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Mr. Ball1ne Overby
A••l,ata,nt Iecretary T1:•••urer
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a Re J M. Barding
Richmond, CA 94802
8BN-SC-D 13880
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Dear Mr. OVerby.

on April 28, 1981, we m~t Qn tbe above-captioned case at the
four'tb step of the contractual g,rlevance procedure set forth
in the 1918 Bational Ag:r~.ent.'

The que,stlona raiaed in this gri,ev&nce involves whether the
warning letter of Oc'tober '1, 1980 w'as issued to, the grievant
for j;ust, C&l;Ise, and, was the grie,vance time,ly processed.

N_..~••ne ex
Assistant Se~retar 
National Associatio
Carriers, APL-CIO

Afte:r review of this .at.ter, we mutually agreed that no
Rational interpretive i.aue is fal,rly p'resented in the
particulars evidenced in this ca8~., l}isc'ipl1ne cases, such
a. this, are to be appeale,a from- Step 3 to, a.rbitration, as
stated in Article XV, Sectio,n 48(3), National A9reemen.t. It
.baud beno,ted that B·zecutive Order 539' of July 7, 1930J is
in, effe.c't.; bowe:ver, the provisions of· the order do not apply
to the circUll8taftee., cte8cribe.d ~n thls grievanc.e.

Ac::'cordingly, a. we further agreed, this case is h.ereby
rellalldecl .to the part.iea .at Step' 3 for further proceasing if
necessary. Pleaae sigft a copy of thi,s letter as your
acknowledg~t.of agreement to, remand, this case.
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Si,nce.rely, _
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Labor aelationa J)epartllent


