te hs e}mitable under fem Me.ds:..

,f(i): Trusts far the rslief ef Pevarty;7f7l'”'"

(2 :”!rusts fax- the Advammn of Eam» tony

o (8) Trusts fer the mvammnt ef‘mgsn; and
o Jtﬁiw  Trusts for athar purpasaa bansfiaial takthwy
o ” eammnnity n@% falling unﬁar any ef tha aﬁh&r
"thmneaas,v | G
| As the Mhlaysian ea#rts hawa apparenﬁly aaaagtaé kg venc.  SRCHEL ] ¢
prineiples of Enguaaz tmst law as our la.w, m m@ 'dﬁﬂnﬂim vun
no é&ubt &9ply herei 2 | S ,~‘ - k’, R i'
\ Before aﬁcﬁ af th@ ah@ve hsaas can ba eensid&rad at lffair Ao

is pemnent to masm the reqummem that a M‘b&bl% trust other
‘than onz fer ths relief af pevarty, ﬂnﬁ* hﬁ?ﬂ “ P“bli@ ehar&é |

'"§a 5(1) ef ﬁh@ 6&?11 L&w,sﬁg, 1?5@ {Eﬁ!&ﬁaﬁ iﬂﬁi

awﬁ like Ban ' 224§ an Mohd. Newawad (
[ — i ”



fer the oﬁamtion of the descendants of thma mad, parsana ﬁs.s 7‘ n
%o be a valld charitable trust bscause the trust had no hor

, ‘Eha “Gemptsm" teost, as it is ewaly éaﬁgzimg,_;? 0
deta:mins if & partieular olags of psm‘kial ¥ :
publi.g ex* a &eatian. of the. publie for pﬁrp@ass of ths laxe af

The test fmuaaa on the cemmon mé é.is’cinguishing qmli,ty whieh unitea TR
those within the elasa and apks whether tiaat mli‘hy is asaaaﬁ;/ ;j, al
or essentially impersemal, In the forner case, %ae alm ia A s&s&&m “
of the publis, in the lat‘&ar; the ela.as is m‘% aea

It remeins however whether the *c:amw tessr. ave

appliea’kim to the. laﬂ af charities in Bkla,ysiag
It is hmmy submitted thet the Malays
apply such a test in deternizing if & particular ﬁla.ss of Mmm;{;;,_ S
beneficiaries puld be said to constitute & sectien of the publie, The

eourts might apply th‘e *Compton’ test to gifts for m aavam Nty
edm%ien bﬁs no. aaaaa hs.; yet aansidared the naeessity af mh a.y
8. (1945) Ch 125
4, (lm; sh 3.94




ho

Xn Ma,ya&a, no defi:ﬁ.tiaa, or,. far %hat ma‘h‘&er;

. _gjj_;_f_s&a a&’ the law of e}zarities has ever b&sn made, ?ha
ara appawszﬂy aatiﬁieé that publio

be@ﬁt ie preaant 80 lm as yaxam
a’ehar ’Gha.n the %asta.tex ami imedaate mmbaz-s of hig e ;

vere so nmraus that 'hhay em be aaid to. msmm; wh a S

Hamer, the argwaent that ths &mm&mﬁa a:t aa

and the attﬂ,tude of *hhe H&layan judges, it may m bs te@is oo e
eaggast ‘khat the mmm eourta should fermalate a ﬁewh i‘ar p’ah:l.ie Wi’h L

'smamts tha.t such & tas‘é should be based on twe maﬁ.damtim, mamr,

 PTASERI® S AD A TR P Y S PR R PR e A

ﬁ.ze of ﬁha elasa of patential bmeﬁeiaaes, and t%m need. fsr m a




—@bgam m forth in the preamble, the relief of the »agm %
am‘i M" Althw@ the word" and " is used, %he English aeu:'%s ha’m
Sl ‘rhere is, however, still the qa@ﬁan a8 %e he. ms

| ﬂpasr”a 1t is well established in the English 1&: as émr&*hé.a‘ that

a very modest . stanéard of living for hmge}f and. m pam @x,m

Wh‘”* - me Loxd | wxm.m&

mta:&m ;m'm wiw have %o“@ tshort* 4n the e@éim

term dus regard being had %o thelr status in 1ife snd so. mfm o
 Thus, gifts for such objects as ”Ma& @f liﬁitaﬂ ,na «

and ”éwﬁ sotors? 13 mﬂ at!m' sgimilar purposes ham ma w % %e

| charitahle‘ Ks&aﬂh&l&as it has to be mm that 4% is

'essenmal that all ‘objects mwt fall within the pm'viw ez‘ %ha m:f& Y A

if & trust for the relief of the poor is to be nphelfiq» If semeone who b
11& Mt mz‘ :!,a to bansfi‘h, the gift Will fail as a m for mmner a:

5 3_951 Ch 198 vhere & gif‘t ‘farkthar elﬁ abm ss ;
Q’ “'ﬁ zhax'itable tmﬁ“-’; and de lees “h‘“ *5“*

(wmmxa s&s (1951) eh”w. 85

(1914, 1 Gh. 662 f S

Ro Gupen (ase) 1 ch. 235

19#, Ma
11,
’ 12. : "'7 eﬂi

‘See



L]

e resants tha posttien 1 Naluyets, Shere has net Be
. ‘eases on the shove poiat. But 44 1o swt%ﬁ al

o , h ihaﬁ‘m i‘k W} m mw qm hﬁlﬁ
. zw m rclhf of gmﬁg 4 Weg w Wﬁm

of ahuﬁiem ‘But others are too wide or w sonsidere

W the courts, While s Provision by Muslin dencrs for the m’f"fﬁf ‘j,
‘May scem %0 be motivated by religlous sanm‘ﬁ m sam::, m
not attached any significance $o these gifts being smbodied in cases where
‘there wore divections to set up a Wakaf, RRS GASNE RS .

k _aamm‘ mineg *wwsr" seording to the mma m o mmm‘

14. Since m‘k of the mlmm m&iﬁ; oasen ars pre < 1956 m
 and seotden 3 of the Civil Lav Ast mts should o mxmm,




mm; was af sha m that the g&ﬂ ifmlﬁ m he mm

f voria®  tor surtatn Furposes, the firet of Mm tar ﬁa e
oo o “ﬂﬁiﬁm Mood selatives of m mam, m fsm m

i * of the easey it could be said. mt m M :m -
G ‘W"‘ relatives vas chavitable, Whitley Pry = T RyeTy m s . ;; ;: ;;
© waze of the opinien thet the gift could not by oharitable by pessen 1
o m association with e provisic ,,mu M m& @,_f :
. that ngood wazks® wonld nslude wh&eh need mﬂa mmzmﬂy ,
 be eharitable by tue English law of charitios, Desvett-ienmard Jey

maﬁm Wﬁnﬂt&a&,mfwmhm

- no Mmt relatives ave M in mstem é.a m, i a, L

FEAGTUD T AD AR U



| Hyndnanedenes 0,3, ai’mmlunmgtkat mm*mmw S
apolied o the whole m » Bold that -m m s moarza awxmw
mm&:gb | | SOV |

*uthmgh an Mate wt o poor mlﬂm &u a w&u%a o

g&ﬁ. a pamm mﬂ ‘ka %hem is ta 'ba '&MM w a. Mkbln giﬂ te@ |
the poor wuh a pmfamm for poor rela%em. f e ~
%‘ho above two oases bring oud two m&nm MW; -~ mmu

7

mmm mla'tina m be W as cmtzmﬂm a uiass e! ﬁha yeew. ‘
ﬁssew, 8 ﬁst&mt&m axinaé betwm sﬂ"&s fﬁ» imé.iate Mm

33. 4
:3‘3: I‘ggﬂﬁ)hg HZ@. 35#




be valid charitadble gifts, Statlarly, a ﬁ' £4 for ':um?si . wonies
%&mmmmmmawmswmmy 5

In Ewlanﬁ the genom relt hu haea em:zﬁ.amny nam |
that there must be en intention that learning should e wma,
not that it should de serely acousulateds This is a sonevhat
mlaaéing yardstick hecmsa the tanéaw in mt mu S.s h viden
the 8cope and ambit ef *emm* |

Y , msa&m appears t@ Bave m
adopted by m:t”iaa‘m}' In this Qase, kmﬁm;

Yy his will, directed his trustees to use his residumyy estate
fwammoxmms, inter alla (1) inquiries into hew mish
time per individusl sarihe would de saved Wy ﬁmﬁﬁnﬁw Lop thu
established Englink alphabet one containing at least 40 letters
(41) to inquire how many persons vere speaking and writing English
anmuuaafemuwmmmmmmm(m)temmmtm
time and labour wasted by at least 14 unequivosal syllables and

(4v) %o employ a phonetio expert to translitorate the hﬁh‘lmﬂs

play " Androoles and the Lion" indo mmymwmﬁm

1% was beld that the trust wes net ~charitable for it werely tended

to an inorease of w’blie krmladgo in the aﬁvan‘&w ezi' the WM
alternative alphabet, there was no element of "feashing or olucation®,
In the words of Herman J3 wmawnwmp Cknowladge,
that is not in itself a oharitadble objeet unless it 'ba ew with
teaching and amea.tiom" ;

2. (Un) 1w, 255(Haskett 5., Ponang)
4s (1957) 1 W.LuRe 729



mhmasaagom'

conventionsl sense, WilberforesJ. was of %hs view that the terms
ghould be used in & wider sense, eer%a.inly a8 mamw he;vm&
teaching, Accordingly, he held that am to the "Francise o
Baoon smew' to be applisd tovards fim ihs skespoare’

Francis Baoonts authorship of 91&3& emxﬂy Wihﬁ to sm«m;
"was within the ambit of a charitadle m«a, m.., as that being
for eduscation,

The abmre ﬁaeision oan be comiﬁam to be pm of a ﬁmmd whm

has b:ma&emé. %hs scope and a.mhit of ’mtimt fron whish Re Shay 26 |
is an aberration, Thus in Re g? m tho vm of *slu W

Delius, gkve m residuary estate for the advancement et ‘hoy mm*a
work, it was held that the purpose of the %mt was to apm tku
knowledge and appreciation of mm* wozk throughent the world M i
‘consiituted an effeotive educational charity, Sisilarly, a e ;tm o
the ereetion and endowment of s Shakespeare Nemordal Fational mm |

‘5* (1965) Cha 669
%t ﬁm Lo et
37» (195?) 53#
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,!&th the ohém of mm Skehsmmls ﬁ&aﬁ, miﬁﬁg W
elaesieax drm an& stﬁaulating the art af mim vas ma tba s P
| geeﬁ ehari'ksble t:mt for the sdvancesant of edusation in the asse o

wfmmmmamammzemh ihewﬁmef
akml sw, 1t was held to be & valid ahuﬁtablc W% m:m e
Wﬁaﬁ% of ’oéucation. Law. Gmm,ﬁ.& stahé i& 'Bhs eaaas o
*In my @Man, & body of persons estﬂl&ﬂkﬁ for tbﬂ W 92
mi.sing tﬁa ertis%ie taste of the ectmw, m es‘k&‘bligbaé by a& .
approplate demmeat which confines to that Mm&, u esta‘bumé. -
f@r mttcml purpoaea beeatwe *&he e&mati.cm of mum m‘h h | |
one of the most importamt things in the dwelemnt wf a emam IR
husan haingun». - -
Thias case goes to ‘show how widely tlw emapt ﬂﬁa&aﬂ.ﬁm m o
haan extaﬁaél 80 as to includ.e, inter alia,, the prmtim M’ m&aﬁu
and aas%hetﬂ.e tastesq hz‘k, althmh 'mea‘eian* has beaa Wm as '
2 coneept of some wiclth for m purpouaa e:a:t eha.rity, 'hm m ;mu o
beyond which '&ha cms mx not 80y aush as m ths case of Pindon 0,
A testator gaw hia studio and p&etm, ons af whioh was atm‘hum -
Lely, and some ofwhmmmmwwwmmﬁm ’&mtg
%k&hﬁiﬁtmh%hesw, awmmmummm !‘t
was found o be & fact that these mlmftim wm a!' m #. and
m ‘the Wi fatled as & eharitabdle mes N

(;943) 2.. ma Ea. m |
3@. (3-965) eha 85 |

vhare the meam M‘t m o




" oha :mam trust,

54

“f““%mm&miMh

doe Y Sre Yob pup B, ﬁ wts m&a m mum —;
| uuem his mm to ests‘blhh 8 trust for nemed sehools snd

‘hospitals in places s;eoified in China, There was s further pror Lo,
%o the effoct that "in the event of thore hssm any m
hospitals in tie aforesaid places in China wm subseque
~ the Eead mm shall have full mmtiaa and suthority to fnel
t the above", o
It vas beld By Righy J that the gift mtiw:m
Camim:lm the eviden:

‘3& m EMONSS

-;‘nfmwﬁh&mwu@m‘ | |

MWMWQMMWQMW;@N%WM
comsiderations as regard trusts for the advanoenent of mﬂm
apply in Malaysia es those in Imgland,

:ammamx.,_
‘” As %WW éitfsmt MMM, the law stands mm. Mt %%

osunes that any W@ﬁ 18y ot losst, lmaly to be um then




mm: %
;;—m.,. m ,‘f .

oven devoid of foundation 1t would not, on that M@m, aoclare i s
Wi&uun,.“. mf 80 1% as’ tba religs.oa mgta, thﬁ % 7
will not inquire into suoh questions as te mtm fm |
iamie merits or whether it has & mm fe.um " dooe: ,aa
horton v Howe?>, oognised as charitable a M‘k tor
the publication of the work of one Joanna swmm, even Ma b
emmlg thought her mms were riaicazm. TR
I4 alscﬁppam from the above ease that mm&k&mwm u
"not su’hwmiw of mality" vas alae apglied |- ?lmghmaa 33 in
Yatsof” in upholding a turst for the publication m& mmm
of z\eligim writings of no imtrinsio va.lua ha‘b wh&eh Msylmﬂ & wlagim
tondeney, | |
Like other charitable tmusts - with the exception of tmts tor sa. |
relief of Poverty - a religious trust mst be for the bemefit of m
m&ie, or & section, It is undbubte 1y o diffiouls ﬁast to m
public hensﬁ.'& an a mligim trust, Ewarthalcsa; ﬁhe tast m ﬁe bt

32. (1862) 31 Bear. 14
34e (1973) 1 WaLeRe 2472
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%kis raquixcmnn$ vas hruughs tnw%h ga ghg ﬂﬁa&a ﬁf»’f];f;"i}‘;"

at a an'm}.ﬁs GW‘& 'Mﬂh
of an assooiatioh of nung oxg&ged only in fmtemw rayers, The
a&xﬁnaﬁukin aliagaﬁ thst %hﬁs wes not o oharitable %ruat buesuss :

thaxe uns no public element, Ths Hbuge ef &@ﬁﬂﬂ hslé thst; im 9&&§§

‘ts~ba a;plisd ta the puagassn

of tursts m the advancement of raligﬁ.ﬁa, the elamtn cf pum.a m . Tt

banafit must be capable of proof, The bsnnfit must ba tang&bla aaé -
objaetiva. Henoce, in the particular eass, sinse %hsra waa a@ ywnﬁf N
of the benefit of intercessory prayers, the tm’é fsueé; s
eha&iﬁable trus%. e , ‘,;_¢ 
It has bead ﬂuggestad that far $96 str&ngant 8 test at ynbli@

benﬁfit was apylieé in G4 Hour ~5§t; 36. @hs Iaiﬁh Gearﬁ af Aymgm&
decision of M 37 thus has eited as & ba%w m. ta
this it was held that a gift far the eeleh:aﬁien af ma uanx, u%ﬁ%he@ |
ons  The em  , |
ﬁsok th@ hroad.view that mnsses can be a,gift to ao& fr@m.ﬁkiah the lﬁ!

puhlia or privaﬁe, is for the aﬁv&neamant of ;]f"

reaqgnises that b@nafits, eithar @pi@itual or tampcral, flﬁw to %ha .
hcdy of ths WCrshipper. Palles Cgﬁm thus aaiﬁ that %hs aharﬁtabla 7‘
nature af any &ivina service must depend not on %he aharaetaaiaf %ha .
act Gbaac%ivaly but acoording to the do etriﬁes of tha f‘

?kervfere, 80 1ong as ths 'divins ssr?iab' ﬁiﬁ rtsnlt 13 bennftt,
spiritual or t@a@aral, to the publia, ths act mnst hﬁ ﬁaauu& ﬁa hﬁ
eﬁaritable, ana this can aﬂly be seen hy 1aaking 1n%o thn amattﬁn&a
of m( Meulw magm. | RN

3e (Bogir. T
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nwmx-, it is husbly mmm that, gama apart from m

me'& be & bst@er or nore li'beral view af the pm,m elm% ma
The latter decision dealt with Basses; to whiokh mtm &mamt
- eemiéeratiom have +0 be applied, 'ﬂmu, the dsaiaic.a &esn vnwh |
the particular rather than the geveral iee, it dealt with a ng-t; ﬁrer'
the financing of a partiGular religioua activity z‘atw w a sﬁf‘h
for the edvancement of a partioular religion ox 399%; S
The above scem to be in accordance with the mw @@ mteaa@ |
Bheridan who im of the opinion that "it in é&ff&@ul% %a sa; ihsthﬁﬁ
any given religion is for the publis benefit or not Qonmt;toﬁ Pwhaya
the correct view of the law is that & gift for the &&vamﬁaaaiﬁ af ;
particular religion or faith or sect stessinny BYE msar&eé as hssw
for public beuvefit, while a gift for the fixmwmg of a Wtﬁ.&ﬁw

activity or ritual of that falth seesssis not ipso fa@%e aharitahle»:¢ -

some advancement of religion amoiget the publieuua@ BOmE mam
benefit to the public must be BhoWDsessesns ; ,

A notable writers Pr:fessor Kawark, hawavaw, is of the dew thﬁ&
*Bha requirecent of the public elemnt i not really MMWQ :
‘ ‘,*39 %hn’é this mqmm hm

xaa %0 the Gem:%a to soarch for and pr.tend to finﬂ a WMG mfi‘k in

ﬁw form of spiritual advmtms wh:wh were mt pramly e@nimhla
:ba emw of law, Thus the mmm of ﬁm selfiak ia%ama% shmi

net mwaswily Be fa.m. SR

(195?) 2 m LXXX.

w
” tha:t dilmonr v Cos ‘38 is & House of m mu:loa, m abwa Nuim

b ]
%
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I*b appsm settled tha% truste for the bemfit e:t mﬁn Gﬂ'

meqm or song ea;‘mm connected with the m ‘of tmha ez ml 4 s

constitute valid @haritable trust as l‘alaysian lews In the words of

B@i’lﬁy Jc in LT | ,i.i—:,fw Heoh v Tan b 4

("It 1s well settled that a tmust for the upkcep of a temple of S
Joss house is a trust for the advancement of wel@n and therefore &
good charitable trust,"

As aa.rlé? as 1894, it was decided in the cage of Yy

oy thet a gift to a person for the Wﬁ@i 8
Hindu Temple was charitable, In the same case, & gift to an Hindn

idol, "Shee Dhax", an objeet in the temple was held to be vei& as m
absurdity, Brofessor Sheridan 43 has eritiotsed this dwisiﬁn whioh

rmently woe decided in ign:rence of the primﬁple tha:t a trust shﬂl
not fail for 'ﬂ'ant of a mtee.

The above ammert was g fermu'ﬁ by counsel wha pleaﬁea tkat

soue e.uomnee ought to be maae for the 1gmrazwe of m mﬁm
vho were una.ble tc sxpresa thamalves - 'sha.t they mmt tn exXprens a
gift to a person on trust for the tenple,

state his m elearly for Ford J. said thaﬁagm %emm aas
trust for the temple is eqmuy ebsurd as the ‘4dol mld not maim
be a mam; o |

to be ahax'i%abia; and see also Easi Banah v Eaji Abdull

4 Meliuds 26%@&%@1&%&#%&&@&@

a presumptive evidence of ite de&ieatim. k
19453 12 Huliads 159,163 ‘ S L
13?4 1%«» 37?1' ‘

43.. In "Bature of Charity" (1957) a3 ﬁ.w, zxxm:
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By N k;,. =2 5% Fong's Setilement e éem aﬁmmﬁ 13&& t@ a.

| Buddhiet priest on trust %0 erect &r cause to be cotod, & gy
. ‘£wmmtu&mhﬂ@efmtm aiﬂniﬁm. mw&ath‘ o
as M‘kr :

suscesmore were empowesed to use sueh portion of -gha

no%t dbe used in connestion with the temple, far ming fx'uiﬁ   : on
or for such other purposes as they thought £it, g
: YoElwaine CoJs upheld the whole gift as ‘bedng fez» ths mw

- esf establ ishing a temple ‘and f':zr its en&cmnig that %ha Miﬁa i
for growing fruit trees was intended as an endownent faz» &; W**, i S
He wan of the view that the particular case wae & much atrow one

than Be Garranass

~ Where the gift apeoifies the carrying out of agrtain puztpaﬁes, ~
it nay fail for uneertainty 46 In Lim Chood Chuan v Idm Chaw

aaaaa

mue;n-am Je found that he aould not mem th« pmm at

uncertainty., A graa%er had diraated a te&yle to be used t‘@r m. m!

erny of the following burposes g |

(&) for ancestral womhiy and religiow '*1%@5 m mariﬁem
offerings

(y) for all kinds of metmg connscted with the wz,a

(&) for any other puzpeses celoulated or ters&m, in thecpini@
of the trustees, %o improve or benefit the moral, social op
intellectual condition of the aﬁhemnta of the Mnylo

44; (1938) 7 E:quJo 119

45. (1907) 1 Ch.382, where it vas hold $hat uce/w h@q%atlwd toa
~ Vicar and ghurch wardeus "o be applied Yy them as thaylshs

,wglesm%iaal purposes of the parisk,

46. S@e Farlw v Eastministw Bmka%ﬁ hﬁﬁ %3@ 2 o

47. (1948-49) HaLido ﬁnp@~66 e

FTI
their sole dircretion think Ti%y" wan a gw& aharitahis gﬁ’% raar;_' P,



o

mwma;mﬁt&ﬁmgntﬁefwawsm

| m members of & "Seb" may carry out aneestral mhﬂa m mwm |

- eﬁ‘fwm was charitable ‘because all tke mmm of %hs m m&

- £orm a seetion of the pahlia, ané thsy mi& w. bsmfi% fm *&h
gifts Emrtheiwn, he beld ithet the gif-g fmeé en ths

 the grantor had specified "other purposes" for ﬁmh the

%0 be useds He sa.é.é: "It seeme to be settlea that 1& m &a ’ﬁa
charitabls a trust muat not cnly be Geclared in favm oﬁ 9&33@'&& aﬁ
s charitable nature but it must also be expremued mra :ua i'ks '

gpyliaa tion it is confined to sueh objects." SR N ,

sm the objects ofthe gift were not 80 eaw&mﬁ, M ma ﬂm
gﬂtvomfwmeraiw _ | )
Be that as 4% may, it scems difficult te fallm' and my% ﬁ»

abave line of ressonings If the nonwoharitable mom at’ mm&

worship 48 or mrifieia!. offering can be QW im% s

one By the provision of a temple, it would ecem %o fanmr 'shﬂ tiih |

should also apply to all the other purposess 'k‘h\e u‘#w ez

would then be orrelevent, Furthermore, all the other purposes
specified were essentlally a part of the proscesdings i
theis kind, |

E'mﬂaf@%inm%tm&wmhwmhma@mw ,
gifts for the purposs of Sin Chew mmm, m.nh are erﬁ
offerings for the testator's soul in . :
w&gaﬁat rcmsmm,mWMaawmm

"

Sm YW Gheeh Nee v img Cheng M (j;
' % ﬁt&xmmtmtmmM

and that s

CERBRISEE IR i m s e oo R

%@&@Mm’&e@f” o

B 53 :— :“a. ;ﬁf’? *g?; 33" m : kL




et

‘ k fﬁ% %hs puﬁ?ﬂses ef sneestraz SUrwasg. o

"  €‘ Gm th@ gueﬂtian whethnr such %rusts ave valid aharitaﬁla tﬁuets,
‘wit seems s@ttled that the law is that thay ara not ehs&i%abie, on ﬁhﬁ
| grmmd tht thay lecked the element of publie ‘bemﬁ%. o
o Tha abovs point was weli brewgn% out in th@ Fwiv? Ceﬂneil aﬂse

Lo o 49 | ;
Teep C. :j e Ong Cheng E; s which vﬁld that ‘2 tensd requtring
| anaestcr warship vas mot eharitahle for the a&wamaemsn% ef zsiigiﬁa*

In thia oase, tle %estatrix had made a deéieaﬁien ef a gﬁthhﬂag |
"ﬁﬂbuss for aargyiag out Sin Chew e:wsmoaiesi Thess eeraaaniss we&e %e :

7ylas% fsr@?ar; wir Hontague E. Samdth azyreaaeé ths apinion of thg |
Ftﬂmy Council that the obaervanﬁa of Sin Chew earam>ni¢a aeuld 1&&& |
%0 no publie hemfi*k as they tended to bemﬁ.t cmly the %eﬁa%rix |
" and her fanily, | |

Although uo actual reasons were given by ths Pr&wy Council far
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