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SUBJECT: Disputes Committee #bOS 

Awards ftl55 through 163 

(Clerks Casts) 

WC rcservc the right and will write a dissent to Award #163 which deals 
with the classification fund. Copy of that dissent will be mailed you as SOOT 

as it is prcparcrl. 

Five Cooperating Railway Labor Organizations 

cc: L. P. Schoene 
Frank T. Lynch 
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(2) If the snmer to Question ~3. 1 is ncgztive, ti:??t 
dsta should be substituted to pi-wide ark: eppropzzlzte 
ms-asure qf voluae of business. 

OPINION 
OF BOARD: The instznt dispute is subsittcd by 

failwe of the pxties to nego,t<atc 
dicated oil Article I, Section 3, of 
National A~icement and Question and 

November 24, 1965 Interpretations. 

The Carrier is a Te~rmFiwA Cornpazy engc:gcd in providing 
ternin; facilities for the B & 0 and Dew Central. D-spite the exchange 
of proposals by the Carrier and the Organization, thus fzr, the pzrties have 
been umble to resolve their diffcrenccs. Each has sub!nitted what it 
considers to be an " approprlatc masure of volme of business r!hich is 
equivalent to the measure provided for ir, Article I, Section 3," as directed 
by the Interpretations. Nonetheless, the fact remains that a local agwement 
is still non-existent. 

-Despite the request by the Carrier that we substitute cm 
judgment for the parties, we believe it more pi-cferable to set forth sorxe 
guidelines for the parties, rather thzn state our criteria. 

We recognize that similar problex have existed and still 
exist at other Teninals. Further, we are also aware that ~~T;~~Tou.s lo,--1 
agreeinents have been negotiated by different Terminal Compznics and the 
various Organizations. Under these conditions, we are firmly coxnittcd to 
the principal that an Agreement negotiated by the parties and bzsed upon 
knowledge of local conditions, centered into in good faith end through face- 
to-face discussions, is the ultimate objective. 

In this vein, WC are prepared to set forth certain guidelines. 
However) we would emphasize and reiterate to the parties, that our v;erz are 
presented solely 2s guidelines for their negqtictions. The f-ctors which we 
arc suggesting are those which in one nanwr or another hs.w zctl?.zlly been 
advanced by the parties themselves. 



Award: -- 

T'nc Questions at Issue are rftui-md to the parties ftir 
negotiation of a local agreemnt in accoi-dance with the Opinion. 

Dated: Weshington, D. C. 
Kovember 17, 1969 


