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Abstract

The present article arose on the basis of a case in which an evidential signature on a notarial last will was forged. What was
unusual about this case was not only the fact that the counterfeit signature was signed on a document verified by a “person of
public trust”, but also the fact that it was necessary to establish the provenance of a non-standard indented impression in the

vicinity of the signature.
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In December 2004, a public prosecutor’s office
formulated an indictment against a notary as well as
against a married couple, Cecylia and Dariusz E., and
their son Franciszek E. The notary was accused of cer-
tification of an untruth due to his certifying that Ge-
nowefa L. had signed a notarial testament in her own
handwriting and also of perjury concerning the cir-
cumstances of the supposed act of signing. The other
defendants were accused of forgery of Genowefa L.’s
signature. The charges were pressed on the basis of
two expert reports in the field of forensic handwriting
examination, which questioned the authenticity of Ge-
nowefa L.’s signature. The case went to court. During
judicial proceedings, another two expert opinions in
the field of handwriting examination were prepared,
based on the original last will (testament). These ex-
pert reports confirmed the inauthenticity of Genowefa
L.’s signature and attempted to explain the method of
forgery [2]. According to their authors, the signature
was created by tracing an indentation, which had pre-
viously been impressed in the paper, with a writing
instrument. Due to objections to the expert opinions
raised by the accused persons and their defence coun-
sels, the court commissioned the Institute of Forensic

Research to present its own expert opinion and settle
the dispute over the origins of the questioned signa-
ture.

According to the defendants, the last will had been
drawn up by the notary at Dariusz E.’s request. The
document stated that the testator’s last will was to be-
queath her whole share in real estate to her grandson
Franciszek E. The act of signing, they said, had taken
place in Genowefa L.’s house, a day after a verbal
agreement between Dariusz E. and the notary, due to
Genowefa L.’s ill health, which had made it impos-
sible for her to go to the notary’s office in person.
Genowefa L. had serious problems with walking and
communication as well as with simple daily activities
due to a stroke she suffered in 1997 which resulted in
right-side hemiplegia (i.e. inability to move her right
hand). According to the married couple E. and their
son Franciszek, this forced Genowefa L. to sign the
last will with her left hand. Taking into account the tes-
timonies of the defendants and witnesses as well as the
findings of the forensic handwriting experts’ reports,
the court commissioned, as was mentioned before, an
examination of the disputed signature (Figure 1) at the
Institute of Forensic Research.
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Fig. 1. The disputed signature.

The court obliged the Institute not only to settle the
question of the signature’s authenticity, but also to de-
termine which hand it was written with (left or right)
and the provenance of the indentation in the vicinity
of the signature. Also, the experts were to consider
whether it was possible that the disputed signature had
been executed by tracing the indentation (as proposed
in the expert opinion) as well as to assess the testator’s
writing predispositions at the time when the document
was signed. Moreover, the court asked whether a per-
son of average writing skills would be able to trace
an indented impression in such a way as to attain an
effect similar to what was observed on the disputed
document.

Before the process of reaching the conclusions is
presented, especially those relating to the unusual in-
dentation in the vicinity of the signature, the character-
istics of both the disputed signature and the reference
samples will be described.

The questioned signature had an angular general
appearance, average and large size of characters, me-
dium-sized ratios of the three zones of handwriting
and a right-sided slant In terms of motor features, it re-
vealed a diverse mechanism of shading, significantly
more intense in lines directed downwards and to the
right, strong pressure and a letter-syllable impulse
distribution. There were also feather lines in the letter
endings and in the supplementary elements (dots) in
lower case “i”s.

Reference samples, which were collected to settle
the question of the disputed signature’s authenticity,
originated from a period of over 40 years (from 1943
to 1984). These samples appeared on various iden-
tity documents and in formal questionnaires as well
as in private correspondence, i.e. letters and greetings
cards. Among them there was a signature on another
notarial act, written 15 years before the disputed one.
The unquestioned writings of Genowefa L. were char-
acterised by a diverse size of letters and varying slant,
revealing her poor writing skills. They were written
at slow speed with a predominance of letter impulse
over syllable impulse and with inconsistent shading.
Of great importance for the purposes of the identifi-
cation process was that despite the above mentioned
low level of writing skills of the subject, persistent and
individual habits were present in her writings.

Initial examination of the disputed signature was
conducted with a stereoscopic microscope with coaxi-
al and angled lighting as well as at various magnifica-
tions. The inspection revealed that next to the main
stroke of the upper case “L” there was a poorly visible
line covered with a negligible amount of ballpoint pen
ink (Figure 2). Moreover, alongside almost the whole
of the disputed signature there was a colourless in-
dented impression parallel to the graphic lines (Figure
3and 4).
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Fig. 2. The initial part of the disputed signature.

On the basis of microscopic observations it was
also ascertained that in fact ballpoint pen ink partially
covered the above mentioned indentations in the paper
(Figure 5, 6, 7 and 8).

When examining the questioned signature in
a spectral comparator (VSC 6000) to learn more about
the impressions, an interesting effect was observed
[3]. Due to the phenomenon of absorption, light ra-
diation in near infrared was completely absorbed by
components of the ink, which resulted in the disap-
pearance of the graphic lines. This allowed the experts
to ascertain that the colourless indentation is insepa-
rably linked with the one impressed by the ball of the
ballpoint pen (Figure 9 and 10).

On the basis of these observations the experts de-
cided to perform an experiment. Its goal was to deter-
mine how such a regular indentation running along-
side the signature’s graphic line could have been made
[4]. In order to achieve this, a series of signatures of
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Fig. 3. The surname of the signature in angled lighting. Fig. 4. The first name of the signature in angled lighting.

Fig. 5. The indented impression in a microscope field. Fig. 6. The indented impression in a microscope field.

Fig. 7. The indented impression in a microscope field. Fig. 8. The indented impression in a microscope field.
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Fig. 9. Part of the surname in infrared.

the same composition as the disputed one were writ-
ten. When executing them, a couple of variables were
varied, such as the following: writing with the ac-
customed and unaccustomed hand, different ways of
holding the writing instruments, using various types of
pens (ballpoint pens, gel pens) and varying tip struc-
tures (diameter of the ball and the width of its bear-
ing). The angle of inclination between the writing in-
strument and the surface was varied as well. Among
the numerous trials, there were ones where colourless
indented impressions occurred parallel to the graphic
lines [6]. Such an effect, identical to the one observed
in the vicinity of the disputed signature, was achieved
in samples executed with a ballpoint pen that was held
at a very acute angle in relation to the paper (Figure
11, 12, 13 and 14). Therefore, the experiment revealed
that the peculiar indentation was a result of the simul-
taneous pressure of two parts of the ballpoint pen on
the surface. One of them was the ball (which gave
a typical indentation covered with ink) and the other
was the bearing in which the ball was embedded (this
produced the non-standard, colourless indentation).
By the same time token, it was shown that both the
standard and the non-standard indented impression
(on the questioned document) were produced by the
same writing action.

Taking into account the conclusions of the two pre-
viously submitted reports that had attempted to explain
how the disputed signature had been forged, it was de-
cided to carry out another experiment: firstly, the im-
pressions of various signatures were transferred on to
different sheets of paper; secondly, they were traced
with writing instruments. Not a single trial showed an
effect comparable with what was observed both in the
disputed signature and in the samples produced during
the first experiment, where the graphic lines ran per-

Fig. 10. Part of the first name in infrared.

fectly regularly alongside the indentations. On the ba-
sis of the results obtained in this experiment it was thus
shown that the questioned signature could not have
been executed by transferring an indented impression
of a specimen signature and then tracing it with a writ-
ing instrument. The provenance of the single line that
was located next to the upper case “L” (Figure 2) was
explained as well. 1t was simply due to writer’s “false
start”, either as a result of insufficient ink flow or too
acute an angle between the writing instrument and the
surface. As a consequence of either one of these fac-
tors or both of them an indentation was produced cov-
ered with a negligible amount of ballpoint pen ink.
After establishing the provenance of the non-stand-
ard, “double” indentation within the questioned signa-
ture (Figure 15), it was subjected to a comparison with
the indisputable samples of Genowefa L.’s writing
(Figure 16 and 17). All the available features, which
are customarily divided into five groups (i.e. general,
topographical, measurable, motor and constructional),
were examined in the course of the specialist analysis.
The research showed the different provenance of the
compared materials [1, 2, 5]. The most significant dif-
ferences were related to the writing skills, speed and
general appearance. Apart from these, the slant (of the
handwriting) and the spaces between the signature
segments were inconsistent as well as the height ratios
of letters, e.g. lower case “f” to “e” and to upper case
“G”. The other different features were as follows: the
mechanism of shading, layout of impulse, construction
of characters such as “G”, “L”, “a”, “f”, “k”, “n”, “t”
and “w” as well as their connective strokes, especially
“L-i” and “c-z”. To sum up, the individual set of fea-
tures of Genowefa L.’s handwriting was different from
that presented by the disputed signature. This allowed
the experts to ascertain that the latter was inauthentic.

Problems of Forensic Sciences 2012, vol. 90, 146-154
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Fig. 13. Experimental samples in infrared. Fig. 14. Experimental samples in infrared.
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Fig. 15. The disputed signature.

Fig. 16. The reference signature.
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Fig. 17. The reference signature.

Finally, the hypothesis that Genowefa L. wrote the
disputed signature with her unaccustomed hand (left
in this case) was considered and consequently rejected
[2, 4]. Above all, such a conclusion was justified by Ge-
nowefa L.’s low motor skills, which resulted in limita-
tions in the dynamics of her writings and lack of fluency.
The general appearance of her writing samples was cha-
otic and untidy, the shape of the baselines was irregular,
the height and slant of the characters were variable and
their construction simplified. These features indicated
Genowefa L.’s lack of motor skills, even though the ref-
erence writings were produced with her right hand, i.e.
the accustomed one. It should be emphasized that the
disputed signature, on the other hand, presented higher
fluency and writing dynamics, indicating that the person
who had forged it was more skilful in handwriting than
the would-be testator. It was ruled out that Genowefa L.
had been able to write the disputed signature with her
left hand (untrained or even trained to some extent) for
two reasons. Firstly, a signature written with her left hand
would have been of far worse graphic quality than those
executed with the right one, since she used the latter to
write with in daily life. Secondly, habitual features would
have been reflected in the disputed signature, but no such
characteristics were found. In light of the above consid-
erations, as well as taking the would-be testator’s old age
and health into account, it was justified to reject the pos-
sibility that Genowefa L. wrote the questioned signature
with her left hand.

To conclude, one should once again focus on the key
aspects of the presented case. Undoubtedly, the most re-
markable factor here was that a notarial act was forged,
the drawing up of which is regulated by law and execu-
tion of which is entrusted to a “person of public trust” [2].
From the point of view of the authors’ profession, the role
of experimental research was equally important in this
forensic expert opinion. It was the experiments that led
to the determination of the actual provenance of the non-
standard indentation. It was thanks to the experiments that
the following hypothesis was rejected: that the disputed
signature had been forged by transferring an indentation
and then tracing it with a writing instrument. The impor-
tance of the technical examination of the document in
this case should also be emphasized, even though only an
examination of the handwriting was commissioned [3].

In the opinion of the experts of the Institute of Foren-
sic Research, such an examination should be conducted
obligatorily when drawing up every expert opinion in
the field of forensic handwriting identification. This is
so because it allows detection — using non-destructive,
constantly improving techniques — of any fraudulent in-
terference in the document and by doing this, enables
confirmation or exclusion of its authenticity.
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PROBLEMATYCZNY RELIEF W OBREBIE ZAKWESTIONOWANEGO
PODPISU NATESTAMENCIE NOTARIALNYM

W grudniu 2004 roku prokuratura sformulowata akt
oskarzenia przeciwko notariuszowi, a takze malzenstwu
Cecylii i Dariuszowi E. oraz ich synowi Franciszkowi E.
Notariusz zostat oskarzony o po§wiadczenie nieprawdy
w zwiazku z potwierdzeniem zlozenia wlasnorgcznego
podpisu przez Genowefg L. na testamencie notarialnym
oraz o zeznanie nieprawdy co do okolicznosci jego nakre-
$lenia. Natomiast przeciw pozostalym osobom skierowa-
no oskarzenie o sfalszowanie podpisu spadkodawczyni.
Podstawa staty si¢ wnioski dwoch opinii pismoznawczych
wskazujace na nieautentyczno$¢ sygnatury Genowefy L.
Sprawa znalazta dalszy ciag w sadzie. W toku postepo-
wania sgdowego pozyskano dwie kolejne ekspertyzy ba-
zujace na oryginale testamentu, w ktérych biegli, dowo-
dzac nieautentycznosci podpisu Genowefy L., wskazali
takZze na sposob jego falszerstwa [2]. Mianowicie miatby
on powsta¢ w wyniku wodzenia narzedziem pisarskim
po wczesniej naniesionych na dokument przettoczeniach
linii graficznych, a wigc po §ladach bezbarwnego reliefu.
Sad, w zwigzku z zarzutami oskarzonych i ich obroncéw
co do treSci wydanych opinii, dopuscit kolejny dowod
Z opinii pismoznawczej, powotujac biegtych z Instytutu
Ekspertyz Sadowych w celu rozstrzygniecia wszystkich
zaistniatych watpliwosci zwigzanych z okolicznosciami
sporzadzenia podpisu na zakwestionowanym testamen-
cie.

Testament ten na prosbe Dariusza E. miat zredagowaé
notariusz. Zgodnie z jego trescia, wola spadkodawczyni
bylo przekazanie na wtasno$¢ wnukowi Franciszkowi E.
catego udziatu w nieruchomosci. Sygnowanie dokumen-
tu miato miejsce w domu Genowefy L., dzien po ustnych
uzgodnieniach pomigdzy Dariuszem E. a notariuszem,
z powodu jej ztego stanu zdrowia niepozwalajacego na
osobiste stawienie si¢ w kancelarii notarialnej. Genowe-
fa L. miata bowiem powazne problemy z poruszaniem si¢
1 porozumiewaniem, jak tez z wykonywaniem prostych
codziennych czynno$ci, z uwagi na przebyty w 1997 roku
udar mézgu z porazeniem prawostronnym. Schorzenie to
skutkowato migdzy innymi brakiem ruchéw czynnych
konczyny gornej, co wedlug matzenstwa E. i ich syna
Franciszka wymoglo na Genowefie L. podpisanie te-
stamentu lewa r¢ka. Sad, majac na wzgledzie zeznania
oskarzonych i §wiadkow, jak rowniez ustalenia ekspertyz
pismoznawczych, postanowit kolejny raz zasiggna¢ opi-
nii, 1 jak wspomniano wczes$niej, zlecit wykonanie badan
w Instytucie Ekspertyz Sadowych, ktorych przedmiotem
miat by¢ ponownie podpis na wspomnianym dokumen-
cie notarialnym (rycina 1). Zleceniodawca, obligujac do
przeprowadzenia badan jego autentyczno$ci, zwrdcit si¢
takze o rozstrzygniecie innych istotnych dla sprawy kwe-

stii, a mianowicie, ktora reka sporny podpis wykonano
oraz jakie bylo pochodzenie reliefu widocznego w jego
obrebie. W przypadku reliefu nalezato rozwazy¢ mozli-
wos¢ sporzadzenia spornej sygnatury po bezbarwnych
liniach wgniecen, jak tez ocenié predyspozycje pisarskie
spadkodawczyni w czasie jej nakreslenia. Jednocze$nie
sad zobowigzal bieglych do wypowiedzenia si¢, czy
osoba o przecigtnych mozliwo$ciach pisarskich bytaby
w stanie tak poprowadzi¢ lini¢ graficzng po $ladach re-
liefu, by osiagna¢ efekt, jaki obserwuje si¢ w dowodo-
wym podpisie.

Przed przedstawieniem procesu dochodzenia do fak-
tycznych ustalen, zwlaszcza w zwigzku z charakterem
reliefu w obrebie spornej sygnatury, zostanie podana
charakterystyka pismoznawcza przedmiotu badan, jak
tez zebranych w sprawie wzoréw poréwnawczych.

Zakwestionowany podpis cechowal katowy obraz
ogoblny, przecigtna 1 duza wielkos¢é znakdw, jak tez $red-
nia wielko$¢ proporcji elementow poszczegolnych stref
pisma przy prawostronnym nachyleniu. Pod wzgledem
motorycznym wykazywat zréznicowany mechanizm cie-
niowania, zdecydowanie mocniejszy w liniach skierowa-
nych w dot i w prawo, silny nacisk oraz literowo-sylabo-
wy rozktad impulsu. Uwage zwracaty rowniez adiustacje
w literach (gléwnie koncowe) oraz w elementach uzupet-
niajacych minuskut ,,i”. Skompletowane na potrzeby zle-
conych badan, celem rozstrzygnigcia kwestii autentycz-
nos$ci spornego podpisu, wzory pisma recznego i pod-
pisow Genowefy L. sporzadzone zostaly na przestrzeni
niemal 40 lat (od roku 1943 do 1984). Znajdowaty si¢
one na dokumentach tozsamosci, formularzach urzedo-
wych, a takze w prywatnej korespondencji, tj. na listach
i kartkach okoliczno$ciowych. Jako materiat poréwnaw-
czy wskazano réwniez podpis na akcie notarialnym, kto-
ry spadkodawczyni nakre$lita 15 lat wczesniej niz ten,
jaki miata zlozy¢ na spornym testamencie. Bezsporne
rekopisy Genowefy L. cechowat niski poziom wyrobie-
nia pisma przy zréznicowanej wielkosci liter i zmiennym
nachyleniu ich osi do linii podstawowej. Sporzadzono je
w wolnym tempie, z przewaga impulsu literowego nad
sylabowym, jak tez z niekonsekwentnym cieniowaniem
linii graficznej. Co wazne, pomimo wspomnianej ni-
skiej klasy pisma poréwnawczych wzordéw, wystgpowa-
ly w nich utrwalone i swoiste nawyki pisarskie, istotne
z punktu widzenia analizy graficzno-porownawczej.

Prowadzone juz na etapie wstgpnym badania op-
tyczne przedmiotowego podpisu dokonane za pomoca
mikroskopu stereoskopowego przy oswietlaniu doku-
mentu $wiattem padajacym prostopadle i uko$nie oraz
stosowaniu roznych powigkszen wykazaty, ze obok za-
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sadniczej linii tworzacej majuskute ,,L” znajdowala si¢
stabo widoczna kreska wysycona $sladowg iloscig pasty
dhugopisowej (rycina 2), a w obrgbie niemal catego pod-
pisu istnial bezbarwny relief umiejscowiony réwnolegle
do linii pisma (rycina 3 i 4).

Jednoczesnie na podstawie obserwacji mikroskopo-
wych $ladéw reliefu stwierdzono, ze w rzeczywistosci
pasta dlugopisowa czgsciowo wypetniata pozostawione
W papierze wgniecenia (rycina 5, 6, 7 i 8).

Badajac przedmiotowa sygnatur¢ w komparato-
rze spektralnym (VSC 6000) w zwiazku z charakterem
wspomnianego reliefu, zarejestrowano interesujacy
efekt [3]. W wyniku zjawiska absorpcji promieniowanie
$wiatla w zakresie bliskiej podczerwieni ulegto catkowi-
temu pochlonigciu przez sktadniki pasty dtugopisowe;,
co sprawito, ze stata si¢ ona niewidoczna. Dzigki temu
stwierdzono, ze bezbarwne §lady wgniecen nierozerwal-
nie zwigzane sg z reliefem pochodzacym od kulki narze-
dzia pisarskiego (rycina 9 i 10).

Bazujac na tych obserwacjach, postanowiono przepro-
wadzi¢ eksperyment badawczy, by uzyska¢ odpowiedz
na pytanie, w jaki sposob mogto dojs¢ do powstania tak
regularnych §ladoéw reliefu biegnacych obok linii graficz-
nej w podwazanej sygnaturze [4]. W tym celu sporzadzo-
no szereg podpisow, adekwatnych trescig do przedmio-
towej kompozycji, uwzgledniajac kilka zmiennych, tj.
kreslenie wzorow reka nawykla i nienawykta w pisaniu,
sposob trzymania narzedzia pisarskiego, jego kat nachy-
lenia wzgledem podtoza, rodzaj (dtugopis i zelopis) oraz
budowe koncéwki (szerokos¢ obsadki i §rednice kulki).
Wisrdd licznych prob znalazly si¢ zapisy, w ktérych réw-
nolegle do barwnych linii dtugopisowych przebiegaly
slady bezbarwnych linii wgniecen w papierze [6]. Tego
rodzaju wizualny efekt, zgodny ztym, jaki wystapit
w kwestionowanej sygnaturze, osiagni¢to we wzorach
kreslonych dhugopisem prowadzonym pod bardzo ma-
tym katem w stosunku do kartki (rycina 11, 12, 13, 14).
Przeprowadzony eksperyment wykazat wigc, ze specy-
ficzny relief to wynik jednoczesnego nacisku na podtoze
w czasie pisania dwoch czesci narzedzia pisarskiego, tj.
jego kulki (dajacej standardowy relief wypeliony ma-
teriatem kryjacym) oraz obsadki, w ktorej wspomniana
kulka jest osadzona (dajacej nietypowy, bezbarwny re-
lief). Tym samym dodatkowe $lady regularnych linii
wgniecen, widoczne obok linii naniesionej dtugopisem,
powstaly w jednym akcie pisarskim.

Majac takze na wzgledzie tezy zawarte w dwoch
z wydanych w sprawie ekspertyz dotyczacych sposobu
falszerstwa podpisu na testamencie, postanowiono prze-
prowadzi¢ kolejny eksperyment polegajacy na wodzeniu
narzg¢dziem pisarskim po przeniesionych na kartki pa-
pieru s$ladach reliefu dowolnej kompozycji graficznej.
W Zadnym z przypadkdéw nie uzyskano efektu, w ktérym
linia graficzna przebiegataby tak regularnie na catej jej
dlugosci wzdluz istniejacych przettoczen, jak obser-

wowano to w podpisie dowodowym oraz we wzorach
doswiadczalnych powstatych podczas pierwszego eks-
perymentu. Na podstawie uzyskanych obrazow wyklu-
czono zatem, by podpis na przedmiotowym testamencie
powstat w wyniku wodzenia po wczesniej odci$nigtych
$ladach reliefowych innego wzoru. Ttumaczac natomiast
charakter kreski slabo wysyconej materiatem kryjacym
(rycina 2) znajdujacej si¢ obok majuskuty ,,L.” w nazwi-
sku, ustalono, ze byla ona wynikiem tzw. falstartu pi-
sarskiego. Mogta powsta¢ na skutek dwdch czynnikow:
niedostatecznego splywania materiatu pisarskiego w mo-
mencie sktadania spornego podpisu i (lub) zbyt matego
kata, pod jakim jego wykonawca prowadzil dtugopis.
W rezultacie wystapienia jednego lub drugiego czynni-
ka badz obu powstat relief wypetiony znikomg iloscia
pasty dtugopisowe;.

Po ustaleniu przyczyn powstania nietypowego, ,,po-
dwojnego” reliefu w obrebie przedmiotowej sygnatury
(rycina 15), poddano ja badaniom graficzno-poréwnaw-
czym, w ktérych zestawiona zostala z bezspornymi wzo-
rami pisma i podpisow Genowefy L. (rycina 16 i 17).
W trakcie specjalistycznej analizy uwzgledniono wszyst-
kie mozliwe do przesledzenia wlasnosci pisma zwigzane
z cechami syntetycznymi, topograficznymi, mierzalnymi,
motorycznymi i konstrukcyjnymi, dowodzac odmienno-
$ci porownywanych materiatow [1, 2, 5]. Szczegolnie na
uwagg zashugiwaly rozbieznosci odnoszace si¢ do klasy
graficznej podpisdéw, ich dynamiki pisania czy ogolnego
obrazu. Poza tym inaczej prezentowaty si¢ w nich odste-
py migdzy cztonami, wielkosci proporcji, np. wysokosci
minuskuty ,,f” do wysoko$ci minuskuly ,,e” oraz maju-
skuty ,,G”, jak tez warto$ci katow nachylenia osi znakow
do linii bazowej pisma. Odmienny charakter w tych ma-
teriatach miat rowniez mechanizm cieniowania, rozktad
impulsu oraz sposob kreslenia liter ,,G”, ,,L”, ,,a”, ,,f7,
»K7, N7, 171 ,,w”, a takze wigzan znakow, zwlaszcza
,»L-1"1,,c-z”. Podsumowujac, indywidualny zesp6t cech
graficznych zakwestionowanej sygnatury, inny od wy-
stepujacego we wzorach referencyjnych, pozwolit wy-
kluczy¢ jej autentycznosc.

Na koniec, podejmujgc hipotetyczne rozwazania
w zwigzku z mozliwo$cig wykonania dowodowej kom-
pozycji przez Genowefe L. r¢ka nienawykta do pisania
(w tym wypadku lewa), odrzucono taka ewentualno$¢
[2, 4]. Stuszno$¢ prezentowanego stanowiska uzasadnia-
fa przede wszystkim niska klasa graficzna pisma spad-
kodawczyni przy jej malej sprawnosci motorycznej, co
tym samym rzutowato na ograniczenia w dynamice kre-
$lenia i ptynnosci przebiegu linii pisma. Obraz grafizmu
tej osoby byl chaotyczny, niestaranny, wiersze mialy
nieregularny przebieg, a znaki zréznicowang wysokos¢
i nachylenie oraz prosta budowg. Cechy te $wiadczyly
o duzej nieporadnosci pisarskiej Genowefy L., mimo ze
rekopisy wykonata r¢gka prawa, czyli nawykla w pisaniu.
Odnoszac si¢ do obrazu dowodowego podpisu, naleza-
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lo podkresli¢ jego znacznie wyzsza klas¢ i dynamike
wykonania, a tym samym duzo wigksze mozliwosci pi-
sarskie osoby, ktora dopuscita si¢ falszerstwa podpisu
W poréwnaniu z tymi, jakie prezentowala spadkodaw-
czyni. Wykluczono, by Genowefa L. byta w stanie spo-
rzadzi¢ sporng kompozycje reka lewa (niewycéwiczona,
czy nawet wyéwiczong w jakim$ stopniu) z racji naste-
pujacych przyczyn: po pierwsze, podpis wykonany lewa
rgka bylby duzo gorszej jako$ci graficznej niz podpisy
wykonane r¢ka prawa, a wigc ta, ktorg osoba ta pisata
na co dzien. Po drugie, nawykowe cechy indywidualne
pisma Genowefy L. znalaztyby odzwierciedlenie w do-
wodowej kompozycji, ktorych jednak w niej nie stwier-
dzono. W $wietle powyzszych rozwazan, a takze majac
na uwadze stan zdrowia oraz wiek spadkodawczyni, za-
sadne bylo odrzucenie mozliwosci wykonania spornej
sygnatury lewa reka przez Genowefe L.

Konkludujae, nalezy zwrdci¢ uwage na zasadnicze
aspekty wigzace si¢ z zaprezentowana sprawa. Niewat-
pliwie na pierwszy plan wysuwa si¢ fakt falszerstwa pod-
pisu na szczeg6lnym dokumencie, jakim jest akt nota-
rialny, ktorego powstanie reguluja przepisy prawa, a jego
wykonanie powierza si¢ osobie zaufania publicznego [2].
Niemniej, z punktu widzenia dziedziny wiedzy reprezen-
towanej przez autoréw pracy, rownie istotna jest rola
badan eksperymentalnych w ekspertyzie kryminalistycz-
nej, ktore doprowadzily do ustalenia faktycznego stanu
rzeczy co do pochodzenia nietypowego reliefu. To dzieki
nim zdecydowanie odrzucono tezg o falszerstwie podpisu
Genowefy L. metoda kopiowania ,,na sucho”, a nastgpnie
wodzenia narzedziem pisarskim po liniach odci$nigtego
wzoru. W tym konteks$cie nalezy rowniez podnies¢ zna-
czenie technicznych badan dokumentu w stricte pismo-
znawczej ekspertyzie [3]. Zdaniem biegltych z Instytutu
Ekspertyz Sadowych, tego rodzaju badania winny by¢
prowadzone obligatoryjnie przy opracowywaniu opinii
dotyczacych analizy identyfikacyjnej pisma i podpisow.
Pozwalaja one bowiem wykry¢ ingerencj¢ w pierwotny
stan dokumentu, a tym samym ustali¢ jego falszerstwo
badz wykluczy¢ taka ewentualno$¢ przy wykorzystaniu
nieinwazyjnych, coraz doskonalszych technik badaw-
czych.

Problems of Forensic Sciences 2012, vol. 90, 146-154



