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without authority would not be toleraied and he was instructed to 
report to the foreman at Lamar immediately. 

The claimant did not report as instructed and remained in his auto- 
mobile with his girl. friend until the assistant roadmaster approached 
h3.n and instructed him to ge t out and begin working with the gang. 
At the close of work June 16, 1975 the claimant disappeared and did 
not report for duty on June 17, 1975. 

On June 18, 1975 the claimant was contacted by a roadmaster, and 
the claimant advised the roadmaster that he did not wish to con- 
tinue working on the extra gang in Colorado. In the p:resence of 
the claimant the roadmaster called the Division Engineer who sug- 
gested that <f the claimant intended to resign that the roadmaster 
should obtain the resignation form and have the claimant sLgn Lt. 
The claimant signed the form, and it was witnessed by the road- 
master and an acting agent at Las Vegas. 

There is no evidence of record to support the O&anizn'cion"s charge 
t!xL:: the Carrier ~;yod undue influence or pressure upon the claimant 

'to s9gn the resignation. The claiman"'s service L record is very' 
poor and indicates that he had no greor desire to contbue working 
for the Carsier. Gn the foregoing basis the 3oard finds no support 
for t!:e claim. 


