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ADDRESS TO THE TRADE UNIONISTS OF THE 

UNITED KINGDOM. 

Fellow Workmen, 
The following pages contain an account of the proceedings of 

the London Trades' Council, and other Trade Societies in London, in 
reference to the Sheffield and Nottingham outrages, and the decision of 
the Judges in the Court of Queen's Bench in the case of Hornby v. 
Close; which declared that the Friendly Society of Boiler Makers, though 
its rules were deposited with Tidd Pratt, pursuant to 18 and 19 Victoria, 
cap. 63, s. 44, had not the protection for their funds which is implied 
in that section of the Act. The first step taken was the appointment 
of a deputation to visit Nottingham and Sheffield, with a view of ascer¬ 
taining, if possible, if any, and to what extent, connection existed 
between the trade societies and the outrages. The deputation consisted of 
Mr. Danter, specially appointed by the Council of the Amalgamated En¬ 
gineers, of which society he was at the time President, and Mr. G. Odgers, 
Secretary of the London Trades' Council. We think it necessary to state 
that this deputation was appointed on the 20th of October, 1866, and pro¬ 
ceeded immediately on their mission, and presented the subjoined report 
some time before the Royal Commission to enquire into the internal working 
of trades' unions had been asked for :— 

SHEFFIELD AND NOTTINGHAM OUTRAGES. 

Report of deputation appointed by the Trades' Council of London, and 
the Council of the Amalgamated Engineers, to visit Nottingham and 
Sheffield, with a view to ascertain whether the outrages recently committed 
in those towns were in any way traceable to the Trade Societies:— " Fellow Workmen,—Soon after our arrival in Nottingham, we visited 
Mr. Dalton, the proprietor of the eating house where the outrage was com¬ 
mitted. We found that the reports in the local and other newspapers were 
not in the least degree exaggerated regarding the brutal treatment Mrs. 
Dalton had been subjected to. She had been struck on the nose by some 
cowardly scoundrel with such force as to break the bone iD two or three 
places, and to blacken both her eyes, whilst in the laudable act of protecting 
an aged man called Thurkettle, and others who were lodging in her house, 
from the dastardly attack of three ruffians who had forced their way into an 
inner room, and assaulted every one there in a most fiendish manner. The 
lodgers referred to were non-unionists, who had been brought into the town 
to work by the ' Master Builders' Association,' to fill the places of unionists 
who were on strike. As the men arrested were members of the Bricklayers' 
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Labourers' Society, a strong suspicion existed that the society had induced' 
the outrage. We then had a long interview with the Bricklayers' and' 
Labourers' committees, who not only disclaimed any knowledge of the affair, 
but added, that nothing could have done their cause more harm, either 
morally or pecuniarily, than the outrage had done. A general meeting of 
the two societies was called, to enable us to put what questions we thought 
proper to the members. It is our bounden duty to state that nothing 
transpired to give us the slighest suspicion of the societies being implicated 
in the outrage, for which the members expressed their extreme regret, and 
have started a subscription amongst the societies for the sufferers. We also 
obtained an interview with the Master Builders, who received us in a 
courteous manner, and who have offered a reward of £10 for the apprehen¬ 
sion of the instigators of the outrage. We then proceeded to Sheffield, and 
had several interviews with both unionists and non-unionists. We have- 
thought it advisable to give a few of the statements made by workmen on 
rattening. Mr. John Wilson, who for years past, both in public and private, 
has been one of the most determined opponents of the doings of the Sheffield 
Trades' Unions, said that he had been a member of the trade society about 
three years; he was not so now. The trade was the Pen Bladegrinders. 
He had been a collector and one of the committee part of the time, and was 
sure that rattening was encouraged by some of the societies; that it was a 
disgrace to those who countenanced it, and that it damaged trade societies 
in the estimation of those who otherwise might be disposed to think favoui- 
bly of them, He had known a great number of men who had been rattened, 
and could prove that they were compelled to pay large sums of money before 
they could get their things returned to them. He believed the principles of 
trades' unions to be sound, and should have no objection to join a well- 
regulated trade society. He would never rest satisfied until the rattening, 
which he must admit had very much diminished of late years, should be 
entirely done away with. 

" To those who are not acquainted with the term 'rattening,' we beg to 
offer this explanation :— 

" When a workman has given offence to the society connected with his 
trade, either by working against the rules, or not paying his contributions, 
it has been the custom, in Sheffield, with a few of the societies, say three or 
four, to take away, at night, the bands or nuts from his wheels, to prevent 
liim working until the contributions are paid or the rules complied with. 
We should state also that several respectable working men informed us 
that rattening had been admitted by some of the employers, and tacitly 
countenanced by others, as the best mode of making the men comply with 
the rules and regulations of their societies. 

" We were introduced by Mr. Wilson to Mr. Thomas Cawthorn, who said 
he wras 64 years of age, was formerly a member of a trade society, but was 
not so now; had himself taken workmen's bands away to make them com¬ 
ply with the rules, but had never received any pay for anything of the sort. 
It was a regular custom for bands to be taken; some of the men agreed to 
have their bands taken if their contributions were not paid by a certain date. 

" Mr. Taylor was a member of the saw-grinder's society six years. In 



1862 he lost the whole of his bands and tools whilst in the employ of Mr. 
George Taylor. The reason for this was—his lad was asked by the em¬ 
ployer to carry some work to him (Taylor) which was contrary to rule. A 
man who worked in the shop informed the society, and then his bands were 
taken away. He went on working. On the following Monday morning, 
the secretary, Mr. Broadhead, called for his contributions, which he (Taylor) 
refused to pay until he got his bands returned. This the secretary would 
not agree to. Three weeks afterwards he lost his nuts. The master became 
uneasy about the affair, had a watchman put on, and requested an amicable 
settlement with the society. Taylor refused at first to move in the matter ; 
but the master, having seen Mr. Broadhead, informed him that he must pay 
the money. He then went to Broadhead, who told him to pay £2 down; 
his contributions he could pay by instalments. This he complied with, and 
asked for a receipt, but was told that it was against the rules. The tools 
he was to have back the next morning. The next day the proprietor of the 
wheel brought him a note, saying he would find his nuts and bands in the 
hen roost where he settled his grievance. He went to Broadhead, who 
said, ' Have you got your things ?' Taylor said, ' No ; they are in your 
hen roost.' Broadhead and he then went to the hen roost, and there they 
found the things. He then returned to his work. Three weeks afterwards 
a general meeting of the society was called. He attended, and was very 
much abused and threatened for having placed certain letters which he had 
received from Broadhead in the hands of Mr. Wilson. He left the room, 
iniending to have no more to do with the society, although he continued to 
pav to it some time afterwards. A man who had worked with him, and 
had been taken away from his work in consequence of the bother, called for 
some tools he had left behind. Taylor told him he could still work there if 
he liked. The man said he could not unless the society was settled with. 
To this Taylor objected, and the man said, ' If you don't mind you will have 
your head blown off.' Taylor then said, ' If any one interferes with me or 
mine I will blow Broadhead's brains out.' He had not received any harm 
from them since. 

" We have had four interviews with Mr. Fearnehough, the man whose 
house was blown up. The conversation on each occasion lasted for some 
time ; the substance of it amounts to this : He was a saw-grinder by trade, 
but had never been a very regular member of the society, although, taking 
one time with another, he had belonged to it about ten years. He would 
have been more with the society but could not agree with the officials. 
They did not act fair. He was always having rows with the secretary. 
Broadhead did not like him. At last he got behind with his contributions; 
then they took his bands away, while he was working at Butcher's wheel. 
He did not trouble the society about it, but went and bought new bands. 
This was on the 25th of last November. The new bands cost him £5. He 
went on working till the 1st of January, when he told Green, a fellow- 
workman aud a member of the society, that he should like to join the 
society again. Green spoke to Broadhead about it, and the result was a 
meeting of Broadhead, Green, and himself, at Green's house. He spoke to 
Broadhead in a friendly manner, and asked what he owed to the books of 



the society. Broadhead said about £13 or £14. Fearnehough then wished 
to have the £5 which he had paid for his bands taken out of it, but was 
told that he must pay £6 down and the rest in instalments, and when the 
whole of the money was paid he could have his old bands returned. He 
was sure that he did not owe the money, as he had only been three months 
out of the society. It was put on by Broadhead, who was at the bottom of 
it all. Since then he had done all in his power to ' beat' Broadhead. He 
knew Broadhead had vengeance against him, and he had sworn vengeance 
against Broadhead, and, if it cost him his life, he would beat him before he 
had done with him. He was not surprised at being blown up, he expected 
it long ago. He liked the trade society, and would join it again if Broad¬ 
head was out of the way. " We felt it to be our duty to visit the Council of the ' Organized Trades' 
of Sheffield, for the purpose of putting such questions to them as we thought 
consistent with the responsible position in which we were placed. The 
result of which is, that Mr. Broadhead unequivocally admits that rattening, 
to the extent of taking away bands and tools, and detaining them until fines 
and contributions are paid, has been the custom of some of the societies ever 
since they have had an existence. He states that it has very much dimi¬ 
nished during the time that he has been secretary, and that he has checked 
it as much as he possibly could; and feels certain that the denunciation of 
of it by the trade societies will prevent any further repetition of it in any 
way whatever. At the same time he repudiates, in the most emphatic 
matter, any connection, of the most remote character, with destruction of 
property, or injury to the person of any human being. " In conclusion we say, that we have not been able to trace any com¬ 
plicity in the Hereford-street outrage to the trade societies, or to any one 
member of them, and hope that the guilty person or persons will speedily 
be brought to justice. We feel it to be our duty also to caution the men of 
Sheffield against lending their countenance to the abominable practice of 
rattening, which is calculated to demoralise those who are concerned in it, 
and to bring disgrace upon all trades' combinations. 

"Robert Danter, President Amalgamated Engineers. 
" George Odger, Secretary London Trades' Council." 

The report of the deputation should be sufficient to convince any one who 
may have any doubt on his mind as to the opinion of the London Trade 
Societies regarding outrages, that not only were those societies free entirely 
from them, but that they condemned, in unmistakeable terms, the system 
of rattening, which they found existing in Sheffield. Not only did the 
Societies do this, but they opened a correspondence with the Executive 
of the Organised Trades of Sheffield, as to the best means to be adopted 
for the purpose of bringing the perpetrators of these horrible crimes 
to justice. We found that that Executive had met, within three days of the 



perpetration of the Hereford Street outrage, expressed their abhorrence of 
the deed, resolved on calling a Delegate Meeting of the whole of the trades 
at which a reward of £100 was offered for the apprehension of its perpe¬ 
trators. This sum was afterwards supplemented to £1000 from the 
Government, and £25 from the Amalgamated Society of Carpenters and 
Joiners, and other sums, amounting in all to £1,140. From this time 
commenced an active communication between the Sheffield and London 
Trades, which has continued up to the present time, and still continues. 
On the 29th of October the Sheffield Town Council resolved on sending 
a deputation to the Home Secretary to urge for the appointment of a 
commission of enquiry in reference to the Hereford Street outrage, and 
the following correspondence will show the reader the precise means 
which were employed to bring about the enquiry:— 

THE SHEFFIELD TOWN COUNCIL AND DEPUTATION TO 
THE HOME SECRETARY. 

At a meeting of the Sheffield Town Council, held in the Council Hall, 
the Town Clerk read the following letter from the Home Office :— 

" Whitehall, 6th November, 1866. 
'• Sir,—I am requested by Mr. Secretary Walpole to acknowledge the receipt of your 

letter of the 3rd insfc., and to inform you that he will hold himself in readiness to 
receive the deputation from Sheffield on Tuesday, the 13th inst., at Two o'clock. 

" I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
" The Mayor of Sheffield." " Belmoke. 

Aid. Saunders wished to point out that the resolution passed at the last 
meeting of the Council referred simply to an enquiry " into the cause or 
causes of the explosion in Hereford Street." Now, he saw by the 
advertisement with regard to the deputation that they were to solicit the 
Secretary of State to inquire also into the working of the general system of 
trades' unions. He wanted to know whether the deputation from this 
Council were going to exceed their powers by asking for any such general 
inquiry, because that would be a question open to very grave discussion— 
(hear, hear)—and it was not justified by the resolution of the Council. 
The Mayor: The deputation of this Council must confine itself entirely 
within the resolution. (Hear, hear.) It must not go beyond that, and I 
believe it will not. (Hear, hear.) The Town Clerk read the following 
letter:— 

"Amalgamated Society of Carpenters and Joiners, Northumberland-st., Strand, W.C. 
" London, November 6th, 1866. 

" Sir,—I am directed to respectfully inform you that Mr. R. Danter, Chairman 
of the Amalgamated Society of Engineers, Mr. G. Odger, Secretary of the London 
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Trades' Council, in conjunction with myself, have been authorised by the Executive of the Organised Trades of Sheffield to make the necessary arrangements for a 
deputation of representatives of trades from Sheffield and London, to accompany the 
deputation appointed by the Sheffield Town Council to wait on the Home Secretary, and to support the applicatipn for a commission of inquiry, in accordance with the 
resolution of the Sheffield Town Council, passed on the 29th ult. 

I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 
" R. APFLEGARTir, 

*' General Secretary of the above Society. " To the Town Clerk, Sheffield. 
" P.S.—We shall feel obliged if you will kindly inform us of the time named by the 

Home Secretary at your earliest convenience." 

To that letter the following reply was received :— 

"Sheffield, 8th November, 1866. 
"Sir,—By direction of the deputation appointed by the Town Council to wait on 

the Home Secretary in reference to the Hereford Street outrage, I beg to forward to 
you a copy of a resolution passed by them at a meeting held this day. 

" I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
" John Yeomans, Town Clerk. " R. Applegarth, Esq." 

At a meeting of the deputation appointed by the Town Council to wait 
on the Home Secretary in reference to the Hereford Street outrage, held at 
the Council Hall, Norfolk Street, Sheffield, on the 8th day of November, 
1866, the Mayor having laid before the deputation a letter received by him 
from Mr. R. Applegarth, dated London, November 6th, 1866,—Resolved— 

" That in reply to that letter Mr. Applegarth be informed that the Home Secretary 
has fixed Tuesday, the 13th instant, at Two o'clock, to receive a deputation from the 
Town Council, the Cutlers' Company, the Chamber of Commerce, and the New 
Hereford Street Outrage Committee, and that it would not be right or proper to take 
any other deputation with them to that interview, or, in fact, any other persons except 
the Members of Parliament who may be asked to introduce them. This deputation 
submit that it is for the Organised Trades to apply to the Home Secretary." 

The following letter was sent to the Town Clerk, in reply to his an¬ 
nouncement that a deputation of the trades' societies could not accompany 
the employers' deputation to the Home Office:— 

"November 9th, 1SG6. " Sir,—I am instructed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, and copy of 
resolution, and to assure the deputation that the representativej of the trades are 
aware of the fact that the proper course to obtain an interview with the Home 
Secretary is to apply to him for that purpose. But seeing that application had been 
made for an interview, they did not think that any formal objection would be made 
to a deputation from the trades attending with the deputation from the Sheffield 
Town Council, as their object is ours. We thought that the one interview would 
serve the purpose, and a commission be more likely to be granted when applied for 
by employers and workmen at the same time. 

" I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 
" R. Applegarth. " John Yeomans, Esq., town clerk, Sheffield." 



The advice of Mr. Thomas Hughes, M.P., was sought in regard to the 
matter. The hon. gentleman recommended the representatives of the trades 
to endeavour, by all means, to obtain an interview with Mr. Walpole, in 
conjunction with the manufacturers, if possible; if not, as a separate body. 
The desire was general amongst the leaders of the great trade societies in 
London that a Royal Commission should be issued, in order that, if possible,, 
the truth might be sifted from the mass of conflicting statements that were 
being put forth on both sides. The delegates resolved to lose no time in the 
matter, and at once communicated with the Home Secretary in the following 
terms :— 

8, Northumberland-street, Strand, 
November 13th, 1866. 

" Sir,—I am instructed to respectfully request you to grant an interview to repre¬ 
sentatives of trade societies, who are deputed to urge the appointment of a Commission 
to inquire respecting the late diabolical outrage in New Hereford Street, Sheffield, as 
proposed by the Sheffield Town Council. We think it right also to inform you that 
the representatives of the trade societies, desirous of avoiding any unnecessary intrusion 
on your time, applied throngh the Town Clerk to the deputation appointed by the 
Sheffield Town Council to accompany them at the time named by you to receive them. 
This they declined, for what reason we are at a loss to know—the more so as we con¬ 
sidered the Commission of Inquiry asked for to be on public grounds, and in the 
interests of truth and justice. We have not been able to communicate with you as early 
as we could have wished, as our deputation is composed of trades' representatives of 
Sheffield and London; and for that reason we have had to confer and decide as to the 
course we should pursue in an emergency for which we were not prepared. " On behalf of the deputation, I am, Sir, yours obediently, " E. Applegaktii. 

" The Eight Hon. S. Walpole." 
The following reply was promptly received:— 

Sir, 

Whitehall, 
14(A Novembtr, 1866. 

I am directed by Mr. Secretary Walpole to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 13th instant, and to inform jou that he will be happy to see the 
deputation, on whose behalf you have applied, at the Home Office on Saturday next, 
at two o'clock. 

I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 

Belmore. 
Mr. E. Applegarth, 

8, Northumberland-street, Strand, W.C. 

INTERVIEW OF THE TRADES' DELEGATES WITH 
MR. ROEBUCK. 

On Thursday, November 12th, the Sheffield delegates, Messrs. Dronfield' 
and Austin, accompanied by Mr. Odger and Mr. Applegarth, had an 
interview with Mr. Roebuck, at his residence in Ashley-place, to apprise 
him that the Home Secretary had fixed the time for the interview. 
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The delegation took the opportunity to explain to the hon. member the 
action taken by the Organised Trades in the Acorn-street and the 
New Hereford-street outrages. On both these questions Mr. Roebuck, 
upon receiving information of the course that had been taken, expressed 
an opinion that the executive had acted very properly, and had taken 
the most efficient means to free themselves from any suspicion of com¬ 
plicity with the incendiaries. The hon. member entered fully into 
an explanation of his views in respect to the proposed Commission, 
similar to that which we are given to understand he made to the Home 
Secretary when he accompanied the employers' deputation. He pointed 
out that such a Commission as he had mentioned in a letter to 
Mr. Dronfield could only be issued by the authority of Parliament. 
A most comprehensive investigation was, in his opinion, required, and 
in order to carry that out the commissioners must have full powers; 
whereas, if a commission were to be issued with the limited powers 
with which the Home Secretary could invest it, the attendance of 
witnesses and the production of books and papers, &c would be purely 
voluntary, and no indemnity could be given. He did not think for a 
moment that the Home Secretary would grant such a limited commission, 
but that he would bring the whole subject before Parliament. The hon. 
member further remarked that in his view such a commission was neces¬ 
sary in the interests of the working classes themselves, to relieve them from 
the suspicions that attached to them. For his owrn part, he felt consider¬ 
ably relieved by the information which had been afforded to him by the 
deputation. He alluded to the part he had taken in 1824, in the repeal of 
the Combination Laws, with the late Mr. Hume, and the predictions that 
were then made of reckless and lawless conduct on the part of the working 
classes. Those predictions had been to a great extent falsified; but he 
regretted that such outrages as those which had occurred at Sheffield and 

• other places continued to afford grounds for unfavourable comment. The 
deputation furnished the hon. member with a large amount of information, 
and he said that he should not fail to make use of it. 

REPORT OF THE INTERVIEW WITH THE HOME SECRETARY 
IN REFERENCE TO THE ROYAL COMMISSION. 

On Saturday, November 17th, the representatives of the London and 
the Sheffield Trade Societies had an interview with Mr. Walpole, the 
Home Secretary, on the subject of the proposed Commission of Inquiry 
into the incendiary explosion in New Hereford-street. The deputation 
were extremely desirous that the fullest publicity should be given 
to everything that took place at that interview, and they requested 
several reporters to accompany them. The representatives of the press 
were met, however, by "an express order" from the Home Secretary 
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that they should not be admitted. Mr. Roebuck informed the reporter 
that personally he had not the least objection to the publication of the pro¬ 
ceedings, and Mr. Applegarth and Mr. Dronfield sent in a special request that 
the reporters might be admitted; but the "Minister" was possessed with 
the idea that the presence of reporters would be injurious, and he refused 
to withdraw the order. 

Mr. Roebuck had taken a lively interest in this deputation, and he 
acceded to their request that he should accompany them to the Home Office 
with great readiness. Mr. Hadfield was equally anxious to assist them; 
and the hon. member came up specially from Manchester on Friday night 
in order to attend with the deputation. Although deeply engaged just now 
with the preparations for the forthcoming reform banquet, the hon. member 
said that this was too important an occasion for him to hesitate for a 
moment whether he should come up to the metropolis or not. 

The deputation consisted of Mr. William Dronfield, Secretary to the 
Sheffield Association of Organised Trades, and Mr. Austin, Secretary of 
the Railway Spring-makers' Society, as the representatives of the Sheffield 
trades' societies; Mr. R. Applegarth, General Secretary of the Amal¬ 
gamated Society of Carpenters and Joiners; Mr. Powell, Assistant-Secre¬ 
tary of the Amalgamated Society of Engineers; Mr. .Odger, Secretary of 
the London Trades' Council; Mr. Coulson, Secretary of the Operative 
Bricklayers' Society; Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Mackay, of the West-End 
Tailors' Society; and Mr. Cope, of the West-End Boot-Closers' Society. 

Mr. J. A. Roebuck, M.P., introduced the deputation to Mr. Walpole. 
The hon. member said that on Tuesday he had the honour of introducing a 
deputation of employers; and he now had the honour of introducing a 
deputation of workmen. On this, as on the previous occasion, he had felt 
that the subject was too important for him to speak upon it without due 
preparation. He had read a paper on the subject on Tuesday, and he had 
now prepared another, which, with the permission of the Home Secretary, 
he would read. The purport of his paper was, that trades' unions were 
desirous of the fullest possible investigation into these outrages, they having 
the fullest confidence that the charges of complicity which had been brought 
against them could not be sustained. The unions courted the fullest inves¬ 
tigation into their conduct, because they believed that these outrages not 
only injured them, but were detrimental to the town of Sheffield and the 
country at large; and in order to remedy the evil, they were present to 
request that a Commission of Inquiry might be instituted, which should 
trace those crimes to their true source. Since the interview on Tuesday, 
the hon. member said he had given the subject his most serious considera¬ 
tion, and he had come to the conclusion that it would be in all respects 
desirable to limit the period over which the inquiries of the proposed Com¬ 
mission should extend. He thought that the time should be limited to ten 
years. Charges might be brought against the unions by employers which 
might concern workmen who were dead, or had left the country; and on 
that ground he thought such a limitation of time as he had suggested would 
be desirable. He wished the Home Secretary distinctly to understand that 
this suggestion was purely his own, and that he alone was responsible for it. 
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In conclusion, Mr. Roebuck alluded to a point of great practical importance 
in the working of the Commission. The workmen, he said, had to labour 
hard for their daily bread; and whilst they were desirous to have the most 
comprehensive assistance, and would be willing to give every assistance in 
their power, yet they were poor men, and attendance upon such an inquiry 
would entail great expense, and probably that would be the means of deter¬ 
ring many from giving all the information in their power. Under these 
circumstances, and seeing that the question was one of national interest, he 
thought that the nation ought to defray the expenses of the witnesses. The 
suggestion seemed to him to be so reasonable and fair that he could not 
doubt of its acceptance by the Government. Mr. Roebuck then introduced 

Mr. Dronfield, who said he had the honour to appear with his friend 
Mr. Austin as the representatives of the Association of Organised Trades 
of Sheffield. They were appointed to wait upon Mr. Walpole for a twofold 
object; in the first place to explain to him the action which that association 
had taken in reference not only to the late diabolical crime committed in 
New Hereford Street, but the Acorn Street explosion; and, secondly, to 
state what their views were in regard to the proposed commission. In the 
outset, he wished it to be distinctly understood—and the feeling was shared 
by all his friends present with him—that he most heartily detested and 
abhorred such crimes, and protested against trades' unions being stigmatised 
as having in any way connived at or countenanced them. They did not 
for a moment contend that their trades' societies were perfection. Like all 
other societies, they were capable of improvement, and if it could be 
pointed out where a change was requisite, they would be only too glad to 
adopt any practicable suggestion. Shortly after the incendiary explosion 
in Acorn Street, in 1861, the delegates of the organised trades met and 
passed resolutions strongly condemnatory of the outrage, and also authorising 
the executive to issue a document setting forth their views on the question. 
That document was very widely circulated; a copy was sent to the editor 
of every newspaper in the kingdom as far as their number could be ascer¬ 
tained. He handed a copy to Mr. Walpole, along with copies of every 
other document that had been issued upon the subject by his association. 
At a public meeting that was held in the Mechanics' Hall, a committee was 
formed to consider the best means that could be adopted- for the suppression 
of these crimes. That committee was composed indifferently of unionists, 
non-unionists, and manufacturers; and at its first meeting representatives 
of twenty-two trades were present, representing the principal trades of the 
town. The gentleman who was appointed as secretai'y (Mr. John Fisher) 
shortly afterwards left the town in order to enter the ministry ; and the 
committee appointed him (Mr. JDronfield) as Mr. Fisher's successor. Mr. 
Edwin Round, then a member of the Council, was appointed chairman; 
and the committee held numerous meetings, at one of which the chairman 
and others were appointed a deputation to wait on Mr. John Brown, who 
was then Mayor, and such other members of the Council as were manu¬ 
facturers, as might be thought desirable. From the reports which that 
deputation gave, and the correspondence which he had with Mr. Brown, it 
appeared that the manufacturers were not willing to co-operate with the 



committee, and after an existence of some°hine or ten months, the com¬ 
mittee collapsed, after passing this resolution:— 

"The committee appointed at the public meeting held on the 19th March 
last, to take steps for the suppression of outrages, having frequently met in 
conference with a number of trades' representatives and after a corre¬ 
spondence with the Mayor (John Brown, Esq), as well as a personal 
delegation with his Worship and various manufacturers, regret that their 
labours have proved so ineffectual. That under the circumstances in which 
the committee are now placed, they can see no other course left than to 
settle their few liabilities, and to dissolve forthwith." 

Speaking of the Acorn Street outrage, he thought it only proper to call 
Mr. Walpole's attention to the fact that after Thompson (the man charged 
with the offence) was acquitted at the assizes, he was expelled from the 
Fender-grinder's Society, and he (Mr. Dronfield) was informed that 
Thompson was now employed by the firm the man worked for whose house 
it was alleged Thompson had blown up. Mr. Dronfield also referred to the 
third annual report of the Organised Trades, in which there was an address 
to Lord Palmerston upon the Acorn Street murder, explanatory of the 
action taken by the Organised Trades in reference thereto. He then 
referred to the late unfortunate and diabolical outrage in New Hereford 
Street. That occurred on the 8th of October. On the following day the 
chairman of the Association of Organised Trades waited upon him, and 
they resolved to call a special executive meeting in order to take steps in 
reference to the crime. At that meeting, which was held on the 11th, the 
following resolution was unanimously passed :— 

" That this executive cannot but regret the recent outrage in New 
Hereford Street, and hereby enters its strong protest and utter detestation 
at the perpetration of such diabolical acts, by whomsoever committed, not 
only on account of the heinousness of such offences, but also because they 
tend materially to damage the trades' society of the town and country 
generally, and to retard the progress of trades' union principles ; and are 
prepared to recommend the delegates, at a special meeting to be called as 
early as possible, to offer a reward for the discovery of the villain or villains 
who committed the said outrage." 

It would be seen by a comparison of dates, that the representatives of 
the workmen had actually taken steps before the manufacturers themselves, 
inasmuch as their meeting was held on the day preceding the meeting in 
the Council Hall. A special delegate meeting was held in the following 
week; resolutions strongly condemnatory of the outrage were passed; the 
executive were authorised to offer a reward of £100 (to be raised by levy 
upon the members) ; Mr. Broadhead, the secretary of the Saw Grinders' 
Union, offered £5, the union itself offered £10, and the Amalgamated 
Society of Carpenters and Joiners, through Mr. Applegarth, added the further 
sum of £25, making, in all, a total of £140 as the reward offered by the 
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trades for the discovery of the criminal. Hundreds of placards conveying 
this offer had been posted in Sheffield, and sent to the neighbouring towns ; 
and it was important to observe that the executive did not request that in¬ 
formation should be given to them, but to the Chief-Constable of Sheffield. 
From this narrative he trusted that the Home Secretary would see that the 
trades had taken prompt action, and they hoped he would be convinced, as 
well as others, that they were earnest in their endeavour to bring the 
criminals to justice. They were desirous that a Commission should be 
appointed, in order to give them the fullest opportunity of removing the 
stigma now cast upon them. That stigma was detrimental not only to the 
trades themselves, bnt also to the town generally, in whose prosperity no 
body of men had a deeper interest than the working classes. In conclusion 
he explained that the deputation, having been refused permission to attend 
with the representatives of the Town Council and the outrage committee, 
for reasons they could not at all understand, had felt bound to request the 
honour of a separate interview. They were the more surprised at the 
refusal they had met with because the object aimed at by the Town Council 
was one of which they highly approved; and they felt that they were not 
asking too much to be allowed, as the representatives of a large body of 
working men, to form a part of that deputation. After thanking the Home 
Secretary for the attention with which he had heard his remarks, Mr. 
Dronfield gave way to 

Mr. Austin, who began by expressing the detestation in which he held 
such crimes as that which formed the subject of this conversation, and by 
saying that he had been appointed, in conjunction with Mr. Dronfield, to 
ask for a commission of inquiry into the outrage, in the terms of the reso¬ 
lution passed by the Town Council. His principal reason for desiring that 
a commission might be granted was that the responsibility of these crimes 
had been cast upon the trades' unions, who, he felt, were not responsible for 
them. Instances could be adduced which would show that outrages in 
Sheffield were not always attributable, either directly or indirectly, to trades' 
unions. Mr. Austin concluded by asserting that he had adduced sufficient 
instances to prove that in regard to several of these violent outrages there 
was not the shadow of a pretence for accusing trades' unions. 

Mr. R. Applegarth said: I regret extremely that I have not the oppor¬ 
tunity of speaking before the gentlemen who were here on Tuesday last, 
because I believe that they may have made statements concerning us, and 
we may entertain opinions concerning them, which may be grounded in mis¬ 
apprehension ; and if we had spoken in each others' presence, we might 
have found out our error, and they might have been convinced that some of 
their facts—or presumed facts—were not worthy of your consideration. I 
regret exceedingly that those gentlemen are absent. I also deeply regret 
that the press are excluded. I regret it the more because an accusation is 
being continually hurled at trades' unions that they are afraid of giving in¬ 
formation of what they are doing, and that they are essentially secret orga¬ 
nisations. To counteract that charge, our invariable rule is to make our 

proceedings as public as possible, and on all such occasions as this we ask 

reporters to accompany us. I think that no better guarantee of our good 



intentions could be adduced. Sir, it would be a waste of words to say that 
I am opposed to trade outrages. No honest man could say anything else. 
I am as anxious, with the union to which I belong, for an inquiry as any one 
can be. The following resolution was unanimously adopted by the Council, 
and ordered to be forwarded to Mr. Thomas Hughes, M.P. for Lambetn :— 
" That the Executive Council of the Amalgamated Society of Carpenters 
and Joiners regard with pleasure the notice of motion of Mr. B. Cochrane, 1 that he would call the attention of the House to the dangerous increase of 
Trades' Unions, and move for papers,' and trust that nothing will occur to 
prevent the hon. gentleman persevering in his intentions, and that it may 
lead to a thorough searching inquiry into the operations of trades' unions. 
To such inquiry we should be willing to render every assistance in our 
power." Seeing that the inquiry is likely to take a wider scope than that 
suggested by the Town Council, and as Mr. Roebuck has intimated that he 
should desire to see a searching investigation, extending over the last ten 
years, by a Parliamentary Commission, and seeing, further, that these 
serious crimes are imputed to unionists, I think it is only fair that the 
representatives of the unions should claim to have a voice as to the scope of 
that inquiry, and the direction in which it should go. And I may here 
observe that it will be in the highest degree undesirable to conduct that 
inquiry as though the unions were on their trial "at the bar." The great 
bulk of the unionists repel with indignation the suspicion of complicity in 
such crimes, and if they are put, as it were, on their defence, and not asked 
to come forward as assistants in an inquiry to further the public good, they 
will refuse to do any such thing. If the object of the inquiry is not to 
attack trades' unionists solely, but to search out the causes of these disputes 
and outrages wherever they may be found, then I may venture to say that 
the unions will be happy to render all the assistance they can to find out 
who the offenders are. But don't let it begin with the assumption that the 
unionists are solely to blame. I have again, sir, to express my regret at 
the absence of the employers, because what I am about to say affects them 
very deeply. It has been the practice for many years to attribute to trades' 
unions all the heart burnings and disputes, and latterly these outrages, that arise ; but I believe these are attributable to many diverse causes. In 
the first place, Sir, your own experience of the world will have taught you 
that there are men, as well as institutions, who still adhere to the same 
old style of doing business, and who persist in applying the rules that were 
applicable 20 years ago ; and we don't claim that trades' unions are 
altogether an exception to this rule. We are free to admit that, on investi¬ 
gation, it may be found that there are some unions which have at the 
present time rules and regulations (commonly called " restrictions ") that 
would be more applicable to the state of things that existed 20 years ago than to our present circumstances ; but I believe that they will be exceed¬ 
ingly glad to alter those rules if upon due inquiry they should be convinced 
that they are not in accordance with the spirit of the age. Thi3 being 
admitted, it may be that these sad crimes are to some extent attributable 
to those causes; but while admitting this, we desire to make known our 
feeling on another matter that I cannot better explain than by giving an 
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example. In one of the largest firms in the saw trade in Sheffield, a friend 
of mine was employed, and he signed an agreement to serve for twelve 
months. The terms of the agreement were, that he was to take 20 per 
cent, off the " statement" price,—that is, he was to deduct 20 per cent, 
from the list of prices at which the men of his trade were supposed to be 
working. This secret compact was drawn up by the master and signed by 
both sides. It was agreed that the man should have all the circular saws 
to hammer—the best class of work, at which he could make very good 
wages, even after deducting the 20 per cent. That agreement was kept for 
some time until another man came to work, and my friend found the best 
work leaving him, and it was being given to the new comer, who he sus¬ 
pected would of course be deducting a larger percentage. At a meeting of 
the trade society, at which both these men were present, a complaint was 
made that some men in the town were dissatisfied because they were 
working at ten per cent, off the " statement." Some one cried out, " That 
is not much to complain of, when other firms are knocking off 30 or 40 per 
cent." As soon as that was heard, loud cries of "name" were raised, and 
the name was given. The meeting was a very stormy one ; and when my 
friend went to work next mcrning, he was asked by the manager to point 
out on the "statement" where 40 per cent, was being deducted. He 
replied that he knew nothing about it. The other man came in and he 
was asked the same question. He instantly pointed out the items, and the 
manager struck him and knocked him down. The man, the friend of 
mine, who was taking off 20 per cent, complained when he found that the 
work for which he had bargained was being put into another man's hands. 

Mr. Walpole : That would be a violation of the agreement, would 
it not? 

Mr. Applegarth: In a moment you will see the value of that agreement. 
In an3wer to my friend's complaints, he was told, " Well, it amounts to this ; 
you are not taking enough off," but he refused to take off any more. He 
refused, in the presence of his employer, to take out any more work, and 
his employer used personal violence to him in the office. He said he should 
seek to enforce the agreement, and the manager and the master both laughed, 
and coolly informed him that the document was worthless because it was 
not stamped. He charged them with having acted dishonestly, gave notice, 
and left the place. Now, Sir, I don't say that this is a general practice, but 
there are undoubtedly such cases constantly occurring. They engender, 
naturally, bad feeling between master and man, and are just as likely to lead 
to these sad outrages as any restrictive rules or regulations of trades' 
unions. 

Mr. Odger thought that if the inquiry should extend over only five years 
the ends of justice would be met. He thought that the difficulty of 
obtaining witnesses to give evideiice in reference to charges which may be 
ten years' old would be very great indeed. Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Mackay 
warmly bupported the proposal to have a commission, and expressed their 

hope that it would be a thoroughly comprehensive and impartial one, 
conducted without reference to the opinions or the prepossessions of either 
one party ui' another. 



Mr. Walpole said that, after his interview with the employers' deputation he named the matter to his colleagues in the Cabinet. They had had a 
very long conversation on the matter; and he thought he might venture to 
say,—although the deputation would not, of course, expect him to give a 
definite answer,—that in all probability the Government would be ready to 
grant a commission. If it were granted, both sides might rest assured 
that the inquiry would be thoroughly comprehensive and impartial towards 
both employers and workmen. He was glad that this deputation had 
waited upon him, and promised that the information they had given should 
have the fullest consideration on the part of the Government. 

Mr. Hudfield: I am strongly of opinion that the inquiry should be 
thoroughly comprehensive and impartial. I have a gentleman in my mind 
now whom I should be glad to propose as a member of the commission. 
Would a Member of Parliament be competent to act 

Mr. Walpole: At the proper time I shall be glad to receive any suggestion from Mr. Hadfield. 
Mr. Lawrence: I hope the commission will be issued as soon as possible. Mr. Dronfield: I understand it cannot be issued until Parliament shall 

have met. 
Mr. Roebuck: Precisely so. It must come before Parliament, and no 

doubt there will be a long debate upon it. 
Mr. Walpole signified that the matter must come before Parliament. 
Mr. Roebuck then tendered the thanks of the deputation to the Home 

Secretary, and the interview terminated. 

REPORT OF THE DEPUTATION OF THE SHEFFIELD TOWN 
COUNCIL TO THE HOME SECRETARY. 

{Obtained from cC local paper; and is the only report of tlie doings of tlie 
Masters' Deputation u'itJi the Home Secretary.) 

The Mayor read the following report of the deputation appointed by the 
Council to wait upon the Home Secretary, praying for a Commission to 
inquire into the recent outrage :— 

" The deputation appointed by the Town Council on the 29th October 
last, to wait on the Home Secretary, and confer with him on the necessity of granting a Commission of Inquiry in reference to the attempt made to 
blow up the dwelling-house of Thomas Fearnehough, in New Hereford 
Street, consisting of the Mayor (John Webster, Esq.), Aid. W. E. Laycock, Aid. John Brown (the Master Cutler), Aid. Robert Jackson (the President 
of the Chamber of Commerce), and Councillor Robert Thomas Eadon, met 
by appointment John Arthur Roebuck, Esq., M.P., and George Hadfield, 
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Esq., M.P., and deputations from the Cutlers' Company, the Chamber of 
Commerce, and the Sheffield Outrage Committee, at the Westminster Palace 
Hotel, on Tuesday, the 13th of November last, and proceeded from thence to 
the Home Office, and had an interview with the Right Hon. S. H. Walpole, 
the Home Secretary. 

"The Mayor (John Webster Esq.) read the resolution passed by the 
Council on the 29th October last, and urged upon the Home Secretary the 
necessity of Government granting a Commission of Inquiry. 

" The Home Secretary listened to the representations made by the Mayor 
and the deputations from the Cutlers' Company and the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce, and accepted various resolutions ; and then promised that the subject 
would receive the closest attention on the part of the Government, but until 
he had laid it before the Cabinet he could not be expected to give any more 
definite answer, " J. Webster, Mayor." 

Aid. Saunders regretted, and he thought it was a regret which was 
generally felt, that there should be such an abstinence of explanation in 
regard to what the deputation did when before the Home Secretary. (Hear, 
hear.) He could not for one moment conceive—in fact, it was only just 
and reasonable—why the arguments which were placed before the Home 
Secretary by the deputation should not also be placed before the public. It 
now almost seemed as if the deputation were afraid of letting the public 
know what were their opinions or arguments and reasons for asking for in¬ 
vestigation into the late outrage. The course which the deputation had 
taken was a very unwise one; because if what they said to the Home 
Secretary was true, it was only right that those who were impugned should 
know what their statements were—(hear, hear)—in order that they might 
be prepared to refute them. On the other hand, if what they said was not 
true, it should not have been said to the Home Secretary at all. This was 
the first time he had taken any part in a discussion with regard to the late 
outrage, and his object in now rising was to say that the secret and under¬ 
hand way which was adopted by the deputation of going to the Home 
Secretary and making ex parte statements, was not honourable and straight¬ 
forward. He should have liked for the deputation from such a public body 
as the corporation, to have gone with the working men's deputation, as the 
commission was asked, not for any individual or class, for the good of the 
town generally. He considered that a great example was set to the depu¬ 
tation from the Council and the other deputations that accompanied them 
by the deputation which went to the Home Secretary from the working 
men, as they boldly spoke out their sentiments, which were published to the 
world, and consequently the town knew what they had said upon a subject 
which so much affected it. (Hear, hear.) In that respect the Council and 
the manufacturers' deputations had been set an example. He personally 
and deeply regretted that a fuller and a much more general explanation 
of what was said before the Home Secretary had not been made known. 

The Mayor thought that the remarks of Aid. Saunders were somewhat 
out of place. (Hear, hear.) The deputation which was appointed by the 



Council went to the Home Secretary for one particular and express 
purpose—to lay before him the resolution passed by the Council, and 
to ask him to consider whether under all the circumstances it would not be 
advisable to comply with their request, and to issue a commission for 
a full inquiry into the late outrage. When, as their representative, he laid 
the matter before the Secretary of State, he made no accusations against 
any one ; he impugned no man's conduct. He simply said this, that so far 
as such outrages were concerned, the arm of the law in Sheffield was 
paralysed, and that the police authorities could not make any discovery of 
the perpetrators, or the instigators, if there were any, of such crimes. 
(Hear, hear.) There was no doubt that a great crime was committed when 
Fearnehough's house was blown up, but he did not express an opinion to the 
Home Secretary as to by what man or by what class of men the deed was 
done. What he said was that a great and fearful outrage had been com¬ 
mitted ; that it was one which ought to be inquired into ; and that the 
Town Council, through him, had asked that such an inquiry should take 
place. (Hear, hear.) He fully agreed with Mr. Roebuck and other 
gentlemen that the inquiry should be one by a Parliamentary Commission, 
an opinion which he expressed at the time the resolution appointing the 
deputation was passed. With regard to what had been said by Alderman 
Saunders about the deputation making ex parte statements, all he could say 
was that the deputation went to the Home Secretary for the express purpose 
of making ex parte statements—in fact, they could not do otherwise. They 
did not go to the Secretary of State to argue with him as to the persons 
who committed the crime, but all that they did, as he had before explained, 
was to ask the assistance of Government to find out the perpetrator, and, if 
possible, to adopt means for the prevention of such outrages for the future. 
(Hear, hear.) As to what was said by the members of the other deputations 
they had nothing whatever to do, but he could safely say that they made no 
charges against any one, and only expressed it as a matter of opinion, and 
not as a matter of fact, that the general impression in Sheffield was that 
such outrages proceeded from trades' unions. (Hear, hear.) The deputa¬ 
tion from the Council did not even go so far as that; all that they requested 
was that a commission should be appointed. The statements which were 
made were purely ex parte, and they went to the Home Secretary to make 
them. Those who had set them an example, which it was said they should 
follow, did precisely the same, the only difference being that they published 
what they said, whereas the deputation from the Council did not. (Hear, 
hear.) He really did not think that what he said was deserving of publi¬ 
cation, as he simply stated what was the request of the Town Council. In 
conclusion the Mayor moved that the report be entered on the minutes of 
the Council. 

Mr. Ironside seconded the motion, at the same time remarking that he 
quite agreed with the remarks of Alderman Saunders, for wherever there 
was secresy there was corruption. For the good government of the 
town everything ought to be open and above-board. (Hear, hear.) The 
affair was a miserable one, and the sooner it was forgotten the better. 

The motion was carried. 
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IMPORTANT DECISION OF THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH 
IN REFERENCE TO TRADE SOCIETIES' FUNDS. 

On the 16th of January the following important trial took place, and 
decision was given affecting materially the funds of Trades' Societies in the 
Court of Queen's Bench, before the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice 
Blackburn, Mr. Justice Mellor, and Mr. Justice Lush. 

HORNBY, APPELLANT, V. CLOSE, RESPONDENT. 

This was an appeal from decision of magistrates at Bradford, dismissing 
an information under the Friendly Societies' Act against the treasurer of a 
society of working men, on the ground that the objects of the society, 
being partly those of a Trades' Union, were not within the Act. The 
information was for wrongfully withholding a sum of £24 belonging to the 
society. The society was the Leeds branch of " the United Society of 
Boilermakers and Iron Shipbuilders of Great Britain and Ireland," insti¬ 
tuted in 1834 (as stated on the title-page of the rules), " for the purpose of 
mutual relief of its members when out of emplo)ment, the relief of their 
sick and burial of their dead, and other benevolent purposes, as inserted in 
their Rules," or (as the preface stated it) " for the relief of their sick, the 
burial of their dead, and support of their members when thrown out of 
employment through depression of trade, and for other benevolent purposes. 
The preface continued,—" There are but few among the working classes who 
are provident enough to realize out of their hard earnings a sufficiency to meet 
the demands of nature for even a few weeks when out of employment, and 
how much more serious is the consideration when a family is dependent on 
such individual It is but too often in such cases that the domestic hearth, 
hitherto cherished as the greatest blessing and comfort of life, becomes a 
source of anxiety and care. To provide for the common wants of nature, 
to stay the cry of his beloved offspring for bread, the household goods on 
which his gentle partner and himself used to delight, one thing after 
another is sacrificed, and at length, when all is gone, then comes the heart¬ 
rending separation of a once happy family to seek food and shelter in a 
Union workhouse. To prevent these evils, or at least to obviate them in 
some degree, is one of the principal objects proposed to be attained by the 
society. These views can be carried into effect by uniting together while 
in employment and subscribing a small sum per week, which, under whole¬ 
some laws and economical management, will be capable of affording at 
least some assistance to those who occasionally have the misfortune of 
being put out of employment." Such, however, being the professed and 
perhaps the original objects of the society, the rules which, it is to be 
observed, had been revised and remodelled in 1862, contained several which 
were relied upon as showing that the present objects of the society were, m 
part, those of a Trades' Union Society—"Rule 28, Piece-work :—1. That 
in districts where members are compelled to work piece-work, and it be 
proved to the satisfaction of the executive committee that the firm is 
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reducing the prices below the usual and reasonable prices, they shall allow 
the men resisting the reduction 7s. per week for two weeks; and, 2, That 
any member or members in a shop, either on piece-work or day work, where 
a dispute arises connected with our trade or society, no member or members 
shall be allowed to call at such shop or shops after being made acquainted 
with such dispute, or, for doing so, to be fined 10s. And that any member 
of this society encouraging any holder up or labourer to violate the rule by 
allowing him to piactise with his tools, or otherwise instructing him in 
other branches of the trade contrary to these rules, shall, on proof thereof, 
be fined for the first offence 5s., &c, and for the third expelled the society." " Rule 29, Disputes on day Work and benefits:—Should a dispute arise in 
any shop, the members of that shop shall make it known to their branch, 
which, if it only affects the interests of two or three members, such branch 
to have power to settle it, and grant to members wishing to travel 12s. per 
week, &c. But should a general dispute arise in any shop which cannot be 
amicably settled by the branch, it shall be referred to the executive com¬ 
mittee, who shall give their instructions on the subject. All members 
losing their employment through such disputes, after being sanctioned by 
the executive, shall receive the sum of 12s. per week so long as they shall 
remain out of employment; and this rule to be applied to all disputes 
except the settlement of piece-work prices." "Rule 42. Any member 
using his influence to obtain employment for a non-member shall be fined 
for such offence 10s." Such being some of the present rules of the society, 
the attorney for the party summoned contended that it was not a society 
within the Friendly Societies' Act, 18th and 19th of Victoria, cap. 62, and 
further that it was a society established for purposes illegal and contrary to 
public policy, as being a restraint of trade, and depriving the workman of 
the free exercise of his own will in the employment of his labour ; and also 
in restraining him from getting employment, or continuing in employment, 
or obtaining employment for a non-member, and that the society was an 
organisation for or tending to the encouragement of strikes. The magis¬ 
trates—the charge against the defendant being fully proved as laid in the 
information, were called upon to determine on the legal objections thus 
raised, and determining them in his favour, dismissed the information, from 
which decision this was the present appeal on the part of the society, their 
contention being that the society was established for some of the purposes 
mentioned in the Friendly Societies' Act; and that it was not established 
for any purposes which were illegal, and that, therefore, the magistrates 
should have convicted. To render the argument and the judgment intelli¬ 
gible it is necessary to state that the 44th section of the Act provides that a 
case of any Friendly Society established for any of the purposes mentioned 
in section 9 (which are those of an ordinary benefit or friendly society) or 
for any purpose which is not illegal, having rules certified by or deposited 
with the Registrar, disputes arising among the members may be summarily 
heard and determined by magistrates under the jurisdiction established by 
the Act. 

Mr. Mellish (with whom was Mr. Macnamara) argued the case on behalf 
of the Society. His argument in substance was, first, that the objects of 
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the Society were not illegal—(1) because the rules were not certainly a 
restraint of trade; (2) because even if a restraint of trade—though not 
enforceable, yet they were not illegal; (3) that they were not unlawful at 
common law; (4) that they were not rendered unlawful by anything in the 
Act. The Society, therefore, he insisted, was not illegal in the sense of 
being criminal; and, in the next place, it could not be denied that some of 
its objects came within the scope of the Act. The learned counsel cited 
and commented upon the great case of Hilton v. JSckersley (6 Ellis and 
Blackburn's Reports'), which was affirmed in a Court of Error, and in which 
it was held that a bond given by a cotton-spinner, binding him to observe 
the regulations as to wages, and sanctioned by a majority of the Society, 
could not be enforced against him. In that case, however, he pointed out 
that Mr. Justice Earle dissented, and that Lord Campbell disclaimed hold¬ 
ing that the combination was illegal in a criminal sense, and, though the 
judgment was upheld in a Court of Error, the Court expressly said—we do 
not say the combination was illegal in the sense of being criminal or punish¬ 
able, and in this case the rules referred to were not those on which the 
information was founded. In the course of the argument 

Mr. Justice Blackburn observed, that he could not help thinking that the 
trades' unions element was the main object of the Society; at all events, it 
was plainly a main object. 

Mr. Justice Mellor observed that it could hardly be doubted that it was 
a main inducement to many of the men to joining it that it had this element 
in it. 

The Lord Chief Justice 3aid, at least the Society had the twofold object 
of the Friendly Society and the Trades' Union Society, and the rules as to 
the latter seemed to be in restraint of trade, and so not legal, even if not 
criminal. 

Mr. Mellish urged that the main object, or, at all events, a main object, 
of the Society was still benevolent, and that the addition of these rules as 
to the terms of work did not so alter its character as to render it illegal. 
At the close of the argument, 

The Lord Chief Justice at once said :—We cannot hesitate for a moment 
in saying that we thought the magistrates were right in holding that the 
Society did not come within the operation of the Friendly Societies' Act so 
as to give them jurisdiction. Supposing the main purpose of the Society 
were within the Act, as being benevolent, it would not merely by reason of 
one or two rules going beyond that object cease to be a Society within the 
Act. But here we find that the very purpose of the Society is not merely 
to carry out the objects of a benevolent society, but those of a trades' union. 
Under that term may be included every combination by which men bind 
themselves not to work except under certain conditions, and to support one 
another in the event of being out of employment, in conformity with the 
views of the majority. I am far from saying that a trades' union consti¬ 
tuted for such purposes would bring the members within the criminal law, 
but the rules are certainly such as would operate in restraint of trade, and 
would, therefore, in that sense be unlawful, and on the same principle upon 
which a Court of Error held (confirming the decision of this Court) that a 



bond given by a master to observe rules which were in restraint of trade 
was so far unlawful that it could not be enforced at law, we think that these 
rules of a society of workmen having a like effect are in the same sense 
illegal. That is to say, if a civil action was brought on any contract of 
obligation arising out of the rules, they could not be recognized and enforced 
in such action. Therefore, upon the same principle, it was impossible to 
hold that the Society was within the Friendly Societies' Act; first, because 
the objects are not analogous to those of a friendly society; and next, 
because these rules, though they may not be illegal in the sense of being 
criminal, are so far illegal that they are not enforceable at law. 

Mr. Justice Blackburn concurred. The magistrates, he said, had no 
jurisdiction unless the society was within the statute, and he thought it was 
not. The purposes of a trades' union were not at all analogous to those of 
a friendly society; and it was impossible upon any ordinary principles of 
construction to hold that sec. 44 applied to any society which was established 
for "a purpose not illegal." Such a literal construction could not be 
sustained ; and it was obvious that the section only applied to societies the 
purposes of which were analogous to those of friendly societies. No doubt, 
a small degree of deviation from the purposes of a friendly society would 
not throw the society out of the scope of the Act. But, in the present case, 
it was manifest that the main object, or, at all events, a main object, of the 
society was to carry out the purposes of the trades' union. Further than 
that, he thought the rules referred to illegal in the sense in which the term 
was applied by the Court of Error in Hilton v. JEcJcersley, as against the 
masters—that is, illegal in the sense that they were not legally enforceable. 
The same principle must be applied to combinations of the men. He 
guarded himself carefully against being supposed to say whether the society 
was illegal in the sense of being criminal. He did not say that it was ; 
he did not say that it was not. He left that point quite untouched. But 
he was clearly of opinion that the rules referred to were illegal in the sense 
that they could not be enforced ; therefore the society did not come within 
the Act. Whether the illegality of some of the rules would taint the whole 
of them it was not here necessary to determine, because the objects illegal 
were not small and incidental, but constituted a principal, if not the whole, 
aim and object of the society. 

Mr. Justice Mellor entirely concurred. He desired, he said, to express 
no opinion as to whether the rules referred to were illegal in the sense in 
which they would be criminal. But he thought that some of the substantial 
objects of the society were those of trades' unions, and were directed to the 
encouragement of strikes. He could not suppose that in the view of the 
members of the society the objects could practically be separated—they 
were too much mixed up together; nor could he doubt that numbers of 
men became members upon the footing of the illegal rules, and for the sake 
of the illegal objects. Those objects, the objects of a trades' union, were 
not analagous to those of a friendly society, because not really " benevolent," 
though some of the objects of the society no doubt were so. The objects of 
the society not being analogous to those of a friendly society, and not being 
legal in the sense of being enforceable, the society was not within the Act, 



2<6 

and the magistrates, therefore, rightly determined that they had no jurisdic¬ 
tion to deal with the case. 

Mr. Justice Lush also concurred. One main object of the society, he 
said, if not the main object, was to form a trades' union. That being so, 
the purpose of the society was not analagous to those described in the 
Friendly Societies' Act; and, further, its rules were illegal, in the sense 
that they were not enforceable in a court of law. 

Judgment for the respondent, approving the decision of the Justices. 

APPOINTMENT OF A PERMANENT CONFERENCE. 

Immediately upon this decision being made public the delegates who had 
been attending to the Sheffield affair, recognizing the difficulties that were 
approaching Trades' Unions, thought necessary to call a Conference to 
further consider the aspect of affairs, and accordingly Delegates from the 
undermentioned Trade Societies assembled at the General Office of the 
Amalgamated Society of Engineers, 54, Stamford Street, at Two p.m., 
on the 28th of January, specially deputed by their respective bodies. 

There were present T. Hughes, Esq., M.P. for Lambeth (by special 
invitation); Mr. W. Allan, Gen. Sec, Mr. R. Danter, Chairman, and 
Mr. D. Henderson, of the Council of the Amalgamated Society of 
Engineers ; Mr. R. Applegarth, Gen. Sec, Mr. T. W. Hughes, Chairman, 
and Mr. J. D. Prior, of the Council of the Amalgamated Society of 
Carpenters and Joiners; Mr. D. Guile, Gen. Sec, Mr. J. Hemley, Chair¬ 
man, and Mr. T. Powell, of the Council of the Iron-founders Society ; 
Mr. G. Odger, Secretary of the London Trades' Council; Mr. E. Coulson, 
Gen. Sec. of the Operative Bricklayers' Society; and Mr. Thomas Spelling, 
Secretary of the Vellum Binders' Socieiy. 

Mr. W. Allan having been appointed Chairman, and Mr. R. Applegarth 
Secretary to the Conference, a very animated discussion followed, during 
which an universal opinion was expressed that Trades' Unions, as at present 
constituted, paying vast sums of money for purposes truly laudable, and 
none of their objects being in opposition to law, ought to have the same 
protection as Friendly and other Societies ; and that no means ought to be 
left untried to secure for the Trades' Unions of the country a Special Act 
for their especial protection. It was ultimately resolved :— 

" That a Deputation, consisting of Messrs. Allan, Applegarth, Guile, 
Odger, and Coulson, be appointed to wait on the Home Secretary, to call 
his attention to the recent decision, and urge the enactment of a Law for 
the protection to which we feel convinced our Societies are entitled." 

Mr. Applegarth was instructed to communicate with the Home Secretary 
to request him to grant an early interview, and to the Executive of the 



Boiler Makers' Society to acquaint them with the proceedings of the 
Conference. 

A vote of thanks was accorded to Mr. Hughes for his attendance ; to 
the Chairman for his services during the Conference ; and to the Executive 
of the Engineers for the use of their office ; and the first sitting of the 
Conference terminated. 

The Home Secretary having been communicated with, replied imme¬ 
diately, stating that he would be happy to meet the deputation on Friday, 
February 1st. 

INTERVIEW WITH THE HOME SECRETARY. 

The deputation to Mr. Walpole, by appointment, waited on the right hon. 
gentleman, for the purpose of representing to him, and through him to the 
Government, tie position in which trades' unions have been placed by the 
decision of the Court of Queen's Bench in the case of the Bradford boiler- 
makers, and of impressing on the Government the importance of putting 
them in the same position with regard to protection as friendly societies in 
general. The deputat;on consisted of Mr. William Allan, representing the 
Amalgamated Engineers; Mr. D. Guile, the Ironfounders' Society ; Mr. 
R. Applegarth, the Amalgamated Carpenters and Joiners ; and Mr. George 
Odger, the Trades' Council. The deputation was introduced by 

Mr. Thomas Hughes, M.P., who said he believed, and with great reason, 
that the decision of the Queen's Bench had placed trades' societies entirely 
outside the law. rl he deputation wished to lay their case before the right 
hon. gentleman, and ask whether the Government could not apsist to place 
them in the pos-ition in which they understood they had been placed by the 
Acts of former Governments. 

Mr. Allan said that so far back as 1855 they succeeded in getting two 
clauses inserted in the Friendly Societies'Act, by which they imagined they 
obtained legal protection against fraudulent trustees or other officials. It 
is now very questionable whether they had that protection ; in fact, they 
were inclined to think they had not. The Court of Queen's Bench had 
decided that their rules placed them outside the pale of the law, and that 
they could not have the protection of the Friendly Societies' Act. 

Mr. Walpole understood that the Lord Chief Justice decided that the 

society before him could only be looked upon as a hociety formed in 1 estraint 
of trade, and could not be supposed to be legal. 

Mr. Hughes said that in the rules of all the societies there were clauses 
that would probably be considered also as a restraint upon trade. 

Mr. Allan said the Friendly Societies Act gave them certain privileges 
on depositing their rules with Mr. Tidd Pratt, provided they contained 
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nothing contrary to law. In 1851 the society to which he belonged—in order that they might be perfectly satisfied as the legality of their rules, which went further then than they now did in regard to piece-work, over¬ 
time, length of hours, &c—got the opinion of Sir Alexander Cockburn, at 
that time Attorney-General, who held that their rules were perfectly legal. If they were legal, the societies contended that they should have the pro¬ tection of the Friendly Societies Act with regard to fraudulent trustees. 
On the faith of the protection they had deposited a large amount of money in the post office savings' bank. They had at first some difficulty about 
that, but they waited on Mr. Gladstone, who ultimately granted them the 
privilege of depositing their funds there. It was now questionable whether 
if any fraud took place they had any control over the persons who defrauded 
them. Mr. Gladstone decided that their rules were not illegal, and there¬ 
fore they ought to have the benefit of the Friendly Societies' Act. 

Mr. Walpole: What power had Mr. Gladstone to decide that He only 
gave his opinion, I suppose 

Mr. Allan said he was Chancellor of the Exchequer, and representative 
of the Government. 

Mr. Hughes said that there had been a direct sanction by the Govern¬ 
ment of the investment in the post office savings' banks. 

Mr. Guile said the funds of the Amalgamated Engineers amounted to 
£140,000, and they were scattered in various parts of the country. 

In reply to Mr. Walpole, 
Mr. Guile replied that the rules were pretty nearly the same in all cases. 
Mr. Hughes said those of the Bradford boiler-makers were rather 

stronger. 
Mr. Allan said the rules on which Sir Alexander Cockburn gave his 

opinion were quite as strong, if not stronger, than those of the boiler-makers 
were ; and yet he said distinctly an'd clearly that they were not illegal, but 
perfectly sound according to law. 

Mr. Walpole then read the judgment of the Lord Chief Justice, to the 
effect that he thought the society could not be brought within the Friendly 
Societies' Act—first, because the purposes for which the trades' unions were 
organised were not analogous to those of benefit societies, and because its 
rules, though not criminal, yet acting as a restraint of trade, were by the law 
of the land illegal. He also read the opinion of Sir Alexander Cockburn, 
which was to the effect that it was legal for men to combine to protect them¬ 
selves, and to persuade others to act with them, provided no violence were 
done to person or property, and all threats, intimidation, and molestation 
were avoided, and that the rules were not objectionable in point of law, 
thoug they might have been prepared with greater accuracy. The right hon. 
gentleman then asked the deputation to point out what they specifically 
asked him to do. 

Mr. Guile said the society which he represented instructed him to ask 
the Government to take their rules and put them into the hands of the law 
advisers of the Crown for examination. If they were of opinion that they 
were not legal, he was requested to ask that Government would provide 
such an Act as would place them within range of the law for all practical 



purposes. The speaker mentioned a case in which an agent of his society 
had £83 belonging to it, but which after the recent decision they could not 
claim. He also furnished a number of statistics to show them that the 
object of the societies was more benevolence than the advancement of the 
trades' unions. In eight years the society to which he belonged had ex¬ 
pended on men out of work, but not through the operations of strikes, on 
the sick and disabled, on the aged and on funerals, no less than £138,503 ; 
whilst in the same period the total amount paid for strikes was £1,877. 
This was at the rate of 5s. 6d. per member to support strikes or disputes, 
while for benevolent purposes there had been paid £21 5s. 6|d. per member. 

Mr. Walpole said there was no doubt that would be perfectly legal. He 
did not know really how far the facts on the case as decided by the Court 
of Queen's Bench, were or were not identical for the purposes of the law 
with the case as regarded the deputation. He thought it so important a 
matter that the best thing the deputation could do was to put into writing, 
in the shape of a memorial, to be presented at that office, the exact thing 
they wanted him to do. That would enable him to consider and, if neces¬ 
sary, to consult with his colleagues as to how far they could fall in with the 
suggestions made to the Government. He saw a difficulty about consulting 
the law officers merely on the application of one society; for he should, if 
granting the facility in one case, have to afford it in others. 

Mr. Hughes thought that the case of the societies was that they had been 
led into the present scrape by previous Governments ; they had dropped 
their old system of protection by checking their officials, and they had been 
led to rely upon the protection of the Friendly Societies'Act. Now their 
funds were scattered all over England, and their affairs were exceedingly 
critical, because if their officers turned out rascals they had no power to 
recover a penny. 

Mr. Walpole said the matter really depended on the ulterior question 
whether the societies were legal or not according to the judgment of the 
Court of Queen's Bench. The law officers could not decide such a question. 
Nothing but the court could decide whether the rules were contrary to law 
or not within the meaning or decision of the court. The law officers of the 
Crown could not give them any valuable opinion except as to what the 
decision of the Court of Queen's Bench would be. 

Mr. Applegarth said the important question was, were trades' unions 
"as" trades' unions to be outside the pale of law. They had been of 
opinion that it was quite lawful for working men to combine for the pro¬ 
tection of their interests, provided they did not bring themselves into 
collision with the law that provided against intimidation, &c He would 
admit that if in any part of the country work was plentiful, men underpaid, 
and employers refused to raise their wages, they would draw the men from 
}heir employers, and pay them 15s. a week as strike pay ; but they set 
their faces against all kinds of intimidation ; and as for strikes, he would 
not say they dreaded them, but they did all they could to set their faces 
against them, and endeavoured to substitute for them a system of arbitration. 
He thought the suggestion made to them by the right hon. gentleman was 
a very good one ; but he should wish that after they had put into writing 
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what they desired, there should be some sort of inquiry to let the Govern¬ 
ment see what trades' unions really were. No doubt they did many sad. 
and serious things, but they were not so bad as they were painted. Such 
an inquiry was necessary before any legislation was attempted. They 
required some specific law for their protection, for even now at Bradford 
and Hull they had cases of agents from whom they could not obtain large sums 
of money on account of the decision of the Court of Queen's Bench. The 
question was, what were th9y do do Were they to be placed at the 
mercy of unscrupulous men, when the Government had led them to believe 
they had protection A favourable solution of the difficulty would lead to 
their purging their rules if on impartial inquiry anything objectionable 
could be found in them; bat with this exception, that they would not 
surrender the right to strike when a strike became a necessity, not even 
for a Bill. 

Mr. Walpole said two distinct propositions had been laid before him. 
One was to deal with this particular case by some legislation immediately, 
anl as to that he understood the deputation were prepared to lay a me¬ 
morial before him as to the exact point on which they wished legislation. 
Secondly, with reference to the importance of a full investigation into the 
working of these societies, all he could say now was—and he believed Mr. 
Hughes would bear him out—that they would find in a very few days that 
he was not in the least unfriendly to such an object as that. 

The deputation then thanked the right hon. gentleman and withdrew. 

TRADES' UNIONS PROTECTION BILL. 

Mr. Neate, who has written ably regarding trades' unions, at this time 
had given notice to the House of his intention to bring forward a Bill to 
secure legal protection for the funds of trades' societies. The conference 
waited on him several times with the view of assisting him to get the follow¬ 
ing Bill passed, as it embodied the views expressed at the interview with 
the Home Secretary. 

The following is a copy of the Bill introduced into the House of Commons 
by Mr. Neate, to " Exempt Associations of Workmen from certain Dis¬ 
abilities for a limited Time :—Whereas doubts have arisen as to how 
far and in what cases associations of workmen not certified under the 
Act 18 and 19 Vic. cap 63, are entitled to any benefit under that Act, 
Be it enacted by the Queen's most excellent Majesty, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Lords spiritual, and Commons, in this present 
Parliament assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows :— 
From and after the passing of this Act, until the end of the next session 
of Parliament, no sudi association of workmen shall forfeit any right or 
benefit to which they might otherwise have been entitled under the 44th 



section of the said Act, by reason of any rules or rule of such association 
of workmen being in restraint of trade, provided that snch rules or rule do 
not prescribe or recommend the performance of any act made subject to any 
statutory penalty." 

It has been said by a few persons that the above Bill was not sufficient 
for the purpose, and that we ought to have asked for an Act which would 
give protection to the funds of trade societies, whether they have other than 
trade benefits attached to them or not. In answer to that, we say that the 
Bill was merely intended as a temporary measure, and we think it would 
have been extremely unwise on our part to have asked for complete legisla¬ 
tion pending the enquiry of the Commission ; but, small as it was, it was 
too big for the House of Commons, for they have thrown it out uncere¬ 
moniously. 

THE TRADES' UNIONS COMMISSION—DEPUTATION TO THE 
HOME SECRETARY. 

The conference having read that another deputation had waited on the 
Home Secretary and expressed satisfaction with the present construction of 
the Royal Commission, thought necessary to have another interview with 
him on two especial points. The first was to have one working man 
appointed if possible, the other to secure the presence of a second represen¬ 
tative of each trade to explain any difficult or complicated question which 
might arise. Mr. Samuelson, M.P., was consulted on the subject, and he 
went to the Home Secretary, who consented to again receive the deputation 
on February 15th. The following is what transpired :— 

A deputation of representative working men waited on Mr. Walpole, on 
Friday, at the Home Office, in reference to the construction of the Royal 
Commission on Trades' Unions, which has been decided upon by Parlia¬ 
ment. The deputation included Mr. J. Stuart Mill, M.P., Mr. Odger 
(shoemaker and secretary to the London Trades' Council), Mr. Danter 
(president of the Amalgamated Engineers' Society), Mr. Coulson (repre¬ 
senting the bricklayers), and Mr. Guile (secretary to the Moulders' Society). 

Mr. J. Stuart Mill, M.P., introduced the deputation. In doing so the 
hon. gentleman mentioned that Mr. T. Hughes, M.P., was to have 
accompanied the deputation, but he had been unavoidably prevented from 
attending. 

Mr. Odgcr said that the deputation had to express their regret that they 
Lad to trouble Mr. Walpole on the question of the construction of the 
commission, but the belief that it would give general satisfaction, and indeed 
that it was essential that a working man should be placed on the commission 
was their excuse for doing so. Another thing they thought should occupy 
the attention of the commission was the advisability of having present 
during certain portions of the inquiry practical men who would be able to 
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suggest the putting of questions respecting technical matters connected with 
workshops, the answering of which would help the members of the com¬ 
mission to arrive at proper conclusions. Otherwise, he believed the inquiry 
would be carried on under many difficulties, and would be concluded 
without the persons really most interested getting an opportunity of being 
heard. What he would suggest was, that, according as matters affecting 
particular trades came on for hearing, persons deputed by those trades 
should be allowed to be present to watch the proceedings, and suggest such 
questions as they considered advisable for eliciting the truth, and protecting 
the various trades from being misrepresented, through, it might be, a lack 
of proper information. Each of those persons need only be present while 
his particular trade society was being inquired into. He thought if some 
such plan as this was adopted by the commission it would be the means of 
giving satisfaction, and would show that the inquiry was being carried on 
fairly to the workmen. 

Mr. Walpole: With regard to doing the working men any injustice, I 
do not think anything like that need be feared. As far as I could I tried 
to make the commission as fair and impartial as possible, and I think you 
may rest satisfied that those appointed on the commission will act as I am 
desirous they should. The last time I received a deputation from certain 
parties connected with trades' unions, I understood that if Mr. Harrison 
was appointed on the commission it would give entire satisfaction. I can 
only say, in reference to Mr. Harrison, that his works on the subject, and 
the great interest he has evinced, show you that you could not have any 
person so fully competent to assist in the inquiry, and I think you may 
rely on Mr. Harrison to bring all matters connected with trade unions 
forward which may be necessary. 

Mr. Odger: Such is our opinion too. 
Mr. Walpole : In consequence of the representations made to me by the 

other deputation, I wrote to the Queen, requesting the addition of Mr. 
Harrison's name to the commission. Her Majesty complied with the 
request, and the commission has been signed by the Queen, and confirmed 
by myself. Under these circumstances, I must say that it is not really in 
my power to make any other alteration in the construction of the commission. 
As regards the suggestions of having representatives of trades in attendance 
to explain matters of detail connected with the various trades, that is a 
matter that I could not well interfere with. The commission will have 
power to adopt such a suggestion, and I have no doubt that, if applied to, 
they will afford the representatives of the various trades every opportunity 
of getting a fair hearing. I think you may have full confidence in the 
gentlemen composing the commission. At the head of the commission is 
ono who will be disposed to see that every part of the subject is thoroughly 
gone into, and that the views of the different trades are completely examined 
and weighed well before he will bring his judicial mind to bear on the 
subject—one who has never been supposed to arrive at any conclusion 
except when the justice of the case is clearly brought before him. I will 
write myself to Sir William Erie, the head of the commission, as to the 
possibility of having particular persons brought forward in the interest of 



particular trade societies, but, as I said before, the matter lies entirely with 
the commissioners themselves. The matter is really out of the hands of 
the Government, and I cannot again interfere. 

Mr. Guile said, that all the working men wanted was that any possibility 
of their being held up to the country in a prejudicial light should be 
avoided, and to effectually guard against such a result he thought that, if 
they could not have a working man on the Commission, they ought at all 
events to be allowed opportunities of correcting mistakes or misrepresenta¬ 
tions the moment they arose. 

Mr. Walpole: I think it could be so arranged that Mr. Harrison could 
bring forward witnesses as he considered they were necessary, and I think 
you may rely upon Mr. Harrison to do so. 

Mr. Odger said that the trades had perfect confidence in Mr. Harrison, 
and the appointment had given great satisfaction; but they felt that if a 
commission were appointed to inquire into the affairs of some of the uni¬ 
versities, it would be stupid to entrust the inquiry to working men, who did 
not properly understand the matters to be investigated; and that, therefore, 
the present inquiry should not be left entirely to persons who had no prac¬ 
tical acquaintanceship with the workings of trades' unions. Such was the 
opinion existing among a great many of the working men. 

Mr. Walpole: I must say my experience of commissions is different from 
that. I have served on many of them, and, although knowing little or 
nothing of the subject beforehand, from the information brought before me 
I have been enabled to get a pretty good knowledge of the subject, and have 
thereby been enabled to come to what I considered a fair conclusion. I 
have always found commissions desirous of affording every means of 
eliciting reliable information, and I have no doubt the present one will do 
likewise. 

Mr. Danter remarked that there were two masters on the Commission, 
and he thought one working man might at least be allowed on it. 

Mr. Walpole : I believe there is one master on the Commission, but I am 
not aware that there are two. The one master I do know I believe will 
act with the utmost impartiality. As regards the suggestion to put an 
additional person on the Commission, I cannot make any further alteration. 

Mr. Odger: We do not want an additional person added to the Commis¬ 
sion. All we ask is to substitute a working man for one of the present 
members of the Commission. 

Mr. Walpole : It cannot now be done. 
Mr. J. S. Mill, M.P.: I have no doubt the Commission will examine 

every person that may be produced, and that any person the working classes wish to represent them will get a fair hearing; but if I understand 
the matter rightly the difficulty was not that witnesses will not get oppor¬ tunities of giving all the evidence they consider desirable, but that some 
persons in the interests of the trades' unions, and properly understanding their working, should be present to answer any charge that may be made 
affecting the character of any one of the trades. I believe what is desired 
is, that some persons having practical acquaintance with trades' unions 
should be put in position to contradict anything that may be said, through, 

C 
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perhaps, ignorance, damaging to the character of these societies, or to put 
such questions as would have the effect of enabling the Commission to form 
a better and more impartial opinion than perhaps they otherwise could have 
done. Very likely Mr. Harrison may do it well, but Mr. Harrison with a 
working man may be able to do it better. If the Commission had the power 
to do what the trades' unions desired with regard to the attendance of per¬ 
sons to watch the interests of each trade as questions affecting that trade 
came up for inquiry, no doubt it would be better. 

Mr. Walpole: I think the Commission can do so, but I should not like 
to interfere any further. 

Mr. Mill then thanked Mr. Walpole for the courteousness of his recep¬ 
tion, and the deputation withdrew. 

GREAT MEETING AT EXETER HALL. 

The next thing, and a very important one, was a meeting convened by 
the Amalgamated Engineers, in Exeter Hall, on Thursday, February 21st. 
This meeting was attended by representatives and members of the whole 
of the trades' societies, aud was one of the greatest successes ever attempted 
by any association. We refrain from giving here a report of it, as in a 
short space we could not do it justice; but we beg to inform our readers 
that a verbatim report of the whole proceedings has been printed in the 
form of a pamphlet, and can be had at the Amalgamated Engineers' 
Office: 54, Stamford Street, London, S. We should advise all working 
men to possess themselves of this useful document. They are supplied at 
Is. per dcz. By post, Is. 3d. per dozen. 

At the meeting referred to, the following resolutions and petition 
were carried unanimously, and a copy of the petition and signatures, and 
another copy signed by the London Trades' Council, were forwarded to the 
Home Secretary. 

First Resolution.—"That in the opinion of this Meeting the recent decision of the 
Court of Queen's Bench, in the case of Hornby v. Close, virtually destroys the pro¬ 
tection which trade societies have enjoyed since the passing of the Friendly Societies' 
Act, and takes from them the privileges the Legislature intended to give in the passing 
of that measure. It therefore calls upon all trade societies to support the following 
Requisition to the Home Secretary in favor of Mr. Neate's Bill." 

Second Resolution.—" That in the opinion of this Meeting no Commission of Inquiry 
into the doings of trade Societies can give satisfaction to the working classes unless 
they be represented on the Commission by members of their own order; and that, as 
the Royal Commission appou.hd to inquire into the organisations of Trades' Unions 
contains no such direct representation, we feel bound to express our disappointment 
and regret that the Commiesion has not been more equitably composed." 
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(COPT OF PETITION.) 
To the Right Hon. Spencer Walpole, Her Majesty's Chief Secretary of State for the 

Home Department. " Sib, " During the discussion of the Friendly Societies' Act in the House of Com¬ 
mons, in the years 1854 and 1855, some of the representatives of the trades unions, thinking there was then an opportunity of getting legal protection for the funds of trades' societies, put themselves in communication with the late Mr. Sotheron Estcourt, Lord Goderich, and other members ot Parliament who were most active and persevering in the laudable endeavour to secure as much as possible the contributions of working men against the defalcations of those who were entrusted with the management of their associations and funds. " Previous to the final passing of the Act, a Special Committee of the House of Commons considered the whole question, and in the session of 1854 reported as follows :— 41' Your committee, however, taking into their consideration the state in which members of unregistered societies find themselves, from being unable to have recourse to a remedy by law if they should be defrauded or unfairly treated by the officers of these societies, are of opinion that this, which has hitherto been treated as a privilege, ought rather to be extended as a matter of justice and policy, for the protection of the members of all societies ; and they have therefore introduced a clause, giving a power to members of all friendly societies, unregistered as well as registered, to sue and be sued a9 amongst themselves and their own officers.' 

"Upon this recommendation the Bill of 1855 was prepared and introduced into the House of Commons by Mr. Sotheron Estcourt, and ultimately became law, the 44th section of which was specially framed to carry out the recommendations of the com¬ mittee. 
"Trade societies, since that date, have acted with great confidence upon that section, and under it various prosecutions against defaulters have been successfully enforced. " We therefore believe that the withdrawal of that protection, which hitherto they have enjoyed under the Friendly Societies' Act is only calculated to impress still 

deeper the artizan class of this country with a sense of injustice ; and we believe that it will also tend to embitter the future struggles between employers and employed, which the largest and best organised trades have for years been unceasiDg in their efforts to prevent. " We therefore trust that you will see fit to give your concurrence to the Bill intro¬ duced by Mr. Neate, which will temporarily prevent such results, and at the same time that you will undertake the introduction of a permanent measure, such as will ensure t> p trades' societies the protection which for the last twelve years they thought 
they possessed, and thus do an act of justice to thousands of industrious and deserving workmen. 

" Signed on behalf of the undermentioned societies:— 
secretaries. name of societt. No. of Members. " William Allan Amalgamated Engineers' 33600 "Daniel Guile Iron Founders' Society 11150 " R. Applegarth Amalgamated Carpenters' 8500 "G. Odger Amalgamated Cordwainers 8000 "Mathew Lawrence London Operative Tailors' 7000 "E. Coulson Operative Bricklayers' 6000 "H. Self Consolidated Society Compositors' 3300 " Beaumont Cole Curriers'Society 1400 "William Burn Brickmakers' 1000 

"Thomas Joseph Dunning ...London Consolidated Bookbinders, 5, Racquet Ct. 658 " William Bockett Bookbinders, Day-working 420 "Isaac Merryweather Tin Plate Workers' Society 300 " Thomas Spelling Vellum Binders 266 

81594 
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At the next Meeting of the Conference it was resolved: That a 
deputation be appointed to seek an interview with Mr. Gladstone, as that 
gentleman had given permission to the Trade Societies to deposit their 
funds with the Government: and it was thought probable that his valuable 
aid might be enlisted in furtherance of our endeavours to secure the protec¬ 
tion we were seeking for our funds. Mr. Gladstone was immediately com¬ 
municated with, and at once replied that he would have much pleasure in 
receiving the deputation on the 7th of March. Subjoined is the substance 
of what took place. 

TRADES' SOCIETIES' FUNDS IN POST OFFICE SAVINGS' 
BANKS. 

Interview with Mr. Gladstone. 
The deputation included Mr. Allan, Secretary of the Amalgamated 

Society of Engineers, &c.; Mr. Danter, President of the London Trades' 
Council; Mr. Odger, Secretary of the same body; and Mr. Applegarth, 
Secretary of the Amalgamated Carpenters' Society. 

Mr. Gladstone having received these representatives with the greatest 
courtesy, 

Mr. Allan said: It will be in your recollection, sir, that in 1864 
Mr. Danter and I waited on you, with regard to our society depositing their 
funds in the post-office savings' banks. You then granted our request, 
giving us permission to bank in them to any extent. We have since then 
deposited a very considerable sum of money in those banks. But the late 
decision of the Court of Queen's Bench has placed us in an awkward 
position, for defaulting trustees may now rob us with impunity. 

Mr. Gladstone : It is, indeed, a very awkward position. 
Mr. Allan : We placed our money to the great extent we have done, in 

consequence of the arrangement made with you, as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. We thought we were acting in accordance with law, and 
certain of legal protection ; and more especially so as, in answer to your 
questions, we stated all the purposes to which those funds were collected 
and might be applied ; that amongst others we paid men when out of work, 
having refused to accept a lower rate of wages. 

Mr. Gladstone having given a general assent to these remarks, asked if 
the rules were registered. 

Mr. Allan : We have deposited a copy of them. 
Mr. Gladstone : Yes, deposited a copy of them. I regarded it as a sort 

of friendly society. Of course it was not for me to determine what was 
legal or illegal. My impression was that you had complied with the requi¬ 
sitions of the law. I am as much surprised at this decision as anybody can 
be. I cannot understand it. Do you know on what precise point the 
judgment turns 

Mr. Danter: Simply that we support men when out on strike. 
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Mr. Allan handed to Mr. Gladstone the opinion of the Lord Chief Justice, 
when Attorney-General, as to the rules on which the judgment turned. 

Mr. Applegarth directed the right hon. gentleman's attention to the rules 
now declared by the late judgment of the Court of Queen's Bench as oper¬ 
ating in restraint of trade. 

Mr. Gladstone : You have not the exact terms of the judgment. I have 
never seen the exact judgment. 

Mr. Allan : " Operate in restraint of trade " were the exact terms of the 
judgment. 

Mr. Gladstone said restraint of trade was a very large phrase. He re¬ 
ferred to a rule which at one time existed amongst wholesale publishers of 
books as to the terms of discount upon which alone they would consent to 
supply the retailer. It had been given up, but at the time it might have been 
regarded as in restraint of trade. If one of those retailers had refused to pay for a parcel of books, was the wholesale publisher to be defrauded because 
the books had been delivered under a rule in restraint of trade? A man 
might devote his land to purposes perfectly legal, but which might be in 
restraint of trade. He confessed he did not know where that was to stop. The question before him in 1864 was whether a legal society might be per¬ mitted to bank to any extent in the post-office savings' banks. He then 
understood they had complied with the regulation which made it a legal 
society, namely, by depositing the rules, and that they could not deposit 
rules which contained anything illegal. 

Mr. Allan: Mr. Tidd Pratt says he has nothing to do with seeing whether 
the rules are legal or not. 

Mr. Gladstone: So that an illegal society might deposit its rules? 
Mr. Danter: The Act gives him power, and he examines the rules to see 

whether they are legal or not. 
Mr. Gladstone: So I thought. 
Mr. Allan : The Society I represent has deposited upwards of £40,000 

in those banks. 
Mr. Gladstone: The question before me at the time was, whether you 

might not be allowed to bank as a friendly society. Well, why are you not 
a friendly society 

Mr. Allan: We have tried it, and ascertained that we must be registered 
in Scotland and Ireland, as well as England, and then we would be three 
different societies. 

Mr. Gladstone : What is there in point of law which makes you other¬ 
wise than a friendly society 

Mr. Allan: We are a corresponding society, going through various 
countries. 

Mr. Gladstone : I want to know whether there is any legal impediment 
to your becoming a friendly society. Would that rule about supporting 
men when on strike prevent you 

Mr. Odger explained that the judgment was to that effect. 
Mr. Applegarth: Take our societies as a whole, they are for the purpose 

of assisting our members to take their labour to the best market. Now 
that embraces the supporting them when on strike or when locked out. 
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But along with that we have many benevolent objects. We believed as 
you did, sir, that Mr. Tidd Pratt would not have allowed our Rules to be 
deposited if our society had not been a legal one. 

Mr. Allan said they believed they could not be wrong in acting upon the 
legal opinion of the Attorney-General of England. 

Mr. Gladstone asked the proportion that the amount paid to men on 
strike bore to the expenditure of the societies for benevolent purposes 
during the past ten years. 

Mr. Allan said not one-tenth, he believed, was paid to men on strike. 
He then explained that the deputation did not ask Mr. Gladstone to 
undertake to remedy the grievance complained of, but that he would be 
kind enough to render his most valuable assistance generally so far as he 
could to Mr. Neate in carrying the bill he had introduced through Parlia¬ 
ment, that temporary protection might be obtained for their funds pending 
the permanent settlement of the matter. 

Mr. Gladstone said the principles of combination were of very great im¬ 
portance. Whatever was permitted by law ought to entail no legal 
grievance. He was completely puzzled by the matter as it then stood 
before him, and requested to be furnished with a copy of the judgment ot 
the Court of Queen's Bench, which the deputation promised to send. It 
was, he said, a very interesting matter, and he would give it his best 
attention. 

The deputation then thanked Mr. Gladstone for his kindness and with¬ 
drew. 

THE CONFERENCE AND THE ROYAL COMMISSION. 

On Friday, March 15th, the Royal Commission of Inquiry into Trades' 
Unions met at their office, 2 Victoria Street, Westminster. A deputation 
from the Conference consisting of representatives of the Amalgamated 
Engineers, Amalgamated Carpenters, Ironfounders, Biicklayers, and other 
important trades of the country, had an interview with the Commissioners, 
and requested that when any particular trade or^society was the subject of 
inquiry, a representative from such trade or society should be allowed to 
attend. 

This was granted, as will be seen by the following copy of a letter sent 
by the Secretary of the Commission to Mr. Applegarth, who is acting as 
secretary to the Conference of Trades' Representatives :— 

" 2 Victoria Street, Westminster, " March 15th. 
" Sir,—WTith reference to the application made this day by the deputation of the 

Trades' Delegates Conference, introduced by yourself, I am directed to inform you that 
the Commissioners have agreed to the following resolutions : 1. ' That in addition to 
the presence of such persons as the Commissioners may deem expedient at any time, 
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the Commissioners will be ready, as a general rule, to admit some one person connected 
with or representing any trade or society which seems likely to he affected by the 
inquiry, to be conducted on a given day.' 2. ' That, when printed, a copy of the short¬ 
hand writer's notes of the examination of witnesses each day be sent to every person 
so attending, and to be supplied, as soon as convenient, to any member of the press 
who may apply for it.' 

"I am, &c, 
"J. H. Patteson, Secretary. " To Mr. R. Applegarth." 

In addition to the above the following communication was received by the 
Conference:— 

" We thank the Conference for their offer, made through their deputation, of assis¬ 
tance in our inquiry, and we will avail ourselves of that offer as far as we think ex¬ 
pedient, and we will receive from time to time any application, on behalf of any mem¬ 
ber of the Conference, for him to be present at any sitting of this Commission." 

It will be seen from the above that the Conference has done every thing 
in their power to secure a fair and impartial examination. 

GREAT MEETING OF LONDON TRADES IN EXETER HALL, 
IN REFERENCE TO THE SHEFFIELD OUTRAGES. 

We now come to a very serious part of our narrative, namely, the 
conduct of the conference upon the appalling disclosures at Sheffield 
becoming known to the public. Each member of the conference brought 
the question to the notice of his respective society, and a vote was 
unanimously adopted at the whole of the large societies to assist the London 
Trades' Council in calling a meeting at Exeter Hall immediately to express 
the surprise, indignation, and horror of the trade societies at the crimes 
perpetrated by Broadhead and his accomplices at Sheffield. The following 
is a report of the meeting :— 

On Tuesday night, July 2nd, at eight o'clock, when the chair was taken 
by Mr. W. Allan, secretary to the Amalgamated Engineers, the great hall 
was densely crowded with artisans, and on the platform were seated most 
of the leading trade unionists of the metropolis. Amongst others who 
occupied seats on the platform were Professor Beesly. Mr. Beales. an^ 
Colonel Dickson. 

The Secretary read the following letter from Mr. Ludlow :— 

"Mr Dear Sir,—I regret much that I shall not ba able to attend the meeting of 
this evening, but an engagement in my own parish, for a co-operative purpose, hinders 
me from doing so. " The Trades of London do well to meet on this occasion, and I trust the present 
meeting will be followed up by a series of similar ones, both in London and elsewhere, 
Avhich shall bring the public opinion of the working class to bear upon the men of 
Sheffield with such weight of earnestness, that not only the recurrence of atrocities 
like those paid for by Broadhead and his compeers shall become impossible, but that 
the guilty parties shall feel that there is no room left for them in the midst of honest, 
God-fearing English artizans. 
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" The present, be assured, is a trial-time for Trade Societies. Oblivious of the fact, that what we see now revealed are not the first, but, as I trust, the last of trade 
outrages, which were formerly common to many other trades and towns than the six 
or eight tainted trades of Sheffield,—and that the inquiry which has at last uncloaked 
these iniquities was asked for by your societies themselves,—foolish men are raising a 
cry, some for the legislative suppression of trade societies, others, who fancy themselves 
more moderate, for still withholding from them those legal guarantees for their safe and 
open working, the absence of which forms at present the only avowed colour of excuse 
for the outrages in question, and tends necessarily to transform into secret conspiracies 
institutions otherwise of an essentially friendly, though one-sided character. This 
temporary crisis in public opinion needs above all to be met by a course of conduct in 
moral reprobation of outrage which shall overcome prejudice and defy evil, as well as 
by a firm and temperate indication of the principles on which your societies rest. " And since it appears to me certain that legislation and fear, hostile legislation—on 
the subject of trade societies will be attempted in the next session of Parliament, I 
cannot but earnestly urge working men to be prepared to send members of their own 
order to the next House of Commons ; men of unblemished character, of experience, 
firmness, and good sense, whether drawn from the actual ranks of trade societies, or 
even from among such persons as, through various circumstances, may either have left or 
never joined those rank3, but who entertain (as many such do) a full sense of the need 
which exists for trade organization, of the benefits which it confers on the working 
class, and of the guarantees for good character in the workman which trade societies 
generally supply. 

Depend upon it, the time is come when the working man must fight his own battle, 
in or out of Parliament. You have amongst you good men and true, as I well know. 
You have the means of sending them to Parliament, and maintaining them while there. 
If you do not send them, yon know as well as I that it will be your own fault, the fault 
of those petty jealousies and prejudices, of that narrow-mindedness and exclusiveness, 
which unfortunately are as prevalent in your class as in almost any other. 

Meanwhile, as one who for many years now has paid some attention to trade societies 
and their proceedings, I am glad to express my perfect conviction, and should have 
willingly done so, if present, from your platform to-night, that the great bulk of these 
societies are entirely free from all complicity or sympathy with such practices as have 
hitherto disgraced the Borough, of which Mr. Roebuck is the long-chosen representative. 

"Yours truly, 
"(Signed) J. M. LUDLOW. 

"To Mr. William Allan." 

The Chairman, in a brief speech, said that the London Trades' Council 
had convened this meeting in consequence of the recent disclosures at 
Sheffield, which had to a great extent involved trade societies that had no 
conception of the deeds which had been perpetrated. Broadhead appeared 
to be the leader in these affairs, than which nothing could be wor3e. These 
disclosures must to a certain extent damage their societies, as they would 
cause people to distrust them to some degree. He was exceedingly glad 
that these doings had been brought to light—(cheers)—and hoped that 
means would be taken to put a stop to them in the future. He boldly 
declared that if trades' unions had to depend upon murder the sooner they 
ceased to exist the better. (Hear, hear, and cheers.) Their presence there 
showed that they did not countenance these atrocious outrages, but that 
they repudiated them with sentiments of detestation and horror. Besides 
the murders, there were the cases of shooting and maiming, which, in his 
opinion, were almost worse than death itself, as through these means the un¬ 
fortunate victims were deprived of earning their livelihood. 
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Mr. Guile (ironfounder) moved the first resolution, and in doing so com¬ 
plained of the efforts made to connect all unionists with the Sheffield 
outrages, and after an effective speech moved—"That this meeting of 
members of trades' societies not only expresses its utter abhorrence of the 
crimes perpetrated by Broadhead and his accomplices, but feels bound to 
say that it cannot understand how the delegates, who composed the 
Council of Organised Trades of Sheffield, did not discover for so great a 
length of time, such an unparalleled system of notorious crimes as has 
existed in connection with some of their societies," 

Mr. George Odger, shoemaker, and a member of the Reform League, 
seconded the motion. Broadhead had not acted for the benefit of trade 
societies, but for his own purposes; and it was only another of his crimes 
to pretend that he was trying to benefit the class with which he was 
connected. He had no purpose to serve except his own. Whether he had 
been a trades' unionist, or had been associated with the law or the church, 
or whether he had been a statesman, he would have been just as great a 
criminal as he was as a trades' unionist. (Cheers.) Was it right that all 
members of trades societies should be condemned because of the acts of 
those scoundrels who had confessed their crimes before the commissioners. 
(No, no.) Had not society been outraged by the crimes of men of all 
classes? by members of the learned profession Would it have been just 
for society to condemn a whole class on account of their individual acts 
(Cheers.) On the same ground it was monstrous for newspaper writers and 
others to charge the whole of their trades' societies as being guilty in this 
respect. So far from the London Trades' Council having any sympathy 
with crime, he would remind them that seven months ago the council sent 
a committee to Sheffield for the purpose of inquiring into an outrage which 
was then committed—that of blowing up a house. Mr. Danter and himself 
went down, and discovered that rattening had been encouraged by some of 
the trades. They made a report which was sent to the London news¬ 
papers. One or two took notice of it, but the others did not. In the report 
they stated :—" We felt it to be our duty to visit the council of the 
' Organised Trades' of Sheffield, for the purpose of putting such questions 
to them as we thought consistent with the responsible position in which we 
Avere placed. The result of which is that Mr. Broadhead unequivocally 
admits that rattening, to the extent of taking away bands and tools, and 
detaining them until some fines and contributions are paid, has been the 
custom of some of the societies since they had an existence." The fact that 
the London Trades' Council made this report fully proved that the system 
of rattening was unjustifiable, and their desire that it should be put a stop to. 

Mr. Howell, secretary of the Reform League, said that a large portion of 
the press of the country appeared to denounce crimes only when they were 
committed by a certain class. After strongly condemning the conduct of 
the trade societies of Sheffield, which did not take sufficient care to inquire 
into the manner in which their funds were distributed, he remarked that, 
not to speak of murder and assault, taking even the milder case of rattening, 
there could be no doubt that such acts were not only great crimes but great 
blunders. (Cheers.) They must be prepared that evening to denounce all 
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who had connection with those notorious crimes ; but if any portion of 
society thought that on account of the Sheffield outrages they could with 
impunity assail the trade unions, they committed a great error. (Cheers.) 
The working men of England were not prepared to allow the principle of 
combination for trade purposes to be interfered with. 

Mr. Harry (carpenter) spoke in the strongest terms of the crime of 
rattening. When stealing and burglary were once commenced, worse 
crimes would follow, and murder would finally result. He condemned the 
language used by the journals which sought to fix on a body the crimes of 
a few individuals. 

Mr. Dunning (bookbinder) said that just now they were before the bar, 
not of the press, but of public opinion. Public opinion very seldom judged 
wrongly, but just at present there could be no doubt that there was some¬ 
what of a furore against the trade societies. Broadhead was at best a sorry 
villain, with a keen eye for the main chance, and was at the time that he 
was plotting great crimes endeavouring to embezzle a few pounds for his 
own purposes. He did not blame the Government for giving Broadhead 
and the others certificates of indemnity, but he should express his strong 
hope that the outcome of the inquiry would not be that the rogues were let 
off and the honest men punished. (Hear, hear.) The error committed by 
the men of Sheffield was in not separating themselves from the societies in 
which the crimes were committed. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 
Mr. Applegarth (carpenter) proposed—" That we, the members of the 

metropolitan trades' societies here assembled, beg to express our most 
cordial approbation of the services rendered to the country generally, and to 
trades' unions especially, by Mr. Overend and the whole of the gentlemen 
forming the Sheffield Commission, in having brought to public light, and 
thereby to just execration, a system of organised crime in connection with 
certain trades' unions in Sheffield, which has been a source of terror to the 
people of the town and a means of bringing distrust upon all trades' com¬ 
binations." He would desire to add to that, that all that had ever been 
written in condemnation of the acts done in Sheffield he fully concurred in, 
but he did not concur in the censures which had been lavished on the entire 
population of Sheffield. There was one fact to be remembered, that these 
horrible trade offences were year by year growing less. Within the last 
five years there was only one serious outrage in Sheffield ; within the pre¬ 
vious five years a dozen were committed. He defended the conduct of 
Mr. Dronfield and others, men whom the press sought to drag down to the 
level of Broadhead, and who were as honest, as moral, and conscientious as 
any in England. He then referred to the efforts which the working men in 
Sheffield had made to discover the causes and perpetrators of outrages, and 
which had broken down owing to the conduct of the masters. How was it, 
he asked, that working men, every day at their business, could be expected 
to discover crimes which skilled police officers had failed to discover He 
trusted that the commission would continue the work it had commenced 
fairly and impartially, and extend their enquiries into the acts of the 
masters as well as those of the workmen. (Cheers.) 
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The resolution was seconded by Mr. Dodd (zincworker), and supported 
by Mr. Coulson (bricklayer). 

Professor Beesly said he had listened with great satisfaction to the 
resolutions which had been moved, and to the able speeches which had been 
made in support of them. He was glad to see this great meeting pledge 
itself to such excellent sentiments, but he might be allowed to say that when 
that meeting was over he thought that nearly enough would have been said 
about this matter. There was no good to be attained by using exaggerated 
language even about Sheffield outrages. He did not mean to say that any 
exaggerated language had been used at this meeting. He thought that all 
the speakers had been animated by a very proper spirit. Murder was a 
great crime. They were all agreed about that. But after all it must not 
be forgotten that a trades' union murder was neither better nor worse than 
any other murder. The wealthy classes of this country, in whose eyes 
unionism of itself was a crime, naturally considered that any crime connected 
with unionism was doubly criminal. But clearly that was a doctrine which 
this meeting could not admit. He was aware that such an observation 
would excite the anger of those who thought that all the workmen in 
England ought to be kept sitting in sackcloth and ashes for what had been 
done in Sheffield ; and if his remark should find its way into the newspapers 
he should very likely see himself denounced as an apologist for murder. 
Well, that would not be very agreeable. But if we were to shrink from 
saying the truth because there were base persons always ready and eager to 
place an odious misconstruction on our words, we had better hold our 
tongues altogether, and make room for others who might have greater 
courage and a stronger sense of duty. What he wished to point out was 
that a man who is perpetually protesting his innocence from crime must 
inevitably become demoralised. It was impossible that he should retain his 
self-respect if he had always to assume an apologetic attitude. It was most 
desirable that this remark should be made by some one, and perhaps it came 
better from him than from the other speakers. He was no apologist for 
murder. During the last twelve months he had subscribed his money and 
given what other assistance he could to bring a great murderer to justice— 
a murderer whose hands were red with blood not of two or three victims, 
but of more than four hundred. That murderer had committed his crime 
in the interest of employers, just as Broadhead had committed his crimes in 
the interest of workmen. The wealthy class of this country had been called 
on to express their opinion on the crimes committed by wealthy men in 
Jamaica just as the poorer classes in London were now called on to express 
their opinion on the crimes committed by poor men in Sheffield. And what 
opinion did they express Did they summon a meeting in Exeter-hall and 
proclaim aloud that they abhor the crime, and that though they wished to 
protect property and wealth they repudiated such means of protecting it as 
Governor Eyre had adopted? (Cries of " Question " from one or two indi¬ 
viduals, which was immediately drowned in a roar of applause.) Did they 
do so No but they offered him banquets; they loaded him with honours; 
they made his deed their own. That murderer was now at large in England, 
not because he had a certificate of indemnity like Broadhead, but because 



44 

a bench of magistrates of his own class had refused to send him before a 
jury. London workmen had acted differently. It was not their class to 
which the stigma' of encouraging murder attached. He did not see that 
they need take blame or shame to themselves for what had been done at 
Sheffield. He did not see why they should hold their heads less high or 
recede one inch from the claims they were making on the legislature. The 
middle classes would go on talking about the Sheffield outrages for a long 
time, and they would be glad to keep workmen talking of them in order to 
divert their attention from the state of the law as affecting unionism. It 
had already been pointed out to-night by more than one speaker that the 
law refused protection to union funds. Thus the middle class invited thieves 
to do what they were afraid to do themselves. They set on thieves to steal 
the union funds just as Broadhead set on his agents to steal bands. In short, 
the only difference between rattening as practised by trades' unions and 
rattening as practised against trades' unions was that the law punished the 
one and encouraged the other. Again, take the law respecting so-called 
" intimidation." No one disputed that the man who struck another, or even 
shook his fist at him, or used language calculated to provoke a breach of the 
peace, ought to be punished. But such was the state of the law at present 
that the magistrate at Marlborough-street had been able to commit more 
outrages in a week than Broadhead had for twelve months. If a tailor told 
another tailor that he should refuse to work with him, the magistrate would 
commit him for trial and exact £100 bail from a poor man earning twenty 
or thirty shillings a week, and then when he came for trial, a jury of 
employers and a bench of middle-class magistrates would send him to the 
treadmill. These were monstrous grievances, and the middle-class would 
try, by raising a great dust about Sheffield, to prevent workmen from getting 
redress for them. They would make a great mistake if they assumed 
a more humble tone or confined themselves to a defensive attitude. A 
defensive attitude was always a weak attitude. They were now likely 
to have some means of influencing the legislature. They should get bills 
drawn to remedy the two grievances he had mentioned, and at the 
next election, under the Reform Bill, every popular constituency should 
pledge candidates, not to such rotten tests of radicalism as were now pro¬ 
posed, but to these two bills. If such were passed he believed they would 
hear of no more outrages even at Sheffield, for it was the sense of wrong 
legally inflicted which made unionists outstep the limits of legality. 

Mr. Edmond Beales, who was greeted with the most enthusiastic 
applause, addressed the meeting in eloquent terms, remarking that he 
would indeed regret any efforts he had made to obtain the enfranchisement 
of the people if they were the sympathisers with crime some persons 
sought to represent them. (Cheers.) 

The proceedings closed with the usual vote of thanks. 
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DELEGATE MEETING OF THE LONDON TRADES' 
COUNCIL. 

The delegates at the Annual Meeting of the London Trades' Council 
considering that the speech of Professor Beesly at the Exeter Hall meeting, 
on July 2nd, had been much misrepresented deemed it their duty to express 
their opinion on the matter. 

The following resolutions were unanimously adopted, and the opinions 
therein expressed are based on the result of years of intimate acquaintance 
between Professor Beesly and the Trades' Council:— 

First Resolution— 
"That this meeting of delegates and members of the trades' unions of London 

desires to express its deep sense of respect and gratitude to Professor E. S. Beesly 
who for the past seven years has been the patient, zealous and judicious friend and 
adviser of the trades' unions of the united Kingdom, and who has invariably dealt with 
the many difficult, exciting, and irritating questions that have arisen between workmen 
and their employers in the spirit of truth, kindness and moderation, and has thus done 
much to calm and assuage bitter feelings on the part of the unionists, and to check 
the spread of that class antagonism which he has always recognised to be one of the 
most deplorable results of the present unsatisfactory relations between labour and 
capita)." 

Second Resolution— 
" That this meeting also desires to express its sorrow and indignation at the mode in 

which certain influential portions of the public press have attempted to destroy the 
character, position, and influence of Professor Beesly, by misrepresenting and taking 
advantage of a few isolated passages in his speech at Exeter Hall, on the 2nd of July 
last, which passages, if they afford the slightest excuse for the denunciations for which 
they have furnished a text, do so only by the incompleteness with which they expressed 
his views, and which ought by all fair men to be interpreted in accordance with the 
honourable, just and useful character of his public life; and this meeting is assured 
that no impression was conveyed to those who heard his speech at Exeter Hall, that he 
had offered, as is alleged, the slightest extenuation of the Sheffield crimes." 

Tfiird Resolution — 
" That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the institution with which Pro¬ 

fessor Beesly is connected." 

In giving them insertion here we desire to express our hearty approval 
of the opinions contained in these resolutions. 

CONCLUSION. 

r 

We have thus given to the members we represent, and to trade societies 
generally, a true and faithful account of our transactions in connection with 
these important questions ; and we feel ourselves justified in saying 
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that the effect of our proceedings has been, throughout the whole of this 
most critical period, to secure the general approval of the press and the public. 
In conclusion, we take this opportunity of stating that we shall follow up the 
work which we have been so much engaged in until the Royal Commission 
has completed its labours, and make known the result to the trades from 
time to time, or call a conference of trades generally, should it be found 
necessary. 

We remain, 

On behalf of the Conference of Amalgamated Trades, 

Delegates. Societies. 
MR. W. ALLAN, ^ T? T) A N^TFT? f 

D* HENDERSON i J^malgama*e^ Society of Engineers 

I Ik Ironfounders' Society. 

W. ROBSON, 
D. GUILE, 
J. HEMLEY, 
T. POWELL, 
R. APPLEGARTH,) T. W. HUGHES, >• Amalgamated Society of Caipenteis and Joinei? 
J. D. PRIOR, 
E. COULSON, Operative Biicklayois' Society. 
T. SPELLING, Vellum Bindeis'Society. 
G. ODGER London Ti ados' Council. 

W. ALLAN, Chairman. 

R. APPLEGARTH, Secretary. 
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