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thi., app)licationi wilI be costs in tje appvait agaînsi Mcý1 a
King anad John6on. 1 extend for one iniouitt froiîî 1111S date
11w tiine for servin)g notice of appeal and gh ig 1eurit ini
the cae f bath apppals.

TL'his minunorand imi w il fo ri ii part of' the' a ppwa cas,

C. A.

M EALIC OOFNG C'O. OF CANAJ>A v. LOCAL,
UI Ni>o. :30, AMAI 1 OAMAThI) SIIEET MTI

WOBKEIIS' INTERN;ATIONAL. ASSOCIATION.

liri o'f Sununons 1S'evr- 'nirronVjFrinIoiun1
, s iï~o~i,- Tradi, 1'mom_8en.jce lpon J>ersQn in

(J ia ie-li nl)le1! ca o<f .1~se<tinPîte.~ infor
TurtRepesetat<rnof Classes-Rue 200-êfebers <of
A uciaianParnî Sociel y nnd Loral mch/wrç

Appeall 1by plaintiffs frorn order of a Divisional Couirt
<MERDIT, CJ.,MACIARlEN-, J.A.), reported 5 O. L2. R.42,2 .W.R. 183, settng aide (service on the Amalgainated

8ihet Metal okr'ItrainlAscain added asdefenntslll h,*v aun order in Cfiawbers flot appcah'dý against,
b>' serving dfnntJ. 11. Kennedyv for the aissocmiation. Theiiisio)nal Court held that the associatiîon, flot being a cor-
poration, jindividlual, partnership. nor a quasi-corp)orate body.
coeld not b)e so served. The plaintiffs also appealed froni anorder of MACMAHON, J., 2 0. \V. R1. 81), r(efusing, to allowre-pre-seutationi of the association by individual ulefendants.
1,efednint cross-appealed froni the sanie order of M<.NtA-

MAOJ., in so far as ît allowed repre-entatioîi of the' local
linion b>' individutal defendants.

W. N. TilIey, for plaintiffs.
JT. Ci. O'Donoghue, for defendants.

Th'le jiiédgjnerý of the Court (Moss, C.J.0., OSLEP, MAC-
LErA,(;ARROW, J.J.A., TEETZEL, J.), Was deliVered, by

OSzL.Ei, J.A. (after stating the facts) :-The questions
yaised by the appeal are: (1) whether the Local 'Union No.A. I. A., and the A. T. A. are corporations or quasi-cor-
portions or partnerships and capable of being sued and
gerved with proce;ss as such in the ordinarv way; and, if not,


