NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUGIMENT BOARD
Award Wumber 23525

THIRD DIVISION Dogket Mmber MW-23892

Paul Ces outer, Refaree

(Brothernood of Maintenanee of \\iy Employes
PARTIES 10 DISPUTE; §

Consolidated Rd. 1 corporation

STATMENT OF CLAIM: "C ai mof the System Committea Of the Brotherhood that:

(1) The dismissal of Timekeeper M. W, Hampton for allsged
'Falsification of daily time oaxrds' was without just and sufficient cause,
ar bi t ray,' veapricions and wholly disproportionate to such a charge (System
Docket 384).

(2) Timekeeper M, W, Hanpt on shall be reinstated with seniority
and all ot her yights unimpaired and be coupensated for all wage loss suffered,”

OPINION OF BOARD: The recoxd shows t hat claimant entered t he service of the
Carrier on April 12, 1972, as a traciman, At the time
of the ocourrence giving riseto the dispute herein, he heldtheposition of
timekeeper for ST 2k6 raising gang, Lake Seniority Distriet No. 1.

On October 9,1978, claimant was notified to attend a trisl om
Oetover 17, 1976, on t he charge:

"Palsifiostion of dal |y time cardas 9/5, 9/ G 9/7,
9/19, 9/26, 9/21, 1978."

The trial or investigation commenced a8 scheduled, W t h t he claimant
present and represented, bat was recessed until COctober 19, 1978. aeopy O
the trisl record has been made a part of the reeexd before the Board.

The Boar d has carefully reviewed the entire record i n t he ease.

While we ar e eonmvinced t hat elaimsat did not properly report his time, at t he
same time it is quite apparemt that a loose practice has been permitted, which
shoul d be straigatensd out by the Carrier.

While claimant deserved di SCi pl i ne, permanent disaissal was exceasive,

V& will awaxrd that he be restored t0 the service with seniority wmispaired, but
Wi thout any eompemsation for time lost while out Of service.

FINDINGS: The Third Divislon of the Adjustament Board, upon the whole
record amd all the evidence, finds and hol ds:

That the parties walved oral hearing;
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That the Carrier and the Employesi nvol ved in this dispute
are respactively Carrier ad Bwployss within t he meaning of t he Rsilway
labor ACt, asapproved June?l, 1934;

Toat t hi S Division of t he AMdjustment Board has jurisdiction owr
t he dispute involved herein; and

nmat permmnent dismissal was excessive,

A WA RD

Ciaimsustainedinaccordance with the Qpinion.

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTNENT BOAHD
By Order of Third Division

ATTEST: 14 M p%

Exscutive Secretary

Dated at Chicego, Illinois, this 26th day of February 1982.




