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appearance cf the wtiting iniitated and in irmediately idantified as the nriting
of a suspected party, or aa genuine wr'iting, by oe who depends only upon
thie general appearance. The whole subject of han( hriting identification in
pervaded by a certain intangible notion that there is a sort of orcuIt ability
developed even by an unekilled, unscientific observer, whieh cnn lie dpoe
iipon in this recognition of a bandwriting.

Tia practice of aling on the unskiled bas nu doutit grown ont of noeces-
sity, but it bas been given a dignity 'nd importance which it doea not deserve.
Stupitd, bal blind, unskilled persons are asked to give evidenee on thise ubjeet
of handwriting identification who are no mnore qualiflead than they would be
to makes a ehemical aiialysis, or deternuine whether a law le unconstitutional,
or whether a patent specifleaf ion env'ers a pritwiple already inco"prntedl in
another pa*%cnt.

In proving uneontestcd documente witnemssc are called to prove the signa-
tures who are aaumcd by the law te, 'knaw the handwriting." This proof,
an ' rule, in of the Ynat pertunctory character and la not. asumcd to have
iuch raally teehoical evidential value. The saIne <'haracter of proo! han

how-ever been carried over into mont important cases in whicb handwriting
ie 8erioucly disputed, and rnay be skilfully forged. This charaetér o! hand..
o riting evidience, that xnay anawer the purpose of the law and not iniperil
the interests of justice in cacas where no dispute han ariseu, xnay be very
dangerous u.nless the évidence ie presented fit a way that makes it possible to
estiniate its truc value.

It alea should hé plainly said that the reai purpose of thiseévidlence by
lav w.itnewsoa often je fnot what it purports tu be. It in supposed te give help
in solving a teehnical scientifie question, but in noet casez in in faot an opinion
by thé nitness as to bis judgnient on the case as a whole. Eisperially in a
commnunity where all the varions citisens are known iii a gener.,l way to eaeh
other, at Inuit by réputation, such evýideile, may be uf consid' ýable force in a
dlisputed handwTîtiog euse. A prorniocot citizen wvho consents to testify
reaily gives his opinion on thé ri.érit8 of the whole cnntroey rather than
primarily on the tecahnicaJ gubjeet preeiented ta hilm. This cortainly je the
faut in many cases af thie kiod. Untrained witnesses who bave not Ettudied
thé subject of disputed handwriting will err in either direction in such a cwié
hy iniérring that thé slightesi. reinhance indicates genuinences, or, on the
contrary, that thé most trivial variaticni indicates forgery.

Witoesses of thia eharacter cao sornetimes hé eross-exandned very efftnc-
tively if proper' préparation for crais-exm-nination in made. If euch %vitnw8s-~
mnere1y give opinions without any rossons whatevor, the evidence mnay be
unmaailable froin a tw-'nica1 ntandpairt aud its only reai value is that ir,
indicatea the opinion of the witoEss rearding the general unerits a! the cosé.
Tt is often poseible tuacscure a nunaber of such witneas, often parfectly
réputable and honourable men, but totaily unquaLified technienilly, who will
re-9.1ily testfy t'iat the ruot glaring forgery i8 genuine if their friendsbip oc
their prejudice incline. thtat way, or will testify that an undoubtedly gen'uine
signature ia a forgez,» if it coataios thé eIightent variation froni ordittaxy
genuine signature and they thix'k the case should bc no aceided. Thoy aire
not in fact qualifled tu give Finy opinion but are skiflftilly let] to sce the probleni
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