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do so, it was not necessary to its validity. The meeting of
the 24th February being therefore regular, the resolution®
passed at it were held to be valid, and the plaintiff's mOtio”
for an injunction failed, and the company's motion to strike
out its name as a plaintiff was granted, with costs again®
Seal as between solicitor and client.

TRADES — . H
ES UNION—STRIKE-— PICKETING—INDUCING PERSONS NOT TO CONTRACT wiT

PLAINTIFFS—INDUCING WORKMEN TO STRIKE IN ORDER TO INJURE TuEIR BV

PLOYER'S CUSTOMER—CONSPIRACY AND PROTECTION OF ProPERTY ACT: 1875

(38 & 39 VicT., c. 86) ss. 3, 7—(Cr. CODE s8. 523, 524-)

Lyons v. Wilkins, (1896) 1 Ch. 811, shows that alt
the operations of trades unions have been to some
legalized, there is still a limit beyond which they ma
lawfully go. The facts of the case Were that a strike
been ordered by the defendants, the secretary and a mem ©
of the executive committee of a trades union for the Purp?se
of securing an increase of wages. For the purpose of makﬁ.lg
the stcrike effective the plaintiff's works were picketed, that ,19'
oy r’tam persons were posted in the neighborhood of the Plam’
tiff's premises, who were furnished with cards requesting thos®
to whom they were delivered to refrain from working foé
the Plaintiffs. The pickets accosted persons On entering 2
leaving the plaintiffs’ premises and endeavored to persu? ¢
them not to work for the plaintiffs. The executive committe®
also endeavored to get one Schoenthal, who was 2 manufa®
turer of goods for the plaintiffs, to cease to do work for thet™
and on failing to do so, they ordered a strike of his WOfkme.n'
And another man named Scott, who made goods for the plaiﬂ(;
tiffs, was also threatened with a strike if he did not cease
work for the plaintiffs. The action was brought for an injuﬂ‘z
tion to restrain the defendants from procuring of conspifi® td
procu?e persons to break contracts with the plainti s, 32 P
from inducing or conspiring to induce persons not t° ot
into contracts with the plaintiffs. On a motion for an intefl
locuto.ry injunction, North, J., granted the application aﬂﬂ’
:es.t?amed 'the defendants from maliciously inducing °F C:of
tElx-lxw.g"co_1nc1\1ce= persons not to enter into the employ™® Kay

e plaintiffs. On appeal the Court of Appeal (LindeY
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