
Objection! Evidence Issues Every 
Pennsylvania Jurist Should Know

Professor Marian Braccia



first



second • In the pipeline

• 404(b)

• Video

• Corpus

• AI in Court



Can we chat first? Your Honor, we 

used AI to clear 

up the license 

plate photo.



Cases in 
the 
pipeline



Commonwealth v. Sutton, argued 10/8/25



Com v. Fitzpatrick, Decided 2026

May  manner of death 

be testified to without 

RDMC?

Trial court precluded, 

Superior Court 

reversed





In Plain English – “substantial possibility”



Serrano-Delgado, 2026 Pa. LEXIS 1293, *1-2 
(2026) – argued 10/8/25



Com v Vance, 3 MAP 2025
Argued 11/19/25



Something to think about



Recently granted allocatur – Com v Di Pietro 
(12/8/25)



Allocatur granted



Companion Case - Jackson



And that brings us to



•Truth is everything when it comes 

to the kind of basis testimony 

presented here. 



Commonwealth v. Peters, No. 1 MAP 2025
Decided 5/4/26



Topic 2



Com v. Walker – Decided 2026



It has to be 



example



What’s not enough?



And in the Superior Court?



Criminal Law in the Superior Court

Appellant's reaction to the 

victim's death was different 

than other families' 

reactions in similar 

circumstances



– Google Timeline 
Screenshot

Epstein take?

Pro se defendant, wrong 

argument

Superior Court “reasoning” 

misses the boat



Next  topic
Corpus 

for drug 

use?



Crime – former 

felon not to possess 

firearm

Gun was on roof of 

store







closed



closed



So?



And the answer?

"more likely than not that the loaded .380 caliber handgun did 

not end up on the roof of a closed convenience store in 

Allentown by accident, but rather had been intentionally 

tossed or placed on the roof in order to conceal it, clearly 

suggesting that the person who placed the handgun on the 

roof did not lawfully possess it." 

Commonwealth v. Lassends, 2026 Pa. Super. LEXIS 111, *8-9



Before we 
leave corpus



What crimes 
are “closely 
related”



And what ones weren’t?



Want to learn more?



Now, the next issue



What we won’t talk about



sources



What are possible issues (let’s leave out 
deepfakes for now)



Look at what is available



Can we “chat” about AI and 
enhancement?



When AI "sharpens" a blurry image, it doesn't recover 

lost data — it invents plausible detail based on 

patterns learned from training data. This means:

•A blurry face might become sharp, but the fine details 

(exact freckles, hair strands) may not match reality

•Text in a blurry image might be "restored" incorrectly

•The result looks convincing but is not forensically 

accurate

This is why AI-enhanced images cannot be used as 

legal evidence and why "CSI-style zoom and enhance" 

is still largely fiction.



What do we 
need to trust 
enhancement?



Final topic



What forms might it take?



Braccia’s guesses



More guesses



More guesses



Another Guess or Two

I used AI 

to test 

this 

theory

I gave chatgpt 

the 

measurements 

and….



Another guess



Last guess…
Voluminous 
records



Coming  soon to a witness stand near 
you?



And at 
sentencing?



And maybe we have 
some guidance…from 
20 years ago



And of course



A [the] Case To Read



And it will be in state court where 
the deepfake action is



Any relief in sight?



And in Pennsylvania?



Sooo….,



And let me end here…
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