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law character, as for instance -actions to recover damnages for
tortious acte committed by a combination of many persona.

In suing a -trade union for a tort a plaintiff is met with the
diffieulty that the union is not a corporation and- cannot be sued
as such. It has a recognized legal status, u. d in poaaibly a quasi
corporation to the extent that it nxay lie sued by its naine: ses
Taif Vale Railivay v. Am»aigamated Society of Ro.iliay Serva-tits
(1901) A.C. 426;.85 L. & T. 147, and yet it dees flot posseas the
legal attributes of a corporation so that it can lie sued effectiveiy
by its riane so as to bind its property. Very often as far as pro-
perty is concerned the union is nothing but a naine, -the collec-
tive nanie of ail the mnembers, " aïs Lord Macnagliten said in Taif
Vale leailiuay v. A mal gamat cd Society of Reiway~ Servants. supra.
U7sually its property is vested ini individuala as trustees, and
in order to reacli the property of the union it is necessary
that such trustees should aLso be trade parties to the action.
lit a recent cace of Robinson v. Laivrenc<e, referred to ini the Laiw
Tim~es, an action was brought in England te recover damages
froin a certain named defendant, and agairiat a society, for
wrongfully and nîalieiously conspiring and eomnbining te pro-
cure üertitin ruenibers o? tire Society to commit daînage. In the
action the society was represented by une of it& Ieading members,
aud the jury returned a general verdict againit ail the defendants
ineluding the society. lit the saine way a trade union înay lie
.sued. B~ut tlie diffieulty iii the way of inakîng the property of
a trade union arîswenible for its torts is weIl illîîstrated by the
àMetailic ftoofi-ng Co. v. Local Union No. 30, 5 O.L.R. 424; 9 O.L.R.
171, at Rec S.C. 10 O.R. 108. The trade unioni; sued ini that
Cfts4 %vere not regixtered unzder tlie Tfrade l'nions Act, oue heing
a general aswociation of the~ netal workers of tire United States
and Canada. and the oth, a local union or brandih of the general
axsueiation; and it wax held by the Court of Appeai that they
were not eorporalioai. lier quiai corporations, 11cr partnerships,
anil were not eapabie of being sued and served wifl- preess as
stieli iii the ordinary way, hut it was held that both associations
toîîld be suéd ini respect of wrongs comînitted witlîiu the juris-
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