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Constîtutioital law-Provincial companies-Powvers-Operations
:À.beyond province-lnuirance agaim.t fire-Propertyi insmred

I -Standing timber--Return of pro niurns-Britisli North
Ame-ica Act, 1867, o. 92(11).

Ifeld, per Idington, Maclennari and Duif, JJ., Fitzpatrick,
C.J., and Davies, J., contra, that a company incorporated by the
Legisiature of a Province ie flot capable of carrying on its busi-

i ness beyond the limita of sucli Province.
Per Fitzpatrick, C.J. and Davieii, J., suh-section il of sec-

À .,ïI tion 92. of the British North America Act, 1867, empowering ft
legislature to incorporate "coimpanies for provincial objecte,"
flot only creates a limitation as to the objecta of a company so

4, xrncorporated, but confines its operations within the geographical,
j4 ** area of the Province creating it. And the possession by the

î ipcornpany of a license f rom the Dominion Government under
*~ 51 Vict. c. 28 (R.S. 1906, c. 34, a. 4), authorizing it to do

business throughout Canada is of no avail for the purpose.
Giourd J.irse ooiio nti usin

h: rGrurJepesdn pno nti usin
An insurance company incorporated under the laws of On-

F tarin insured a railway company, a part of whose line ran
h ~ through the State of Maine "agaiDst loss or damage caused by

locomotives to property located in the State of Maine flot ,in-
cluding tliat of flhe as.sured." By a statute in that state thec
railway comipany ie made liable for injury so caused and is

t giveu an insurable interest in property along its line for which
it is so responsible,

4* I .Teld, affirming tlie judgment of the Court of Appeal (1].
O.L.R. 465). which mair.tains the verdict at the trial (9 O.L.R.
493), that the polîcy di ' not cover standing timber along the
hune of railway which the charter of the insurance company did
not permiit it to insure,

ld. also, Fitzpatrick, C.J., and Davies, J., dissenting,
t ~ that the policy was flot on that account of no effect. as there

was Cther property eovered by it on which the rRilWRV Crn-
pany had an insurable interest, therefore the latter was not
entitled to recover back the premiums they had paid.


