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2otherkod of :iai..tanance of rlay ~ployes 
- 

The Atchison, Tops&~ and Santa c'e liailvay Company 

S':.;I'EI\'SVT Tlafm ti behalf of former Plaina A.;riaion :racJcman 
CF CLAD! H. Smn, Jr. for reinstatement with seniority, 

vacation and all benefit rights unispairad, account 
the claimant being unjusfly removed from service 
for toizxg azsaat without authority." 

?1?!3I?iG3 tpon the vtsle record, the 3oard finds that t.h* 

parties herein are Carrier and Employas within the meaning of tie 

Railvay Labor Act. as amended, and that this 2;oud is duly constituted 

under public Lav 89456 and has jurisdiction of the parties and the 

subject mattrr. 

Claimant, who had been absent without proper authority in excess 

of ten days, vas notified by lattu dated Xay 12, 1981, thatt 

"Please ti advised th8t in connection with application 
of aule 13 ai nrln+ enauce of Way Employee Agraanent, 
your seniority and emplomnt vith the AT b SF riy Co are 
hurby tumhatad account king absent without authority 
frq xay 1, 1981 to the present. 

.Uso, pleas- k advired that you have the ri,-ht to raquest 
a formal inveetigetian under the provisions of Article 3 
of currant haintenancr of day tiploye8 Xgressuent, provided 
yvu do so vithin twenty days of thb notice." 

The Orgdration, in sWtting this claim, allege a violation 

Of Rub 13 - Dimciplfnr. 
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:VQ have carefully reviewed the entire record and find no 

probative evidence that Claimant compliad vitb the provisions of 

Lattu of Gnderst andiog dated JULY 13, 1981. Lnder the provisions 

at said letter, Claimant had twenty daya from cay l-2, 1982, to 

request a formal tivwstigation if ha felt that he had &en unjustly 

dealt with. This he did not do. In fact. the record reveals that 

~Claimant waited some seven mnths to pursue the matter. It was 

Claimant'6 sole reqzansibilfty to request a fo,zmal investi;ation 

vithin thm praacribad time limit and by not doing 80, admitted that 

he had M absent in excss8 of IO da+ uithout propar authority. 

He, thareby, relinquish& his seniority and employment under the 

prevision8 of the July 13, 1976 Letter of Understanding. 

,re are laft no alternative other than to apply the ?.ule aa 

written and find that Claimant forfeited his seniority and enploymont 

and Cartiar did no+ violatr thm Agraextent. 

..=.wU?D Claim denied. 

,( D" LLC . ..ld 
Organizition ?'+.bu 

Dated at Chicago 
February 22,.1983 


