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or that there was aniy request for the same. Rex v. Moc-
Guire, 16 0. L. R. 522.

'Ple cvidence shewed that theo first sign of dispute was the
strike itseif, or rather the iniciting by the defendant of the
strikers. The strike foliowed this inciting. As the prose-
euter stated the strike carne to him with so much surprise
that it was like a thiunderclap. It appears that there ws
no dernand for incrensed. wages, shorter hours of labour or
anythixng of any kind unti). the defendant caiied upon the

n to strike. This call was the very beginining of the'dis-
pute. There ennot be a, dispute or difference unless there
ar two parties who dispute or differ with one another.
It iayv bc and without doubt rnust have been thé case bore
that the strike was preconcerted arnong the men, thougli
there is no evidence that this was se. But stating it as
strongly for the prosecution as possible and allowing, that
the strike was the reýsuit of a pr.wious vnderstanding he-
tween the men , still matters did not reaeh a stage whiere
there was a dernand by the men for botter terms and a re-
fusal by the emnployer, thie Tolinger Milnes Co., of what the
riwen askedl. Wheu sueli a. demnd and a refusai were not
ruade can it be said that there was auy "dispute" until the
strikn itse.if creùted the dispute? 11f the answer be that
thiere was no dispute until the strike itself then wili corne
the neceýsity of answering another question. Uid the men
go ou strik "'on account of any dispute," to quote the
words of sec. 568?

Iu my opinion the defeudant is not broughit within the
Act as an offender under secs. 56 and 61, for the reason that
flhc strike was not on account of a dispute. To hold other-
wise woufld be to elimîinate the -words "ou account of auy
dispute," from szec. 56. If thiese five words were not in
the section, then it would be~ clear that the defendant
hy hie incitingr was guiiy of an olYence.

The Act when frarned rnight have been so framied with
or wilhout theze wordr. One cannot assume that they we-re
placed in the section without it being iuitended that thiey
were to have a xneaning and perhaps were intended for a
purpose. Possibly it was eonsidered that when a strike ernes
like a boli eut of the Nlue instead of like- 'a storin of wbich


