NATI ONAL RAI LROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Number 22399
THIRD DIVISION Docket Number MS-22291

Louis Yagoda, Referee

(Gary E. Eckenrode
BARTIES TO DISPUTE: (

(National Railroad Passenger Corporation

STATEMENT OF CLATM: This is to serve notice, as required by the rules
of the National Railroad Adjustment Board, of ny
intentionto file an ex parte subm ssion on August 31, 1977 covering
an unadj usted dispute between ne and the National Railroad Passenger
Cor poration (Amtrak) invol ving the question: That any such clai mor
gri evance be disaliowed, t he supervi sor shall, within sixty (60)days
fromthe date sane is filed, notify whoever filed the claimor
grievance (the enployee) in witing of the reasons for such

Disal | owance. If not so notified, the daimoer grievance shall be

al | oned as present ed.

OPINION_OF BOARD: At the outset in this case we are confronted by
a contention by carrier that the clai mmst be
di sm ssed because of procedural error alleged to have been conmtted
by t he Claiment.

The claimin this case was initially outlined in aletter
addressed to Mr. J. Duncan, Labor Rel ations Departnent. The facts of
record clearly indicate that M. J. Duncan was not O ainmant's supervisor.
Cleimant States that he presented his claimto M. Duncan because he had
previously discussed t he situation and, "Our di scussi ons made Mr. Duncan
the | ogical party to address these issues since he was famliar with the
aspects of the violations through these conversations." C ai mant
further argues that he had given his supervisor (M. Dewan) a copy of
the claimletter addressed to M. Duncan and that shoul d have placed
himin conpliance with the provisions of Rule 25 which requiresthe
presentation of alt clains or grievances "to the supervisor."'

I Che supplying of an informationel copy of the claimletter
to M. Dewan does not neet the Rul e requirement that the clai m"nust
be presented. in witing by or on behalf of the employe(s) involved to
the supervisor." It is Claimant's responsibility to be aware of the
claimsfiling requirenents contained i n the Rul es Agreenent.
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Accordingly we hold, without reaching any other issue involved
herein, that this claimis defective end therefore barred, inasnuch as it
was not presented to the authorized Carrier officer within the time
limts provided in Rule 25. See Third Division Award nos. 18371 and
20977.

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 and the Employes involved in this dispute
are respectively Carrier and Employes within the meaning of the Railway
Lzbor Act, as approved June 21, 1934,

That this Division of the Adjustment Beard has Jurisdiction
over the dispute involved herein; and

That the claimis barred.

A WARD

C aim di smssed.

NATIONAL RATLRCAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD

By Order of Third Division
ATTEST: _é
ecutl ve Secret.ary

Dated at Chicago, Iilineis, this 27th dayof April 1979.




