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a reasonable defence to, the action. Upon an order for dis,'-overy,
the litigant may be ordered to, declare on oath what 7elevant
documents he bas in hie power or possession, or ho maY have to
fle an affidavit in answer to interrogatorieâ. It will bo seen that
in ail these cases the matters sworn to, are by no means decisive
of the issue in the action; and even in the chancery courte, where
affidavits are mucli more in vogue, the opposing party, if he doubts
the affidavit evidence, may have the witnesq cross-exainined upon
hie sworn statement. In the nature of things it is nece8sary that
much of the evidence in prise came must lie taken by .affidavit.
But even ini the Prise Court, the affidavit ie read in an atmosphere
tf suspicion. In The Proton ( (1918) A.C. 578) Lord Sumnner
with characteristie humour says this: (at p. 583) :-" Ail these
facts are depospd to in affidavits. It je true that they contain
meny other stateinents which are flot evidence and are not trust-
worthy. They revel in rumors, they abound in hearBay, they con-
tain many exaggerations and some extravagances, and gf <or all
they a-re affidaqdts." But it je right to, say that there the judge
of the Prise Court had accepted the affidavite; that the Privy
Council held he was right in so doing; and that, in the resuit, a

... valuable vessel was condened in prise.

MEr.Es ArN BOUNDS.

If niy land Blackacre ie separated from Whiteacre by a hedge,
where is the exact boundary between the two closes? It is strange
that in a country like England where the hedge lias been iised as
a fence for hundrede of years there should lie any question about
such a point as this: but the question lias arisen in a very acute form
in a recent case. I refer to Colis v. Amphlett (1918) 2 Ch. 476.
There the defendant owned certain closes bordering on a comnxon.
That common was enclosed in the year 1879, its boundaries being
marked on a map. That map muet ho taken (having regard to
certain Acte of Parîlament> to mark for ail timne the metes and
bounds of that common; but it was on too smali a scale to shew
the exact nature of the fences around the common, although it did
indicate that those fonces beionged te, the defendant. Evidence
wu,> however, called to prove that, when the cominon was laid out,


