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ANNOTATION ON ABOVE CASE FROM 44 D L.R.

Proof of Handwriting and Documents.
By Ausegrr 8. Osnonxn, New York.

The following annotation is 8 reflection of the latest and most progressive
American view on the subject of handwriting evidence,

The constant but slow tendency of the new precedents in the law in
relation ¢o the proof of handwriting and documents is unmistakably in the
direstion of that procedure that gives aid in promoting justice. Progress is
aspecially shown by the removal of certain ancient yeatrictions which madeit
difioult if not actually imposaible to prove the facta, The most important step
in this direction, in what might ba called modern times, was the admitting of
standardy of comparison, beginning especially with the English statute of
1854. There had been some progress, however, before that time becauss
originally no coraparison of any kind was allowed evea if there was genuine
andwriti ng in the case.

The atatute in the federal courts of the United States, allowing standards
of comparison, was not enacted until fifty-nine years after the enactment of
the English statuts, s measure of progress in this country not to be proud of.
Following the ensctment of the federal statute a number of the belated States
passed s similar statute allowing standards of comyparison, but in some States
the strange law is still in force that no genuine writing can be admitted for

" comparison either to prove genuineness or forgery. The U.8. jederal statute
was approved and became a law, February 28, 1813, The same year North
Caroling and Indians passed substantially the same statute, and in 1915
Alabame, Michigan and Illinois adopted the new practice. Most Ameriosn




