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: "‘; ]serive if the carriers acoepted the recommendatlons

i agreement within the framework of those recommendaftlo‘

i by discussion of the Emergenc Board o

. , ~_progress in solving their dilemma.

. sentmg those employees, and the reﬂroad 1ndustry Would best be |

We did so aceept and we publicly stated that we Would neor

. The unions rejected the report, Their spokesman, the vice re&dent_,
“of the: International Association of Machinists, stated publicly that -

~the recommendations were wholly inadequate and absolute :
istic. This same spokesman also had certain rether’ 't (
~ say about the members of the Emergency Board. o
" On March 28, 29, and 30, 1967, the time of the parties was censumed; !

mend ions. o

. On March 81, 1967, the National Mediation B.
- the dispute :efter the parties, unfortunate]y,

ril 6, 1967, Secretary of Labor Wl tz and Under Secretary
Re noldp began separete talks with the parties. Aasuggestlon wasmade
that the deadline for a strike be deferred We understood thet s
request came directly from our President. i

“he carriers accepted the request that there be a deferment soasto

o ,glve the parties a greater opportunity to try to solve their own d1fﬁ~

culties without further assistance from: anyone and w1thout eeusmg i

e uncertemtles and apprehensmn In our country..

‘On April 10, 1967, President Johnson sent a message to Concrrees "

k 'E“’"th]esklng for a 20- day extension of the period of statutory restraint

- during which neither of the pertlee ceuld legelly esort to helf help i
- Weagreed to that, The unions did not,
- The House-committee, as we understand it, a,lmost 1mmed1etely ep—

i proved this resolution. We appeared before the Senate committee and
- at that time the Senate committee again made an effort to secure a

ment of the restraint perlod

- voluntary acceptance of the request of the”Pr dent for a 20-day defer- .

‘At that hearing, the chairman of the Sene e rnmlttee madea per-

. 'sonal request upon the parties to agree among themselves to the sug-
. gested deferment, and the two spokesmen for the unions said that

b granted. .

‘ ‘ be 1nn1ng
:vote of 81 to 1. The House passed 1{" : 96 "

' help the partles medlate their dlﬂ’erenoes, and it was also P

F ‘they would recommend to their assoolates that- the deferment be

Later it Wes reported to the Sen.ate that the request oiv ’the Pre81~ .
~dent had been refused, and it was stated to the press that the rejec-

“ion was unanimous. That seems somewhat surprising in view of the

~ fact that two members of the committee had stated to the Senate com-
mittee that they Would eiﬁrmatlvely recommend that the deferment r
~ be accepted. = :
- That came as. a surprlse to many, but not to me, becauee tha,t was
the klnd of. good fe1th bargammg we hed encountered from the Very o

On April '1'1 1967 the Senate ‘ )
On April 12, 1967, the President app nted a,;vthree-man p
that if the parties failed to reach an ‘agreement this Special v;Panel z

~ would make such. recommendetlons as it deemedf;t be app:rop ete in
- an eﬁort to resolve the controversy. : S i




