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~ Every time 'we try to do that, the railroad attorneys go and wake
~ up the judge and get him to write out an injunction. Now we find the
‘railroads trying to put com%ﬂsony@rb{tratfmnﬂ;nta”’the,:Raﬂway‘ Labor |
Act on a permanent basis. They {hink if they cry loud enough before
 Congress they will get what they want. '
" Our members are asking for their rights ‘without -diserimination... . |
" Don’t forget them. They work for a powerful economic giant whichas
using the vital nature of its service to gain an advantage in the:b
gaining procedure. Don’t letit happen. . . it v
Since I have prepared. this statement; another matter ha
my attention on which. I would like to comment briefly. 0. . ..
The shoperaft has offered to move all rail shipments essential toithe -

military and public health. The Brothethood of Railroad Trainimen
agree with them and will join in their efforts to help them. 1 ..
I would like to point out that there has not
in recent times in railroad disputes. Public Law 83-10t ,
out of fear of an emergency. How can anyone know what would’
pen in any national strike? We offered to nmove all rital trains, av
Ing passengers and commuters, as well as m1 tary material and
~ for the health and welfare of the; @Ol e

- Granting the railroads compulsory :

! ) bitration isno solution to this
crisis. You gave them a taste of it in Public Law 88-108 and they
“are back again. Do it again and you will set a pattern that will spread =~
like a cancer through all of labor. =  am s e
~ You take the power of collecti

) ive bargaining away from labor with
compulsory arbitration, you give all the advantages to management,
“the next step for the railroads isnationalization. . o o0
I warned of this in New York in 1963. There: is no such thing'as.
restriction or temporary compulsory arbitration. It becomes Bt
a ready solution. The only trouble is that in the process, it des s
~ one of our basic freedom 1lective bargaining, a freedom whic
- helped make our free ent esystemso great. . |
The CuamrMAN. Than ; 7, Mr. L

! very: kindly, una. Iiknow th
- your testimony' will be of help:to the committee: in making their d
cision. Although this bill mvolves a different issue; it 1 closely 1
lated to what you have talked aboutto ‘some extent. We onl
judge the future by the past and this is something that is on the
 ord and which has taken place. ... © b A B e
A lot of people are prone to ignore.things at have gone on'in
~ gl?apasb='blﬁlﬁ‘;fi@hat*fis”the only way we can tell what the future ight

"Now T was interested in one thing. You said that i

: m-3
" consist situation that you had negotiated ‘with ral of the
" railroads and reached an agreement? = < SR
"Mr. Luxa, We reached an agreement like the law called"
" the general law called for, with 34 eastern railroads; o
-~ Now Mr. Saunders, Mr. Perlman, the late Bill White told me,
understood what. the law meant. We sat down and worked
agreement to be effective at the end of 2 years. ‘We didn'’t try to
it effective before that, =~ = oo o
T am proud to say it has worked marvelously. It has not mad

 trouble. The fmexi?am*ftzonteﬁnfzﬁed‘, ‘but the oith;er~railr()ads;f{wg,,tﬁi;iie

eve




