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pose of applying for a receiver to conduet the affaira of the enemy firm:I
R, Gaudig & Blum, [19151 W.N. 34, 31 T.L.R. 153.

MARHIED WOMEN.-In the case of De Wa.hl v. Braune, 1 H. & N. 178,
it was held that afemme coî-erL could not sue alone on a contract made with

L%;" her before or after marriage, though ber husband wsa an alien enemy.? jgat But in Thurn & Taxis v. Mofflut, 11l915] 1 Ch. 58, 31 T.L.R. 24, it was
j ~held that a woman who i8 an alien enemy and wbo claims to be the wife of an

alien enemv,.ind who bas registered herseif as an alien subject of an eneniv
atate uder the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, is entitled, notwitbatanding
the state of war exiuting between this country and ber own, to sue in the
Courts of this country for the purpose of cnforcing an individual righit n,ýt
claimed tbrougb ber husband.

Exirrrross- AND ADmssTaurffl.-In Re Estale of iermun Koenig.
[19151 W. N. 2-4, the exeeutor, the next-of-kin and ch'ef heneficiarirs

f *were alien er.emies residing in 'he enemy cotintry, and on a power of attorne v
bv tie exector te a Britisl subjeet an order was made granting Jettent
Of* administration with the ,ilannexed. But in Re Estale of Jacob Schiff.
59 S-J. 303, it was held. it follwing the Koenig case, supra, that where
the next-of-kin of a dere.-,- intestate are alien enemies. the Pliclî TrusteeIl ; is the pioper person to take the grant of administration te, the estate o>f

Distingiiishiing the case <'f Continental T'Ijrc, <c..- v. J)ainder Co., 119151
1 K.B. 893. and follh-wing Dupp-n&-o v. Sirifi Con. Co., 32 0.1.11. S7. it w:i,
held that an action tinder the Fatal Avicidunts .\t S(t. 1914. ch. 15I.
brooglit bv an admninistrator of the estate of a ilua.el irson. raninot
bc main t aind if bruuigh t for th Ib lint-fi t of alIi vn i--s. anid t hat if Si e-h
act ion is lirotiight ait er t he comncemenu nîet of thle wa:r. i t w iii bu i 1iSMi sd:
Danqlcr v. fllî,îqcfr. cfr., 23 l).L.R. 3'ý4. :11 O.1.11. 7x

AcTe iNs.- N o act inn ran lie main taiiîed I it ljir b'. or ini favoit, of ar:
allen emeinv: lerandnn v. Vrebill f) Tvrmi) He1 2.3.

WVar d <ws not suîspend an act ion a gainst an alit unvîwmv, aind hi- 1oi'.
appear amI diîîîd i t uer peirsonal ly <r li votiîinsel: Cîoirxn&(o. v. .I e
heins (on in, nt i n.. Co., 1l915-l K. B. 155. Mt T.Li... -20.

tii int ain ali in enieniv or t h is cout ry whlise îseuig at ii ity
wvit h the ('rown oi Eg and mil o<i-f lu is:llî u'is thlat lie ramimînt
sue iii ou r (Curts diiring wa r. un less lue is hure -in jîri btir oi uiirdenm

ofshewing sucb «littiiîs hving on liiii-i. iiifur. a ciltiz-n oi aî nat ion
at war 'vit h t his count ry wh.lo ifl5 <it us, a ivil acin w iii have h is actionr
st aNed, inliss as a cond itio< n pru îudenit t o sîuuli n gh t lie est aI <ishies thlut
lie îs ''ti pîrntection- in si'rh SCni«' t hiî lie is flot ut îcrsonr prufissing hi-
self hostile to this couîntry nnr in a s. -t<< oi w ar ggztillmt it: Bossi v. Si*flurnn,
19 1).L.R. 452, 32 0.1.11. 14.

l'huis it W"s held, tlîat an alien vniiii rannit, bv thle mniînîiial law of
tlîis coutntry, sue for the rerover *v <f i. riglit î-laimiiei ti bu auquired hy- hini
in n ',tuaI w-ar: Anthon v. Fishewr. 2 I)o,îg. 6-I9n.

In Ricord v. PeUt.nhapn, 3 liumr. 17:34, 1 .ll 563. ut wms helil, thuaI an
act ion was n mIainable liu an Ivjeh enein v upou a ranNoni hilIl, even w-lien
t he host age gi yen dierl ni pisn
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