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L.C., and Watson, Herseheil, Morris and Davey) have unani-
rnously reversed, theit lordships holding that the case wvas
governed by Cox v. Hickman, 8 H. L. C. 268, and that until the
rnaling of the winding t p order the receiver was clearly the
agent of the conlpany only, and although after the making of
the winding up order the receiver ceased to be agent of the
conxpany, he did flot thereby impliedly become the agent of
the trustees~ by whom he wvas originally appointed. Lord
Hersoheil in discussing the question as to who ini fact becarne
liable tor goods ordered by the receiver after the winding up
order, seerus to corne to the conclusion that it does flot follow
necessarily that anvone bc;came liable on the contract, but
that the receiver rnight possibly incur liability for breach of
an irnplied warranty that he had authority to contract as
agent.
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Owitcrs of Stcam Sand I'ump Dredger v. Gretz (1897) A. C
596, is a decision of tle flouse of Lords on a pol-it which,
but for a contrarv judgnient of the Court of Appeal, onc
would hardly have thought to be debatable. The action was
brought hy harbour trustees to recover damages occasioned
to their stearn purnp dredger bv the defendant's ship col-
liding thlerewith. The Court of Appeal held that because
the plaintiffs were a public body and flot entitled to niake any
profit out of the dredger, they could flot therefore recover
damnages for the time they wcre deprived of the use of it
wvhile undergoing repairs consequent on the collision, their
Lordships (Lords Halsbury, L.C., Watson, I-erschell, Mac-
naghten and Shand) were of opinion that the plaintiffs were
entitled to recover damnages for the loss of the use of the
dredger, but Lord Morris dissented, and agreed withi the Court

STATUTORY RIONT OF ACTION -JURISDICTION OF Hicni COURT -
I)ECLARATORY JUrRUMENT.

In Barrac/ougli v. B3rown (1897) A. C. 6 15, the flouse of
Lords has deterrnined that where a statute gives a right of
recovery in a court of sumrnary jurisdiction against a person


