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x'-ould be so strong that the cvidence of the accused ivould be
un trust worth N.

What inducement Nvould a man wdio is innocent, as he is bv the
*1maxim referrcd tg presumed to be, have to commit perjury-? The

same prejudice and practice cxisted vithin the recollcction of men

now livingT a-ainst the admission of the evidence of par-ics to civil

proceeding, as xvell as against that of witiesses who mnighit even in

the slighitest deg-ree have bcee.; pecuniarly interested in the resiit'.

thoe %-h frs ýtýiatci orth reorn f te ldsvstem, -that so
longas te sae-uad ofcros-exainaton eist i ii be as easy

to elicit the truth from an initerested partv as froin any other wit-

ness,"lias been arnplv vinclicated by the resuits. Those stirring
denunciations from counisei of the evidence of the opposing liti-
gant in civil proceedings, 0o1 the ground that it \vas the offspring

41Fof interested motives that \vere so cornrno-, imiediatciv after the
innovation adinittingý such evidence was introduced. are seldorn. or
neyer becard niowadavs, as the spectacle of an iMterestcd liti.gant Ili

Fthe box bias long ceased to be regardeci a.- anomalou.;. The saine
sentiments xviii, tic) doubt, gradually prevail iii thc ca.ýe of crimiinal
prosecutions aftcr xvc have become more famniliar witlî the spectacle
of the accused giving cvidence.
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LANDLORD AND TENANT-LEAsE--COVESANT FOR QUIET FNJOYMEINT-

AssIGNMENT OF REVERSION St RSEQUENT PURCIIASE 0F ADJOINING PRO

PERTY 13V ASSIGNER 0F LRS.SOR-I3REACII OF COVFNANT.

Iîî Davies v. Town Pro/crties C'o;/oration (i902) 2 Ch. 63ý, a P

somewliat curiotis question arose. In 1897 a ]case xvas granted to
U; the plaintiff for fourteeni years of certain offices. l'le ]ease con-

tained a covenant on the part of the lessor and bis assignes for
quiet enjoyment by the lessee \vîtbout any disturbance by the à,
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