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THPZI DIVISION Docket Number SC-23961

Paul C. 9rter, Referee

(Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen
PARTIES lODISPUTE: (

(Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Railway Company

smmm OF CLARK: "Claim of the General Committee of the Brotherhood of Rail-
road Signalmen on the El&n, Joliet and Eastern Railway Canpany:

On behalP of Mr. G. L. Winsl?tt, who was dismissed from service for
allegedly bein irlsubordinate  on Januery 16 and 17, 1979."

( (Xm-ier L'tlc : 14Jr-293 WI cnac: It:;-I,-ilo)

OPINION OF BOARD: !lhe recolrl shows twt the claimant entered Carrier's service
as a signal helper on January 25, 1974, and was advanced to

the position of Leading Signalman/Leading Maintainer on February 4, 1977. At
the time of the occurrence giving rise to the dispu?e herein, claimant was as-
signed to work as Leading Maintainer or Carrier's Ivanhoe District, from 3:30 P.M.
to 11:GC P.M., Monday through Friday.

On January 30, 19'79, claimant was notified by the Signal SupervisOr:

"Pursuantto  Rule 58 of the nurent ngreement between the Brother-
hood of ,Railrosd Signalmen ,mnd this Ccral~ny, I sm charging you as
follo?X:

'Insubordination in your failure to clean 3ncm Prom
pipeUne at Ivanhoe Interlocking as instructed by
Supervir;ory  Signal Maintainer R. L. Buttles on
Tuesday, January 16, 1979, and as directed to do
30 by SC-1 Supervisor  K. P. Elliott on Wednesday,
January 17, 1979.'

In accordance with Rule 58 of the current agreement between
the Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen and this Cuspany, an
investigation on the above charge will be held at 2:45 P.M.,
Thursday, February 8, 1979, in the Conference Room on the
Second Floor of the Annex B.rilding, Kirk Yard, Gary, Indiana.
Should you desire representatives and witnesses in your
behalf as set forth in our current agreement, please mnge
for same. "
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By agreement, the investigation was postponed and conducted on
February 15, 1979. A copy of the tsanscript of the investigation has been
nmde a partofthe record.

The instructions referred to in the letter of charge had to do with
snow removal from pipeline leading to the interlocking plant.

There was substantial evideilce adduced at the investigation to show
that claimant devoted very little, if any, i&m to mow remowrl from the pipe-
line. It was also develorzed that it is important to keep snow removed from
the pipeline to the extetrl; possible.

In the handling of the diqxte on the property it was also brought
ot!t that claimant's prior work record was not good.

Claiemnt's actions in the cese for which charged on .January 30, 1979,
coupled with his prior service record, justified the discipline that was imposed.

FJ3IUX-S: The Third Divis:'.on of the Adjustient Roar-d, upon the whole
record and all 'he evidence, Pirrls and holds:

That the partier; waived oral hearing;

Tnat the Carrie:? and the Employes involved in this dispute
are respectively Carrier !xnd F&ployes within the meaniu of the Railway
Lobor Act, as approved Jule 21, 1934;

That this Division of the Ad.ius+snent  Doanl has ,jurisdiction  over
the dispute involvecl. herein: and

That the Apyeem~znt was not violated.

Claim denied.

A W A R D

By Order of Third Division

AymT aMp&:
Executive Secret3ry

Dated at C%icer:o, Illinois, this 29th day of January 19:p.


