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Abstract : The gods and the gandards of judicia proof are two closely related concepts. To sudy the goa
and gandards of judicia proof , we mug examine the basc sope of judicid proof. The god of judicid
proof may be idedized whereas the gandards of judicid proof mug be redidic. The god of judicid proof
gould be the same , whereas the gandards of judicia proof may be different , in different typesdof cases.
The god of judicia proof isobjective truth whereas the gandards of judicial prodf are legd truth.
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