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J5 Different Writer or Alternate Writing Style — A Case Review

Charles L. Haywood, MFS*, 15751 Sheridan Street, #208, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33331

The goal of this presentation is to review fundamental concepts related to features/characteristics observed in handwriting which 

IRUP�WKH�EDVLV�IRU�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�RU�HOLPLQDWLRQ�RI�DQ�LQGLYLGXDO�DV�WKH�ZULWHU�RI�TXHVWLRQHG�RU�GLVSXWHG�KDQGZULWLQJ�
This presentation will impact the forensic science community by attempting to offer clarity to fundamental concepts used in 

evaluating and comparing handwriting features/characteristics resulting in a more accurate determination of authorship or non-authorship 

of disputed/questioned handwriting.

7KH�YDOLGLW\�RI�KDQGZULWLQJ�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�DV�D�IRUHQVLF�VFLHQFH�KDV�EHHQ�XQGHU�LQWHQVH�DWWDFN�E\�DFDGHPLFV�DQG�OHJDO�FULWLFV�IRU�
WKH�SDVW����\HDUV���,Q�UHVSRQVH��WKH�IRUHQVLF�GRFXPHQW�H[DPLQDWLRQ�FRPPXQLW\�HPEDUNHG�RQ�XQSUHFHGHQWHG�UHVHDUFK�ZKLFK�IRFXVHG�RQ�
HVWDEOLVKLQJ�WKDW�KDQGZULWLQJ�FDQ�EH�LQGLYLGXDOL]HG�DQG�WKDW�SURSHUO\�WUDLQHG�LQGLYLGXDOV�FDQ�DVVRFLDWH�KDQGZULWLQJ�WKDW�PHHWV�FHUWDLQ�
FULWHULD�WR�D�VSHFL¿F�LQGLYLGXDO�ZLWK�VLJQL¿FDQWO\�JUHDWHU�DFFXUDF\�WKDQ�DQ�XQWUDLQHG�SHUVRQ��

2QH�RI�WKH�D[LRPV�RI�IRUHQVLF�GRFXPHQW�H[DPLQDWLRQV�LV�WKDW�WZR�SURSHUO\�WUDLQHG�)RUHQVLF�'RFXPHQW�([DPLQHUV��)'(V��H[DPLQLQJ�
DQG�FRPSDULQJ�WKH�VDPH�HYLGHQFH�VKRXOG�UHDFK�WKH�VDPH�FRQFOXVLRQ��KRZHYHU��LQ�SUDFWLFH��LW�LV�QRW�XQFRPPRQ�IRU�WZR�)'(V�WR�H[DPLQH�
WKH�VDPH�HYLGHQFH�DQG�UHQGHU�RSLQLRQV�WKDW�DUH�GLDPHWULFDOO\�RSSRVHG�WR�HDFK�RWKHU���,Q�VRPH�FDVHV��WKH�FRQÀLFWLQJ�RSLQLRQV�PD\�EH�
FDXVHG�E\�VRPHZKDW�DPELJXRXV�HYLGHQFH��ZKLFK�PD\�EH�FKDUDFWHUL]HG�DV�OLPLWHG�ZULWLQJ��KLJKO\�VW\OL]HG�ZULWLQJ��H�J���VLJQDWXUHV���RU�
GLVJXLVHG�TXHVWLRQHG�DQG�RU�VSHFLPHQ�ZULWLQJ���+RZHYHU��LI�WKH�TXHVWLRQHG�ZULWLQJ�FRQVLVWV�RI�PXOWLSOH�HQWULHV�ZLWK�PDQ\�UHSHWLWLRQV�RI�
the same words, letters, and/or letter combinations and the observed features/characters are consistent throughout the documents, the 

DPELJXRXVQHVV�LV�OHVV�RI�D�IDFWRU���7KXV��WZR�TXDOL¿HG�)'(V�ZLWK�DGHTXDWH�VSHFLPHQV�VKRXOG�DUULYH�DW�WKH�VDPH�FRQFOXVLRQ�UHJDUGLQJ�
authorship.  A case is being presented where this did not occur.  The conclusions reached by the two examiners were essentially in direct 

opposition to each other.  It goes without saying that one of the examiners made an error.  This study presents one examiner’s court 

SUHVHQWDWLRQV��WKH�FRXUW¶V�VXPPDU\�RI�HYLGHQFH�SUHVHQWHG��DQG�WKH�FRXUW¶V�¿QGLQJV��YHUGLFW��

Similarity, Variation, Fundamental Difference


