IDENTIFICATION BY FINGER-PRINTS.
e

Guips To FINGER-PRINT IDENTIFIQATION. By XHENRY
FauvLvg, LF.P.S. (Heoley ; Wood, Mitchell. Us.)

Conflicting claims to priority indiscovery or invention are
more interesting to the claimantsthan to the public, and the
man with 'a grlevance Is apb fto hecome a bore. Bub the
public is always willing o do justice for cause shown, and it
will doubtless do justice to Mr. Henry TFaulds. Ho
slates in the preface thabt ¢ its aim I to glve in
compact and portable form, and without unnecessary
oohnicalitles, the main faots and principles likely to

found useful in wedical and legal inquiries involving
identifleation by this method.”” It ecannot be srid that
this alm is very well carned ouf:. The treatment is de-
sultory, and if (3t ided,
sary quotations are mnot. Mr. Faulds interlards his pages
with scraps of Virgil, Shakespeara, Kant, Sir Thomas Browne,
¢lo Quincey, Dickens, and Thomas Hardy, and with irrelevant
voforences .to Locke, Lotze, ;Wundf, Théophile Gautier,
and other writers who have no more to do with finger-prints
than with antiseptic surgery, which is also dragged in for
cagual mantlon in conmnevion with .some autcblographical

detolls, The last furnish & clue to whit keerns to be the main
object of the book. The author is a mon with s grievance.
The notice of publication draws attention to his clnims in. the
opening sentence ;— ‘¢ The author of this work was the first to
proposo the fise of finger-prints for identiflention, in an article
in Nature, October 28th, 1850, and & good deal of the Dookis
devoted to showing thab he desarves the eredit which hasbeen
given to others—namely, Sir W. J. Hersohel, Mr, Franois
Galton, and M, Bertillon ; also, it may be added, to the present
Commissioner of the Metropuhtan Pol\ce, thong'h Mr. Faulds
does nob him—a si; as he is the awthor
of a book on the subject,and has probably had more to dowith
the practical application of ﬁnger»prmts to police work than
any one else. The facts, with the omission of Mr. Faulds's
1880 suggestion, are succinctly stated in the urtxcle
on ‘ Anthropometry,’ in the ‘¢ Encyclopmdin Britannice,’
Vol. XXV., to which he refers several {imes, He does not

the ts contaided in that article, bub he com- |
plains that inger-prints are only d under the heading
¢ Anthropometry,’ with which they have little to do. It is
not acourate to sy ¥hat they have little to do with anthro-

3 bubt the distinoti as well as the connoxion
between tho two is made perfectly clear in the article,
though, perhaps, it would be better to place both
under the heading of * Identification.'” They way have
been mixed up jn sundry newspapers, as My, Faulds
complaing ; butif he is goingto correct the mistakes that
appear in newspapers he will have abundant oecupation for
the rest of his life,

. The story of finger-prints 1s like that of many other
discoverles ; several persons have worked at them inde-
pendently, and nobody can claim the exelusive credit of
developing. their utility, The earliest observations' that
have been traced sre those of Purkenje, the physiologist,
who published a pamplhlet in 1823. He did not suggest
tho use ot finger-prints for identification, but he dis-
i ypes, and d s clagsification. Mp. Faulds
calls it *¢ emdﬂ and really incorrect " ; most beginnings ave,
but classification is the essence of the mnttexv, and priority in
that cannot be denled, Then came Sir W. J. Herschel, who
in 1858 made the first practical application of flnger-
prints to identification in India. Mo spparently trled
it in the first instance as o happy thought in the case
of o native contract, in order to checkmate the habilual
evasions of justice in connexlon Wl.ﬂl sxgnntures. For

tho orilmax'y he ituted an of
the man's right hand, The Clarendon Press has pro-
duced a facsimile of the first t thus d in 18G8.

It contnins the written tract on one side of the sheet and
on tha other tha imprint, showing the man's palm and
fingers, The success of this flrst Tough attempt led Sir
William" to extend the new system of identification; he
applied it to various public departments of bis district in
Bengal, and officially suggested its use In the gaols,
on the strongth of twenty years' practical experience.
The facts have always been recognized by Mz, Galton, by the
Home Office Committes of I8v%, and by Mr. Heary, to whom
the successful revival of fingor-prints in Indis was largely
due ; bub Mr. Faulds sneers at the whole story, and insinuates
doubts of its veracity, He uses the tedlous, silly-clever
sarcasms that are the stock-in-trade of writers with nothing
tosay. Speaking of the official suggesiion referred to above,
ho says :—

Tt is therein stated that the “ two forefingers (sic) of the rigbt hand ™
woro used, Mr, Galton, who frequently acts ss akind of graceful
chorns to Sir William, explains this oryptic expression o mean the
middle finger and tho foreﬂnger. The lotter or report or book is

d to some Ynow [tic, 28 Mr. Frulds is
fond of saying] only to ltorature as * My dear B—," and is
Tuminously cortifiod as  truo copy of offica copy,” but by wwhom
certified §s not stated. o+ , . Of Sir Willlam’s mute, or at lenst
inarticulate, musings over a poriod of some tienty years in India, X in
Japan know nothing.

If Mr, Faulds thinks his canse will be assisted by writing
of this kind he must have a poor opinion of his readers. Then
we come to M, Bertxllon. In 1879—not 1881, as Mr. Faulds

says—he d to the Profect of Police in Parisa
method of xdenmfymg eriminals by measurements which could
Do classi and indexed. It vas ted and devel

into the French system of anthropometry. It had no con—
nexion with finger-prints, but It established the principle
of classifying for ready reference the records of a great
pumbor of oriminals, which has since been applied to finger-
prints and is essential to their utility for police purposes. In
1880—a ,year later, mnot a Jyear earlier—came Mr.
Xaulds with his article in Nature, proposing the identifica~
tion of -‘‘old and important criminals’ by finger-prints.
This was the first published suggestion,and was no doubt
qulte original on the part of the writer, to whom belongs all
the credit due. But it does not go very far, The thing was
not taken up ; Mr. Faulds does nob appear to have applied it
practieally himself, and though he subsequently worked out 2
system of classification, he has not published it. From his own
account it is nob the system worked out several years later by
' Mr. Galton and published in 1892, nor the system adopted in
Bengal in 1804, extended to tho wholo of Indiain 1807, and
subsequently to Great Britain, ¢ Ot bis mute,or at least
ings " in Japan, therefore, we Jmow nothing,
The pmctlca.l par(ﬁ o! his present book deals chiefly with the
lett on objects, suggested
¥ some reeent crlminnl eases, which are discussed.




