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appointed. But there is ne disiabling section like thoe of thie
Ontario and Neiy Brunswick Acta.

The Act provides that "ne cornpany, flrm, broker, agent or ~ ~
other person shall, as the representative or agent eof, or acting
in any capacity other èhan as traveller takhng orders" cae'ry on
the business of a coinpany wîthout a lieense. It is evident1j
assumed, thougx not tnentioned, that business by correspondence
is net amfected; and the absence of the disabling clause lea%,es
suela business immune as a inatter of practical effect. -

4. Nova Seotia Jc.-The Province of Nova Scotia in 1904
passed an axnendrnentI 2 to the àect dealing Nvith tGeneral Pro-
visions respeeting Domestic and Foreign Cenipaties" 3 making
it obligatory for <'every incorporated company doing business
in Nova Seotia, and having gain for its purpose or object" te pay
an annual registration fee based on its nominal eapital. Two(
sohedules of fees are given, eue for eoxnpanies incorporated
by the Province of INova Scotia or by the Dominion, and the
other for companies flot so incorporated. n-ie fces in the first
sehedule are one-haif those in the second. Companies botii
demestie and foreign are required te submit annual statemeinîs
of their affairs. A penalty of one hundred dollars is imposed
for neglecting or refusing te transmit the registration fee or the
statement. A penalty of ten dollars pee day is aise impesed
upen the effiers or representatives ef the eeinpany transaeting
business witbout having subrnitted its annual stateinent. No
definition is given, however, cf the phrase ''carrying on buî.
ness" and there are ne reported cases in which it has beei
applied as including husiness by correspondenee.14 Nor is there
in the Nova Scotia Act a provision disabling eoipanies froni
suing upon obligationti eontracted in enneetion witli business
in the provine, The Aet does net require the appeintmnent
of an attorney nor the establishment of a head offfre witliin the
province.

12. 3 Edw. VIL. c, 24.

14. See ga.lifaoe v. Mc9LatghlU;, 39 S.C.R. 174
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