ARBITRATION SUMMARY AND AWARD LOG


OCB AWARD NUMBER:   Expedited 1321





OCB GRIEVANCE NUMBER:�
1)	27-25-961126-1167-02-11


2)	27-25-970430-1241-02-11


�
�
GRIEVANT NAME:�
1)	April Majors


2)	April Majors


�
�
UNION:�
District 1199, SEIU


�
�
DEPARTMENT:�
Department of Rehabilitation and Correction


�
�
ARBITRATOR:�
Mitchell B. Goldberg


�
�
MANAGEMENT ADVOCATE:�
1)	Camille Wilson


2)	Wendy F. Clark


�
�
2ND CHAIR:�



�
�
UNION ADVOCATE:�
Harry Proctor


�
�
ARBITRATION DATE:�
October 9, 1998


�
�
DECISION DATE:�
October 9, 1998


�
�
DECISION:�
1)	Denied


2)	Modified


�
�
CONTRACT SECTIONS:�
1)	8, 8.02


2)	8, 8.02


�
�
HOLDING:  


Case 1.  “The grievance is DENIED.  A two-day suspension is somewhat high for a first offense.  However, the practice of preparing psycho-tropic medications 24 hours in advance (especially in liquid form) and not adequately protecting and securing the other medications in the K-5 area were practices so far below standard for security in a penal institution that a suspension could be warranted under the circumstances presented in this case.”





Case 2.  “The grievance is sustained in part and denied in part.  The 5-day suspension for the 12-29-96 incident is modified and reduced to a written reprimand.  The main charge related to this was the rule 22 violation but this was later withdrawn by Management.  The remaining suspensions shall stand.  The Grievant is entitled to receive 5 days of back pay and benefits as the result of this award.





COST:	$737.95





�



SUBJECT:�
ARB SUMMARY #1321 Expedited


�
�
TO:�
ALL ADVOCATES�
�
FROM:�
MICHAEL P. DUCO


�
�
AGENCY:�
DRC�
�
UNION:�
District 1199, SEIU�
�
ARBITRATOR:�
Mitchell B. Goldberg�
�
STATE ADVOCATE:�
Camille Wilson


Wendy Clark�
�
UNION ADVOCATE:�
Harry Proctor


�
�
BNA CODES:�
Case 1:  118.01 - Discipline in General, 118.6497 - Threat to Security of an Institution, 118.6521 - Insubordination


Case 2:  118.01 - Discipline in General, 118.6521 - Insubordination, 118.6368 - AWOL�
�



Case 1.  “The grievance is DENIED.  A two-day suspension is somewhat high for a first offense.  However, the practice of preparing psycho-tropic medications 24 hours in advance (especially in liquid form) and not adequately protecting and securing the other medications in the K-5 area were practices so far below standard for security in a penal institution that a suspension could be warranted under the circumstances presented in this case.”





Case 2.  “The grievance is sustained in part and denied in part.  The 5-day suspension for the 12-29-96 incident is modified and reduced to a written reprimand.  The main charge related to this was the rule 22 violation but this was later withdrawn by Management.  The remaining suspensions shall stand.  The Grievant is entitled to receive 5 days of back pay and benefits as the result of this award.


