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ADVERTISEMENT.

THE contest concerning the corporate privileges
of the borough of Chepping Wycombe having
been finally terminated by the decision of the
highest tribunal in the realm, I have flattered
myself that some account of the various stages of
its progress, which might be deposited among its
archives, as a monument of the zeal which has been
manifested in preserving unimpaired its corporate
rights, would neither be unacceptable to the mem-
bers of the corporation as a permanent record of
this memorable struggle, nor useless to the com-
munity at large when similar questions shall here-
after come in discussion.

In the contest which these pages record, some
of the most important questions relative to the
law of Corporations have undergone investigation.
The most eminent lawyers of the day have been
engaged in arguing them, and, as was to be
expected, the whole field of research and all the
resources of talent and ingenuity have been ex-
hausted in their elucidation.

Having, in conjunction with Mr. Robert Nash,—
my most valued and respected friend,—had the



honour to act professionally for that part of the
corporation, which has sapported the case of the
defendant, 1 have had very considerable oppor-
tunities of informing myself fally as to every part
of this investigation.

In whatever way the corporate elective fran-
chise be regarded,—whether as affecting the in-
ternal government of this borough in the preser-
vation of social order, or as influencing the
return of members to the legislature,—the import-
ance of keeping it in a state of sound and whole-
some regulation cannot be too highly estimated,
mor its purity too vigilantly guarded.

At the conclusion of this contest, in conducting
which I have taken no inactive part, I have only
further to express my earnest hope that the elec-
tive privileges of this borough may still continue
to be exercised in the spirit of the origimal char-
ters, with a wholesome regard to all the interests
it was intended to protect, free from every unlaw-
ful controul, and untainted by any improper in-
fluence.

I R

Cusrrina Wrcouss, 60k fug. 1830,
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