NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BQARD
Awar d Nunber 20102
THI RD DI VI SI ON Docket Number CL-20353

Joseph A Sickles, Referee

(Brotherhood of Railway, Airline and Steamship d erks,

( Freight Handlers, Express and Station Employes
PARTI ES TO DI SPUTE: (

(Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM  tlaim of the SystemCommittee of the Brotherhood (G.-7350)
that:

(A) The Carrier violated the agreement on or about February 4,
1972 when it disnissed Ral ph Dingle fromthe service.

(B) The Carrier shall now reinstate claimant to the service and
conpensate himfor all wage |oss |ess any conpensation earned in other em

pl oyment .

OPINION OF BOARD: Cainmant was dismissed fromCarrier's Service for in-

subordination.  The record denonstrates that on the day in
question, Caimnt repeatedly refused to check a certain interchange, as in-
structed, but rather, he persisted in stating his intention to check a dif-
ferent interchange.

The Board has carefully reviewed the entire record, including the
transcript of investigation conpiled on February 1 and 2, 1972, and finds no
violation of Clainmant's procedural rights.

The record shows that on Novenber 17, 1972 the Organization's
General Chairman and Carrier's Terminal Superintendent reached a" understanding,
under the terns of which the Caimant was to be reinstated on a |eniency basis.
However, it appears that Cl aimant deternmined that the |eniency settlement was
unsatisfactory and ultimately rejected same. Thereafter, the Superintendent
advi sed the General Chairnman that the reinstatenent offer was null and void.

A study of the transcript of the two (2) day investigation con-
vinces the Board that the Carrier clearly established its grounds for dis-
ciplinary action by a substantial showi ng that C aimant was insubordinate.
In short, Caimant failed to conply with his Supervisor's valid instructions
as to work to be perforned.

Moreover, we are unable to discover anything of record to suggest
that the discipline of disnmissal fromservice was arbitrary, capricious or
unreasonable in this case. The claimw |l be denied.
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FINDINGS: The Third Division of the Adjustnent Board, upon the whole record
and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier znd the Employes involved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Cnployes within the meaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 1934;

That this sivision of the Adjustment Board has jurisdiction over
the dispute involved herein; and

That the Agreament Was not viol at ed.
AW-ARD
C ai m deni ed.
NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD

By Order of Third Division
Huts
ATTEST; 4 W Ffhedea

Executive Sccretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 1lth day of January 1974.



