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We continue the June reports from p 508, ante.
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NDISCLOSED PRINCIPAL.

A I Gaskell . Gosling, (1896) 1 Q.B. 669, the Court of
igzeal gLord Esher, M.R., and Lopes and Rigby, I.J.]_].)
gOOdl‘ed in opinion. The action was brought for the price of
Who }Sll ordered by a receiver of a joint stock company,
pOWerad bee.n appointesi by the defendants in pursuance of a
e a contained in a mortgage deed made by the company to
holge efendants by way of security for certain debent_ure
S0 to {)S’ and which deed expressly provided that the receiver
alone € appointed was to be * the agent of the company, who
in - should be liable for his actsand defaults.".The defel.ldants,
im tr Suance of the power, appointed the receiver and dlrec?;ed
eStabl(.) Pay all moneys received into an account in a banking
oul(;shmen.t in which they were partners, and that no money
Rameq be withdrawn without the concurrence of a person
Cory by them. After the appointment had been made .the
neverl)-illlly was ordered to be wound up, and the receiver
Pany, eles.s continued to carry on the business of the com-
hiry, and in so doing the goods in question were ordered. by
Stan‘di Lord Esher and Lopes, L.J, thought. that, notwith-
l‘eceivng t?’e terms of the trust deed, the receiver Yvas nc?t a
€I within its terms, because of the special stipulations
Ont:n?s to the moneys to be received by him; that what was
With ¢ plate(? by the deed was the appointment of a receiver
One © Ord}nary powers of a receiver, and who out of the
by hiz): received would have power to pay for goods ordered
Co »and that in any case he ceased to be agent of the
w SPany, if he ever was so, so soon as the winding-up order
Made, and that therefore the receiver in this case was the



