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The CZHAIRMAN. The understandmg Whe;n thls law was. ‘passed 1
' 5‘1963 was that there would be an. agreement reached in t ;
' \pemod and ever:;.thmg could esettled "

’ Mr LUNA 'es. Con b

d to PE‘JSS a Qt‘ - law with, me mtentbof trying
nder this Paﬁ‘é la ere Was tno&-c lectwe o

 to get, somet;h;lng done.\; U
~ bargaining.
Tr. Luna. That is rlght By
The CHAIRMAN. 0111 up to a certaln pmn g
..My, Luxa. That is right. S
.~ The Cuammax. I want this
G I;undersmnd it has been argued; and 1.
‘ha 1ght to. st;rlke él:er ain

t S 1S ¢ ]
~ Mr. Luwa. Our posmon is th\
" Tight. We can serve hotice.and ;

a national crisis. They haye
- Holtzoff held we had toj

Mr L ‘
5 bargam on a natmnal baSIS M
- they used. i
‘ he CHATRMAN. Mr.' M"
: Mr Macponarp.. Th
thIlS very brief.. < '

- 1 welcome you here, Mr. Luna, and als :
I granted permlssmn that y our entire. st ,,&ment go in, T though
,Wou_l;d h- ve to take 1ssue,a »httle A,bxt aboutivone statement you

: t' 0 p o
t that it w111 be a “sorry day for humaﬁ CE
o try can put a. yoke of compulsmn n their
employees" the B ngress.” o B e
That i really exactly true because W@‘dldn i hat.
in the colloquy you had with the chairman, it was the de siston «
_court that really put the yoke on you, not Congress,' « '
. Mr. Luna. The law that Congress. pa,ssed was comp
© tion. If it had not been for that laW they Wou]d no
" into court on it. : ~
Mr. MACD()NALD Yes, but »g
3 arb1trat10n ‘between the two partleq, medlatwn and arbltratlon
-,by your own testimony that never happened. ‘
: Mr. Luna, Mediation was over when this all ha’lopened that pro- =
~ vision of the Rallway Labor Act. I was at the case. What fhev argued
" was that the case was not the Railway Labor Act but the mtent offﬁ
. (‘ongress That is what they argued before the ]udge f




