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and Blake.State v. Hill

a child,to concealthe death of bastardprivatelyThe crime of endeavoring
St., c. s. the facts256, 8, committed,violationof maybe althoughin G-en.

themmade known to someonewho is .tonecessity requested keepare from
secret.

St., 8, beingo. forHill,Indictment of Mrs. Gen. s.upon 256, pri-
delivered, tochild, privatelyof a bastard and endeavoringvately

thereof; Mr. Blake as anits death and the cause and ofconceal
not married.together, but wereThe defendants livedaccessory.

child, C.,Hill a atWhen Mrs. was delivered of the Mrs. neighbor,
;assistanceBlake’s came to the house to renderdefendants’request,

; himwas toby bythere informed Blake of the facts requestedwas
secret; in of thethe matter child dead thekeep presencesaw the

defendants; Hillcord;cut Mrs. to send for athe umbilical advised
in. No clothingbut she refused to have one else calledphysician, any

inchild;had for the the thebodybeen and Blake buriedprepared
to court instructed thecellar. the defendants’ theSubject exception,

defendants,that Mrs. C.’s from the wouldobtainedjury knowledge,
conviction; benot a that the defendantsnecessarily prevent might

;from thatthey everybodydid not conceal the factsguilty, although
conceal;in andthe crime consists the endeavor to thatintent and

all the fact that Mrs.evidence,the should consider thejury including
in,O. was called and the under which she was called.circumstances

theVerdict defendants. Bill ofagainst exceptions.

forBlair the defendants.Burleigh,&

The ofis,of the statute to the concealment evidencesobject prevent
Case, 229,1 P. it was held thatof infanticide. In Peat’s Bast C. the

of an theaccomplice, negativedsecond evenpresence person,any
concealment;of this overruledcharge onlyand case was afterwards

2 128. Ifthe was an Arch. theaccomplice.where second person
information does notthe defendants to one innocentby persongiven

the law determine howconcealment,the of cannotdisprove charge
of the statute.must be informed in order to avoid a violationmany

Farr, solicitor, for the state.

the offence.The endeavor to conceal the death is the essence of
If conviction impos-absolute concealment were would benecessary,

ifsafetysible. Success in the is from even theattempt punishment,
was to the cor-death murder. The instructions wereby given jury

128, n.;2 2 s. 1285.L.,rect. Arch. Wharton Cr.
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Doe, J. is not a of theC. The of the crime concealment deathgist
to thatthereof,and the cause but an so conceal themattempt they

not a concealment bemay attempted bycome to Suchmay light.
one who is unable to of the facts from others whoseknowledgekeep

for, and whom is en-secrecyassistance is callednecessarily upon
of the facts be com-limitations,With thesejoined. knowledge may

effort ofmakingmunicated to others one who isby every prudent
concealment, an endeavor as statute was de-to such theamounting

andto A reasonable for the mother’s healthregardsigned prevent.
inaid who was enlistedneighborlife have from themight required

the safe of the secret.keeping
overruled.Exceptions

J., did not sit.Clark,

Davis v. Bradford and Baker.

A reasonablearbitration,to a commonlaw who has the referees aparty paid
perform-for services rendered them in faith in thecompensation by good

of thethe submission,ance of their duties under recover contributionmay
invalid,other a award made the referees wasalthough partial byparty,
cannotreason of the death of them their workalthoughand one ofby

inbeingtheyno is received services,and benefit from theirbe-completed,
theirno thatfault, stipulation,and there orbeing express implied,no

death.gratuitous bybe if its werecompletion preventedwork should
madearewhose is held and whose contractscommunity, propertyA Shaker

trustees, againstheld liable on such contracts in suits broughtbeby may
maysuitsthe trustees in such; againsttrustees renderedjudgmentsthe
andwrits,on such and theby levy property; judgments,be satisfied

in theirsuccessors,run the trustees and theirmay againstexecutions
officialcapacity.

the plaintiff.half of referees’ feesAssumpsit, paid byto recover one
faith, madearbitration, referees, inthe acting goodIn a common law

them, and their awardthat were tried bythe questionsan award upon
Davisit did not determine other questions.held invalid becausewas

fees, the arbitra-their butN. H. 146. TheDyer, plaintiff paidv. 54
itto completeThe referees were readyhas not beention completed.

in-to theit was dueThe failure to completein a reasonable time.
trial, andthetheir counsel to withproceedof the andability parties

its completionAfter delay,fault of the referees.any longnot to
thereferees, andof thethe death of onebyrendered impossiblewas

a substituteof the defendants to ansign agreement appointingrefusal
them.proposed by


