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Learning Overview: After attending this workshop, attendees will be informed about the development of manuscript handprinting, motor-control
theories regarding how handprinting is learned, examination techniques with handprinting, and will conduct hand-on examinations of genuine and
simulated handprinting.

Impact on the Forensic Science Community: This workshop will impact the forensic science community by informing attendees on the history and
development of manuscript handprinting and will enhance their abilities to conduct handprinting examinations. Attendees will also be prepared to
defend the reliability of handprinting examinations in court.

Handprinting examinations have been conducted successfully for many years by Forensic Document Examiners (FDEs). However, there have been
some recent court decisions in which handprinting evidence was deemed to be inadmissible due to a perceived lack of testing of the reliability of FDEs
in handprinting examinations. This workshop will seek to dispel the myths created by these court decisions and statements of some critics of
handprinting examination.

This workshop, which has a significant hands-on component, was designed to address the history and development of manuscript handprinting, the
various styles of manuscript handprinting, and its fine and subtle elements. Research in handprinting together with casework examples will be presented.
Motor-control theories of the development of handprinting will be presented and discussed. A review of empirical research conducted into the reliability
of handprinting examinations will also be conducted.

Avre there different examination techniques and methodologies applied to manuscript handprinting than applied to cursive writing? The transition from
manuscript handprinting to cursive writing will be covered as will the similarities and dissimilarities between the different styles of handwriting.

Critics of the forensic identification of handwriting have now attempted to create an illusion that manuscript “handprinting” is not identifiable. As one
critic stated recently, “Handwriting is different from handprinting as typewriting is different from either.” Unfortunately, some in the legal profession
have accepted this absurd illusion, and the identification of manuscript “handprinting” is now separately under attack. One judge stated, “Typical
handwriting analysis involves cursive writing, and the record is devoid of evidence that there is even a recognized field of expertise in the identification
of handprinting.”* Another court opined, “Ultimately, the limited testing that exists is inconclusive as to the reliability of handprinting analysis.”?
Recent court decisions and statements by critics of handprinting examination will be discussed and critiqued.

The issue of the techniques used to simulate manuscript handprinting and the difficulty factors in simulating cursive handwriting versus manuscript
handprinting will be the main focus of this workshop, which will also include the study and examination of practical problems by the attendees.
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