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AUsF-, EFmy-RIGHT TO suE-LiA&BiLITY TO BE suED--RiGE-T TO

APPEAR ALND DEFEND--Ri!GHT OP AIEN ENEMY TO APPEAL.

Porter v. Freiidetiberçj (1915) 1 K.B. 857. In this and twe,
other cases wvhich are reported together, some points of interest
regarding the rights of allen enemies in Courts of Justice are
determined by the Court of Appeal (Lord Reading, C.J., Lord
L'ozenis-H-ardy, 31.R., and Buekley, Kennedy. Eady. Phillimore,
anti Pickford, L.JJ.). In the first place the test whether a
person is ail alien encrny is helti to bie flot his nationality. but
,lie place in which lie resides anti carrnes on business. A peso
volunitarilN residing in, or carrying on business in. an ýenemy 's
eouintry is tiefinedti o be ait alien encmyv. In thc second place it
is held that anl allen cnrnv may be sueti iii the King' s Courts
anti if so sueti is entitled f0 appear and defeiid hirnself anti has
also a right to appeal against any juiginent givenl against hlm,
anti whcre anl action is brought against an alien encniy resident
la the cncmy's country, but who carrnes on a liranel buisiniess in
the King's dominions by anl agent. leave mnay le given to issue a
eomaeurrent writ ant imake substituteti service of notice of the
writ on the defendant bv serving tl'e agent.

AMlEN ENF.my-LiM1TEDT CO'.%'ANV-SHARE CAPITAL II}LD nY

.E. ENiEFs-RIT TO SUE.

('nfl ntiTu;re & Ribber Co. v. Daimler Cto. (1915) 1
lý.B. 893. hI this case it wvas helti hy the C'ourt of Appeal (Lord
Reading. ('AJ.. Lord ('ozcns-llarti, M-%.R., andi Kennedy. P'hilli-
more, anti Piekforti, L.TJ., Buekley, LA., dhsscnfîng), . fat a
liniteti Englîish (onipanv. the share capital of wvhiehi is ownied Iv j

alienl enleilies is entiticdti o suc in thc King's C'ourts, the C ourt
holding thnt the conipany fis a lega] cnftt. brought into exist-
eîîcc by Statute. wvas (list inet froin the sharcholders. andi tînt it
diti xot change ils elaraeter owiing to the outlreak of war where-
by the shareholtiers becanie alivii eneinies. %h, comiipaiiy, as
thec Court helti, coulti only beconie enemny by bcif. mciorporatcd
il. the enemv 's eountry, 111t 110 such incorporation liad taken
plaice. Anj interesting diseussion of the princîples involveti in
this case ig to lie folint in vol. 139, L.T. ,Jour., p. 64.

111-SBAND AND WIFE - 'MARRIAGE SETTLEMFNT -(î.TTrî.

ASSIGNF.D TO TRI'STEEýS--WIFE ENTITLED TO U'SE OF CliATE'l, I.K

-DETNTION BT IIISBAND-ACTION nvy wwv TUSII

NOT joiNrD-PARTIE.

lcalcy v. Hcolcyý (1915) 1 K.B. 938. The plaintiff iii this


