
PARTIES 'i(3 THE DISPUTE: 

PUEILIC LAW mm NJ. 2x16 

~bim m. t3 

ChSE m. 21 

"Clatn of the System Cannittes of the Srotherhood that* 

"(1) The dismissal of Section hreman F. A. Carignan, lctobar I:, 
1977 ww witbut jast and sufficient c.uee and nbolly dispro- 
portionate to the alleged offense. (System File T-'+129C) 

M(Z) Section Fmeman E. A. Carignan be reinstated ritb all seniority 
and other rights uninpaired und be ooapemated for all time lost." 

OPINION OF WARD: 

Claimant Earl A. Cc@an formerly uw wployed by Carrier w a Set- 

tion Foram.9.n. Fbllowlng due notice and invwtigation he ~a8 found guilty of 

being absent fram duty without authorization and of falsificetion of bin time 

record on Septwber 13, 1977. On the bwis of those findings and review of his 

prior personnel record QaImant ww dianissad from earvice effective October 12, 

3977. 

The record wtabliehw throqb unrefuted testimony and Claimnt's 

adnlssions that he abeented binself for four hours vithout permission on the 

dtermon of Sapteaber 13, 1977, and falsely claimed t&se hours on his tire 

ml1 w time worked. He was found out only because the P.o.&aaster' tried to oon- 

tact him that day end uw unable to find him. Claimant's only defense -xa8 that 

he made B mistake and would not do it again. We cannot find that Carrier erred 



r. . . 

in reject&k: tint defense mid d&x-mining that the time was claimed falsely and 

improperiy. See P. L. Bard No. 2071, Award Ho. 5. - 

'Ibe seriousness of Clalmant*s aisconduct and his previous work record 

ware axplored fully in conferences on the pMp%rty. Despite intensive efforts 

by tie Organimtion, the i;e.rriar bar refused to reinstate Q&ant even on a 

leniency basis. We find nothing in this record tc cause UB to eubstitute our 

judgnent for that of Carrier. 

p?)m::s * 

Public Law Bard No. 2206, upon the whole record and ell of the evl- 

dence, finds and holds as followsr 

i. That the Carrier and Eolployee involved in this dispute are, ree- 

pwtiv&iy, Carrier and EZPployes within the rear&q of the R&k+y L&or Act3 

2. that the Board has jurisdiction over the dispute Involved herein; 

and 

3. that the Agreamnt ~a" not violated. 

AWARD 

Qaim daoied. 


