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STATEMENT OF LESTER P. SCHOENE, GENERAL OOUNSEL RAILWAY LABOB
, : ExmoUmvms’ AﬁSOOIATION .

Mr Chalrman and members of the Gommlttee my name is Lester P Schoene
I am a partner in the law firm of ‘Schoene and Kramer, 1625 K Street, NNW., -
' ‘Washington, D.C. cand T appear before you today as general counsel to the ax
‘Railway Labor ercutwes Assoei ., In this . statement on H.J. Res. 559, I -
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- Law 88-108. T : .
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