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nluder thughat hetime of the act one of themn was at such a distance as to,
bc out of view, if the murder is in furtherance of the common design.

Every person entering ito a conspiracy on common design already formcd,
is dcmed ji> law a party to, a]! acts donc by any of the other parties, before or
;tfterwards, in furtbecrancc of the common design.

A combination of two or more persons, by concerted action, to accompiish
unepurpose flot irn itself criminal or unla\vful, by ~innlo naflmas

ks a conspiracy.
One rnay become a partaker in a conispiracy b>' joining thc others wvhile it is

heing cxccutcd. As sooni as the union of wills for the unila%%ful pur-pose is per-
jfcctcd the offence of conspiracy is complete.

He %vlo influences people's minds and induices thcm by' violent means to

accomffil anl ... cga object, ... ..... c* a ritr nhul -- tketo patin the it
Fvent thougli thcre bc nio special motive againist thc person siain, nior deliberate

intention to hurt bim, yet, if the act wvas committcd iii the prosecution of the
original purpose, which wvas uinlavful, the whole part), w~ilI be involved iii thc
guilt of himn who deait the blow.

MURDEAZ RESULTING FRONM COMMNON UNIAWFUI, DEIUF,;N.-TFhe grand
jury cf Barbour county, Alabama, found a true bill against J. W., S. S., and
five others, earging them with murdering M. C., by shooting him with a
pistol. At tue trial on Decernber 4th, i 886, S. S. n'as sentenced to be hatiged.

d and J. W. to the penitentiary for forty years. The evidenice tended to, show
that the defendants conspired together to assault or beat ýdeccased, and for
that purpose repaired to his house in the night tit-ne, and that n'hile some of
the defendants were trying to takec a gun from him, S. S. shot and killed
hlim. I)uring the happening of these events soine of the dlefendants werc
watchinig at the gate, sorte wcre iii the yard, andi others in the house.

The Supreme Court of the State held that, if the defendants ctiterecl into a
conspiracy to assault and beat, or kill the deccased, each ks responisible for every-
thing donc by bis cunièderates wbicli follows incidcntally, in the execution of
the commun design, as une of its probable and natu rai conisequences; and if, iii
pursuance of sucli communin design, one of the defendants kilîs deceased, in his
owfl bouse, and not iii se, defence, the others beingy near at hand, ail would bc
guilty of inurde.--Jrii;w/i( Lait, 4r,~u'

LARCENV.Fro the same publication ne learti that the Supremne Court of
Alabama decided anl appeal in whichi the main question wvas whether the acts
admitted conistituted a larcny. The defendants, firm labourers, w~ho were hired
to pick cotton at a certain price per hundrcd pounids, entcred a cotton-house
and removed soîne cotton with the initent to place it with sorte that they had
picked, and which had flot been weighed. The court held that this taking, being
wiffh the intent of depriving the owner of property, and placing it wvhere the


