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circumstance. (1 Greenleal’s Evi- disqualification from oftice or from the purs | Eﬂsmiﬂ of the act by Congress making which swell ?l'-:u public Treasury. The Leg- . witn iniself -~ in a
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be compelled to be a witness against " 80¢e 45 Imever committed the act, or he is driv- | In the case of ROBS (3 I’lﬂk 169) it Government of the functions assigned
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roperty, as everything corporeal or/|have no hemtatmn in declaring that thi aﬂ But I must notice th twu remainin > But I h'e told that while the
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other wrong. right to grant pardons, and say’s: E;;fgn ufhﬁfaﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘“ﬂm ngisci'f the: *?gr %Eh %ﬁmfﬁﬁtm&i%ég‘%:gmd Cungreaﬂ. of the U t.ateﬂ has nn
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States says no one shall be deprived of practising as attorneys ani counsciors | ment centuries ago enac st-oath h more than one woman g0, such a
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self, or 1n whatever imaginable form, G R AT it is also true that the enlight,enment nox the spirit of the statute requires such a Fﬂindiue any claims of the Ulmd States or
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