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I. The Special Magistrate's Order Staying Milette's 
Sentence Was A Reasonable Exercise Of Authority 
Inherently Vested In The Superior Court. 

A. The power to s court orders is among the 

traditional inherent powers of the court. Given the 

extraordinary level of fraud committed at the Hinton 
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judici administration and the necessity of remedying 
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Specify A Range Of Equitab1e Remedies, Inc1uding 
Presumptive Stays Of Sentences, Governing The 
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