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J. v. administration of justice. It is in reality whether the Province can
UH4 interfere with the status and corporate capacity of a Dominion

John Dkkhk company in so far as that status and capacity carry with it powers 
conferred by the Parliament of Canada to carry on business in every 
part of the Dominion. Their Lordships are of opinion that this 
question must be answered in the negative.

In the course of the argument their Lordships gave consideration 
to the opinions delivered in 1913 by the judges of the Supreme 
Court of Canada in response to certain abstract questions on tin 
extent of the powers which exist under the Confederation Act for 
the incorporation of companies in Canada. Two of these questions 
bear directly on the topics now under discussion. The sixth question 
was whether the Legislature of a province has power to prohibit 
companies incorporated by the Parliament of Canada from carrying 
on business within the province in the absence of a licence from its 
Government, if fees are required to be paid upon the issue of sucli 
licence. The seventh question was whether the provincial Leg is 
latine could restrict a company so incorporated for the purpose of 
trading throughout the whole Dominion in the exercise of the special 
trading powers so conferred, or could limit such exercise within the 
province. This question further raised the point whether a Dominion 
trading company was subject to provincial legislation limiting tin- 
business which corporations not incorporated under the legislation 
of the province could carry on, or their powers, or imposing condition.» 
on the engaging in business by such corporations, or restricting a 
Dominion company otherwise in the exercise of its corporate powers 
or capacity.

Their Lordships have read with care the opinions delivered by 
the members of the Supreme Court, and are impressed by tin- 
attention and research which the learned judges brought to bear, 
in the elaborate judgments given, on the difficult task imposed on 
them. But the task imposed was, in their Lordships' opinion, an 
impossible one, owing to the abstract character of the questions put 
For the reasons already indicated, it is impracticable to attempt 
with safety definitions marking out logical disjunctions between the 
various powers conferred by ss. 91 and 92 and between their various 
sub-heads inter se. Lines of demarcation have to be drawn in 
construing the application of the sections to actual concrete cases, 
as to each of which individually the Courts have to determine on 
which side of a particular line the facts place them. But while in 
some cases it has proved, and may hereafter prove, possible to go | 
further and to lay down a principle of general application, it résulta I 
from what has been said about the language of the Confederation


