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of the Piivy Couneil against the Iegality of Provinces seekig 'o
impose disrimnaut.rY taxation on extra-Provincial C orporations.

like. Fairly construed, that decision we tacs to mean simply this, that

hichif a Province imposes a Vax on corporations it mnust impose such
disi- ax on ail corporations alike, and not exempt one clas, and impose

ora- it on another of a similar kind. Somaething may perhaps be
cor- saîd in favor of Provinces drawinga fine between corporations

ýcial character; but between Provincial corporations and extra-Pro-
we vincial corporations of the aute class, as we read the decision of

e the Judicial Commit tee in the John Deere I>low Case there

de- can be valiclly no distinction made in the imposition of

to Provincial taxes.
lier If a charter of incorporation is the equivalent of a licence to

carry on business, then the Dominion charter is a licence Vo, carry
ion on business, and the provincial Vax is a tax to compel the Dont-

iont inion company to procure ï3omething it already has.
ta ùaefriidinteeesw aeeprse ytedcso

nt, of tfl e fotic i ed in m t e oi f the haiv expr ee i the ecisi on
It ~o The JIut iciy-C n m tte of. v.The Pri y oneycl iii t case of

ter) .C 58 In that case the validity of s. 4 of the Domninion
19r hisuranctŽ Act, 1 910, wus in question. By that section the Dom-

if ~ iiion Parliament sought Vo prohibit aIl persons or comnpanies
If f roy doing any insurance business iii any part of Catiada unileas

ry he first obtained a licence f rom the Dominion. It wus held
N thiit this section wua uUtra tires of the Dominion Parliament.

ne It %Nas atternpted Vo be supported under the Dominion authority
Lg. to regulave tracte and commerce; but their Lordships held that the

affthoritvy of the D)ominion dons not under the 1 N.A. Act onable
it to regulate, by a licenaing systei, any particulartrate inwhich

to ('anaiins would 1.4 otherwise fm te o engage ini the Provinces.

The nsurneeeonipany iti question in that caéle was one incorpe-
ratd h a oregu tatbut the sax.. rule mnust of nocestity apply

t0 any Ctouipa.ny ineorporated by a Province. That cafe, there-
fore, semmn to have been the exaet converse of the Currie ease,
13Y the Act in question the Dominion was seekia to prohibi-.

'e a Pvi'eil company front carrying ou its business, tin.essà


