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e bcr causes sucli exclusion or the motives of hier action arc not the subject cù( judicial
ere- inquiry." The Wisconsin law having been held to be constitutionaN Illinois enacted

a similar law governing inisu rance companics chartered Ahi other States. ln the
fir~ccase of Baiwn v. Bipunsielo, the court hcld that the motive of the State ini requir-

hip, ing a license to, be taken out by a foreign corporation was a subject for judicial
inquiry, and that if the requirernent of a licetise was desigied to afford the State

1nia, the rCtÂfl5 of compelling foreign corporations to carry on their litigation in the
fer- State courts, the requirement wvas unconstituitional. T his decision goes somne

bce way towards thec position that a corporation, like an individual, has equal rights
in al] the States, and the corporation organized in West Virginia lias the same

hat rights in Illinois that anl Illinois corporation has, wvith the added righit of rcmov-
L n v ing aIl suits brought against it into Federal courts, Still raore recently, Justice
flst Bradley, in the Circuit Court, in the Arthurkill Bridge case, used this language:
reci It is argued that co'rporations, as sucli, have no legal existence outside the
à r ( State by whose laws they are creatcd, and cannot transact business in another
icr ý"tatc exccpt by the comity oI its laws, whiclî is flot accorded in the present case."

in-he doctrine is subject to inuch qualification. Shortly after Baroni v. Burliside
Orl was decided, a corporation was forimed ta absorb ail the gas companies of Boston.

A charter could not bc obtained in Massachusetts, bccause the law of that
ýcS State limited the capital of new gas companies to $300,ooo, probably for thle very
er.purpose of preventing such a combination. It is also probable that the legisla-
n * ture would bave refuý.,c to charter a company organized to accomplish, in effect,
* a a gas trust. Therefore the promoters of the scherne got a New York charte-,

tlîough by the very nature of their enterprise, they could only transact business
n Massachusets, and vehilr the opinions of Supreme Court judges are not yet

atdecisive on the point, they lean strongly towards the poi -ion that a gas trust,
er organized in New York, to do business in Massachiussetts, has every privilege in

the latter State that a domnestic -orporation would have, and two besîdes, viz.,
e the right to transfer aIl suits agaînst it to the Federai courts, and the iact that
« the legislature of the State where it operates cannot toucli its c.harter.

Tf rusts mnay be createci for the purpose of doing business, They may bc
le allowed ta continue and exist as unincorporated companies , tlîey may be
s. organized in one State and do business aIl over the country, yet there can be no
'e doubt that they are v'oid on the ground of public policy. Public policy uniques-
d tionably favors competition in trade, to the end that its commodities may be

di afforded to the consumer as ch. aply as possible: îand is opposed to mono-
>' polies, wvhich tend to a3vance the market prices to the injury of the geiieral

J public,
ln i 88o, a voluritary association of saIt manufacturers was formed ir. Ohio, for

the purpose of selling and transporting that corrniodity. Sy articles of associa-
tion, aIl sait mantifacturedi or owned by the memibers, when packed in barrels,
b'ecame the property of the company %ihose committee was auf1-hor!zCd and
requitd to regulate the price and grade thereof, and also to controi che manner
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