CANADI AN RAI LWAY OFFI CE ARBI TRATI ON
CASE NO. 106
Heard at Montreal, Tuesday, May 14th, 1968
Concer ni ng
CANADI AN PACI FI C RAI LWAY COMPANY (SD & PC DEPT.)
and
BROTHERHOOD OF RAI LROAD TRAI NVEN

EX PARTE

DI SPUTE:

Concerning the interpretation and application of Article 12 of the
current Collective Agreenent.

EMPLOYEES STATEMENT OF | SSUE

The Conpany take the position that it has the sole right of
Managenment to deci de the nunber of enployees to be assigned when
staffing cars.

The Brot herhood contends that under the provisions of Article 12 of
the Coll ective Agreenent, the staffing of cars nust be negoti ated
bet ween the Conpany's O ficers and the Enpl oyees' Representatives in
each district.

FOR THE EMPLOYEES:

(Sgd.) J. R BROWE
GENERAL CHAI RVAN

There appeared on behalf of the Conpany:

T. P. Janes - Manager, S.D., P.C. & NS. - C.P.R, Mntrea
J. W Mffatt - Gen. Supt., S.D., P.C &NS - CPR,
Mont r ea

And on behal f of the Brotherhood:
J. R Browne - General Chairman, B. R T., Mntrea
AWARD OF THE ARBI TRATOR
The conpl ai nt nade by the representative for the Brotherhood was
submtted in general terns, to the effect that "The Conpany do not
negotiate the crewing of cars in each district as provided for in

Article 12 of the Collective Agreenent.

Article 12 reads:



"Staffing of cars:

It is agreed that the staffing of cars will be governed by
traffic conditions and shall be the subject of negotiation
bet ween the Conpany's O ficers and the Enpl oyees
Representatives in each district."

A prelimnary objection was taken by the representative for the
Conpany that the Brotherhood had failed to present any specific
exanple of the alleged violation in this respect.

The representative for the Brotherhood adnitted he had no specific
information to present, other than his general statenent that this
Article was not being adhered to by the Conpany.

The Arbitrator found he would require having placed before him at

| east one instance of what was clainmed. This was necessary, not only
for his information but to permt the Conpany to reply to whatever
was al | eged.

For these reasons this claimwas di sm ssed.

J. A HANRAHAN
ARBI TRATOR



