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(L) The ten (12} cay zazveneisn ag~enned Trsekrzen L. 2,
Digmond for mllegedly belng sbrent on Fay 22, 1774
uns without Just and_safflelent cnusge =nd unuerrantad.
{Crzanlz.tloa Plle LP-4599; Camrier Flle 81-°LkaR27 D),

{2} Clsimant R. .; Dismond shall he nllowed the ranedy
oreseribed in Rule 15(&)."

e o]

PINSINGSe

Thls Board, upon She wholae reccord nnd all the evidence,
£inds and holds th-t the emplovaes and the Carrier inv-ived, are -
reavectively employaes and Carrier within the neaning of the hall-
Way nacor Act ag amended, and that the Bozrd has jJurisdiation
over the dispute hereln. '

Cialment, with about nine ycears of service, w2s 2mrloyed
by the Carrier as a trackman and wae working as sueh oo the weelke
end gang in Council Bluaff, Iows, under Forsman Buhen Martinez.
Twe reeord snowe that on May 20, 1924, claiment did not report
for work, asr did he receive proner authority to sbseat hisself.
On May 235, 1338, claimant was ins-ructied to sopear for a hesr-
ing zschediled for 11:70 £.K., ¥ay 20, 1684, cn the chesrre:

™our respensibllity in connectlon with stseanting
yourself frso vour nork aeslgnuent rithout autherity
on Sunday, May 20, 1384,"

The hearing was paostposned sn2 c-ornduastad za June 8, 1984,
A copy of ths trzrnscerirt of the hearing hae teen mais e part of
the record., <Slainant was present threoevghout the hasring, was
represeniaed, ané presented 2 wltness in hig behelf, Foremen
Martinez.

In the hearing cisimant =2tnted that he was absent on
Moy 20, 1984; that he d14 not contact the R-adauster or trs.
Acslstant Roasdmas=ter; that he stteepted to czll ia, veginning
about €:45 AM. sndeontinuing uantlil sbout 7:30 4.4, to con-
tact someocnes in the Roedmpgter's office; that he finglly got
throush anicontzoted Foreman Martinez zhout R:00 A.H., or
23053 thet he intended to report late due to omr trouble -
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a flat tire on his truck and the spare was at a service statioen.
He stated that in his conversstion with Kertinez he was informed
thet the Assigtant R-admezter Ywas golng to write me up,” and
that he thea infcrmed Hartinez thnsf "I wesn't feelinz too well

I just 2ight as wmell stpy 2t home, Martisez t=stifled thst
claimant had talked to him about 82:00 A.¥; that he told the
clalaant ::nt the Assistant had besn there and "“they were prsunbly
golnz to write Rkiz urvi” thad the Aszigtant doadwmaster was ot

at *h a0l houue ot the tipa That he “alied o claipsnt, =nd
thzt hilsg rosmongs o clalaant ebont being writsen up was his own
“ovlninn, and thot ne dfd not adriss Lho dsgsistant Boadnaiter
sbout lsg convansation wish claimant,

The Ag-tstant Boadmaster lndicated there were geveral
locations whers he cosuld hnve been on the moraiang of Hay 20,
1924, Hetestifled:

" aeeofor vyrekend duty I just zhow up at the Fremont -
tooI house, the DBlair Roadmaster's offize, or Cruncil
Bluffs,: as I 41d that weskand,." :

If the Roadmaster or the Assistant Roadmaster were
the only onas with avthorlty to permitf sn eczclsye to be late o
"absent, it would aprear only rpr-ver tha: such peraons weuld
have fized locantlons to recelive calls. Aa stated in National
Bailroad Adjustment, Third Division Awerd Ho. 230333

*While the rule elearly requires an employe to obtain
authority prdr to beling absent, it alsc cbligzatems his
suparvisor to be avallable to resceive such reguests.”

We agree with the gtatezment of tine Organizatior in the
avpeal ocn the pronerty:

"Tha tranacript shows thnat the Carrler =xnects theilr
employes to 6all all over the property in order to be
evoused f{rom duty. 7Thig expectistion is totslly un-
realiigtic and uareascnable.”

Alze, in the hearing the Asristent Roadmaster stated:
*Jell, car problems are not valid reascns to miss work.”

Such vositicn has also been rejected. Ia Third Divfsion‘AWard
Ho. 20198 it was held: -

®ee.In the gdsence oF g clesr showilng of alternate
transportation %o work, 1t could not reasonably be
said that car trouble iz not good cause for a one-day



SBA-924 - Award No. 57
Pocket No. 66
. cage .
"abgence from work. The rele of the sutom-bile in fmericen
~ wuork 1ife is too well Rnova to resulre dlecussicn.

Sae dlz0 Third Diviesion Avnrd Mo, 28574 and Averé No. 181 of
Publie Law Board HNo. 1582. :

I7 the disputs hereln invelved cnly the matier of cleimpont
being late for 2 reaconestletlime due to ear trouble, we w~uld have
an entirely diffesrent esitusntion, andé proznibly a dlfferent recsult,
but eclaiment, of higs own veliticn, remeined off from work the
sntire day after Foreman Martinez manticncd 0 him the oessidbility
cf his beins written up. Hiz response thzt I wasn't feeling
too well I misht just as well s:iay ab home,” was, no dorbi gimoly
a kneee-jerk reacticn to what ths fereapn had told him. The clairment
haeg shown npo Justificatlion for beinzs absent the entire dey. He
uas sublect te discipliine for his =zction in this resnect, The ten-
day suspension wWas not arbiftrary, capricicus or in btad Taith. The
clain will be denied, .
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Claim denied.
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