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Wirtsssn the. ground, of interest, our contention being that on the whole more
har thn godis done by rejecting hearsay.

We Cannot state the case against ourselves more tersely or forcibly than by
ilg a Paragraph from Pitt Taylor's Evidence, 8th edition, vol. i. P. 5 o9 ,whichOfrpoae the expressions of the American Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case

aý"1 Queen and Child v. IIcýburn,7 Cranch's Reports, Supreme Court, U.S. :"te hat this species of evidence is not given upon oath, that it cannot bete" bY cross-examination, that is supposes some better testimony, which
might be adduçed in the particular case, are not the sole grounds for its exclusion.
.ighdenY to protract legal investigations to an embarrassing and dangerous
lster , its intrinsic weakness, its incompetency to satisfy the mind as to the ex-0 c f the fact, and the frauds which may be practiced with impunity underOGve r, Combine to support the rule that hearsay is inadmissible."

" tak quite objections in their order :Wlt is qe truc that hearsay testimony is not oit oatht, in the sense that thetuth does not swear to the truth of the statements made to him, but only to
WarI f hs report of the statements. But it is this true report which the jurys ' ' ust the saine as they want the truc report of what the witness him selfthe 5 hough at the time he was speaking he may not have spoken truly. IfStaoernents be important, and the person wCho made them be called at another

Stgeo the trial, the witness's account will corroborate or contradict that pr's» e trnonyayb, and if he cannot be called, vcry important points in the caseas eexChudd Moreover, this objection cannot be of much practical value,aS 'jder the curjous exceptio n of " admissions " to the general rule excludingheaîsay 0hsest Vay thee earsay statements are constantly accepted, and are of the great-hitsef ein checking the evidence of the opposing party and also of the witness

prObabether or no a truc report is given of statements made to the witnesS 15'nst y a easy a matter to cross-c<arnine to as the statements of the witnesstasiîy If o his account of his doings. Certainly the witness himself will be more%atm0 detec-ted in falsehood if he is to give a continuous account of his conver-
Ol*h "'Id doings, thari if he be able to shelter himself by only disclosing a part.

b Olly somnetimes truc' that hearsay 'lsu»poses somne botter evidence whichaIbSell adduced ini the Particular case." Frequently, through death, il-healthe Or0Jbta -e at a distance, or other cause, no other evidence of a particular fact iturr's 1e) and then great injustice may be donc by its exclusion. Btmc
Pn.teWord " better."

arel I A's own account in the witness-box of what he said or did is,> if he
s ci Witness, of more value than Rý's report of A 's account to him. uS admission,, that is, hearsay evidence of statements by the parties toeie1»are Very valuable checks upon the evidence of the parties, s0 hearsay

ýpJ l,1fromn B of what A said may be of great value, especiallY if much turflilkely 4'vidence. Moreover, B's memory of what A said to him is just asthro o be accurate as his memory of what he himself said, and if A be absent
d'ath, il-health, or distance, or other cause, then B's evidence of A ~


