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BOFBOFWEMPIDYEES 

V. 

1. 'Ihe Carrier's diquslification an August 2, I.985 of 
Mr. G. P. Lewis as Kodak cm Tie Ckq 961was withxt 
justandsuffici&cause,arbikaryardanahseof 
Carrier's discmtim (SystanFileRE&I?+l7O/EZWB 85- 
12-30). 

2. Ihecarriershall. restoretheClW’S~ 

o.mkseniority&teofJuly X2,1985 totheDistrict 
l8rcr;ter,clearhi¶ perscnalremrdofthecharges 
1evel~againstbimandbeshallbe~tEifor 
all wagelms suffered, imludinqthe $410.67 for 
exprSes~traveltimeardwertime~for 
aiztedbqtbehearirgas -in-,-, 
fortheaxlveniexe0fthe Q?zrier. 

In July, 1985, the Claima& l&p. Grescay P. LSiiS, exercised his 
seniority rights and tmk a ccok:s psiticn cm Tie Garig No. 961. Sewed. 
IJeeksafter assmitqthatp3itim,#eGmierreceivedapetitian, 
signedbyamjorityofthenmbers of#ec&rq,inwhidltheyallplajned 
atxutMr.r.lFKis'~ard~ thatthecarriw ?zenwvem. Lewis 
fruutheamk'sp~6iticm. subsequenlly, theCarrierd$squdifiedMr. 

ramvdhimfmmthepxdim. 
~ci?-tiii 22, 1985. 

Anunjusttrea~bearin3was 
lxeisemalthemritsofthiscl&rLis 

whetberthe~izatimhas~~t~.LaJis'disqualificaticnfran 
thecock'spasiticn~~itrary,~ustoranatuseof~~ 
dlsuetial. 

Eeforead3m3sskqthemeritsofthis-,cerkho+herissues 
rai~&intheclaimmsttedecided. Firsk,thelccationoftkhear~ 
cm@iedwithRule 40 -C. It was mre l~practic&lee" to echdule the 
hearirqinalccatimotkrthanatthe lx?&phm?fMr. Lewh 
(follwirqhisreassigrment).Sead,themismendexeinthemaxd 
thatthe~~officerwasbiasedandFartialin~~ofthe 
heariq. Fiatkr,tbereaxd&rmstbatm.La&swasp~~idedafairard 
i.npral bearin3. mird,tbeollqanizatimardMr.Lmisbavenot 

'Ihisamclusim is sqprtd 
pmsentdbyperscplskhohthsigndthe 



petiticmanikstifiedatthehearirq. FinaUy,theletterofNovar&r 
l2,1985byUr.caUmetoMr. ImiscmpliadwititheprovisimofIhrle 

-A, intbatMr. -game- fo?thedeniillofal.lelemsltsof 

'ycubaves&7li~nowidence~tscever tl?danyofthe 
otherenplcryeeswerepaidanythingtt!anthatto~~thqrwere 
entitlei am. Eve?qmeinvolvedwascarperr- 
eatedinaccordanzwiti#enlle§,tilxlin3ycurself." 

levirq tc the central issue . . . thedi.qualifi~ticmofMr. I.mi.5 
-mmadebyMr.Lewisthatthe- actEdwitbalt 

eviw. To 
theamtmry,thereis-widenceintbe-thatthe 
Carrieract&inare3sanble~, baseduponm. .IiAs'actual 
pxf-asacmk. OverasufficientperiaIoft+, Kc. Lwisdid 
mt~tedequateabilitiestoozakortomainlxn 

~~abiliti~,toadequatelyperfarmthe~~edrrtiesofthe 
~iti~,arto~~whatinitiallymighthavebeendeficienciesupto 
anacaeptablelwelofpazrf-. ?hemembersoftheGangwerenot 
cbligatedtctolerate umcce@blefccdser.riceforalcplgerperiaiof 
tim. 

-tifinally,theantenti~tintMr.~wasdenied 
sufficient~arri~iestoImrfannhistMighasnst~ 
-ted. Thecnr.lusianthatnustbzdtamfrcmfranthe 
(eqedallythetestimxlyofmany~thatateMr.Lewis'fccd)is 
thathedidmtaakve?qwell. 'heQrrier~l~actedupcnthe 
requestoftheanployeestnrewve Mr. r.eds. 

claim Denied. 


