
LUMBERMENS UNDERWRITING ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA

insurance at absolute cost for those lumbermen who would qualify for elevators , and in January organized U. S.
Epperson Underwriting. Company associations honoring him for his generosity and giving spirit over the years.

Edward Pinheiro was incredible by a physician in See also Willett v. For purposes of illustration, the "entity"
referred to in Section is analogous to a corporation as opposed to an aggregation of the corporation's
stockholders. First, Section 2 is not exclusive, but simply gives an unincorporated association additional rights
which it did not previously hold. Plaintiff's argument in favor of allowing suit as a class is also two-fold. The
cases were formed to the Appeals Court by Robert A. As long as the members of an unincorporated
association have the individual capacity to sue or be sued under state law, the class action device afforded by
Rule  From this, it might be suggested that while the individual members cannot be sued on obligations
against the insurer, they may sue as individuals on behalf of the insurer. Consequently, there is no diversity of
citizenship between LUA and the named defendants, and the claims of LUA must be dismissed for lack of
subject matter jurisdiction. Pennsylvania Lumbermens Mutual Insurance Co. This argument is fundamentally
in error. The adoption of Rule  The fire destroyed the mill, killed one employee and injured several others.
However, at oral argument LUA made no attempt whatsoever to assert that it might be anything but an
unincorporated association. The Idaho Legislature's change from the earlier permissive language to the current
mandatory language suggests the provisions of Section 2 are exclusive. Consequently, while a state's grant of
entity status eliminated the practical difficulties of joinder, it left many large unincorporated associations in no
better position with regard to access to the federal forum than comparable associations in states which did not
allow suit as an entity. Laws, ch. Even though state law might give an unincorporated association the capacity
to sue or be sued as an entity, the citizenship of each of the members must still be considered for diversity
purposes in federal court. Canuel, F. Wednesday, February 9, a. That note provides: Although an action by or
against representatives of the membership of an unincorporated association has often been viewed as a class
action, the real or main purpose of this characterization has been to give "entity treatment" to the association
when for formal reasons it cannot sue or be sued as a jural person under Rule 17 b. Because the court
determines that the members of LUA cannot bring suit in their individual capacity under the laws of the State
of Idaho, the class action device afforded by Rule  In addition to alleviating the practical difficulties of joinder,
the class action also allowed large unincorporated associations access to the federal forum where it would not
otherwise exist by the simple expedient of choosing a diverse member as class representative. Thus, it was
necessary to join all of the members as parties in a suit by or against the association. The couch in Diaz of the
methodology plaintiff's injury as a reputable loss, with the more indication that the loss is separate from that
helped by the bodily-injured instinct, antedated the issuance of JUA's policies in these categories. The forcing
to this sentence determines whether the malpractice plaintiff and the recent plaintiff or plaintiffs each may
discover up to the policy's dying limit for "each barrage" or whether their aggregate recovery is likely to a
single amount. While it is implicit in Sections , , , and that suit against the individual members is precluded,
Section 1 expressly prohibits suit against an individual subscriber until final judgment has first been obtained
against the association.


