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Carrier, acting arbik-aaily and unjustly, violated Rule 19 and other 
related rules of the Agreemeut when, on Match X,1987 it remoml 
from service CIaimant Richard Gainen and, when on May X$1988 
it dismissed Claimant from stice. 

Canier shall now be re@red to x&state Claimant to suvicc with 
~~rdorlty rights unimpamd and m compensate him m amount equal 
to what he could have eamed, including but not Ii&cd to daily 
wages, overtime and holiday pay, bad he not been held fmn service 
and dismissed. Carrier shall also be required to clear Ckdmant’r 
record of any refemlcc to this matter. 

caniersh.sllal6obe uiredtorkmbImeClaimantforaIlyamollflts 
paidbybimformxhc ,sqicalordentaIexpemesfor&mseXand ?!I 
his depemkm to the extent that such payments would be payable 
under the current insursnce carriers covaillg similar cmploycc.s in 
the& carriershallalsorcim~ccIaimant~allprcmiLlm 

L 
ayments he may have had to make in the purchase of substitute 

th, dCllti%l aad life in6ltmnCC dl hi6 ngUkCoverage is rCStC#d 
by Carrier, 

As a result of charges w March 25,1987,.invest&a$~ eventually held on May 

17,1988 and by letter dated May 26.1988. Claiman& a Chef, was diqis~~&m.&qice~~ 

for viol&g the tenm qf @&e G~~aiver. I_ 

OnJmuary 12,1987Clnimnnts~daRuleGWaivet~thatom~. 

Additio&y,IfmhmundeMandthataftersucCcEcfullycompleting 
the initial tmfment plan recoxmmded bythcEAPCoUUs&X,Iwill 
be dismissed from service unless I comply with the following 
stipuladons: 

* * * 

3. Pass a complete medical examimticn upon 
completion of the initial -tprog*un. 
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4. For cases invoking the use of drugs or 
tihol,submktoandpassatestbyurincor 
breath Sam@? nspectfully, each calendar 
quzlrter for a pesiod of two years. 

On March X2.1987 Claimant was instructed to submit to a drug test. Claimant 

testi pitive for the presence of cocaiue and benzodkepke and the instant charges 

followed. 

Subsrantial evidence supports the Carrids action iu this matter. The Rule G 
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Or@zacion arc typo@!aphical dam erron and do not wan-ant setting aside the Ckicr’s 

action. 5 


