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to succt'.M, the' shipowners knowing that they werc dealing with
himi as receiver, and that it was immnaterial whether they knew
he had been appointeed by the' court. Trhe House of Lords ýLord
Loreburn, L.C., and Lords Halsbury, Ashbourne, Atkinson,i
Shaw, and Mersey) have affliried the deeision because. as the'
majorîty of their lordships held, the' receiver and flot the' coin-
p any was lxoth shipper and eonsignee, and hie owed nothing for
back freights. Lord Atkinson considered that a eontract by a
receiver to give the' shipowners a lien on the property of the' coin-
pany for past debts of the' coinpanv would be invalid unles
authorized by the court. bords Shaw and Mei-sey, however, dis-
sented, and were of the opinion that the' eoipany wa& a going
concern carried on by the' receiver, and that hoth the shipper
and consignees of the goods were the company, and that the'
contract in question 'vas a contract of the coînpany by the' re-
ceiver as its agent, and1 the' goods in question were, therefore.
bouind hy 1he lien for past due freight.

CONFLICT 0r LASJRSIMARRIAGE ACT (19 Gro. Il. c. 13, ýs. 1)
-- MARRIAGE 0F' PROTESTANT BY ROMAN PEXEST.

Rwi «fle v. A~omyGnrl(1912) A.C. 276. The' app-lziit
filed a pt.tition unider the' Legitirnacy Declaration (lreland) Act,

j1868, c"lairiingc a dleclarationI tlwat hi was the' lawful son of 0. M.
P. Swifte ind Jane Aune Swifte. 111 1833, G. M. Il. Swifte beiug-
a doiciiled Irish P9rotestant, ivent throu.-h a ceremiony of marri-
age liefore a Romra n C'atliolic priest with an Austrian Roman ji
Catholit'. at a place in Aiistria ; and in 1845 while the Austridn
lady was stili alive. lie niarried Janle Anne. Under the' J rish
Marriage Act, 19 Greo. Il. c. 1:3, s. 1, it was declared that ariy
future merriage bctweeni a Papist and Protestant, if celebrated
by a Popish priest. should lbe miil and void, a.nd the' petitionier
contexidcd that under this Act the' inarriage of G. M. JP. Sý%-ifte
with the Augtriian lady wvas null and. void; but the Irish Court of
Appeal he]d that the' marriage of the' petitioners parents was

not a lawful niarriage and disinissed the' petition. The flouse
of Lords (Lord Loreburn, L.ÇC., and Lords Ilalshury, Atkins, andi
Haldane) , afflimed the' decision, hiolding that the' Act ini question
did not apply to inarriages soletmnized abroad.
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