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tice, but far more as it bears upon the fu-
ture administration of criminal law. The
credence so largely given tothis impostor’s
story, had it been confirmed, would have
gone far towards paralyzing the action of
justice so far as its pursuance depends upon
evidence to estsblish the identity of any
person accused of wrong, or pleading for
right; it would have given a dangerous
justification to the cynical phrase of Goethe,
“Der Schelmsitzt iiberall im Vortheil”—the
rogue has always the best chance.

In future cases depending upon personal
identification a precedent would have been
available to show that the most ordinary,
most natural, most conclusive proofs hith-
erto relied upon were no longer relevant to
‘that issue. It would have been established
as a law of evidence that the specific testi-
mony of a few persons unable to recognize
an individual as one with whom in past
years they had been most intimately ac-
quainted, unable to awaken in him recol-
lections of them, unable to vivify in him a
single memory of the thousands of joint
family experiences and associations of
events and feelings which are stored up by
long intercourse and affection, could not be
so weighty as testimony in a case of dispu-
ted identity as the recollections of a larger
number of witnesses wjth whom the person
in question had only had a casual acquaint-
ance. The Claimant’s success would have
changed the naturai theory of the dynami-
cal value of all evidence in judicial proceed-
ings, for it would have raised testimony
which might be mistaken or vitiated from
the scanty observation on which it is based,
and the consequent possibility of recollec-
tions thereof being vague or erroneous, to
a higher power than testimony resting upon
life-long observation and memories so in-
terwoven with the very life of the testifier
that madness or death only could obliterate
them. It is one of the many dramatic
aspects of this case that the love of two
women should have played so prominent
a part in it—so opposite. in nature, yet so
harmonious in effect—the vivid memory of
a woman’s slighted love being the most
cogent defence of the slandered affection of
another, the remembrance of one lover con-
firming so strongly the conviction of an-
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other’s absence. Lady Radcliffe knew not
the Claimant, nor he her,—an ignora?
which his tale of slander renders incrediblc'
But Miss Loder knew himj; so the 70
recognition of one woman and the recod’
nition of another were very justly affirmé
by the Judge to be ample testimony thatt
Claimant was not the old lover of the
mer, but of the latter, and far more cow
vincing than any negations or assertion*
made by witnesses having had lesser opP?”’
tunities of, and lesser motives for, storif
up indelible memories of personal appe?’”
ance, speech, and all that goes to make
man’s individuality. Besides this revo v
tion in the estimate of what we may té*)
the guality ofevidence which the Claimant?
success would have brought about, it WO i
haye established a precedent which WO“!
have rendered nugatory all arguments i
future cases based upon the impossibility o
the utter obliteration from the mind of ¥
ordinary effects of education and 80¢
circumstances. It would have been ests”
lished as a fact that a man in a few y€?
may forget his native language, which
has used up to manhood, 5o as to be tot‘?m
ignorant of it, incapable even of utte'fn
or reading a single sentence; that havi®
learned Greek he may be so lost to &l!
membrance of it as to forget whether L
characters are Greek or Latin; and, ¥
first convinced us of his being an impo'*t"r"i
that a young man of high social rank, for
of correspondence, may in a few year®
sink, intellectually, as to use for the Pr?
noun “I,” the small ¢“i” seen constanﬂ’:'
Orton’s letters, which we take to be the sif
of not only ignorance of the art of writi"g‘;
and that the art has been self-taught ’n.'
little exercised, but of a vulgarity whic !
inconceivable in the most illiterate per*’
of high rank. Happi]y’ these very daﬂge
ous precedents have not been created:
the revolution in the value of evidenc® "
have indicated will not occur until our €2 ¢
mon natureisradically changed. Aﬂ"mcis
question will, we believe, be raised bY t’hg
case: the present system of ¢;ondu‘3tm s
trials in England. The French mod€ bs
its drawbacks, but for probing promP 1
into the very marrow of a case it has iig“',
advantages over the British. . The Ti
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