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default [4]. For this reason the graphological approach of FDE
follows a completely different methodological path by adopting
various graphic rules which have nothing in common with the
method of Analytic Graphology or Graphological Character-
ology. We should discriminate between the revelation of the
personality of the writer (Analytical Graphology’s approach)
and the revelation of the graphic personality of the writer (JG-
FDE approach). First of all, we have to define the purpose of
the JG-FDE’s investigation and the object of it [6]. In JG-FDE
our investigative purpose is to conclude if a certain specimen
was produced by a certain graphic personality, not to reveal
the psychological aspect of the personality of the writer. For
this reason, the methodological supplies are diametrically
opposite. Actually, if we examine the graphic rules followed
by JG’s of graphological education [3, p. 114], so called
Judicial Graphologists, we will find out that the points of
reference are common to the ones of FDE’s of technical
approach. In fact, we have to deal with the same scientific
requisites which are baptized as different, just because of a
misunderstanding in the definitions of the terms. If we should
refer to basic common scientific notions, we could indicate
the common acceptance of the cerebral origin of writing or
the uniqueness of the writing/signature of every individual,
which is analogous to the uniqueness of DNA or fingerprints.
Therefore, can we simply conclude that all this discordance
is just a simple misunderstanding? In my opinion we have to
deal with a case of scientific stridency. Students of a certain
educational preparation tend to deify the received instruction.
When they become scientists they usually remain in the same
restrained view of approaching the issue. The vision of the
scientist though (and especially of the FDE) should be based
on a wide angle. The experience has taught that FDE cases
have many particularities, and although there might be some
common elements, every case could have severe discrepancies
in respect to a standard case [9]. FDE’s -maybe more than in
other scientific branches- should have a mentality of elevated
scientific flexibility. If we should separate the tendencies in
modern FDE, we should indicate in just a simple term the
content of the dispute: focusing on the dynamical aspect of the
Judicial Graphology’s mentality and on the technical aspect
of the Document Examiners’ mentality. In practice, there are
cases which demand the prevalence of the dynamical analysis
of the gesture. We can imagine testaments of elderly people
having grapho-pathological implications, where the technical
approach is completely useless. On the other hand, we can
imagine a digitally produced document without handwriting,
where the dynamical approach is completely inapplicable.

Apart from these cases, which are placed on the edges of the
case studies, we usually face forensic problems which demand
a combination of both tendencies and scientific mentalities.
Given a bank cheque, it is a question of dynamic analysis if
the signature is genuine or not and in the same time it is a
question of technical analysis if the number of the amount of
it is written by the same ink/pen. If not, then it refers again to a
dynamic aspect to define if all the numbers have been written
by the same hand, even in different times. In another example,
in the case of a document in color, it is a technical aspect to
ascertain if the signature is original or not (printed in color)
and a dynamic aspect to define the authenticity of it.

Undoubtedly, even Judicial Graphology’s mentality is
really necessary in FDE [7]. In conclusion, given the above,
I personally believe that it would be wiser to merge both
mentalities in one and common approach of investigation.
Using one or another term is not really the core of the problem,
which will remain unsolved if we do not break the chains of
this sterile confrontation. The rebirth of Graphometry [5] in its
modern aspect could be the triggering event which could help
us overcome this dead end, since a graphometric approach can
analyze the dynamical aspect of the writing by interpreting the
graphical parameters in technical data.
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JTOCILI)KEHHS TOKYMEHTIB 3 INTAHb JIOKYMEHTAJIbHOI'O IJITBEPIKEHHS
PO3PAXYHKY KYPCOBOI PI3HUIII I YAC ITPOBEJIEHHS
CYJIOBOI EKOHOMIYHOI EKCHEPTHU3H

Anomauin. Po3ensHymo 0OKyMeHmu Cnoco8HO Npaguib-
HOCMI 8U3HAYEHHA KYPCOBOI pi3HUYi NIONPUEMCMEOM Nio uac
Ccy0060i eKOHOMIUHOI excnepmusi.

Kniwouosi cnosa: kypcosa pisnuys, MoHemapHa crmamms,
HeMOoHemapHa cmammsi, €y0080-eKOHOMIUHA eKCnepmu3d.
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Abstract. Documents concerning correctness of
determining the exchange rate difference by the enterprise
while forensic economic analysis are considered.

Keywords: exchange rate difference, monetary article,
non-monetary article, forensic economic analysis.
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MizxnapozHa HaykOBO-TIpaKTHYHA KOH(EPEHIIis-TIOAIAOT

«AKTyarbHI THTaHHA CyZ0BOI eKcriepTH3H i kpuMiHanicTuku» (Xapkis, 15—16.04.2021)

Annomayus. Paccmompenvl 0oKyMeHmbl OMHOCUMENb-
HO NPAsUIbHOCMU ONpedeNeHus KyPcosol pasHuybl Npeonpu-
Amuem 60 6pems CyOeOHOU IKOHOMUUECKOU IKCePIMU3b.

Kniouegvie cnosa: kypcosas pasnuya, monemapnas cma-
Mbsl, HEMOHEMAPHAsA CMAMbsl, Cy0eOHO-IKOHOMUUECKAs IKC-
nepmusa.

3a yMOB €KOHOMIYHO{ HECTabITFHOCTI 3 METOXO MiHIMi3a-
il pU3UKY MOKIIMBHUX BTPAT BiJl 3MiHCHEHHS TOCIOIAPCHKUX
oreparlii Ipy 30BHINTHHOCKOHOMIYHIN AisUTBHOCTI BAsKIMBUM
€ TIPOIIeC BU3HAHHS MPAaBUIBHOTO, CBOEYACHOTO OOUYHMCIICHHS
Ta BiI0OOpaKeHHs B 00JIIKY KypCOBHX Pi3HHIb.

[TpoBonsun cynoBy EKOHOMIYHY EKCIIEPTH3y 3 HHTaHb
CTOCOBHO JIOKYMEHTAJIBHOTO MIiATBEPIKECHHS PO3PaxyHKY
KypCOBOI pI3HHIN, €KCHePT AOCTIDKYE Omeparii, mo 3miiic-
HIOIOTBCS Y 30BHINTHBOCKOHOMIYHIN MiSJIBHOCTI B 1HO3EMHIM
BAJIIOTI Ta sIKi BiOOpa)aloThes y OyXraitepchbkoMy OONiKy
y TPHBHSIX, IIUISIXOM NepepaxyHKy CyMHU B iHO3eMHill BaJIIOTI
y TPUBHIO 13 3aCTOCYBaHHSM BAJIIOTHOTO KypCy Ha Jaty 31iiic-
HEHHS oTepartii 3a oQiriitHuM BarOTHIM KypcoM Hartionass-
HoOTO O6aHKy Ykpainu (nam — HBY).

OcobmuBocTi 00JTIKY Omepalliii B iHO3eMHIil BaOTI (30-
KpeMa, HapaxyBaHHs KypCOBHX pi3HHIIb) periamenTye Harrio-
HaJIbHE TMOJIOKEHHs (cTaHmapT) OyXraiarepchkoro oomiky 21
(mani — [1(C)bO 21) [1].

KypcoBa pi3HHIIT — pI3HUIA MK OIiIHKAMH OJHAKOBOI
KUTBKOCTI OMHUIIG 1HO3EMHOI BAJTIOTH TIPH Pi3HUX BATIOTHUX
kypcax (m. 4 TI(C)BO 21).

[Tig yac MOCIHKEHHS SKCIIEPTOM BU3HAUCHOI ITiAIPHEM-
CTBOM KypCOBOI Pi3HUIII 3’SICOBYIOTh, UH € BIJIIIOBITHA CTATTS
0ayaHcy MOHETAapHOIO, aJDKE KypCcoBa Pi3HUIII BUHHUKAE JIHIIIE
32 MOHETAPHHMH CTATTSMH.

3riguao 3 I1(C)BO 21 moneTapHi cTarTi — cTaTTi O6axaH-
Cy PO TPOIIOBI KOLITH, & TAKOXK PO TaKi akTHBH U 3000B’sI-
3aHHsL, sIKi Oy/lyTh OTpUMaHi abo criadeHi y ¢ikcoBaniit (abo
BU3HAYEHIIT) cyMi rpoiuei abo iX eKBiBaJICHTIB.

Jlo MOHeTapHUX CTaTeil HanexXars:

° KOIITH B iHO3EMHIH BaJIFOTI, 110 TIepeOyBatoTh y Kaci a6o
Ha 0aHKIBCBKOMY PaxyHKY HiAIIPHEMCTBA;

e nebiTopchka 3a00ProBaHICTh 33 BiBaHTAXKECHUI HEpe-
3HMJICHTY TOBap, 3a SIKMH OYIKYEThCSI HAJAXO/PKCHHS KO-
LITIB B 1HO3EMHIN BaJIIOTI;

* KpeauTopchKa 3a00proBaHiCTh, sSIKa BUHUKIIA BHACIIOK
NpUIOaHHs MiANPHEMCTBOM TOBApy y HEpEe3UJCHTA Ha
YMOBax HACTYIHOI OIUIaTH i JJIS MOTAIIeHHs sKoi Imij-
MIPUEMCTBO CIUIATUTH KOIITH B iIHO3EMHIil BaJIIOTI.

Cuaiz 3a3Ha4YMTH, IO TOPSJIOK BigoOpaXkeHHs B Oyxrai-
TEPCHKOMY OOJIIKY €KCITIOPTHHUX OIepaniif Ta KypcoBHX pi3HH-
IIb, 1110 BUHUKAIOTH ITiJl 4ac pO3paxyHKiB, 3aJISKHUTh BiJ] TOTO,
sIKa 3 TIOAIH BinOyIach MepIIor0 — BiABaHTAKECHHS TOBAPY UM
OTPHUMaHHS MOTEPEIHBOT OIIATH, X04Ya Ha MPAKTHII MOXYTh
BUHHMKHYTH W 3MillIaHi BapiaHTH PO3PaxyHKIB (HAIPHKJIA,
MOKE B1IOyTHCSI YaCTKOBE BiJIBAHTa)KCHHS TOBApy Ta YacTKO-
BO TOTIEpe/THs oruIaTa abo MicIsIoNIara).

Komm mepma momist (BiIBaHTaXXCHHS TOBapy HEpE3H-
JCHTY, JOKyMEHTAJbHHM MIiATBEPPKCHHAM YOTrO € MHUTHA

NEKJTaparis), TO B 00Ky MiIpHEMCTBA BUHUKAE e0iTOPChKA
3a00prOBaHICTh, sIKa € MOHETAPHOIO CTaTTero OamaHcy. Jloxin
BU3HaA4YarOTh 3a Kypcom HBY Ha nary HaaxomkeHHs rpoiio-
BUX KOIITIB Ha PO3PaxyHKOBHH PaxyHOK MiANPUEMCTBA 3a T10-
CTaBJIEHUH TOBAp.

3 METOI0 BM3HAUCHHS JIaTH HA/IXOPKCHHS Ta CIHCAHHS
TPOIIOBHUX KOINUTIB 3@ BiJIBAHTAXKEHHH TOBAp EKCIIEPT JOCIiI-
JKye OaHKIBCBPKY BHITUCKY 3a BAIOTHHUMH paxyHKaMH ITif-
MIPUEMCTBA.

PozpaxoByroun KypcoBy pi3HHUIIIO, BAKOPHCTOBYIOTH KypC
HBV:

* Ha JaTry 3IiliCHeHHs orepamii abo Ha aaty OamaHCy
(excriepT MOCTiIKYy€e NaHI pO3paxyHKOBOTO PaXyHKY IO
BAJTIOTI);

* Ha Jary MOCTABJICHOTO TOBapPY (SKCIEPT JOCIIIKYE MaHi
MHUTHOT JIeKJIapariii).

V pasi 3pocranns kypcy HBY min wac po3paxyHKy Kyp-
COBOI DI3HMIII BHHUKAE IO3WTHBHA KypCcOBa PI3HUIL, SKY
BKJTIOUAIOTH 710 10X0/iB (06opotu 3a It paxynky 71 3 Kt cy6-
paxyHky 791), a y pasi 3HmxkenHs kypcy HBY min uac pospa-
XyHKY KypcoBOi Pi3HMIII BHHUKAE BijI’€MHA KypcoBa pi3HHL,
Ky CIIMCYIOTh Ha BUTpaTH (oOopotu 3a Kr paxynky 94 3 It
cyopaxyHky 791).

Y3aranpHeHa iHPOpMAITis TIPO:

* JIOXOIW BiJ KypCOBHX Pi3HHIb 32 aKTHBAMHU W 3000B’sI-
3aHHSIMH TIINPUEMCTBA, TT0B’SI3aHUMHU 3 ONEPALiiTHOO
JISUTBHICTIO TMiIPUEMCTBA B OOJIKY MIANPHEMCTBA, Bi-
nobpaxaroTh Ha cyOpaxyHKy 714 «Jloxin Bix onepamiii-
HOI KypcoBOi pi3HUII» [2];

* BHTpATH Ha KYMIBIO-MPOAaX 1HO3EMHOI BaIIOTH (30-
KpeMma, Bil’€MHa PIi3HUII MK LIHOIO KYIIiBIi-TIpona-
Ky 1HO3EMHOI BaJIFOTH Ta ii 0aJaHCOBOK BapTICTIO)
BiJ100paxaroTh B OONIKY MIANPUEMCTBA HA CyOpaxyHKY
942 «Butparn Ha KyMiBIIO-NIPO/IaXK 1HO3EMHOI BaJIo-
™ [2].

Excniept ais BU3HAYEHHS MPABWIBHOCTI BiTOOpakEHUX
JMAHUX 32 KypCOBOIO DI3HHICIO OCIIIKYE 00OPOTHO-CAJIhb-
JTOB1 BiJTOMOCTI, 3a3HA4YCHI 3a cyOpaxyHkamu 714 ta 942.

OTxe, TPOBOISIYM CYyHAOBY CKOHOMIUHY EKCIIEPTH3Y
3 MNTaHb CTOCOBHO JOKYMEHTAJIBHOTO MiATBEP/UKEHHS PO-
3paxyHKy KypCOBOi Pi3HHII, EKCIEPT AOCTIIKye OaHKIBCh-
Ki BUIIUCKH 32 BAIOTHUMH PaxyHKaMd, MHATHI JeKJapaiii,
000pOTHO-CAJIBAOBI BiIOMOCTI 3a cyOpaxyHkamu 714 ta 942
TOILO.
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