
SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT NO. 421 

TRANSPORTATION-COICATION BMPLOYEES) 
" UNION I 

Nsw YORK CENTRAL l-%wAD EASTERN 
DISTRICT (Except Boston a;d Albany 
Division) and BEW YORE DISTRICT 

PTATEMENT OF CLAIM: I 

Award Nor 46 
Casa No. 46 

Claim of the General Coranittae of the Transportation-Coni- 
oation Rmployeas Union on the New York Central System (Eastern 
DirtricC), Chat: 

1. Carrier violated the terms of tha Agreement between 
the parties when, on May 24, 1966, without just 
cause, it diemissed J. Ii. @a& 

2. Carrier shall now be required to return Mr. J. E. 
Frank to service with all rights unimpaired, pay 
him for all loss of wages and for time and expenses 
incurred while attending a hearing on Msy 23, 1966. 

OPINION OF DO&: 

Claimsnt Frank entered the Carrier's service on April 4, 1964 

as a Telegrapher on the Electric Division& On May 12, 1966 he was 

regularly assigned to the Telephoner-Levermsn position at SS-DV, 

Spuytan Duyvil, New York on the 3:00, P.M.-1l:OO P.M. trick. As a 

result of certain events occurring during the claimant's regularly 

assigned hours on that date, and pursuant to due notice, a fonsal 

hearing was hold on May 18, 1966. Claimant Frank was notified of 

his dismissal on May 24, '19660 



The evidence adduced at the hearing on the property established 

that on May 12, 1966 claimant misrouted trains 751, 845 and 757, 

which caused a delay to the trains. After these three occasions 

of misrouting, the Train Dispatcher became concerned and notifiad 

the Chief Train Dispatcher who instructed Assistaut Traiumaster W. 

Vail to go to Tnterlocking DV and investigate. Accompanied by 

V. T. Ryan, Supervisor, Car Control, Assistant Trainmaster Vail 

arrived at IWT DV at 6rl5 P.M. sad found Claimmt Prank seated at 
/ 

. the desk. When askad if he had mistouted ttiine, claimant replied 

that ha had not. When asked if hs had dslayed train 25, claimsnt 

replied in the negativei; When asked wham his Levemsn was, cl~irasnt 

responded that he did not know. He WAN asked if he was feeling (111 . 

right And he said that he was. Claimant then got up from the desk 

and left the towe+, refusing to comply with the AssistAnt Train- 

master’s rapeated’requeete that he return CO the tower. 

During the hearing on the property Claimsnt Frank said he 

gave his Leverman permission to leave prior to the end of the 

trick but he failed to give an adequate explanation as Co why he 

permitted his Leverman to leave without proper AUthOriZAtiOn and * 

without even reporting this early departure. Claimant conceded 

having misrouted certain trains and his,explanation for these misd 

takes was entirety insufficient. Claimant also acknowledged leaving 

the tower after Assistant Tratnmaater Vail arrived. Ris explanation 

that he thought he was being ralieved by the Assistant Trainnaeter 
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is beyond belief. 

The evidence compels,us to conclude that Carrier WAS entirely 

justified in dism@si~ Claimant Frank from+mvice. A denial 

award is required. 

. 
AWARD: 

Claim denied. 

T.’ A. Se r, Carrier Msmber / 

! 
Dated% November 18, 1966 

. 


