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DPATE T OF CLAYM: Claim of Mr, E. Castro for 120 hours at pzo wata
mote of pay and 33 houws at punitiva rate of pay vhon compony taid
0fZ Mr. B, Castro frowm Jonuary 1 through January 19, 1973,

1 This Publie Low Beawd Mo. 1368 finds thai the partias
il are Carzler and Employee wlithin the meaning of tha Railuny
. a
3

Labor fet, as amsaded, and thait this Borrd bas jurisdliction.
i ohis digpute the Orpenldzastlon contends thab the Carvier violated
the Asrecment when thev suspended the claimant for twenty davs. et
Tiha Coxriewr chavged the claimant with abgenting himself fpca woirk -
rithout parmission and assesced tweniy days suzpension for this
nllieged vislation.
zzzlwﬁtﬁoq countends that on Friday, September 29, 1972 tho .
> vas feellnz 111 and mentioned Lh,u Fact to Lis foromon, 4
alment had bis wife call his general forveman and advice hin
claimant would be off work for an ludefinite pericd. of

zzuse of 1llnena.

testificd that the clal;n s wife said he would nead

o2 wz2ek, The claimant stotes that hza attespied teo ezll
two or three times bctvqe then and Deocembzr 4 vhen hia
duty., The Ca?z"c” wad not notifiecd that the claimont
ter the first week in Getobor.

«z &z odaltted that vhen am empicoyee is 111 thot he must POE;:, P
the Corrier chat he io unable o work becguse of illness., Toe N
2laimant £ailed to do this fyom Qctober 9 uvutil December &, Tha
Savelor 4id place into the investigation the reecovrd of c?aﬁgﬁ“*J“
sorvics with, the Cavrier, inecluding his reccrd of absenteeisonm.

it fa the o;l-_on of the Board LhaL the above Infermaticn gnould
w0t De pioced In the Lranssf?pt of wecord but 1ls only for Lh2 ech=
sL0sraticn of the officer who reaches the decision as to the

cmount of diseinline to be assended. There is no evidence thaz

vz officer hevoin did tske such watter into consiudevsiticon, ond it
‘g grpzavant on i:s face that the elalwant was gulliy,
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The diselpilue assessed is reasonable, snd the Board finds no
reason O0r counse Lo overrvule the deeislon of the Carvier ‘

i

L7APH: Claim denied. . i -
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