PERSONAL IDENTIFICATION AND
DESCRIPTION.
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At the Roysl Institutionlastnight Mr. FraNcCISGaLToN
lectured on personal identification and description. He said
‘ he greatly felt the inadequacy of language to expressform,
when he was dealing with hereditary likenesses, with
grouping buman features into classes,and with many other
[ topics. The present lecture was the result of the considernble
pains that ho bad takeu to overcome this difliculty. There
proved to be many alternative ways of doing it, but as
he had not yet satisfied himself as to the best, he would
\ avoid dotails and confine himself to general remarks. It

| was perfectly possible to deflve and to meaxure resem-
| blanes,taking l&
each degree of unlikeness. This simplo prineiple could be
i easily applied to outlines such as those of silhouettes
It was better at first to g0 even furtlier in the direction

of lim;ﬂirity. and to consider only that part of the out- |
the face which lay between the bhrow and the |

line o
. parting of the lips. The least discornable difforence be-
! tween two silhouettes might be taken as equal to the one-
hundredth part of an inch. Though an exceedingl large
vumber of profiles might be drawn that diﬂorcﬁ g] this
small amount in some part of their outline,the number that
diffcred by ten times that amount would be compara-
tively very small.We might sim at producing a collection of
standard portraits,drawn with coarse outlines of oue-tentl
! of an il.oﬂo in width and then redueed to a small sealo, to

! from its centre by moro thaa five grades of unlikeness.
| This would be a useful and a tirst degree of approxima-

tion ; it would not be a likenuss in any other sense than
| that "of excluding the very larga proportion of profilcs
that were still more uuliko than Smno that fell within
thé specified limits. A mechanical apparatus, ce-
scribed further on,afforded the menns of npl ly findingthe
standard orstandards to which any given profile conformed.
Individuals differed in & mecasurable wanner in so many
respects that o person might be identified with consider-
able precision by a statement of his iweasures. The
lecturer explained the measuremcnts that were most use-
ful for this purpose, and bow registers of them could most
casily be searched in order to find whether those of o
particular person were contained in them or not. Differ-
ences that might be measured, or otherwise clearly
delined, existed oo a small as well as on a large scale. The
curious variety of imprints made by the inked finger-tipa
admitted of being classed and catalogued. They secrned
to be singularly persistent, judging from four specimens
that were exhibited of th digiy mul:ia of Bir W. ‘lh.-ruhcl,
made in the years 1800, 1874, 1885, and 1888 respectively,
Though there was u differonco of 28 years between the
dates of the first and the lust, no difference conld be per-
ceived between the impressions. The forms of the spirals
remaived the rame, not only in general character, but in
minute and measurable details, as in the distance from
the centre of the spiral and in the direction at which each
new ridge took its rise. Sir W. Herschel bad made great
we of digit marks for purposes of legal attestation among
natives of India. Prisuners were now identified in France
by measurements of their heads and limbs aceording to the
ingenious method of M. Alphonse Bertillon. The measures
of each prisoner were all entered on the same cards, and

the cards were cl rd to the ivo
measures they contained, just as words were arranged in a
dieti ding to their vo lettors. The classi-

fication 5iul uot take more note of the measures than by
placiog each in the cal?ory of large, medium, or small, as
the case might be. Thus one mecasurement gave rise to
three possible groups, two to nine, three to 27, and s0 on.
The lecturer exbibited the rough working model of an
apparatus be had contrived that could selact by a single
movement th ds out of many hundreds whosa measures
carresponded within u? desired limits with those of any
iven person. It was free from the objections inherent
in all mothods of hard-and-fast classification such as that,
of M. Bertillon, and could act on a large scale and with
great supidity and simplicity. The apparatus consisted of
a large number of strips of card, or of metal, pivotted
throuzh one of their ends by a common axis, while their
otber ends rested on  frame that turned about the sume
axis. When the frame was raised all the cards were lifted
by it, when it was lowered the cards dropy each inde-
pendently of the rest by its own weight. 'The lower edge
of each card was variously notched to indicate tgo
measures of the persom to whom it referred. The key that
made the seleotion was a board some 30in. of clear length,
with wires stretebed lengthways and supported by several
bridgns. The nritionn of the wires were udjusted by the
same scale as that by which thio nolches were cut, and the
wires were set to represont the measures of the given per-
son. When the board was sot crossways under the cards,
esc were allowed to fall, they all were checked 1n
escent by the wires, exeept those few whose
corresponded/with titfem. The notches were made
jugh not only to admit the wires but also to allow
inaccuracy of measurement and misfit. A key of

ick succession with any number of sets of
cards. The tgrullla of o face, he continued, could be
measured with much precision op the sharp ontline of o
phot:ﬂmph. The og:erved differences in featare were
ly small, but they were numerous and more inde-
re.ndent of one another than the lengths of the various
imbs. The best base from which t&mm horizontally
the convexity

of the chin and the concavity between the brow the
nose. When the chin was bearded, the position of the con-
cavity must be guessed. A good unit of horizontal scale
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one drawn nose.

It was better to kaep the unit of vertical seale -mmto,
and to use for it :‘be distance between the of eye

and the the 1 —lmdp-nmhﬂnnbon
lines. m«: ts the lecturer bad in view in the

serve as standards of reference. No profile that fell wholly I
within the two edges of the coarse vutliae conld differ !

loast discernible differeuce as the unit for |




