- ment in order at

' the members.’
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~fitown Umvermty, and Mr. McConnell presulent of the Umversﬂ:y of’ a »,

& New Hampshire.

- I will also refer, Mr. Cha,lrman and oentlemen, to the reoord before s

*',that Board and the report and reconunendatlons of the Board.
I shall also discuss what transpired in connection with the Speclal
: Medla,tlon Panel composed. of Judge Fahy, Dr. John Dunlop, and Dr.
- George Taylor, which I believe will be of interest to this committee.

. Mr, Moss. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask why we have no pre-
. ;pared statement on a matter of this significance when the rules of the
;comm1ttee require that witnesses appearmg present a prepamed ‘state-

ar the members'of the committee have an opportunity.
 to follow it and to be’ better prepared for appropmate exammatlon
of the witnesses? (%
The CramryMaN. I'm
‘ who were to appear, if they were to have a statement in writing. -
~ Mr. Moss. Mr. Chairman, I would strongly urge that all ‘witnesses
~ be so instructed in the future of the rule of the co
~ House, on the matter of prepamng thelr etatemenbe i%or the. beneﬁt of

‘"I?ecedents of the oommlttee, we' :

“The CHAIRMAN.: Aocordmg to he'
prepared state-

s have always asked that where possible we do hav:

 ment. In this case, as I understand, the different, witnesses were noti<
o fied by telephone, not by letter, It is customary for the ceommﬁtee to

prepared statements of the witnesses. Howeve ntleman

By way of explanatmn and perhaps apology, I d

" Senate committee in the same manner that T intende: tify before o

g thls committee. I did not know that, T was supposed to ‘submit a written

. mittee.

Bobby Kennedy on the.satellite corporation. He took

j;a mlsunder-

- The hink
' commlttee Mr Wolfe, : >
g statements n 5 deys ahead. of tin

Mr. Moss If the chairman w1ll yleld, that 'pfecedent' is

~ of the committee. . SR e

‘The CHATRMAN. The gentleman w1ll pmceed e A ?

- Mr. Serixeer. Mr. Chairman, may I say in deference o:Mr Wolfe.f
'thwt the greatest witness before this committee th:

 he did not have a smgle note for a single statément, so I don’t think

~ the quality of the testlmony is determlned by whether or not you have

a written statement. ,
~ On the other hand, if thet he rule of . the oomm1ttee, of course,;
© that is the rule. But T do give that as a backgmund that a statement

mlght ask the clerk 1f he so notified: the Wltnesees‘ i

mmittees of the

i 8 ant. Had I that knowledge, T can assure you that it would have
" been @Wailar‘blﬁfthlﬁ mornmg I am, sorry 1f ’rhere has be

ver saw was
‘minutes and

does not necessarily determine whether or not you cover. all the issues. '

" Mr. Worre. I shall do that to the very: best of my ability.

_ This dispute arose. on May 17, 1966, by the serving of notices by the
~unionsupon the 1nd1v1dual railroads as requn'ed by the. Ra&lway Labor
~ Act, as amended in 1934. The law requires that the carrier Tecelving

such- a notice acknowledge reeelpt thereof within 10 days and set a.




