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Signature Comparison 

This guide recommends thinking about signatures at two levels: quick analysis of the general 
character of the signature, then sharp focus on individual details. No threshold of minor 
discrepancies should outweigh your judgment that the general character of two signatures is so 
similar that they must have been written by the same hand. Yet, a single detail that is difficult to 
reproduce might compensate for several small differences, perhaps even outweighing a strong 
initial judgment of discrepancy. Signature comparison is an art, not a science. Teach yourself what 
to look for, and then trust your judgment. 

General Analysis 

The type of writing is perhaps the easiest characteristic to notice a difference, after spelling errors. 
A significant difference in the type of writing may be an immediate sign that the signature should 
be referred/rejected. 

People will sign their signature thousands of times, usually signing very quickly and without 
hesitation. If someone is attempting to forge a voter’s signature, you may notice hesitation marks. 
Conversely, an older voter or voter who may have a disability may take more time to sign their 
signature. It may not be as smooth, or it may have hesitation marks. If the signature on the mail 
ballot certificate envelope appears to be smoother, it may be a sign of a signature that should be 
rejected. In both scenarios, it is consistency that matters. The overall form of the letters should be 
consistent.  

This guide was produced by the "Elections Group - Superhero Program" after consulting with election officials and curating best 
practices from Arizona, California, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, Montana, North Carolina, Oregon, Utah, and Washington.



 12 

Writing your signature is very much a habit, so the spacing should be similar. If the spacing on the 
ballot envelope signature is not consistent with the signature in the SVRS, it may be a sign  the 
signature should be rejected. 

A 
person’s signature should have consistency in terms of the size and proportion of the signature as 
well. In the example above, the proportions are different between the two signatures.  

The slant of a signature is an easy characteristic to identify when looking for fraud. People usually 
hold their pen the same way, which creates consistency in the direction of the signature slant. The 
slant of a signature matters, especially a left slant, which is uncommon.  
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This is a very straightforward issue. If the name is misspelled, you should reject the signature.  

This guide was produced by the "Elections Group - Superhero Program" after consulting with election officials and curating best 
practices from Arizona, California, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, Montana, North Carolina, Oregon, Utah, and Washington.



 14 

Detailed Analysis 

As discussed previously, the spacing of letters within a signature should be relatively consistent, 
including the spacing of letters within the name. If there is a spacing variance not present in any 
signature in the voter’s SVRS file, it could be a sign of a forged signature.  

In the example above, the proportion of the first letter of the mail ballot signature is different than 
the voter record signature. Also, the last letter of the mail ballot signature is not the same size and 
as the voter record signature. 

Most signatures have very distinctive features such as strong curves, loops, and cross-points. 
Curves and loops tend to be consistent over the course of time. Cross-points may be affected by 
external factors, such as the quality of the pen or writing surface used when signing the ballot 
envelope. Pay close attention to the crossing of “t” and the dotting of “i”. 
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When a forger is trying to copy a signature, they may need to slow down or stop to verify their 
work. This may lead to pen lifts that would not be there when a person is comfortable signing their 
own signature. 

When a person writes their signature, they tend to begin writing before their pen hits the paper. A 
forger will be much more deliberate when trying to copy a signature. This may lead to a difference 
in the beginning and end stroke of a signature, perhaps leaving larger ink dots or stray marks 
around the signature. 
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Acceptable Signature Examples 
It can be difficult to know when a signature variation should or should not lead to rejecting a ballot 
envelope. The presence of a signature variance does not mean a signature should be rejected. The 
following examples detail common signature variations that should be accepted.  
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Signature Comparison Exercise 

This guide was produced by the "Elections Group - Superhero Program" after consulting with election officials and curating best 
practices from Arizona, California, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, Montana, North Carolina, Oregon, Utah, and Washington.



 18 

Exercise: Attempting Some Else’s Signature 
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