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2 Ves. & Bea. 131; Elliott v. Lord Minto, 6 Mad. 16; The United
States v. COrosby, 7 Cran. 115; Kerrr v. Moon, 9 Wheat. 565,
Binney’s Case, ante, 145. And moreover, that marriage, being a
a contract recognized by the law of nations, is, with few excep-
tions, valid every where if binding where it was made. Roach v.
Garvan, 1 Ves. 1568; The King v. Brampton, 10 Fast, 282; Lautour
V. Teesdale, 4 Com. Law Rep. 299; Ruding v. Smith, 4 Eecle. Rep.
3515 Serimshire v. Sertmshire, 4 Eecle. Rep. 562; Harford v. Morris,
4 Eecle. Rep. 575; Middleton v. Janverin, 4 Eecle. Rep. 582. And
consequently, that all the property of the wite vests in the
husband, or becomes subject to his control during, and in con-
- sequence of the * marriage, or remains subject to be dis-
500 posed of by her last will, or otherwise, as regulated by the
law of their domicil, as selected by him, Laskley v. Hog, Robbins’
Suecession, 430, and subject to the claims of his and her creditors
accordingly. Feaubert v. Twurst, Pree. Cha. 207; The Goods of
Maraver, 3 Fecle. Rep. 218.  As where the husband is allowed, by
the law of their domicil, to sue for and recover his wife’s personal
estate in equity, without making any settlement upon her, on the
ground of what is here called ¢ the wife’s equity,’”” the sum
claimed and due in her right, will accordingly be ordered to be
paid to him without his making any such settlement upon her.
Minetv. Hyde, 2 Bro. C. C. 663; Bouwrdillon v. Adair,3 Bro. C. C.
237; Campbell v. French, 3 Ves. 321; Sawer v. Shute, 1 Anstr. 63;
Dues v. Smith, 4 Cond. Cha. Rep. 257.

Upon the ground of this duty which the State owes to its eiti-
zens, the General Assembly of Maryland have, by sundry legisla-
tive enactments, provided, that where an infant, who has no na-
tural or testamentary gunardian, may be entitled to real estate by
descent or devise, or to personal property by bequest, or in a course
of distribution, or may have aequired any property by gift or pur-
chase, the Orphans’ Court of the county where the land lies, orin
which administration of the persoual estate is granted, shall have
power to appoint a guardian to such infant until the age of twenty-
one years, if' a male, and nntil the age of eighteen, if a female, or
marriage; and tbat such guardian shall be ¢harged with the care,
maintenance and education of such infant, and with the manage-
ment of his or her estate. 1715, ¢h. 39, s. 13 and 15; 1798, en. 101,
sub-ch. 125 1807, e¢h. 136, s. 4; 1829, ch. 216, s. 5; 1831, ch. 305, s.
5, and ch. 315, s. 8, 9 and 11. Declaring, however, in connection
with those general provisions, that nothing therein contained
should be construed to affect the general superintending power
exercised by the Court of Chancery with respect to trust. 1798,
ch. 101, sub-ch. 12, s. 16; 1831, ch. 315, s. 17.

Now, on recollecting what has been before said as to the juris-
diction of the Courtof Chancery, as the representative of the State,
in its daty to infants as parens patrie; and that by an English



