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CONSI>IRACY To BV<T--heVirginia Cour-t of Appeal, in Crtêmt v.
(.rmmwatconcluded >that a conspiracy to boycott is criminal. We gather

the facts from the Ur-iiwa/ Lait, Nagazine. The plaintiff in error was a nember
of the Richmond Typographical Union. This body sought b>' means of boy-
cotting tc, break up thc business of liaughrnani Bros., printers and ý;tationer-
and compel thiem to- wake their office a union office. For this purpose the
plaintiff in error and the other mnembers of the Typographical Union conspired
together. They sent out circulars saying that the labour organizations had
boycotted lýaughmian Pros,, and formnally notifying customcrs of that firm that
the naines of ail who should pc'rsist in clealing with that firin after notice would
bc publislied weekly in the Labour Hera/d, in a black-list, and in their turni boy-

* cotted until they agreed to w~ithdraw their patoae he epncso h
obnoxious office wvere mier-cilessi>' persecuted b>' the labour organ, wvhich sought
to prevent t1icm obtainiing board or shelter, and customners were black-listed,
The commnunit>' %vas flooded with notices to boycott Haughinani lros., and ail
thecir customers. On appeal it %vas conltendedi that the indictmnent did tnt charge

ac0118piracy to do an), utnlawful act, or show that the mrans to bc usecl in
* breaking up the business of the non-unlion firin was uinlawful. The objection

Was invcrruled, and the conviction affirrncd. Boycotting is held to bc unlawfnl
iii Virginia. The ' udgment of Fauntleroy, J., rcviews the English and Amecrican
deci-sions affecting the question at issue with conisiderable fulness.

*FAi.sF. E(CoNMV'.-Occasionally the person w~ho evades the clear duty of
cerv% mnaîi when in trouble about bis property to consult a respectable solicitor

k tnds that hie lias madle an expensive inistake. Ait illustration of this hias just
bceni supplied b>' ant exhibitor at the Anglo-Daffish E~xhibition, who had a
dispute with the manager of thc ' space dcpartment " as to the amiotnt of rent
dtue at the close of the 1ixhibition, The exhibitor wantcd his goods (show~-cases,
etc.) f»br exhibition el.kewbere, but did not feel iticlinied to pa>' the fijîl rent

* demlanded, the Exhibition having beeni closed prematurely. 'lle mnarager
-taiming a lien on the goodis, the exhibitor went to a police court and invoked

thie aid. of the sitt!ng mnagistrate, who offered him a sumnmons under section 4o
oif the Metropolitanl Police Act, provided the value of the goods did *flot exceed

.~ .This offer the exhibitor, who was ail impatience to have his property trans-
ferred from South Kensington to sorte remote venue in Wales, jumped at with

* celcrity. Mark the resuît. The suminons was heard, and on cvery question
k raised the magistrate wvas in favour of the complainant, who not onl>' got an
* ord-er for- immiiediate deîivery of his pýoperïy, but a substantial sumn for his cost.

(barmed, no doubt, by Mr. DYEyncourt's urbailit>' and celerit>', the exhibitor
went awvay triumphant, and forthwith appeared outside the ruins of the Exhi-
bition %i-itb vans andi horses to retake posseision of his property, but tO no
purpose. To his borror hie found that bis adversary had outrun 1dmn in the race;
for, when bie returned next day to complain to his worship that the order of the
court was 2et at nought, hie discovered that the defendant had paid into court


