


Organization Position: 

PLBNo. 7564 
Case No. 70/AwardNo. 70 

The Organization avers: that the investigation was not fair and impartial and that the 
Clairoaot1 

� due process, rights were not respected.. The Cattier"$ case is based on "opinio� 
innqend� and speemation because Carrier witnessea bad no first-hand knowledge of the accident{ 
There is no proof that a citation was issued to the Clai.tnam and no damage reports are in evidence. 
The accident was unavoidable and the discipline is "arbitrary and excessiV'e..'"

Findinp: 

The Organization bas not shown that the investigation was no1 fair and i1Jlpartial or that the 
Claimant did not receive due procesa. The discipline was not based on "opinion,. innuendo and 
speculation,. as the claim.a.nt, to his credit forthrightly testified that he rear--ended the vehicle in 
front ofhim, that his. Carrier vehicle sustained minor front bumper damage and a cracked grill and 
that the original unsafe drlvin3 citation was reduced to an unsafe,lane change citatio� ofwhich h� 
was guilty. These admissions constitute substantial evidence that.MWSR 12.1 Operation of Motor 
Vehicles was violated. While the Claimant and all concerned surely regret the accident the Board 
cannotignorereality,. 

Award: 

Claim denied. 

Order: 

This Boar� after consideration of the dispute identified above, hereby orders that no A ward 
favorable to the Claimant be made. 

Zachary Voegel,Or" 

Austin, Texas 
January 31, 2018 
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