
Coment onCurent.~ishDec~s~s.Z&r

by the Goverament in respect of the commutation of part of his retired pay. It
was held by Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Hawkins, J., that the creditor wq.s entitIed
to the appointment of a receiver in respect of the commutatiouL money, but flot
in respect of the retired pay; and the d'ecision was affirmed by the CÔur of.~
Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., and Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) as regards the retired
pay; no question being raised on the appeal as to the other money.

M%,'AI4AMUs-PREOGATIVE WRIT-RAILWAY COMPANY TIlANSFER 0F BHAREf-REFUSAt To xGisTzi
-REmItDy By AcTION.

Thte Queen v. Lannbourn Valley Ry. Co., 22 Q_.B;.D. 463, was an application for
a prerogative writ of mandamus,on behalf of a shareholder of the defendant railway.
corpany, to coripel the company to register a transfer df shares which the
applicant had nmade to an insolvent person, in order to avoid liabîlity for future
calis. The company refused to registei the transfer. A rule nisi having been
geranted, it was, after argument, discharged by Pollock, B. and Manisty, J., on
the ground that the prosecutor had another specific and sufficient remedy, viz.:
lv action of mnandamus, and, therefore, the prerogative writ ought flot to issue.

BUILDING mJl.YSNC!'I~SHARFEs-WITHI)RAWAI.-WxNDING UP-CO\'TPIBUTORY.

In re the Sheffield and Soitlh "nrkshirc Building Society, 22 Q.B.D. 470, a i-
visional Court (Cave and Charles, JJ.) decided a question affecting the liability
of sliareholers in Building Socicties, %vhich it may be useful to natice. By the
Building Societies' Act, 18-74 (37, .38 Vict. c. 42)' , S. 14, the liability of any
iiieniber of any society under the Act in respect of any shares uponi which no
advance has been mnade is liinuted to the arnount actuallv paid. or in arrear, on
stich sliares. By s. 1fi, the rides of e. rý Building Society are te set forth the
tt'rnis upon NNhich shares mnax be withdrawn. M1embers of a Building Society
iiicorporatcd tinder the Act, who had investing stiares payable by iniithly sub-
'Criptions, and iipon \vhich no advance had been inale, gaive (lue notice of with
<lrawal andi received the cstimnated amnount of their shares under the rules cf the
Society before the shares wcre fully paiti up or mattired. Within a year after-
\vdrds the Society was ordered to be wound up, and the Jutige of the Couinty

C ort n the applicationi of the creditors, mnade an order derlaring that the
huolders of such shares flot matured at the commencement cf the wiluding up',
iiotivithstanding withdrawal, were hiable te contribute to the assets of the Society
to the extent to which their shares shoulci be deerned to be in arrear at the coin-
iencemient of the wiiîdinig up;: and that the extent te which such shares shou!d

he deemiet to be in arrear was'the amnount of subscription which becamie payable
prior to the winding up, with interest and fines. But it was held that this order
Nvas wrong, andi that on the withdrawal of the shares pursuant te the rules of the
Society, the holders thereof ceased te be members Lf the Society, and no amount
was in arrear, ai-d that they were not liable at lawv, or in equity, te contribute t0
its debts within the rneaning cf S. 200 of the Company's Act.

INSURANCE, M4ARN«-W-IRRAN-tY- N" .4' STR.

In Hart v. the Stan~dard Marine ln.urance Co., 22 Q.B.D. 499, the Court of
Appeal (Lord Esher M.R., l3ewen anid Fry, L.JJ.), affirming the decision of


