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THE OPLRATION OF TFTOREIGN ASSIGNMENTS.

This is asubject frauzht with difficulty. The
courts are at odds uron numerous roints and to add to the
Tovrlexity, , in those instances where there is no substan-
tial conflict, each of the learned jurists, whose orinions
have mouldcd and formulated the law has taken a different
road to = common destiination. It is irmrossible to recon-
cile the authocrities w -n any line of Trincixle. There are
many rromisinz by-raths in the heart of the forest, which at
first flush vculd seemingly lez? oe out of its labyrinths;
but if one ©ve taken and rursued a few steps, it wili be found
leading into the very depths of some judicial jungle. So I
have contented muyself by making =s casy an escape as tossible,
by dodging briers and avoiding the deepest ithickets.

A wide distinction must be observed betveen the ex-
tra-territorial operation of assignments resulting from the

institution of bankrupt rroceedings znd those which come from



the voluntary and untrammeleéd action of the Jeltor nimself.
The laws of a state have of thelr owm foreo, no extra-terri-
torial eficcet. So far as they .re regardes ontside of the
jurisdiection in which they arc enactcd vy the leglelature

or administcercd and noulde” by juiicial action, they have 1o
rotential rroperties)save those zzcorded tnem by 1nternational
courtecy. fnile a volunt=zry general cesceicnment is sivzly
the exercise cof sn ireliciezble right, wnich the free instli-
tution of the nincteentn century give tc every nan—--to make
such disrosal of his prorerty, zs we wili, for honest pur-
Toses. Suecn an acgsizyment is entitled to re?yect)the world
over.

Involuntary Assiznments.-— As to the effedt wnich

should be given to involuntary assiznments outside the Jjuris-
dietion in vhieh they are made the courts of nzland and of
this country z2re at variance. The English rule has been to
give full recognition to the title and rizhts of a foreizn
assiznee in bankruptey, resardless of subsequent attachment
righte aequircd by domestic ercditors. (Zeliivrig v. Davis
anéd Salt, 2 Dow., 230; 1In re Blithman, 35 Beavzn, 219) This

view is shared by most of the continental courts. It 1is



— -
founded upon a broad poliecy of inter-state comity, and com-
mercial convenience and is nourished by the old Vagﬁry'€ZfihC
law--that the Tersorel rrorerty of a man, whercever situated
is gravr to #is démicil and there finds its situs. Chan-
celior Kent sttempted to enzraft this lezal view of the inter-
national potency of a baﬂkrupt proceeding)upon the body of
our law in 1820, in the case of Holmes v. Remsen, 4 Joﬁns.
Ch., 460, In that case he read an able and erudite op-
inion which has never been followed by our courts. Platt J.
in discussing the same czse two years later, arrived at dif-

ferent conclusions. He = argued with great force that

statutory assigmments should orerate intra-ierritorimm only.

That the Englicsh assignee was in no better situation as regard
personalty having a situs in this country, than the debtor
himéelf, and that he stcod in a clearly representastiwvwe ca-
pacity. As to the rizhts of domestic crecditors he said:-

*"If our citixens conducet thomselves witn a reference to our
owni laws, in regard to the rrorcerily of their debtors found
within our jurisdiction, it seems reasosnable that they should
rear the Truits wilen those laws oroalse to them. v This
decision was supwnorted by ceontemroraneous American cases and

has always been cided approvingly in the major rart of our



course. (Harrison v. Strry, 5 Cranch, 259; 0zden v. Saun-
ders, !2 VWneaton, 213; Telcnh v. Dusbee, 40 ie., 92; Osburn
v. Adams, 1¢ Pick., 2485) In loyt v. Thompeon, 19 N.Y., 207,
Comstolk J. discusses Athe quecstion of intor-state comity in
an admirable manncr, He says:- "The comity which is due to
a sister state may require that the zscignee of an insolvent
rerson or corkoration in that state shoull nave standing in
our courts; but neilther justice or comnity demands that the
foreign lew sheould be reccgnized to the extent of divesting of
the titles of ovr own citizens fairly acquired.t Some New
York cacses have gone so far as to deny the title of a foreign

assisnee aliczether , evern

O

)]

cpeliret the bankrupt and have

<

j8)

denied the right of the =zssignee to sue in our courts.
(Abrahem v. Plestcro, 3 Vend., 538; Jonnson v. Hunt, 23
¥nd., 87; Mosselman v. Poelart, 34 Barb., 63) 3But in a
late cace the e York 2ourt of Arreals has rerudiated thecse
extreme views and ziven as a 3dczision which seems to embody
the best law upon this subjecet. In re Wait, 99 N.Y., 433,
will without doubt be‘a leading case in the Tuture. In that

case, Judge Larl lald down threc rules which seem very satis-

factory ones to aprly to all conflicte in the law of invol-



untery assignments. They arc.-
I. The statutes of foreigh states can in no case have

any forcé or effert in thie state, ¢x proprio vigore and

hence the title of foreion sso-~igne - con have no recognition
here solely by virtue of the foreign statute.

II. But the comity of nations allows 2 ce-taln effect
to titles derived under inforeign insolvent laws, provided
they csn be rococnized without injustice to our own citizens,
without rrejudice to creditors pursuing thelr remedies undef
our laws and rrovided thzy are rot in confliet with the laws
and vubliec poliecy of our atate.

ITII. Subject to the above conditions foreign assiznees
can appear and maintain suits in our courts.

Voluntary Asgignments.— A voluntary assignment

stands upon entirely different principles from one brouzght
about by the oreration of bankrupt laws. It has siumply

the elements of a lawful contract and has sueh force and effed
as is given in law to all contracts. (Story on Conflict of
Laws, Sec. 411.) And it may be laid down as a general rule
that such an assignment valid at the place of 1ts execution
will pass the zroperty of the assignor wherever it may be sit-

uvated. But this rule ie only a genersl cne and is subject

——
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to nmumerous exceptions and qualifications. As to conflicts
in general assigmment law, we must take into account the lex

loci contractus, lex domicilii, lex fori and lex rei sitae.

The first two are often co-inecident and of the latter the same
may be saild. The lex fori ,of itself, governs the remecy.
It controls the methods of procedure and as Bishop says the
"whole machinery of the law'"--but nothing wore. (Scoville
v. Canfield, 14 Johns., 338; Jones v. Taylor, 30 Vi., 448;
Harrison v. Sterry, 5 Cranch., 282)

Realty.- All instruments and contracts conveying
or effecting the title tc real estate mist Le executed in
the form zond with the solemnities prescribed by the law of
its situs. gc all assigmments of realty nmst be by deed,
and in a manncr sufficient to transfer the title to the
acsignee accordéing to the law of the state, where the lanad
is located. This 1s an absclute rule. in Nicholson v.
Leavitt, 4 Sand.Ch., 476, Justice Duer said.- "If it is ros-
sible tc state any legsl yrorosition or maxim that has never
been the subject of disprute or doubt, but ﬁhich is proclaimed
by the unvarying and unbroken harmony of the decisions in

Enzgland or the United States, it i1s that the validity of every
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disposition of lands, whether it racses an estate or nerely
imposes a charge, whether it be absolute or qualified, de-
pends exclusively upon the municiral law of the country in
which the lands is situated." (Story Conflict of Laws, #423)
Osburn v. Adams, 18 Pick., 248; Magoon v. Scales, 9 Wall.,
23: Warmender v. Warrender, 2 Bligh., 127)

Ships at Sea.- A ship at sea is a part of the ter-
ritory from which it sails and where its owner resides. 1Its
transfer by assignmment is governed exclusively by the lex
domicilii. (Plestoro v. Abr:ihams, 1 Paige, 236) "Both the
Public and the rrivate vessels of every nation on the nigh
seas and out of the territorial limits of any other state,
are subject to the jurisdiction of the state to which they
belong." Wheaton. This was settled by the case of Crapo
¥. Kelly, in the 16 Well., €10, which has been followed in
New York in MecDonald v. Mallory, 77 N.Y., £46l in that case
an assigmment was nade in Mass. by the owner of the shir
tArtict* then at sea. Subsequently when it arrived at the
port of New York 1t was attached by a creditor residing in
that state. The Court of Aprezls (44 N.Y., 86) urheld the
attachment and denied the title of the zcsignee but this de-~

clsion was overruled by the United States Supreme Court as
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above cited, which held that the vessel was tart of the ter-
ritory of lluss.
Vau~ivlo Persool Property.— It ie @i old rule of

the cormcn Law that personalty nas 1o independent situs, that

it ie governed by the lex cdomieilii of its owrncr or to speak

more rlainly, its situs is that of it= owncr and that wherever
it is situated, it is drawn to aim in theory. mis rule 1is
congended for vigorously by Judge Story. (Conflict of Laws

#2383 ) But nowadays it auzounts to very littie. The lex

locl contractus and the lex Zdowicilii are ~eneralliy identical.

It nmay be stated as a general ruie that a contract valid at
the rlace of exccution 1s valid everywhere. it is useless
to try to serar:te the law of ithe <domieile and that of ihe
Tlace of contract or to attemrt their inderendent consider-
ation. In ° voluntary assiznments a blending of the tve
rules arount oo this! thst 1if there is no confliet between
the law of the assignor's domiecile, where the zesignment is
madefand that of the state where the ~rozeriy nas its actual
situs, title will pass tc the assignee and the assigrment
will be urheld against subsequent attaching creditors. This
prorocitiocil hag the surzort of 1he Hest TAunerican authorities

and is good as a zenerzl rule althoursh o-ne or itvo 111 reasoned
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New Hampshirc cases have been the other way and a few early
Mass. decisions aprarently if not actually contradict it.
QAskew v. Ly Cyzne,Banx, 83 lo., 336; Ackerman v. Cross,

54 N.Y., 29; Speed v. May, 17 Pa.St., 01, Caskiec v. Webster,
2 Wall.Jdr., 131) But in cuucs of =ctual conflict these
pristine rules are obliterated by infinite varieties of ju-
dical reasoning and ramified into othing by the ingenuity

of thre courte. Numerous vague excertlons are made in the

books to the rule that the lex loci and lex cdomiecilii shall

govern when the law of the actual situs is cont—-avened. In
a rerorters ncte to an early casec Justicce Cowen excerted cases

in which the contract would be "immoral or unjust." Chan-

cellor Kent (2 Kent's Comm., 458) says:— "fThe necessary in-
tercourse of nmaiind requires that the acis of warties, valiad
where made shall be recozgnized in other countries, provided

thay be not contrary to zood rmcreocls nor rerughant to the

poliecy and ycositive institutions of the state.t And in
later years, coming down the long line c¢f Judges and text
vritere, whc have tsken occzsion té clezr avay the obscur-
ity surrounding this subject snd inadvertently to add tc the
gloom, observations and definiticns of this charazter have

been cast forth firom the bench and from the usty chamber of
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of the khook-worm, until if gathered together they vould form
several recpectable lesions of darkness.

Conflicts under Common Lzw Rule.- In generasl an as—

sigmment valid where made that does not controvene csome rule
of poliwy, as defined by statute, is valid everywhere al-
though the common law rules governing validity at the rlace
of situs do not agree with those at the rlace of execution.
Rut there is a great deal >f variance upon this zoint and it
is useless to atitemrt a reconcilation of the cases. The
lea’ing cace of Baltimore ané Chio R.R.Co. v. Glenn, 28 Md.,
300, supprorts my first proposition. In that case Stewart J.
says.- "We are not awverc of any 1law or of wny rule of con-
struction which rrohibite the cenforcement of a contract not
made in this state according to the laws of the rlace where it
was made, Althouzh our citizens from rcasons of state rol-

-

iey may not be Termitted to 13iic sinllar contracts nere.t

Mass. is contrso. It is held there as a common law rule

o

that an assignuent is of o effcet until the assent of cred-
itors is obtaines. And an foreign assignment though valid
where made will 1ot be recognized in ithat st:zte gnless regard
be had to thet rarticular rule. (Pierce v. 0'3rien, 129

Mass., 314; Faulkner v. Hinan, 142 Kzes., 53)
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Conflictes under Stotutes rerulating: fxecution and

Administration.- There statutes are ~ener-1ly not intended

to affcet foreign assingments and if sueh assigmments are in
compliance with thne law of itn1e state where taey are executed
and where the arssignor resides thiey will rase title to the
properly notwithstanding it~ actual situs)and will be recog-
nized as valid. Statutes of this charszecter simrly direct
the mode and mechanical method of the =zssigimmaent. Non-con-
formance with their rrovisions cannot derrive the recident

debtor of any materiazl or substaniial rights and they should

be given full efiect when valid under the lex loel and lex

domicilii, The lezielative intention is held in these cases
to be that ithe statutes incg question shall nst have arpli-
cation to foreizn assiznments. Iin Vermont the local stat-
utes requires the arrzending of an inventory af alil the prorer-
ty assigned to the ascizmment; an assignment was made in

New Vork without this inventery, and it was held that the
Vermont statute did not arzrly and it was valicd as to rroperty
situated in Vermont. (Handford v. Paine, 32 Vi., 442) In
Georzia, = statute requiring the znnexing of schedules was

held to be of no effect 1o imralr the validity of a foreign



gssigmment, in a very satiefactory and wetl coneldercd case.

-

(Birdseyc v. Undernill, 82 Ga., 1i2; Sinilar 2101ldings as
the above arc:- Cckerusn v. Crose, 24 H.Y., 29; In rc P.& S.
Luler Co., 31 Miun., 136; Atwood v. Protection Ines.Co.,

14 Conn., £ff; (Chnaffee v. The Tourtin Nat.Bnk., 71 ile., &14)

There 2re statuies, however, dirceting ithe rocording of as-

IS

sirmmente in sucnh termes, 25 to =wyrly to forcign as wel:i as

to domestie assizmsernts. The Pen:. Recording Acts inctance
such statutes. in plain terms thece statutes ineciude for-
eizy zeoeiznaents within thielr score. sueh enactiacnts prove

ne falley of the old doctrine of rersonaliy waerever sit-
unated beling drawn to its owner in another jurisiieticn, and
there having ite situe, == ¢ harc znd 235t rule. A ctatc nas
full control over all zronerty located within iis borZers .
The recording acts are siuply an exercise of such jurisdicilonr
al soveéreizn rixnts. (Philson v. Barnes, 50 Pa.gt., 2330;
Yarner v. Jaffray, 9C N.Y., 248) The filing and registry
laws of Illinois and Wew Yorit seem 1o Le ineluded under this
classificztion. Tut thelr consideration leads s into ‘the
shadowy land. "hire a statute 1e 0t in exTress terms

given arrlication to foreizn trancacticns and we are left 1o

rather the lezislstive intent =zt will, frowm the Lare stat-



ute great difficulty arises. "hat is the es=ential differ-
ence between a statute dirccting the filing or rczistering of
a transfer and one demanding an annexation of schedulec?

Why in one case should the zeeignment of rersonalty be denied
credit and in the other be given fll elffect and the protee-
tion of the local laws? Czees where transfers made in for-
eign states and subordinated to the rizhte of local creditors
uron failure to file in the state vhere the chattiel had its
actual situs are:!- Green v. Van Suskirik, © W211l., 307; sc.

7 Wall., 139; Xeller v. Paine, 107 N.Y., 83. In ‘he

first case, one of the most thorouznly litizated in nhistory,
onc Bates a resident of Troy I.Y., made an assiznmert under
the laws of that state. As zTart of the assiznment he exe-
cuted a chattel mortgage, valid in Yew York, of certain iron
safes which he owne” in Chicago. The Illinoie statute
required either a transfer of rosceseion or a filing of the
mortzage in the county vihere the safes were located.- The
statute did not in express terms arrly to foreizn transfers.
Three days after the acsignmet Green also a Ncw Yorker,
without notice -f the assignment and before it had been filed

in Cook county, attached the szafes. An action for conversion
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was brouzht and successfully maintained against nim, by the
to

assignee In the NWew ori courts. But uron zrpreal sthe United

States Supreune Court this juigment was roeverscd. In the

decision of this case, llr. Justice Davis criticising the

grounds upon wilch the decision in the state court was placed

sald:- "The tneory of ihe casze 1s that the voluntary trans-

evegwhere by the

fah

fer of personal prorerty is tc be governe
law of the owmers domicil, and this theory rroceeds uron the
fiction of the law that the domicil of the ovner draws to 1t
the rersonal estate which ne owns wherever 1t may napren to
be located. But thie fiction is Ly 70 means of universal
arrlication and as Judge Story says, 'yieids whenever it is
necessary for the purroses of Jjustice that the aclual situs
of the thing should be examincg.t? He adde, "We <0 not pro-
rosc to cZlscuss the question of how far the transfer of per-
gonal rroperty, lawful, in the owners domicil wiili be resrect-
ed in the courts of the country where the rrorerty is located
and ita different rule of transfer rrevaills. It is .2
vexed question upon which learned courtis have differed but,
aftcr all, there is no absolute right to have such transfers
restected, and it is cnly on princixles of comity that it is
ever allowed; and this zrincirle of comity always ylelds

when the laws and policy of the stcte where tnhe propertiy 1s
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located have Trescribed a Aifferent rule of transfer [rom that
of the state where the owner lives.™ In the sbetract these
statements of Justice Davis are doubtless true, alihough
rather indefinite in general allong the majority of judiclal
and extra-judicial observaticn uron this subject, but in
aprlication to this partdcular czcse we #fall to see theilr
rotency, In the i1ight of the decisions rendered under stat-
utes relationg to execution and administration. in this
case the filing of the mortgage vag simply a formality.

Thé actual and substantial interest of the creditor attaching
vere in no wise imralred by the failure to record it in
Illinois. It is at least inconsistent with the long line

of caces 1f n>t wrongly decided. it has hdwever, been ap-
proved by the case of Hervey v. R.I.Loco.Works, 93 U.S., 6064,
Keller v. Paine, 107 N.Y., 83, is a like but =somewhat more
satisfactory holding under a simllar statute.

Statutes condemrning certain Elements of the Assign-

mant.- These statutes arec of a prohibitory character.
They outline the zolicy of the leoccal ilaw and roint out trans-
fers deemed tc be injurious. Statutes of this character are

generally those in pronibition of rreferences. In states
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having such statutes when confliet arises under them rno ti-
tle passes to the forei~n assicnec of prorerty situated
within the state. As domestic ereditors are by ascignments
of this char:scter “enied material and subestantial rizhts

and as the state has seen fit to declare azainst them as
regards prorerty within its limits, in clear and certain terms,
it would be a falese and inconsistent comity that would give
effect to such foreizn assignments. (Guillander v. Howe,

35 N.Y., 657; Bryan v. Brisbin, 2¢ Mo ., 423, Oliver v.
Townes, 7 Martin, (La.) £0; Vzrnum v. Kent, 13 N.J.L., 326)
Butler v. Wendell, 57 Lich., €5, however, takes a Jifferent
view urcn this roint, But the orinion read in that cace is
none tc wedl considered and seems hardly consistent with it-
self. Champlin J. in that case relies for authority

upon the czs of Train v. Kemball, 137 Mass., 363, which uron

examination does 0ot arrear 1¢ surrort nis =zogition.

)]

The gitus of Crcse

- in Action.— Debts are subject

rr

to the same rules as tangible personalty afiter wo have deter-
mined where they have their situs. Generally, since they
can have no locality they are szid to folicocw the person of

the crecditor and have their situs =t hise domieil. in the
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hands of the crcoitor alone is ihe debt a rositiwe quantity.
It goes to swell his asseils , while if located with the deb-
tor, 1t simrly represents l_.abilitye. Under ordinary circum-
stances, debtc are mzde rayable al the residence of the cred-
itor. "A debt is a mere incortoreal rizght. it has no si-
tus, and fodlows the rcrson of the creditor. A voluntary
assignment of it by the creditor, Whiéh is vaild by the iaw
of his domicile, whether such assignment be called legal or
equitable, will operate as a transfer which should be regarded
in all rlaces." Grier J. in Caskie v. Webster, 2 Vall.dr.,131l.
¥ T+ is a general rule in rezard to rersonal rrop-
erty, that it has no situs, but folliows the rerson of the
owner." Guiliander v. Howell, 35 N.Y.,607+-- (Sreec¢ v. May,
17 Pa.st.,92; Puller v. Sleighitz, 27 Onhio St.,3850; Bank v.
King, I Ins.B.,461; sSwmith & Cnicago v. N.U.R.3.C0.,23 Wis.,
267).

The state of the devtor's reeldence nowevoer, may
fix the situs of thne 2e 1 with him by the cnzcinent of lavs
allowing its attiazchwment or zarnishment, in his hands by res-
iZent creditore. Suech gtatutes seems illczical and ili ad-
vised, but rezymenles under tnen are uphceld Ly the courts to

sa"e the debtor the aardshir of belns coxzrclled to pay his
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debts twice. - Any contrary holdings would work the greatest
injustice. (Embree v. Hanna, & Johne., 101; O'Niel v.
Nagle, 15 N.Y.St.Rep., 3858; Williams v. Ingersol, 89 N.Y.,
B23)

Domicil of Attachinz Creditors.- Assuming that we

have ascert.ined the law of the situs and there is suuzzg
cohfliet that it will corntrol, who may take advantafe? The
courts of New Jersey, Illinois, New Hampshire, Hissouri,
Michigan, and the United States Supreme Court answer this by
spying that resident creditcrs, only, can invoke the favoring
law of the situs. hile the New York and Mass. take the
ground that if the law of the situs has been controvened and
controls, the transfer may be attached as to prorerty situated
in their jurisdiction by any rersons wherever domiciled, who
are entitlec to; sue in their courts, The YNew York courts
aquarely take the ground between rerson coming into them and
agking for Jjustice. This 1is no doubt the lozical view but
there seems to be cerinin elements of true justice in the
contrery vicv. Ani it the law —izr® g o ey lhan lozic.
Resident creditor alone, snould be allbwed to reap the bene-

fits of the laws ofthelir nz2tive state, in the case of a con-
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fliet. The main reason why the paraasunt title of an sseign-
ee as to rroperty having its situs within the state, is that
be a comrarison of the local with the foreign law resident
creditors are found to be derrived of aivantazges by the forelg
assiznment hieh would Le their if it were made according to
the law of their n:tive state. A voluntary assignment should
always be treated with as mueh [ .wor as a state can cousistent-
ly show it, and stiil rrotect its own citirens, And there
seems neither justice no>t true lozie in allowing creditors
outside of the jurisdiction to reap the benefits of the pecul-
iar provisions of the law of the situs. In surrort of this
view are: (Bentley v. Wnitimore,19 N.J.Eq., 462; Halstead
v. Straus, 32 Fed.Rer., 279; Barnett v. Kinney, 13 Sup.Ct Rek
403; May v. First Nat.Bnik., 122 I11., £51; Butler v. Wendell,
57 Mich., 52) The New “ork view is surrorted by Warner
v. Jaffrey, 96 N.Y., 248; Keller v. Paine, Y4Z/MALZ/{// 107
N.Y., 83; TFaulkner v. Hyman, 142 Mass., 42. But latter
decisions in Mass. eont:in intimations favorable to the other
view. TFran. v. Bobbitt, 29 N.E., 209.

Having now maHde =z cursory exaaination of the law

gover~ing the operation of foreign assignments the guestion
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arises, mixed ur as the law is in faect, what in theory should
it ve ? That question can be Lest answered by stating a few
rrincirles whicﬁ should rovern the arrliczation of the law
when conflicts aricse.

I. The true rules governing involuntary assigrments

are stated by Judze Fzrl in #n re vait, 99 N.V., 433,

IT. The volunteary general assgiznments should be treated
with favor in all jurisdictions, as they are rerresentative
of every man's inherent rizght to dispose of Mis property, as
he will, for honest purposes.

11I. states have a terfeet rizht to rezulzte the disrosal
of rroperty within their borders and under their protection,
and when statutes are enacted arrlying in exrress terms to
foreign as well as local assignments they must control.

IV. 1In other cases when the law of the situs, as de-
clared by statute, is contravened if the conflict is of such
a character thet resident creditors aré derrived of some
actu=l and material benefits that would nhave been thelrs had
the assignment been made under local laws--tne law of the
situs should control and rezidcnt creditors be protected

in making attachmentis. In all cther cases, under differcnt
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statutes, the title of the assignee should be urheld in every
Jurisdietion.

V. Title of the assignee should be raranmount when
common law rules of situs are controvened.

VI. Assignmente of recalty <ould always be executed with
the forms and solemnities preseribed Ty the law of the situs.
VII. The situs of a chose 1n action =hould always be
recognized as at the “2omicil of the ~reiitor, 23 it is a mere

jus incorrorale.

VIII.Rcsildent crecditors alone should e allowed to in-
vokxe the law of the situs, if other éreditors are allowed to
take alv ntage of it, no distineciion shzuld be :;mae between
creditors residing vhere the assignment vas made -nd those in
other states.

The most casual exainination of this sub_eet can but
convince one of the grezt desirsbility of uniform 10gis1§tion

among, the sistcr states of 1hc Union)wiih regard to voluntary

general assiznments. 25522214Z{:ébéxb(
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