e tional extension, -

| - of this sort. It isan important matter,

e vbeen compulsory arbitration.

- itsmediation efforts.
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del Este, and the C(‘mgress respond d fthat request
- reasonable request. We did it without any kind of hi
- committee from either party. We heard :from the adm

:seemed a
gs in this
ninat-

tendance at the White House, but in sessions before this conr _mmtee no

’ testlmony was elicited from any source. -~ e L
The 20 days expired and then we were ur,q;ed to extend for 4 days ’

e What - was the objective of the 47 days? We have only been into it just S

‘a few days and we now have for the th1rd tlme a uest for an addl— G

Secretary WIRTZ The basic reason underlymg the suggestun for

. the 47 days is to. permit the Congress

e tlrne to conmder a measures o

- Mr. Moss. You feel, then, that in this mstance we should attempt f,‘
to develop this as fully as possﬂole for the record, in view of the fact

that we are, in effect, playing an important role in the mediation of

this dlSpute We should develop all of the economic factors J.nvolvedQ '
Secretary Wirrz. N o, siry I would not feel that. , e

- Mr. Moss. Why would you not feelthat? “ Lndaeide O
-Secretary Wirrz. I do not understand the process before, C

gress to be the process of mediation. I would agree completely

© firs part of your statement that thef(:lrcumstances, the elen ,in- o

~ volved in the legislative side of it are so 1mportant tha/c thereiishouldx;;
. beatull exploratmn of that. L L

I do not mean by my other snsWer to suggest any eb3ect10n at all

| ‘_to the undertakmg of any medlatory efforts on the part bf the Con~‘ |

gress. :
~ But in terms of your questlon as to the reason for the perlod I

" think it relates to the leglslatlve process rather than ~yt‘he medlatlon‘

process.
- Mr. Moss. In th1s proposed 1eglslat10n, lurkmg

he background' i

“at all times is the assurance that if settlement is not reached an award :
~ will be made. You have stated that great care has been taken to draft =
_the language of this proposal to avoid What is. now confessed to ha,veg o

- Yet as I read the second: step ‘the. Board has the authorl y~ to modlfy -
: 1ts recommendations to reflect faotors other than those armved at in

- AmTcorrect inmy mterpretatlon of that (EW
+Secretary Wirrz. Yes,sir. AR B
Mr. Moss. Then how does i

Secretary WirTz. In'that in thisbill; op sod reso tion, there S

is the specific instruction by the Conigress that the deliberations and

. determinations of: the Board are fo be based-on an identified proposi- -
‘tion referred to specifically, and with modifications limited to. those
t }ZVthh were: perm1ss1ble under four named crlterm There is that d1f~ ’
‘erernce. | b
Mr. DiNesnL. Would the gentleman yxeld.2
Mr. Moss. I will be happy to yield. ,
~Mr. DixeeLr. Mr. Secretary, isn’t i
1nto the hands of the Board author




