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Casc do. HGHE-IZ-W
SPECIAL BOARD OF ADJUBTMEINT X0, 605
PARTIES ) Hotel and Restaurant Emplovses and Barienders
TO ) International Union
DISPUTE ) _ and
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacifiic Railroad
Company
QUESTION
AT ISSUE: Whether or not in determining base periocd ecrninzs

undar Section 2 of Article IV, compensction ecracd
by waiters as Business Car Attendants is to bz in-
cliuded.

OPINION
OF BOARD: Clzimznts, protected employees, performad service as
attendants on private business cars assignoed o high
Cacvrier Officials. Positicms on these cers sre noct
covered by the Scope Rule of the Agreement between the partics. Com-
pensation earned while working on these cars is used in making up Claimznts'
monthly guarantee under the terms of the February 7 Agrecwmant, bul such
compensation is not used in determining that guarantes, L.e., sSuch con-
pensation is not included in the computation of base perio :
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The Organization contends that Claimants that
business car attendants was work in another crafi, and thai und
November 24 Iﬂterpret tions 1/ such work is te be included in ¢
base period compensation due under the Februazy
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Apreemznt,

There is nothing in the rccord to show that business ca
attendants were of a separate craft or of any craft at all., There is notaing
in the PFebruary 7 Agreement or the Interpretations thereof which would requir
thet service outside the craft is to be included in determining base period
compensation due under the Agreement.
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Question and Answer MNo. 9 of Section 1, Article I, and Quesition and Answer
No. 1 of Section 2 of Article IV,



This Zinding is coasisten
(HERE-3-) wherein ve held that Carrier coul
for work outside the craft.

¢ with Avard No. 183
d not deduckt oy crecif earnings

AVARD

Compensation eerned by waiters as busine
attendants is not to be included in determining base pericd ea

N

' -;? rf’ .
; l‘é/:}" }'f b
: Nicholds H./Zumas
Neutral Merber
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Dated: Washington, D. C.
January 7, 1970




