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J30 The Forensic Document Examiner Testimony List

Ellen M. Schuetzner, BA*, 6348 N Milwaukee Avenue, #161, Chicago, IL 60646-3728

7KH�JRDO�RI�WKLV�SUHVHQWDWLRQ�LV�WR�PDNH�DWWHQGHHV�DZDUH�RI�D�WHVWLPRQ\�OLVW�WKDW�FDQ�EH�XVHG�LQ�FRXUW�FKDOOHQJHV�WR�WKH�SURIHVVLRQ���
This list can be used by examiners in criminal and civil cases and provides information about the types of examinations and opinions 

that are being offered in courts across the United States.

7KLV�SUHVHQWDWLRQ�ZLOO�LPSDFW�WKH�IRUHQVLF�VFLHQFH�FRPPXQLW\�E\�PDNLQJ�IRUHQVLF�GRFXPHQW�H[DPLQHUV�DZDUH�WKDW�D�WHVWLPRQ\�OLVW�LV�
available so they can be better prepared for a court challenge.  A forensic document examiner can also learn how and why he/she should 

maintain his/her own list and contribute to this continuing list.

Since the Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc. decision and its requirements for testimony, there were many challenges 

to the testimony of forensic document examiners.  To address some of the court challenges to the testimony of forensic document 

examiners, a list of the testimony by these practitioners was started and continues to be maintained.  This list includes criminal and 

civil cases, municipal, county, state, and federal cases in the United States and some of its overseas courts.  Some administrative and 

other governmental hearings have been included.  The list includes only testimony in which judges have allowed the forensic document 

examiner to testify to his/her opinion in court. 

The list was started in the year 2000 in response to some of the Daubert challenges that forensic document examiners faced.  It is a 

FROOHFWLRQ�RI�WHVWLPRQ\�E\�TXDOL¿HG�IRUHQVLF�GRFXPHQW�H[DPLQHUV�VLQFH�WKH�DGYHQW�RI�WKH�Daubert ruling in 1993.  It includes the name 

of the case, the date of testimony or date of decision in the case, the location of the trial, the type of court, and the type of opinion(s) and 

H[DPLQDWLRQ�V��WKDW�ZHUH�WHVWL¿HG�WR���7KHVH�H[DPLQDWLRQV�DQG�RSLQLRQV�DUH�RQO\�WKRVH�WKDW�DUH�UHODWHG�WR�IRUHQVLF�GRFXPHQW�H[DPLQDWLRQ���
Those who have contributed are examiners who were trained by traditional methods such as those described in the American Society for 

7HVWLQJ�DQG�0DWHULDOV��$670��Standard Guide for the Minimum Training Requirements for Forensic Document Examiners.

Forensic document examiners from all over the United States have contributed to this testimony list.  Some examiners have 

VXEPLWWHG�WKHLU�OLVW�DIWHU�PDQ\�\HDUV�RI�WHVWLPRQ\�DQG�VRPH�FRQWULEXWH�DIWHU�HDFK�WHVWLPRQ\���7KH�OLVW�KDV�HQWULHV�IURP�DOO�¿IW\�VWDWHV�
and other judicial jurisdictions.  Since its inception, the list has been used in Daubert challenges and it has been made available when 

Daubert challenges are threatened.  In one recent case, the judge commented that the evidence demonstrated that the testimony of 

forensic document examiners was regularly admitted in courts throughout the United States. 

7KLV�SUHVHQWDWLRQ�ZLOO�DGGUHVV�WKH�FRQWHQWV�RI�WKH�WHVWLPRQ\�OLVW��LQFOXGLQJ�D�EUHDNGRZQ�RI�KRZ�WKH�OLVW�LV�IRUPXODWHG��VRPH�RI�WKH�
entries, the statistics of some of the entries, and the use of the list in some court cases.  One of the purposes of this presentation is to 

HQFRXUDJH�IRUHQVLF�GRFXPHQW�H[DPLQHUV�WR�FRQWLQXH�WKHLU�WHVWLPRQ\�OLVWV�WR�WKH�RQJRLQJ�HIIRUW�WR�NHHS�WKLV�WHVWLPRQ\�OLVW�FXUUHQW�DQG�
usable for future court cases.
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