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The defendant (the reapondent to this apreal) w@e aeharged
ot two informabions, 6ne that 1% oom-itiod & lo&gbaut, und the other
that 1% obntisued to Jook out sontrery to the provisions of the
Com- onwenith Coneiliation snd Arbitration Aot IS0O% ~ 1530 8. 6 A. The
gomplainant (the appellant) lod owidence on the hoariag of these in-
formations for the purposs of shewing that the dofandant closed Ate
plao@ o€ Waeknens, or part cf‘iﬁu plaaé. of'employméﬁﬁ; or,that employ~
exs aéting in combination refused unraagonably to give work, or, that
the dofeniant teotally or parsly nunpendad‘work a3th & viow to compol '
© 1ts ewployoes %o A0Uept A& Saru of gondition of auployment {n the way
of logsar wages and longer houre of work. |

On the other basd, the defendsnt led aviaﬂnoé for thonimnge
marpose of shawing that the ola@xﬁg‘of 1ts plage of buainess and 1%a
rofhsnl to give and suspensicn of work, were An truth &q& to 1%% adm %0
radaca the sosta of produatlion snd sove 9&#@ ite bueinéss Trom the muin
which thraoagened 1t, AL it werae %o haéavqontinued monufaoturing on the
eonditions aa to wages and hours preaczribed by an award of the Common=—
womlth Qourgp/ of Conoilistion mnd Arbitration.

Tha Hagiatrate who besrd the informatione aocepted tiw avi-
denao of. the defendsnt, ®nG wWo Ao nob in aa,goed @ poaition ss he wae
to datormineg the uraaibility of the witneass fox the defenve. Thorglore

A hhe RN
we g acaepgﬂtkobsvtdanog, and wpon that ovidence there gupht not to
ba a gonviatlion,

Connoqgiently the appenl he dismiarzod with conta.

Rota. In the abeence of the origihal resacna for judgment in ths
abeve oase the reazacns stated akove are considared by His Honour the
~Chisf Juative to be ths same as thoae delivered on 24th April,lve2,

€aill:a} ' - Assoclate to the Chief Justics,



