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The primary concerns of this paper are to substantiate a set of cri-
teria for evaluating handwriting analysis expert findings so that
they can be utilized in court, and to analyse existing approaches to
understanding the probative value of expert findings in the context
@ @ of judicial practice. To fulfil this goal, a combination of general sci-

entific and special methods was used. The authors analyse current
legislation governing the procedure for appointing, conducting and
evaluating forensic examinations (specifically the procedural codes
of Ukraine and special regulatory acts governing forensic activities).
Particular attention is drawn to judicial practice of applying hand-
writing analysis findings and to principal issues involving their
evaluation: disputed expert research results, insufficiently reasoned
conclusions and the formal approach of the courts to their percep-
tion. Emphasis is placed on the court’s discretionary assessment of
evidence and the boundaries of its application in cases involving
the use of specific expertise. The article proposes systematic criteria
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(notably, compliance of applicable methodologies with current sci-
entific requirements, thoroughness in the description of research ob-
jects, logical sequence in presenting the expert’s reasoning, clarity
in formulating findings, existence of alternative hypotheses, as well
as consistency of findings with other evidence in a case), which will
prove valuable for judges, lawyers, prosecutors and other partici-
pants in the process when assessing the quality of findings based on
handwriting analyses. Lawyers who need to critically analyse expert
findings when proving a case may find the findings outlined in this
paper useful, as they could serve as a methodological guideline. The
paper emphasises the need for judges to undergo advanced training
in assessing specific expertise and developing uniform approaches to

the use of expert findings as evidence in judicial practice.

Keywords: forensic examination; handwriting analysis; foren-
sic expert; expert findings; evaluation of evidence; judicial practice;
probative value; scientific criteria.

Research Problem Formulation

Within the framework of reforming fo-
rensic expert activity and strengthening
the significance of evidence obtained
through specific expertise, reliability,
completeness and validity of experts’
findings are of paramount importance.
Handwriting analysis, which is of an ap-
plied nature and is one of the key tools for
clarifying the authenticity of written doc-
uments in criminal, civil, administrative
and commercial proceedings, requires
clear guidelines on the criteria for eval-
uating its results. However, as V. Husieva
pinpoints, typical mistakes made by the
prosecution when appointing such a fo-
rensic examination can profoundly in-
fluence its results and, accordingly, the
validity of court decisions .

Research by V. Shkabaro, A. Bila and
V. Voronin shows that courts often accept
handwriting analysis findings as valid ev-
idence. However, usually they fail to take
into account possible shortcomings, such
as providing a forensic expert with inaccu-
rate source data or questionable objects 2.

Therefore, there is a scientific issue of
developing clear and scientifically sound
criteria for evaluating handwriting anal-
ysis findings, which would take into ac-
count both traditional methods of analysis
and state-of-the-art technological achieve-
ments, in order to ensure the objectivity
and reliability of court decisions.

Article Purpose

Substantiate a system of criteria for eval-
uating handwriting analysis findings that

1 Tycesa B. O. [IpusHaueHHs II04ePKO3HABYOI eKCIIePTU3U: TUIIOBI IIOMUJIKYU CTOPOHU O0OBH-
HyBadeHHsI. Cy0080-ekcnepmua idAbHIiCMb: 30epesceHHs HAYK08020 Ma Kadposozo nomeHyiaLy
8 yM08ax 80€HH020 cmary : MaT-1u IV Beeykp. hopymy cya. ekcnept. (JIbBiB, 07.06.2024). Oze-
ca, 2024. C. 82—85. URL: https://ndeke.lviv.ua/pdf/law.pdf (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

2 IIxabapo B. M., Bina A. B., Boponiu B. B. IIpaBoBi aclieKTU IIPOBe/IeHHS II04€PKO3HABYOTO
nocmifxkeHHs. Bicnux Yrisepcumemy imeni Anvppeda Hobens. Cepia «IIpago». 2022. Ne 1 (4).
C. 50—56. DOI: 10.32342/2709-6408-2022-1-4-5 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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can be applicable in court; analyse existing
approaches to understanding the probative
value of experts’ findings in the context of
judicial practice.

Research Methods

The following general scientific and spe-
cial methods were applied:

+ dialectical — to recognize the links
between legal rules, forensic prac-
tice and court decisions;

« formal-legal — to analyse provisions
of procedural legislation regarding
expert findings;

+ systemic-structural — to formulate
a summary list of criteria for evalu-
ating expert findings;

« analysis — to identify common
problems in the way courts perceive
handwriting analyses.

Analysis
of Essential Researches
and Publications

V. Bazhaniuk?, N. Klymenko 4, M. Klymchuk
and S. Marko °, V. Korzh ¢, T. Kravchuk 7,
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Hux MixHapoOHozo gymanimapHozo yHigepcumemy. Cep.: FOpucnpydenuyis. 2021. Ne 54. T. 2.
C.110—113. DOI: 10.32841/2307-1745.2021.54.2.24 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

4 Knmumenko H. I. CyzoBa eKCIIepTOJIOris: Kypc JIEKIIH : HaBd. IOCi0. AJIA CTYA. IOpUJ. CIIeIl.
BH3. Kuis, 2007. 528 c. ; Ii . BUCHOBOK eKcIiepTa K JyKepesio J0Kasy B CYAIOYMHCTBI. Exc-
nepmHe 3abe3nedenHs po3cAidy8aHHs OKpemux 6udig 3A04UHIE @ MaT-I{ HayK.-IIPaKT. KOHO.

(Kuis, 31.03.2011). Kuis, 2011. C. 73—76.
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6 Kopxx B. OmiHKa BHCHOBKY €KCIIepTa: IIPOIeCyasbHi IMifICTaBM, KPUMIiHATICTUYHI peKo-
MeHganii. CyuacHi meHdeHyil po3eUMKY KPUMIHAAICMUKL MaA KPUMIHAABHO20 NPOyecy 8 YMo-
84X BOEHH020 CMAMY : Te3W AOI. MiXHap. HayK.-pakT. KoH®. (Xapkis, 25.11.2022). Xapkis,
2022. C. 229—232. URL: https://files.znu.edu.ua/files/Bibliobooks/Inshi71/0052090.pdf (date

accessed: 05.08.2025).

7 KpaBuyk T. O. O1iHKa BICHOBKY €KCIIepTa Ta HOTro I0Ka30Be 3Ha4eHHs B aZIMiHICTPaTUBHOMY
cyzZodnHCTBI YKpaiuu. Innovative solutions in modern science. 2016. Ne 6 (6). 13 c. URL: http://
naukajournal.org/index.php/ISMSD/article/viewFile/923/1063 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

8 CaxreBcpkuii M. B. KpuMmiHaicTuka (y cydacHOMy BUKJIaZi) : migpyuyHuk. Kuis, 2005. 588 c.
URL: https://surli.cc/xyracd (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

9 YepHsak A. M. BukopucTaHHA CIelliaTbHUX 3HAHD IIPU JOCTiIKeHHI TEKCTIB i3 3aKJINKaMU 10
TiIPUBY KOHCTUTYLIHHOTO JIaJy, MOPYLUIEHHS TePUTOPiaIbHOI I[iTiICHOCTI i HeZIOTOPKAHOCTI
Vkpainu. BicHUuK KpuminaavHozo cydouuncmed. 2022. Ne 3—4. C. 101—111. DOI: 10.17721/2413-
5372.2022.3-4/101-111 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

10 IMlemiTeko B. 0. OmiHKa BUCHOBKY eKclepTa / Beamka ykpaiHChbKa IOpUAUYHA €HIMKJIOIe-
Aig. V 20 7. T. 20 : KpuMiHamicTUKa, CyA0OBa eKCIIEPTHU3a, IOPUAUIHA IICUXOJIOTIA ; PeJKOIL.:
B. I0. IlleniThKo (rosoBa) Ta in. Xapkis, 2018. C. 577—578.

11 IepbaxoBcbkuil M. CTaHZApT AOCTOBIPHOCTI BUCHOBKY eKCIIepTa Y KPUMiHaJIbHOMY IIPO-
neci. Teopis ma npakmuxa cyooeoi ekcnepmusu i Kpuminaaicmuku. 2021. Bur. 3 (25). C. 21—39.
DOI: 10.32353/khrife.3.2021.03 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

12 HOnanpkwui O. B. OuiHKa BUCHOBKY eKCIIlepTa sIK foKasy y cyzai. Teopis i npakmuka cydogo-exc-
nepmuoi digavrocmi : MaT-1u VIII MixBizoMm. Hayk.-pakT. koud. (Kuis, 27.11.2019). Kuis,
2019. C. 468—471. URL: https://surli.cc/fkjihp (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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Yu. Yaroslav 3, and others analysed how
expert findings are evaluated. Of particu-
lar note is that scientists emphasized com-
mon approaches to evaluating expert find-
ings as a source of evidence, the role of the
court in verifying the scientific validity of
expert findings, and the issues of the fo-
rensic expert’s procedural status. Never-
theless, the issue of specifying criteria for
evaluating handwriting analysis findings
remains understudied. There is a need for
an in-depth analysis of this aspect, given
current judicial practice, updated proce-
dural legislation and advances in forensic
expertology.

Main Content
Presentation

Expert findings are a special type of writ-
ten evidence obtained through the use of
specific expertise in the course of investi-
gating circumstances of a case. As set forth
in the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine
(Civ. PC), a forensic expert provides writ-
ten findings in which he or she substanti-
ates answers in respect of questions asked
by the court. It may also encompass a defi-
nition covering both the form (written)
and content (research findings), as well as
requirements for the subject (specific ex-
pertise) of providing these findings .
Similar provisions are contained in
the Criminal Procedure Code, the Code
of Commercial Procedure of Ukraine and
the Code of Administrative Proceedings
of Ukraine, demonstrating a legislator’s
unified approach to the expert findings
concept across various jurisdictions. Si-

multaneously, in civil proceedings, expert
findings take on special significance, re-
quiring careful evaluation as evidence.

The principles of evaluating evidence
(and therefore expert findings) are ad-
missibility, relevance, reliability and suf-
ficiency.

Art. 89 of the Civ. PC of Ukraine en-
shrines the following common principles
for evaluating evidence ' that shall apply
to expert findings:

« Admissibility: strict compliance
with all procedural requirements
is essential (proper appointment of
a forensic expert by the court, par-
ticipation of parties, procedures
of notification and materials sub-
mission) to obtain expert findings.
Failure to observe these require-
ments may result in evidence being
deemed inadmissible.

+ Relevance: is rooted in the con-
nection between findings and the
subject matter of evidence (a con-
clusion must logically follow from
circumstances that are relevant to
a case and provide answers to the
questions posed).

+ Reliability: the extent to which in-
ternal consistency, completeness,
applied methodology and scientific
level of reasoning are maintained.
Discrepancies, incompleteness, or
methodological errors should be
scrutinized carefully (e.g., the Su-
preme Courtresolution dated 14 Au-
gust 2024 (case No. 757/58333/16-11)
sets out that the court must assess
the validity, logic, and consistency

13 sIpocias 0. FO. OuiHKa BUCHOBKY eKCIIepTa 3a JI0IIOMOT0I0 CIelliaJIbHUX 3HaHb. CY0080-ncu-
X0/102I4Ha eKcnepmu3d. 3acmocy8anhs noaiepaga i cneyiasbHuxX 3HAHb 8 PUOULHILL NPaAKMuyi.
2019. Ne 3 (19). URL: https://surl.li/okshkh (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

14 IluBinbHUIU IpoOIleCcyaabHUN KoZleKe YKpainu Bizg 18.03.2004 p. Ne 1618-IV (3i 3MiH. Ta 0IOB.).
URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1618-15#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

15 Tam camo.
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of expert findings rather than rely-
ing on them formally '°).

« Sufficiency means that findings
must be capable of clarifying case
circumstances or, along with other
evidence, of helping to shape the
judge’s inner conviction.

These criteria should be evaluated
based on a thorough, complete and ob-
jective consideration of the judge’s inner
conviction.

The court’s role in verifying expert
findings involves an informal approach
and independent evaluation.

Art. 110 of the Civ. PC states that the
court is not obliged to view expert findings
as indisputable evidence: instead, it must
independently assess the probative value
of these findings V'.

Handwriting analysis is one of the
most common types of forensic exam-
ination. It is conducted to determine the
authenticity of written documents in civil
proceedings. It is particularly applicable
in cases involving invalidation of trans-
actions, disputes over the authenticity of
signatures, investigation of circumstances
indicating evidence tampering, etc. The
distinctiveness of handwriting analysis is
due to the nature of the research objects
and the methodological features of the
handwriting identification process. It is
necessary to distinguish between different
types of handwriting analysis and to deter-
mine how conclusions can be formulated.
Itis also important to identify typical prob-
lems that occur during expert research.

There are two main forms of findings
in handwriting analysis: categorical and

probabilistic. The choice of wording for
the expert findings depends on the degree
of coincidence of identifying signs, avail-
ability of sufficient high-quality samples
and information about conditions under
which the inscription in question was
made.

Categorical findings mean a forensic
expert confirms or contests the authen-
ticity of a particular research object with
absolute certainty. Such findings can be
formulated only provided that a sufficient
number of stable, distinctive features of
a person’s handwriting are identified that
unambiguously indicate a specific person.

In contrast, probabilistic wording is
used when there are objective factors ob-
structing the formation of an unambigu-
ous conclusion. For instance, insufficient
evidence, poor document quality, atypical
conditions for signing, etc. Under such
circumstances, a forensic expert may use
various evaluative phrases: “It cannot be
excluded that execution is possible...”, “There
is a high probability...”, “Obtained data allow
us to make the following assumptions...”, etc.

These wordings are acceptable in judi-
cial practice; however, they should be eval-
uated alongside the rest of the evidence .

The availability of expert findings does
not constitute grounds for recognizing
a fact as proven if findings are not suffi-
ciently substantiated or contradict other
pieces of evidence.

The court must evaluate both the con-
tent of expert findings, a forensic expert’s
personality, compliance with the proce-
dure, and the methodology applied. In
case the expert findings fail to meet the

16 IloctanoBa BC Bizg 14.08.2024 p. CripaBa Ne 757/58333/16-11. IIpoBazk. Ne 61-7535cB24 / EP/IP :
BebGcaiit. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/121075202 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

17 IIUBINBHUY NPOIECYATBPHUH KOZEKC ...
15#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1618-

18 IloctanoBa BC Bizx 11.11.2019 p. CrrpaBa Ne 523/393/15-11. IIpoBazk. Ne 61-42408cB18 / €PZIP :
BebGcaiit. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/85614393 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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requirements of completeness or are con-
tradictory, the court has the right to:
« appoint a re-examination or an ad-
ditional forensic examination;
« summon a forensic expert to pro-
vide explanations;
« reject the conclusion as having no
probative value *.

Some scholars note that “the court does
not possess appropriate specific expertise to
evaluate expert’s findings” . Simultane-
ously, at least minimal specific expertise
is required to effectively evaluate expert
findings.

Typical problems encountered
during handwriting analysis

The accuracy and persuasiveness of expert
findings can be affected by multiple factors
that influence handwriting analysis:
Insufficient or inadequate quality of sam-
ples provided for comparison. Successful
handwriting analysis requires a sufficient
number of free and experimental samples
of the person’s handwriting being exam-
ined. If samples are not executed under
similar conditions or during a similar pe-
riod, forensic examination results may be
limited or expressed probabilistically.
Atypical conditions for signing. Analys-
ing signatures that have been executed in
conditions of physiological or psychologi-
cal stress, in poor lighting, in an unusual
posture or while the signatory is unwell,
presents a substantial obstacle. In simi-
lar scenarios, natural characteristics of
handwriting can be substantially altered,
reducing identification reliability.

Signs of handwriting imitation or forg-
ery. In practice, there are cases of execut-
ing signatures using the method of free or
semi-free imitation, tracing, or mechani-
cal copying. These methods of deliberate
forgery greatly hinder the process of iden-
tification, require technical expert analy-
sis, and sometimes prevent drawing clear
findings.

In line with Supreme Court practice,
circumstances that prevent categorical
findings from being drawn cannot auto-
matically result in the rejection of such ev-
idence; however, they do require critical
evaluation in conjunction with the rest of
evidence in a case 2.

In the civil procedure system of prov-
ing, expert findings (especially those on
handwriting analysis) are particularly im-
portant. This is because they are seen as
a form of specific expertise that falls out-
side the court’s competence. At the same
time, the availability of expert findings
does not mean that they possess probative
value, as the court must critically evaluate
them, considering multiple indicators of
reliability and validity. In this respect, the
issue of defining clear and practical crite-
ria for evaluating findings of handwriting
analyses is relevant in both theoretical and
applied aspects of judicial practice.

Although there are no official statistics
on the number of rejected expert find-
ings, judicial practice indicates that courts
meticulously evaluate expert findings for
completeness and validity. In cases where
expert findings are incomplete, unfound-
ed or contradict other evidence in a case,

19 IloctanoBa BC Biz 23.10.2019 p. CripaBa Ne 295/5727/15-11. ITpoBazx. Ne 61-14546¢B19 / EPLIP :
Bebcatit. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/85238612 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

20 TxaueHKO €. A. PelleH3yBaHHS BUCHOBKIB CyZIJOBUX €KCIIEPTIiB K He(hOpMaIbHi IIPAKTUKHI —
ix mpolecyaJpHHI CTAaTyC Ta OIiHKAa B KpUMiHaJIbHOMY NIpoBa/xeHHi. Yaconuc Kuiscvkozo
yHigepcumemy npasa. 2018. Ne 4. C. 293. URL: https://surl.li/ptdrzl (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

21 TlocranoBa BC Biz 07.12.2023 p. Crpasa Ne 357/9972/19. IlpoBazx. Ne 61-10226¢B23 / €EPAIP :
BebcatitT. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/115508542 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

158



Olena Savina, Vilena Zdor, Dmytro Us. Evaluating Handwriting Analysis Findings
in Judicial Practice: Criteria, Sample-Related Challenges
and Ways of Improvement. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.3.2025.11

courts may reject them or appoint a re-ex-
amination or an additional examination.

That said, it is worth noting that com-
pleteness and validity of findings depend
primarily on the relevance, reliability and
sufficiency of information provided to
a forensic expert for the purposes of con-
ducting a forensic examination: i.e., when
appointing a forensic examination, the
requirements of the Scientific and Meth-
odological Guidelines on the Preparation
and Appointment of Forensic Examina-
tions and Expert Studies ** (Scientific and
Methodological Guidelines) must be strictly
followed. Firstly, this will save the expert
time that would otherwise be spent draft-
ing a motion to request additional mate-
rials and waiting for them. Secondly, it
will prevent delays in meeting procedur-
al deadlines during consideration of the
court case.

We would like to highlight that a fo-
rensic expert often submits a motion to
provide additional materials or specify
questions when the Scientific and Method-
ological Guidelines are not met, or when
their content is not understood.

Questions submitted for forensic ex-
amination must be clearly and logically
formulated in line with the research sub-
ject. Vaguely worded questions or those
that go beyond the expert’s competence
could seriously hinder or rule out the pos-
sibility of obtaining an objective and sci-
entifically sound conclusion.

Equally important prerequisite for ef-
fective expert research is the full volume
of comparative materials that should con-
tain reliable, complete and sufficient in-

formation for identifying, comparing or
determining facts. It is the quality and rel-
evance of these materials that significant-
ly affect the accuracy and completeness of
expert findings.

Bearing this in mind, thorough prepa-
ration of case materials (specifically,
preliminary review of documents by the
judge before submitting them for foren-
sic examination) is of paramount impor-
tance. The aim of such a review is to iden-
tify the key features and characteristics of
the object under study. The list of manda-
tory components encompasses: document
title, details and exact location of the ex-
amination object in the document’s struc-
ture, information about the individual on
whose behalf the signature was execut-
ed, and presence of related handwritten
notes (e.g., surname, initials, sum written
out in words, date, etc.). Emphasis should
be made on clarifying the fact of amend-
ing the text (amendments), as well as on
identifying the writing instrument used to
make the signature or other inscriptions *.

All of these aspects are crucial for en-
suring the reliability and validity of expert
examinations in criminal, civil and com-
mercial proceedings.

Let us consider the following example.

In a civil proceeding, the court ordered
a forensic handwriting examination and
asked a forensic expert the following ques-
tion: “Can the signature be examined foren-
sically to identify who signed the compulsory
insurance policy?” The document under
examination contained two signatures. In
a motion to the court, and guided by the
requirements of the Instruction on the Ap-

22 HayKOBO-MeTOAWYHI peKOMeHaIllil 3 MUTaHb [i[ITOTOBKY Ta IPU3HAUYEeHHsI CYOBUX eKCIIep-
TU3 Ta eKCIIePTHUX J0CTiPKEHD : 3aTB. Haka3. Min'tocty Vkpaiuu Big 08.10.1998 p. Ne 53/5
(31 3miH. Ta gomos.). URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-98#Text (date accessed:

05.08.2025).
23 Tam camo.
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pointment and Conduct of Forensic Exam-
inations and Expert Studies (Instruction) *
and the Scientific and Methodological
Guidelines %, a forensic expert requested
that the question be specified, since the
question of the suitability of the signature
for forensic examination is general and re-
quires clarification (e.g., what type of foren-
sic examination is conducted: identification
or, possibly, questioned document). Such
clarification would enable the forensic ex-
pert to provide a professional and reason-
able answer within his/her competence. If
the question falls within the scope of ques-
tioned document examination, then the
type of forensic examination must be re-
considered. Given the nature of the issues
under study, it is advisable to appoint a mul-
tidisciplinary forensic handwriting and
questioned document examination, which
will contribute to the completeness and ob-
jectivity of expert findings. Therefore, case
materials are returned to the court and the
time allocated for a forensic examination
and further consideration of the case is ex-
tended. This delays the process.

Similar cases are becoming increas-
ingly common in forensic practice, prov-
ing the relevance of the issues we have
raised.

The court’s procedural decision to
appoint a forensic handwriting analysis
involves more than just the fact of its initi-
ation; it also presupposes the proper defi-
nition of the subject of expert research.
Formulating a task for a forensic expert in
the form of clear and reasonable questions

that require a scientific resolution through
specific expertise is deemed to be the cen-
tral element in this process.

Each of these questions should be
worded taking into account a number
of mandatory information components.
In the absence of these components, it
is impossible to develop an appropriate
research methodology. Specifically, in
questions, it is feasible to indicate the full
or abbreviated titles of a document (or
its segments: the first and last words of
text), date of its compilation, and initials
of a person who is likely to be the author
of the disputed inscription or signature.
Should it be required, depending on the
specifics of the task at hand, the last name
and initials of a person on whose behalf
the signature has been executed, as well
as his/her legal status (well-known or un-
known person; fictitious or real name;
presence or absence of writing skills) are
to be mentioned .

The court’s resolution on appointing
a forensic examination should comprise
well-defined questions that conform to the
provisions of current Scientific and Meth-
odological Guidelines. Adhering to such
methodological approaches increases the
importance and probative value of expert
analysis in court proceedings.

Researchers have repeatedly empha-
sised the importance of appointing and
conducting forensic examinations within
civil proceedings. Notably, challenges in
this field have been extensively analysed
by Zh. Vasylieva-Shalamova ¥ and Z. Me-

24 THCTPYKIIiA NPO IMPU3HAYEHHS Ta IIPOBEJEHHS CYJOBUX €KCIIEPTU3 Ta €KCIIePTHUX AOCIi-
JUKeHB : 3aTB. Haka3. MiH'locTy Vikpainu Bizg 08.10.1998 p. Ne 53/5 (3i 3miH. Ta gomos.). URL:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-98#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

25 HayKoBO-MeTOAWYHI peKOMeHZAlil ...
98#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
26 Tam camo.

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-

27 Bacunpesa-Illamamosa JK. B. IlporjecyanpHUl MOPSLOK IIPU3HAYEHHS CYZ0BOi €KCIIepTU3HU
B nuBinbHOMY Iporuieci. Cydoycmpiil i cydouuncmeo 8 Yrpaini. 2007. Ne 4. C. 43—50 ; I . Cyzo-
Ba eKCIIepTH3a B IIUBLIBHOMY IIpolieci : aBToped. ANC. ... KaH/J. IopuJ. HayK. Kuis, 2009. 15 c.
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lenevska et al. %, while V. Halahan and
0. Kozak ¥ considered the procedural
mechanism of obtaining samples for sub-
sequent handwriting analyses.

Despite the existing scientific interest
in individual components of the forensic
examination process, the issue of appoint-
ing a forensic handwriting analysis specif-
ically within civil proceedings continues
to be inadequately addressed and requires
the development of practical guidelines.

Let us consider several examples from
forensic practice.

Example 1. A forensic expert was asked
to address the following question: “Was the
signature in the ‘Guarantor: V. V. Kozak’ col-
umn of the suretyship contract No. 04, dated
14 January 2008, made by V. V. Kozak himself
or by someone else?” In response to the fo-
rensic expert’s motion for experimental and
free handwriting samples (at least 10-15),
the court provided three documents con-
taining samples of V. V. KozaK’s signature.

Fig. 1. Signature under examination

ey
e

4

Fig. 2. Sample
of V. V. Kozak’s signature

Example 2. The following question was
posed to the forensic handwriting expert:
“Was the signature on behalf of 1. 1. Hru-
sha in the ‘Attending physician’ column of
the inpatient’s medical record excerpt made
by I. I. Hrusha or by someone else?” Free,
semi-free and experimental samples of
I. I. Hrusha’s signature were provided for
the forensic examination.

=

Tamokue

Konnp:

Fig. 3. Signature
under examination

28 MenenescbKa 3. C., CBoboza €. 0., AHTOHIOK II. €. IIpUYMHN eKCIIePTHUX TOMIUIOK IIiZ Jac
BUpIilIeHHS ileHTUGIKAIHIX 3aBAAHD ¥ MeXaX CyZ0BO-TI0YePKO3HABYUX JOCIiKeHb. Kpu-
MiHanicmuyHuil gicHuk. 2016. Ne 1 (25). C. 115—121. URL: https://surl.li/jzjewr (date accessed:

05.08.2025).

29 Taiaras B. 1., Kosak O. B. IIponecyagbHNH IOPSIZOK i TAKTUKA OZlep:KaHHS 3pasKiB JJIs eKC-
MIepTHOTO JOCHiKeHHs ¥ KpUMiHaJIbHOMY CYZOYMHCTBI YKpaiHu : MoHorpadisi. /loHelbK,
2012. 238 c. ; Kosax O. B. IIporiecyaabHUI TOPSLOK OTPHUMAaHHS 3pasKiB /I eKCIIEPTU3H 32
KIIK Vkpainu. Jui Hayku Hayionaavhoeo yHigepcumemy «Kueso-Mozuaancoka akademis» Ha
pakyavmemi npasnudux Hayk, 2014 : Te3u HayK. AOII. Ta IOBiZIOM. (Ha KPyIJI. cTOJI. 23 Ta 27 ciu-
Hs 2014 p.). Kuis, 2014. C. 76—78. URL: https://ekmair.ukma.edu.ua/handle/123456789/32549

(date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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5

Figs. 4-5. 1. I. Hrusha’s signature samples

However, in both cases, a forensic
expert provided neither categorical nor
probabilistic findings. This resulted from
the following reasons.

As set forth in the general provisions
of the handwriting analysis methodolo-
gy, samples must be such that they can be
compared and contrasted with research
objects, i.e., they must be written in the
same language and in the same alphabet
as the signature under examination. To as-
sess the quality of comparative material, it
is essential to determine the compatibility
of submitted samples and signatures un-
der examination. Therefore, if possible,
free and experimental signature samples
should match the signatures under exam-
ination in terms of document type, time
and conditions of execution. A sufficient
amount of comparative material can only
be guaranteed in a case when provided
signature samples enable us to determine
consistency in their features.

Sample comparability refers to the abil-
ity to compare (match) significant, highly
informative individual handwriting (signa-
ture) features executed at different times:
this applies to documents of different na-
ture in terms of their intended purpose
(appropriate samples in terms of time) and
to the signature under examination. That
is, in the samples and in the signature un-
der examination, corresponding letters
and their elements, types of connections
between corresponding letters and their
elements, sequence of movements and
their direction, their vertical or horizontal

arrangement, etc., should be compared se-
quentially.

By comparing the signature on behalf of
V. V. Kozak with samples of V. V. Kozak’s sig-
nature, it has been found that that they dif-
fer significantly in composition and cannot
be compared, i.e., they do not contain sim-
ilar graphic images (the signature under ex-
amination consists of non-letter elements,
while the transcription in the samples con-
sists of letters: see Figs. 1-2). This obstructs
the conduct of comparative study. It also
hinders further identification of the execu-
tor. The same applies to the comparison of
signatures by L. I. Hrusha (see Figs. 3-5).

Example 3. The forensic expert was
asked the following question: “Was the sig-
nature on behalf of M. M. Mamai, in the ‘Sig-
natures of the parties — Landlord’ column in
the land lease contract No. 007 dated 7 July
2017, executed by M. M. Mamai herself or by
someone else?”.

During the preliminary examination
of materials provided for research, the fo-
rensic expert determined that the free sam-
ples of M. M. Mamai’s handwriting did not
have any features that would confirm the
documents’ official nature (there were no
relevant marks: seal or stamp impressions,
approval inscriptions made by persons to
whom statements are addressed, incoming
and outgoing reference numbers, etc.).

Furthermore, the experimental sam-
ples of M. M. Mamai’s signature were
not submitted during the court hearing
(the decision to appoint a forensic exam-
ination was made on 5 May 2024, and the

162



Olena Savina, Vilena Zdor, Dmytro Us. Evaluating Handwriting Analysis Findings
in Judicial Practice: Criteria, Sample-Related Challenges
and Ways of Improvement. DOI: 10.32353/khrife.3.2025.11

samples were collected by the court clerk
on 28 June 2024). The samples were not
dully certified by the judge’s signature.

As stipulated in para. 2 of cl. 1.3 of
Sec. I of the Scientific and Methodolog-
ical Guidelines, “free samples are hand-
written texts, handwritten notes (letters and
numbers), signatures, accurately executed
by a specific person prior to the opening of
criminal proceedings, proceedings in cases
of administrative offences, civil, administra-
tive or economic cases and not related to their
circumstances; semi-free samples are samples
of handwriting and/or signatures execut-
ed by a specific person before the opening of
proceedings in a case, but related to the cir-
cumstances of that case, or the ones that may
be made either before or after the opening of
proceedings in a case, and may or may not be
related to its circumstances” *°.

According to para. 1.7 of Sec. I of the
Scientific and Methodological Guidelines,
“experimental samples are certified by the
body (person) who appointed a forensic ex-
amination/ engaged a forensic expert. Certi-
fication inscription indicates the executor’s
last name, first name and patronymic, as well
as the sample’s features (e.g., left-handedness,
special font, etc.)” 3.

As outlined in paras. 2 and 3 of
Sec. 1.10 of the Scientific and Methodolog-
ical Guidelines:

“When choosing samples of a person’s
signature for subsequent examination, the
author of the examined signature should be
asked to sign using all variations of his/her
signature that he/she commonly uses.

30 HaykoBO-MeTOAWYHI peKOMeHAalil ...
98#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

31 Tam camo.

32 Tam camo.

33 IHCTpyKLiA ...
05.08.2025).

34 Tam camo.

35 HaykKoBO-MeTOAWYHI peKOMeHAalil ...
98#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

If, for certain reasons, it was not possible
to comply with any requirements relating to
the collection and provision of samples, this
should be indicated in a forensic examination
appointment (forensic expert involvement)
document” 2.

Para. 3.3 of Sec. III of the Instruction
specifies that “a forensic examination ap-
pointment (forensic expert involvement)
document must comprise the following data:
<...> questions that are to be answered by
a forensic expert, a list of objects to be exam-
ined (including comparative samples and
other materials that have been forwarded to
the forensic expert or references to such lists
in the case file), and other data relevant to the
conduct of a forensic examination” *.

A forensic examination appointment
(forensic expert involvement) document
must indicate the exact names of all ob-
jects submitted for a forensic examina-
tion, their quantity, weight, series and
serial numbers (for money of any origin),
and other distinctive individual features *.

Under Sec. 1.8 of the Scientific and
Methodological Guidelines, “it is advis-
able to provide both free and experimen-
tal samples of letter or digital writing on at
least 15 sheets. The shorter the examined text
(note), the greater the need for free samples.
If possible, free signature samples should be
provided on all 15 documents” .

Para. 1 of cl. 1.10 of Sec. I of the Scientif-
ic and Methodological Guidelines provides
that “when free signature samples are being col-
lected from someone on whose behalf the stud-
ied signature was executed, documents with

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-98#Text (date accessed:

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-
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a signature that is most similar to the examined
signature should be found. Such signatures are
commonly found in documents of a similar na-
ture to those studied in this paper” .

Taking into account the above provi-
sions, the forensic expert submitted a mo-
tion to provide additional experimental
and free samples of M. M. Mamai’s signa-
ture certified by a judge.

However, pursuant to the motion, the
forensic expert was supplied with the same
materials. Furthermore, the court failed to
explain why the motion of the forensic ex-
pert had not been granted, nor did it clarify
that a forensic examination should be con-
ducted using the available evidence. Conse-
quently, the forensic expert had to submit
a second motion to the court.

Accordingly, the main requirements for
free handwriting samples are: reliability of
origin (undisputed origin); compliance with
the document under examination (similar
in time of execution, form and content, per-
formed by similar writing instruments, etc.),
a reasonable number of samples.

Examining evidence directly is an inte-
gral part of proving, as it is the main way
the court perceives factual data relevant to
a case. Such studies are strongly associated
with the requirements for evidence rele-
vance and admissibility, since only those
that meet these criteria can be the subject

el i

of analysis in court. The principle of imme-
diacy stipulates that the court should get
a real opportunity to familiarize itself with
all the evidence available in the case file, di-
rectly perceiving and evaluating it. This ap-
proach ensures the completeness and ob-
jectivity of the trial, which is confirmed by
the Resolution of the Supreme Court dated
27 July 2021 (Case No. 357/4897/20) .

Nevertheless, the court actually with-
drew from identifying proper samples be-
fore providing them to a forensic expert,
delegated this responsibility to the foren-
sic expert and provided him with unveri-
fied and improperly prepared materials.
This approach contradicts the principles
of evidence admissibility and relevance
(Art. 89 of the Civ. PC of Ukraine %) and
creates the risk of expert findings being
recognised as inadmissible in a case.

Example 4. The expert was addressed
with the following: “Was the signature in
the ‘Signatures of the parties’ column of the
will made by S. D. Sidorov himself or by some-
one else on his behalf?”.

During the preliminary study of the
research materials, the forensic expert
found that there had not been enough
samples and that they had been executed
in a variety of ways. This suggests either
variability in the signature or that differ-
ent individuals prepared the samples.

a

eI A C e

6

O £

7

Figs. 6-8. Signatures under examination

36 HaykoBO-MeTOAMYHI peKOMeHJAIil ...
98#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-

37 Ilocranosa BC Big 27.07.2021 p. CrpaBa Ne 357/4897/20. IIpoBazx. Ne 61-3751cB21 / €P/IP :
BebOcaiiT. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/98671700 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

38 LuBiIBHUI IPOIECYATBPHUN KOZEKC ...
15#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1618-
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Figs. 9-12. Samples of S. D. Sidorov’s signature

After comparing all the examined
signatures, the forensic expert identi-
fied individual matching and diverging
features in the handwriting, but neither
coincidence nor discrepancy is the basis
for reaching positive or negative findings.
This is due to the high variability and rel-
ative simplicity of the element structure,
which prevents the identification of hand-
writing characteristics that could be used
for identification purposes. Moreover, the
examined signatures were executed over
an extended period (1994-2006), thereby
hindering the evaluation of divergent fea-
tures (whether they are caused by changes
to handwriting or by the passage of time,
or whether they indicate that the exam-
ined signatures were executed by different
people).

Consequently, the forensic expert did
not answer the question of whether the
studied signatures had been executed by
one person or different people:

Therefore, the conducted handwriting
analysis has demonstrated the impossibil-
ity of formulating categorical findings re-
garding the executor of the signatures due
to high variability, a significant time inter-
val between the execution of samples and
the signatures under examination, and
a lack of structural comparability. It has
been proven that proper selection of free
handwriting samples—reliable in origin,
executed within the closest possible time

39 IuBiNBHUM HpOIleCyalbHUIN KOZEKC ... .
15#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

frame, similar in form, content, and writ-
ten with the same writing instrument, as
well as sufficient in quantity—is the main
condition for proving scientific validity
and probative value of expert findings.

Evaluation of expert findings by courts
and the lack of definitive results

In civil proceedings, expert findings are
deemed to be one of the types of written
evidence that the court must evaluate
in conjunction with other materials in
a case ¥. Simultaneously, courts prioritize
categorical and clearly worded findings
that enable to unambiguously prove or re-
fute a certain fact. The lack of a definitive
result (in particular, the inability to iden-
tify the signature executor) considerably
obstructs the process of proving. This is
because such findings do not possess in-
dependent probative value and the courts
often define them as unconvincing.

The problem with probabilistic find-
ings is that the party that initiates a foren-
sic examination does not necessarily get
the expected result. This is because the
court does not receive a clear answer to
the question asked. Consequently, there
is a need to either conduct a re-examina-
tion, an additional examination, or turn
to indirect evidence, thereby prolonging
the process and resulting in higher costs
for both parties. To minimize the risk of
obtaining a non-categorical conclusion,

URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1618-
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which would have limited probative value
in a trial, it is essential to properly collect
samples and ensure their comparability at
the stage of sample preparation, prior to
forensic examination.

This trend is supported by Supreme
Court practice. In a resolution 7 Septem-
ber 2023 (case No. 686/24376/20), it was
recognised that expert findings compiled
without studying free samples of the ac-
cused’s signature were inadmissible due
to their incomplete nature and violation of
methodological guidelines .

Another resolution of the Supreme
Court (case No. 569/8833/20) states that
non-categorical formulations are the
grounds for appointing an additional fo-
rensic examination *.

Therefore, the absence of categorical
expert findings is both a methodological
shortfall and a judicial issue. Such cases
delay consideration, result in higher costs
for both parties and require re-examina-
tion. For findings to be recognized as ev-
idence by the court, one should adhere to
methodological standards, ensure struc-
tural comparability and clearly formulate
research tasks.

It is worth noting that it is impossi-
ble to present categorical findings on the
identity or difference of the executor’s sig-
natures when: graphic material is limited
in both volume and informational value,
presence of only one repeating written
symbol, relative simplicity of handwriting
elements, significant time gap between
the execution of signatures under exam-
ination, insufficient structural compara-
bility between handwriting samples and

examined signatures. Reliability of expert
findings can only be ensured through an
appropriate collection of free handwriting
samples. These samples must have a reli-
able origin, be as close as possible to the
studied document in terms of time of ex-
ecution, form, content and type of writing
instrument, and also be sufficient in quan-
tity. Failure to comply with these require-
ments decreases the expert’s ability to
identify the executor and reduces the pro-
bative value of expert findings in a trial.

A lack of expert findings in a case re-
sults in serious procedural obstacles for
a court, as it prevents the court from in-
vestigating and assessing actual circum-
stances that are essential for resolving the
dispute on the merits.

As set forth in Art. 110 of the Civ. PC,
expert findings constitute a standalone
type of evidence that must be evaluated
and examined by the court alongside oth-
er evidence #. At the same time, the court
cannot replace a forensic expert’s specif-
ic expertise at its discretion. Therefore, if
there are no findings, or if the findings are
irrelevant due to improper drafting, insuf-
ficient validity or inconsistency, the court
risks making a decision without a proper
evidentiary basis. This may result in its
termination under appellate or cassation
procedure.

From the perspective of I. Homeniuk
and S. Honhal, completeness and scientif-
ic validity of handwriting analysis findings
predominantly depend on the quality and
sufficiency of provided experimental, free
and semi-free samples of handwriting and
signatures of the alleged executor. Com-

40 IToctanoBa BC Bij 07.09.2023 p. CripaBa Ne 686/24376/20. ITpoBajx. Ne 51-2179xkm23 / €PLP :
Bebcaiit. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/113396794 (zata 3BepHeHH:: 05.08.2025).

41 Te came Big 06.01.2025 p. CrpaBa Ne 569/8833/20. IIpoBamx. Ne 61-8416¢823 / Tam camo. URL:
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/124331337 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

42 TluBinPHUU NPOLIECYaJbHUU KOJEKC ...
15#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1618-
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parative material should comply with the
standards for a comprehensive analysis
of all individually consistent handwriting
features that are subject to identification.
Samples that are nearly identical to the
examined objects in terms of the time of
execution, type of document, language,
content, writing instruments and condi-
tions of execution are the most informa-
tive. Simultaneously, in practice, we often
come across situations where these re-
quirements are grossly violated, or where
the provided samples lack necessary char-
acteristics .

Court practice demonstrates that if
a party does not provide sufficient sam-
ples for forensic examination, or evades
doing so, the forensic expert has the right
to report on the impossibility of prepar-
ing findings *. In this case, the court may
recognise the fact of failure to prove the
circumstances by the party that was sup-
posed to prove them through forensic ex-
amination *.

Inconsistency in the courts’ approach-
es to evaluating expert findings can also
pose challenges. Courts are limited to for-
mally assessing findings’ compliance with
procedural requirements, without delving
into a meaningful analysis of their validity
and internal logic. Instead, the Supreme
Court has repeatedly emphasized that
expert findings should be evaluated from

the standpoint of completeness, objectivi-
ty, scientific validity and compliance with
questions addressed by a court *.

Accordingly, the fundamental adver-
sarial principle and the right to a fair tri-
al could be seriously jeopardised if inac-
curate expert findings are provided, or if
they are not provided at all. This requires
greater responsibility from the partici-
pants in the process when providing mate-
rials for a forensic examination, as well as
an active role from the court in monitor-
ing the relevance and sufficiency of sam-
ples provided.

Proposals to address the lack
of adequate expert findings at trial

Addressing the lack of adequate expert
findings requires a systematic approach
that combines legislative, organizational
and methodological improvement of the
institution of forensic science.

Firstly, it is important to amend the
procedural legislation: present strict le-
gal consequences for the absence or im-
proper formulation of expert findings.
This corresponds to the fundamental ad-
versarial principle and the right to a fair
trial guaranteed by Art. 6 of the Conven-
tion for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms * and Pts. 1
and 3 of Art. 2 Civ. PC of Ukraine. For ex-
ample, according to Supreme Court rul-

43 Tomemnok I. M., Torrasno C. . 3pasku 414 CyZ0BO1 TI09ePKO3HABYOI eKCIIePTU3H: TPo6aeMHi
NIUTaHHA OfleP)KaHHS Ta MOXJIMBI NUIAXY iX BUpimeHHsS. Kpuminasicmuunuil gicHux. 2016.
Ne 1 (25). C. 122—125. URL: https://surl.li/jzjewr (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

44 THCTpPYKLis Ipo IpU3HAYeHHs Ta IpoBeZeHHd ... . URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/

z0705-98#Text (maTa 3BepHeHHs: 05.08.2025).

45 TloctanoBa BC Bifg 22.04.2022 p. CripaBa Ne 558/54/18. ITpoBazx. Ne 61-5619¢B21 / €P/IP : Beb-
carit. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/104076062 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

46 Te came Big 23.12.2020 p. CrpaBa Ne 757/28231/13-11. ITpoBazx. Ne 61-2616¢B19 / Tam camo.
URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/93794003 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

47 KOHBEHIIis PO 3aXUCT IIPaB JIIOJUHU i OCHOBOIIOJOKHUX CB060/ (EBpomelicbKa KOHBEHIIisk
3 [IpaB JIOAWHM) : Big 04.11.1950 p. ; patudik. 3axoHoM Ykpainu Big 17.07.1997 p. Ne 475/97-
BP ; yunHa 14 Yipainu 3 11.09.1997 p. (3i 3miH. Ta gomos.). URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/
laws/show/995_004#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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ing No. 205/7739/13-1; dated 17 July 2023,
inadequate expert findings mean the
court lacks specific expertise required for
well-reasoned case resolution, which may
result in the decision being overturned *.

Secondly, there is a pressing need to
introduce standardized procedural mech-
anisms that would govern the procedure
for preparing and providing materials for
forensic analysis. Specifically, this applies
to the mandatory requirements for pro-
viding handwriting and signature sam-
ples, time required for their execution,
their origin, and conditions of receipt.
Approaches aimed at minimizing the re-
turn rate of forensic examinations due to
technical shortcomings have long been
employed in foreign practice to ensure
the comparability of materials. For exam-
ple, General requirements for the competence
of testing and calibration laboratories (EN
ISO/IEC 17025:2019) have been in active
use in Ukraine since 1 January 2021 “.
The international standard ISO/IEC 17025
sets general requirements for the compe-
tence, impartiality, and consistent opera-
tion of testing and calibration laboratories
to ensure their results are reliable, accu-
rate, and valid. A fundamental aspect of
this Standard is the stringent regulation
of sample identification, documenta-
tion, and preparation processes provid-
ed for forensic analysis. This ensures the
traceability and authenticity of materials
throughout the testing process, as well
as the correspondence of comparative

handwriting samples (free or semi-free
signatures) to research objects in terms of
their origin, time of execution, and writ-
ing methods used. As demonstrated by
the experience of European countries like
Germany, the Netherlands and the United
Kingdom, forensic examination results
prove to be more reliable when they are
backed by Laboratory accreditation under
EN ISO/IEC 17025:2019.

Taking into account the requirements
of Art. 14 of the Law of Ukraine: On Judi-
cial Examination, which state that forensic
experts cannot independently collect ma-
terials or choose source samples (viola-
tion of this rule may result in disciplinary
action) *, the introduction of these inter-
national rules requires amendments to
national legislation. This can be imple-
mented either through the publication
of a special instruction for courts (which
would govern the procedure for providing
them with forensic examination materi-
als) or through amendments to current
procedural legislation.

Thirdly, one of the promising areas
for enhancing procedural practice in cas-
es requiring handwriting analysis is the
introduction of a sustainable practice of
involving forensic experts at the stage of
collecting handwriting samples or imme-
diately prior to the appointment of a fo-
rensic examination. Para. 3 of cl. 1.11 of
Sec. I of the Scientific and Methodological
Guidelines highlights that the court has
the right to engage a forensic expert (spe-

48 TlocranoBa BC Big 15.06.2023 p. Cripasa Ne 205/7739/13-11. ITpoBajx. Ne 61-8462¢cB22 / €EP/IP :
BebcaiiT. URL: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/111677122 (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

49 [us., vanp.: ICTY EN ISO/IEC 17025:2019 3arajbHi BUMOT'H [0 KOMIIETEHTHOCTi BUIIPOOY-
BaJIbHUX Ta KasnibpyBanbHuX Jaboparopiii (EN ISO/IEC 17025:2017, IDT; ISO/IEC 17025:2017,
IDT) : 3arB. Hakas. [JI1 «VkpHIHL» Bix 23.12.2019 p. Ne 483 [Uunuwmit Big 01.01.2021]. URL:

https://online.budstandart.com/ua/catalog/doc-page.html?id_doc=88724

(date  accessed:

05.08.2025) ; Published Standards / SWGDOC : web. 28 May 2021. URL: https://www.swgdoc.
org/index.php/standards/published-standards (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

50 IIpo cyZoBYy eKCIIepTH3y : 3aKOH YKpaiHU Bif 25.02.1994 p. Ne 4038-XII (3i 3MiH. Ta ZOIIOB.).
URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/4038-12#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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cialist) when it faces challenges associated
with appointing a multi-object forensic ex-
amination of signatures °'.

The analysis of judicial practice shows
that such a mechanism is used sporadical-
ly. The lack of professional advice at the
initial stage has repeatedly resulted in the
re-appointment of a forensic examination
due to inadequate wording of questions or
insufficient and unsuitable comparative
samples. This has consequently led to de-
lays in the consideration of cases.

Engaging a forensic expert at the stage
of reviewing a motion for a forensic exam-
ination or during the preparatory meet-
ing not only optimizes the selection of
samples and determination of the type of
research but also ensures that questions
align with the Scientific and Methodolog-
ical Guidelines. Furthermore, a forensic
expert’s participation helps identify which
documents can serve as comparative ma-
terials and assess the feasibility of con-
ducting a forensic examination under spe-
cific circumstances.

Implementing this practice systemat-
ically will enhance the quality of expert
findings, decrease procedural errors and
the time required, and help uphold the
principle of reasonable trial duration as
outlined in Art. 6 of the Convention for
the Protection of Human Rights and Fun-
damental Freedoms *? and as enshrined in
national procedural legislation.

Active procedural oversight by the
court of rulings on the appointment of fo-
rensic examinations is necessary. Specifi-

51 HaykoBO-MeTOAWYHI peKOMeHAAmil ...
98#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
52 KoHBeHIid IIpo

3aXHCT TIIpaB JIIOAWMHN

cally, setting deadlines for the submission
of materials and expert findings, along-
side relevant sanctions for missing these
deadlines, will improve discipline, as re-
cent court decisions suggest *.
Undertaking these measures will en-
hance the quality of forensic examinations
and ensure the timely receipt of appropri-
ate findings. This will improve the objec-
tivity and efficiency of court proceedings.

Conclusions

Analysing legal provisions and practical
aspects of handwriting analyses, the crit-
ical role of the quantity and quality of
submitted samples in formulating com-
prehensive expert findings is emphasized.
Ensuring the reliability and complete-
ness of research is vital, and this is best
achieved by adhering to the requirements
concerning the origin of samples, their
compliance in terms of execution time
and conditions under which they were
executed. Providing insufficient or inac-
curate information, however, significant-
ly complicates handwriting identification
and reduces the probative value of a foren-
sic examination.

The lack of systematic oversight of
this process poses a risk of either false
findings being drawn or no findings being
drawn at all.

Therefore, to enhance handwriting
analysis efficiency, both the sampling
process (with obligatory engagement of
specialists) and requirements regarding

. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/z0705-

URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/

show/995_004#Text (date accessed: 05.08.2025).

53 Ornaz cyzoBoi mpakTuku KacarjiffHoro IUBIiIbHOTO CyZy y Cckiaazi BepxoBHoro Cyzay mozo
OKpPeMUX IIUTaHb 3aCTOCYBAaHHS MOJOKeHb LIMBITBHOTO IIPOIIECYaIbHOTO KOAEKCY YKpaiHu.
Pimenns, BHeceHi 0 €/IPCP, i3 ciuns 2024 poky o 6epesens 2025 poky. Kuis, 2025. 114 c. /
Cyzosa Biazia Vkpainu : Bebcaiit. URL: https://surl.li/koczoq (date accessed: 05.08.2025).
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quantity and quality of samples should
be improved. This will contribute to the
exhaustiveness of expert findings and en-
sure objective trial.

In the course of this study, the criteria
for evaluating handwriting analysis find-
ings in the trial, which are an important
step for harmonizing methodological ap-
proaches in this area, have been system-
atized. The analysis of regulatory rules
and judicial practice proves that the pro-
bative value of expert findings is closely
tied to adherence to methodological re-
quirements during the preparation and
conduct of research. There are principal
factors influencing the validity and cate-
gorical nature of expert findings. Firstly,
relevance of samples provided. Secondly,
reliability and sufficiency of these sam-
ples. And thirdly, the accuracy of ques-
tions addressed to a forensic expert.

The absence of categorical findings or
their improper formalization entails sig-
nificant procedural risks: delays in case
consideration terms, the need to appoint
a re-examination or an additional exam-
ination, higher costs for both parties,
and impairment of the defence’s effec-
tiveness. Judicial practice demonstrates
that failure to adhere to methodological
standards during selection and evaluation
of comparative samples often constitutes
grounds for recognizing expert findings as
inadmissible evidence.

Handwriting analysis efficiency can be
significantly enhanced through:

1) procedural settlement of conse-
quences associated with insufficient
expert findings or their inadequate
formalization;

2) implementing standardized re-
quirements for selection and prepa-
ration of handwriting samples;

3) introducing the practice of engag-
ing forensic experts at the prepara-

tory stage of appointing a forensic
examination,

4) active procedural oversight by the
court of the timely and quality en-
forcement of rulings on forensic ex-
aminations.

Implementing the proposed measures
will be pivotal in improving the quality
and reliability of expert findings and en-
suring that the circumstances of a case are
clarified promptly and thoroughly, there-
by guaranteeing a fair trial.

OuiHKa BUCHOBKIB
NMOYePKO3HABYNX €KCIIePTH3
Y CYAOBi# pPaKTHULi: KpUTEPii,
npobieMaTHUKa 3pa3KiB i IuIAxXu
B/AOCKOHAJIeHH

Oaena Cagina, Biaena 3dop, Imumpo Yc

Mema cmammi — obspynmysamu cucme-
MY Kpumepiie OYiHI08aHHS BUCHOBKIE NnoUep-
KO3HABYUX eKcnepmu3 044 3aCMOCY8AHHS 11
6 cy0i; Npoananizyeamu HaseHi nioxodu do po-
3YMiHHS 00KA308020 3HAUEHHS BUCHOBKIB eKC-
nepmis y Konmekcmi cy0ogoi npakmuku. JJas
docsizHeHHsL OCMABAEHOT MemiL 3ACOCO8AHO
CYKYNHICMb 3A2dAbHOHAYKOBUX | CTIeYiaNbHUX
Mmemodis. IIpoananizoearno uuHHe 3aK0OH00a8-
CMeo, AKUM Ypezyabo8aHO NOpPAJOK Npu3Had-
UeHHs, NpoeedeHHA 1 OUIHIOBAHHS CY008UX
excnepmu3 (30kpema, npoyecyanvHi Kodekcu
Ykpainu ma cneyianvHi HOpMAMUBHI axmu,
Wo peznamenmynome cydogo-ekcnepmuy Oi-
ANbHICMY). Yeazy axuyenmosano Ha cy0osiil
NpaKmuyi 3acmocy8aHHs BUCHOBKI8 mnouep-
KO3HABUUX eKCTIepmU3 i OCHOSHUX Npobaemax,
N08’43aHUX 3 iX OYIHIOBAHHAM: CYNepeUaUs8o-
CMi pe3yavmamis excnepmHux 00cAi0xHceHb,
HeJOCTNAmHLOMY — ApeyMeHMYBAHHI BUCHO8-
Kig, gopmanvHomy nidxodi 0o ix cnpuilmam-
msa cydamu. Ocobauguil akyeHm 3pobaeHo HA
BILHOMY OUIHI08AHHI 00KA3I8 CYOOM 1 Mexncax
1020 peanisayii e pasi nompebu y 3acmocy-
BAHMI CMeYidAbHUX 3HAMb. 3ANpOnoOHO08AHO
CUCTeMAMU308aHi Kpumepii (30kpema, 8iono-
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8I0HICMb 3ACMOCOBAHUX MeMOOUK CYHACHUM
HAYKO8UM 8UMO2AM, NOBHOMA ONUCY 00 €KmMig
docniOcentsa, n02iuHa NocAi008HICMb 8UKAA-
OeHHSL MIPKY8AHb ekcnepma, uimkicms @op-
MYNI0BAHHA BUCHOBKIS, HAABHICTb abImep-
HAMUBHUX 2inome3, a Makoxc y320094CeHicMb
BUCHOBKY 3 THWUMU O0OKA3AMU Y CNnpasi),
KL cmanyme y Hazo0i cy0oam, adeokamam,
NpoKypopam ma THUWUM Y4ACHUKAM Npoyecy
015 OUIHI0BAHHA AKOCMI BUCHOBKIG 3d NnoHep-
kosHasuumu docaidnceHHamu. IIpagHuxu, AKi
CTMUKAIOMbCSL 3 HeOOXIOHICMIO KpUmu4uHo2o
aHani3y 8UCHOBKI8 ekcnepmig y npoueci 0oka-
3YBAHHS, MONCYIMb CKOPUCTNATNUCS 8UKAAOCHU-
MU MYM HANPAYIOBAHHAMU K MemOOU4HUM
opienmupom. Ilopyuleno numanHs HazaabHOL
nompebu 6 nidsuiyeHHi keanigixauii cyddie
Y 4acmuHi OYIHIOBAHHA CNeUianbHUX 3HAHDb
iy eupobnenni edunux nidxodie y cydosiil
npaxmuyi 0o 3acTocy8aHHs 6UCHOBKIE eKcrep-
mie sik Jokasis.

Kaouoei caoea: cydosa excnepmu3a; no-
1epKO3HABCIMBO; eKCnepm; BUCHOB0K eKcnep-
ma; oyinka® dokasis; cydoea npaxmuxka; 00-
Ka306e 3HAUEeHHA; Kpumepii HAyKo8oCmi.
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