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are, therefore disposed to giv
suggestion that the notes were intended to
form materials for the guidance of the plain-

tiff and his counse] in the Prosecution of the
present action,”
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The case of Beg. v, The

Justices of Great
Yarmouth, .

525, arose on a rule for a cer-
tiorari to bring up ang quash certain orders
made by certain Justices, Tt appearced that
at a special session for appeals
rate, the chairman of the n
was himself appellant
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cases exeept his own,  When his own case
was called on he 1eft the beneh and
the body of the Court and
case himsclf,

against a poor
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inone of the cases for

the decision of 4] the

conducted  the
In quashing the
made on these appeals, by which o reduction
was made in the valuation, Iicld, 1, makes
the following remarks - “The administragon
of Justice ought not only to I

and capable of being de Lto be so,
but nothing should be done by those
administering it to throw
doubt.
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This principle is acte
importance than th
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inconsistent with the fair and unbiased .41
charge of hig duties, The reason for ﬂ;;t
plain, for it ig impossible to measure the e1 C'er
great or little, that such a bias may p-rogzdz
In the case of Harrington v. Victoria :~ir—
Coy 3 QB 540, (where under such i
cumstances, the Court held that the Pk.l“?t] i;
anagent, could not maintain an action tor 1111:_
commission, on the ground that the CO'?”” ZS
ation for the congract was corrupt), this W
established conclusively,”

PRIZ):
Of Reg. v,
by the oh

FIGITT—ATIDING AND ABETTING. d
Coney, p. 434 a case s
airman of quarter sessions 1t *‘“Olc
only Necessary o '
Court held that
that all persons

say that, whereas the “']‘ d
a prize fight is illegal, ‘1‘].!]
aiding and abetting th“rtof
are guilty of assault, and that the r()ns.c‘”t o
the persons actually engaged in ﬁ:;_h““%ny
the intcr(‘hangc of blows does not afford &
answer to the  criminal charge of 1155“““”0 B
yet the majority of the Judges held mere ‘at—
IRtary presence at a fight docs not as a ‘T’ ot
ter of law hecessarily render Persons so I)Tmrein
guilty of an assauly as wding and abetting
such fight,
WiLp—. ¢ ISSUK AND THEIR Al":“(-\'.’» _
Prot:ecding to Morean v, Thomas, p- 575
this case involved the

. e fol-
construction of the
lowing will :

“1 give, devise and bk"l“cxlth. i())
my cldest son 1, a1 my frechold I""’PL.]](r
! and wheresoever situate, du“l']ir;
his natural life, and after his decease to

lawful

whatsocver

issue and their heirs for ever i{. ;m.),n’
it he should dje without leaving any (~hl]dw](]
born in wedlock, T give the said ‘f"CUlj(,)r‘,y
PTOPerty to my son 15, and his heirs for c"Lthe
The question i dispute  was whet.hcr n
cldest son |, took an estate for life or A;n
estate tale.  Caye, J., held that the cldest Sin‘
took an estate for life, followed by a rcm;a

der in fee to hig issue as purchasers, lf he‘ i
children horn in wedlock, and a l'cmamdt'rhil,
fee to his brother [, if he had no such (, 0

dren. He cited “the very important Casel,at-
Montgomery v, Montgomery, 3 Jones ¢



