
452 CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

filA that a"ont ail the saaca are held by alien eneraies: Amorduet Mfg. Co.
v. Defries, 31 T.L.R. 69.

ÎPi A cosnpany wbich ia registered ini England, and carrnes on business there,
~~ but in which the majority of the shares arm held by alien enemies, is entitied

ta eue for the price of gonds sold and delivered, if it ie flot employed to
sell the goods as the agent of an allen enemy with the object of remitting
the money abroad, inaamuch as the right of such company ta trade ini

j Englsnd and the right of British subjecta tc, trade with it in England are
recognized b7y the Trading with the Enemy Act, 191.4, and the Proclamations
issued thereunder: Confinent.L Tyre, tic., v. Tulling Lid., 31 T.L.R. 77.

Where an action for the infringement of patent, registcred in the joint
naines of an English and an enemy cotipany, is brought nominally in tht'
naine! of botb companies, but in whom the sole right of prosecuting pro-
ceedinga for the infringement je in the British cornparw, the Court will
flot entertain an objection ta the proceedinge becrause ont 0f the comparlies
je ani alien cnemy. since ta deny the Br'tish company the right ta prosectit('
the action would bc to deny to, a British subjeet the right to bring au actionj for hie own protection: .IÎcrtcdes Dai nilr .lot'r Co. et al. v. louddoly .!otî'r
Co., [19151 W.N. 54, 31 T.L.R. 178.

Ant officer of ucn enemy rnanuifacturing canîpany in charge of a manager
whlo làîad authoritv ta enter into contractes, %ne ta) sue and bc sue] on belizelf
of thîe company, je not a "branich" in the sensu of sec. 6 of the Trading
iti the Enen l'roc lani ation, and tliat the paienCt of nioOCV after til,(

dte of thte proélanatimn. in fuifilinent of a prevîncîs rontract, is flota
"transactijo. in the sense of that section. sa as ta bc witbin the' except ioni
of transactions bv or with the enclin. liavin- br-anch sitîiated in British

an action by ai. encn hankjng coîxîpan'. on a bill it w:i.s
ple:îdcd t hat the' plaintiffTe wer e -ilien eneines, andl tlînt their license limier
the Aliens Restrictiton Act. 191j4. did Itot authoriz.' their London braticli
to present andi receive paient of the bîill. It was hield, that the trawsi-

actions perinitted bv the' license Nvere nctt ljnijted te transactions wi t)î tilt,
L.ondon branch. and that thc otranene't ion wocîld in the ordinarv couirse'
have lîcen carriî' <out jin l.auîclgt; nor wmft the presentinent or coli
lect ion a nlvm t rwisacî ti. anîd tlî:t tlîc'v w'ere, tbrefttre, c'ntitlet ta rur )ver
Dirnterli,î Der fli.sont-G;c.«sellchaft v. Brandt et <'«., 31 T.1..R. 56

l'he Court u.ill not nake a .-o'ýt ing order uioder sec. 4 of the Trading wjtlef ~the Eneiny Art tof a tiixpîiuti halante oif lu e'ntiii bank in ani English bank.
sjoci' thlat wîîclc be pi :eing t he cumt oclian ini the pas: t ion o<f an assi encé oif
a clrspcîtcd cleht: Ifec Bank fur Iiande'l, ec.. [19151i W.N. 145<.12 INUIIANE.-BVa P'roclamatjon jstîcc wjtlt mtatîitory aîîthorî*y it w.as
declared thl %Ivre an ceinî% hall in Britain a brani carrvin g on ii.;tir-
anre hîîsjne<ls. transactions wjth Lte brandi slîî,tld be cctnsjdered aM trans-
actions wj'h the encmy. It waëi helîl thîît the P>roclamnat ion wîuq fot retro-
spective. anti that, in an' r: se. an acti'îîî again8t the enpn insc'ranc<' cuitl-
pany to recover a Iî's nv. ai. . tranétact<n witlîjn the ila'îtning cf thej Proclamation, and that flic rjglit of .suîit in respect uf the obligation to pay
the losa wa.9 nuL âtispencled hy reacon oif the itar: Ingle' v, .tfnn/îrirpî Cool-

littffltal las. Ca., [191511I KWB 227. 31 T.Lli. 41.


