FUBLIC LaW BOARD NO. 2437

Award Mo. 1t1
Case No. L1i

PORTIES Braotherhood of Malntenance of Way Emploves
T . and } . .
RISFUTE _ Bouthern Faclfic Transportation Comopoanwv

TWestern Lines)

STATEMHEMT "1. That the Carrier violated the provisions of the

OF CLAIM: current Agreement when in letter dated April L5,
i986 it dismissed Truck Driver A. W. Nunn from
its service on the baslis of unoroven charoes.
sald action being in abuse of discretion.

-

2. Carrier zhall now exonerate M. Munno of all
charages and reinstate him bo his former position
with the Carrier with seniority and all other
riohts restored unimpaired and compensation for
a1l waoe loss suffered.

Unon the whole record. after hearing. the RBoard finds that the
oarbies haerein are  Carrier and Esmplovess within the smeanimag of
the Rallway Labor Act,. as amended. and that this Board is duls
constl buted under Public Law 89454 and has iuwrisdiction of Lhe

parties and bthe subject matter. -

Claimant wes charned wilth insdubordination. being guarrelsome.
hivetyle and profane behavior om March 21, 28B4 . in violation of
Carrier’'s rvules. Followina amn investimative hearing he was found

izl t mf bhe aharges and dismiszed from service.

The recard indicates thakt on tMarch 21, 19286 at Aporosimetelsw

GeE0ai,. Qlaimant camse Lo the office of the Roadmaster and askeaq



2Uzg-iif

tddemandedd ) in loud and boisterous fasghionn that he be given the
results of the prior ipvestication in which be was suspended for
A ninety day period. (See Award Mo. LLO of this Board.) He was
asbwd to calm down and then the Assistant Roadmaster  handed him
the pansrs  Lnvolved and  asked him  to sian them. Instead of
sioning 2 oy and returning it to | the Assistant Roadmasier.,
Claimant oocketed the pgapers and left_ the ogffice at which time
the Assistant Road Master again advised hidm éhat he needed a copy
Back. to which Claimant responded  Lthat he should "Go  fuchk
voursel £ The recard supports this version_of what transpirad

3

an Mareh 21,

Fazed on the evidence at Lhe Jinvestiogation, Claimant’'s past
record and his conduct at the invesltigation which necessitated
bhe prosence of & security officder. Carrvier was aboarently within
1te rianbts in deteraining that Claimant was guilty of the charoes
and ashould be dismissed. The Board believes that there is no
asis for modifying this decision since the evidence amolw

supports Carrier’'s contlusion. The claim oust be denied.



Claim denied.
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