a full day's wages OKA the Lc.i, and three 
houca over rime. Ue also testified that he exa:&xeci ~.&e clatiut'a 
overtime log and that for February 22 he showed vori;l.~,j three hours 
overtiue and eight hours at regular pay. 

Roadmaster D. S. Guilloa also testified his atterupte to determine 
the facta in this diopute. X8 was allowed to testify to so?6 hear- 
say teetimony, over R= objection. The objection should have been 
sustained and the heoreay taotimony ohould have beer1 stricken, 
however, the hearsay testimony involved harein was iLx8levant a& 
did not pertain to the clahant'o guilt. 

The testimony is rufficiaat for the Carrier tu fin.l that tha clailu- 
ant was guilty PY charged. Dnd8r the CircU&stUcea, theta ia no 
justification to overrule the decision of the Carrier. 

AWARD: Claim denied. 


