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country. - ‘ : e . - 5
Mr. Rocers. Do You feel that this ig temporary legislation ¢
Secretary Wirtz, Yes, sir. L RN T
Mr. Roaers. Is there any reason you see why the Congress should
not, in its consideration of this mafter, go ahead on its own volition
to pmglsider bermanent legislation to meet these national problems that
arige ? : » ok ' :
Secretary Wirrz, Your question is, if I see any reason why it should
hot consider that ¢ - ' BNl B
Mr. Rogess, Yes. . T O
Secretary Wirrz. T seo Do reason why it should not consider it. You
will note from what T have said, Iny present testimony, if called upon, -
would be in opposition to that. Byt the situation ig certainly such that
that is a proper subject of consideration. LR T i
Mr. Rocers. Could we expect cooperation from the administration
with the committee in considering these matters of a permanent
solution ? - , R
Secretary Wigrz, Complete cooperation. But I don’t want to dimin-
ish the course that I feel in my own mind on the subject. I am at the
bresent point strongly opposed to that. But you would get the fullest
cooperation in connection with its consideration, , e S
Mr. Rocrrs. What T am thinking is this: I understand that the ad-
ministration has come to no position on this so far as a solution. Sup-
pose this committee could arrive at g conclus_ion.This’does not mean
thaﬂ;1 g%u would necessarily Oppose it until you see what the proposals
would be. , 2 Gk
Secretary Wirrz. That is correct, and a proper criticism of the state-
ment I just made. T went too far. I shouldn’t say I would oppose any-
thing along that line, or everything along that line. ‘ e
r. RocErs. Would there be any reason why this legislation should
not be permanent and apply to all situations affecting the national
interest ? ST ~ o
Secretary Wirrz. That was really the question I was answering. I
would like to clarify my answer of before. I do not mean to ’sugfest
that I would automatically be opposed to any proposal for dealing
with this matter over the longer run. I would not take that position.

I think it to .befin;Au‘stralkkia,’ and as it was ‘during:the war in thls ~

I was replying in terms of this barticular proposal. I would not be =~

prepared at this point—putting it the other way, I would at this point -
Oppose the establishment of a general law cast in these terms, because
I think that here you have a special situation, and this legislation is
designed to meet the facts in this particular case, and, therefOrezl would
not be applicable as a general law because it is so closely tied in with
the bargaining, the mediation, in thig case. , , -

r. Rogers. Thank you. "

r. FRIEDEL. Mr. Cunningham. : i S

r. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Secretary, this question I am about to pro-
pose to you is not about anything I have made up my mind on, I am
seeking information only. , S

What if this committee would table this legislation and take no

action and then a strike does result? Is there any legislation that em-
powersthe President to do anything at that point?




