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iward SO. 7 
case NO. 7 

d-otherhood of maintenance of day iinql~yas 

Tha Afchisoa, Topaka and Santa Fe .?ailway Company 

(j i-a&T&iz; c "Claim that forsu Los Angelas 2ivioion :.achine 
cz cLAi:*I Cporator -3. C. Carlson be reinstated to 'his former 

position vith seniority , vacation and all other 
basic rights restored and that he b compensated 
for all vage 1080 beginning June 9, 19J1, actount 
unjustly dismissed for accumulation of mmcesaive 
demerits.” 

FI;"3IXGS ipon the vhole record, the joa.rd finds that the 

parties harein are Carrier and Ea~ployes vi& th meaning of the 

.ai1vay L&Z Act, as ammId& , and thai this 5oard is duly constituted 

under PubAfcLaw 89456 and has jurisdiction of the putias and the 

subjact uttu. 

Uahaaat vu epployad u a bi&3liJl~ Opuator on Carriu*8 

Los Aagales Ditirioae..W June 9 , 1981, Gabant vas removed fro0 

sa.qict for aemulation of excmufva deuaezits under %.le 31-a that 

providu, “A brtaacr of 60 d-its subjects an employa to diarisrrl." 

The Soard haa reviaved the r-d In dotaLl vhich clearly reveals 

that cl aimaatbad, at the tima of hia discharge , accumulated a total 

of 70 damuitr. Thm r-d furthu shmm that Claimant signed for 

aadadmittuihisr upmsibidity ia ucb ia8taaca of the aura~aat 

of d-its. 

Tha i?eud rmcognizea thm points rdud by t&a Orgaaiution 
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in behalf of the Claismt, but finds the Carrier did not violate 

the Agreenent. tinder the circunstancea there is no justification 

for setting the discipline aside. 

APiAAD Claim denied. 

Dated at Chica~~o 
February 22, 1983 


