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* Requesn of Memphis Llne Prainman G. Watson that he be veinstated 7 .

‘ w*th senlorlty and vacation rights unimpaired, pay for all time losk,
'account dismissed from sarvice for alleged responsibility. in con- o
nection with moving.out 'cf industry track and striking the side of %70
a passing passenger train at Russellville, Kentucky, at about 11:30 |
a. m., January 18, lﬁoa. ‘ L
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C1a1mant was removed from servics on Februarvy 9. 1958, and
there;;n :r was reinstated on a leniency basis by the Carrier with . .
SeplOlth unimpaired on April 11, 1668. 'The claim insofar as it .7
requests- reinstatenent is, therefors, moot end the Carrier asssrts .~
that the claim for pay for time lost is also moot sinece the claimani?
1ndlv1dua¢ly 51gned a written waiver of zny clain for timz lost as ..
anponaltlon of accepting the- lenluncv relnstatensnt. '
¥ ot ‘ .
, Lt is the contention of the Ovﬁah ization that the leniency
&ewnbuatemept agreement between the, Carrier and the individuval
invaiid znd’ ineffective swncu 1% &1& noL have.*hefconsent of t
:Genﬂral Lhalrman. ' -
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~ The’ recoxd establlsfa that alh“ough the Genaersl Chairman was
the c=sxgnaued representative of this-gaployes at the investigation
"and in’ ‘asserting his claim for-reinstatement thereafter, nevertheles
- the individunal emﬁ1oy°e voluntazily elected to approzch the Carrier ..

on his own to seek reinstatement on a Lenlency basis. On Apeil 3,
1968; the Carrier directed a letter ko the General Chairman stating. .
that the. claimant had approached: Carrlﬁx officials eeﬁwﬂg a 7emlencj
re&rstatenent that the Carrier was wwlllng to restore him to sexrvi
on’a len=Eﬁcy baslis without pay for tine losk, ond requested the ' o
recommendation of the dnneral Chairman. Tha Guaeral Chairanm veplied.
stating-that he was anwlllng o concur in a lenisacy reinstateansni o
cn Lbe terms proposed by the bﬂrrler. Thereafter the Carrier went
2head and entered into the agreemsent with the individual claimant.
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. representative.. 'These holdings are consistent with the genbrmTL_
:mSSQthnU a.claim through an attorney may compromise that claim”
with. the opposing. party - ‘without the consent or approval of hig il
“attorney, On the basis of these auchomi ties, it wnst be held that |

’lObt an& +h1 entire claim is now mooto

LT Clalm Aenied.
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_-. . The Carvier has cited numerous awauvds of the Flrst DlVllen
and séveral Special Board of Adjustment awards =1l holding “tha%
individual claiimants may enter into waiver agrcmmenu of the typa

1nvolved here without the consent or evan the koacwledge of hisill

v e

accepte& rule of law holding that a pavty to a sgal action ox

claimant executed a-valid and blndﬂng raiver OF th claim xo;‘tvmm
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