CANADI AN RAI LWAY OFFI CE OF ARBI TRATI ON
CASE NO. 1215
Heard at Montreal, Wednesday, March 7, 1984
Concer ni ng

CANADI AN PACI FIC LIM TED (CP RAIL)
(Atlantic Region)

and

BROTHERHOOD OF MAI NTENANCE OF WAY EMPLOYEES

Dl SPUTE:

On March 21, 1983, M. G A Del Rosso was assessed 10 denerits "pour
votre infraction de la regle generale S des Reglenents de |'entretien
de la voie, le 24 fevrier 1983 a Ball antyne".

JO NT STATEMENT OF | SSUE:

The Union contends that the discipline is not warranted and that they
be. renoved.

The Conpany declines the Union's request.

FOR THE BROTHERHOOD: FOR THE COMPANY:

(SGD.) H. J. TH ESSEN (SGD.) J. L. FORTIN

Syst em Federati on Acting Ceneral Manager
General Chai rman Operation and Mi nt enance

There appeared on behal f of the Conpany:

B. A Deners - Supervisor, Labour Relations, CPR, Montreal

J. H Blotsky - Asst. Supervisor, Labour Relations, CPR,
Mont r eal

R. Lebl anc - Roadmaster, CPR, Montreal

R. A, Col quhoun - Labour Relations Oficer, CPR Montreal

D. J. David - Labour Relations Oficer, CPR Montreal

And on behal f of the Brotherhood:

H. J. Thiessen - System Federati on General Chairman, BMAE,
O tawa

L. Di Massi npo - Federation General Chairnman, BMAE, Montreal

R. Gaudreau - Vice-President, BWE, Otawa

L. Val ence - General Chairman, BMAE, Sher brooke

AWARD OF THE ARBI TRATOR

General Rule "S" provides that "enployees must not, without
perm ssion, absent thenmselves fromduty during prescribed hours.

At 1520 hours on February 24, 1983, the grievor left his work station



to obtain his pay cheque at the main yard office. He did this before
the conpletion of his regular tour of duty at 1530 hours and wit hout
perm ssion of his supervisor. These facts are not disputed but are
adm tted.

The grievor thereby conmitted an infraction involving the violation
of General Rule "S". He therefore nerited the inposition of

di scipline for his misconduct. Because the grievor had previously
been warned by his supervisor, Roadmaster R Leblanc, to desist from
engaging in like infractions, no useful purpose will be served in ny
interfering with the ten demerit marks that were inposed.

For all the foregoing reasons the grievance is deni ed.

DAVI D H. KATES,
ARBI TRATOR



