THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the Miscellancous Manuseripts Collection
Library of Congress Manuseript Division
wdul Baha entitled REPORT ON THE WR 2 SHOWN ON
PHOTOGRA JF TH LLEGED WILL OF AEDUL BAHA BY DR. C.
AINSWORTH and that the attached photocopics - the title page,
the presentation page, | unnumbered page [page 1], and pages 2 through 4 - are a
e fepresentation from that work.

Lains an item from the papers

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY FURTHER, that the work is marked with the
handwritten notation “Presented 1o the Library of Congress by Ruth White,
September 2, 1930,

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the scal of the Library of Congres:
affixed hereto on February 22, 200

o By T {
¥irginia D. Sorkin
Acting Chief

Library of Congress
Photestuplication Service




o et p o T B

&
S22

F-'




REPORT
ON THE WRITING SHOWN ON THE PHOTOGRAPHS
OF THE ALLEGED WILL OF ABDUL BAHA
BY
DR C.AINSWORTH MITCHELL
EDITOR OF "THE ANALYST"
85,ECCLESTON SQUARE,
LONDON S.W.i
ENGLAND

JUNE 3rd 1930




C AINEWORTH MITEMELL Baeric 85, CCCLESTON SAUARE,

FEL vicTomia LONDON, 5. %1,

June Ird 1930

UH TEE rHUTUGRAFES

UF THE ALLEGED Wwlll UF ABDUL BAHA.

I have made a minute examination of the writing in the photographs
and photographic enlargesente of ths alleged will of Abdul Bahe, and
have comparsd it with the authenticated writing of Abdul Baha in u
seriee of photographe and photographic enlarpements received frum
Mre., H. Lawrence White.

In the abssnce of an cpportunity to examine the original deocument,
any conclusions to be drawn from an examination of the photographic

anlargements must necessarily be of o provisiconal character contingent

upon ths sccuracy of the photographic records. Horeover, some of the
facts which are taken inmto conelderation in the scientific examination
of an original document cannot be perfectly etudied in a photographic ;
reproduction, such sas, for examzple, the ink, paper, ponstrokes, and I
BG On. ;

Asouming that the suthenticated speciments of writing are of
approxicately the oame poricd ae that at which the disputed will is
alleged to have been written and eigned, the points which can be
accurately compared in the photographic snlargsments are the mu.du of l
formation of the writing, the changes in pressurs, the form of individual
letters, and the relaticnahip in the esize of parts of the letter to

the whols.
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A fact requiring explanation is tho prosence &f apparent erasures |
on soms of the pages of the will, namely in lines 12 and 1I of page 2, |4
and 1ine 12 of page 4. Without a microecopical examinatlion of tha

original document it is not poeeible to state whether o cheslical agant

hLias besn used, but agppuming thers have boen erasurss at thooo pelints

I think it probable that thoy were done mechanically, not chemlcally.

ol &

The apparent erssure on page 5, line 11, zay possibly be the result of
an izprint from other written mattor while the ink wss wet.

The photograp: ropr ions of suthenticated specimena of the

writing of Abdul Bahs were the followingi-

1. Writing from the Book of tha Unitarian Church, Monteclalr,
New Jorsey.

2. Writing from the Guest Bible for 1912, Oity Temple, London.
2. Authenticated signaturse on two letters to urs.Stannsrd on
hotograph, and & poseibls authentic eignaturs in the
poasesnaion of Mra.Devine.
There ies no reason to doubt the suthenticity of the signature

from Mra.Devine, since 1t agreee closely with the other
signatures.

The Signatures on the Envelopa:- A comparison of ths four
pignatures on the envelope of the alleged will with the four suthen-
ticated signatures reveals many striking differences in the mode of
fermation of the characters, as for sxample:

In the authentic signatures the width of these characters,

/gg cozpared with their haight, lo much greater than in the
pignatures on the envelope. The strokea are aleo much firser




CAINEWORTH MITCHELL a5 hie. 85, oCL
X EBTON SQUARE,
rEL vicra

LONDON, 8.W. 1,

in the envelope signaturss than in the authentleated

signaturea.
/u/ In the authenticated signaturs the entire charactsr is roughly
24 times the width of the open space bstween the upripghts;

in tho disputed signatures the corresponding fisure la

twice as great. In the authentic signatures the cusp is
roundsd; in tho disputsd signatures it is pointed. In the

authenticated signeturss theo reletionship batween tha dopth

of the gap and its breadth is ae 1 : 1.4 to 1.8, whercas in
ths dipputed signatures it is se 1 : 2.3 to £.6. Thue the
ratic is totally different. In =y opinlon these differonces

E

are not conpistent with the signatures upon the énvelope

signatura.

being in the writing of the writer of tho authentlcated
The Body of the Will:- A comparison of the formation of tho !

writing on the envelope with that on pages € and 10 of the will

shows 8o many points of resemblance that thers is no reason to doubt

that they werse written by the same paracn.
I have alec studied minutely the photogrephic enlargements

of the writing on the other pagss of ths will, and have formed the

following conclusicnei- "
Page 2, with the exception of the last two lines, agresc

with Page 3.
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