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‘I"%;_:og’r’lition of the authority of the ICC. But the practical answer 1s
es. - g 1 ~

- Mr. Dixerrr. The practical answer is “Yes,” Lo e

ow, with regard to this matter, Mr. Secretary; it is also a fact, is it

- hot, that the railroads would have no 1ncome, were there to be a strike,

during this period ? Am I correct? : e i
- Secretary Wirrz, During the period of the strike they would have
- o income ? ERE R ; s G
Mr. DrineeLs. That is correct. , L
Secretary Wirrz. Certainly not from the ‘operation of the railroads.

. Mr. DingeLL, Were there to be a strike, the employees would have
the option of entering other industries and continuing their employ-
‘ment; am I correct, Mr, Secretary? : ‘ s
~ Secretary Wirrz. That a striking employee would have the option
to take another job? T e - T
Mr. Drneerr. That is correct.

Secretary Wirrz. That is correct. SR L
Mr. DingELL. Tt is also demonstrable, I believe, Mr., Secretary, that -

the railroads Support compulsory arbitration; is it not ?

who can better answer that than I can. , Co s
Mr. DineeLr. But it is a matter of common knowledge‘ that this
factisso,isitnot? Ce L A R il
- Secretary Wirrz. I defer. S LR
- Isit expected that there will be representatives of the railroads?
- The Cuarmman. There will be. e S
. Secretary Wirrz, T would not care to testify about their feeling on

- that point,

. Mr. DiverLL. Has the administration discussed House J oint*R‘esolu-; el

~ tion 559 with the railroad industry ¢ e e

ecretary Wirrz. T am trying to think. It is always dangerous to
state a negative, I think the answer is g flat and unqualified negative,
sofarasTknow. = = S Sy T et
- Mr. DinerrL. Would I be able to assume that the industry does sup-
port House Joint Resolution 559¢ PR R R
- Secretary Wirrz. T don’t know what their position will be. The indi-
cation, as I have seen it in the newspapers, is that they will not oppose
Mr. DineeLL. Which would mean that we would be passing legisla-
tion violently opposed by one side and supported by the other, assum-
ing that statement ig correct? g ‘ RO
I not trying to coerce you on this subject.

t :
y tha ave with the logic. The fact that somebody*maysupport
Something that may be good and somebody else may support some-
thing that may be bad doesn’t make it an inequitab‘l‘e‘rule”wii:thOut" ;
going to the qualitative judgment. it '

Mr. DingerLr. Mr. Secretary, I know my time is most limited but I
have one more question to ask at thig time, and then I would ask the

hair to grant a further 5 minutes, o ‘ o :
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