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Summary of Conclusions 

In my opinion, EITHER the document Q2 with some entries removed has been used to produce the document 

Q1 and additional different entries have subsequently added to both documents Q1 and Q2, OR a master 

document has been used to produce both documents Q1 and Q2 in part and then additional entries have 

been added to each.   

It is not possible to determine which of these alternatives is the most likely.  

It should also be noted that the document Q1 in its current form could not have been used to produce the 

document Q2. 
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Qualifications and Experience 

I was employed by the Forensic Science Service (FSS) as a Senior Forensic Scientist between the years 1993 

and 2011, specialising in the fields of handwriting and document examination. I joined Keith Borer 

Consultants in 2020.  I have examined thousands of documents and appeared in court on numerous 

occasions, and I have authored and been involved in the review and critical checking of reports in these areas 

for many years. 

I hold a Bachelor of Science degree (2:1Hons) in Zoology and Biochemistry from the University of Nottingham, 

and a Master of Science degree in Forensic Science from King’s College, the University of London.   

Statement of Truth 

I confirm that I have made clear which facts and matters referred to in this report are within my own 

knowledge and which are not. Those that are within my own knowledge I confirm to be true. The opinions I 

have expressed represent my true and complete professional opinions on the matters to which they refer. 

I understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who makes, or causes 

to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth without an honest belief in its 

truth. 
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Introduction 

1. I am instructed by Tayeb Benabderrahmane to examine two documents Q1 and Q2 to determine 

whether or not either of them originated from the other either fully or in part.  That is, whether  

document Q1 was used to create document Q2 or vice versa. 

2. The comments and opinions expressed in this report are based upon the information available to me 

at the time of writing. The provision of further information may cause me to alter or amend my 

opinions. 
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Items/Documents Examined 

3. The following items were examined according to the instructions of Tayeb Benbderrahmane as 

detailed in their email dated 16th July 2024.  The items examined were received at Keith Borer 

Consultants via email on 16th July 2024.    

Q1 – Copy document with a stamp impression near the signatures 

Q2 – Copy document without a stamp near the signatures 

 

4. The items examined are shown in an Appendix A at the end of this report. 

Examination and Results 

5. The documents were supplied in the form of copies.  The document Q1 is shown by a poorer quality 

copy than the document Q2.    Nonetheless, I consider that the copies provided were of sufficient 

quality for a comparison to be made.  Both documents Q1 and Q2 appear to bear printed text and 

handwritten entries with two signatures at the end.  The document Q1 also bears a stamp impression 

on the lower left section. 

6. I compared the two documents Q1 and Q2 one with another.  I found a number of extraneous marks 

in common on both the documents Q1 and Q2.  That is, I found marks in common which appear to be 

in the ‘background’ and are not specifically related to the handwritten entries on these documents.  I 

made overlays of these marks and found a very close correspondence between them.  Some examples 

of these marks are shown in Figure 1 overleaf. 
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Figure 1.  Some of the extraneous marks in common found on Q1 (black) and Q2 (red)  

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7. As these marks are present on both documents Q1 and Q2, the possibility exists that Q1 is a 

copy of Q2 and vice versa, although as Q1 is a poor image, in the state in which it was provided 

to me it could not have been used produce Q2.  It is possible that these extraneous marks 
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would be on ALL of these types of documents.  For example, if a batch of blank documents 

were copied as templates and handwritten entries added afterwards, then any document in 

this batch might have the same extraneous trash marks.    In the absence of further examples 

of these documents it is not possible to determine whether or not this is the case.   

8. I also compared the handwritten entries on the documents Q1 and Q2.  I found a number of 

entries which correspond such that in many cases they can be overlaid almost exactly. The 

entries which correspond are boxed in green and are shown in Figure 2 below. 

Figure 2.  The handwritten areas which correspond (in green) found on Q1 (black) and Q2 (red)  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9. Handwriting is not produced with the precision of a machine.  Rather, the constituent features 

of an individual’s writing such as letter shapes, ratios, spacing, slope etc,  all vary to some 

degree within a range particular to that individual.  It is not possible, therefore, for a writer to 

produce two or more pieces of writing that are identical in all respects.  The correspondence 

between the handwritten entries above and transparent overlays of them are shown in Figure 

3 overleaf.    
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Figure 3.  The correspondence between the handwritten entries on Q1 (black) and Q2 (red) and transparent 

overlays of them 

Entries 1 and 2 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Entries 3 and 4 
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Entry 5 (overwritten entries highlighted with green arrows on the document Q1) 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
Entry 6 
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Entry 7 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

10. Given the degree of correspondence seen between the handwriting on the documents Q1 and 

Q2  in my opinion it is not possible these documents are both original documents.  Each 

document, Q1 and Q2, also has additional handwritten entries, and some of the entries on 

Q1, which correspond with those on Q2 (shown as entry 5 above) are also overwritten.  Given 

this, and the fact that Q1 is also a poorer image, it appears that document Q1 could have been 

produced by copying the document Q2 but not in its current state.  That is it, the document 

Q2 could have been copied without all of its current entries to produce the document Q1 and 

then additional (different) entries added to both documents.  Alternatively,  the possibility 

exists that another master document was copied to produce documents Q1 and Q2, and then 

the additional (different) entries added to both documents. As the documents are copies, it is 
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not possible to determine which of these alternatives is more likely.   

 

Conclusions 

11. As a result of the information I have received and observations made during my examinations I am of 

the opinion that 

• EITHER the document Q2 with some entries removed has been used to produce the document 

Q1 and additional different entries have subsequently added to both Q1 and Q2,  

• OR a different master document has been used to produce documents Q1 and Q2 in part and 

then additional different entries have been added to each. 

It is not possible to determine which of these scenarios is the most likely.  

12. It should also be noted that the document Q1 in its current form could not have been used to produce 

the document Q2. 

 

 

  



 

88803-KC-240724 Page 12 of 16 

Appendix -Copies of the Documents 

 

Q1 – Copy document with a stamp impression near the signatures 
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Q2 – Copy document without a stamp near the signatures 
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Appendix - Curriculum Vitae 

 

Karen Caramiello has a Bachelor of Science degree with honours in Zoology and Biochemistry, Upper 

Second Class, from the University of Nottingham, and a Master of Science Degree in Forensic Science 

from Kings College, University of London.  She has been a forensic document examiner for over 20 years, 

joining the Questioned Documents Section of the Metropolitan Police Forensic Science Laboratory 

(MPSFL) in 1993, where she undertook a two-year training course in all aspects of forensic document 

examinations.  She was then responsible to reporting her own cases and giving evidence in court. 

The MPFSL was taken over by the Forensic Science Service (FSS) in 1996, and Karen continued to work as 

a forensic document examiner at  both the Metropolitan and Huntingdon laboratories of the Forensic 

Science Service (FSS) until their closure in 2011.  Karen joined Keith Borer Consultants in January 2020.   

Karen is frequently instructed to carry out original work, as well as critically appraising work previously 

carried out by other experts. She has examined thousands of documents in handwriting and signature 

cases to determine authorship as well as for evidence of indented impressions, alterations and forgery. 

Karen has regularly produced reports and attended court on cases in all the above disciplines. She has 

attended court on many occasions to advise counsel and has given expert evidence in Civil, Magistrates’, 

and Crown Courts throughout England and Wales including the Old Bailey.  She has acted as a single joint 

expert on many occasions. She has received a Judge’s Commendation for “exceptional dedication, 

perseverance and professionalism”. 

As a member of the Keith Borer Consultants, Karen is also responsible for the peer review of other 

scientists’ reports where detailed comparison of visual details is critical. This includes peer review of 

reports involving fingerprint evidence.  

Karen has provided training for police and scenes of crime officers, as well as to election officials and 

members of the legal profession.  She has taken a key role in the department both gaining accreditation 

to ISO 17025 in the main areas of document examination and in becoming associate members of the 

European Network of Forensic Science Institutes (ENFSI) handwriting working group (ENHEX).  

Keith Borer Consultants operates a Continuous Professional Development Scheme for all staff. Within 

this scheme, Ms Caramiello undertakes regular training and development including attending 

Conferences, relevant training courses and undertaking proficiency tests. 
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Declarations 

Use of Assistants 

I have referred in the body of my report to any contributions of individuals who do not work for Keith Borer Consultants, and I believe 
it to be accurate to the extent that I have relied upon it. Where I have relied upon representations of fact or opinion provided by 
colleagues at Keith Borer Consultants, I have stated this below. I certify that each named individual had personal knowledge of the 
matters raised in the representation. A full record of the work undertaken is contained within the case notes made at the time of the 
examination and these can be made available for inspection if necessary.  

 

Name Qualifications and Experience Outline of Work Undertaken 

Dorothy Allan Employed as Forensic Scientist since 1987; Bachelor of 
Science degree (2:1 Hons) in Chemistry from the 
University of St Andrews. 15 years’ experience as a 
forensic handwriting and document examiner. 

Critical findings checked. Peer 
Review of this report. 

Expert’s Declaration 

I Karen Caramiello DECLARE THAT:  

1. I understand that my duty in providing written reports and giving evidence is to help the Court, and that this duty overrides any 
obligation to the party by whom I am engaged or the person who has paid or is liable to pay me. I confirm that I have complied 
and will continue to comply with my duty.  

2. I confirm that I have not entered into any arrangement where the amount or payment of my fees is in any way dependent on 
the outcome of the case.  

3. I know of no conflict of interest of any kind, other than any which I have disclosed in my report.  

4. I do not consider that any interest which I have disclosed affects my suitability as an expert witness on any issues on which I have 
given evidence.  

5. I will advise the party by whom I am instructed if, between the date of my report and the trial, there is any change in 
circumstances which affect my answers to points 3 and 4 above.  

6. I have shown the sources of all information I have used.  

7. I have exercised reasonable care and skill in order to be accurate and complete in preparing this report.  

8. I have endeavoured to include in my report those matters, of which I have knowledge or of which I have been made aware, that 
might adversely affect the validity of my opinion. I have clearly stated any qualifications to my opinion.  

9. I have not, without forming an independent view, included or excluded anything which has been suggested to me by others, 
including my instructing lawyers.  

10. I will notify those instructing me immediately and confirm in writing if, for any reason, my existing report requires any correction 
or qualification.  

11. I understand that:  

i. my report will form the evidence to be given under oath or affirmation;  

ii. questions may be put to me in writing for the purposes of clarifying my report and that my answers shall be treated as part 
of my report and covered by my statement of truth;  

iii. the court may at any stage direct a discussion to take place between experts for the purpose of identifying and discussing 
the expert issues in the proceedings, where possible reaching an agreed opinion on those issues and identifying what action, 
if any, may be taken to resolve any of the outstanding issues between the parties;  

iv. the court may direct that following a discussion between the experts that a statement should be prepared showing those 
issues which are agreed, and those issues which are not agreed, together with a summary of the reasons for disagreeing;  

v. I may be required to attend court to be cross-examined on my report by a cross-examiner assisted by an expert;  

vi. I am likely to be the subject of public adverse criticism by the judge if the Court concludes that I have not taken reasonable 
care in trying to meet the standards set out above.  

12. I am aware of the requirements of CPR 35, its associated practice direction and the Guidance for the Instruction of Experts in 
Civil Claims 2014. 

 

KAREN CARAMIELLO  24 JULY 2024  
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Quality Declaration 

Orchid Cellmark Ltd, trading as Keith Borer Consultants, is a UKAS accredited testing laboratory (no 4252); a current version of our 
schedule of accreditation can be found on our website or on the UKAS website. The majority of our services involve the review of 
case work completed by other forensic service providers, and there is not currently a prescribed quality standard applicable to this. 
Notwithstanding, we embrace the requirements of ISO17025 and adopt them across all our services where applicable. The laboratory 
tests we undertake are varied, and sometimes non-routine and low-volume. This renders accreditation to ISO17025 for each test 
either unavailable or prohibitively expensive and we are able to offer only our own assurance of quality, having applied the rigour of 
the standard as best we can without independent assessment. 

In this report, I have described the results of the following methods which I have employed: 

Examination to determine a document’s origin or authenticity, or for evidence of tampering [Not accredited] 

 

https://keithborer.co.uk/
https://www.ukas.com/download-schedule/4252/Testing/
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Subject : Private expertise 
 
 

Reference : private request from : 
 
 

Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE 14 
Boulevard Camelinat 
92230 Gennevilliers 

 
 
 
 
 
 

On date of June 14, 2024

Celine LAURO EXPERTISE FIRM 
Court Expert at the Grenoble Court of Appeal 

Writing & Documents 
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Introducing the Expert 
 

• Graphologist graduated from FedeR.H Paris and EPG Avignon. 
• Training in legal expertise with the Compagnie des Experts de Justice de 

Grenoble. 
• Listed by the GRENOBLE Court of Appeal under heading G.2.4 Criminalistics, 

scientific and technical investigations - Documents and writings. 
• Member of the Compagnie des Experts de Justice de Grenoble. 
• Member of the International Academy of Document Experts. 
• Member of the Syndicat Européen des Graphologues Professionnels. 

 
Recommendations 
 
The reports endeavor to respond to the recommendations: 
 
- the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) recommendations on scientific 
expertise of documents, 
- the Conseil National des Compagnies d'Experts de Justice (CNCEJ), 
- the Compagnie des Experts de Justice de GRENOBLE, particularly with regard to 
compliance with the rules of law and professional ethics. 

  Mission  
 
Take possession of the three question papers in copies Q1/Q2/Q3 contained in Mr. 
Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE's request, and examine them in order to answer the 
following question: 
 
 Comparative examination between question documents Q1 and Q2. 

 
 Comparative examination of documents for questions Q1 and Q3.
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  Documents relating to the appraisal  
 
 

Piece of question 1
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Piece of question 2 
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Piece of question 3 
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The conclusion depends on the quality of the question pieces. All these examinations 
are reproducible and non-destructive. 
 
  Qualification of the expertise  

 
 
The decree of June 10, 2005 on the nomenclature provided for in article 1 of decree 2004-
1463 of December 23, 2004 classifies each type of expertise by branch, heading and 
specialty. The expertise we carry out, called "expertise in documents and writings", is 
listed under reference G.2.4. In other words, we carry out "scientific and technical 
investigations" on materialized documents bearing written records, as defined in article 
1316 of the French Civil Code; in the "forensic medicine, criminalistics and criminal 
sciences" branch. 
 
Expertise in documents and writing thus involves a logical sequence of complex and 
varied operations, which are linked together in a scientific manner, and which go far 
beyond the simple comparison to which it is too often reduced. 
In fact, while the aim of document appraisal is generally identification, it is first necessary 
to scientifically assess the substantial quality of the documents and writings involved, and 
also to classify them. 
 
Documentary expertise is first and foremost based on the rational use of tools (video-
spectral comparator, stereomicroscope, various lighting and photographic devices, etc.) 
and specific knowledge. In general, these observations are not seriously disputable. 
In the following comparison, we will consider only the most significant criteria, both 
qualitatively and, above all, quantitatively. These criteria are terms which, according to 
the principles of graphonomy, qualify the objective graphic phenomena of each of the 
sequences in question. This technique can be applied to all types of documentary 
comparison. 
 
In fact, the relevance of the expertise comes from the grouping of customizations into 
coherent and practical subsets, according to the triple principle of incompatibility, 
exhaustiveness and hierarchization of criteria qualifying observable graphic phenomena. 
 
Any identification is expressed in the conclusions, and is therefore based on the 
qualitative and, above all, quantitative analysis of the modeling sequences, and is valid 
only for the date of the report and based on the documents referred to in the parts list.
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  Expertise methodology  
 
Examinations of the question graphics will be carried out under scanner, as we work 
with copies, so we won't be observing the line. At the end of the examinations, we will 
give you the results of our observations. 
 
Stages of the expertise : 
 

 Analytical/descriptive method 

We break down and analyze each of the parts that make up the signatures and scripts, 
for example: size, direction, inclination, links, etc. In this way, the question scripts are 
broken down and classified according to their characteristics, in order to establish the 
graphic identification constants. In this way, the writing in question will be broken down 
and classified according to their characteristics, in order to establish the graphic 
identification constants. 

Once these general elements have been extracted, we move on to investigations into 
the intimate elements of the graphic design, the idiotisms, the indexical pen strokes 
that represent the instinctive gestures of the scripter. 

This precise aspect is of particular and absolute interest, as it is the unconscious 
manifestation of the writer, which is clearly reflected in the graphics.Méthode 
comparative/démonstrative 

This involves comparing the graphics in question with each other, and is limited to 
verifying whether or not there are similarities between the elements making up the 
disputed signatures and handwriting. The results are essentially binary: analogy or 
difference, coincidence or divergence, etc. 

The demonstration will be carried out by various means on which the sector 
corresponding to its description will be presented to the eyes of the reader. 

 

Signaling method 

It involves the use of marks and conventional signs to make graphics easy to 
understand. We'll be using a set of graphic tools consisting of: arrows, geometrical 
figures... to help explain the image. 

Instruments used for this appraisal 
 A high-resolution computer scanner with LaserJet Pro 200 COLOR MFP 

M276nwyreil image processing software. 
 One EPSON PERFECTION V600 PHOTO4 scanner. 
 LG IPS LED Monitor 69/27. 
 "REGULA" magnifier 10x fixed focus, integrated light source, 20/0.1 

measurement scale. 
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  Comparative examination of question documents  
 
 

Q1 Q2 

 
Comparative examination between Q1 and Q2: 
 

  A number of sentences have been copied and pasted. 
 
 We observe the same alignments, the same spacing, in  

identical fashion.. 
 
 Documents Q1 and Q2 are the result of computer manipulation. 
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Q1 Q3 

 
Comparative examination between Q1 and Q3 : 

 

 We observe the same graphic characteristics in terms of shape structure, letter 
morphology and flow of the graphic thread. 

 
 Graphic facies are identical. 

 

  Conclusion  
 

At this stage of our observations and our technical possibilities, and subject to 
observing the originals, resulting from a thorough analysis of the documents provided 
and current knowledge, the result of our investigations leads us to conclude: 

 Documents Q1 and Q2 are the result of computer manipulation. 
 
 Documents Q1 and Q3 are from the same hand. 

 
Signed and closed on 16/06/2024 for all legal purposes 

Celine 
LAURO 

 Digital signature of 

Celine LAURO 
Date : 2024.06.16 
18:11:13 +02'00' 
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EXPERTISE PRIVÉE 

  
 

 

 

 

Objet   :  Expertise privée   

 

 

Référence :  requête privée de : 

   

 

   Monsieur Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE 

14 Boulevard Camelinat  
92230 Gennevilliers  

 
   
 

 
 

    

        

 

En date du  14 juin 2024 
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Présentation de l’Expert 

 
  Graphologue diplômée des écoles FedeR.H Paris et EPG Avignon. 

  Formation à l’expertise judiciaire auprès de la Compagnie des Experts de Justice                      
de Grenoble. 
 Inscrite sur la liste de la Cour d’Appel de GRENOBLE rubrique G.2.4 Criminalistique, 
investigations scientifiques et techniques – Documents et 
écritures.                                                                
  Membre de la Compagnie des Experts de Justice de Grenoble.  
  Membre de l'Académie Internationale des Experts en écritures et documents. 
  Membre du Syndicat Européen des Graphologues Professionnels. 
 
Recommandations 
 
Les rapports s’efforcent à répondre aux recommandations : 
 

- de L’Office des Nations unies contre la drogue et le crime en matière d’expertise 
scientifique des documents (UNODC), 

- du Conseil National des Compagnies d’Experts de Justice (CNCEJ),  
- de la Compagnie des Experts de Justice de GRENOBLE, notamment pour ce 

qui concerne le respect des règles de droit et de déontologie. 
 

Mission 

 

Prendre possession des trois documents de question en copies Q1/Q2/Q3 contenus 

dans la requête de Monsieur Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE, et procéder à leurs 

examens afin de répondre à la demande suivante : 

 
 
Examen comparatif entre les documents de question Q1 et Q2. 
 
Examen comparatif entre les documents de question Q1 et Q3.      
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Pièces se rapportant à l’expertise 

 

 

Pièce de question 1 
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Pièce de question 2 
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Pièce de question 3 
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La conclusion est dépendante de la qualité des pièces de question. Tous ces examens 

sont reproductibles et non destructeurs. 

 

Qualification de l’expertise 

 

L’arrêté du 10 juin 2005 relatif à la nomenclature prévue à l’article premier du décret 

2004-1463 du 23 décembre 2004 classe chaque type d’expertise en branche, rubrique 

et spécialité. L’expertise que nous menons et qui se dénomme « expertise en 

documents et écritures » est celle qui figure, sous la référence G.2.4. C’est-à-dire que 

nous conduisons une des « investigations scientifiques et techniques » sur des 

documents matérialisés porteurs d’écrits au sens de l’article 1316 du Code Civil ; dans 

la branche « médecine légale, criminalistique et sciences criminelles ». 

L’expertise en documents et écritures implique donc une suite logique d’opérations 

complexes et variées qui s’enchaînent de manière scientifique, et qui dépassent 

largement la simple comparaison à laquelle on la réduit trop souvent.  

En effet, si en général le but de l’expertise documentaire est l’identification, il faut 

d’abord apprécier scientifiquement la qualité substantielle des documents et des écrits 

en présence, et également de les sérier. 

L’expertise documentaire est d’abord fondée sur l’utilisation rationnelle d’outils 

(comparateur vidéo-spectral, stéréomicroscope, divers dispositifs d’éclairage et de 

prise de vues…) et de connaissances spécifiques. Ces observations, en général, ne 

sont pas sérieusement contestables. 

Dans la comparaison qui suit nous ne considérons que les critères les plus significatifs 

sur le plan qualitatif et surtout quantitatif. Ces critères sont des termes qui qualifient, 

selon les principes de la graphonomie, les phénomènes graphiques objectifs de 

chacune des suites en présence. Cette technique est applicable à tous les types de 

comparaison en matière documentaire 

En effet, la pertinence de l’expertise provient du regroupement des personnalisations 

en sous-ensembles cohérents et pratiques selon le triple principe de l’incompatibilité, 

l’exhaustivité et la hiérarchisation des critères qualifiants les phénomènes graphiques 

observables. 

L’identification éventuelle est exprimée dans les conclusions, elle est donc fondée sur 
l’analyse qualitative et surtout quantitative des suites de modélisations, et n’est valable 
que pour la date du rapport et fondée sur les documents visés dans la nomenclature 
des pièces. 
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Méthodologie de l’expertise  

 
Les examens des graphismes de question s’effectueront sous scanner, car nous 

travaillons avec des copies de ce fait, nous n’observerons pas le trait. A l’issue des 

examens, nous donnerons le résultat de nos observations.  

 
Etapes de l’expertise : 
 
Méthode analytique/descriptive  

Nous décomposons et analysons chacune des parties qui constituent les signatures 

et écritures, par exemple : dimension, direction, inclinaison, liaisons etc. Ainsi, les 

écritures de question seront décomposées et classifiées selon leurs caractéristiques 

afin d’établir les constantes graphiques d’identification. 

A l’issue de cette extraction d’éléments généraux, nous procédons aux investigations 

relatives à la recherche des éléments intimes du graphisme, les idiotismes, les coups 

de plume indiciaires qui représentent les gestuelles instinctives du scripteur. 

Cet aspect précis représente un intérêt tout particulier et absolu, car il s’agit de la 

manifestation inconsciente du scripteur qui se traduit de toute évidence dans le 

graphisme. 

Méthode comparative/démonstrative 

Il s’agit de confronter les graphismes de question entre eux, elle se limitera à la 

vérification de l’existence ou non des similitudes entre les éléments composants les 

signatures et écritures litigieuses. Les résultats sont essentiellement binaires : 

analogie ou différence, coïncidence ou divergence etc. 

La démonstration se fera par différents moyens sur lequel le secteur qui correspond à 

sa description sera présenté aux yeux du lecteur. 

Méthode signalétique 

Elle consiste à l’utilisation de marques et de signes conventionnels ont pour but de 

rendre les graphiques faciles à la compréhension. Nous utiliserons un ensemble 

d’outils graphiques composés par des : flèches, figures géométriques… qui 

permettront de mieux expliquer l’image.  

Instruments utilisés pour cette expertise 

Un scanner informatique à haute résolution avec logiciels de traitement de l’image 
LaserJet Pro 200 COLOR MFP M276nwyreil. 
Un scanner EPSON PERFECTION V600 PHOTO4 
Un écran LG IPS LED Monitor 69/27. 
Loupe « REGULA » 10x focus fixe, source de lumière intégrée, échelle de mesure 
20/0.1. 
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Examen comparatif des documents de question  

 
 
Q1                                                                 Q2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Examen comparatif entre Q1 et Q2 :  
 
Nous observons un copié/collé pour un certain nombre de phrases.  
 
Nous observons de façon identique les mêmes alignements, les mêmes 
espacements.   
 
Les documents Q1 et Q2 sont l’œuvre d’une manipulation informatique. 
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Q1                                                                 Q3                                                               
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Examen comparatif entre Q1 et Q3 : 
 
Nous observons les mêmes caractéristiques graphiques au niveau de la structure 
de la forme, de la morphologie des lettres et du déroulement du fil graphique.  
 
 Le faciès graphique est identique. 
 

Conclusion 

 

A ce stade de nos observations et de nos possibilités techniques, et sous réserve 

d’observer les originaux, résultant d’une analyse approfondie des documents fournis 

et des connaissances actuelles, le résultat de nos investigations nous amène à 

conclure : 

Les documents Q1 et Q2 sont l’œuvre d’une manipulation informatique. 
 
Les documents Q1 et Q3 proviennent de la même main. 
 

Fait à SIGOYER et clos le 16/06/2024 pour valoir ce que de droit 

 

 



ANALYTICAL STUDIES OF DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED 
BY THE STATE OF QATARD 

IN THE CASE OF 

Tayeb Benabderrahmane v. The State of Qatar(ICSID Case 
No. ARB/22/23)

PROOF OF THE DOCUMENTS' INADMISSIBILITY 

AND FALSIFIED NATURE OF THE DOCUMENTS



Summary of Conclusions 

The analysis concerns the falsification of documents presented by the State of Qatar in the case of "Tayeb
Benabderrahmane v. The State of Qatar" (ICSID Case No. ARB/22/23). The main objective is to
demonstrate the inadmissibility of the documents due to their falsified characteristics. 

Methodology

Two main methods were used for the analysis: 

• Analytical/descriptive method : Decomposition and analysis of the graphic characteristics of signatures and 
scripts.

• Comparative/demonstrative method : Compare graphics to identify similarities and similarities and differences.

Main observations 

1. Graphic inconsistencies : 

o Documents 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 show identical graphic characteristics, suggesting manipulation by digital reproduction. 
o Document 6 shows structural inconsistencies and spelling mistakes, which is not acceptable for an official 

document. 



2. Specific problems : 

o Missing stamps and divergent signatures : Some documents lack official stamps and feature different or forged 
signatures. 

o Inconsistent names and file numbers: Inconsistencies in court names and case numbers across documents. 
o Additions and rewrites: Post facto modifications and handwritten additions to official documents, which are 

irregular.
 
3. Legal compliance : 

o Non-compliance with legal provisions: The documents do not comply with the articles of the Qatari Code of 
Criminal Procedure, particularly with regard to the notification and translation of documents for Mr. 
Benabderrahmane. 

o Absence of notifications: No signature from Mr.Benabderrahmane on the deprivation of liberty measures, and no 
separate notification was made to him. 

Conclusion 

The documents analyzed show clear signs of falsification, including computer manipulation and handwritten 
additions. In addition, the documents do not comply with Qatar's legal provisions on criminal procedure.

The State of Qatar appears to have manipulated the documents to justify the prolonged detention of Mr. Tayeb 
Benabderrahmane, which constitutes a serious violation of legal procedures and the rights of the accused. 



FORMAL ANALYSIS OF THE SIX DOCUMENTS



FORMAL ANALYSIS OF THE FIVE DOCUMENTS 
A. GENERAL PROBLEMS : 

1. The absence of the Superior Court's name in the header of document 6 raises a problem of conformity 
for an official document (see fig. 1 in comparison with fig. 2). 

Fig. 2: Name of the registered 
court, docs. 1 to 5.

Fig. 1 - No inscription of the 
Tribunal's name (doc. 6) 



2. The name of the authorized service is truncated: "taǧdīd al-ḥabs al-iḥtiyāṭ" instead of "taǧdīd alḥabs al-iḥtiyāṭī "for "Renewal of pre-
trial detention". This omission is already problematic for an official document, but is repeated in two documents.

Fig. 3 - taǧdīd al-ḥabs al-iḥtiyāṭ instead of taǧdīd al-ḥabs al-iḥtiyāṭī (docs. 1 and 2) 

3. Documents 3, 4 and 5 present a more serious anomaly. The text is reduced to "taǧdīd al-ḥabs aliḥt" instead of
"taǧdīd al-ḥabs al-iḥtiyāṭī".What is particularly worrying is the great similarity between the spelling of the three
mentions supposedly written by different clerks:
same arrangement of letters, same spaces between them, diacritical marks placed in exactly the same places, and the
letter alif placed below the other letters in all three documents.

Fig. 4 – « taǧdīd al-ḥabs al-iḥt » instead of « taǧdīd al-ḥabs al-iḥtiyāṭī » (doc. 3, 4 and 5) 



4.  Document 6 simply fails to mention the name of the authorized department.

Fig. 5 - No mention of authorized service (doc. 6) 

5.  Mr. Tayeb Benabderrahmane appears instead of the Public Prosecutor as "Claimant" on document 3, whereas he is 
mentioned as "Defendant" on documents 1/2/4/5 and 6.

Fig. 6 - Absence of Defendant and replacement of the Public Prosecutor by Mr. 
Benabderrahmane (doc. 3) 



6.  No "Claimant" mentioned on documents 2/3/5 and 6, no mention of " Public Prosecutor ".

Fig. 7 - Absence of the Public Prosecutor as "Claimant" on documents 2/3/5 and 6 

7. The designation of the accused in document 2 is atypical. There seems to be an intention to conceal his identity, as he is
referred to as "ǧiha", which literally means "party" in Arabic ( see fig. 8).

Fig. 8 - "The party was brought in..." (Doc. 2 of 16/03/2020) 



8.  The file number differs from one document to another. For documents 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6, it is identified by the 
number 1/2020 (see fig. 9), while for document 4, it is identified by the number 14/2020 (see fig. 10).

Fig. 10: Complaint no.: 14/2020 (Doc.4)Fig. 9 - Complaint no. 1/2020 (Docs. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6) 



9. For an official document, it is characterized by additions, probably a posteriori, and a rewriting of certain words
(see fig. 11). For document 2, we note the term qarār (= decision) in brackets above the term istimrār (= extension); this
does not have the same implications. ( see fig. 12) and for document 2 by 14/2020. ( see fig. 1)

Fig. 12: doc. 2: qarār in brackets above istimrārFig. 11: doc. 2: the word istiʿǧāl meaning urgency has
been rewritten. Another word can be read: istiʿmāl (=
employing) which does not emphasize the urgent
character.

The authenticity of the documents presented by the Qatari party is seriously questioned. Close examination of the
documents reveals a number of formal and substantive anomalies and inconsistencies. Irregularities such as the
absence of the Supreme Court's name in the header, errors and omissions in the official mentions, and discrepancies
in the numbering of the files, raise serious questions as to the veracity and reliability of these documents.
It is therefore imperative to carry out a thorough investigation to determine the extent of these falsifications.



B. QUESTIONING THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE DOCUMENTS PRODUCED. 

Detailed analysis of the documents provided reveals similarities so marked that even a moderately astute 
observer could deduce that they are copies of each other. Editorial elements, lettering, spacing and 
identically placed diacritical marks underline an anomalous uniformity for documents supposedly from 
different sources. 

According to the analyses, the documents can be divided into three families: 

- Group A: Documents 1, dated February 16, and 2, dated March 16, 2020.
- Group B: Documents 3, dated April 15, 4, dated April 28, and 5, dated May 17, 2020.
- Group C: Document 6, dated June 25, 2020.
 
I. Group analysis A.

1. Presentation of documents.



File no.: 1/2020
Date: 16/2/2020
Judges:Muḥammad Ġānim al-Kabīssi (Chairman), 
ʿAlī Ṣaleḥ alSharqi,Jāsim bin ʿAbdallah al-Faḍāla
Deputy Public Prosecutor: Aḥmad al-Zamān
Clerk: Aḥmad Fawzi
Document with stamp near signatures 

File no.: 1/2020
Date: 16/3/2020
Judge: Ġānīm Nāṣir al-Jahīdī (?) 
Deputy Prosecutor: Khālid al -ʿAlī
Clerk: Muḥammad al-Sharshitī
Document without stamp near the signatures 

Document 1 Document 2



ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of similarities establishes IRREFUTABLY that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIRECT
FABRICATION from document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023). The evidence clearly shows a DIGITAL REPRODUCTION
carried out through COMPUTER MANIPULATION, highlighting the intentional alteration and FALSIFICATION of the documents.

1

2

trad. : « Misdemeanour », line 1 trad. : « Misdemeanour », line 1

trad. : « renewal of provisional detention", line 2 trad. : « renewal of provisional detention", line 2



ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of similarities establishes IRREFUTABLY that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIRECT
FABRICATION from document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023). The evidence clearly shows a DIGITAL REPRODUCTION
carried out through COMPUTER MANIPULATION, highlighting the intentional alteration and FALSIFICATION of the documents.

3

trad. : « OF », line 11 trad. : « OF », line 11



ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of similarities establishes IRREFUTABLY that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIRECT
FABRICATION from document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023). The evidence clearly shows a DIGITAL REPRODUCTION
carried out through COMPUTER MANIPULATION, highlighting the intentional alteration and FALSIFICATION of the documents.

4

5

trad. : « the representative requested »,line 17 trad. : « the representative requested »,line 17

trad. : « The prosecution »,line 17 trad. : « The prosecution »,line 17



ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of similarities establishes IRREFUTABLY that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIRECT
FABRICATION from document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023). The evidence clearly shows a DIGITAL REPRODUCTION
carried out through COMPUTER MANIPULATION, highlighting the intentional alteration and FALSIFICATION of the documents.

6

7

trad. : « extension » , line 17 trad. : « extension » , line 17

trad. : « detention of the accused » , line 17 trad. : « detention of the accused » , line 17



ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020)

Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of similarities establishes IRREFUTABLY that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIRECT
FABRICATION from document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023). The evidence clearly shows a DIGITAL REPRODUCTION
carried out through COMPUTER MANIPULATION, highlighting the intentional alteration and FALSIFICATION of the documents.

8

9



ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of similarities establishes IRREFUTABLY that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIRECT
FABRICATION from document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023). The evidence clearly shows a DIGITAL REPRODUCTION
carried out through COMPUTER MANIPULATION, highlighting the intentional alteration and FALSIFICATION of the documents.

10

11

trad. : « Decision » , line 19 trad. : « Decision » , line 19

trad. : « The Court decided » , line 20 trad. : « The Court decided » , line 20



OVERWRITING AND ERASURES ON DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of OVERWRITING and ERASURES proves that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIGITAL
REPRODUCTION of document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023) , with visible overwriting and WORDS REWRITTEN on already
written portions. This manipulation constitutes a GROSS FALSIFICATION and an evident JUDICIAL DECEPTION.

12

13

trad. : « was brought » , line 11 trad. : « was brought » , line 11

trad. : « the defendant» , lige 11 trad. : « the party » , lige 11



OVERWRITING AND ERASURES ON DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2

Document 1  ( 16 february 2020) Document 2  ( 16 march 2020)

The analysis of OVERWRITING and ERASURES proves that document 1 (received from Qatar on June 12, 2024) is a DIGITAL
REPRODUCTION of document 2 (received from Qatar on July 31, 2023), with visible overwriting and WORDS REWRITTEN on already
written portions. This manipulation constitutes a GROSS FALSIFICATION and an evident JUDICIAL DECEPTION.

14

15

trad. : « OF OF » , line 11 trad. : « OF » , line 11

trad. : « from his detention » , line 11 trad. : « from his detention » , line 11



Conclusion

A moderately astute observer could easily deduce that they are copies of each other:

- Unusual consistency of texts: The writing elements, including the structure and style of the texts, show an unusual 
uniformity for documents supposedly emanating from different clerks. This is clear evidence of reproduction rather than 
distinct originality.

- Similarity of Arabic scriptures: The writing styles of Arabic words are perfectly similar. The letters are styled identically, 
which is unlikely for documents from different sources.

- Identical Letter Layout: The letter layout is uniformly identical in each document, with spacing between words 
corresponding exactly in certain places. This can only be the result of computer manipulation.

- Identical Diacritical Signs: Diacritical signs are placed identically in all documents, which is extremely unlikely for 
independently drafted official documents.

The documents clearly show that one was made from the other. The overwriting visible in the copies demonstrates beyond 
doubt that Document 1 was fabricated to mislead the court and prevent the issuance of an order to dismiss the altered 
exhibits, which is very serious. In legal terms, this is tampering with evidence, an offence that can include charges of 
forgery, alteration of documents, and obstruction of justice.



In several places, words have been added, and the document shows clear signs of overwriting. Initially empty spaces have 
been filled in suspiciously, altering the document's original content. Close examination reveals specific anomalies:

- Added words: Additional words have been inserted into the text, disrupting the natural structure and flow of the 
original document.
- Overwriting: Some segments of the text show signs of overwriting, where letters or words have been superimposed or 
rewritten. These are clearly visible and indicate an attempt at subsequent editing.
- Filled spaces: Areas initially left blank have been filled in with additional text, often inconsistently with the rest of the 
document. These additions do not correspond to the style and layout of the original text, highlighting an artificial 
intervention.

Analysis of the documents reveals that the imperfections of the photocopies or papers are identical between two sheets 
that are supposed to be different. Specific marks, such as smudges, folds (line 15) and printing anomalies, appear 
identically on both documents. These imperfections, which should be random and unique to each copy or sheet of paper, 
are reproduced exactly, raising serious questions. 

16



The random nature of paper imperfections and photocopy defects stems from a variety of unpredictable factors, such as 
variations in paper texture, dust deposits, or defects specific to each photocopy run. As a result, it is highly unlikely, if not 
impossible, that two separate documents will have exactly the same imperfections.

The fact that these imperfections are identical between the two documents is unequivocal proof of intentional 
reproduction or manipulation. This indicates that one document is a direct copy of the other, rather than two separate 
original documents. This discovery seriously compromises the authenticity and integrity of the documents presented, 
reinforcing the need for a thorough investigation to determine the legitimacy of the evidence submitted. 

Fig. 17: Document 1 line 11 

Fig. 18 : Document 2 line 11 

Fig. 19 : Document 1 line 2 

Fig. 20 : Document 2 line 2 
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Document no. 1, supposedly the oldest (February 16, 2020), contains elements from document no. 2, supposedly the most 
recent (March 16, 2020). This temporal anomaly is particularly damning, as it demonstrates deliberate manipulation of the 
documents. It is totally illogical and technically impossible for information to appear in an older document without being 
present in later versions, unless there has been blatant falsification.

The presence of additional elements in the older document and their absence in the more recent one constitutes irrefutable 
proof of falsification. These temporal inconsistencies, combined with other anomalies such as identical imperfections and 
overwriting, unequivocally confirm fraudulent manipulation and judicial deception. These damning findings demand an 
immediate and thorough investigation to punish those responsible for this blatant attempt at judicial fraud.

II. Group analysis B.
 
1. Presentation of documents.

IMPORTANT : In the case of these three documents, signed by three different judges, three different deputy public
prosecutors and three different court clerks on separate dates and stamped with the seal of the Superior Court, it appears
that the same hand drafted the documents. This is clearly impossible, as each session was presided over by a different clerk.
This anomaly indicates either the absence of a clerk, photocopying of the same document, or deliberate falsification.
In each of these cases, the document is IRRELEVANT. The final part of each document has been added after the fact.
 
 



Document 3 Document 4 Document 5

File no.: 14/2020
Date: 15/4/2020
Judge: Ġānim Rāshid al-Ḥayādī
Deputy Public Prosecutor: Muḥammad Khālidī  
Clerk: Ṭāriq Shālabi
Document without stamp near the signatures
 

File no.: 1/2020
Date: 22 corrected by 28/4/2020
Judge: Doctor Ḥamad Ṣāliḥ al-Nāb
Deputy Prosecutor: Ṣāliḥ ʿAbd Allāh
Clerk: Ḥusām Hamad ʿAṭīf

N° de dossier : 1/2020
Date : 17/5/2020
Judge : Ġānim Thāmir Nāṣir al-Ḥumaydī
Adjoint Procureur : Muḥammad Ḥamīd al-
Zuhayrī (?) 
Gaffer : al-Ḥumaydī Muḥammad Aǧīn



SIMILARITIES AND OVERWRITING OF DOCUMENTS 3,4 AND 5
Document 4  Document 5Document 3   

Legend: in red: spelling identical to the nearest millimetre; in yellow: addition of phrases and change of writing

2. Similarities and overwrinting 



TRANSLATION OF ADDED SENTENCES DOCUMENTS 3,4 AND 5
Document 4  Document 5Document 3   

Legend: in red: spelling identical to the nearest millimetre; in yellow: addition of phrases and change of writing



GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5
Document 4 : Document 5  : Document 3 : 

This graphological comparison shows the SAME WRITING, THE SAME PROLONGATIONS BETWEEN THE LETTERS,
whereas the clerks are supposed to BE DIFFERENT.

22

24

23

translation: "given the suspension", 
line 10

translation: "given the suspension" ;
line 10

translation: "given the suspension",
line 10

translation: "hearings", line 10 translation: "hearings", line 10 translation: "hearings", line 10

translation: "Corona disease", 
line 11

translation: "Corona disease", 
line 11

translation: "Corona disease", 
line 11

3. Graphological comparison



GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5

Document 4  : Document 5  : Document 3  : 

This graphological comparison shows the SAME WRITING, THE SAME PROLONGATIONS BETWEEN THE LETTERS,
whereas the clerks are supposed to BE DIFFERENT.

25

27

26

translation. : "as a preventive measure 
due to",line 10

translation. : "as a preventive measure 
due to",line 10

translation. : "as a preventive measure 
due to",line 10

translation: "Corona disease", line 11 translation: "Corona disease", line 11 translation: "Corona disease", line 11

translation: "was not presented", 
line 13

translation: "was not presented", 
line 13

translation: "was not presented", 
line 13



GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5

Document 4  : Document 5  : Document 3  : 

This graphological comparison shows the SAME WRITING, THE SAME PROLONGATIONS BETWEEN THE LETTERS,
whereas the clerks are supposed to BE DIFFERENT.

28

30

29

translation: "the accused at", line 13 translation: "the accused at", line 13 translation: "the accused at", line 13

translation. : "court, therefore“ 
line 13

translation. : "court, therefore“ 
line 13

translation. : "court, therefore“ 
line 13

translation: "and the demand", 
line 16

translation: "and the demand", 
line 16

translation: "and the demand", 
line 16



GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5

Document 4  : Document 5  : Document 3  : 

This graphological comparison shows the SAME WRITING, THE SAME PROLONGATIONS BETWEEN THE LETTERS,
whereas the clerks are supposed to BE DIFFERENT.

31

33

32

translation: "Mr Prosecutor",
line 16

translation: "Mr Prosecutor",
line 16

translation: "Mr Prosecutor",
line 16

translation: "from the Public Prosecutor’s 
Office", line 16

translation: "from the Public Prosecutor’s 
Office", line 16

translation: "from the Public Prosecutor’s 
Office", line 16

translation: " of the maintenance", 
line 16

translation: " of the maintenance", 
line 16

translation: " of the maintenance", 
line 16



GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5

Document 4  : Document 5  : Document 3  : 

This graphological comparison shows the SAME WRITING, THE SAME PROLONGATIONS BETWEEN THE LETTERS,
whereas the clerks are supposed to BE DIFFERENT

34

36

35

translation: "in custody of the accused".
line 17

translation: "in custody of the accused".
line 17

translation: "in custody of the 
accused". line 17

translation: "Decision", line 18 translation: "Decision", line 18 translation: "Decision", line 18

translated: "the court decided", 
line 20

translated: "the court decided",
line 20

translated: "the court decided", 
line 20



III. Group C analysis.

1. Presentation of document 6

File no.: 1/2020
Date : 25/6/2020 
Judge: ʾAlī Abd Allāh Al-Jusaimān
Deputy Public Prosecutor: Safar al-Ḥamr
Clerk: Nawf al-Jamīdī 

This document is no longer entirely handwritten, but 
partially typed. 
This change raises a number of questions: Why was this
change made? 
What protocol was followed? 



Fig. 37 : entête du document 6 

No department name 
in charge of the case 

1.   Absence of the name of the department in charge of the case: The document does not mention the name of the 
competent department, which is a significant omission for an official document. 

2. Spelling errors: The presence of spelling errors is problematic for an official document (see fig. 18), highlighting a lack 
of rigor and resources. This oversight is particularly troubling given that Qatar is one of the richest countries in the world.  
For these four examples, the letter ha which is written in final ( ـ ھ written here in medial position ـ ھ )

Fig. 38: Spelling error 



3. Deletions and alterations after the fact: This official document (see fig. 19) has been erased and altered after the fact, 
compromising its credibility and integrity.

At the end of the document is the decision, with the TEN-day detention extension period crossed out. Above it is the 
MANUSCRITE mention of the duration: "one week". Why this change after the fact? Why did you set it at TEN and then 
SEVEN days?  
Crossing out or adding to a document after the fact makes it IRRELEVANT.

Figure 39 - Scratches on document 6 
In yellow: handwritten text added - In red: text crossed out 



SIGNATURE OF THE JUDGE DIFFERENT OR EVEN IMMITED FROM THE 

JUDGE AL-JUSAIMĀN

4. Different signature: The signature attributed to
Judge ʿAlī Al-Jusaimān differs from his usual signature,
indicating that the document was probably signed by
another person.

At the end of the document is Judge Al-Jusaimān's
signature. Close eye examination shows that the
Judge's signature for this document is significantly
different in view of other official documents signed by
this same Judge dated March 30, 2023 and stamped.

Mr. Al-Jusaimān had also stated during his CERD
hearing that he had in no way "HEARD OF" the Tayeb
BENABDERRAHMANE case.

This signature is therefore USURPED WITHOUT AN
OFFICIAL STAMP, which also makes the document
IRRECEIVABLE.

Document signé par le juge le 30 mars 2023

Document 6 signé par le juge le 25/06/2020

La boucle est différente de l’original

Le trait est perpendiculaire 

Le trait est en forme de boucle 

Absence de tampon

La boucle est différente de l’usurpée



ANALYSIS OF THE FIVE DOCUMENTS



DOCUMENT 1
COMMENTS :

1. The document takes the form of a photocopied form, filled in by hand; many
fields are left blank. Some of the fields that are filled in are incomplete. The
handwritten heading "State Security" is missing.
2. For the first time, the document orders the provisional detention of Mr. Tayeb
BENABDERRAHMANE for one month from February 16, 2020, i.e. until March 16,
2020. We therefore wonder in what capacity he was detained between January 13
and February 10, 2020?
3. The court before which Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE appeared is presented as
that of al-ǧunaḥ (pl. of ǧunḥa). The notion of ǧunḥa is defined in the Penal Code of
the State of Qatar (Law 11 of May 10, 2004 promulgating the Penal Code, article 23
amended) translated below:
"Les ǧunaḥ sont délits punis d'un emprisonnement de trois ans au plus et d'une
amende de plus de mille riyals, ou de travaux d'intérêts général, ou de l'une de ces
peines, à moins que la loi n'en dispose autrement".
4. How can we explain the fact that Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE is being
brought before a court dealing with misdemeanors, when the arrest warrant
qualifies what he was accused of, without detailing it, as a crime (jarīma)? and that
the public prosecutor's office in charge of his case is that of State Security and the
fight against terrorism?
5. Only one judge's signature appears on the document, although there were three
at this hearing. Fig. 40 : document 1



DOCUMENT 2

Signature sans tampon 

COMMENTS :

1. The document is in the form of a photocopied form, filled in by hand, with no
authenticating stamp;
Many fields are left blank. Some of the fields that are filled in are incomplete, such
as the handwritten heading "State Security", which is truncated: instead of
appearing in its entirety, "amn al-dawla", only "amn al" appears;
2. The document renews Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE's pre-trial detention for
one month from March 16, 2020, i.e. until April 15, 2020.
3. The court before which Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE appeared is presented as
that of al-ǧunaḥ (pl. of ǧunḥa). The notion of ǧunḥa is defined in the Penal Code of
the State of Qatar (Law 11 of May 10, 2004 promulgating the Penal Code, article 23
amended) translated below:
"Les ǧunaḥ sont délits punis d'un emprisonnement de trois ans au plus et d'une
amende de plus de mille riyals, ou de travaux d'intérêts général, ou de l'une de ces
peines, à moins que la loi n'en dispose autrement".
4. How can we explain the fact that Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE is being
brought before a court dealing with misdemeanors, when the arrest warrant
qualifies what he was accused of, without detailing it, as a crime (jarīma)? and that
the public prosecutor's office in charge of his case is that of State Security and the
fight against terrorism?

Fig. 41 : document 2



DOCUMENT 3

COMMENTS : 

1. The document is in the form of a photocopied, hand-filled form,
with many fields left blank;

2. The document renews Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE's pre-trial
detention for 14 days from April 16, 2020.

3. The court before which Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE appeared is
presented as the Misdemeanors Appeal Court. How can this change of
jurisdiction be explained?

4. Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE did not appeal because he was kept
in the dark about his legal situation, without an interpreter and
without a lawyer. On what legal basis has his detention been
submitted, without his request, knowledge or representation, to
another jurisdiction?

5. As mentioned above, this is a digital reproduction of the same text
as other documents 3, 4 and 5. Fig. 42 : document 3



DOCUMENT 4

COMMENTS: 

Fig. 43 : document 4

1.  The document is in the form of a photocopied, hand-filled 
form, with many fields left blank; 

2.  The case number has been changed: 14/2020 instead of 1/2020, 
and "Le Ministère Public" in the "Le demandeur / l'appelant / le 
recourant" box.

3. The document renews Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE's pre-
trial detention for 30 days from April 28, 2020, i.e. until May 28, 
2020.

4.  Why has the case number been changed?

5. As mentioned above, this is a digital reproduction of the same 
text as the other documents (3, 4 and 5).



DOCUMENT 5

COMMENTS: 

Fig. 44 : document 5

1. The document is in the form of a photocopied, hand-filled
form, with many fields left blank;

2. The document is no longer marked "State Security";

3. The instance number has been changed again: 1/2020 instead
of 14/2020;

3. The document renews Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE's pre-
trial detention for 30 days from May 17, 2020, i.e. until June 16,
2020.

4. As mentioned above, this is a digital reproduction of the same
text as the other documents (3, 4 and 5).



DOCUMENT 6
COMMENTS: 

Fig. 45 : document 6

1. The document takes the form of a form, apparently photocopied, filled in by hand; 
neither the court concerned nor the issuing department is identified; many fields 
are left blank. 

2. Although the text is typed, there are a number of spelling and typing errors; a 
handwritten note crosses out the decision in typographical characters to indicate 
the decision.

3. The document renews the pre-trial detention of Mr. Tayeb BENABDERRAHMANE           
for 10 days from June 25, 2020, i.e. until July 5, 2020. 
No JUDICIAL DECISION exists between June 16 and June 25, 2020.

4.     For the first time, the document sets the date of the future appearance as 
Wednesday, July 1, 2020. (see fig. 2).
5. Judge Ali Al Jusaiman states: "The accused was contacted and seen in his place of 
detention  

by modern means of communication. He was informed of the previous date   
of his detention, guaranteeing his appearance within the legal timeframe 

to examine 
the issue of his detention. He will appear before the court on Wednesday, July 01."

Fig. 26 : translation. : "[the accused] must appear on Wednesday 1/7/2020".



CONCLUSION
After careful examination of the documents submitted by the State of Qatar in the case of "Tayeb Benabderrahmane v. The 
State of Qatar" (ICSID Case No. ARB/22/23), numerous anomalies and inconsistencies have been detected, casting serious 
doubt on their authenticity.The following observations are of particular concern:

1. Uniformity of redactions: The documents show marked similarities in wording, letter arrangement, spacing and 

diacritical marks. These similarities are anomalous for documents supposedly from different sources and written by 

different clerks, demonstrating that they are digital reproductions and copies of each other.

2. Overwriting and alterations : The documents contain overloads and alterations after the fact, including the addition 

of words and the suspicious filling in of initially empty spaces. These alterations disrupt the natural structure and flow 

of the texts, compromising their integrity and demonstrating deliberate manipulation.

3. Photocopy Imperfections/Reproduced Papers: The same photocopy imperfections, such as smudges, creases and 

printing anomalies, appear identically on documents that are supposed to be different. These imperfections should be 

random and unique, but their exact repetition indicates digital reproduction and computer manipulation.

4. Date inversion : An inexplicable inversion of dates has been observed, where the document supposed to be the oldest 

contains elements absent from the more recent document. This temporal inconsistency is technically impossible 

without falsification, demonstrating crude digital manipulation by digital reproduction.



CONCLUSION continued

5. Jurisdiction of the Court: The documents contain inconsistencies regarding the jurisdiction of the court 

before which Mr. Benabderrahmane appeared, with changing designations with no apparent explanation.

6. Non-Compliance with Legal Provisions: The documents do not comply with the articles of the Qatari Code of 

Criminal Procedure, particularly with regard to the notification and translation of documents for Mr. 

Benabderrahmane. 

In conclusion, the documents analyzed show clear signs of falsification, including computer manipulation and 

handwritten additions. These irregularities render the documents inadmissible and seriously compromise their 

integrity and authenticity. It is imperative to declare these documents null and void due to the inconsistencies 

and falsifications demonstrated. A thorough investigation is required to identify those responsible for this judicial 

swindle.



In the name of God, the merciful, the most merciful

Advisory report

on arbitration file ARB/22/23

the International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes (ICSID) in Washington, D.C.

Presented by :

Expert consultant Hossam El-Din Mostafa, former President of the General Administration of

Forgery and Counterfeit Research in Forensic Medicine, former Director General of Technical

Training for Forgery and Counterfeit Research Experts and scientific consultant at the Medical

Sciences Division of the Union of Scientific Professions.



The expert consultant Hossam El-Din Mostafa, former President of the General Administration of

Forgery and Falsification Research, former General Director of Technical Training for Forgery and

Falsification Research Experts in Forensic Medicine and scientific consultant at the Medical Sciences

Division of the Union of Scientific Professions, registered under registration number 25737, of the

year 2022, attests that, on Thursday May 9, 2024, the complainant, Mr. Tayeb Ben Abderrahman,

holder of French passport no. 20EE54410, issued on 24/12/2020, sent us the following documents:

1- Six photocopies of six minutes of hearings, issued by the Court of Misdemeanors / Supreme

Council of the Judiciary / State of Qatar, on 17/02/2020, 17/03/2020, 15/04/2020,

28/04/2020, 17/05/2020 and 25/06/2020, subject of the examination.

2- Color copy (of 18 sheets) of the judgment rendered in court on 26/02/2020 in case number

2019/756/Crime/première instance, by Criminal Division No. 3 of the Criminal Court / Court

of First Instance / Supreme Judicial Council, State of Qatar, bearing the signature in each

sheet of Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak Al-Khayarin, President of the Court, for comparison.

3- Color copy (of 23 sheets) of the judgment rendered in court on 30/03/2024, in case number

1023/2023 / miscellaneous offenses / first instance, by the Court of Misdemeanors,

Misdemeanor Division No. 8 / Court of Misdemeanors / Court of First Instance / Supreme

Judicial Council, State of Qatar, bearing the signature in each sheet of Judge Ali Abdallah Ali

Saif Al-Jassiman, President of the Court, for comparison.

4- A color copy of the consultation dated 04/31/2024, bearing the signature of Mr. Ali Abdallah

Ali Saif Al-Jassiman, Judge of the State of Qatar, for comparison.

5- A color copy of the complainant's passport data page.



Request

In accordance with the plaintiff's request :

1- Carry out a technical comparison between the signature attributed to Mr. Judge Ghanem

Rashed Mubarak Al-Khayarin, President of the Court, affixed to the copy of the minutes of the

hearing of 15/4/2020, produced against the plaintiff by the Court of Misdemeanors -

Supreme Council of the Judiciary of the State of Qatar - subject of the examination - and his

signatures appended to the judgment rendered in case no. 2019/756/crime/first

instance/criminal division 3, of the Criminal Court / Court of First Instance - presented for

comparison -, in order to indicate whether or not the aforementioned judge is the signatory

of the minutes of this hearing - subject of the review -.

2- Carry out a technical comparison between the signature attributed to Mr. Judge Ali Abdallah

Ali Saif Al-Jassiman, President of the Court, affixed to the copy of the minutes of the hearing

of 02/25/2020, produced against the plaintiff by the Court of Misdemeanors / Supreme

Judicial Council of the State of Qatar - subject of the examination - and his signatures

appended to the judgment rendered in case no. 2023/1023/miscellaneous

misdemeanors/first instance, and the consultation dated 05/31/2024, presented for

comparison, in order to indicate whether the above-mentioned judge is the signatory, or not,

of the minutes of this hearing -object of the examination-.

3- To carry out the necessary examination of the six copies of the minutes of the sessions,

attributed to the Court of Misdemeanors / Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar,

dated 16/02/2020, 16/03/2020, 15/04/2020, 28/04/2020, 17/05/2020, 25/06/2020 - objects

of the examination - in order to indicate whether or not there is any falsification in any of

them, and to demonstrate whether their data has been established by one or more persons.



I. Documents submitted for review

These are the six copies of the minutes of the six hearings assigned to the Court of Misdemeanors

/ Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar, dated 16/02/2020, 16/03/2020, 15/04/2020,

28/04/2020, 17/05/2020, 25/06/2020 - objects of the review.

We noticed that five of these minutes bore the seal of the emblem of the State of Qatar. This

concerns the misdemeanors court (26), in the copy of the minutes of the first hearing, dated

16/02/2020, the misdemeanors on appeal (10), the copy of the minutes of the third hearing

dated 15/04/2020, and the misdemeanors court (22) in the three copies of the minutes of the

last hearings dated 26/04/2020, 17/03/2020 and 25/06/2020 - the objects of examination-. The

copy of the minutes of the hearing of 16/03/2020 is then devoid of any imprint of the seals of

the State emblem.

We also noticed that the data and sentences contained in the minutes of the six hearings

examined were written in more than one handwriting, and that the minutes of the last hearing

dated June 25, 2020, the subject of the review, were compiled between printed and handwritten

handwriting.

We have noted the same source of the two minutes of the two hearings of 16/02/2020 and

16/03/2020, subject of the review. We have also noted the same source for the three hearings,

dated 04/15/2020, 04/28/2020 and 05/17/2020, under review.

Below is a detailed presentation of each copy of the minutes of the six hearings under review.



1- Copy of the minutes of the hearing held on 16/02/2020 - subject of the review - :



2- Copy of the minutes of the hearing held on 16/03/2020 - subject of the review - :



3- Copy of the minutes of the hearing held on 04/15/2020 - subject of the review - :



4- Copy of the minutes of the hearing held on 28/04/2020 - subject of the review - :



5- Copy of the minutes of the hearing of 05/17/2020 - subject of the review - :



6- Copy of the minutes of the hearing of 06/25/2020 - subject of review - :



We have printed out the six copies of the minutes of the six hearings under review. We have selected

from each of them what merits examination, and we have affixed our signature and the imprint of

our office seal, which reads: "Hossam El-Din Mostafa, counterfeit and forgery detection consultant."

We have attached copies of the minutes of the six above-mentioned hearings, which are the subject

of our review, as Appendix 1, within the attachments at the end of this report.



II. The two signatures under review

1- The first signature attributed to Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak Al-Khayarin,

president of the court under review:

This is the signature affixed in the minutes of the hearing of 15/04/2020, in case no.

1/2020, State Security, produced by the Remand Renewal Section / Court of

Misdemeanors / Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar, (subject of review).

This signature has been produced in a combined editorial style. The pen begins on

the right with a formation resembling the letter :ع" ayn", bouncing off the basic

creation of this letter, in the form of a horizontal stroke, with a slight downward slope

to the left, forming a trilateral indentation with an arched inclination to the right. It

then extends a little beyond the indentation, with the same inclination and direction,

rising at an acute angle to the right and upwards at a concave angle. It then returns at

a right angle to the left and downwards, interrupting the rising, concave line near its

beginning and with a descent that has continued below the basic horizontal line. It

curls with a spread curvature, ending with a sharp rise to the right and upwards,

interrupting the serrations (in the basic horizontal stroke) and the formation that

looks like the letter :ع" ayn", continuing afterwards.



Enlarged image of the first signature under examination

2- The second signature attributed to Judge Ali Abdallah Ali Saif Al-Jassiman,

President of the court under review:

This is the signature affixed to the copy of the minutes of the hearing 25/06/2020, in

case no. 1/2020/State Security, issued by the Supreme Judicial Council of the State of

Qatar, the subject of the review.

This signature has been created in a combined editorial style of two distinct strokes:

one, the large stroke, in which the pen starts at the bottom with an upward,

clockwise rotation, forming a semi-oval shape, then returning with a slightly leftward

and downward sloping descent. The other, which is the small stroke, in which another

configuration was achieved within the semi-oval shape with the first stroke. The pen

began with a downstroke with a slight upstroke, then bouncing vertically to the left,

almost perpendicular to the upstroke.



Enlarged image of the second signature under examination



III. Documents compared

1- Regarding Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak Al-Khayarin, President of the
Court:

a- A color copy (of 18 pages) of the decision rendered at the hearing of 26/02/2020,

in case no. 2019/756/crime/first instance, emanating from Division 3 / Criminal

Court / Court of First Instance / Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar.

The signature of Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak Al-Khayarin, President of the

Court, is affixed to each page.

When we examined the 18 signatures on the judgment sheets, we found that

they were all identical. In other words, they were all printed on the judgment

sheets, from a single signature by the above-mentioned judge.

2- Regarding Judge Ali Abdallah Ali Saif Al-Jassiman, President of the Court:

a- A color copy (23 pages) of the judgment rendered at the hearing held on

30/03/2023 in case no. 2023/1023/miscellaneous offenses/first instance, issued

by Division 8/Miscellaneous Offenses/Tort of Misdemeanors/Tribunal of First

Instance/Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar. The signature of Judge

Ali Abdullah Ali Saïf Al-Jassiman, President of the Court, is affixed to each page.



When we examined the 23 signatures on the judgment sheets, we found that

they were all identical. In other words, they were all printed on the judgment

sheets, from a single signature by the above-mentioned judge.

b- A color copy of the consultation drafted on 05/31/2024, signed by Judge Ali

Abdullah Ali Saïf Al-Jassiman, Magistrate of the State of Qatar.

The two signatures in the above comparison were linked to each other by the same basic written

characteristics, and the line of the pen stroke also matches between them. This means that the two

signatures mentioned above were produced by the hand of the same person.



IV. Comparison process

1- Comparison of the signature attributed to Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak Al-

Khayarin, President of the Court:

The comparison of the signature attributed to Mr. Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak

Al- Khayarin, affixed to the copy of the minutes of the hearing of 15/04/2020, in case

no. 1/2020, [State Security, produced by the Section for the Renewal of Pre-trial

Detention / Court of Misdemeanors / Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar],

(subject of review), and the signature printed and affixed on each of the 18 leaves

of the color copy of the judgment rendered at the hearing of 26/02/2020, [in case

2019/756/crimes/first instance / division 3 / criminal court / supreme council of the

judiciary of the State of Qatar (forwarded for comparison)], shows us that they differ

from each other in the fundamental and essential scriptural elements.

Among the most notable differences between the signature under review and the

signature to be compared, we note the following:

a- The pen line in the signature under examination is totally different from that in

the signature to be compared.

b- Amplitude of hand movement when signing, from start to finish, on the signature

under examination is different from that of the signature to be compared.

c- The origin of the movement of the signature under examination differs from that

of the signature to be compared.

d- Difference in the way of writing the composition that looks like the letter :ع" ayn"
at the beginning of the signature examined from that of the signature to be

compared.

e-



f- Difference between the teeth of the main horizontal line of the signature under

examination and that of the signature to be compared.

g- The concave rising line - after the main horizontal line - in the signature under

examination is contrasted with a straightening of this line in the signature to be

compared.

h- The descent of the circumvolution of the signature examined from its main

horizontal line is completely different from that of the signature to be compared.

i- The sharpness of the final stroke in the signature to be examined and its ending

with a thick line differs completely from that of the signature to be compared,

which ends with fluidity and a thin line.

j- Difference in the relative positions of the graphic formations in the signature

under examination and the signature to be compared.

From the foregoing, it is clear that the signature attributed to Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak

Al-Khayarin, affixed to the copy of the minutes of the hearing of 04/15/2020, under review, differs

from the signature of said judge, affixed to the sheets of the copy of the judgment rendered at the

hearing of 02/26/2020, transmitted for comparison.



The arrows indicate the most significant differences between the signature under
examination and the signature to be compared:

The signature to compare The signature under examination



2- Comparison of the signature attributed to Judge Ali Abdallah Ali Saif Al-Jassiman,

President of the Court:

In comparing the signature attributed to Mr. Judge Ali Abdallah Ali Saif Al-Jassiman,

affixed to the copy of the minutes of the hearing of 25/02/2020, of case no. 1/2020,

[State Security, rendered by the Section for the Renewal of Pre-trial Detention / Court

of Misdemeanors / Supreme Judicial Council of the State of Qatar (subject of

examination)], to the two of his signatures affixed to the two sheets to be compared

- detailed above and forwarded for comparison - we have found that the signature

examined differs from the two signatures to be compared in the fundamental and

essential scriptural elements.

Among the most notable differences between the signature examined and the two

signatures compared are the following:

a- Difference in the amplitude of hand movement on the examined signature

-from start to finish- and that of the signatures to be compared.

b- Difference between the shape and size of the semi-oval formation in the

signature under examination and those of the two signatures to be compared.

c- Absence of the compressed zigzag formation below the semi-oval formation in

the signature examined, despite its presence in the two signatures to be

compared.

d- The sharpness and elongation of the edited formation within the semi-oval

formation in the signature under examination, as opposed to a curvature and

brevity in this formation in each of the two signatures to be compared.

e- The widening of the right-hand side of the semi-oval formation in the signature

examined is contrasted with a relative narrowing of this side on each of the two

signatures to be compared.

f- The presence of an additional trace below the oval formation in the two

signatures to be compared, whereas it is absent in the signature under

examination.



g- The relative positions of the graphic formations with the examined signature

differ from those of the two signatures to be compared.

From the foregoing, it is clear that the signature attributed to Judge Ali Abdallah Ali Saif

Al-Jassiman, affixed to the minutes of the hearing of 25/06/2020 (subject of the review), differs

from the signatures of the said judge, transmitted for comparison.



The arrows indicate the most notable differences between the signature under

examination and the two signatures to be compared:

The two signatures to compare The signature under examination



V. Technical examination

By examining the copies of the minutes of the six hearings dated 16/02/2020, 16/03/2020,

15/04/2020, 28/04/2020, 17/05/2020 and 25/06/2020 - the objects of the review - which were

sent to us, through a technical review and using various methods and magnification tools, we have

concluded the following results:

1- A single form on which the minutes of the two hearings of 02/16/2020 and 03/16/2020,

which are the subject of the review, have been drawn up:

The two minutes were written on a copy of a single form that had been prepared in

advance, by printing out the document and then manually entering a few words:

"l'accusé a été présenté" and "de son lieu de détention". The same applies to the

italicization of the phrase "the public prosecutor has requested that the accused be kept

in custody". We also added the words

"This is followed by the writing of the rest of the sentences in the body of the two

minutes of the two hearings of 02/16/2020 and 03/16/2020, which are the subject of the

review.

We noticed that the above-mentioned configuration data were identical in the two

minutes of the two above-mentioned hearings, which confirms the unity of their

source. We also noticed a repetition in the minutes of the hearing of 16/02/2020: "the

accused was presented", and the deletion of the phrase "from his place of detention",

readjusting it with an offset from the original position, as demonstrated in the images

below:



Minutes of hearing 03/16/2020 Minutes of hearing 02/16/2020

2- Inconsistency in the date of the minutes of the hearing of 03/16/2020, subject of
the review :

In these minutes, which are the subject of the review, the figures indicating the day and

month boxes have been written in a restricted manner that differs from the figures

indicating the year, in terms of elements of shape, size and positions in the printed boxes,

which is directly visible to the eye in the enlarged image of the date in question below:



Enlarged image of the date of the minutes of the hearing of 16/03/2020, subject of the review

3- A single form on which the minutes of the hearings of 04/15/2020, 04/28/2020 and
05/17/2020, which are the subject of the review, have been drawn up:

Each set of minutes for the three hearings was drawn up on a copy of a single form that

had also been prepared in advance. Certain phrases and statements are identical in all

three minutes, namely: "in view of the cessation of work on the hearings due to the

coronavirus disease", "the accused was not brought before the court", and "the public

prosecutor requested that the accused be kept in custody", as well as the headings

"decision" and "the court decides".

The following image shows the correspondence in the minutes of the three

aforementioned hearings under review:



A combined photo of the minutes of the hearings, dated 04/15/2020,

04/28/2020 and 05/17/2020, subject of the review:



4- Modification of the day's date of the minutes of the hearing of 04/28/2020, subject of

the review :

The change in the day's date, from 22 to 28, is evident in these minutes, as shown in the

following image:

Enlarged image of the date in the minutes of the hearing of 28/04/2020, subject of the review

5- Presence of traces of automatic deletion / erasure and addition of the accused's name in

the top left-hand box of the minutes dated 06/25/2020, subject of the examination:

It has come to our attention that the printed line, on which the plaintiff's name is entered, under

the heading: "defendant / respondent / respondent to appeal": in the top left-hand corner of the

minutes of the hearing of 06/25/2020, the subject of the review, is discontinuous. We found no

equivalent in any of the minutes of the remaining five hearings examined. We also noted slight

traces of the original handwriting, as well as a difficulty on the part of the author, manifested by a

few repetitions. Added to this is the inconsistent color of the handwriting of the name

"Tayeb Ben Abderrahman". Below, an enlarged image of the box examined:



Enlarged image of the date in the minutes of the hearing of 06/25/2020, subject of the review

6- Modification of the date of the minutes of the hearing of 06/25/2020, subject of the review :

The indication of the date of the minutes of the hearing of 06/25/2020, the subject of the review,

seems inconsistent in form. The number (6) indicating the month box has been modified. The two

dashes separating the days and months boxes are inconsistent with the dashes separating the

months and years. The date digits all seem inconsistent with each other, in terms of shape, size

and position in the printed boxes. This is directly visible to the eye in the enlarged image of this

date as follows:



Enlarged image of the date in the minutes of the hearing of 06/25/2020, subject of the review

7- Absence of signatures or seals at the places of repetition, modification, addition or

deletion previously indicated in the minutes of the hearings dated 02/16/2020,

03/16/2020, 04/28/2020 and 06/25/2020, subject of the review:

The minutes of the four above-mentioned hearings were subjected to one or more of the

following operations: (repetition, deletion, modification, addition, deletion), but all lacked any

signature or seal imprint that would intercede for these operations or rule out suspicion of

falsification.



The final result



The end result:

The expert consultant Hossam El-Din Mostafa, former President of the General Administration of

Forgery and Falsification Research, former General Director of Technical Training for Forgery and

Falsification Research Experts in Forensic Medicine and scientific consultant at the Medical Sciences

Division of the Union of Scientific Professions, registered under the registration number 25737, of the

year 2022, and with the registration number 8291, of the division of medical sciences, that he has

taken cognizance of the copies of the documents sent to him, under the responsibility of the

complainant, and that he has examined them, and that in the light of these transmitted copies,

declares the following:

Firstly: the signature attributed to Mr. Judge Ghanem Rashed Mubarak Al-Khayarin, which is affixed

to a copy of the examined minutes of the hearing of 15/04/2020, of the case in which the plaintiff

Tayeb Ben Abderrahman is accused, differs from the signature of the said Mr. Judge, affixed to the

sheets of the copies of the judgment rendered at the hearing of 26/02/2020, forwarded for

comparison.

Secondly: the signature attributed to Mr. Judge, Ali Abdullah Ali Saif Al-Jusaiman, which is affixed to a

copy of the minutes, examined, of the hearing of the case in which the plaintiff, Tayeb Ben

Abderrahman is accused, differs from the two signatures of the said Mr. Judge in the two documents

dated 30/03/2024 and 31/05/2024, forwarded for comparison.

Thirdly: the data and sentences contained in the body of the minutes of the six hearings dated

16/02/2020, 16/03/2020, 15/04/2020, 28/04/2020, 17/05/2020 and 25/06/2020.

- subject of review - were written in several scripts. The sentences contained in the minutes of the

last hearing, dated 06/25/2020 - subject of review - were written in a style that combines printed and

handwriting. Four of these minutes of the hearings held on 16/02/2020, 16/03/2020, 28/04/2020

and 25/06/2020 - the subject of the review - have undergone one or more of the following

operations: (repetition, deletion, modification, addition, deletion). They are all devoid of any

signature or seal impressions that would intercede for these operations or rule out any suspicion of

falsification.



This is our testimony, and God is the best of witnesses. (Final curved handwritten line)

Four appendices are attached to this report, described below:

1-Appendix n°1: documents to be examined

2-Appendix n°2: signatures to be compared

3- Appendix 3: The comparison process

4- Appendix 4: curriculum vitae of the consultant who submitted the report.

Expert consultant Hossam El-Din Mostafa,

former president of the General

Administration for Counterfeit and Forgery

Research, former director general of technical

training for forgery and forgery research

experts in forensic medicine and scientific

consultant at the Medical Sciences Division of

the Scientific Professions Union.

Date: 06/30/2024
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Appendix 4

Curriculum vitae of the consultant who submitted the
report.



Consultant Hossam El-Din Mostafa

(Photography)

Expert consultant in counterfeit and falsification detection

Date of birth: 24/04/1962

Nationality: Egyptian Religion:

Islam

Expert

Consultant in counterfeit and falsification cases, former President of the General Administration of

Counterfeit and Falsification Research in Forensic Medicine, former General Director of Technical

Training for Counterfeit and Falsification Research Experts.

Position: Expert consultant in counterfeit detection and falsification, lecturer and accredited trainer. Contact

details: 12 imarate al-obor, floor 9, Salah Salem, Cairo

Tel: 01155589805 / 01223146147

Mail/site: hossameldinm@hotmail.com hossam@hossaeldinmostafa.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/hosameldin.mostafa.9

Linkedin: www.linkedin.com/in/hsam-el-din-mustafa

QR Code

Qualifications :

1. Bachelor's degree in biological sciences, department (plant chemistry), Faculty of Science, Ain

Shams University, 1984.

2. Higher Diploma in Education and Psychology, General Diploma, Faculty of Education, Ain

Shams University, 1988.

3. Higher diploma in educational psychology, special diploma, Faculty of Education, Ain Shams

University 1991.

Previous jobs :

1. Head of general administration for counterfeit and falsification research, from November

2020, until retirement on 04/23/2022.

2. General Manager of technical training for forensic counterfeiting and falsification experts,

from May 2020, until retirement on 04/23/2022.

3. Responsible for leading the quality team to obtain international accreditation in paper

money, at the General Administration for Counterfeit and Forensic Falsification Research, in January

2022.

mailto:ossameldinm@hotmail.com
mailto:hossam@hossaeldinmostafa.com
http://www.facebook.com/hosameldin.mostafa.9
http://www.linkedin.com/in/hsam-el-din-mustafa


4. Charged with participating as a member of the grievance committee regarding performance

adequacy reports in the forensic medicine department sector, in 2019/2020, in accordance with

Minister of Justice decree no. 4065 of 2021, published on 28/06/2021.

5. Charged with participating as a representative member of the Forgery and Forensic

Falsification Research Department, in the Egyptian Working Committee on Standards, Egyptian

General Authority for Standardization and Quality, Cairo, from October 2017 to date.

6. Chairman of the technical inspection committee for the work of experts in counterfeit and

falsification research, from January 2017 to May 2020.

7. General Manager of Counterfeiting and Forgery Research, Dakahlia, from February 2016 to

July 2019.

8. Member of the Technical Inspection Committee, since February 1er 2016.

9. Principal Specialist with the rank of General Manager in a personal capacity, in accordance

with Ministerial Decree no. 307 of 2012, dated 01/04/2012.

10. Responsible for leading the research committee on counterfeiting and falsification to prepare,

with the European subsidies authority, the twinning with one of the countries to obtain international

accreditation for the Egyptian forensic medicine authority, July 2011.

11. President of the General Administration of Counterfeit and Forgery Research for the Sinai

regions and Canal Towns, for the period May 2007 to March 2008.

12. Responsible for training groups of new experts, Department of Forensic Medicine, Ministry of

Justice, from 1996 until retirement on 04/23/2022.

13. Expert in counterfeit and falsification research, from 13/01/2019 until retirement on

23/04/2022.

(All annual, confidential reports evaluating work performance, labor relations and discipline over

previous working years are rated excellent).

The nature of the main job

1. Training all groups (experts, specialists and the public) in the detection of counterfeiting and

falsification over a period of more than thirty-three years.

2. Examination and comparison of fonts, signatures and writing circumstances.

3. Examination and comparison of seal impressions and methods of imitating them.

4. Examine writing tools and equipment and determine their type and period of use.

5. Examining ways of securing official documents and revealing ways of counterfeiting them.

6. Examination of different printing products and methods and how they are used to forge and

imitate documents.

7. Examination of credit cards in terms of (card types from a banking point of view, physical

components, means of insurance, imitation methods, methods of bank fraud with credit cards) and

how to detect it.



8. Examine international paper currencies and reveal the different methods of imitation.

9. Examine international coins and reveal how they can be counterfeited.

10. Checking traveller's cheques.

11. Examination of passports, travel permits, identity cards, driving licenses and vehicle

registration cards.

12. Examination of computer ports and the resulting methods of counterfeiting and imitation.

13. Examination of gold and silver jewelry.

14. Review of commercial currencies.

15. Examination and extraction of digital forensic evidence from digital systems with all

accessories.

16. Preparation of technical reports on the results of examinations and research into cases of

counterfeiting and falsification.

17. Review, discuss and approve reports from counterfeit and forgery research experts.

18. Provide consultations and prepare approved reports on the results of reviews of various

documents for submission to the relevant courts and prosecutors' offices.

Training experiences

1. Training groups of new experts, Department of Forensic Medicine, Ministry of Justice, from

1996 until retirement on 04/23/2022.

2. Participation in the training of forensic experts, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the

Interior, Egypt, January 2000 to present.

3. Lecturer in counterfeit and forgery detection, specializing in traditional and modern methods

of passport forgery, for the benefit of border officers, ports, immigration and nationality department,

institute of forensic sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since March 2000, to date.

4. Lecturer in signature and handwriting comparison, Banque Misr, Training Department, since

February 2001.

5. Lecturer on "Securing passports and valuable documents" for border officials, Institute of

Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, October 2001 to present.

6. Lecturer on "Comparison of signatures and handwriting" for forensic laboratory experts,

Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since January 2002.



7. Lecturer on "Traditional and modern methods of passport forgery and methods of their

detection", Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, March 2002 to present.

8. Lecturer in "Signature and handwriting comparison programs", Egyptian Banking Institute,

Central Bank of Egypt, since March 2002.

9. Lecturer at the Egyptian Banking Institute, Central Bank of Egypt, since May 2002, on

"Methods of counterfeiting paper money".

10. Lecturer in "detection of counterfeiting and forgery of currencies and documents", at the

Egyptian cell phone services company Orange (formerly Orange Mobinil), since September 2002.

11. Lecturer in "counterfeit and forgery detection programs for international currencies and

documents", for employees of the Central Bank of Egypt, the Housing and Development Bank, the

International Commercial Bank (CIB), the Bank of Alexandria, the National Bank of Egypt and the Bank

of Cairo, since October 2002.

12. Lecturer on "Means of securing valuable official documents", for officers responsible for

examining the effects of forgery and falsification, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the

Interior, Egypt, since November 2003.

13. Lecturer on "Securing passports and valuable documents", for Cairo airport police employees,

Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since June 2003.

14. Lecturer on "The use of computer technology in counterfeiting and forgery", for employees of

the Cairo Airport Police, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since July 2003.

15. Lecturer on "Traditional and modern methods of falsifying documents and passports and

methods of detecting them", for border officers at ports, Immigration and Nationality Department,

Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since 2003.

16. Lecturer on "Physical falsification of passports", for officers working at Cairo airport police,

Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since November 2003.

17. Lecturer on "Traditional and modern methods of forging documents and passports", for

officers working at Cairo airport police, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt,

since December 2003.

18. Lecturer in "Passport Manufacturing Technology", for officers working at Cairo Airport Police,

Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since January 2004.

19. Lecturer on "The use of computers to commit forgery and counterfeiting offenses and

methods of identifying and detecting them", for forensic evidence officers, Institute of Forensic

Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since March 2004.



20. Lecturer on "Methods and effects of counterfeiting and forgery", for agents and teams

examining the effects of counterfeiting and forgery using computers, Institute of Forensic Sciences,

Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since March 2004.

21. Lecturer in "Detecting counterfeiting and falsification of international currencies and

documents" programs, for employees of Banque Birious (formerly), Banque Unie, Crédit Agricole

Egypte, Banque du Canal de Suez, Banque Arabe, Banque Arabe Africaine, Banque Nationale de Grèce

and Banque Nationale Société Générale (formerly NSGB), since January 2005.

22. Lecturer in the field of "handwriting - fonts, signatures, comparison and theory of individual

handwriting - dictation and its methods", for the benefit of teams examining the effects of forgery

and counterfeiting - Médnine, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since

2005.

23. Lecturer on "How to secure official documents", for teams examining the effects of forgery

and falsification, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, Egypt, since March 2005.

24. Responsible for preparing counterfeit and forgery detection equipment and all its

attachments for international accreditation, Egyptian Banking Institute, Central Bank of Egypt, May

2006.

25. Lecturer on "Dictation techniques" for forensic laboratory experts, Ministry of the Interior,

Egypt, from 2006.

26. Lecturer in the "Detecting counterfeiting and falsification in documents, files and traveler's

checks" program for branch managers of Egyptian banks, Egyptian Institute, Nasr City, Cairo, since

January 6, 2006.

27. Lecturer on "International currency counterfeit detection programs", for Group 4

cash-in-transit company, on 21/08/2006.

28. Lecturer on "Counterfeit and forgery detection programs in international currencies", for

employees of the Central Bank of South Sudan, in English, Egyptian Banking Institute, Cairo,

2006-2007.

29. Lecturer on the subject of "Means of assurance in official documents", for the team

examining the effects of forged writing and printing in official documents and employees of the civil

registry authority sector, Institute of Forensic Sciences, Ministry of the Interior, since March 2007.

30. Lecturer on the subject of "Ways of insuring valuable documents", for civil registrars at the

Public Security Department, Ministry of the Interior, since August 2007.

31. Lecturer on the subject of "insurance cover for valuable documents", for civil registrars at the

Department of Public Security, Ministry of the Interior, since August 2007.

32. Lecturer in "detection of counterfeiting and falsification of currencies and international

documents" programs, for the benefit of bank employees (Blom), Aouda Bank, Arab Banking

Corporation Bank, Real Estate Bank, Emirates Dubai National Bank,



Islamic Bank of Abu Dhabi - Egypt-, Barclays Bank - Egypt-, Arab Investment Bank, Industrial

Development Bank and Egyptian Gulf Bank, from December 2007 to date.

33. Designer and implementer of the training program for forensic laboratory experts in Libya,

from October 2008 to January 2009.

34. Lecturer at the "counterfeit and forgery detection" program for employees of Al Rajhi Bank,

Saudi Arabia, November 2008.

35. Lecturer at the "Counterfeit and Falsification Detection" program at the Al Mojaz Center for

Training, Saudi Arabia, November 2008.

36. Designer of the "detection and counterfeiting and falsification for international accreditation"

program, at the Egyptian Banking Institute, April 2009.

37. Speaker at the "Counterfeit and Falsification Detection" program at Entrepreneur arabes,

March 2009.

38. Lecturer at the "Counterfeit and forgery detection" program for Ahlibank QSC employees -

Qatar, July 2009.

39. Lecturer in "counterfeit and forgery detection" programs for employees of the Gulf Bank,

Qatar, January 2010.

40. In charge of preparing the twinning between Egypt's forensic medicine authority and one of

the European Union's bodies, March 2010.

41. Lecturer on "counterfeit and falsification detection", for employees of the United Bank for

Commerce and Investment (UBCI), Libya, December 2010.

42. Speaker on "Detecting counterfeiting and forgery in contemporary banking", at the Arab

Banking Academy, June 2010.

43. Training postgraduate students at the Faculty of Medicine in Palestine by videoconference,

Continuing Medical Education program, Arab Medical Union, March 2011.

44. Lecturer on "counterfeit and forgery detection", for employees of Qatar National Bank,

October 2011.

45. Lecturer at the Arab Anti-Counterfeiting and Falsification Union, Kuwait, since December

2011.

46. Training for forensic laboratory experts in Palestine via videoconference, Continuing Medical

Education program, Union of Arab Physicians, September 2012

47. Lecturer at the Monetary Printing House - Central Bank of Egypt from January 2013 to date.

48. Lecturer for the "modern and contemporary problems in document examination" module,

with courses on detecting contemporary offenses, national center for criminal and social research,

since April 2013.

49. Speaker on "Detecting modern forgery in bank checks", Arab Academy of Administrative,

Financial and Banking Sciences, Semiramis Hotel, Cairo, June 2013.



50. Lecturer in "forgery research and falsification", in training courses for members of the Public

Prosecution Service, National Center for Judicial Studies, Abbasiya, Cairo, since December 2013.

51. Conférencier dans la matière de faux et falsification de signatures et de monnaies", for the

benefit of the criminal security teams of the Directorate of Military Investigations, Military Police

Department, Ministry of Defense, March 2014.

52. Lecturer on "Practical procedures in counterfeiting and forgery cases", as part of advanced

training courses for experts in counterfeiting and forgery research, at the Department of Forensic

Medicine, National Center for Judicial Studies, Abbasiya, Cairo, since June 2014.

53. Lecturer on "The use of handwriting in psychological and criminal diagnosis", for students of

the Specialized Diploma in Psychological Diagnosis, Faculty of Education, Ain Shams University, since

November 2014.

54. Implementation of a specialized workshop to detect forgery and falsification for faculty

members of the Department of Forensic Medicine and Clinical Toxicology, Faculty of Medicine, Cairo

University, March 2015.

55. Lecturer in "counterfeit and forgery detection", Faisal Islamic Bank of Egypt, Ghamra, Cairo,

April 2015 to present.

56. Lecturer in the subject "bank fraud detection", at the Arab Academy of Administrative,

Financial and Banking Sciences, since November 2015.

57. Implementation of a specialized workshop entitled "Contemporary document-related

problems", for the benefit of forgery and falsification research experts, Cairo Forensic Authority,

August 2016.

58. Lecturer on "detecting document and currency forgery", for the benefit of criminal

investigation teams, public security service, Ministry of the Interior, since January 2017.

59. Lecturer on "Detecting forgeries in official documents", for officers of the General Traffic

Department, Road Investigations Institute, Cairo, since January 2017.

60. Implementation of a specialized workshop entitled: "Types of signatures and modern forgery

methods", for the benefit of new experts in forgery and forgery research, Forensic Authority, Cairo,

March 2017.

61. Lecturer in "crime scene forgery and counterfeiting", at the Cairo Police Academy, since July

2017.

62. Lecturer in the subject of "counterfeiting and forgery research" in courses for members of the

Public Prosecution Service, Criminal Research and Training Institute, Attorney General's Office, Sharq

City, since December 2017.

63. Lecturer at the "counterfeit and falsification detection" program for employees of Egypt's

Agricultural Bank, December 2018.

64. Lecturer at the National Training and Anti-Corruption Academy, Nasr, Cairo, since August

2019.



65. Teaching the "falsification and counterfeiting" module to post-graduate students (master,

doctorate) in the Department of Forensic Medicine and Toxicology, Faculty of Medicine, Menoufia

University, Shebin El-Kom, from January 2020 to date.

66. Lecturer of the "counterfeit and forgery detection" module in banking programs through

virtual training in banker preparation programs, Central Bank of Egypt, since September 2020.

67. Lecturer on "counterfeit and forgery detection" programs, benefiting Egyptian banks through

virtual training, Egyptian Banking Institute, Central Bank of Egypt, September 2020.

68. Lecturer of "digital evidence", at the National Center for Social and Criminological Research,

Giza, March 2020 to present.

69. Lecturer on "Obstacles to the examination of digital evidence", at the National Center for

Social and Criminological Research, November 2020 to present.

70. Lecturer on "Detecting forged documents, papers and currencies", for the benefit of first and

intermediate command teams of police officers at the New Cairo Police Academy Training School,

from January 2021 to date.

71. Lecturer on "Counterfeiting and Falsification", for the benefit of Master's students, at the

Faculty of Military Medicine, Ministry of Defense, Al-Qubba Bridge, Cairo, from January 2021 to date.

72. Lecturer on "Counterfeit and Forgery Detection", for the benefit of crime scene teams and

intelligence investigators in the public security sector, Ministry of Interior, Egypt, January 2021 to

present.

73. Implementation of a workshop to train experts in counterfeit and falsification research,

entitled "the basics of technical report writing in cases", Department of Forensic Medicine, Cairo,

October 2021.

74. Lecturer in digital forensics at the Military Police Department, Ministry of Defense, Cairo,

October 2021 to present.

75. Lecturer in the module "Detecting forgeries in qualification certificates", Arab Academy of

Administrative, Financial and Banking Sciences, Mohandiseen, Giza, from December 2021 to date.

76. Implementation of a workshop to train experts in counterfeit and falsification research,

entitled "the basics of technical report writing in cases", Department of Forensic Medicine, Cairo,

October 2021.

77. Implementation of an interactive distance learning program to train forgery and

counterfeiting experts, entitled "Examination of manuscript cases under duress", in March 2022.

78. Implementation of an interactive distance learning program to train experts in counterfeit

and falsification research, entitled "Fundamentals of forcible and blank report writing", in April 2022.



79. Lecturer on "Counterfeiting and falsification - basic concepts and modern challenges", in

summer training programs, for students of the Faculties of Science and Pharmacy, National Center for

Social and Criminological Research, since August 2022.

80. Lecturer at the module on "Detecting forgeries in credit documents", for employees of

Contact companies, Cairo, January 2023.

Training course

1. Training course on the use of the Comparative Spectral Monitor (VSC 200) and the ESDA

device to detect counterfeiting and falsification, in 2000, Foster and Freeman, England, Department

of Forensic Medicine, Cairo 1998 (Foster, england, et Freema).

2. Computer courses from May 10 to 15, 2002, at the American University. Programs included:

basic and expert organization and assembly language. Courses in C++ fundamental - courses in visual

basic core and expert -.

3. Train-the-trainer course, Egyptian Banking Institute, Central Bank of Egypt, 2007.

4. Coordination of a visit and leadership of a delegation of experts in counterfeiting and

falsification research, in the Canal and Sinai regions, at the Monetary Printing House - Central Bank of

Egypt, Giza, December 2007.

5. Speaker training course at the Egyptian Banking Institute, Central Bank of Egypt, March 2008.

6. Participant at the First Regional Conference of the Supreme Council for Investment and

E-Commerce, entitled "Electronic Banking - Dispute Resolution in Information Security Protection",

Intercontinental Semiramis Hotel, Cairo, March 2010.

7. Strategic planning course at the Forensic Medicine Authority, Cairo, August 2016.

8. General Manager Diploma Preparation Course at the Leadership Development Center for the

Public Sector, Central Organization and Administration Department, Presidency of the Council of

Ministers, October 2017.

9. Workshop entitled: "Secure documents, means of securing, detection of forgeries and fraud

in international passports", united nations organization for international migration, Counter Nal El

Fard Hotel, Qaa Egypt, April 2019.

10. Interactive distance learning course at the Egyptian Banking Institute, Central Bank of Egypt,

May 2020.

11. Coordination and implementation of the forensic medicine authority's first visit to the secure

and intelligent issues complex, Ain Sokhna road, June 2021.

12. Preparatory course for senior management positions, Center for the Preparation of Public

Sector Leaders, Central Organization and Administration Department, Presidency of the Council of

Ministers, December 2021.



Conferences, scientific associations and research

1. Member of the Egyptian Association of Forensic Sciences since 1990.

2. Researcher involved in research into the effect of micro-organisms on paper money,

conference of the National Center for Social and Criminological Research, Giza, Egypt, 1993.

3. Participant at the International Conference on Forensic Medicine and Forensic Sciences,

Marriott Hotel, Cairo, Egypt, December 1994.

4. Participant in the seminar of the Association of Forensic Medical Sciences entitled "Organ

transfer from a legal, medical, legal and social point of view", Garden City Cultural Club, Cairo, 1995.

5. Participating researcher in a study entitled "The effect of chronic liver disease on

handwriting", Cairo, Legal Medicine Authority, 2006.

6. Participating researcher in published research entitled "the diagnostic value of handwriting in

certain chronic liver diseases from a forensic perspective", Ain Al- Shams journal of forensic medicine

and clinical toxicology, January 2007.

7. Member of the Arab Union against Counterfeiting and Falsification, 2008.

8. Participant at the First Regional Conference of the Supreme Council for Investment and

E-Commerce, entitled "Electronic Banking, Dispute Resolution and Information Security Protection",

Intercontinental Semiramis Hotel, Cairo, March 2010.

9. Participant at the Fourth International Conference on Forensic Medicine and Forensic

Sciences, Forensic Medicine Authority, Ministry of Justice, Ramses Hilton Hotel, Cairo, April 2010.

10. Participating researcher in published research entitled "Forensic effects on handwriting

changes in a sample of dialysis patients", Ain Shams Journal of Forensic Medicine and Clinical

Toxicology, May 2010.

11. Participating researcher in a research entitled "the effect of antidepressants on handwriting",

Ninth Annual Conference of the Department of Forensic Medicine and Toxicology, Faculty of

Medicine, Cairo University, May 2011.

12. Participant at the regional conference on the role of banks in the fight against corruption,

Ramses Hilton Hotel, Cairo, June 2011.

13. Researcher participating in a scientific paper entitled "Insurance means for valuable

documents", at the Second World Conference of Forensic Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Al- Qasr

Al-Aini, Cairo University, Giza, October 2011.

14. Participant at the National Center for Social and Criminological Research conference entitled

"Street Children... The crisis of a nation - A strategic vision for coping mechanisms", Zamalek, Giza,

April 2012.

15. Researcher participating in a scientific paper entitled "Handwriting under the influence of

coercion", at the Third World Conference on Forensic Medicine, Kasr Al-Aini Faculty of Medicine,

Cairo University, Giza, November 2012.

16. Participant at the Fourth International Conference on Forensic Medicine, Kasr Al-Aini Faculty

of Medicine, Cairo University, Giza, November 2013.



17. Review numerous research articles in the fields of counterfeiting and forgery, which have

been published in evaluated scientific fields, in January 2014.

18. Participation in a workshop entitled "professional codes of conduct for the forensic and

expertise sectors", National Anti-Corruption Coordination Committee, Ministry of Justice, Ladhoughly,

Cairo, March and April 2014.

19. Researcher participating in a scientific paper entitled "the effect of different doses of alcohol

on handwriting", at the Sixth International Conference on Forensic Sciences of the Association of

Mediterranean Countries, Ain Sokhna, Suez, March 2014.

20. Jury member of the Sixth World Conference on Forensic Sciences of the League of

Mediterranean Countries, Ain Sokhna, Suez, March 2014.

21. Jury member of the Fifth World Conference on Forensic Medicine, Kasr Al-Aini Faculty of

Medicine, Cairo University, Giza, November 2014.

22. Jury member of the Sixth World Conference on Forensic Medicine, Kasr Al-Aini Faculty of

Medicine, Cairo University, Giza, November 2015.

23. Participation in the publication of the Arabic Encyclopedia of Forensic Sciences, Dar Al-Fikr Al-

Arabi - Cairo, Egypt, 2016.

24. Researcher participating in a scientific paper entitled "Integration of psychology with the

science of handwriting", at the twentieth annual conference of the Psychological Counseling Center,

Dar Al-Diafa, Ain Shams University, Cairo, April 2016.

25. Member of the Scientific Council of the Forensic Medicine Authority, Ministry of Justice,

Egypt, since September 2017.

26. Chairmanship of the scientific council for counterfeit and falsification research, at the

international conference of the forensic medicine authority, Al-Maadi, Cairo, February 2018.

27. Participating researcher at the Fourth Arab International Conference on Medico-Legal

Evidence and Forensic Medicine, Naif Arab University of Security Sciences, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia,

November 2018.

28. Researcher participating in a scientific article entitled "writing under duress: a case study

", at the Fourth International Conference on Forensic Medicine and Forensic Sciences, Naif Arab

University for Security Sciences, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, November 2018.

29. Researcher participating in a scientific paper entitled "the use of thermal removable inks to

alter document facts", at the Fourth International Conference on Forensic Medicine and Forensic

Sciences, Naif Arab University for Security Sciences, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, November 2018.

30. Jury member of the Tenth World Conference on Forensic Medicine and Science, Hurghada,

April 2019.

31. Member of the scientific organizing committee for the World Conference on Forensic

Medicine and Forensic Sciences, Hurghada, April 2019.

32. Researcher participating in the virtual conference entitled "Middle East and Africa for

Forensic Evidence 2020", October 2020.



33. Speaker at the round table, entitled "Technical and legal obstacles in the detection of certain

cybercrimes", National Center for Social and Criminological Research, Zamalek, Giza, March 2021.

The entities with which we have been honored to cooperate.

Yours sincerely




































































































































	1.pdf (p.1-17)
	EXPERTISE BENABDERRAHMANE done.pdf (p.18-27)
	EXPERTISE BENABDERRAHMANE.pdf (p.28-37)
	Annex to the reply of June 18,2024.pdf (p.38-83)
	Diapositive 1  ANALYTICAL STUDIES OF DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED BY THE STATE OF QATARD   IN THE CASE OF   Tayeb Benabderrahmane v. The State of Qatar(ICSID Case No. ARB/22/23)
	Diapositive 2
	Diapositive 3
	Diapositive 4 FORMAL ANALYSIS OF THE SIX DOCUMENTS 
	Diapositive 5 FORMAL ANALYSIS OF THE FIVE DOCUMENTS 
	Diapositive 6
	Diapositive 7
	Diapositive 8
	Diapositive 9
	Diapositive 10
	Diapositive 11
	Diapositive 12
	Diapositive 13 ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 14 ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 15 ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 16 ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 17 ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 18 ANALYSIS OF THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 19 OVERWRITING AND ERASURES ON DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 20 OVERWRITING AND ERASURES ON DOCUMENTS 1 AND 2
	Diapositive 21
	Diapositive 22
	Diapositive 23
	Diapositive 24
	Diapositive 25
	Diapositive 26
	Diapositive 27 SIMILARITIES AND OVERWRITING OF DOCUMENTS 3,4 AND 5
	Diapositive 28 TRANSLATION OF ADDED SENTENCES DOCUMENTS 3,4 AND 5
	Diapositive 29 GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5
	Diapositive 30 GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5
	Diapositive 31 GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5
	Diapositive 32 GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5
	Diapositive 33 GRAPHOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF DOCUMENTS 3, 4 AND 5
	Diapositive 34
	Diapositive 35
	Diapositive 36
	Diapositive 37 SIGNATURE OF THE JUDGE DIFFERENT OR EVEN IMMITED FROM THE JUDGE AL-JUSAIMĀN
	Diapositive 38 ANALYSIS OF THE FIVE DOCUMENTS
	Diapositive 39 DOCUMENT 1
	Diapositive 40 DOCUMENT 2
	Diapositive 41 DOCUMENT 3
	Diapositive 42 DOCUMENT 4
	Diapositive 43 DOCUMENT 5
	Diapositive 44 DOCUMENT 6
	Diapositive 45 CONCLUSION
	Diapositive 46 CONCLUSION continued

	traduction_FR_rapport_expertise English Done.pdf (p.84-142)
	DOC300624-30062024180509_240630_193608.pdf (p.143-207)



