FUEBRLIC LAl BOARD MO. 2774

famard Ma. 1058
Came Mo. 108

Bratherhood of Mailntenance of Way Emploves

darct

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Failway Camparny

STATEMENT . "1. That the Carvrier’'s decision of June 13, 1985

0OF CLaTh to digmise Trackman B. G. Long was without
Just and suffTiclient cauwse, based on anperoven
charages and in violation of the curvrent
adirpement, said action beinag totally wrnwarranted
and capriciocus,

2. Because of the aforesaid violation, the

Carrier shall now be roguired to rebturn CDlaimant
o has Tormer position with the Carrier with
seiiority and all other vights restored,
wrrampaired., and compensate him for all wage
loss suffered."
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partiie boreiwn are Carvier and Emplovess within  the meansnog of
the Fallway labor Sct. as amended. angd that thoaes RBoard is dulwv

constituted wnder Fuahlic Law 89-488 and has juwrisdiction of the

partice and the subjoct matter.

The Claimant. & track leborer. was charged with misapprooriating
o Dompany vohicle Tor bas owne wcoe on AGpril 27, 12685, Followarg on
investigatzon the Carrigr  found Bim quilty of the charoos and

drsinvesed Mo Trom service.



frerbiLreer claims, 1in addition o rairsing

duesstions, that Carrior has not 1ived

v e wnelance arned bas nol established

digsciplineg was based. Puwrthernare,

thereo Wk significant conflict in the

investigation.

Carriecr. on the other hand, contends

idaentarfication of the Claimant by a secwurity

vt 1o contTlictes on o any material fact at the

the evidence conclusively establishes the

Carrier arques that there is no gquestion but

~otorded haim was appropriate in view of his

Firet, with respect to the procedural questions
drganarabioan i ite  submission. Lhe Board
Lbeena 1Tosues were ralsed in the course of the

therefore be considoered

the conflict an testimony alleged by petiticonor,

thatl Lhies Board 1 o way can resolyve those
tr tacth rocolved by the hearino officer.
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e
aulily ot the charges. There is ample evidence to  support

o

Carriaer’ s conclusion. The dagcipline accorded Claimant im thic
irstance o view of bthe mnatuwe of the anfraction was approfriste

wntd should not be disturbed.

“laim denied.
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C. F. Fouse., Enplove Menber G.M. Garmon . Carrior Membor oz

Rhicagon, Illinois
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