NATIONAL RAITLRCAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
,. Award Nunber 23304
THIRD DI VI SI ON Docket Number CL-23239

Rodney E. Dernis, Referee
(Brotherhood of Railway, Airline and Steamship O erks,

( Frei ght Handlers, Express and Stati on Employes
PARTI ES 0 DI SPUTE:

| Chicago Short Lizne Railway Conpany

STATEMENT OF CLAIM O ai mof the Syst emcCommittee of the Brotherhood
(GL=8919) t hat :

1. Carrier violated t he effective Clerks' Agreenent when, folow=
ing an investigation on Cctober 31, 1973, it suspended Cerk Alen ¢, Bone
from service for a period of thirty (30) days, coumenecing on Novenber 7,
1978, and continuing up to and including Decenber 6, 1978;

2. carrier shall now conpensate M. Bone for all time |ost as
a result of this suspension fromservice and shall clear his record of the
bar ge placed against him.

CPINLON OF BOARD: (lainant Bone is a yard elerk | n Carrier’s enploy. On
Cctober 2, 1918, claimant did not report for work.

Carrier notified him t hat an investigation into t he ineident Of hi s absence
woul d be held on Cctober 31, 1978. At the conclusion of that hearing, claim-
ant was found guilty of failing tO protect hi S assignment om Cctober 2. Ye
was assessed a 30-day suspension. Areview of the record of that investi-
gation reveal s that claimant received a full and fair heari ngb and that he
was granted al | substantive and procedural rights guaranteed by agreenent.

Claimant called his supervisor en Sunday evening, Cctober 1, 1978,
totell him that he wanted to mark of f until further notice, account he was
upset. The supervisor denied claimant perm ssion to be off for such a
reason. During the conversation, clainmant changed his reason for wanting
to be off from veing upset to being sick. The supervisor still did not
grant claimant permission, He did, however, indicate that if clainant
wanted to be off, he would have to get permssion from soneone in a higher
position than the supervisor. Be, the supervisor, would not grant such
per m ssi on.

Caimant cal | ed caxrrierts Vice President and requested that he
be granted permssion to be off on Mnday, Cctober 2, account he was upset.
After what appears fromthe record to be a rather lengthy conversation, the
Vice President tol d elaimant he woul d not underm ne hi S supervisor's aut hor -
ity and ?rant claimant pernmission to be off. He suggested that he get a good
night'sslieep. If he still did not feelwell in the morning, he should call
in and report off sick. Claiment 4id wot call in and report of f.
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VW have careful |y reviewed the record and nust concl ude that
Carrier did not violate the agreenent by assessing a 30=day suspension
inthe instant case. Caimant, by his own testinmony, stated that he did
not call in on the moraing of Cctober 2 to report off. Carrier's Vice
Presi dent gave claiman% a perfect "out" by suggesting that if he did not
feel well 1n the morning, he could call in and report off sick. C aimnt
neglected to do so at his own peril.

This ®oad Need not cite previous decisions on this point to
support its position. It is well understood in the railroad industry
that failure to report off and failure to protect one's assigmment are
grounds for discipline. Caimant is a local union official who, among
all employes, shoul d know and followthe rules. Be failed to do so in
this case and Carrier had the right to diseipline him The record al so
rﬁveals that clai mant has run afoul of tine and attendanee Standards in
the past.

Carrier took inte account clainant 's past record in deciding
on the level of discipline to be adm nistered. This Board sees no basis
on which it can £ind Carrier in Violation of the agreement or the accepted
principals of progressive discipline.

FINDINGS: The Third Diviaion of the Adjustnent Beard, upon the whol e
record and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That t he Carrier and t he Employes i nvolved in this dispute are
respectively Carrier and Employes Wi thin the meaning of the Railway Labor
Act, as approved June 21, 193h;

That this Division of the Adjustnent Board has jurisdictiorn over
the dispute involved herein; and '

That Carrier did not violate t heagreenent. |
AWARD SRR A

Caim denied. e

Ixecutive Secretary

Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 29th day of My 1981.

NATTONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
By Order of Third Division




