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 the meeting and had offered ¢

estlmony To me this doesn’t quite go

% to the point. I can’t see the great emergency of that because the state-

. ‘ment has been made over and over again that the plan would not work.

St Hawve you or the Department eve asked the railroad people if such

# plan would be workable? =~ e R
-~ Mr. IexaTius. I have read the testimony, as I stated earlier, of one
of the railroad presidents. I don’t recall whether I spoke personally

- to anyone else associated with the management of the railroads. I do
not believe I have. . . ey e

ST recall one telephone conversation with a member of the staff of the
“Association of American Railroads. But I do not believe, based on my

' recollection of that, that we discussed the plan of partial operation.
i ,,f,ag,Mr."PI@KLE;kMr;,»Secreta;ry ‘as one member, I don’t know why you gt
- don’t officially a,skthe&ra‘ilrgaﬁs for their position on such a plan as was
offered. DU L RO DRI
~proximately 12 days we are going to have a strike or else we are going
to have some kind of legislation to head it off. Time is of the essence,

o I don’t know why you don’t get the official statement of such a=

~ group, and if there is any question that needs to be pursued that you
- would pursue-it, while these hearings are going on. I think we ought

. todothatas a matter of completing the record. L e T LR T
- Mx. IexaTius. Yes, sir; I think we could do that. I think also, and I

- will need to check with the Department of Transportation, I ‘suspect

- This committee and this country is facing a time crisis and in ap-

- they may have done that. T am not certain of that, but they have cer-

‘tainly been involved. I will check with them. S
- That is something we can do. But I don’t think we will learn any-
- thing new fromit,sir,. Sl Tl e e
~ Mr. PrcgrE. The real question is, on the testimony before us: Is such
a plan in your opinion workable, the separation of the transportation
of defense-essential goods? You, Mr. Secretary, that is, thegecretary
- of Defense, the Secretary of Transportation, and, T assume, all related
~officials in these departments have said it was unthinkable, that you

- Mr. Texarros. That is correct, that is not a feasible solution to the
problem. - : i T T R

e ‘Mr. Prokre. We in this committee ;ﬁ%;_ustleithef ‘sa,y%ha,t you a‘re‘ right

- or you are wrong. It behooves us, and none of us on this committee are

- experts, to say that you do not know what you are talking about. I am

“compelled to think that your testimony is logical. As distasteful as the

- legislation may be, we face the decision of taking some kind of action
- thatisbest forthe country. . . % T

 Thank you. . ‘i,

- The Coamrman. Mr. Watkins?, - s
I would like to ask one question: You made the statement, Mr. Sec-
tary, that you are opposed to compulsory arbitration. Is that the think-

: ‘ing of your department or of yourself? ~

Mr. Iewarrus. T must be very explicit on thlspomt Thechalrman .

characterized my appearance at the qutsét.,astlofne not having to do with

labor-management issues. I do not appear before this committee as an

e“x’pentf.onl,a;boraman’agementrala,tions;}?jr’_,;,3 o T s e
- Mr, Warkins, Are you in favor of it or ur view or the De-
~ partment’s, ot Mr.McNamara’s view? . P R




