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person could he charged only with manslaughter 
The offence known .as negligent driving causing death 
rr-as created by Parliament some years aft,ennrdn. 

” I was interested profe~ioi~all~ in t,he second of these 
cases, that is the case in which the accused was 
srntenced, to seven year.- for manslaughter through 
negligent driving. 1. did not appear at t,he trkl, 
but, I did appear upon a petition to the House of Repre- 
sentntires. That was the only way in which. at bhat 
tim?: apart from an appeal to the Crown for clemency, 
the sent.enoe could possibly be reviewed. The petition 
was presented, to Parlinment ; and. on the hearing, 
I iurged that there should be conferred upon a per$on 
convicted of a crime t,he right of appeal against sentence, 
and in 1920 t,hc Crimes Amendment Bet wits pcssed 
zirinp such right of appeal : so that I think I may sa?- 
that i was in part at least instrnmen%d in th? remedy 
being given to the subject, b>- wan of appea,l against 
what he &imwi to be an excessive sentence. 

” As proof of the necessity for the remedy and justifi- 
cation of t,he l@lation His Honoyreferred to the 
official publication, the 1.94< Saa Zenland Yenr ,Rnok. 
1’. 134, under the t,itle ’ J&ice ’ : 

Pnrtiwlsn concernin,n qDplicatio”a during the l&St, five 
years (1939 to 1943) for iewe to qJp3P.l *gL,oair,i;t dentences 
“Mk the provisions of the crimes Amendment *et. ,910, &Te : 

Applications filed> 2% : granted 69. refkeci 160. Of 
the 69 cases in u.hirh ieave to &ppenl “&$ ~ameed. the 
Sentence was varied in al! ezcept six its a ~*Pi,it of the npps!. 

The learned Chief Justice continued : 
cc Since 3,943, further justification has been shown. 

;\t, one sitting of the Court of Appee.1 in 1944, there vere 
thirty-t,hree applications, and no fewer than thirteen 
redndions. In June, 1916. the last sitting; there 
were four r&actions. So you will see that, however 
careful .Judges may be, and they are careful, the 
remedy of an appeal for the reduction of sentences 
is just as necess~rv here as in England and other parts 
of t,he Empire. kotwithstanding the ,Act of 1920 we 
were still lagging behind England and ot,her British 
count,ries. It is true that there was g&n, by the 
Crimes Bet,, I908, a limited right of appeal, 5st a~!? 
on questions of law. It had. however, been shovn 
in England that miscarriage of justice happens other- 
wise than by mere mistake of law. The Legislature 
in England, in 1907, gave a person convicted a rem&y 
which he did not have in New Zealand. The Criminal 
Appeal Act recently passed in Sew Zealand, however, 
permits the Court of Sppea!, on any appeal against 
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SUMMARY OF RECENT JUDGMENTS. 

MOON V. KENT‘S BAKERIES, LIMITED. 
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REFRESHER COURSE.-5 
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THE LAW OF W’ILLS AND ADMINISTRATION., 
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-LAND SALES COURT. 

Summary of Judgments. 
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LAND AND INCOME TAX PRACTICE. 
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CRIMINAL LAW: MENS REA. 



IN YOUR ARMCHAIR-ANDY MINE. 
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PRACTICAL POINTS. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 


