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imprSffone fr the aame-gealing ùmgtrumolt that the imapression vies invari.
aMi> charaterM£d bY a particular mark or defect . ..«'Thsse I*veral case buae the rulings which. have been merntoned upon
the~ aeUMPtion Or P1*oof that A typewriting machine may posase An individual-itY which differentiates it frora other typeviriters and whieh je roeeonhabl,thrOfflh the. ahsrater of the work Nyhich it produces. Inasmuoh as itq work
eiOrds tii. re6ot mean of identification, no valid reason is percoived whyadmitted or eitablished sanpies of that work should not ba receivnd in evidence
fer purposes of coinparison viith other typewritten niatter rilleged to havebeer, produoed upori the sanie machine." Peowfe v. SoIM-, N.Y. (1911),
100 N. E. 731, 782%

Thmr are courts, hoviever, that are atii atrangers ta ail tbewe moadern
rnsthods of presenting disputed document cases, but there la progress atilaWeg the lune, and it is novi noxning ta be reognised, es is said in the Ainerican
andi English Encyclopedia of Lawi, that "This kind of evidence, like ai otherProbable evidence, admits of every degree of certainty, froni the lowiet pre-suraption, tc, the highest moral certaint>'," or, as one cf the opinions quated
abov6 saYE, ". - . might amnount aJioft ta Rt denionetration."1 AI thehoneat claixnant, the reputable iawryer, asks is tint the evidence ha taken forvihat it àe worth and wvithout prejudice. More than ane "demonFtration"
during these latter Years luis dazed aid praotitionere ivha in the past havewon cases, not by evidence but hy tactics and by objections. In more thanane recent case, those againet the faute, when eonfronted witii the evidenceand especially the illustrative photographe, have actually surrendered be.fore
or during trial, paid ail expense, and diecontinued the cause.

The variation of degree cf force in evidence as ta handwriting and docu-mente bou long been reognized in a generai way, but it tao long has beauimpossible for thoaîe ini the. right t-o prove their case, epcciaiiy iu tliose juris-dictions wbare they euhf continue actuaily ta listen ta long argumeots as ta
whether rasions cau be given, or illustrations eau bc mnade, or aven a inagnjfv-ing giss =a be uscd ini court, or enlargad pkotographe, or a maicroscop, orany of the modem approved scientfle aida to investigation that ara welcomedeverywh6re except in a court of lavi. Tic aid "objector," when asaned,either excluded or miade harmles tie evidence neceRsary ta prove the case,but lài da" is ended i nicet comrte. One would bc incline(] ta think, hovever,in gomng into a fevi courts, aeun ini thgs. days, happilv grawing laeu eacli year,t.bat the. date wus iirteen hundred and somnethiné, iusetead of the tvientiet.hcentury, and t.At a witchcraft ceue might actually b. on trial,Thore ame sti abuses ta bc correeted, and unfortunateiy, thtire continueta bc frauds and charlatans among the npecialieta who tastify on thesle teci-nical suabjects, wlio, let it ha plainly said, aught ta ha in jail with the Iaviyorsvile exploit theni and keap thasa in business, but thora need na longer bedespai about cases cf tus case. With the enlighteoed procaduro riow almostunivoisal, adequate preparation by the comisel on tie right side, and the useof the icfoTmuiton on the tubject now avaliable, the errors of the ignorantituma and the Vicions pretensions of tic carrupt witneM e an usual>' bcexpmed. T71à carnot ho done, however, wian it in assumad, as was usual afew yea aegc4 that any 'cenfiiot" of suah testhnoüy o! any kind diocroditsthe gond as vieil as the bati.


