WE'RE CLOSING IN: TARGETING
BENEFIT FRAUDSTERS 1901 STYLE

The current ‘We'’re closing in’ campaign
targeting benefit theft has a familiar ring to
staff at Glamorgan Record Office. The
campaign’s hundred year old roots were
revealed during a family history search for a
Canadian family which was investigating
Welsh ancestors, Emily and John Sibley.

Research into the mysterious Sibley family
of Cardiff revealed that both Emily and John
had spent time in prison; the full story was
found in the newscuttings books compiled by
the Cardiff Constabulary.

Emily Sibley, mother of six, was tried at the
Cardiff Police Court on 6 November 1901.
Described as ‘a neatly-dressed woman’
wearing ‘kid gloves’, Emily was charged
with obtaining poor relief totalling £26 from
the Cardiff Board of Guardians by claiming
that her husband had left her, that she did
not know where he was and that she had
had no communication with  him.
Investigations proved this was far from the
truth for she knew not only her husband’'s
whereabouts, but had also received money
from him for the upkeep of her children. It
was revealed in court that she had visited
him in Yynsybwl and had stayed with him
there, on one occasion for a week. When
faced with this evidence she was reported to
have said ‘The game is up. | had the money
from him, and spent it on my children, and |
am sorry for it’.

The case was the first of its kind to be
brought by the Board of Guardians who,
faced with losing large sums of money
through false claims, hoped that her
sentence of one month in prison, with hard
labour, would act as a deterrent to others.
On receiving her sentence Emily Sibley
‘wept copiously’.

In the previous month, her husband John,
36, a collier’s labourer, who was living under
the false name of John Davies, was
sentenced to 2 months, with hard labour for
neglecting to maintain his wife and 6
children.
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