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Wheo this prejudice was more common it is easy to understand how a
“oonfliet” would usually be brought about by the lawyer against the facts
in order that he might nrgue that nene of the testimony on the subject oughy
to be eonsidered. “Confliots” of this kind are still secured, and may sccom-
plish their avil putpose, if prejudice prevails and it is erroncously assumed
that all testimony of {he kind is of equal foree and value. This is just what
those against the faots want court and publio and press to assume. Too often
a portion of the press snatches at and magnifies the news value of sueh inei-
dents, and thus unintentionally may help promote injuetice.

Thosa who are not informed may say, “Of what use is such evidence
when witnesses always disagree,”” not knowipg that the “conflict” is actually
brought abowut, not to prove the point ot issue but sclely for the purposs of
sppealing in argument to this erronsous notion on the subject. The Jegal
precedents as quoted and the goneral press in many e¢ases and numerous
technical articles on the subject, shew a decidedly changing point of view and
a correct understanding of the facts.

The modern vourt conducted under enlightened rules asks that the evi-
dence be esrefully weighed and that all prejudice be eliminated and promptly
acoepts every proper help that will throw light on the inquiry. Objections to
aceepted soientific aids are promptly overpuled and argument on the subject
is hardly tolerated. Not now onece in fifty times are photographs, micro-
scopes and charts excluded and in some jurisdictions such exclusion, like
the exclusion of ressons for the opinion given, is actual reversible error,

Blackstone ssid roany years ago that the Iaw is the most progressive of
all the sciences betnuse it goes out and eulists the services of all the other
professions, but in certain flelds it has done this v ith such caution that there
sro many who would resort almost to revolution in order to bring abou* what
should be accomplished in an orderly way.

In the Iaw, &g aleswhere, those interested in true progrese must see to it
that the best of the past is preserved and must always adopt with eaution
the new thing. As with every department of human affairs there are two
partiez in the lmw, those who on principle hark back to the past and are
opposed to changes of any kind, Opposed to thum theis is ancther party
inferasted in ::-ogrveas who all the time are looking forward to better things
a3 time goes by. Hasty nnd unwise adherence to one of these opposed policies
leadls to denger, disorder and revolution, while strict adherence to the other
is stagnation snd death.

HaNpWRITING EVIDENCE BY Loy WrrNEssEs.

About the weskest and must inconclusive evidence ever pressnted in a
court of law is the opinion evidence of lay witnesses regarding the genuinoness
of handwriting. It is an unwartanted assumption of the law, eatablished by
long practice and recor-led in many opinions, thst a knowledge of handwriting
can ba gained by the most superficial ohservation of the act of writing. The
legal precedente even go to the ridioulous extent of assuming that an observer
sptuslly way be quelified to give an epinion uader osth as t0 a Gisputed
signature in & controversy of great importance who Las sesn the alleged writer
siyn bis same only cnce more than tweonty years beforn, It ia diffioult to
imagine ruything taore unsoisntific than this,




