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(1) The suspeusiouofthme (3) days imposed upouMachiue  opemtor
VI. 3. Qemw for alleged 'failure to protect your asslgment,trithout proper
authority fsm August 14, 1978 to A-t 25, 1978, inclw1~0~  was without
juetaad eufYlclent cause and on the basis ofunpnwenanddiaprovun  charges
(Systa Fila TRRA 19'&36).

(2) Machine 0pmatmrWm.J. Clemens  shallbe oupensated  for all
wage low suffered."

OPInlOll OF BaARDr AheariPgwea coMuct&todetezmlnethe  facta aIld
mrpon.slbiUty  concerni2lg the Claimnt*~  asserted fail-

ure to protect his asaigmmt from AIlgust  14, 1978 to llngwt 25, 1978.

Subsequent to the inv-ertlgation,  the Ckmier found reqomibility
and assessed a 3 day ewpewion.

According to the Clniaant, a fellow amploye  mvo him a ride on
August 14, 1978, and vhen it became appnnt that the Claimant was ill, he
took tho Claim& to the bus stop ami agreed to adtiee the Foremn of the
Claimnt's  physical Inability.

l%e Claimant  stated that he visitedthe  doctor the next day, and
he then entered the hospital. Tho Claimant  rerrimed  In the hospital until
Auguat21,  lfl8,vhenhevas  released to res-workon Angust.22.

33ae Cmrler clains that it didnotrenlve anynotification  con-
coming Clalmmnt~swhereabollt.s  until it receiveda  telm call fromthe
C!.at.mnt~enife  onAugtst1.8,  ~~8,endthattho Claimntdiduotreturuto
duty on Au,guat  22; but rather, he reported on Aagart 25, ad at that time
haadvl8ed(hrriertlaathewouldraturnonAugu&  28.
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Even aers we to give the Claimant the benefit of all doubts
the fact rowins that he was obligated to take sam specific  action as
of August 22, ly& iii8 failure to do w ccupele w to flud that there
was a basis for the d.tscipliu3x-y  action, and certainly uuda- the circum-
stances, the quantum of the prmishment  cannot be caprsidered to be exces-
Sire.

FllUUlGS: The !Mrd Division of the Adjusbent Board, upon the vh0l.e
rewrd and all the etidence,  finds aud holds:

That the parties  waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier alla the Bnployw involved  la this dispute  are
respectively (brrler  ad aployes within the meaning of the Failnay tibor
Act, as appmd June 21, 19s;

Sat this Division of the AdJustPant Roard has &8risdiCtioa
over the dispute involved herein; aad

lbat the Agreewnt was not tiolalxd.

A W A R D

Clair denled.

IuTIolrAL RAJJAROAD  Al-ITS= ROARD
By order of Third mrision

Dated at cbicago, ~Uinois,  this 16th day of March 1931.


