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International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers
Local 1.245
450 Harrison Street
San Francisco 5, CaJ..if'orn1a

Attention: Hr. W. A. Smith
Acting Business Manager

Conf'irm1ngour discussions, the Companyproposes to adjust the
vage rates of Division Operators to compensate for the increase in their
responsibilities and to bring them into balance with other closelT com-
parable classifications. Accordingly we propose to establish the follow-
ing noted -wagerate for Division Operators in East Bay and San Francisco
Divisions, eftective December1, 1951:: .,.

Present Range
Rate (Per Week)

Proposed Progressive
Rate (Per Week)

$92.30 v
95.20
98.10 ~

Start
End 6 mos.
End 1 yr.

It is our opinion that the proposed adjustment is permissible
under Section 6 of General WageReguJ.ation No.5 of the WageStab111zation
Board, and therefore does not require prior approval of said Board.

It you are in accord with the foregoing and agree thereto, \Iill.
you please so indicate on the duplicate original hereof and return it to me?

Yours very- traly,
PA TRIC CClofPANY

Weare in accord with the foregoing and agree thereto this J13 day
of November, 1951.

Dn'ERNATIOllALBRarHERHOODOFELECTRICAL
1/0IlXERS, L:Z NO. L245

BT,d£O~
Acting Business Manager
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December 30, 1952
Hr. :lonald T. ::eak1ey, Business t1anager
Local 1245, I.3.:.~:.- A.F.L.
1919 Grove Street
Oakland 12, California

At your request ,;e l:ave revie\.J'edt:::eduties and responsibilities
of the Division Operators in Stockton Division to determine 1tlhetheror not
some adjustment nay be justified in their rate of pay over the rate which
was estab1is~ed in October of 1950, the t~e the classification was placed
in effect.

In maldng our review it was necessary to compare the jobs of the
Stockton Division Operators w~th the jobs of the Division Operators in
San Francisco and East Bay Divisions ~lilichhave long been established. The
job contents to some degree might be considered comparable, but we are of
the opinion that the respor~ibi1ities differ considerably. To point out
some differences, He state that there are r::anyDore substations in San
Francisco and :L::astDay than there are in Stockton, there is a great deal more
underg:-ound in these t\.roDivisions, en:! they have also become involved to
some extent in generation which is not a fact in Stockton Division.

•
~e must agree though that the job 2as gradually developed over

what it lias at the t:L-n.eit 'tlasoriginall~" established and in recognition
of this we propose that another step be added to the present progression
with the top to be reached at the end of one year.

Present nate: Proposed aate:
start ·t88.S3 Del' \-leek Start 1ii88.83 per week
End 6 mo. 91.52 " " End 6 mo. 91.57' " It

End 1 yr. 94.45 II "
Please advise us as to whether or not this proposal

able, and if it is \.re will prepare a letter of agreement.
Yours vert truly,
rl/r-=s- .

a.~IL3m;~
Dire ctor of Indus trial Relations. •

~ 1852 - (!}wz, e~ 'lfBQll, - 1952 ~
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November21, 1951

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers
Local 1245
450 Harrison Street
San Francisco 5, California

Attention: Mr. W. A. Sm!th
Acting Business Manager

Confirming our discussions the Companyproposes to adjust the
salary' rates of System Dispatchers and Assistant System Dispatchers to
compensate for the increase in their responsibilities and to bring them
into balance with other closely comparable classifications. Accordingly
it is proposed to establish the following noted salary' rates for such
classifications, eff'ective December1, 1951:

System Dispatcher $449 (single rate)

Asst. System,Dispatcher $377 to $431 (range) Start
End 1 yr.
End 2 yrs.

$420 per month
445" "
470 It II

It is our opinion that the proposed adjusment is premissible
under Section 6 of' General WageRegulation No.5 of the WageStabilization
Board, and therefore does not require prior approval of said Board. '

If' you are in accord with the foregoing and agree thereto, will
you please so indicate on the duplicate original hereof and return it to me?

Yours very truly,
P

Weare in accord with the foregoing and agree thereto this !l§.. day'
of November,1951.

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL
WORKERS,LO~ UNyN ~. )245
B7,H'~

Acting Busines,s,.Manager.




