NAT| ONALRAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD
Award Number 23555
m™IRD DI VI SI ON Docket Number CL- 23783

Rodney E. Dennis, Referee
(Brotherhood of Railway, Airline and Steanship O erks,

( Frei ght Handlers, Express ad Stati on Employes
PARTIES TO DISPUTE: (

( The Washi ngt on Terminal Company

STATEMENT OF CLAIM (laim Of the SystemcCommittee of the Brotherhood
(GL-931T)t hat :

(@) The Carrier violated the Rules Agreement, effective July 1, 1972,
rarticnlarly Article 18, when |t assesseddiseipline of one (1) day's suspension
on T. >, Coates, Vacation Relief (l erk, Washington, D. C., on February 7, 1979.

(b) Claimant Coetes' record becleared of the charges brought against
her ami she be compensated for wage | oss sustained in accordance with the provi-
sions of Article 18(e),

OPINION OF BOARD: Claimant T. P. Contes was absent fromwork on January 10,
19, 20 and 24, 1979. On January 25, 1979, Carrier notified
Claimant that a hearingintothe matter of her absences would be held on
February 1, 197T9. The charges to be reviewed were violation of \ashington
Termina), Conpany General Rule O ("no enployee will be-absent from duty, have

a substitute performhis duties...").

At the conclusion of the hearing, Claimant was found guilty and ,
assessed a one-day suspension. That suspension was appealed and the grievance -
has been placed before this Board for resol uti on./

The Board has reviewed the transcript of the hearing and the record
of this case. It is our opinion that/Cainmant properly reported off sick and
that cexrier nade no objections to her being ebsent at the time ehe reported
off.  "he record does not reveal that Caimant was ian any way malingering or .. -
that she was not legimately 111 when She reported Of f. While the Board does -
not support absenteeismand we have taken the position that carrier ha6 aright
to expect that employes Will showup for work on a regul ar besis,/we cannot
support Carrier inthis i nstance. Claimant Was sick;she reportedoff 4ia the
proper menner, Carrier was not justified under these conditions in charging
Claimant with a viol ation of Rule o, finding her guilty end assessing her a
one-~da;r SUSpeNsi on.
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Carrier approved O ai mant's absence. No objections were reised
and the record does not contain any indication that Carrier inforned Caim
ant that she was in violation of any rule when she reported off. Carrier
has no bhasis that is revealed inthis record to discipline Claimant.

FINDINGS. The Third Division of the Adjustment Board, upon the whole

record and all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties waived oral hearing;

That the Carrier and t he Employes i nvol ved i n this dispute
ar e respectively Carrier and Bmployes Wi t hi n t he meani ng of the Railway

Labor Act, as approved June 21, 193k4;

That this Division of the Adjustment Board has jurisdi
the dispute involved herein; and

That the Agreement wawi ol at ed.
AWARD

Claim sustained.

ction over

NATTONA1 RAl LROAD ApJUus™ENT BOARD

By O der of Third Division

Attest: ActingExecutive Secretary
Nat i onal Railread Adjustment Board

Dat ed at Chieago, Illinois, this 10th day of March 198. &C‘ '
.
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