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Konr other wltneiRefl have buen examined, i

who ure alBO perfei^tly familiar with Mc
Cready'e sIxDatnro from bavlDK neen It mai^y
times. Ula two brothers, also OoiiKton and
Mnl larky, all swear In the moat poHlttvo

manDer that the slxoatnre in i|ueRtlon In nnt

defendant's siKnatare, and they Rhow notiitilc

dllierencea which exists between the veritable

nlKnatnre of defendant an^ the one In i|iieH-

tiOQ.

In this case at least too genuine signatures

of defendant have been exhibited, and if we
proceed by comparing the writing, I do not

see how it can be poaslble fui any mlsiin(lt<r-

Btandin^ as regards the nature o> theHeKlgna-
tu'es. Four notes besides the one In qiiMHtlDn

in this case have been produced >iud repu-

diated by McCready. The signature on tbo

live notes were evidently dono by tbo Hume
hand and have such a striking reseiriblnnce

in them that one could aimont May (hey had
been lithographed. Uu the icutrary, In all

the veritable signatures of McCready, there

are dlflerences that are remarked In all gen-

uine signatures. The principal and notablo

dKTerences between the genuine signatures

and those repudiated, consist in tb« follow-

ing : In writing bis slgnatare, the defendant
McCready writes " Uobt." without lilting hlH

pen, and this Is invariable in all bis Rlgna.

tnree, except when his pen bad not enough
ink or else caught in the paper, which lu very

visible. In the repudiated diguatnre, the

letter " U " Is formed by two strokes of the

pen.

In the genuine signature the " M" is formed
without lifting the pen. In the repudiated

signatures the • M" is formed by i-i veral

strokes of the pen. In the true signatures

the marks under the small ' c" In Mc" are

all made from left to right, /. '. starting from
the sidfc of " M" and tialshiug on the ^ide

of " c." On the contrary, in the slgnc *''reE

thai have been repudiated, these mai . if

all made from right to left, and ov s

stroke of the pen directly inclineii t<

the left aide, i. e. starting from the aidt

of the "C" and going to the sidt

of the > M." In the genuine aignaturas the

word "Cready" is written without lifting the

pen, and this invatiably. In the rejected sig-

nature on the contrary the pen stopped aftet

the letter * a," and then commenced a new
stoke of the pen to form the " d." The forma-

tion of the two last letters <<dy ' is also most
characteristic in the genuine signatures— it

never varies in its most essential character.

These letters are very dllVerently formed in

the rejected signatures lu the genuine
signatures there are, with one or two excep-
tions, a dot under the " t " in Uobt,, and there

are not any In the repudiated notes

.

The plalntlii'rt connHel insisted on tbo (art

tbat (hero were (.onsiilerabledlllereDces In tbo

difltjrent genuine alKnatiireH of the defendant

McUroady. This fact U undeniable ; there

is perhaps not a man who slu'ns twice a HUna-
ture IdtM.ttrnlly tlio Hwrne. Tiiere are always
Rome (^llleri U''e.< wlilcli depend either on the

Ink, tin pen, the paper or the dlsponltlon of

the pcrfou w»in elk'HH or even upon the pi.i>l-

tlon h<' In III. I'.'it alter exaininlnt; and com
paring Hitentiv ly more t>\an thne hundred
Hirfiia'Ures ot tliM defeiKlant tbat are fyled In

th's case, on" Im easily convlncfd that they

have akog tl"r prominent characterHtld

r(«Ht!rab|ik(ire,< iind In thoNo the repudlnted

Higraturort eHsentlilly dllb'r.

The main -iMtln'tlve chitftcter of the de-

fendaut'M n|,/n'.turo In thiit tt i" of an irr««n.

lar hnrid, imd aomtltnerf trembllni/, while on

the contrurv tli.i dlrtlliictlvi" criaracter of the

repudiated siu'rmfn'en 1h thiit th"V are made
by a fteidv baud and by a perci^n havinu a

gdod knowi; (lk'c> of hundwiitln»<. 1 tind be-

sIdeH ill the III it of theno dllieroiires between
thu dUlereel piynatnren of doteudaut, the proof

that they are true
;

1 tiud, on the contrary,

In the rcaerahlancH of tbo repudiated algna-

tute:< t < oBcb other, the proof tbat they are

imitated. A Hluiilur view was taken by

ludK" Howell lu a celebrated case before the

Courts In Louisiana in a case relating to

the estate ol Inhn McDonoagh ; he expresped

htraaelf as fallows :—" All the witnesses

aaioe that no two genuine tilgnatnres of an
Ini'ivldnal are ever exactly alike, while some
of them make it appeiir tbat the onnsuai

ilmllarlty in this InstHnce can be caused on/.y

)y tr,irin;/— \H a_La Uep— I IS."

An expert, Dr. Hakcr Kilwarda, was examin.
id ; hn bad ph )toi?raphed aome of the genn-
ne algnaturea of the debmdant, and some of

:he repudiate i! nlkinatures and after examin-
ng thprto dHl»-r>'nt signatures, he la of opln-

on tbat the repudiated algriaturea, and among
:)tbera, the one In i|iipat1on In this case,

\re not the true aignaturea of the Defend-

*ot. [{eatdt.-^ this formal proof made by
wltneasea who know the tolendant's elgnature,

md that made by comparison of writings,

there ifl the one made by the witness Booth,

of the repeated admisaloua made by the

iefeu'iftiit Seatb, recogci/.log that the note

waa forged, liooth sweaia In eftrict that about

the ttb September laat, at the time^the first

dillicnlty relailug to tho-'e notes arose, Seath

recognl/.od ttiat the note that was then present-

ed by the Union B'tnk was falae, and that

later he recognized that there were notes

forged to the amount of about $10,000. An
attempt waa made to attack the credibility of

the witnesa Booth Counael weighed heavily

on the fact tuat Seath would not have admit-
ted tbat|the8e notes were forged

.


