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THIEM ORAL RESPONSIBILITY OP CORPORATIONS.

Ina reent issueof fthis journal (vol. 4,p. 781) a c orrespoi-
tent directed attention t oa r emark alleged t ohave allen from al
learned chief justicein an naccident case againt a r ailwayc oin-
any, t othe effeet that i twas a d ishonestae ton nthe partof fthe

vopauy t oset pas sa d efence the wantof notice. r quired b y
statute. I m ay therefore b eworth onsidering whether o r

t t here i sany moral liability on the partof fcorporations i n
glehic ases.

Ac orporation, i ti sneedlesst or eind our readers is sa i nerl
legal entity crated b yoperationof flaw; i ti snt tl ikean ordin-
ry partnership, the shareholders who compose i tar neot the

VOrporation, nor are. hle o fficers -ho direct its operation, the cor-
oration, but i ti sa d istinct entity of fitsif and,as slias been truly

said, "it las neither a b ody te ob ~kIked nor a seoul t be
anucd." A b ody suchas sthis iano m oral emotionsof fany
iiîid It ti sentirely destituteof any ethial principle I ti sthe
rodut of a l egal Frankenstein P eople are aptte oascribt oc

eorporÀons the feelinga nd emotions o f~ entient beings, but ac
corporation i sa b eing createtib ylaw, havingno powers, duties
ro bligationsor attributes other than its creator sees fl tand i s
ablpte ocndow i twith. The law cannot endow a c orporation with
Rm oral sense nor with ethical attribute. A c orporation may
ç-ommit legal wrongs b ut i tcannot commit moral wrongs, be-
causé i ti s nota m oral bein, or rcapable itherof morality o r
immorality any more thana. Ilogof wood an Wlhen, therefore,

i l fi said that a c orporation i shonet or dishonet i ti slike ascrib-
i ng thos q ualities te a l ogof wood.

Th lhl ah as brougit intoe xistene a l egal entity without a
oû, nd beyond the rights, duties and obligations whih~ the law

Imposesdu nit, i thas none. From the very natureof fits existence,


