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E::l)izme of ’Judge v. Bennett, before the
teresti ueen s.Bench division, raised an in-
Law AI:E question under the Conspiracy
Act as toend.ment Ac:,t (?8-39 Vict., c. 86), the
Pty stnkes. or.mtlmidation of employ-
a threa.t.e q‘:le.stlon in substance was whether
put to “ picket” an employer—that is, to
tﬂmalt.)et?()'?s to watch his premises—is a
tompt, 1o beset and watch,” and 80 an at-
saye “Elntlmldate. The Act (section 7)
me;el very person who, with a view to
doing or&:;y other person to abstain from
2 logal o hdo any act which such person has
erl_ngulllg t to do. or abstain from doing,
uzes violy and w:thf)ut legal authority (1)
Persoy, ence t? or intimidates such other
lows luoll; his wife, &c.; or (2) persistently fol-
) w :c person about ; (3) hides tools, &c. ;
place & hhes or besets the house or other
Worksw ere such other person resides or
iy or carries on business, or the approach
Wo (’) r°1' (5) follows such other person with
i8 adq ;‘n(zfe other‘ persons,” &c. ; and then it
place wl; attending at or near the house or
Carrios ere a person resides or works or
Spproas 1(:11 b.usl.neas or happens to be, or the
°°mmnn‘m lt,‘ in order merely to obtain or
- 1cate {nformation, shall not be deem-
meaninwatchmg or besetting within the
the flctg of the Act.” In the present case
dant, iss were these :—Mr. Judge, the defen-
il 8ecretary of a branch of the National
um“, 0tnd the ?omplainant, Mrs. Bennett,
bandn D a certain business, which her hus-
in thet :-na.ged. and he seeing certain persons
nown £ l.aftllmplo.ym'ent talking to Judge—sa
thety ¢ e unionist—discharged them from
Judge mploymefxt. Then, in April last,
. ourwmte to him a letter in these terms:
o ‘sta::?l‘kpeople have resolved not again
start: work unless you are willing to
alse willthe Whole of them, and the ‘ finishers’
ctod’ umgltnke, and your shop will be ‘pick-
¢ in 11 you comply. Your action in dis-
canngg gbem::] because seen talking to me
them bac, erated. If you agree to take
ack the matter may be settled ; other

wise we must fight it out to the end.” In
consequence of the complainant, Mrs. Ben-
nett, not acceding to this demand, her prem- .
ises were “picketed,” and two men were
placed opposite for the whole day, day after
day. They were orderly, and did not person-
ally interfere with persons going in or out;
but their being there caused a crowd—some-

times of 400 or 500 persons—to assemble out-
side in a disorderly manner, with the effect
of rendering entrance and exit more diffi-
cult, and it became necessary to call in the
aid of the police, from a well-grounded fear
of personal violence, and though the letter
was sent to the husband, as the manager of

/the business, it did in fact excite fear in the

mind of his wife, whose business it was.
The defendant Judge was charged with an
offence under the Act for that, with a view to
compel Mrs. Bennett to take back into her
employment certain persons whom she had
discharged therefrom, and to intimidate her,
he did send her a certain letter by which
she was intimidated. It was contended be-
fore the magistrate that the letter did not
constitute an offence within the Act, and that
it was not an attempt to intimidate Mrs.
Bennett. The magistrate, however, convicted
the defendant, the ground of his decision
being that the statement in the letter that
the shop would be picketed unless the condi-
tions prescribed were complied with was &
threat to watch and beset the premises, and
therefore was an attempt to intimidate, a8 it
was not professed in theletter that the object
was only “to obtain or communicate inform-
ation.” so that it could only be inferred that
the intention was to watch and beset ‘the
premises, and so to intimidate. He therefore
convicted the defendant and imposed a fine
of £10, but he stated a case,on which the de-
fendant now appealed. The Court came to
the conclusion that the conviction was right.
Mr. Justice Stephen, in giving judgment,
said: “ We are both of opinion that intimi-
dation under this enactment means or in-
cludes threatening to watch or beset, &c., 80
as to make the person threatened afraid. In-
timidation may be not only by threats of
personal violence or injury to property, but
it may be by any sort of threats which are
calculated to make a person afraid.”




