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with a solicitor, as the result of meeting him
almost daily at a dining-room. One day
the solicitor greeted the photographer by ex-
pressing high disgust towards photography
and photographers; “for,” said he, “one of
you fellows will make me lose an ancient
lights case to-morrow.” “More fool you,”
answered the photographer; “you should
get some photographs taken on your side
also” In a close conversation of some fif-
teen minutes, which followed, the solicitor
learned what he did not know before; he
learned that the photograph may be made
to speak for this or for that, according as the
finger of mammon does point. An inspec-
tion was made, and it was found that a pho-
tograph so untruth-telling as to be altogether
satisfactory to the plaintiff could only be
taken under the following conditions. The
lens must include an exceptionally wide
angle; the view must be take from the roof
of a certain building in the neighborhood,
and late in the afternoon. Much work had
to be done. The lens had to be borrowed
from a celebrated optician, who had only
just succeeded in constructing his first extra
wide-angle lens. Difficulties as to access to
the desired standpoint had to be overcome,
but all the obstacles were surmounted, and,
to the delight of the lawyer, a photograph
was produced which showed the new wall
as being close to the plaintiff’s premises, and
magnified into disproportion, while the long,
black evening shadow trailed across the di-
minished building of the plaintiff, renders
ing his windows almost invisible for the
very blackness. Here was a striking con-
trast to the defendant’s photograph, which
showed the plaintif’s building large, and
illuminated by the mid-day light, while on
the remote edge of the picture was the re-
cently-erected wall, to be seen as small and
distant. To revert to the case which was
heard last week, Justice North, when he
said that “ he had seen some very clear pho-
tographs which convinced him that the in-
8cription was put up in such a way that
passers-by would not be deceived,” may
have been fully aware of all the circum-
stances we referred to. He may have known
that a signboard may be painted with two
totally different inscriptions, one of these in-

scriptions being latent to the eve, and pat-
ent to the ordinary sensitive plate; while
the other inscription is patent to the eye,
but latent to the sensitive plate. He may
have studied the recent developments of
ortho-chromatic photography, and he may,
perhaps, look forward to the time when
it may be possible to represent on the sensi-
tive plate all objects in their correct relative
intensities. He may have known how pho-
tography has sometimes done good service
in rendering obvious things invisible to the
eye; how stars invisible to the eye can be
seen by the recording eye of the camera ;
how erased writing has been brought to
light, and how the markings of eruptive
disease have been seen by the camera before
the eye could detect them. Knowing all
this, he may have satisfied himself that the
photographs were truthful ones. There is,
however, a possibility that he did not know
much about the possibilities of the case, and
that he took it for granted that photographs
cannot lie. If 8o, he has created a dangerous
precedent. Photographs ought to be seldom
received, except in conjunction with the per-
sonal evidence of the photographer who took
them, and when there is satisfactory, inde-
pendent evidence that the photographs are
truth-speaking witnesses. “Can the sun
lie 7" is often asked; but asked much in the
same spirit a8 that in which he who told so
much unpleasant truth to the people of
Israel asked, “Can the leopard change his
spots?” A question which is supposed to
carry its own answer. Perhaps we may say
that, though the sun does not lie, the liar
may use the sungms a tool, and, in doing so,
he, the perverter of the truth, may quote
such old questions as—Quis dicere falsum
solem audeat ? assuming that the answer is
80 obvious as to bs altogether superfiuous.
Let all, then, beware of the liar who lies in
the name of truth.—Irish Law Times.

MODE OF SWEARING WITNESSES.

It will be remembered that several letters
recently appeared in these columns under the
heading, “Kissing the Book.” They arose
from the circumstance that a medical witness,
when giving evidence in the Divorce Court,
objected to kiss the book presented to him, on
the grounds, that as the two previous wit-
nesses were common prostitutes, he might
incur a risk of infection. Simultaneously,



