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BILL OF COMPLAINT

Your Complainant, Pgninsﬁla Shipbuilders' Association,
would show unto this Honorable Court the following facts as the
grounds for the relief prayed for:

1. That the Peninsula Shipbuilders' Association is a
labor union with its principal office at 4306 Huntington Avenue,
Newport News, Virginia, 23607, and is the éxclusive bargaining
reﬁresentative of the production and maintenance employees of
hthe Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company (hereinafter
called the N.N.S.§D.D.Co.) as set forth in Section 2.1 of =he
labor contract between the plaintiff and N.N.S.§D.D.Co., attached
hereto as Exhibit 1.

2. That the United Steelworkers of America Local No.

8417 represents certain design-related employees of the

N.N.S.§&D.D.Co.

3. That the labor contract between the Peninsula
Shipbuilders' Association and the N.N.S.§D.D.Co. was entered
into on February 17, 1975, and pursuant to Section 30.1 does
not expire until June 30, 1978.

4. That said labor contract in Section 5.1 contains
an agreement that '"during the term of this Agreement there
shall not be, nor shall the Association encourage or sanction,

any strike (including sympathy strike), picketing, slowdown or

tintentional interference with operations nor shall there be any
glockout over a labor.dispute with the Association."
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5. That the defendant's labor contract with
N.N.S5.&D.D.Co. expired on March 31, 1977, and that in spite of
negotiations between the defendant and N.N.S.§D.D.Co. a new
contract could not be reached.

6. That on March 31, 1977, the members of the defendant
voted to engage in a strike against the N.N.S.§D.D.Co.

il 7. That on April 1, 1977, the defendant through its

servants and agents caused to be erected picket lines.

8. That even though substantially all the employces

irepresented by the defendant enter and exit the N.N.S.§D.D.Co.

O e+ ottt e k.

by two gates, the defendant has caused pickets to appear at
substantially all other gates.
9. That the picketing is being led by agents and

hservants of the defendant, at the direction of the defendant,

by men who generally reside outside the Commonwealth of Virginia,
and who are not employees of the N.N.S.§D.D.Co.

10. That the said purpose of the pickets who are
iwalking the gates normally and solely used by the employees
‘represented by your complainant is to attempt to interfere with
the right to work of those represented by the complainant.

11. That the strategy of the defendant is to use, and
it has used, force, violence, threats of violence, intimidation,
insulting or threatening language in order to induce or attempt

3

to induce the employees represented by the complainant to quit

their employment or cease working for N.N.S.§D.D.Co.
" 12. That the large number of pickets of the defendant
it end the defendant have acted in such a manner as to obstruct

i!or interfere with the free ingress and egress to and from the

!premises of N.N.S.§D.D.Co.

0002




‘13; That as a result of the actions of the defendant's
violence, force, threats, intimidation, insulting or threatening
language and blocking of egress and ingress to N.N.S.GD.D.CO;
have occurred and will continue to occur.

14. That as a result of such actions of the defendant,
your complainant and the men and women it represents are suffer-
ing and will suffer irrepairable damage for which there can be
no relief save in a court of equity.

: WHEREFORE, your complainant prays inasmuch as it is
fwithout'an adequate remedy in the premises save in a court of

equity wherein matters of this sort are alone properly cogni-

zable and relievable, that the defendant be made a party to

#+his bill of complaint and be required to answer same under oath,

1
ithat proper process issue, and upon reading of this bill this

——— A Wosh A s T s\
—

1
!
gHonorable Court grant to your complainant a temporary and

'permanent injunction enjoining and restraining the said defendant
and all its members, agents, representatives, attorneys, and
iservants of the said United Steelworkers of America, Local 8417,
“from continuing, maintaining or conducting the said work stop-
page and picketing in such a manner as to engage in or otherwise
use or threaten violence or force, intimidate the members of the

complainant, use insulting or fhreatening‘language, block ingress

and egress to the premises of the N.N.S.§D.D.Co. or in anywise

interfer, hinder, or deter the employees represented by the
complainant from exercising singly or collectively his or her

right to work and to get to work; and your complainant have such

"other further and general relief as the nature of its cause may
i require or to equity shall seem meet.

i
s"
!
!
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STATE OF VIRGINIA
CITY OF NEWPORT NEWS, to-wit:
I, Joyce Elaine Jones, a Notary Public in and for the

City and State aforesaid, do hereby certify that ROBERT M.

BRYANT, JR., after being duly sworn, does say that he is the

Business Manager of the Peninsula Shipbuilders' Association,
g>the Complainant, in the foregoing bill, that he has read the
gjallegations of said bill, and that the same are true to the

j"’aas‘c of his knowledge and belief.
Given under my ha
7

My commission expires: June 26, 1979.

- e —
e Yol

e —— s

v

E. D. David, Esq.

Jones, Blechman, Woltz § Kelly, P.C.
2600 Washlngton Avenue - Suite 700
ﬁNewport News, Virginia 23607

'%

Filed in the Clerk's Office the day of @@/ .19_7 /

i Writ Tax §....s2. O 9 Teste'
, Fee A5 0.9 George D, DeShazor, Cletk
‘ Lib. Fee y-Y

“ o poa 50— (Mt Bipn
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TEMPORARY INJUNCTION

This day came the Peninsula Shipbuilders' Association
an unincorporated labor union, representing all the production
and maintenance employees employed at Newport News Shipbuilding
and Dry Dock Company, in its own proper person and by counsel,

jand presented to the Court its Bill of Complaint, duly verified,
;praying.forvan injunction both temporary and permanent, against

~he defendant therein named, which Bill of Complaint having been

ecen and inspected by the Court.

o

Thereupon the said Complainant, by counsel, moved

ﬁthe Court for a temporary injunction against the United
i
‘steelworkers of America Local No. 8417 and all its members,

?agents, representatives, attorneys, and servants of the said

iUnited Steelworkers of America Local No. 8417 from continuing,

maintaining or conducting the said work stoppage and picketing

in such a manner as to engage in or otherwise use or threaten

it
violence or force, intimidate the members of the Complainant,

3

use insulting or threatening language, block ingress and egress

ito the premises of Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company

1 . . . .
4tor in anywise interfere, hinder or deter the employees

;érepresented by the Complainant from exercising singly or collec-
§§tive1y his or her right to work and to get to work.

i And the Court, having read and considered said Bill_ ..

and having heard the evidence ora tenus, being satisfied that

?;the Complainant is now suffering irreparable loss, injury and

il

‘damage, and is without adequate remedy save in a court of equity,

fand the Court being satisfied from Complainant's said Bill and
?evidence of Complainant's equity, and that Complainant is entitle
4

~at this time to an injunction as hereinafter awarded.
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that the defendant, its members, agents, representatives,
attorneys, employees, associates and confederates, be, and they
are hereby enjoined, inhibited and restrained until the further
order of the Court from doing or causing to be done and from
instigating, encouraging, maintaining, aiding, assisting or
abeting any person or persons in doing any of the following

It is, therefore, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED
things:

i 1. Continuing, maintaining or conducting the work
?stoppage and picketing at N.N.S.§D.D.Co. in such a manner

as to engage in or otherwise use or threaten violence or

force, intimidate the members of the Complainant, use insulting

or threatening language, block ingress and egress to the prem-

ises of N.N.S.§D.D.Co. or in anywise interfere, hinder, or deter

et
—

the employees represented by the Complainant from exercising

singly or collectively his or her right to work and to get fo
work.

| 2. Attacking, assaulting, coercing, obstructing,
threatening or intimidating in any manner or at any place any
employee or other person working or desiring to work for the

N.N.S.§D.D.Co.

{

3. Destroying or damaging property beionging to

those represented by the Complainant.

-
P

! 4. Walking, standing, loitering, assembling,
congregating, driving and being in numbers at, near, around
or about any gate or working place of N.N.S.§D.D.Co. at any

time where their presence and numbers are calculated to

Ak

L e . T A > A

coerce and intimidate any person or persons working about or . .

entering or leaving any such place.
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5. Obstructing highways or roads or otherwise
obstructing, delaying, hindefing or in any other manner
preventing the employees represented by the Complainant
from carrying on their business and work at the N.N.S.§D.D.Co.

6. In any way interfering with, disturbing or pre-
venting the normal conduct of the employees represented by the
Complainant of the rights of the individual employees to work
for the N.N.S.§D.D.Co. and to earn a livelihood for themselves
and their families without fear of bodily injury or threat of
violence to themselves, their families or their property on

)l account thereof, and from obstructing or interfering with said
employees while going to or returning from their places of work.

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that this
injunction shall be effective upon the defendant, upon service
of this order upon the defendant, from thé date hereof for a
period of sixty days thereafter and at the expiration of that
time such injunction shall stand dissolved, unless before the
expiration thereof, upon application by proper party or parties,
the same is dissolved, enlarged or a further injunction is

A CAsSH

granted. But this injunction shall not take effect until bond

l 79000%8 A
be given before the Court ‘in the penalty of $35688~with such

-

surety as may be approved by the Court with condition- to pay
all such costs as may be awarded against the Complainant and
all such damages as may be incurred by reason of this injunction
qhould the injunction be dissolved.
It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED fﬁat the

bond required as aforesaid having been.given in open Court,

this ORDER is effective forthwith.
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It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the
sheriff is directed to serve or cause to be served a copy of

this order forthwith upon the defendant.

ENTER this /f' day of April, 1977.

0oos




TEMPORARY INJUNCTION

This day came the Peninsula Shipbuilders' Association,
an unincorporated labor union, representing all the production
and maintenance employees employed at Newport News Shipbuilding
and Dry Dock Company, in its own proper person and by counsel,
and presented to the Court its Bill of Complaint, duly verified,
praying for an injunction both temporary and permanent, against
the defendant therein named, which Bill of Complaint having been
seen and inspected by the Court.

Thereupon the said Complainant, by counsel, moved
the Court for a temporary injunction against the United
Steelworkers of America Local No. 8417 and all its members,
agents, representatives, attorneys, and servants of the sald
United Steelworkers of America Local No. 8417 from continuing,
maintaining or conducting the said work stoppage and picketing
in such a manner as to engage in or otherwise use or threateﬁ
violence or force, intimidate the members of the Complainant,
use insulting or threatening language, block ingress and ¢jress
to the premises of Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company
or in anywise interfere, hinder or deter the employeeé
represented by the Complainant from exercising singly or collec-
tively his or her right to work and to get to work.

And the Court, having read and consdered said Bill
and having heard the evidence ore tenus, being satisfied that
the Complainant is how suffering irreparable loss, injury and
damgge, and is without adequate remedy save in a court of edquity,
2nd the Court being satisfied from Complainant's said Bill and
eQidence of Complainant's equity, and that Complainant is entitled
at this time to an injunction asAﬁereinafter awarded;
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"And the Court, upon the Petition by Party to
Intervene filed by the Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock
Company, upon the Motion to Amend and other papers filed herein,
and upon oral argument made in open court, being satisfied that
the Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company ought to be
permitted to intervene and that amendments to the temporary
injﬁnction previously'entered herein are proper;

It is, therefore, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED
~hat the defendant, UNITED STEELWORKERS OF AMERICA, Local §.17,
s members, agents, representatives, attorneys, employees,
associates and confederates and I,. L. Johnson, individually and

as president of Local 8417; M. K. Trueblood, individually and as

rice-president of Local 8417; R. Taylor, individually and ==
<ecretary/Treasurer of Local 8417; R. E. Price, individuzl., snd
as Sergeant—at-Arms of Local 8417; John Doe and other persons
unknown, be, and they are hereby enjoined, inhibited and rastrained
until the further order of the Court from doing or causing to be
“one and from instigating, encouraging, maintaining, aiding,
assisting or abeting any person or persons in doing any oI lhe
following things:

1. Continuing, maintaining or conducting tlLe work
stoppage and picketing at N.N.S.&D.D.Co. in such a manner
as to engage in or otherwise use or threaten violence or
force, intimidate the employees of the Newport News Shipbuilding
and Dry Dock Company, use insulting or threatening language,
block ingress and egress to the premises of N.N.S.&D.D.Cc. or
1 anywise interfere, hinder, or deter the employees of the
Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company from exercising
singly or collectively his or her right to work and to get to

work.
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2. Attacking, assaulting, coercing, obstructing,
threatening or-intimidating in any manner or at any place any
employee or other person working or desiring to work for the
N.N.S.&D.D.Co.

3. Destroying or damaging property belonging to
employees of the Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company .

4. Walking, standing, loitering, assembling,
congregating, driving and being in numbers at, near, around
v about any gate or working place of N.N.S.&D.D.Co. at any
time where their presence and numbers are calculated to ccerce
and intimidate any person or persons working about or entering
or leaving any such place.

5. Obstructing highways or roads or otherw: s:
obstructing, delaying, hindering or in any other manner
prevtnting the empioyees of the Newport News Shipbuilding and
Dry Dock Company from carrying @n their business and work at

the N.N.S.&D.D.Co.

6. In any way interfering with, disturbin? or pre-
venting the normal conduct of the employees of the Newport News
Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company of the rights of the individual
employees to work'for the N.N.S.&D.D.Co. and to earn a livelihood
for themselves and their families without fear of bodily injury
or threat of violence to themselves, their families or their
property on account thereof, and from obstructing or interfering
with said employees while going to or returning from their places
of work.

7. Physically, through the use of their own bodies
or vehicles, blocking the entrances to the Newport News Shipbuilding
and Dry Dock Company and preventing or interfering with ingress

)»ngvspJo%%

and egress thereto of this vehicles, common ca&.rier

P ’ -~ .
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vehicles and the vehicles of other persons doing business with
the Intervenor/Complainant.
8. Having or alipwing any more than (3) pickets

at any entrance used primaryly by vehicles—to pick uyp~or

picketgs7at any
or ipdress and e ’éss

to the Newpd Dfy Dock Company; providing,

nowever tha 7 heceTrtrances, £o long as
Pl ,
nqre e T VT ; ~spdce of not les§ than

NN
z:}tteen (15 feet "'t to_4llow for

the pasgage of wxehicles and persohngl and so lehgN\as piqgsts

shald not <tand in front o eﬁ%cles or pex’sonnel entering or
s

T

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that this
injunction shall be effective upon all the above-mentioned
defendants, upon service of this order upon the defendant, from

the date hereof for a period of sixty days thereafter and at

2 expiration of that time such injunction shall stand dissolived,

unless before the expiration thereof, upon application by proper

party or parties, the same is dissolved, enlarged or a fur:her
injunction is granted. But this injunction shall not take
cffect until a cash bond be given before the Court in the
penalty of $10,000 wich such surety as may be approved by the
Court with condition to pay all such costs as may be awarded
against the Complainant and all such damages as may be incurred
by reéson of this injunction should the injunction be diss~lved.

It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the
sond required as aforesaid haviné been given in open Court:,

this ORDER is effective forthwith.

0012
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It is further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that
the sheriff is directed to serve or cause to be served a copy
of this order forthwith upon the defendants.

ENTER this ‘9(5/ day of April, 1977.

-

2 0

Henr%jb. Garnett, Judge

‘/' hd

R J. Schoonhoven
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Johnson - direct™ 484
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National roughly ten days a month, 'on the average.
They are here primarily to help us with the
administration of the Strike Euﬁd, Defense Fund,

Q | When you say the "Strike Fund,
Defense Fund," what do you mean by that?

A This is the money which comes
beginning with the end of the third week to the
Ipcal ﬁnion from the International to help the

' members, to distribute to them to help meet their

needs during the strike,
Q All right., Now, describe to
the Court, if you will, what steps you took when you

began the strike and the picketing to assure peaceful-

‘ness and avoid any impeding of traffic, and: then,

more in particular, what steps you have taken to
insure the court order was complied with..

A Initially, first of all,
in regard to the strike, really goes back to Monday befox
the strike was initlated the following Friday, and at
that time we set up a strike comi_t:t_e.e under Kent
Trueblood, I asked Mr, Trueblobd .at ‘that point to

contact the Newport News Police Departmemt, f£ind out

'what, if any, guidelines there were for picketing

during a strike, Kent did this and when the strike

LINDA L. DEAN
‘Court Reporter
$86-9379
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e L, Johnson = direct™ 4385

10
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13

14
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came about, we did have ipffo:{mgtion on each of
the strike posters as to haw- th:l.; shouldl be gone
about, When the injunction was issued e

Q That infoma!:ion on tha strika
postexrs, is that the exhib:lt: that: was introduced as
Defendants' Exhibit 17

A Yes, it 1a.
Q Go ahead.
A All right. After Judge

Garnett issued the injunction Friday, we had a
general membership meeting the following week where ==
Q How many people were there?

A I'd say eight to nine

'ht.mdrad were In attendance at that time. I read to

the membership portions of the injunction,

Q And which port:ions - ;7hy did
you omit portions?

A Well, the :Lnjunct:ion 13 a
rather lengthy thing., I was afraid, frankly, :I.f I
went into too much of the legal language, t:hey might:
get a little bit lost on the thing, so T tried to
read the sections where it acmn} said .;wh;é‘w'e
weren't supposed to do.

Q Did you read the sections on

LINDA L. DEAN

Court anaonct o

696-9379
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L. Johnson - direct 4386

10

n

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

kil

22

23

24

25

what you were not supposed to do?
A Yes, and then I tried to

explain to them just exactly what this meant.

| Furthermore, at the same time, we had a bicget:

committee and they tried to have meetings of the
picket captains at least once a week. W‘nua.
information was reiterated to the picket captains

and they in turn were responsible for, again, trying

" to emphasize this to the individuals under them,

As time went on during this strike, we have
continually reiterated that we had to have a

completely peaceful strike, One of the biggest

' assets, really, that we have is the good will of the

‘community on anything like this and certainly we

don't want to do anything to lose this, After
the Coﬁpany came and filed t:hése charg.es again.;.lt‘
us, I issued another letter to the membérs, reminding
them again of the provisions of the injumction and
I felt they should be extremely careful, because |
apparently we had a situation where they were |
saying we had done things., I had a question in my
mind whether they were really‘ right or not. |

Q  1Is this the letter, that has

previously been introduced as Defendants' Exhibit 3,

LINDA L. DEAN
Court Reporter
"698.9379 -
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L., Johnson - difect - 437

10
1"
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20
21

22

24

28

keep in touch with the base unit., These, for the
most part, are on the more~isol#ted gétes and
particularly for use at night, lafgely'so'that they
can keep in touch with us and we kﬁo@fthe§'re all
right down there. Now, the base units == excuse
me == the mobile units we have report back to us on
any movements of traffic around the Shipyérd they.
see sp we can anticipate when a truck may be

cominz to a gate, 1f there happens to be a mobile

in that area at that tinme.

MR, NEALE: ‘A1l right, Mr,
Johnson, Answer’thié'géntlehan's

questions or the Court's questions,

CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR, JONES:
| Q - Mr., Johnson, in anficipétion
when a truck may.be coming in, why do you need to
anticipate? |
A Well, I think it's always

advisable to know that 1f there's a truck coming
towards a sate, we'd be prepared to take duwn;the

information, I sald before we tried to keep records

LINDA L. DEAN
Court Reporter
596-9379
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17
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19
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25

s0 when this strike began, there

was presented to this Court, on the
morning of the strike, evidence of
certain Incldents that were at that time
alleged to have been‘occurring in a
situation which could become volatile
from the very nmature of it, This Court
felt 1t was a potential danger not only
to the people who wanted to work and

to management and to members of the
union, but the phblic at large, which
also has an interest in such as this
because 1f there's violence, they have
to pay for the police and ﬁheir streets

are the ones that are the battleground

.and it would cost the public a lot of

money. So they have an interest in

it, ﬁbo. So theiinjunction was 1§sued

in good faith and to preserve the peace.
This Court felt and feels that

the injunction was falr, We put no

restrictions on the union or its

membership which would unduly

restrict their.acttvities. We refused

LINDA L. DEAN
Court Reporter
- 695-9379

out7




44

10
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12
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19
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25

to remove thelr pickets and to limit
their pickets down to the number that -
counsel undertook to have us,

because I felt and still feel that
thig union has a right to lawfully

conduct 1its strike and to lawfully

‘have its pickets at places that will

not impede the flow of traffic, vehicular
or otherwise, either of the public or |
of the ingress and egress to the shiéyard,
and I am of that oéinion.

We have heard a lot of
evidence, some with some probative value
and some witﬁ not much probative value,
from both sides, I think one of the
things that really, I think, the evidence

could be summed up on one point somefhing

- like thils, that this Local of the

Steelworkers called the Designers, I
believe, are certainly overwhelmingly
amateur when it comes toAconducéing a
strike, I would daresay, from the
evidence that I’heard, that not many

of the Designers:have participated in

LINDA L. DEAN
Court Reporter
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1 any such strike before. They are

2| novicés at this game and it is obvious,
3 : to me,‘ at least, from the evidence,

. ‘ that they have been kind of feeling

6 their wéy aloﬁg in thelr conduct of

6 this unfortunate affair, And so I'm

7 , going to take all that into cdnsideration-
8 In making a final determination of this
s ~because I really believe, from my

10 ,ersonal observation as well as from
" this evlidence, because although -

12 | _ I do not undertake, as Judge of this

13 : ' Court, to supervise this strike -- and
14 | S : st':a't.e. that from the beginning -- as
15 - ‘ a 'rxzatt:;'gr of curiosity, I have perused
6 .t:h:e'va:.:ious points that the pickets

7 have been walk‘ing from time to time,

18 ' both by day and by night, and in the

» evidence and ﬁ:'om my personal observa-
20 tion,. 'I_ believ;é. that the rank and file
* members of this union sincerely desire
= to conduct this s.tr'ike in a peaceful

= and lawful mammer. I belleve that this
2 has been showm, |

25
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| Now, in every organizatiom,
; .t »

of cour;;: there are people who do not
want to follow the rules. They want
to take off on their own, do what they
feel should be done, some of which
could, would lead to violence if it
were not‘curbed. But I would say

to this union and to its officials

that as far as my injunction, this

* Court;s injunction is concerned, ;his
" , union 1is responsible for the acts
N '.of its membership, no matter how

13

iso&ated this dct might be. 1If

14

| they're going to conduct a strike,
15

then they take certain risks and

16

one of them i1s they take the risk

17

of misbehavior, if you want to call
18 .

it that, offsome of its members, and
]

they are responsible to this Court
20 ¥ I .
: - . %

1f their members, even actipg as

19

21

individuals, in-the conduct of ﬁhis

22

strike do:not comply with the orders
lawfully issued;g]

24

Now that that has been dome,

25
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that there has been violation of the
injunction == I don't think we could
really argue about that, Mr, Neale.
To say that Mr, Garrett, Mr, Stora
and Mr, Spivey are not in contempt . of
this Court really, or in violation of
the injunction, would really just be
an exercise in futility because I
think the evidence 1s clear they “
intended and did impede the traffic,
and éhe throwing of that cigarette
into that woman's t:Lck, I think was a
reprehensible thing to do and the
union 1s responsible for that because
these_people were on the.picketvline
for the uﬁion. Whéthefkfhey'ré~7L;§§\

members or not, I don't know, but I

assume they ﬁergi‘but they were on ﬁhe :

picket line,'solfﬁe union 13 responsible |

for that, - xfj
The taking of the pictures

of the truck drivers as they come into

. the shipyard is Qesigned to impede

the crossing of the truck drivers, They

LINDA L. DEAN
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could count these trucks just as
easily, They could take the number down.
1f théy wanted to report that to the |
union, to the Teamsters' Union, they
could do that by saying, '"On such-and-
such a date, trucks numbered so-and-so-
and-so entered the shipyard with such-
and-such cargo at such-and-such time, "
They could do that, They don't have

to present to that _union plctures of

the drivers that are driving those
trucks, So I don't think it's far-
fatched and certainly is a logical
inference to draw when one goes up, takes
a picture of the driver coming' into

the yard, that this driver feels th'at:
this picture will be used against him

or against his truck for some penalty

by his union or for some harm to his
truck or /bhim up the road later on by
some,body/, parties unknown. I'm.not:
indicat ',ng this unf;on really had that in
mind, bZt .ce'rtainly this truck driver

would hitve a right to believe that's
)
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' '.fherefore, I would have to
say that these union officials named
here in this petition, and Spivey and
Garrett and Stora and Gilbert, I think
his name was, were certainly in
violation of this injunction. I take
into consideration the fact that these
union officlals are, as I sald,

amateurs aﬁd novices at conducting a
N strike, I am reminded of, I think a
" similar situation, 'of vhen I was a
" boy. My mother was a very easygoing
13

lady and she would lay down certain
14 ) ’ ’

rules and regulations for the family
15

and I would test her out just as far
16 ’

as I could test her and if she told’

12

me not to go beyond the corner, I would
18 ’

only go a little bit beyond the corner,

19

so on, and until I got right down to

where she would finally jerk me up by

21

the heels, On the other hand, my father

22

was a very easygoing and soft-spoken man,

never raised h;ls voice, so far as I know,
24

to anybody, but when he laid down the law,

’

25
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conducted by amateurs, with due deference
to the gentlemen, I'm not going to
dispose of this matter today, I'm

going to continue final disposition

of thils case until such time as I have |
been advised that this strike has been .
settled or otherwise disposed of, I
would think that 1f the union has been
bona fidely'attemp;ing to comply with
this injunctlon, that they would make

every effort from henceforth throughout |

the duration of the strike to comply

with it to show that bona~£;deness. I
would say to the union and to ité
officials that if this is not -- if it
develops that's not true, we do have
problems, which we certainly hope we
don't have, that this Court would

be disposed to consummate this matter
forthwith, But I'm going to give
ever&body the benefit of the f#ﬁt

that everybody's feeling their way
along in this matter and these people,

if these people had been experienced in

LINDA L. DEAN
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the conduct of strikes, I would adopt
a different attitude, but I think

that they're pushing me and I want you

" to know you can't push me any farther,

that we're not going to put up with

that,

Now, as to the suggestions

recommended by the shipyard, I don't

" know right now if there's any day

1imitation in this injunction ==~

MR, JONES: I belleve the
injunction says sixty days, ‘Your Honor,
Injunction does say sixty days,

- THE COURT: I was underv the
impregsi;m it was until further order
of the Court, but it might be sixty 4.

days, Well, anyway, I have no

~compunction, I will extend this

Injunction for the duration of the
strike, I certainly don't want any
problems, As I say, there's nothing
in the injunction that the law doesn't
call for, anyway., I'm not putting any

undue restrici;ions on this uni