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Wh Çh Supposed to be so, and that, therefore, notices of withdrawal given, or

Wje'e 'Tlatured, after the society xvas known to be insolvent, though before a
the ng"19up order had been made, conferred no~ right to priority of payment On

rernbers sel attempting to xithdraw.

L NDýM,-GISTRATION 0F STOCK-JOINT OWNERSHIP BV CORPORATION AND INDIVIDUAL.'ý11Guarantce Go. v. Bank of England, 24 Q.B.D., 4o6, was an action for aanli1darnus to the Bank of England to compel the registration of a corpo)ration
ank nl individtîal as joint owners of certain stock in the public funds. Theb£essted the action on the ground that a corporation and an individual

tenLt by law hold either real estate or chattels as joint tenants, but only as10nsin common, because they take in different capacities, and there can be
COll rship; and that, therefore, on the death of the individual the bank

"tIe riot a11ow~ the corporation to transfer the stock without investigating theti f the deceased's representatives, and obtaining their concurrence, which
the a"Obligation the bank was not bound to undertake. As wvas said by
P-ulse bori the bank, the question 'vas one of importance, not only to thej b"t tOalpublic bodies which keep registers of stocks or shares. Mathew,,Stlnled the defendant's objection, and refused the mandamus.

LAW-CONSPIRACY TO PROCURE A1BORTION-2
4 & 25 VICT., C. 100, S. 58-(RS.C., c.162, S.47.)

pIe.v*Ihicuk2 Q.B.D., 420, a case xvas stated by Wills, J.,foth~~Il Of the Court. Whether a woman, believing herseif to be pregnant, butIltbein, eWho conspires with others to administer drugs to herseif and use
acorulents ont herseif with intent to procure abortion, is liable to conviction for

Sawki t rcueaorin The Court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., Pollock, B.,the ans, Grantham, and Charles, JJ.) unanimousy~ answered the question inl
(k.S.Crai. It mnay be observed that the AC 24 & 25 Vict., c. 0 .5'nnsC. 162, s. 47) only makes it a crime for a woman to use drugs or instru-
« t011~ herseif to procure abortion provided she is with child; but in' the case
pro Ur Persons it is a crime, to use drugs or instruments for the purpose Ofngcurl clbortion whether the woman is with child or not, and as Hawkins, J*,

'It s clear that she could not lawfully cali in other persons to do thatwhen done by them is a crime punishable by penal servitude."1

1lIMî PRE-VIOts CONVIC'PION-SUMMARY COVCIN FRASSAULT-SUS UET NDC
NR SAME ASSAt)IT.CNITO

Whch g. V. MiliS, 24 Q.B.D.I43 the prisoner was indicted for assault tO
hnd e Pleaded that he had been summariîy convicted for the same offencetridge chrged on giving security for good behavior, and the Court (Lord Col-C.j.,ioeÇ Pollock, B., and Hawkins, Charles, and Granthaml JJ.) were, of
nthat the plea was a good answer.

t~4W~.ARCIENV 0F LETTER-POST OFFICE-CAUSING POSTMAN TO INTERCEPT 1,ETTE
'h VAS PRINCIPAL OR ACCESSORY.

Preen n umber is somewhat rich i'1 criminal cases. In Regina v.I Yaej430, the question was whether a person who induced a postma1 to


