
them, that the picketing of Henrici's
was unlawful.

The claim of each side that the
other was guilty of conspiracy was
not allowed. The judges held that
there was no unlawful" conspiracy on
the part eit"her of the union workers
or of the hotel and restaurant keep-
ers in organizing and doing what they
could to strengthen their organiza-
tions.

Thecjudges also refuses to enjoin
the unions from publishing or print-
ing printed matter of any kind calling
attention to the fact that the busi-
ness of Henrici's restaurant is not or-
ganized, that a strike is on or that it
is unfair to labor.

That means that the unions have
a right to make these facts known by
publishing them, if they can find
some way to get them distributed.

The judges held that the use of
such expressions as "Strike on at
Henrici's," "Don't eat under police
protection," tended to intimidate, and
therefore was not peaceable argu-
ment or peaceable persuasion.

Some stress wa slaic on the evi-
dence by one or two merchants on-th-

street that crowds gathered. The
judges said the evidence tends to
show that because of the crowds of
people assembled in Randolph street
the business of other persons in the
immediate vicinity was injured.

Yet there was evidence that the
only time the crowds gathered was
when the police made an arrest.

The language of the opinion is
vague. In enjoining picketing it
says:

"A decree may be entered restrain-
ing and enjoining the defendants, and
each and evry of them, from unlaw-
fully hindering, obstructing or inter-
fering with the business of the Philip
Henrici Company or its employes by
any act of violence or intimidation, as
herein defined, or by picketing or
patroling the street in front of or in
the alley to the rear of complainant's
place of business in such manner as
to intimidate, as herein defined, I

threaten or coerce any person from
entering, or who may desire to en-

ter."
What the "herein defined means

might puzzle the wits of a Philadel-
phia lawyer and it may take expert
legal analysis to get at the exact
meaning of the law laid down in the
opinion.

First, the lawyers learn'edly submit-
ted the law and evidence to the
judges; then the judges considered it
learnedly and rendered an opinion as
to what the law means; now the law-
yers will carefully mull over the
whole mess and try to figure out what
the opinion means- -

After that the public tan take a
guess on its own account.

If the waitresses can figure out just
wha s meant by as "herein defined,7
possibly they can peacefully picket.

In this opinion whether they vio-
lated the law doesn't appear to be a
matter of law so much as a matter of
fact. The law as quoted in the many
pages of authorities upholds the
right to peacefully picket; and these
judges found that the pickets at Hen-
rici's used no violence, except that
the remarks the girls made as they
walked along Randolph street "tend-
ed to intimidate those addressed."

The right to boycott is apparently
upheld. Also the right to peacefully
picket. Also the right of both sides to
organize. r

And the pickets can go on picket-
ing in front of Henrici's if their law-
yer can tell them just how to do it
lawfully,- -

Members of the waitresses' and
bakers' unions were indignant oyer
the ruling of the judges and were
quite open in their refharks concern-
ing what they termed "a miserably
poor effort at judicial straddling."

When Judge McGoorty had finished
readin gthe cumbersome, paradoxical
decision, Attorney Edgar Lee Mas-
ters, representing the waitresses,
stepped to the bench and asked the
judge what it all meant

'I would like to know if it expressly


