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PRTITION'ý OP' RIGHT-INTERNATI(jNAL LAIW--ANeý''4XTtt)N r1
ENEMY'S TERRIT0RtY-~CREDITI>RS' RIGHTS AGM61N$T CONQUEI«JR

-ACT 0P ST2£TE-MUiMOIP.l, COURTS.

IVest Rand Mfining Go. v. The King (1905) 2 K.B. 391 is 1
casp, arising out of the late South African war: the suppliants
flled a petit- n of riglit in whieh they-alleged that gu d the pro-
dace of the'tr raine situate in the late S3uth African Reptiblie,
had been taken possession of by the Government of the Ib.pub.
lie, and that hy the laws of the Republie the Governmei±t was
liab]e to return the Iod. or its value to the suppliants r and lhel.
claimied that by reason of~ the anDexation of the territories of

'~ the late Republie the obligation of the Repub1ip towards the
F ~~~ suppIlanto was iiow binding onl is Mvajes.y thn~ ig-. hut on

the IKing'q behaif the point of law wvas raisod hy deiiurrer thiat
no siieh righit eould he enforced in any miiriipal Court. andl the
Divisional Court (Lord Alverstoue, C.J., and Wills, and Ken-
nedy, JI.,) held that it eould not. 'In th- judgment of the Court
delivered by Lord Alverstone, is to bc found an int.erotting (lis-
cussion of the limiitations of international law; and the dlis-
tinetion is pointed out between mere private rights of prol-P(rtv
in conquered territory, and the contraefuril obligations of the
Governiment of the conquered territory; and while it is coneedd
that the former mtiy he givexî effeet to. so far as eoi putible with

y~.the righits of the ('ouqueror, it is shewn that no0 contractual ohhl-
gation of the eonquered Gbvernment eau be enforeed against
the eonqueror, in any municipal Court. exeept *sue lie1 ex-
pressly elects to assume- and that in taking possession of a eon-
quered territory, there is no implieri agreement on the part of
the eonqueror to assume any of the contrac-tuail obligations of
the Coverriment he has (A'ertlhriown.

MORTGAGE-ENTRY OF MORTGAGE-RELATION B.\CK 0F RIGIHT Or
POSSESSION-TREspAýSS ANTECEDENT TO FN-rRv BY MORTÇA(IEE

-RIGHT OP ACTION.

The Ocean Accident Co. v. 11f ord Gas Co. (1905) N .B.
Mie. 493was an action for trespass to land, and the. offly point in

question was whether the plaintiffs iwere entitled to maintain
the action. The darnage 'vas eaused in June, 1903. The plain-


