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< Anyway, it is your opinion that up to this point. the whole process
_has not been exhausted and sometime in the future it would be legally -
~ possible for ‘the President to invoke the 60:day clause, is that corre
' Mr. Seriveer: I am trying to find out where you stand in this
That is my purpose in ‘agking the particular question.
~ Mr: Gueerr. I may have been a little facetious when I'said I'did
not known what has happened, so much has happened that ‘could
“affect us. That is the reason for the type of answer I gave. S
 Mr. SpriNgrr. Are you in the process of bargaining over wages?
M G, No i O L T
~ Mr. Serineer. This s altogether a question of working conditions.
~ and the number of people who may be retired or laid off, is that
the problem? Cloenli gt LT B e
- Mr. Greerr. At the present time, Congressman, the onl:
~ that is in evidence in relation to the manning issue is our Notic
~ which I outlined in here. The court has set aside our Notice No.
was referred to and then we have a Notice No. 3 containing req
~ for training program for apprentice firemen (helpers). Ry i
~_ Mr. SPRINGER. Are you a part of the proceeding here for wages
: ;tlnddifrelproved conditions? Are you a part of this six or eight brother-
- hoods ¢ o S e R e
- Mr. GiueerT. No, sir; we are R e
- Mr. SpRINGER. You are not involved in that dispute at all?
. Mr. Gueerr, We arenot. .. o SR
~ Mr. SPRINGER. I am trying to limit, to find out ‘where you ¢
distinguished from the rest. Do you anticipate being in a pos

to bargain on this later or isthat anissueatall? =~ - ... .
Mr. Gieerr. Well, we reached a settlement in November concern-

~ ing wages. Now we are free to initiate a request for changes in rules
~ and in July we will be free, aigain,';1}0?‘¢ins‘;titut:e:¢anot‘her request for
o ﬁrSPRINGERIn other words, punsuantftofthéz;ending;date‘: in No-
yember pursuanttotheact? . oo L T
' My. Guserr, Yes. Pursuant to the negotiations that were initiated
- in January of last year. oo o Tl e
. Mr. SeriNGER. You are not testifyin, - as a member involved in:
. present dispute but based upon your experience of what you bel
el in,/the‘pubﬁl'fc,interest,*isthat right? -~ e
. Mvr, Guueerr. That is right. © 0
- Mr. SerinGer. Thank you. ,
. The CramMaN, Mr. Van Deerlin. =
- Mr!Vax Derr Mr. Chairman, thank Bl e i 08
~ Mr. Gilbert, would ::%rou ‘give us an -opinion on the Adams-Moss- .
 Dingell substitute res lution that was introduced about 10 days ago
 inthismatter? e
- Mr. Gmeirr. 1 am sure T am not qualified to give you an opinion:
 about the ramification of that as such. I have read 1t'and there are cer-
 tain provisions that I see are o sctionable because of the manner in

which the seiziire may-take place. If here is a seizure to take place we
utive seizurerather thana court seizure and

~ Dbelieve it should be an exec ;
~ that both sides of the dispute should be treated alike.



