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Mr. Justice Steplien tried a case at Wor-
cester, May 25, which raised an interesting
q.uestion of criminal law. The prisoner, Mary
Taylor, performed several operations upon
one Alice Lightbund, a domestic servant who
was enceinte and snxious " to get herseif ont
Of lier trouble." The consequence was that
a chlld was prematurely bora, aad died six-
teen hours aftcr birth. The prisoner wus
indicted for murder, and the jury, under the
direction of the judge, found a verdict of
mnansiaughter. The medical evidence proved
clearly that death was due te feebleness in
consequence of the premature delivery in-
duced by the operations of the prisoner. The
prosecution relied npon a case of Regina v.
We8t, 2 Car. & K. 784, in which Mr. Justice
Manie, under very similar circumstances,
rnled that tlie crime amounted te murder.
In tlie present case, the prisoner's counsel,
Mr. Amphlett, asked Mr. Justice Stephen te
reserve a case, on the ground that tliere was
no0 evidence upon whidli the prisoner could
be convictod of manslatighter. Mr. Ampli-
13tt said tliat neither he nor his learned
friends knew of any autliority which would
support tlie ruling of the learned judge, that
a Person causing death in the act of com-
mnittinlg, or intending te commit, a felony,
was guiltY of mafishaugliter and flot murder.
lie submitted that tlie offence was either
mnurder or nothing. Tlie learned judgereserved bis decision as te wliether lie slould
grant a case or not.

The Spromo Court of Kansas lias given anopinion on the question as to when a logis-
lative act signod by the Governor passes
beyond lis control and becomes a law. Tlie
Ljegislature Of that State lad passed a pro-hibition act. Lt was duly sent te theG overnor, who signed it and deposited it
with the Secretary of State. Some time afterdoing this tlie Governor sent a message to

the Legisiature saying that lie had signed
the bill, but made objections to several of its
provisions. This circumstanoe gave ri-se to
the question whetlier the billliad become a
law. The Supreme Court decides in theafirmative. The Court saY

It is flot clainied that the (lovernor signed the bill
through mistake. inadvertence or f raud. On the
other hand, the facts cIearly show that he approvcd
and signed the bill voluntarily and that lie deposited
it with tbe Secretary of' State as a Iaw of the State.
After the blli, therefore, had. been approved and
signed by bim and he had deposited the same witb
the Secretary it passcd beyond his control. lIsstatus then had become fixed and unalterable so far
as lie is concerned. His subsequent message was nu
part of bis approval or signature, and whetber bis
objections to the bill and bis construction thereof after
lie had approved and ,leposited the same with the
Secretary of' State were good or bad is wholly im-
materiai. The act was regularly passed by the Legis-
lature, was approved and signed by the Governor,
was deposited witb the Secretary of State, and there-
fore bas receivcd ai the constitutional sanctjonq
required to give it effect -"

The Supreme Court of Penusylvania the
other day, was asked to decide as to the dis-
position of a reward of $500 ofièred by the
city of 1hiladelphia for information leading
te the recovery of a stolen child of one J. L
Claxton. It appeared from the evidence that
the information of two pert3ons coinbined led
to the -recovery of the child. One of them
knew wliere the child was, but did not inform
the police. The other told the police that
the former knew something, and the police
thon obtained the information from lier.
The Court held that it was a case for an equit-
able distribution between the two claimants.

Mr. James Stirling, who lias been appointed
a judge of the Higli Court of Justice in the
place of tlie late Sir John Pearson, was born
in 1836, and educated at Trinity College, Cam-
bridge, wliere lie took lis degree of M.AX in
1863. From 1865 to 1876 lie wus a reporter
at the Roils. Mr. Justice Stirling was Senior
Wrangler at Cambridge. The previous
instances of Senior Wranglers on tlie Bench
are given by the Law Journal as follows :
Sir John Wilson, a judge of tlie Common
Pleas (l786-1'793),wlio wvas Senior Wrangier in
1761; Sir Josephi Littledale, a judge of the
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