CANADI AN RAI LWAY OFFI CE OF ARBI TRATI ON
CASE NO. 858
Heard at Montreal, Wednesday, Septenber 9, 1981
Concer ni ng
CANADI AN PACI FI C EXPRESS LI M TED
and

BROTHERHOOD OF RAI LWAY, Al RLI NE AND STEAMSHI P CLERKS
FREI GHT HANDLERS, EXPRESS AND STATI ON EMPLOYEES
EX PARTE

Dl SPUTE:

This concerns delay tine pay clained in the name of a mleage rated
vehicl eman for time spent outside of and in addition to his regularly
schedul ed bul |l eti ned and awarded assi gnnent as established in Article
7.2.11 of the Wbrking Agreenent.

EMPLOYEES' STATEMENT OF | SSUE

M| eage rated driver, F.W Bell, who works the Regi na-Virden

Mani t oba route was del ayed outside of and in addition to his

regul arly schedul ed hours of service at Virden, Manitoba, Novenber 7,
10 and 13, 1980, and he booked this additional tinme at the delay tine
rate.

The Brotherhood contends that all such delay tine was at the instance
of the Conpany and beyond the control of the Vehicleman, that F.W
Bell reported for work as spelled out on his bulletin, that he
departed as required by his bulletin and while enroute on his
schedul ed assi gnnent he was del ayed at the instance of the Conpany
outside of and in addition to his schedul ed position

The Brot herhood demands del ay pay as provided in Article 33.3 for al
ti me booked at Virden, Manitoba, by F.W Bell

The Conpany suggests that such additional tinme is wait time as in
Article 33.5 and for this reason has declined the Brotherhood' s
request.

FOR THE EMPLOYEES:

(SGD.) J.J. BOYCE
GENERAL CHAI RVAN

There appeared on behal f of the Conpany:

DR Smth -- Director Industrial Relations



B. D.

R A

Admi ni stration & Personnel
CP Express, Montreal

Nei | | -- Manager Labour Rel ations, CP Express,
Mont r eal

Col quhoun -- Labour Relations Oficer, CP Rail
Mont r eal

And on behal f of the Brotherhood:

J.J. Boyce -- General Chairman, BRAC, Toronto

J. Crabb -- Vice-General Chairman, BRAC, Toronto

G. Moore -- Vice-General Chairman, BRAC, Mbose Jaw,
Sask.

This case is
made sinm | ar
case applies
grievance is

AWARD OF THE ARBI TRATOR

identical in principle to Case No. 857, and the parties
representations in respect of it. What was said in that
equally here, and for the reasons there set out, the

di smi ssed.

J.F.W Weat heri l
Arbitrator



