ECHO OF WATERSIDE DISPUTE.
Seveantesn Men Fined

Cases arisin “ﬁ out of the dispute copcorn-
ing th- unl m; of nitrate of soda from
i tochie Balants’ o Rl

Eere are T = T
' th‘ Ml"runl.utle Palhl Court  on
Wtdnudlr when II members of the

tle branch the Waterside
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douin s repeating a conversation he held
with someone altogether gutside the dis- !

pute.
The Magistrate: I will ac M. le-l
douin's statements, provided they are sub- |

stantiated by further evidence,
Continuing, Hardouin said Le was in-
formed that at 230 p.m. the men had |
stopped waork. A call for work at 8 a.m.
the next day met with no response. At |

B.30 a.m., the board of reference visited the |
inspection Mr

_urkm‘ ltrd,erahon were charged vessel and after : WIIII:
with  havin committed a breach awarded the men 3d. an hour above
of the Arbitration Act, it being al- award rate and two day-time lllﬂl.l!-ﬂhl-

?ed that they did something in the nature
ith one exception they were

each ﬁuzd £2 with 14/ costs, in default six
imprisonmaent.

e case, which was from
August 30, was the first in this State in
which charges were Jaid under the recent
amendment to the Arbitration Act. The
defendants, against whomm summonses were
fmemed on Auguet 21 by F. H. M. Hardonin.

representing the .d.nnﬂal:un of Em eri
of W l}!‘l‘lﬂl}e Luhaur v b:tm-n Aml:ttor:hj
were Motris,
Reason, W 'Ihun ﬁun ﬁ-m
h; W, # limhmt
Wul'hm.
m H. Tl.ﬂur Bru:utul. B
and H.

B Jackson, with him Mr. E. C.
lmﬂmf by J“k“:iuhl: n-g
ar complainant. an

Arthur Haynes {mitru:hd Memrs.

%1

R. B. Haynes aod Co.) for the defendants,

;l?fp IM * occasionally 1

nga Were n-

terr by interjections from the
'T".l'

In his opening address, Mr, Jackson said

th:tm uth-ddmdﬂw‘;u?*

Emmthe ;Lﬂﬁmu;fh:

working for a short period they elaimed
payment of 1'% an hour above the award
rate, two day-time smoke-ohs, and two ad-
ditional men par gang in the hold. Efforts
wers a tonce made to call the board of re-
ference, constituted under the award, but
the chairmen of the board (Mr. F. Wlh.'h}
sgid be could oot attend to the matter
until 10 a.m, the next day. The men were
informed and they continued working
until noon, After lunch they refused to
resume work, The boatd met next dl?
Mr. Walsh’s decision was communicated
to each party, but the defendants refused
to sccept the ruling and did not resume
work until three daya later, This refusal to
work constituted a wtrike within the mean-

of thu Arbitration Act.

n evidence. the cmuphmmt said that

about Il am. on A e m toid |
by the secretary "ﬂ:‘Lum

Union
{Mr, T. Fox) thatud tlhldnrunnu
the Dundrennan. Mr. Fox nsked witness
to uIl the board of reference,

Haynes: 1 contend this evidence is
mndmimble The charge is not mn thf
union which Mr. Fox representa.

douin b repeating a mrﬂnhun lu held

with srmanse aloacihoe el

National Library of Australia

of 20 minutea each, Mubsequen:
Coak, the union's vigilant nlﬁu:rbinfnrmibd
witness that the men had rejected Mr
Whalah's ruling.

Cross-examined, witness said Le did not

m&:lder thi! :Erﬁ? nhnmﬂnmnd

plain superintendent of tl:m
stevedores of the Federa] Steved
Ltd., said that in thedtmol&fn
13 he tald the men that ther were unmm:lt
ting a by not working and that the
::-ouc'l]zf reference would mq&t next morn-
ng Auvgust 14, August and August
16 hin cnlls for lsbour were ul
Eﬂ: 1::1{ ltl: fﬂ:{r::d dl{; 18 men, incinding

i A wera M .
Discharge of the cargo was completed lrr
ooon ot August 15,

Ope of the defeodants (W. Brunton)
mid that after he had been working about
two hours hie neck became sora and ha
stopped work. That was bis sole resson
for ing. He attended the next morn-
ing's k-up and the other men were
waiting in scatiered groups.

To Mr, Jackson: The sorsness was caused
by the nitrate of sode
* The Magistrate llid there was no ques-
tion l.t to thl t of tlu defendants, ex-

L-upt. were lucky to get off

agamst Brunton was

m!nnt was ordered to

pav hlm M"‘! .

The costs lllw-ﬁ mhut def in-

cluded a balf-day e of 78 each
for Ca I'uHe(‘n l'mIF H M.

douin. W. Brunton was a fee of

£1, his counsel polnting oat t-lutm

(Brunton) earned £1/3'8 & day, and
l:g & day's work through the

Mr. Havnes mecured a stay ufprnneed—i
ings for seven days.
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