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Abstract: 

The latest contributions by ŀƳŀǘŜǳǊ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊ άŜȄǇŜǊǘǎέ 5ƻǳƎƭŀǎ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ tŀǳƭ LǊŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ 

ŎƻƴǎƻƭƛŘŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ άŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘέ ǎǳōƳƛǘǘŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƴŀƳŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōƛȊŀǊǊŜ ƭŜƎŀƭ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ In 

Re: Douglas Vogt. In 72 prolix pages, Vogt and Irey have assembled an often incoherent collection 

ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƭƭ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǊŜŘƛǘ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŀ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ 

neither of them have ever seen; the long form birth certificate of President Barack Obama. This 

paper looks at eacƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛƴ enough detail to assess the evidence and 

reasoning behind them, and whether or not they actually are evidence of fraud. Crippled primarily 

by the fact that neither of them is actually competent to undertake the examination they 

ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘΣ ǘƘŜ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǘǳǊƴ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ ŎŀǎŜ ǘƻ ōŜ founded on false or fabricated 

assumptions and then poorly reasoned to conclusions that are often circular or completely 

arbitrary. ¢ƘŜȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǘƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ άŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘǎέ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ incompetently designed, lack 

even the most minimal controls against bias, and were created to push an agenda rather than 

actually test their ideas. In short, the affidavit ultimately fails to deliver a single result that 

challenges the authenticity of PresƛŘŜƴǘ .ŀǊŀŎƪ hōŀƳŀΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ 

IŀǿŀƛΨƛ. 

 

Introduction: 

Douglas B. Vogt was a pioneer among the new wave of ŀƳŀǘŜǳǊ άŜȄǇŜǊǘǎέ ǘƘŀǘ exploded upon the birther
1
  

blogosphere after ǘƘŜ !ǇǊƛƭ нтΣ нлмм ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘ .ŀǊŀŎƪ hōŀƳŀΩǎ long form birth certificate. Having spent 

the three previous decades desperately seeking recognition as a genius in fields for which he was woefully 

unqualified, birthism finally provided Vogt with the minor celebrity (at least within the rarified atmosphere of the 

birther blogosphere) that he was never able to achieve with his earlier forays into Dunning-Kruger territory.
2
 

Vogt leapt into the ring less than a month after the ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳΩǎ release with Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ άŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘέ
3
 declaring the birth 

certificate a forgery. Since then, he has cycled through a number of subsequent versions,
4,5,6

 as well as testified in 

one of hǊƭȅ ¢ŀƛǘȊΩǎ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ 2012 ballot challenges.
7
 Several of his original arguments appear to have been 

abandoned, if for no other reason than that they were false when originally presented and proved indefensible 

                                                           

1
 !ǎ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΣ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳǎ άōƛǊǘƘƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ άōƛǊǘƘŜǊέ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ an informal movement and its members who promote the 

theory that Barack Obama is not a natural-born citizen of the United States, and therefore not eligible for the presidency. It fully 
encompasses any and all of the corollaries relating to place of birth, citizenship of parents or loss of citizenship via 
naturalization by other nations.   
2
 Defined at the turn of the 21

st
 century in the work of David Dunning and Justin Kruger of Cornell University, the 

Dunning-Kruger Effect is a cognitive bias in which incompetent people tend to overestimate their own level of skill, 
fail to recognize genuine skill in others, and fail to recognize the extremity of their inadequacy.  
3
 Affidavit, May 10, 2011, http://www.vectorpub.com/Obama_affidavit_5-10-2011.pdf  

4
 Affidavit, June 24, 2011, http://www.scribd.com/doc/58721290/Obama-Birth-Certificate-Final-Affidavit-of-Douglas-

Vogt-June-24-2011-Total-of-9-items-now-listed  
5
 Affidavit of Douglas  Vogt, October 17, 2013,  

Part 1: http://ia601904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.2.0.pdf , 
Part 2: http://ia801904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.2.1.pdf  
6
 Affidavit of Douglas Vogt, November 5, 2013, 

http://www.vectorpub.com/pdf/Notice_of_Commision_of_Felony_13cv1880_Affidavit.pdf  
7
 David Farrar et al v. Barack Obama, State of Georgia Administrative Hearing, January 26, 2012, 

http://www.osah.ga.gov/documents/Cases/TranscriptFarrar.pdf  

http://www.vectorpub.com/Obama_affidavit_5-10-2011.pdf
http://www.scribd.com/doc/58721290/Obama-Birth-Certificate-Final-Affidavit-of-Douglas-Vogt-June-24-2011-Total-of-9-items-now-listed
http://www.scribd.com/doc/58721290/Obama-Birth-Certificate-Final-Affidavit-of-Douglas-Vogt-June-24-2011-Total-of-9-items-now-listed
http://ia601904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.2.0.pdf
http://ia801904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.2.1.pdf
http://www.vectorpub.com/pdf/Notice_of_Commision_of_Felony_13cv1880_Affidavit.pdf
http://www.osah.ga.gov/documents/Cases/TranscriptFarrar.pdf
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when challenged. That his arguments have been repeatedly forced to change while his conclusions have not 

budged is the first hint of the profound confirmation bias and sometimes willful delusion that has suffused his 

work since its inception. 

Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΣ ±ƻƎǘ Ƙŀǎ ǘŜŀƳŜŘ ǳǇ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ŀƳŀǘŜǳǊ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊ άŜȄǇŜǊǘέ ƴŀƳŜŘ tŀǳƭ LǊŜȅΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ 

the two began their ultracrepidarian adventures separately, they warmed to each ƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ when they joined 

ά.ƛǊǘƘŜǊ vǳŜŜƴέ hǊƭȅ ¢ŀƛǘȊ ƛƴ ŀ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǘƻ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ ƛƴ !ǳƎǳǎǘ ƻŦ нлмм ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ōȅ ¢ŀƛǘȊ ǘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜ 

invalid subpoenas  to the Department of Health.  She subsequently brought them together again to offer 

testimony in the Georgia administrative courtroom of Judge Michael Malihi. They apparently have been working 

together ever since.  

This paper is a review of the άŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘέ ǎǳōƳƛǘǘŜŘ in support of the very peculiar legal action in front of the 

Washington Western District Court on October 18, 2013.
8
 The consolidated document clocks in at 72 pages.

9
 Since 

I am not a lawyer and this is not the venue to wrestle with what appears to be a bizarre effort to use the civil 

system to initiate a criminal prosecution, I will leave the legal discussion to others. This is meant solely to review 

ǘƘŜ άŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άǊŜŀǎƻƴƛƴƎέ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ǿŜ ŦƛƴŘ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ ±ƻƎǘ 

lacks the evidence necessary to reach the conclusions he so desperately wishes to reach. In reaction to that 

shortfall he misrepresents the evidence, makes broad assumptions that cannot hold up under examination or 

labors mightily to bury his failings under vast piles of irrelevant and mind numbing detail. His affidavit is ultimately 

less an indictment of ǘƘŜ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀŎȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀƴ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ an alternate reality 

that exists only within the MMORP
10

 of greater Birthistan. 

±ƻƎǘ ōŜƎƛƴǎ Ƙƛǎ άŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘέ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ account of the credentials that he feels qualifies him to comment on the 

ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎΦ Since this is where he begins, so too must we.  

tǊƻŦƛƭŜ ƻŦ ŀ /ǊŀŎƪǇƻǘΥ ¢ƘŜ ά/ǊŜŘŜƴǘƛŀƭǎέ ƻŦ 5ƻǳƎƭŀǎ .Φ ±ƻƎǘ 

Vogt begins his affidavit by establishing what he understands to be his credentials for performing Ƙƛǎ άŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦέ 

I received my bachelors of Science degree (sic) from California State University at Northridge CA 

in Business Administration. I was an accountant in Los Angeles and Seattle until I went into 

business owning a typesetting company (Nova Typesetting) for eleven years, and have extensive 

knowledge and experience in type, typesetting, form design, book and science journals including 

math books. I currently own Archive Index Systems, Inc. since 1994, a company that sells 

document scanners, wide format scanner (sic), document imaging software and multi function 

printers. I have extensive knowledge of how scanners function, their capabilities and the 

                                                           

8
In Re: Douglas Vogt, Docket: 

http://ia601904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.docket.html  
9
 It deserves to be noted ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊ άŜȄǇŜǊǘǎέ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ŜƴƎŀƎŜŘ ƛƴ a competition to see who can submit the 

longest affidavitΦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ тн ǇŀƎŜǎ long and consists of 114 numbered paragraphs. Previously, the 
άƭŜŀŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƻǊέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aŀǊƛŎƻǇŀ /ƻǳƴǘȅ /ƻƭŘ /ŀǎŜ tƻǎǎŜΣ aƛŎƘŀŜƭ ½ǳƭƭƻΣ ƘŜƭŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƎŜ Ŏƻǳƴǘ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ рт ǇŀƎŜ 
monster that managed to slice and dice its content into 205 numbered paragraphs. In both cases, the relevant 
άinformationέ contained could easily have been presented in documents one half to one quarter their sizes.  
10

 I refer to Birthistan as an MMORP (Massive Multiplayer Online Role Playing game) because it behaves in a manner 
strikingly similar to games such as World of Warcraft. In these games, ordinary people from widely different 
geographies and circumstances can share through the internet a virtual reality in which each gets to take imaginary 
roles of great importance and jointly accomplish spectacular achievements, hoping to eventually be rewarded with 
ƎƭƻǊȅΣ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ŀƴŘ άƭƻƻǘΦέ  

http://ia601904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.docket.html
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software than comes with them. My company also developed and sold document imaging 

software as well as other imaging and scanning programs. I have sold and installed document 

imaging systems in city and county governments, and thus have knowledge of municipal and 

county document imaging programs and procedures, including the design and implementation of 

such programs. Additionally, I have a working knowledge of Adobe Photoshop and Acrobat. 

¢ƘŜǎŜ ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ƛƴ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ƻŎŎǳǊǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ hōŀƳŀΩǎ /ŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ƻŦ [ƛǾŜ 

Birth and other forgeries Paul and I have discovered. 

I am also a science writer and a member of the Geological Society of America. I have written 

three science books, two of which are philosophy of science books.
11

 

 These are essentially the same credentials offered to the court by Orly Taitz prior to VogtΩǎ WŀƴǳŀǊȅ нлмн άŜȄǇŜǊǘ 

ǘŜǎǘƛƳƻƴȅέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ DŜƻǊƎƛŀ ōŀƭƭƻǘ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ƘŜŀǊƛƴƎΣ Farrar et. al. v. Obama.
 12

 Writing in the decision for that case, 

and speaking specifically of Vogt and Irey, Judge Michael Malihi observed that: 

ό¢ύǿƻ ƻŦ tƭŀƛƴǘƛŦŦǎΩ ǿƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎ ǘŜǎǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ aǊΦ hōŀƳŀΩǎ  ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊƎŜŘΣ ōǳǘ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ 

witness was properly qualified or tendered as an expert in birth records, forged documents or 

document manipulation.
13

 

Birth records, forged documents, document manipulation; these remain the key areas of expertise necessary to 

ƭŜƴŘ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ǘƻ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ άŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦέ .ǳǘ even the most casual perusal of his offered credentials reveal that the 

shortfall identified by Judge Malihi is severe. Vogt demonstrates no formal training or even significant on-the-job 

experience in any of these three relevant fields. In each he is at best an enthusiastic amateur.  In none does he go 

on to display even incipient competence. 

Vogt tries instead to build a sense of gravitas ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƛǎ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƛƻǊ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƻŦ ŀ άǘȅǇŜǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅΦέ .ǳǘ ŀǎ ǿŜ 

ǿƛƭƭ ǎŜŜΣ ǘȅǇŜǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ǇǊƻǾŜǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ƴƻƴŜ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΦ IŜ ŜƴŘŜŀǾƻǊǎ ǘƻ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŜ 

ƳŀƴǘƭŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊ ōȅ ƴƻǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ Ƙŀǎ άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘέ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΣ ōǳǘ ōŜǘǊŀȅǎ ƴƻ 

evƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŜǾŜǊ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇǳǘŜǊ ŎƻŘŜΦ IŜ ŀǎǎŜǊǘǎ άƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭ ŀƴŘ 

Ŏƻǳƴǘȅ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛƳŀƎƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻŎŜŘǳǊŜǎΣέ ignoring that his theories have nothing to do with document 

imaging programs of any sort.
14

 He claims a certain ambiguous familiarity with scanners and scanner software if for 

no other reason than that he sells them, but as we will see this failed to help him identify the scanner hardware 

ŀƴŘ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ t5C ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ Ŧorm.
15

 Ultimately, the claims he makes in this affidavit 

ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ άŎǊŜŘŜƴǘƛŀƭǎέ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ǿŀȅΦ  

 

                                                           

11
 Affidavit of Douglas Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraphs 1-2 

12
 Decision, Farrar et. al. v. Obama, February 3, 2012, https://docs.google.com/file/d/0B_KEK8-

LWmzhNWQ4MmI2ZGUtZDMwYi00ZGU4LTkxZTUtZjNkNjNhOGY2YWQ4/edit?hl=en_US  
13

 Ibid, pp. 4-5 
14

 ! άŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛƳŀƎƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳέ ƛǎ ŀ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǘƻǊŜǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ǎŎŀƴƴŜŘ images of paper originals in a 
database for electronic access, distribution, reference or search. They do not include the class of software (Ex: Adobe 
tƘƻǘƻǎƘƻǇύ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅ ƻǊ ŘŀǘŀōŀǎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏƻƴǎƛǎǘ ƻŦ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŜȄǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǇŀǇŜǊ 
ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘƻǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŘŀǘŀΦ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǳǎŜ ŀ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛƳŀƎƛƴƎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΦ 
15

 Among the many reasons he apparently failed to identify the Xerox Workcentre series of multipurpose 
ǎŎŀƴƴŜǊκŎƻǇƛŜǊǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ t5C ƛǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜΣ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜΣ ·ŜǊƻȄ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ 
brand he distributes. This further demonstrates the real world distance between άextensive knowledgeέ and actual 
expertise. 

https://docs.google.com/file/d/0B_KEK8-LWmzhNWQ4MmI2ZGUtZDMwYi00ZGU4LTkxZTUtZjNkNjNhOGY2YWQ4/edit?hl=en_US
https://docs.google.com/file/d/0B_KEK8-LWmzhNWQ4MmI2ZGUtZDMwYi00ZGU4LTkxZTUtZjNkNjNhOGY2YWQ4/edit?hl=en_US
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More fascinating though is the second, very short paragraph of his proffered CV.  While it also has nothing 

whatsoever to do with the content of this affidavit, ±ƻƎǘΩǎ is compelled to bring attention to his άǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎέ 

and self assumed status as ŀ άǇƘƛƭƻǎƻǇƘŜǊΦέ Vogt sees himself as an extraordinary person of genius and 

discernment and so is unable to satisfy himself with his otherwise fully respectable accomplishments as a small 

business owner. For more than three decades, Vogt has desperately sought recognition as a savant in areas for 

which he never actually bothered to prepare himself. At some point he crossed the line from idiosyncratic 

ŘƛƭŜǘǘŀƴǘŜ ǘƻ Ŧǳƭƭ ōƭƻǿƴ ŎǊŀƴƪΦ Iƛǎ άǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎέ ƛǎ rank pseudoscience and unrefined crackpottery. By putting 

this history front and center, Vogt shows that he is oblivious to how completely it undercuts his credibility as a 

reliable analyst. Briefly ŜȄǇƭƻǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴ ŀ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƘŜƭǇǎ ǊŜǾŜŀƭ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ 

is purely coincidental at best.  

Iƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ōƻƻƪΣ мфтуΩǎ Reality Revealed, is a garbled and gullible survey of New Age paranormality ranging from Uri 

DŜƭƭŜǊΩǎ spoon bending, to Kirlian photography, to Pyramid Power, to the magical properties of crystals.  His 

ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜǊΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ōƻƻƪ ǿƛǘƘ this description of the author: 

Douglas Vogt is a geologist and science philosopher. He has funded and directed three 

ŜȄǇŜŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ƛƴŀƛ ŘŜǎŜǊǘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇŜǊǎƻƴ ǎƛƴŎŜ .ŀǊǳŎƘ όWŜǊŜƳƛŀƘΩǎ ƎǊŀƴŘǎƻƴύ 

to discover the real Mount Sinai. He discovered all the altars that Moses describes in the Torah. 

In addition he was the first person since Moses to see ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭ !ōǊŀƘŀƳΩǎ ŀƭǘŀǊ ŀƭǎƻ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ŀǘ 

Mount Sinai and not in Jerusalem. He has discovered the code systems used by Moses when 

writing the surface story of the Torah, which enabled him to decode the Torah and other earlier 

books of the Hebrew Scriptures.
16,17

 

Vogt is apparently not a geologist at all. His sole degree is an undergraduate business degree, and what he 

describes in his book is not geology, but instead (the very different) amateur archeology. So we find that the 

current affidavit is not an anomaly; Vogt has a 35 year history of claiming expertise he does not actually possess. 

²ƘŜƴ ƘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊǎ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ άƳŜƳōŜǊǎƘƛǇέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ DŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΣ ƘŜ ƛǎ further gilding a nonexistent lily. 

TƘŜ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅΩǎ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǊǳƭŜǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ Ŏŀtegory of membership for which he qualifies is ά!ŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜΣέ 

and the standard for that category is that the prospective ƳŜƳōŜǊΧ 

Must be neither professionally trained nor employed in geology or a related field (i.e., any 

physical and biological sciences or other disciplines such as engineering, geography, or 

anthropology) related to geoscience, nor currently studying such science at the collegiate level.
 18

 

Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ άŀ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀέ ƻƴŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƴƻ actual qualifications 

whatsoever. The only conceivable reason for including this detail in the affidavit is to imply a level of recognition 

that he has not actually received, and hope that those reading this abbreviated CV do not bother to check.  

Iƛǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ άǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ōƻƻƪΣέ мффсΩǎ Gravitational Mystery Spots of The United States, uses the absurd theories of his 

first book to explain things that actually do not even exist. There is nothing mysterious ŀōƻǳǘ άƳȅǎǘŜǊȅ ǎǇƻǘǎΦέ 

                                                           

16
 http://www.vectorpub.com/Reality_Revealed.html  

17
 ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ .ƛōƭƛŎŀƭ !ǊŎƘŜƻƭƻƎȅ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ƳŀŘŜ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ƴƻ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘΦ A 
ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ Ƙŀǎ ǇǊƻǾŜƴ ǳƴŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ άǿƻǊƪέ ōȅ ŀƴȅ 
subsequent or serious researcher.  
18

 http://www.geosociety.org/members/categories.htm  

http://www.vectorpub.com/Reality_Revealed.html
http://www.geosociety.org/members/categories.htm
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Most of them are depression era tourist traps with completely ordinary explanations in the P.T. Barnum 

tradition.
19

  

The ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜǊΩǎ description of his ǘƘƛǊŘ άǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ōƻƻƪΣέ нллтΩǎ DƻŘΩǎ 5ŀȅ ƻŦ WǳŘƎƳŜƴǘΣ ¢ƘŜ wŜŀƭ /ŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ Dƭƻōŀƭ 

Warming  manages to fully capture both the bizarre confusion of his thinking anŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŎ ŎǊŀƴƪΩǎ affliction of 

grand delusion: 

This book contains both scientific and religious topics. You will learn after you read chapters 2 

and 3, that you cannot separate the two. Mr. vogt (sic) came to this conclusion after discovering 

the exact number of years between geomagnetic reversals (polar reversals) was secretly 

imbedded in all the dimensions values given in the Torah, using a simple multiplication formula 

(chapter 2). The paramount reason the author was able to discover what nobody before him was 

able to was because of an information theory of existence that unlocked everything including the 

correct model that created the original Hebrew Alphabet. He developed this philosophy in 1977 

and it will eventually have a profound effect on all the fields of science.
20

 

мфтт ǿŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ор ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻΦ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜ Ƙŀǎ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜŘ ǊŜƳŀǊƪŀōƭȅ ƻƴ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ŦǊƻƴǘǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜƴΦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǘƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ 

have yet to have had their promised profound effect. 

In short, Douglas Vogt is a crackpot in the classic mode of an Immanuel Velikovsky, convinced that he has unlocked 

a great cosmic truth and is just waiting for the rest of humanity to catch up. There can be little doubt Vogt 

considers himself a member of that small club of brilliant thinkers who were ignored or reviled in their own time. 

.ǳǘ ŀǎ /ŀǊƭ {ŀƎŀƴ ǿǊƻǘŜΣ άό¢ύƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻƳŜ ƎŜƴƛǳǎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƭŀǳƎƘŜŘ ŀǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƳǇƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ǿƘƻ ŀǊŜ ƭŀǳƎƘŜŘ ŀǘ 

are geniuses. They laughed at Columbus, they laughed at Fulton, they laughed at the Wright brothers. But they 

also laughed at .ƻȊƻ ǘƘŜ /ƭƻǿƴΦέ
21

 

¦ƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ±ƻƎǘ ϧ LǊŜȅ ά¢ƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ 

!ƳƻƴƎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƎƛŦǘǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊ ǳƴŀƳōƛƎǳƻǳǎ ǇǊƻǎŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƘƛƎƘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǎǘΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ƛǘ ǎƻƳŜǘƛƳŜǎ 

ōŜŎƻƳŜǎ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ǿƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ŀŎǘǳŀlly are, and more importantly how they 

ultimately succeed or fail in supporting his forgery claim. Little understanding can be reached without first doing 

ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ±ƻƎǘ ƴŜǾŜǊ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ŘƻŜǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΤ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ά¢ƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘ ƛǎ 

trying to support and defend. There is a reason Vogt makes no such attempt. It cannot be done. 

TǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ Řƛǎǘƛƭƭ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘ ƛƴǘƻ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǊŜǎŜƳōƭƛƴƎ ŀ ŎƻƘŜǊŜƴǘ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅ Ƙŀǎ ǇǊƻǾŜƴ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦ 

There are so many layers of ad hoc complexity added by Vogt and Irey to account for inconsistencies in their cited 

details that any effort to understand it rapidly spins off the rails. When all is said and done, their theory requires at 

least six different forgeries (in at least nine different versions) assembled via needlessly complex, labor intensive, 

redundant and ultimately absurd methods over more than three years, involving knowing participation by the 

President, his lawyers, the Hawaiian Department of Health under two different administrations (one Democratic, 

one Republican), the National Broadcasting Company and a number of very high profile birther double agents. It is 

a conspiracy so breathtaking in scope, reach and intricacy that only the most brilliant of nefarious masterminds 

could have pulled it off. So of course Vogt insists that it was actually pulled off by incompetent boobs. 

                                                           

19
 http://www.sandlotscience.com/MysterySpots/Mystery_Spots_1.htm  

20
 http://www.vectorpub.com/Gods_Day_of_judgment.html    

21
 Carl Sagan, Broca's Brain: Reflections on the Romance of Science (New York: Random House, 1979), p. 64 

http://www.sandlotscience.com/MysterySpots/Mystery_Spots_1.htm
http://www.vectorpub.com/Gods_Day_of_judgment.html
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Central to the entire theory is a Rube Goldsbergian forgery process so inane that even in their own efforts to 

replicate the process they avoided it completely. To create their own version of a forged birth certificate, Vogt and 

Irey created a blank form on a computer, printed it out onto paper, filled in the form using an actual typewriter, 

and finally photocopied it onto security paper. Whether or not they also added stamps signatures or seals is never 

actually mentioned. This is the identical process that had been used by the forger of the Bomford Hoax in the 

summer of 2009, and almost certainly the process used by Lucas Smith in the forgery of the fake birth certificate 

he tried to sell on eBay. It is a process so simple, straightforward and obvious that any other forgery method seems 

stupid in comparison. 

So of course Vogt proposes that the forger is stupid. He insists that she (yes, Vogt has identified the forger as a 

woman) created the entire document by a laborious and insanely inefficient process of cutting and pasting the 

form, words, even individual letters from multiple authentic document into a digital composite. At one point Vogt 

asserts that there are at least four different typefaces and thirty-ŦƻǳǊ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ Ŧƻƴǘǎ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ 

certificate, demanding there be at least that many different source documents.  

There are only 26 letters in the English alphabet. Who needs 34 source documents to get 26 letters for purposes of 

cutting and pasting? There were probably not even 34 different typewriters available for Hawaiian hospitals to fill 

the certificates in.  

¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǎǳǊǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƭƻǊǎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŜƴǘƛǊŜ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΦ ²ƛth that warning, and without further adieu, let us 

begin. 

 

 ±ƻƎǘΩǎ мst άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ ¢ƘŜ {ƘƻǊǘ CƻǊƳ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ {ǘŀƳǇΦ  

 
Vogt begins his descent into suffocating confirmation bias with a side trip to a different document. Instead of the 

long form birth certificate issued in 2011, Vogt first engages in some distinctly retro criticism of a different 

document; the short form Certification of Live Birth released by the Obama Campaign in June of 2008. This first 

birth certificate was released in response to a National Review Online blog post
22

 by Jim Geraghty having to do 

ǿƛǘƘ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƴŀƳŜ ǿŀǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ άaǳƘŀƳƳŀŘΦέ
23

 The document is a standard Hawaiian 

computer generated short form, not the document that is otherwise the primary subjŜŎǘ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘ.  

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŦƻǳƴŘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎŜǎ άŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ hƴŀƪŀ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊ ǎǘŀƳǇǎΧ 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜŎŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜΦέ
24

  .ǳǘ ǿƘŜƴ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ 

                                                           

22
 DŜǊŀƎƘǘȅΣ WƛƳΣ άObama Could Debunk Some Rumors By Releasing His Birth Certificate.έ National Review Online, 

June 9, 2008 
23

 In contradiction to the oft repeated birther assertion that the President took a suspiciously long time before 
releasing his certificatŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ ŦƻǊƳ ǿŀǎ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘǊŜŜ Řŀȅǎ ƻŦ DŜǊŀƎƘǘȅΩs initial request. In those earliest 
days of the birther movement, the Obama campaign could not have foreseen that such candor would only fuel the 
conspiracist flames. Its release provided the foŎǳǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǊƻǳƴŘ ƻŦ ŀƳŀǘŜǳǊ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊ άŜȄǇŜǊǘǎέ ǿƘƻ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ 
declared it a forgery, setting the standard pattern for birther responses to every subsequent document or photograph 
ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƛŦŜ ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜ.  
24

 Affidavit of Douglas Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 3 

http://www.nationalreview.com/campaign-spot/9490/obama-could-debunk-some-rumors-releasing-his-birth-certificate
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short form Vogt notes (correctly) ǘƘŀǘ ά¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƳǇ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎŜƭŦ-inking or 

ǊǳōōŜǊ ǎǘŀƳǇ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŀ ƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇΦέ
25

 This to him is evidence of forgery. 

 
 

 

wŜŦŜǊŜƴŎƛƴƎ ŀƎŀƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎǊŜŘŜƴǘƛŀƭǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ 

is nothing indicating that he has any 

significant experience with stamps or 

stamping technology. And out of the gate 

Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ 

ǎǘŀƳǇέ ƛǎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳŀǘƛŎ. Searching on-line 

ŦƻǊ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ 

ǎǘŀƳǇǎΣέ ƻƴŜ ŎƻƳŜǎ ǳǇƻƴ ǘǿƻ ǎƻǊǘǎΦ CƛǊǎǘ 

and most familiarly there are embossers 

made of metal commonly used to impress 

symbols or seals onto paper or leather, and 

then there is a class of tools used to 

emboss symbols onto metal objects. 

Neither of these can imprint an unraised 

inked facsimile of ŀ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎƛƎƴŀǘǳǊŜ 

onto a paper document. 

 

 

 

 
Figure 1: ! άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ 
ǎǘŀƳǇέ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘƛƴƎ ǇŀǇŜǊ 

embossment. (Version 1). 

 
Figure 2: Metal objects embossed 
ǿƛǘƘ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇέ 

(Version 2). 

Vogt describes what can therefore only be a hypothetical third version; ƻƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ άrecesse(d)έ ǘȅǇŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ 

άmachine that presses the stamp applies even pressure the length of the stamp and the inking is created by a 

carbƻƴ ǊƛōōƻƴΦέ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ǎǘŀƳǇ ŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜƭȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ way would necessarily result in a 

άƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜέ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜΤ ƛƴƪƛƴƎ ŀƴ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƳǇ ōƭƻŎƪ while leaving the text and signature un-inked 

against a colored background. But to create the image we actually find on Hawaiian documents (to include the 

tƘǊŜŜ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ άŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘέύ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎǘŀƳǇ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ raised, not recessed type. 

And while all of us have experience with rubber stamps of that sort, metal versions are almost impossible to find. 

In fact, I could find none. 

Vogt provides images of three Hawaiian wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ƛƳǇǊƛƴǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ hŎǘƻōŜǊ ŀƴŘ bƻǾŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ нлммΣ ŀƭƭ ƳŀŘŜ ǿƛǘƘ 

what appears to have been the same stamp. However he never even attempts to support the otherwise bald 

ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇΦέ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇǊƛƴǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ 

seem congenial to his theory is that each of them shows a superfluous imprint of part of the stamp cushion. But of 

course, such a detail is seen commonly in the imprints of rubber stamps, and so cannot actually distinguish a 

rubber stamp from a metal one. 

                                                           

25
 Ibid. 
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Worse, his third example directly contradicts at 

least one of the four arguments he assembles 

from ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜƳƛǎŜ ƻŦ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇΦέ 

IŜ ŀǊƎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άThere is no physical reason 

hƴŀƪŀΩǎ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊ ǎǘŀƳǇ όƻƴ ǘƘŜ short form) 

should be darker on the right side than the left 

ǎƛŘŜΦέ
26

 Yet on his third example the registrar 

stamp is significantly darker on the bottom than 

on the top. Certainly a process that provides 

consistent inking from right to left should be 

expected to do the same from top to bottom. But 

confirmation bias renders Vogt incapable of 

seeing that his own example actually contradicts 

the theory he is trying to defend. 

Figure 3: The 3
rd

 9ȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ŀ άlegitimate RŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊ ǎǘŀƳǇέ ŦǊƻƳ 
VogtΩǎ ŀffidavit. Note the clear gradient from top (lighter) to bottom 

(darker) in the imprint of the certification text and signature.
27 

±ƻƎǘ ƳŀƪŜǎ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŦƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƭŀƛƳ ƻŦ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇΦέ 9ŀŎƘ ƻŦ 

them evaporates when one accepts ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǳǎŜ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 

place. Vogt has explicitly ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǎƘƻǊǘ ŦƻǊƳ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ ƛƴ нллу was imprinted with a rubber 

stamp, a conclusion with which this author is in violent agreement.
28

 But having failed to make his case that it 

should not have been so stamped, his assertion that it is a sign of forgery is not credible. 

Lƴ ǘƘƛǎΣ Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅΣέ ±ƻƎǘ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ Ǉŀǘǘern that we will see repeated again and again in this 

affidavit. He first creates a theory out of thin air, and then when the evidence fails to support that theory he 

ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǿǊƻƴƎ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜƻǊȅΧ ǘǳǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜly on its head (See 

Appendix A). In this case, he baldly declared for no good reason ǘƘŀǘ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ ƛƳǇǊƛƴǘǎ ƛǘǎ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǳǎƛƴƎ άa metal 

embossing stampΦέ ¢ƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƛǎ ǿǊƻƴƎΦ 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 2nd άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ ¢ƘŜ Registration Date. 
 
VoƎǘΩǎ ƴŜȄǘ ŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǿŜƭƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ƛƴ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ Ƙƛǎ ƳƛƴŘ ƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƘŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜǎ 

ǘƻ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘ ƛǘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘǿƻ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǘƘŀǘ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΣ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ŎƭŀƛƳΦ  Lƴ ƛǘǎ ŎƭŜŀǊŜǎǘ 

statement the claim boils down to this statement and its converse: Based on the certificate number of the 

tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŘŀǘŜ ƛǎ όƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴύ wrong. But that conclusion 

requires having first accepted a premise for which Vogt has no evidence, and that he cannot actually justify. That 

premise is that certificates were numbered on the same day that they were registered, or at least in the same 

specific order that they were registered.  

                                                           

26
 Ibid. 

27
 ²ƘƛƭŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ hŎǘƻōŜǊ нлмо ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǘΣ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ 

is vastly inferior to another dated a week or so later that he posted to one of his wŜōǎƛǘŜǎΦ LƳŀƎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ 
affidavit included in this document are actually extracted from the latter document. While I may have missed it, there 
appears to be otherwise no difference between the two documents other than image quality and dtae.. 
28

 This is ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƳǇ ǿŀǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ōȅ ƘŀƴŘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ƎƻƻŘ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 
applies date and ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƳǇǎ όŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ actually embossed seals) to certified copies of vital records using a 
machine. But such a process ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƘŜƭǇǎ ƴƻǊ ƘƛƴŘŜǊǎ ŀƴȅ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ±ƻƎǘ άaffidavitέ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƛǎ 
not considered here in any detail. 
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We know from all the actual evidence that this is not true. Ultimately, since all the actual evidence contradicts him 

we will discover that Vogt believes that all the actual evidence is forged.  

Vogt commences with a defensive digression in just that vein, using several paragraphs and almost a thousand 

words trying to discredit a completely different birth certificate that Vogt believes poses a problem for his pet 

theory regarding certificate numbering.
29

 In actuality, until Vogt chose to incorporate it into his grand conspiracy 

theory, this certificate had nothing significantly ƛƴ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀ Iŀǿŀƛƛŀƴ 

birth certificate. But Vogt believes it contradicts him, so in his opinion it must be forged specifically for that 

purpose. It will not be the last time he makes that sort of claim. 

Only after that digression do we get to meat of his argument. As already noted this claim depends upon a 

premise which has no actual evidence in its favor and much in opposition; that the certificates were 

numbered on the day (or at least in the ƻǊŘŜǊύ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ άŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘέ ƻǊ άŦƛƭŜŘΦέ  

He begins by accepting as legitimate two birth certificates belonging to twins born the day after Obama 

(the Nordyke twins). Not all birthers share that opinion,
 30

  but there is no actual doubt that they are 

aǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎΦ ±ƻƎǘ ǘƘŜƴΣ ŘŜǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ƻƴ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀƭǎŜ ǇǊŜƳƛǎŜΣ ŀǎǎŜǊǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ hōŀƳŀΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ 

been registered on the same day as the Nordyke twins because his certificate number is so very close to 

theirs. He does not consider any other possible reaǎƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ άhέ όŦƻǊ hōŀƳŀύ is 

immediately adjacent to άbέ όŦƻǊ bƻǊŘȅƪŜύ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǇƘŀōŜǘΦ 

He then offers as further evidence of forgery a detail that to most other people would actually be 

ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ά.ŀǘŜǎ {ǘŀƳǇέ
31

 that imprinted the certificate number shows an identical 

slight misalignment of the first two digits on all three certificates. Were this actually a forgery, that is the 

sort of detail that would imply a forger of great experience and attention to detail rather than the 

ƘƻǇŜƭŜǎǎ ŀƳŀǘŜǳǊ ǘƘŀǘ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊǎ ƛƴǎƛǎǘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ hōŀƳŀΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƛǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŎŀƭ ƻƴ 

hōŀƳŀΩǎ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǘǿƻ ƻǘƘŜǊǎ ŦǊƻƳ !ǳƎǳǎǘ ƻŦ мфсм ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ŀǊƎǳŜǎ against the forgery claim. This 

ƴŜǾŜǊ ŎǊƻǎǎŜǎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƳƛƴŘΦ 

Ultimately however his claim that the number and registration date are in contradiction founders on the 

ǊƻŎƪǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŘŀǘŀΦ !ǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎƛȄ ǇǳōƭƛŎƭȅ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ hōŀƳŀΩǎ 

birth month that are known to us. When sorted in the order that they were registered, several glaring 

exceptions to a correlation with certificate number present themselves. 

Name of Child  Date of Birth  Registered  Certificate # Distance from Previous # 
 

Barack Obama     Aug 4     Aug 8      10641        - 
Stig Waidelich     Aug 5     Aug 8      10920    +279 
Virginia Sunahara     Aug 4     Aug 10      11080    +160 
Susan Nordyke     Aug 5     Aug 11      10637    - 443 
Gretchen Nordyke     Aug 5     Aug 11      10638    +1 
WƻƘŀƴƴŀ !ƘΩbŜŜ     Aug 23     Aug 24      09945   -683 

                                                           

29
 ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ά5Ŝ/ƻǎǘŀ /ŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΦέ {ŜŜ !ǇǇŜƴŘƛȄ B. 

30
 CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ 5ǊΦ wƻƴ tƻƭƭŀƴŘ όǿƘƻ ŀǎ άtƻƭŀǊƛƪέ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ prominent proponent of the forgery meme) 

declared in September of 2011 that they were fake. http://www.birtherreport.com/2011/09/nordyke-long-form-
birth-certificates.html  
31

 ! ά.ŀǘŜǎ {ǘŀƳǇέ ƛǎ ŀ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛŎŀƭ ƴǳƳŜǊƛŎ ǎǘŀƳǇ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǘƻ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƛǘ ƛƳǇǊƛƴǘǎ ōȅ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ increment 
each time it used. 

http://www.birtherreport.com/2011/09/nordyke-long-form-birth-certificates.html
http://www.birtherreport.com/2011/09/nordyke-long-form-birth-certificates.html
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hǘƘŜǊ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƻŦŦŜǊŜŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǎŎƘŜƳŀΣ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ 

number seem out of place. Nellie Ristvedt has long insisted that numbering should have followed birth order. Mike 

Zullo, in his affidavit before the Alabama Supreme Court proffers three. All of them aggressively refuse to 

acknowledge the schema that actually best fits the data, and which becomes immediately apparent by sorting the 

certificates in numerical order to see what else then correlates.  

Name of Child   Date of Birth  Registered  Certificate # Distance from Previous # 
 

!ƘΩbŜŜ, Johanna     Aug 23     Aug 24      09945   - 

Nordyke, Susan     Aug 5     Aug 11      10637    +692 

Nordyke, Gretchen      Aug 5     Aug 11      10638    +1 

Obama, Barack     Aug 4     Aug 8      10641    +3 

Waidelich, Stig      Aug 5     Aug 8      10920    +279 

Sunahara, Virginia      Aug 4     Aug 10      11080    +160 

 

With the single exception of a baby who died almost immediately after birth, all the names fall into alphabetical 

order by surname. And of course, especially in a precomputerized era, this is how people who needed to find a 

particular birth record would be likely to proceed; searching by surname. It is no coincidence that vital records 

departments all over the world and for hundreds of years have created indices for their vital records that are in 

alphabetical order by surname.  

Have I proved that this is the schema by which HawaiΨi ordered their birth records for numbering in 1961? No. But 

not only does this schema better fit the data, it does not require me to declare all but two of the certificates 

forgeries. Whatever the criteria were for determining the order in which certificates were numbered, registration 

date is not one of them.  Vogt will return to this theory of certificate numbering again in the next section of his 

ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΣ ōǳǘ ŀǎ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ǎŜŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǳƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ǇǊƻǾŜǎ ǳƴŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅΦ ²ƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƧǳǎǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ 

assertion that this is a sign of forgery is not credible. 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 3rd άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ ¢ƘŜ Registration Date Again. 

!ǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ Ƙŀǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅ Ƙƛǎ ά{ŜŎƻƴŘ tƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅΣέ ±ƻƎǘ ƴƻǿ 

commences a Procrustean campaign to try and fill in the gaping holes. In this part of the affidavit, Vogt attempts to 

establish that the numbering sequence of birth certificates is explicitly governed by law. He begins by asserting 

ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ Ƙŀǎ άǊŜŀŘ ŀƭƭ рл ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ /ƻƭǳƳōƛŀΩs, statutes and administrative code regarding the filing 

ŀƴŘ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜǎΣέ
32

 a claim for which I offer no challenge. But what he goes on to do with the 

acquired knowledge is tour de force of special pleading. Unable to find in any of those statutes or codes the 

ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƘŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ Ƙƛǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΣ ƘŜ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ǇǊŜǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƛǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ ƘƻǇŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ǊŜŀŘŜǊǎ ǿƻƴΩǘ 

notice that it is not. 

For example, after reprinting the statutes and administrative rules for the State of HawŀƛΨƛ he first misses the fact 

that they are not the versions that were in effect in 1961, and further simply glosses over the fact that they offer 

no instruction at all ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ Ƙƻǿ ƻǊ ǿƘŜƴ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊŜŘΦ IŜ ǘƘŜƴ ƻŦŦŜǊǎ ά¢ŀōƭŜ м which summarizes 

all the states and District of Columbia if they mentioning (sic) the state file number was a consecutive number, if 

                                                           

32
 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 11 
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the Federal law or regulation is mentioned and if they define the terms File, Filing and Registration in the state 

ƭŀǿǎ ƻǊ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΦέ
33

 It is an impressive table.  

But, nowhere in the table (and nowhere in any of the laws he cites) does it offer any criteria or direct any process 

for numbering birth certificates. Now, if you did not bother to actually look at his table or also read the associated 

laws you would not know this, since Vogt simply slips it in via legerdemain. Vogt writes: 

The Model State Vital Statistics Act and Regulations of 1977 and 1992 defines the terms as such:  

Section 1. Definitions:  

όŎύ άFileέ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ and acceptance of a vital record or report provided for 

in this Act for registration by the (Office of Vital Statistics [the state department of 

health]). 

όŘύ άFilingΣ ŘŀǘŜ ƻŦέ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŀǘŜ ŀ Ǿƛǘŀƭ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƛǎ accepted for registration by the 

(Office of Vital Statistics).  

όƧύ άRegistrationέ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƘŜ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜ ōȅ ǘƘŜ όhŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ ±ƛǘŀƭ {ǘŀǘƛǎǘƛŎǎύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

incorporation of vital records provided for in this Act into its official records.  

That means the act of filing and registration happens at one time the same day by the State 

Registrar or deputy Registrar. They will check the form for completeness and then accept it by 

dating, signing and numbering the Certificate of Live Birth. That process is called filing and 

registration.
 34

 (emphasis added) 

Ignoring that these regulations were respectively instituted 16 and 31 years after Obama was born, no. It does not 

mean that. It never comes within light years of meaning that. In none of those definitions is numbering even 

mentioned onceΦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ central assertion that the process of filing and registration includes affixing the certificate 

number is simply another thing that he just made up. 

²Ŝ ǎŀǿ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ά{ŜŎƻƴŘ tƻƛƴǘέ ǘƘŀǘ there is no correlation between registration date and 

certificate number. And further we know (from the efforts of other birthers no less)
35

 that, contrary to his 

imaginary process, numbering actually took place in a batch at the end of each month for all the births that took 

place within it, even though registration dates were distributed across the entire month. As a result, certificate 

ƴǳƳōŜǊǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƭȅ ŎƻǊǊŜƭŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŘŀǘŜ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƴǘƛǊŜ ƳƻƴǘƘΩǎ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 

deliberately sorted in registration date order before numbering. I cannot come up with any rationale why a health 

                                                           

33
 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 14 

34
 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraphs 16 - 17 

35
 Specifically, Mike Zullo of the Maricopa County Cold Case Posse has provided us with the closest thing to first hand 

testimony of the 1961 process as a result of his alleged interview with Verna K. Lee, the registrar who signed the 
Obama birth certificate. While we have never been given access to the actual tape of the interview, Zullo has stated in 
Ƙƛǎ ƻǿƴ άŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘέ ǘƘŀǘ ƴǳƳōŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƻƻƪ ǇƭŀŎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ŜŀŎƘ ƳƻƴǘƘ ƛƴ ŀ ōŀǘŎƘΦ This also reconciles to the monthly 
preprocessing necessary for the microfilming and forwarding of all the even numbered certificate to the CDC for 
demographic reporting purposes. http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/In-Re-Douglas-
Vogt-2.pdf  

http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/In-Re-Douglas-Vogt-2.pdf
http://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/In-Re-Douglas-Vogt-2.pdf
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department might need to sort their certificates in registration date order.
36

 And again as we know from the actual 

data available to use, they are not so sorted. 

Lƴ ǎƘƻǊǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ theory of certificate numbering, and the actual data of known 

certificates directly contradict his claim. Ergo, his claim that this is indicative of forgery is not credible. 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 4th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ ¢ƘŜ Missing Seal. 

.ŜǘǿŜŜƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ о
rd

 and 4
th
 άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ he lards his affidavit with several pages and thousands of words 

recounting all sorts of third party hearsay and irrelevant history regarding the Department of Health and the 

hōŀƳŀ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳ in April of 2011. Almost none of it has to do with any actual 

evidence of forgeryΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎ ŀƭƭƻǿ ǳǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƭŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƴŘŜǊƻǳǎ ǎƛȊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǇƛǊŀŎȅ ƘŜ ŀƭƭŜƎŜǎΧ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ 

just to get a copy of the long form to a press conference at the Whitehouse.   

But eventually, Vogt settles back oƴǘƻ ǘǊŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ƻŦŦŜǊǎ ǳǎ άThe Involvement of General Electric, National 

Broadcasting Company and Savannah Guthrie. No evidence of a Hawaiian Department of Seal on the Obama COLB. 

¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊǘƘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΦέ  

Oddly, once we finally get to the actual claim here, the evidence that Vogt offers manages to destroy his own 

assertion ƛƴ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƘƻǊǘ ƻǊŘŜǊΦ wŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƴƎ άƴƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀ Iŀǿŀƛƛŀƴ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ {ŜŀƭΣέ ±ƻƎǘ 

repeatedly provides evidence that there actually is a seal on the document after all. He readily admits that after 

adjusting things like color saturation and contrast, he is able to see the seal on both the Whitehouse PDF and the 

photograph taken by Savannah Guthrie at the time she reported having handled the document and felt the raised 

seal. [ŜǘΩǎ ǇƻƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻƳŜƴǘΦ 

hƴ ǿƘŀǘ ǇƭŀƴŜǘ ŘƻŜǎ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǎŜŀƭ ōŜŎƻƳŜ άƴƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǎŜŀƭΚέ   

How Vogt attempts to get around this problem is with a ham handed ad hoc rationalization followed by an attempt 

at misdirection. He first baldly asserts that the image of the seal on the PDF and Guthrie photos is just that, an 

image and not a raised seal at all. This is what inspires him to call Guthrie a liar and add her to the legion of active 

participants in the conspiracy. He then points to a third version of the certificate that is more congenial to his bias, 

ǘƘŜ ōƭŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƛǘŜ ǇƘƻǘƻŎƻǇȅ ƘŀƴŘŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘΩǎ ǇŀŎƪŜǘΣ ŀƴŘ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ on that one no seal is 

ǾƛǎƛōƭŜΦ .ǳǘ ǊŜƳŜƳōŜǊΧ ōȅ Ƙƛǎ ƻǿƴ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǇȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘΩǎ packet must have come from one 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ άŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŀōƭŜǎέ ƘŜ ƛƴǎƛǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƎŜǊ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘΣ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜŘƭȅ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƻŦ 

the seal. He makes no effort explain, nor does he even seem to notice this contradiction. 

!ǇǇƭȅƛƴƎ hŎŎŀƳΩǎ ǊŀȊor we note that both the Whitehouse PDF and the Guthrie photograph are direct images of 

the embossed document (one a direct scan and the other a direct photograph), and both are in color. The image of 

ǘƘŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘΩǎ ǇŀŎƪŀƎŜ ǇƘƻǘƻŎƻǇȅ ƛǎ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ later scan of a black and white, non embossed photocopy. So 

Vogt is basing the argument on his inability to see the seal on the worst evidence at his disposal, and rejecting out 

                                                           

36
 It should not go without noting that the collection of birth certificates for a month prior to batch numbering could 

assemble a significant number of certificates drifting in from different geographies in no particular pattern. Given the 
periodic requirement to find a particular birth certificate in the intervening period, the most reasonable schema for 
sorting them and keeping them sorted would be alphabetically by surname. This does appear to be the actual order 
for the August 1961 Hawaiian certificates we have seen, with the sole exception of an infant who died soon after 
birth. 
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of hand the fact that the seal actually is visible on the best evidence at his disposal. At the same time he declares a 

respected journalist to be a liar for no other reason than that her reporting is inconvenient to him. 

One last glaring inconsistency here is worthy of mention. In his previous declaration of the DeCosta certificate as a 

forgery (See Appendix B), Vogt explicitly conceded that it bore a genuine {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ seal, and that the DoH 

was therefore knee deep in the conspiracy. So whyΣ ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘƭȅ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ άŦƻǊƎŜǊƛŜǎέ 

with their official seal would they have failed to also place a genuine seal put on this newest document as well? 

Certainly they were aware there should be some sort of seal, because even Vogt admits that there is an image of it 

on the other two examples. And forgers tend to get better at their craft over the years, not worse. 

In summary, Vogt contradicts his own assertion regarding evidence of a seal and proves that the evidence is there 

after all.  

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 5th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ ¢ƘŜ Wrong Width. 

We are now introduced again to ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǎǇƛǊŀŎȅ ƳƻƴƎŜǊƛƴƎΣ tŀǳƭ LǊŜȅΦ Lƴ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ǇŀǊŀƭƭŜƭ ǘƻ ±ƻƎǘΣ 
LǊŜȅ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ŘƻƴƴƛƴƎ ŀ ƳŀƴǘƭŜ ƻŦ άŜȄǇŜǊǘƛǎŜέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŀǎǘƻǳƴŘƛƴƎƭȅ ŦƭƛƳǎȅ actual experience. He claims to 
be an expert on typewriters because he was a clerk typist in the US Air Force many years ago.

37
 Also like Vogt, Irey 

has been forced to abandon many of his earliest claims, though unlike Vogt he did not simply pretend he never 
made them. To his credit he notified several birther celebrities that they should stop using those invalid 
arguments.

38
 But claiming ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ άƪƴƻǿƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ƘŜ ŜǾŜǊ ǎŜǘ ŜȅŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ

39
 he has 

reliably come up with a whole new set of objections since. Several of those are represented in this affidavit. This is 
the first of them. 
 
They assert that ά¢he glairing (sic) problem is that the Obama COLB is 6.125-inches wide which represents a 12.5% 
reduction and that is not a standard reduction from a copying machine and there was no reason to reduce the size 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /h[.Φέ  

²Ŝ Ŏŀƴ ƛƎƴƻǊŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƛƴǘƭŜǎǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ άthere was no reason to reduce the sizeΦέ bŜƛǘƘŜǊ ±ƻƎǘ ƴƻǊ 
LǊŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ŀ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŀǘΦ .ǳǘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƛƴǘΧ ǘƻ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ άǘƘŜ ǿǊƻƴƎ ǿƛŘǘƘέ 
first requires knowledge of whŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǿƛŘǘƘέ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜΣ ŀƴŘ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ±ƻƎǘ ƴƻǊ LǊŜȅ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ƪƴƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ 
hypothetical width should be. They do not know with any certainty the original size, they cannot confidently know 
the final size from computer images that are themselves diffeǊŜƴǘ ǎƛȊŜǎ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƭƭ άǿǊƻƴƎΣέ ŀƴŘ 
they are in no position to second guess the reduction settings on the copying machines and scanners used at 
different points in the workflow between the original and the three versions available on line. 
 
In terms of the original size, they have never had access to the documents in the bound volumes at the DoH. So 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ άŦƛƎǳǊŜŘ ƻǳǘέ ǘƘŀǘ the original was 7 inches wide is little more than a guess. I spent about a half 

                                                           

37
 ά{ƻ Ƴȅ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƳŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ Ƴȅ п ȅŜŀǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Air Force from 1955 to the end of 1988 [sic]. I 

was typing at the office headquarters directly under commanding officers of the several Air force groups I was assigned to and 
ƛƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀ ƭƻǘ ƻŦ ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎΦέ /ƻƳƳŜƴǘ ōȅ tŀǳƭ LǊŜȅ ƻƴ the Raised on Hoecakes Blog, June 13, 
20122, http://raisedonhoecakes.com/ROH/2011/06/12/dear-birthers-grasping-at-straws-hurts-the-conservative-
cause/#comment-1075    
38

 Reality Check Radio Blog, December 1, 2011, A Conversation with Paul Irey, 
http://rcradioshow.blogspot.com/2011/12/conversation-with-paul-irey.html 
39

 LǊŜȅ ƛǎ ƻƴ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ŀǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ άƪƴŜǿ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ŜǾŜǊ ǎǘǳŘƛŜŘ ƛǘΦ RC Radio Interview with 
Paul Irey, June 23, 2011, http://www.blogtalkradio.com/rcr/2011/06/24/reality-check-radio 

 

http://raisedonhoecakes.com/ROH/2011/06/12/dear-birthers-grasping-at-straws-hurts-the-conservative-cause/#comment-1075
http://raisedonhoecakes.com/ROH/2011/06/12/dear-birthers-grasping-at-straws-hurts-the-conservative-cause/#comment-1075
http://rcradioshow.blogspot.com/2011/12/conversation-with-paul-irey.html
http://www.blogtalkradio.com/rcr/2011/06/24/reality-check-radio
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hour going through my own files to measure a number of different government forms (both State and Federal) in 
my possession, and they vary in increments of 1/8

th
 of an inch from 7.125 inches to 6.5 inches in width. Without 

access to the actual bound volumes in the DoH there is no ŎƻƴŎŜƛǾŀōƭŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƴ ƘŀǾŜ άŦƛƎǳǊŜŘ ƻǳǘέ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ 
claim to have figured out. 
 
To test the difficulty with figuring out the final size of the image from second or third generation scans and 

photographs, we can look at their work with the one first generation photocopy to which they actually had access. 

±ƻƎǘ ǿǊƛǘŜǎΣ άL ƘŀŘ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŀ ŎƻǇȅ ƻŦ ±ƛǊƎƛƴƛŀ {ǳƴŀƘŀǊŀΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ Iŀǿŀƛƛŀƴ 5hI ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƘŀŘ ŀ ƭƛƴŜ 

length of 6.875-ƛƴŎƘŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ŀ н҈ ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƴƻǊƳŀƭΦέ 

Actually, no. If they are assuming a 7 inch original for the death certificate as well as the birth certificate, then 

6.875 inches would be less than 2%... more specifically about 1.8%. (If the reader should object that I am splitting 

hairs, I am only using the same decimal level of accuracy that they themselves use in the affidavit.) Conversely, if it 

actually was a 2% reduction from the original, then the original certificate must have been 7.015 inches. Huh? Who 

makes forms of that  size? It is certainly not a standard 1/8
th
 inch increment. 

Seeing here how difficult it is for Vogt and Irey to get the math to work with a first generation photocopy, consider 

that the Whitehouse PDF and Guthrie photographs are all third generation images, and the AP scan is a fourth or 

fifth generation image.  

¦ƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ǘƘƻǳƎƘΣ ǿƘȅ ǘƘŜȅ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ άǿǊƻƴƎέ ǿƛŘǘƘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŜǾŜƴ ŎƭŜŀǊΦ Lǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ 
two things. It could be because they object (for no obvious reason) to any reduction other than the 1 or 2% that 
Vogt asserts is required by law. Or it could be that they feel a reduction in increments of less than a full percent 
(0.5 % is their claim) is not possible.  
 
.ŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ǿŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ƘŀŘΣ ƭŜǘΩǎ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƻƴŜ ŦƛǊǎǘΦ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ even 
with a first generation paper photocopy, getting measurements accurate to within tenths of a percent is not within 
their capability. So any argument based on the claim that they have done so is simply without serious basis. 
 
But if their issue is the first one, we need only point to the fact that almost every good copying machine on the 

planet allows the user to reduce documents by any percentage they want at any time. Certainly there can be no 

claim that a 12-мо҈ ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘΦ !ƴŘ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘΩǎ άǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘέ ƛǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŀƴ 

opinion with nothing substantial upon which to base it.  

 

Lƴ ǎƘƻǊǘΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ άǿǊƻƴƎ ǿƛŘǘƘέ founders upon the rocks of their inability to state with any credibility 

ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άǊƛƎƘǘ ǿƛŘǘƘέ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜΣ ƻǊ ŜǾŜƴ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ƻǊ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ άǊƛƎƘǘ ǿƛŘǘƘέ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΦ 

 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 6th   άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Content Errors. 

 

²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ǎŜŜƴ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ Ŧƛƭƭ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ƎŀǇǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ 

ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ōȅ ŦŀōǊƛŎŀǘƛƴƎ άŦŀŎǘǎέ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ōŜ ǘǊǳŜΦ  !ƳƻƴƎ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀǾƻǊƛǘŜ ǘŀŎǘƛŎǎ ƛǎ ǘƻ 

assert false details and then attribute them to sources that do not actually contain them. In this 6
th
 άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ 

CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƘŜ ǘŀƪŜs a somewhat different tack; he misrepresents not just the information contained in his sources, 

but he misrepresents the sources themselves. 
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¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘǿƻ ǇƛŜŎŜǎ ƻŦ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ŜǊǊƻǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 

ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΣ .ŀǊŀŎƪ IǳǎǎŜƛƴ hōŀƳŀ {ǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜƴǘǊȅ ŦƻǊ hōŀƳŀ {ǊΦΩǎ ǊŀŎŜΦ ²Ŝ 

will cover them in order. 

[Ŝǘ ǳǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ŀƎŜ ōȅ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŀŎŎŜǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŜǊǊƻǊǎ ƻƴ ŀ ōƛǊǘƘ 

certificate are just not evidence of forgery. Anyone who has done family history is intimately familiar with the 

sometimes less than complete accuracy of absolutely authentic vital records. In my own files, the birth certificates 

of just two people, my parents, contain no less than five such errors. No one would suggest that either are 

forgeries; they are simply wrong. And these include serious mistakes such as misspellings of their surnames, and 

for my father a completely wrong first name. 

 In the case of Obama Sr., there are actually multiple different other documents on which different ages or dates of 

birth are recorded and nobody (not even birthers) are claiming that half of them are forgeries. It is simply true that 

for whatever reason, he sometimes reported his birth as being in 1934 and at others he reported a birth in 1936. 

This document is merely one of the latter (See Appendix C). 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ŘŀǘŜ άŎƻǊǊŜŎǘέ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀǊōƛǘǊŀǊȅ ƛŦ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŘŜŜǇ 

desire to declare the birth certificate a fake. It should be noted that the individual with probably the greatest 

ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎŜǘǘƭŜ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜΣ hōŀƳŀ {ǊΦΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊ {ŀƭƭȅ WŀŎƻōǎΣ ŎŀƳŜ Řƻǿƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ 

fence.
40

 LŦ WŀŎƻōǎ ƛǎ ŎƻǊǊŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ƘŜǊŜ Ŧŀƛƭǎ both as an argument for forgery and as a simple fact. 

Driven by conspiracist zeal, however, Vogt cannot resist trying to assemble an elaborate, tendentious and 

ultimately superfluous hypothesis
41

 ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǿƘȅ hōŀƳŀ {ǊΦ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƘŀǾŜ άƭƛŜŘέ ŀōƻǳǘ Ƙƛǎ ŀƎŜΦ Iƻǿ ƘŜ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŜǎ 

this helps his argument that the age on the birth certificate is a sign of forgery rather than just another example of 

hōŀƳŀ {ǊΦ άƭȅƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ Ƙƛǎ ŀƎŜέ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ŎƭŜŀǊΦ  

¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ άŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ŜǊǊƻǊέ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƻƭŘ ŦŀǾƻǊƛǘŜ ƻŦ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊǎ ƎƻƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ōŀŎƪ to the 2008 release of the 

tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǎƘƻǊǘ ŦƻǊƳΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǊŀŎŜ ƛǎ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ŀǎ ά!ŦǊƛŎŀƴΣέ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƻ ƛƴŜȄǇƭƛŎŀōƭȅ 

ƛƴŦƭŀƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊǎ ǿƘƻ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ōŜŜƴ άbŜƎǊƻΦέ  ¢ƘŜƛǊ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ŘŜfend 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜ ƻŦǘŜƴ ōƛȊŀǊǊŜΣ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŀƴŀŎƘǊƻƴƛǎǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ƻƴ ŜȄǘǊŜƳŜ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ƳȅƻǇƛŀΦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ 

ǎǘŀō ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛǎ ǇŜǊŦǳƴŎǘƻǊȅΣ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŀ Ŏŀǎǳŀƭ ǘƻǎǎ ƻŦŦΦ .ǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ ƘƛƳ ŦǊƻƳ ƎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ƛǘ 

completely wrong. 

Vogt obǎŜǊǾŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άThe federal and state coding for race did not include that word,έ and leaves the reader to 

assume that this somehow places requirements or limitations regarding how race would be reflected in a state or 

local birth certificate. It takes only a few seconds online (or with any file of birth certificates) to demonstrate that 

this cannot possibly be true. 

                                                           

40
 Sally Jacobs, The Other Barack: The Bold and Reckless Life of President Obama's Father (2011), p. 261Υ нтΦ ά.ŀǊŀŎƪ hōŀƳŀϥǎ 

date of birth is unclear. His earliest school records bear no birth date. His University of Hawaii transcript records his birthdate as 
18 June 1934. His marriage certificate and résumés indicate he was born in 1936. U.S. immigration records show his year of 
birth as both 1934 and 1936. Family members say they believe he was ōƻǊƴ ƛƴ мфосΣ ǎƻ L ƘŀǾŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŀǘŜΦέ 
41

 5ǳǊƛƴƎ ŀ ōǊƛŜŦ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊ ŀƴŘ ±ƻƎǘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŜǾŜƴǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǾŜŀƭŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 
to assemble his theory Vogt had deliberately misrepresented a random third party website concerning high school exchange 
ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ άǉǳŀǎƛ-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭέ ŀƎŜƴŎȅ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǿƘƻ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀǘǘŜƴŘ 
ƎǊŀŘǳŀǘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¦{ ŀǎ άŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΦέ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ άǉǳŀǎƛ-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭέ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǎŜǘ ƴƻ standards for 
anybody other than itself and its own programs. 
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Figure 4: άbƻƴ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘέ wŀŎŜǎ ƻƴ ŀ Iŀǿŀƛƛŀƴ .ƛǊǘƘ /ŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ 

There is no shortage (for example) of Hawaiian 

birth certificates that bear other races also not 

found on the 1961 CDC coding manual provided by 

Vogt.  Here is an example with two that do not 

appear on that manual; Portuguese and Spanish. 

 

aȅ ƻǿƴ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ Ƴȅ ǇŀǊŜƴǘǎ ŀǎ άLǘŀƭƛŀƴΦέ 9ǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ 

ǘƻ ά/ŀǳŎŀǎƛŀƴέ ƻƴ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ƳŜŜǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /5/ Ƴŀƴǳŀƭ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ not 

ά/ŀǳŎŀǎƛŀƴέ ōǳǘ ά²ƘƛǘŜΦέ  

It is clear from both testimony and evidence that the race noted on birth certificates was self declared by the 

parents. The Federal Coding rules explicitly anticipated that the certificate copies they were being sent from the 

states would not conform to the official coding choices, and so they consist extensively of instructions on how to 

account for the differences.  

Ultimately, Vogt offers no serious reasoning behind the idea that the 1961 CDC Coding manual he presents has 

ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘǎƻŜǾŜǊ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƻǿ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ ǿŜǊŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǊŀŎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ 

certificates, and he ignores the evidence that proves the idea erroneous. 

NŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ άŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ŜǊǊƻǊǎέ ǘǳǊƴǎ ƻǳǘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ άŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ŜǊǊƻǊǎέ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΦ 

 

The Long Digression: Vogt and Irey Create Their Own Forgery 

At this point in the affidavit, Vogt and Irey launch into a lengthy description of their own efforts to create a fake 

long form birth certificate for President Obama όL ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ ƛǘ ƳƻǾƛƴƎ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άƳƻŎƪ-ǳǇέύ. Ultimately, it is 

difficult to not conclude that the entire account is meant less to provide useful information than as performance 

art. The closest thing either Vogt or Irey actually have to expertise in anything is the largely obsolete field of 

typesetting. So even though none of their theories of forgery have anything to do with typesetting this is a chance 

to demonstrate that they at least know something about something and get theatrically technical in the process. 

Make no mistake. They explicitly reject the idea that the alleged forger created a fake blank form from scratch and 

then filled it in with a typewriter. Even though that is the way that any real forger would have most likely 

proceeded, and even though that is the way they chose themselves to proceed, their theory is that somebody 

instead cut and pasted individual letters and words from multiple other certificates onto a copy of an authentic 

blank form.  

The account of their own forgery is larded with pointless detail apparently just to show how smart Vogt and Irey 

are. Essentially none of it proves useful for determining the authenticity of the birth certificate, and most of it is 

never even mentioned again.  It is the technical equivalent of being stoned to death with popcorn. 

What they then go on to do with that mock-up is just another exercise in egregious confirmation bias. On one 

hand, when they are able to recreate a detail of the birth certificate, they conclude that this must be evidence of 

forgery. But then on the other hand, when they are not able to recreate a detail of the birth certificate, they 

conclude that this also must be evidence of forgery. Such systematic inconsistency is entertaining, but ultimately   

a waste of time and resources. Having rejected out of hand the actual work-flow by which the Whitehouse PDF 

was created and posted to the Web, their own efforts to recreate it are crippled from inception. At each step they 
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ƳƛƎƘǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ hŎŎŀƳΩǎ wŀȊƻǊΧ ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŜȅ ǊƻƭƭΦ Lƴ 

classic conspiracist style, they never settle for a simple and obvious explanation when a needlessly complex and 

incoherent alternative is available. 

¢ƻ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ŦŜǿ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ǳǎ to clearly understand the ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ άǘƘŜƻǊȅ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅέ ǘƘŀǘ 

Vogt is trying to contradict. Only then can we fairly compare and contrast his mock-up and its derivatives with the 

document released by the Whitehouse. Here is the process flow as described by the Whitehouse and confirmed 

όǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ ƘŀƴŘƻǾŜǊύ ōȅ ǘƘŜ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ IŜŀƭǘƘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ άŜƴŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎέ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊe 

considered by Vogt in this affidavit at different times, resulting from three different workflows. They are: 

 

 

Figure 5: Workflow for the Whitehouse.gov PDF 

Step O represents the creation of the original and official paper birth certificate held in ǘƘŜ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ 

Health archives. In this step, a blank form is completed by adding typed text, signatures, handwritten dates, date 

stamps, and finally a stamped certificate number. The completed certificate is then bound into a volume with 

other completed birth certificates. ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ άŦƛǊǎǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳŀƎŜέΤ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŦƻǊƳΦ 

Step 1 represents the creation of the two certified copies provided to the Whitehouse on April 26, 2011. The 

bound original is photocopied onto green basket weave security paper. That photocopy is then stamped with a 

date, certified with the official RegƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƳǇΣ ŀƴŘ Ŧƛƴŀƭƭȅ ŜƳōƻǎǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ {ǘŀǘŜ {ŜŀƭΦ These are both 

άǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳŀƎŜǎΦέ Up to this point, every version of the certificate has been analog paper. 

Step 2 ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ t5C ǇƻǎǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ²²²Φ hƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŎƻǇƛŜǎ ǿŀǎ άǎŎŀƴƴŜŘ ǘƻ 

ŜƳŀƛƭέ ƛƴ ŎƻƭƻǊ ƻƴ ŀ ·ŜǊƻȄ ²ƻǊƪǎŎŜƴǘǊŜ {ŎŀƴƴŜǊκPrinter. The resulting PDF file was then opened in MAC OS 

Preview, rotated 180 degrees and then resaved to PDF. This is the specific and single point at which the analog 

paper is converted into a digital document. ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŀƴȅ άŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜƘƻǳǎŜΦƎƻǾ t5C Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ 

explained by this step. That PDF is the one accessible online at Whitehouse.gov.
42

 !ƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀ άǘƘƛǊŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ 

ƛƳŀƎŜΦέ 

                                                           

42
 It is important to stress again ǘƘŀǘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭέ ǿƻǊƪŦƭƻǿ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ŀǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŀƭƻƎ ǇŀǇŜǊ ƛǎ 

ŎƻƴǾŜǊǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ƛƳŀƎŜΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ άŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ŦƭƻƎƎŜŘ ōȅ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊǎ ƳǳǎǘΣ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ƛǎ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎΣ 

be explained by this single step. A simple Xerox Workcentre workflow has been conclusively shown to account for all the 

ŀƭƭŜƎŜŘ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ άŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜƘƻǳǎŜΦƎƻǾ t5CΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŘƛǎŎƻǾered and comprehensively proved in a tour de force of 

amateur forensic research by a team of anti-ōƛǊǘƘŜǊ ōƭƻƎƎŜǊǎ ƭŜŀŘ ōȅ άƴōŎέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Native and Natural Born Citizenship Explored 

blog at http://nativeborncitizen.wordpress.com/. Although rejected out of hand by most birthers, no serious challenge to the 

Xerox workflow has ever been publicly offered by any advocate of the forgery theory.  

http://nativeborncitizen.wordpress.com/
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Figure 6: Workflow for the Savannah Guthrie Photographs 

Steps 0 and 1 in the Savannah Guthrie workflow are the same as the Whitehouse.com PDF. Only Step 2 is different.  

Working from the same cerǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǇƘƻǘƻŎƻǇȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ ŎƻǇƛŜŘ ǘƻ t5C ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

Whitehouse.gov website, Guthrie used her personal cell phone to take the color photographs she eventually 

posted on line. Like the Whitehouse.gov PDF, these photographs arŜ άǘƘƛǊŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳŀƎŜǎΦέ 

Also as in the Whithouse.com PDF, this is the only step at which the analog paper is converted into a digital image. 

¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŀƴȅ άŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ DǳǘƘǊƛŜ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘŜǇΦ 

 

Figure 7: Possible workflow for the AP JPEG 

Unlike the Whitehouse PDF and the Guthrie photographs, we have less confidence in the specific workflow that led 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ !t Wt9D ŦƻǳƴŘ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Řŀȅǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΩǎ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜΦ !ǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƻǊ ǘǿƻ ǿƻǊƪŦƭƻǿǎΣ ǘhe 

first two steps remain the same. But where the Whitehouse PDF and Guthrie photographs are third generation 

images, the AP JPEG is at best a fourth generation and most likely  a fifth  generation image. 

For both of these options, Step 2 represents the creation of an analog paper black and white photocopy from one 

of the certified copies acquired from the IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 5ƻIΦ This, like the Whitehouse.com PDF and the Guthrie 

ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘǎ ƛǎ ŀ άǘƘƛǊŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳŀƎŜΦέ ¦ƴƭƛƪŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻǘƘŜǊǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ŀƴŀƭƻƎ Ǉŀper rather a digital file. 

But at this point the process becomes less clear. One of two things must have taken place to create the multipage, 

multi-document packets that were handed out to the attending press corps. 

hƴŜ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ όǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ άaƛƴƛƳǳƳ ²ƻǊƪŦƭƻǿέ ŀōƻǾŜύ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴ ƻǊ ǇŜǊǎƻƴǎ 

prepared the packets by making many photocopies directly from the certified document, collated them with all the 
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other documents into press packets by hand, and then gave to each journalist a third generation photocopy. One 

of those copies was then subsequently scanned to create the AP JPEG; a fourth generation image. 

.ǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊΣ ŦŀǊ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ όǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ άaƻǎǘ [ƛƪŜƭȅ ²ƻǊƪŦƭƻǿέ ŀōƻǾŜύ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŦƻǊ 

an administrative person to make a single photocopy όŀ άǘƘƛǊŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳŀƎŜέύ directly from the certified 

document, use it to assemble a master packet for reproduction, and then use the automated collation capabilities 

of their copier to create the large number of identical packets that were then handed out. This would be Step 3 in 

ǘƘŜ άaƻǎǘ [ƛƪŜƭȅ ²ƻǊƪŦƭƻǿΦέ In that case each journalist received a fourth generation photocopy. One of those 

copies was then subsequently scanned to create the AP JPEG; a fifth  generation image. 

This final step, the creation of the AP JPEG by scanning, is the only step at which the analog paper is converted into 

a digital image. Therefore any specifically digital άŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ !t Wt9D Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ 

step. There are however other unique analog άŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

photocopying steps unique to the AP JPEG. 

It cannot be stressed too intensely that no administrative person who has any experience whatsoever in preparing 

multiple presentation packets for distribution would choose the first option over the second. To do so would 

frankly imply inefficiency and incompetence of the sort unlikely to be found in a professional working at that level.  

And it also must be pointed out that a fifth generation image is by its nature very far removed in clarity and fidelity 

to the original. So much noise and distortion has been added to the original signal that much of what Vogt and Irey 

try to glean from the AP JPEG is ultimately so subjective as to be useless as evidence of forgery.  

  

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 7th   άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ The Appearance of the Typed Text. 

Lǘ Ŏŀƴ ǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ōƛǘ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΣ ŀǎ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻǎŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 

exactly unambiguous. The reader is often left to tease out for themselves what specific details may have 

been identified by Vogt as problematic since he continues to bury his punch lines under mountains of 

irrelevant and sometimes incompetent technical hand waving.  It also does not help that he occasional 

gets his details quite wrong.  

For example, when discussing the output of his first photocopying step he excitedly announces that he 

άimmediately realized that the white halo around all the type and lines on aǊΦ hōŀƳŀΩǎ /h[.Σ ǘƘŜ 

reporters coǇȅΣ {ŀǾŀƴƴŀƘ DǳǘƘǊƛŜΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ t5C ŎƻǇȅΣ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ōŜ ŎŀǳǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǇƛŜǊǎΦέ
43

 It is 

of course an observation so obvious that no one has ever suggested otherwise. But he also has never even 

ǎŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ so cannot know one way or the other if it has halos. And there are 

certainly no halos at all on the Guthrie photographs.
44

 His comment is simply false for at least two of his 

four examples.  

At the same time Vogt is trying to draw conclusions by comparing images at different points in the 

workflow between his mock-up and the officially released copies. Vogt is making a comparison here 

between the first photocopy of his mock-up and a document he has never seen (i.e.   the certified copy 

directly from the HawaiΨi DoH). The detail he is discussing can only be shown to exist on images created 

                                                           

43
 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 49 

44
 SŜŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ у

th
 άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅΦέ 
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later in the workflow after the document or its derivatives had been converted to digital format.   

Whether he is simply confused on the workflow or being deliberately opaque is not important. His 

tendency to regularly compare apples and pears severely undercuts the validity of his comparisons. 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ǎŜǾŜƴǘƘ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƘŜ Ƙŀǎ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳΦ IŜ ƛǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘ ƘŜ 

ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ŀǎ άŀ ǎŎŀƴ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻǇȅ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻǇȅέ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ƳƻŎked up certificate (i.e. a fourth generation image) to 

the AP JPEG which as we have seen is almost certainly a fifth  generation image. Vogt even observes that 

άtheir image may have one more copying stage,έ
45

 but then just as quickly ignores what he had just 

realized. 

RŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ±ƻƎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŘƻƴŜ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŀƴ ƻǊŘƛƴŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǿŜƭƭ 

understood feature of photocopying. It is a phenomenon so well understood that it has even served as 

the premise for Michael Keaton movies and Michael Crichton novels. Understanding it does not require 

the pseudo-technical hand waving favored by Vogt.
46

 Each time you photocopy a photocopy, the image is 

degraded in detail, clarity and fidelity to the original.  

¢Ƙƛǎ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴ ƻŦ άDŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ [ƻǎǎέ ƛǎ ŀ ǿŜll known result of making multiple generations of copies 

ǳǎƛƴƎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ άƭƻǎǎȅέ όǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊƛƴƎ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎύ ƻǊ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ άƴƻƛǎŜ ƭŜǾŜƭέ όǿƘŜƴ 

considering analog systems). As we will later see, this phenomenon is also responsible for most of the 

ά¢ȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊ ŀƴƻƳŀƭƛŜǎέ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ōȅ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ further analysis. 

To demonstrate the phenomenon, a control document was found online,
47

 converted from color to gray 

scale, printed, and then copied sequentially to a third additional generation. Here are direct screen 

captures of the progression demonstrating the progressive loss of detail and clarity. 

 
 

Figure 8: The document printed in full color. 

 
 

Figure 9: The document printed in gray scale. 
This is the first generation image. 

                                                           

45
 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 50 

46
 !ƴƻǘƘŜǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ±ƻƎǘǎ ƳƛǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άƘƻƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘŎƘŜǎέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

typed text of the AP JPEG. He ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ƛǘ ǘƻ ŀ ǎƻŦǘǿŀǊŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άǘƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘƛƴƎέ ǘƘŀǘ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ άǿƘŜƴ ȅƻǳ 
ŎƻƴǾŜǊǘ ŀ ƎǊŀȅǎŎŀƭŜ ƛƳŀƎŜ ǘƻ ŀ ōƛƴŀǊȅ όōƭŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƛǘŜύ ƛƳŀƎŜΦέ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ŜȄǇƭŀƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ !t Wt9D 
shows no trace of ever having existed as a binary (black and white) image. At every step in the process of its creation 
it has been either gray scale or full color. Of the three available images, only the Whitehouse.gov PDF possesses any 
binary components; specifically the eight monochrome bitmasks. 
47

 Typed letter from Aaron Copeland, February 21, 1953, 
http://www.schulsonautographs.com/schulson/images/items/2092.jpg  

http://www.schulsonautographs.com/schulson/images/items/2092.jpg
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Figure 10: Second generation photocopy. 

 
 

Figure 11: Third generation photocopy. 

 

Figure 12: Fourth generation photocopy. 

 

!ǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎŜŜƴΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άƘƻƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘŎƘŜǎέ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ōȅ 

photocopyinƎΤ ƴƻƴŜ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǿƛƭŘ side trips into microfilming or monochrome binary images are 

ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘΦ  !ǘ ǿƘŀǘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƘƻƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘŎƘŜǎέ ōŜŎƻƳŜ άǎƛƳƛƭŀǊέ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƻƴ 

the AP JPEG is almost completely arbitrary. But at no point is forgery needed to explain the effect. 

¢ƘŜ άŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜsέ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƳƻŎƪ-up and the AP JPEG are not only vulnerable to subjective 

interpretation, they are not particular meaningful given the uncertainty regarding the hardware, 

software, or process differences between their respective histories. In this instance, Vogt has simply failed 

to perfectly replicate a detail of the AP JPEG. Under no obvious standard does his failure imply that he has 

ŦƻǳƴŘ ŀ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅΦέ 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 8th   άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ The White Halos. 

From the moment the long form PDF was posted on Whitehouse.gov, birthers pointed excitedly to the 

ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ άƘŀƭƻǎέ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎΣ ǎǘŀƳǇǎ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳ ƭƛƴŜǎ ŀǎ ǎƛƎƴǎ ƻŦ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ 

Ignoring the fact that the mere act of scanning a document is digital manipulation, halos have remained 

central to birther forgery claims and Vogt does not completely disappoint. However his discussion is 

cursory, inaccurate and ultimately uninformed. This is one of several arguments that Vogt seems to have 

simply phoned in. 

±ƻƎǘ ŀǎǎŜǊǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀƭƻǎ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘŜȄǘ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳ ƭƛƴŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ 

are present on all three of the images available online; specifically the Whitehouse.com PDF, the AP JPEG, 

and the Savannah Guthrie photograph. His apparent (though not clearly stated) objective is to prove that 

they must therefore also be present on the source document for all three images. According to Vogt this 

ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŘƛƎƛǘŀƭ ŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘŜΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭέ ǿƻǊƪŦƭƻǿΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŜŘ 

ǇŀǇŜǊ ŎƻǇƛŜǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 5ƻI.  

To this purpose, Vogt includes in his affidavit a highly magnified image of the Guthrie photograph that 

ŘƻŜǎ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ƘŀƭƻǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ affidavit has been digitally 

manipulated from the original.  The figures below show direct screen captures of the Guthrie photograph 
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ŀǎ ƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ƴŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ƛƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ 

immediately obvious. 

  

Figure 13: A direct screen capture of the native 
Guthrie photograph as found online. 

Figure 14: A direct screen capture of the 
manipulated Vogt version of the Guthrie 

photograph as found in his affidavit. 

    

One obvious manipulation is readily ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘΤ ǘƘŜ DǳǘƘǊƛŜ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘ ƛǎ ƛƴ ŎƻƭƻǊ ǿƘƛƭŜ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ 

ŎƻƴǾŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƎǊŀȅ ǎŎŀƭŜΦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ōŜŜƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ 

security paper, and also displays some significant increase in JPEG artifacts of the sort that normally come from 

resaving images at some number of generations removed from the original. 

It is undeniable ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ƻŦ Ƙŀƭƻǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ DǳǘƘǊƛŜ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘ ƛǎ ŦŀƭǎŜΦ hƴƭȅ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƻǿƴ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ 

can halos be observed. I leave it to the reader to judge whether or not the manipulation was intentional. 

Vogt commits a different set of technical sins in his discussion of halos on the AP JPEG. At least he is on firmer 

ground this time regarding the actual presence of an άŀƴƻƳŀƭȅέ ǿƻǊǘƘȅ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΤ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŘƻŜǎ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ōŜ 

halos of some sort on the AP JPEG. The first problem is that they are only superficially like the halos on the 

Whitehouse.gov PDF. On closer examination, they are caused by a completely different digital effect. 

¢ƘŜ !t Wt9D ƛǎ ŀ ŎƻƭƻǊ ǎŎŀƴ ƻŦ ŀ ōƭŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƛǘŜ ǇƘƻǘƻŎƻǇȅΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ƛǘ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ ŀƴ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άŎƘǊƻƳŀǘƛŎ 

ŀōŜǊǊŀǘƛƻƴΦέ ¢ƘŜ ƻǇǘƛŎŀƭ ŜȄǇƭŀƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŀǎ ŀ άŎƻƭƻǊ 

frinƎŜέ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŜȄǘ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !t Wt9DΦ 9ƴƭŀǊƎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ !t Wt9D ƘŜƭǇǎ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ 

actually occurring. Rather than a white halo surrounding the text, there is a pinkish color fringe towards the 

outside edges of the document, and a bluish color fringe towards the inside. 

 

Figure 15: Chromatic aberration on the AP JPEG 
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Contrasted against the general bluish tint of the AP JPEG, the pink fringe creates the optical illusion of a white halo. 

But that illusion does not extend to the blue fringe which against the background tint either disappears or looks 

like a shadow rather than a halo. The illusion of a halo is further enhanced when (as Vogt does in his affidavit) the 

original colors are reduced to gray scale. 

 
 

 
Figure 16: Direct screen capture of the AP JPEG, 

showing the chromatic aberration caused by 
scanning a black and white photocopy in full color. 

 
Figure 17: 5ƛǊŜŎǘ ǎŎǊŜŜƴ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ōƭŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ 
white version, causing the chromatic aberration to 
look superficially like halos of the sort found on the 

Whitehouse.com PDF. 
 

 

These superficially similar digital effects (on both the Whitehouse.com PDF and the AP JPEG) are clearly the result 

of subsequent digital processing. But they are fundamentally two different phenomena, each with their own 

prosaic explanation, neither of which implies forgery.  

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƙŀƭƻǎ ǘƻ !ŘƻōŜ tƘƻǘƻǎƘƻǇΩǎ ά¦ƴǎƘŀǊǇ aŀǎƪέ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƻŘŘΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ in the first place there 

is no obvious evidence that any !ŘƻōŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŜǾŜǊ ǘƻǳŎƘŜŘ ŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ 

certificate that can be found online. But most important ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ά¦ƴǎƘŀǊǇ aŀǎƪέ ƻǊ ƛǘǎ ŜǉǳƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ 

ƻƴ ŀƴ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǇƻǎǘƛƴƎ ƻƴƭƛƴŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǊŘƭȅ ōŜ ŀ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇƭŀŎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻǎƳŜǘƛŎ 

enhancement of digital images prior to posting them online for purposes of clarity or aesthetics are simply not acts 

forgery. Period. 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ reasoning is again not particularly clear, and rarely distilled before being committed to his affidavit. At this 

moment in the affidavit he launches into another long winded flight of superfluous fiction concerning somebody in 

ǘƘŜ 5ƻI ƎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƭŘ ŦŜŜǘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ Řƻ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ hōŀƳŀΩǎ ƭŀǿȅŜǊǎ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ŘƻƴŜΦ Lǘ ƛǎ another 

hopelessly convoluted explanation for a feature that already has a number of far simpler explanations. But worse, 

he is proposing this complex and evidence free scenario to explain observations that are not even true. He writes 
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ǘƘŀǘ ά{ƛƴŎŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƘree exhibits of the Obama COLB exhibit this white halo that would indicate all of them were 

produced from the same computer file and proves computer manipulation and origin of the COLB.έ
48

 

hŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άŀƭƭ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘǎέ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǿƘƛǘŜ halos. The AP JPEG possesses something very 

different; chromatic aberration. And the Guthrie photograph possesses no halos at all.  

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ фth άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Color Shift and the 150 DPI of the green security paper. 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ άŎƻƭƻǊ ǎƘƛŦǘέ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ Ƙƛǎ ƳƻŎƪ-up and the Whitehouse.gov PDF is one of the muddier of his 

many muddy assertions. !ǎ ōŜǎǘ L Ŏŀƴ ǘŜƭƭΣ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ƳƻŎƪ-up and the Whitehouse PDF do 

not appear to be the same color green. Certainly he cannot be the first to notice that the fidelity of digital images 

to the color of the actual imaged object is often iffy at best. 

   
 
Figures 18,19 and 20: ±ƛƴŎŜƴǘ ±ŀƴ DƻƎƘΩǎ ά{ŜƭŦ tƻǊǘǊŀƛǘ ǿƛǘƘ .ŀƴŘŀƎŜŘ 9ŀǊΣέ ǎƘƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ 

ordinary photographs of the same ǇƻǊǘǊŀƛǘΣ ŜŀŎƘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ άŎƻƭƻǊ ǎƘƛŦǘΦέ bƻƴŜ ŀǊŜ 
forgeries, and all are of the same authentic painting. 

 

It does not help his argument that in the affidavit versions he has posted online none of the examples he uses to 

demonstrate this alleged άcolor shiftέ are actually in color. It is also worth pointing out that even his own proposed 

explanations of this shift are not signs of forgery; only of cosmetic changes made as part of scanning or processing. 

Even more odd is that the potential explanation he posits as most likely implies that the Whitehouse.gov PDF is 

actually closer in color to a genuine paper birth certificate than is his own mock-ǳǇΦ IŜ ǿǊƛǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ά¢ƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

reason for the color shift could be due to adjusting the color so the output on the color printer matched the same 

ŎƻƭƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘȅ ǇŀǇŜǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǿƘŀǘ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀǇǇŜƴŜŘ ƘŜǊŜΦέ
49

 There are many other possible and 

ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ǇǊƻǎŀƛŎ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƭƻǊ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ²ƘƛǘŜƘƻǳǎŜΦŎƻƳ t5C ŀƴŘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ mock-up. But that 

ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƻƻƪǎ ƳƻǊŜ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎ ǘƘŀƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƳƻŎƪ-up is hardly a challenge to its authenticity. 

Vogt then tosses out another, subjective ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀ ŘŜƎǊŀŘŜŘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘȅ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ 

design due to applying sharpening features and reducing the resolution of the green security paper down to 150 

ŘǇƛΦέ IŜ ǘƘŜƴ ǊŜŘǳƴŘŀƴǘƭȅ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ όŀƎŀƛƴ ǇǳǊŜƭȅ ŎƻǎƳŜǘƛŎύ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ŀǊŜ άŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇǳǘŜǊ 

ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦέ ¸ŜǎΦ ²Ŝ ŀƭƭ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ all of the three images we have access to online are computer images, and 
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 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 60 
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 Ibid, Paragraph 61 
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so, by definition have been manipulated by computers. We also know that they have to be at some arbitrary 

resolution. And we also know that some computer images are stored at resolutions different from others. 

None of that suggests forgery. 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ Ƙŀǎ ƴŜǾŜǊ ōŜŜƴ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ άŎƻƳǇǳǘŜǊ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦέ After all, he is looking exclusively 

at digital images. His challenge is to show evidence of forgeryΦ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ƘŀƭŦǿŀȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ Ƙƛǎ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ 

CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ŀnd to this point he has failed to meet that challenge. 

 

Irey Takes Over: Typewriters, typewriters and more typewriters. 

 At this point the affidavit pretty clearly shifts away from the original speculation of Douglas Vogt and plunges into 

the sort of obliviously obsessive analysis that has long characterized the contribution of Paul Irey to birther 

arguments. Almost all of these subsequent arguments depend upon a characteristic of manual, 1960s-era 

typewriters that is little more than a figment of their conjoined imaginations and that is nearly the exact opposite 

of reality on the ground. It is an opinion that can hardly be believed to come from someone who has ever actually 

used such a machineΦ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅ ōŀƭŘȅ ŀǎǎŜǊǘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǎǇŀŎƛƴƎ ǿƛƭƭ always be the same even if one 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǘŀƭ ǘȅǇŜ ŀǊƳǎ ƛǎ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ōŜƴǘΣ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ Ƙƛǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŜȄŀŎǘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǘƛƳŜΦέ
50

 In actuality, the best 

that can be said about any manual/mechanical typewriters prior to the invention of the IBM Selectric is that they 

got their letter spacing and ǾŜǊǘƛŎŀƭ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ άŎƭƻǎŜ ŜƴƻǳƎƘέ at best. 

For ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ǇŀƎŜǎΣ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ άŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎέ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ experiments ǘƻ άǇǊƻǾŜέ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ 

regarding the supernatural accuracy of manual typewriters. A more objective analyst would instead have looked 

for third party examples of typed output to serve the purpose of a control, since as advocates for a point of view 

their own output cannot seriously be trusted. The creation (for example) of a half page of the same carefully 

repeated lower-case letter is hardly representative of actual work performed by actual typists in the course of 

doing their actual jobs. So, in preparation of my review of this part of the affidavit, I searched online for a control 

documenǘ ōȅ ƎƻƻƎƭƛƴƎ άǘȅǇŜŘ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎΦέ ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƛƳŀƎŜ ǊŜǘǳrned was from an autograph auction offering a 

typed and signed letter from the great American composer Aaron Copeland.
51

 As it was of much higher resolution 

than the first return (an obituary typed out by Harlan Ellison) I chose it as my control, and it will be the primary 

ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ L ǿƛƭƭ ǳǎŜ ƳƻǾƛƴƎ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ǘƻ ǘŜǎǘ LǊŜȅΩǎ ŀƴŘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōŜƘŀǾƛƻǊ ƻŦ ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊǎΦ 

hǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ǇŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŜȄǇƻǎŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴ ŀnd again to reality that he and Irey are 

attacking a straw man; an imaginary perfect typewriter. Real typewriters operated by real human beings almost 

never were able to achieve the exactness of spacing, leading, alignment and placement fantasized by Vogt and 

Irey. Each press of a key, each carriage return, each shift from upper to lower case was a variable act with variable 

outcomes. To observe this variation is only to acknowledge the distance between the actual and the ideal. The 

ideal is a fiction. The actual is imperfect. 
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 Ibid, Paragraph 62. 
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 As of this writing, the image remains online at: 

http://www.schulsonautographs.com/schulson/images/items/2092.jpg  An image of the letter is included as 
Appendix D. 

http://www.schulsonautographs.com/schulson/images/items/2092.jpg
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±ƻƎǘΩǎ 10th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Typewriter Line Spacing. 

Vogt and Irey spend several pages and provide no fewer than five different images to demonstrate that the 

άƭŜŀŘƛƴƎέ όƛΦŜΦ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŀŎƛƴƎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƭƛƴŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘificate) are not perfectly consistent. The claim 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ŀ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǊŜǎǘǎ ƻƴ ǎǳŎƘ ƛƴŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎƛŜǎ not being ordinary and normal. Of course, those of us 

who have ever used a manual typewriter know that the mechanism that advances the paper on the platen roller is 

a simple mechanical ratchet ŀŎǘǳŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇƛǎǘΩǎ ƭŜŦǘ ƘŀƴŘ. Every instance of actuation is potentially different 

and (within tolerances) capable of a different result. Most users would already know from experience that there 

can be some variance in the advance of the roller platen from one line to the next. And this ignores the regular 

temptation to advance the platen manually for aesthetic purposes when filling out forms. 

Inexplicably, Vogt and Irey hold a radically different opinion. Instead, they assume (with no apparent effort to test 

the assumption) that line spacing should be exact. They are testing ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ 

straw man of an imaginary perfect typewriter, not a real typewriter. So they place a computer generated digital 

grid over the AP JPEG and then use miniscule inconsistencies to argue that the document cannot be the product of 

that imaginary perfect machine. Unfortunately, the one test they failed to perform is the only one that can fairly 

test the assumption; comparing it to a third party control document. 

Lacking access to the high end Adobe 

Photoshop application that Vogt & Irey used 

to overlay their grid on the AP JPEG, I used the 

simpler Microsoft Paint program to overlay a 

much simpler horizontal grid on my control 

document. Having identified that the first two 

lines had a leading (within obvious resolution 

tolerances) of about 50 pixels, a series of one 

pixel thick horizontal red lines were 

superimposed on the document at exact 50 

pixel intervals for eight lines of the Copeland 

letter.  

 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ŀǊŜ ŘƛǎŀǎǘǊƻǳǎ ǘƻ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ϧ LǊŜȅΩǎ 

claim regarding line spacing. 

 

 
 

Figure 21: The Copeland letter with a simple 50 pixel grid. 

Lines one and two are both within a single pixel of the 50 pixel baseline.
52

 But lines three and four are clearly 

above the baseline by three and five pixels respectively. Line five is back to three pixels above baseline, line six is 

two pixels, and by line seven we are back to a single pixel above baseline. Line eight reverses the trend again, and 

is back to two. The differences from line to line are respectively 0, +2, +2, -2, -1, -1, and +1 pixels. Rather than a 

άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅΣέ ƛƴŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ƭƛƴŜ ǎǇŀŎƛƴƎ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ƻǊŘƛƴŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǊƳŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛstic of 

typed documents. 

                                                           

52
 Measured at the beginning of the line. Paper documents cannot always be guaranteed to be perfectly aligned when 

they are scanned or when inserted into a typewriter, so often (as in this document) the lines are slightly tilted in 
comparison to a perfectly horizontal baseline or the lines on the original blank form. This is among the reasons that 
±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴǎ ƭŀǘŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŀǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎƭŜǎǎΦ 
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In short, the same characteristics of inconsistent line spacing that Vogt claims is a sign of forgery on the PresidentΩs 

birth certificate are found on other typed documents for which there is no suspicion whatsoever of forgery. And 

again, this is a simple letter with no added incentive to adjust the roller/platen to fill out a form. Yet again, a 

ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊƳŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƻǊŘƛƴŀǊȅ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛc of any document typed on a 

manual typewriter of that era. 

It is probably worthwhile at this point to step back and reflect on how goofy this line of analysis actually is in the 

first place. Documents such as these were prepared by human typists of variable skill, experience and training with 

their own habits and preferences. The only thing certain between any two typists is that there will be random 

differences between the ways ǘƘŜȅ Řƻ ǘƘƛƴƎǎΦ 9ǾŜǊȅ ǘƛƳŜ ±ƻƎǘ ŀǎǎŜǊǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜǊŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƴƻ ǊŜŀǎƻƴέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

typist to do something (adjust the platen, ignore the tab settings, etc.) he is asserting something that he can have 

no reasonable possibility of actually knowing. And this ignores that most people regularly do things for which they 

have no reason at all. 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ 11th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Inconsistent use of the Left Margin 

As in the point immediately prior, Vogt is here pretending to know what or why the individual typist who filled out 

ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǿŀǎ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ŦƛƭƭŜŘ ƛǘ ƻǳǘΦ .ǳǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘ was an individual human being who filled out the 

form, the motivation for their choices can range anywhere from nonexistent to rational to random. Some typists 

simply choose to use the default left margin when filling out these forms and others do not. 

In what appears to be a less than candid demonstration of other birth certificate examplesΣ ±ƻƎǘ ǿǊƛǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άL ƘŀŘ 

acquired twelve other legitimate COLBs dated 1957 to 1967, which was the period that the Department of Health 

used this particular form. Figure 41shows the left-hand margin of six of them. You will notice three of them are 

from the same Kapiolani hospital that supposedly Obama was born (sic). Notice all these examples show the 

proper left-hand margin with the words lining up.έ
53

  

In fact, this account by Vogt is not entirely forthcoming. For starters, we are left to ponder about the other six 

examples that did not make the cut to become one of his examples. It is reasonable to suspect that at least some if 

ƴƻǘ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛȄ ƻǘƘŜǊ άƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ /h[.ǎέ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƭƛƴŜ ǳǇ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ±ƻƎǘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎΦ But worse, 

even the examples he shows do not all line up neatly to the left margin. The six examples he shows each has 

eleven lines that can potentially line up.  But in only one of them (the example third from the right) are all eleven 

lines aligned along the left margin. Another has ten lines, one has nine, one has seven and two have six.   
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Figure 22: ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ƭŜŦǘ ƳŀǊƎƛƴ ŀƭƛƎƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ 
άƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ /h[.ǎΦέ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜŘ Řƻǘǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ƭƛƴŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘΣ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴ 

Ƙƛǎ ōŜǎǘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎΣ ŀǊŜ άƳƛǎŀƭƛƎƴŜŘΦέ 

In converse this means that his best six examples have 

respectively 2, 5, 5, 0, 1 and 4 άmisalignedέ lines. It can 

be reasonably assumed that the reason the other 6 

certificates did not make the cut is that they each have 

ƳƻǊŜ άƳƛǎŀƭƛƎƴŜŘέ ƭƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ άŀƭƛƎƴŜŘΦέ 

 

What does this really ǘŜƭƭ ǳǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ 

belief that the left margin should always align is 

demonstrably ŦŀƭǎŜΚ ²ƘŜƴ ƘŜ ǿǊƛǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ άhŦ ǘƘŜ 

twelve legitimate COLBs I acquired from Hawaii none of 

them illustrated the same left-hand margin 

ƛƴŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎƛŜǎ ŀǎ aǊΦ hōŀƳŀΩǎ /h[. ŘƻŜǎΣέ ǿŜ ƪƴƻǿ 

he is being either delusional or dishonest because five 

of the six examples he does show us illustrate exactly 

that. They are clear proof that whether or not lines 

aligned to the left was purely an arbitrary choice made 

at the moment of preparation by whatever typist was 

filling in the form. 

 

Of additional interest (due both to its 

creation at the same hospital and its 

ǇǊƻȄƛƳƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘύ 

is the evidence provided by the birth 

ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ƻŦ WƻƘŀƴƴŀ !ƘΩbŜŜΦ  

 

First made public in a redacted form by 

birther mouthpiece World Net Daily in 

2011,
54

 this certificate possesses an 

exclusively birther provenance.  It was 

provided to WND by self proclaimed 

ά.ƛǊǘƘŜǊ tǊƛƴŎŜǎǎέ aiki Booth. It was 

declared authentic at the time by über-

ōƛǊǘƘŜǊ WŜǊƻƳŜ /ƻǊǎƛ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ 

companion in this affidavit, Paul Irey.  In 

fact the entire WND article was about 

LǊŜȅΩǎ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ άƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎέ 

birth certificate for the purpose of 

ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎƛƴƎ hōŀƳŀΩǎΦ 

 

 
 

Figure 23: ¢ƘŜ !ƘΩbŜŜ .ƛǊǘƘ /ŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ 

                                                           

54
 World Net DailyΣ άIƻǿ ŘƻŜǎ hōŀƳŀϥǎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǎǘŀŎƪ ǳǇ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ƎŜƴǳƛƴŜ ./ΚΣέ {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ ммΣ нлмннΣ 

http://www.wnd.com/2011/09/342937/ . Ironically this WND article consists entirely of an analysis by Paul Irey in 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ άƪƴƻǿƴ-to-be-ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎέ !ƘΩbŜŜ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ hōŀƳŀΩǎΦ 

http://www.wnd.com/2011/09/342937/
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The most casual perusal shows that it demonstrates almost all of the same inconsistencies in the use of the left 

ƳŀǊƎƛƴ ŀǎ ŘƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎΦ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊƛǘƛŜǎ ŀre so striking that it would be reasonable to suspect not 

only that they were prepared on the same typewriter, but by the same typist. 

  

  

All of the same alignment idiosyncrasies present themselves line for line 

across both documents. There are also inconsistencies in line spacing 

that Vogt considered his 10
th
 άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅΦέ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ 

ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǇƻǎŜǎ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ŦƻǊ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǘƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

alignment. If it is authentic, then his criticisms regarding the line spacing 

ŀƴŘ ŀƭƛƎƴƳŜƴǘ ǎŜŜƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǾŜ ƛƴǾŀƭƛŘΦ  

 

But as we have shown before, when a birther is confronted with 

evidence that disproves a favored theory they do not throw out the 

theory. They throw out the evidence. 

 

It should surprise no one that, without any rationale other than that it 

contradicts several of the theories he has been promoting in his 

ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘΣ ±ƻƎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ !ƘΩbŜŜ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƻ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ŀ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΦ 

Adding injury to insult, he has further (in his sealed companion affidavit 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ²ŀǎƘƛƴƎǘƻƴ /ƻǳǊǘύ ŀŎŎǳǎŜŘ WƻƘŀƴƴŀ !ƘΩbŜŜ ƘŜǊǎŜƭŦ ƻŦ ōŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

ŦƻǊƎŜǊ ƻŦ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘ hōŀƳŀΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΣ ŀƴŘ ά.ƛǊǘƘŜǊ 

tǊƛƴŎŜǎǎέ aƛƪƛ .ƻƻǘƘ ƻŦ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀƴ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƻǊȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΦ  

 

You really ŎŀƴΩǘ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǳŦŦ ǳǇΦ 
 

 
Figures 24 and 25: A comparison of the 

August 1961 Birth Certificates of Johanna 
!ƘΩbŜŜ ŀƴŘ .ŀǊŀŎƪ hōŀƳŀ 

 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ мнth άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ 5ŀƴŎƛƴƎ ¢ȅǇŜΦ 

²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ǎŜŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅΩǎ ōƛȊŀǊǊŜ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ƛƴ ŀƴ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǊȅ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊ Ŧŀƛƭǎ ǘo stand up to 

serious scrutiny. The 12
th
 άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ Forgeryέ ƛǎ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ƳƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƘŜȅ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǎŜƭŦ 

ŘŜŎŜƛǾƛƴƎ άŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘέ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ǳƴƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ƘŀŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ōƻǘƘŜǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ ŀƴ 

independent control document to look at. ¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ άǘƘŀǘ ƭƻǿŜǊ ŎŀǎŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ Ŏŀƴ ƻƴƭȅ 

Ǝƻ ōŜƭƻǿ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ Ŏŀƴ ƻƴƭȅ Ǝƻ ŀōƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜΦέ
55

 They are wrong. 

 

                                                           

55
 Affidavit of Douglas B. Vogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 73 
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Figure 26: A detail from the Copeland letter. 

Turning again to the Copeland letter, it is literally filled 

ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻǿŜǊ ŎŀǎŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ άŀōƻǾŜέ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǇǇŜǊ 

ŎŀǎŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ōŜƭƻǿΣ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŘƛŎǘƛƴƎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀƴŘ 

LǊŜȅΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴΦ !ƴŘ ŀƎŀƛƴΣ ǘƘŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ 

ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛŎŀƭ ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ άŘŀƴŎŜΦέ 

Look for eȄŀƳǇƭŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άaƛǎǎΦέ 5ŜǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƻƴ 

ǿƘŜǊŜ ȅƻǳ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƘŜ άōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜέ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ άƛέ ƛǎ above it, 

ƻǊ ǘƘŜ άaέ ƛǎ below it, or both. Any one of those three 

ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎ ǎƘƻǿǎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ŦŀƭǎŜΦ 

 
They ŀǎǎŜǊǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ άƛǎ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛble for any manual typewriter to do that because the mechanism does not 

ŀƭƭƻǿ ƛǘΦέ !ƴŘ ȅŜǘΧ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ ƛǎΦ 

There are no fewer than seven other examples of capital/lower case pairs that show the same situation in the 

Copeland letter. This is the necessary result of the fact that each and every strike of the keyboard on a mechanical 

typewriter is a percussive act. Each time the shift key is pressed and released the platen/roller is lifted off the 

typewriter base, and then dropped at free fall back into place. Each time a carriage return is required, the 

mechanism that returns the carriage and advances the platen/roller is manually thrown to the right until it literally 

slams against the carriage stop. Mechanisms of the sort and era employed in manual typewriters were deliberately 

designed with tolerances necessary to bend without breaking, rebound from over extension and ultimately survive 

a process that can be fairly described as violent.  

¢ƘŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘȅǇŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ άŘŀƴŎŜέ ƛǎ ŎƭǳŜƭŜǎǎ ŀǘ ōŜǎǘΦ !ƴŘ ǘƘŜ examination of control documents such as 

ǘƘŜ /ƻǇŜƭŀƴŘ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ мн
th
 άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅΣ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǿǊƻƴƎΦ 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м3th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Letter Size & Spacing. 

Vogt never actually gets around to calling out his 13
th
 άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƛǘΩǎ 

pretty clear that he thinks he has one. It has to do with the fact that, when he applies another of the grids of which 

he is so fond, he cannot manage to get all the typed text across the page to align άproperly.έ  

When he uses what he believes to be the correct grid (a belief that is tendentious at best) there is a systematic 

ŎǊŜŜǇ ƻŦ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ άǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŦǘέ as the text is read from left to right. Such a systematic shift is clear evidence that the 

grid is too large for the letters, so one or the other is simply wrong. Vogt decides that it must be the letters rather 

than his grid. 

Recognizing that this could indicate that his grid is actually too large, rather than adjust the grid he actually adds 

additional distortion to the certificate image. Seriously. Who deliberately distorts an image when trying to analyze 

it? But that is what Vogt does. He stretches the image so that letters on both the left and right sides of the form fit 

his grid.  And that is where he gets what he believes to be his evidence of forgery; when the letters on both the 

right and left line up, the letters in the center of the document do not. 

This would be (to this point) his most compelling evidence that something is amiss. And something is amiss. What 

is surprising however is that Vogt does not seem to understand what ƛǎ ŀƳƛǎǎΧ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ Ƙƛǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊ tŀǳƭ LǊŜȅ 

not only knows exactly what is going on, he has retracted previous arguments because of it. 
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In the 2011 book Lǎ .ŀǊŀŎƪ hōŀƳŀΩǎ .ƛǊǘƘ /ŜǊtificate a Fraud?, computer professional John Woodman devoted an 

ŜƴǘƛǊŜ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ǘƻ ǘŀŎƪƭŜ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜΣ ŀǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƛƳŜΣ tŀǳƭ LǊŜȅΩǎ ōŜǎǘ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ 

certificate. As part of that effort he identified a problem with the AP JPEG (i.e. the document also being used by 

Vogt here) that invalidated much of LǊŜȅΩǎ work. 

A close examination of the AP document reveals that Paul Irey has missed something 

ŜȄǘǊŀƻǊŘƛƴŀǊƛƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦ !ƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƘǳǊǘ Ƙƛǎ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ōŀŘƭȅΦ  

There are two lines of photocopier-caused distortion running vertically for most of the length of 

the page. 

Χ 

The two vertical ripples continue down the page, warping many of the typewritten and form 

ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŦǘ ǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƎŜΦ !ƴŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ άǎǘǊŜǘŎƘ ȊƻƴŜǎέ ƛt compresses the 

letters slightly...
56

 (emphasis in the original) 

Now, it is perhaps not a shock to discover that Vogt missed the distortion in the AP JPEG, even though it would 

directly affect exactly the sort of analysis he is attempting here. What is a shock is that his partner Paul Irey was 

fully aware of this distortion and had even retracted his earliest arguments as a result. Yet either Irey never told 

±ƻƎǘ ƻǊ ±ƻƎǘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ŎŀǊŜΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƴƻǿƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ŘƻŜǎ ƘŜ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ǘƘŜ problem or attempt to 

account for it. 

And yet, this is not the only source of lateral distortion in the AP JPEG. Another can be seen by examining the 

horizontal lines and realizing that the image is also distorted top to bottom. This appears to be caused by the 

scanner lens that created the AP JPEG, since the distortion is not also present on the Whitehouse.gov PDF. As one 

ƳƻǾŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōƻǘǘƻƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳΣ ǘƘŜ άƘƻǊƛȊƻƴǘŀƭ ƭƛƴŜǎέ Ǝŀƛƴ ŀ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜ ŘƻǿƴǿŀǊŘ ǘƛƭǘ ŦǊƻƳ ƭŜŦǘ ǘƻ 

right; a distortion caused almost certainly by the same lens issues that introduced the chromatic aberration that 

±ƻƎǘ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ Ƴƛǎǘƻƻƪ ŦƻǊ ƘŀƭƻǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ŘƛǎǘƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŀƛǎŜ ƛǘǎ ǳƎƭȅ ƘŜŀŘ ŀƎŀƛƴ ƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ Ǉƻƛƴǘ 

18.  

But  here we are again, forced to consiŘŜǊ ǿƘŀǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŦǳƴŘŀƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ǿƛǘƘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀƴŘ 

LǊŜȅΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΤ when considering the AP JPEG they are analyzing a document that is so far removed from the 

original that much of their argument turns out to be railing against the noise, not the signal. Every step in the 

process from the original adds distortion, and there comes a point when the distortion so overwhelms the original 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǊǘ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦƛŘŀǾƛǘ ƛǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŀ ŦƻƻƭΩǎ ŜǊǊŀƴŘΦ 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м4th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Punctuation. 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǇŀŘ Ƙƛǎ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ±ƻƎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ǎƘƻǿƴ ŀ ǘŜƴŘŜƴŎȅ ǘƻ ǊŜǇŜŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴƭȅ 

the smallest of variations, and this is another example. On a manual mechanical typewriter, punctuation marks are 

simply typed characters identical in form, function and mechanism to any of the typed letters or numbers. That 

                                                           

56
 Woodman, John. (2011ύ  Lǎ .ŀǊŀŎƪ hōŀƳŀΩǎ .ƛǊǘƘ /ŜǊǘƛŦƛcate a Fraud?, Springfield, MO: New Horizon 

Press, pp. 148-149 
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±ƻƎǘ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ ŀ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŎŀƭ 

characteristics he has already identified for letters is simply odd. 

²Ŝ ǿƛƭƭ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǎǇŀŎƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ άtƻƛƴǘΦέ {ǳŦŦƛŎŜ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ ƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ 

Vogt and Irey are again appealing to the imaginary perfect typewriter rather than a real 

one. Looking again at our control document we find the spacing of punctuation to be far 

less than perfectly consistent. 

 

In just six examples of comma usage, the space between the comma and the 

immediately preceding letter varies massively. For comparison, the distance in the 

ōƻǘǘƻƳ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ άǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŀ is 38 pixels. Two examples higher, the 

ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ άƴέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŀ ƛǎ у ǇƛȄŜƭǎΦ  

 

That is a variation of 475%.  

 
 

 
 

Figure 27: Details from 
the Copeland letter. 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м5th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Kerning. 

άKerningέ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ŦŀǾƻǊƛǘŜ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ōƛǊǘƘŜǊǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ Řŀȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳΩǎ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƘŜȅ ŦƛƴŘ ƛǘ 

so compelling is its historical association with the fraudulent Killian Letters that ended up costing Dan Rather his 

job back in 2004. In that case, amateur analysts on the right-wing web forum Free Republic were able to 

ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜŘƭȅ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎƛƴƎ DŜƻǊƎŜ ²Φ .ǳǎƘΩǎ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ 

that were anachronistic for documents supposedly created in the early 1970s. Subsequent review by actual 

experts later established that the amateurs were correct. 

Birther declarations that the PresidentΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅǎ άkerningέ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǘƘŜ Killian 

success from a decade ago. Kerning is the process of deliberately adjusting the spacing between characters in a 

proportional font, usually for aesthetic purposes. It is an ubiquitous characteristic of modern computer fonts, but 

was not something of which all manual mechanical typewriters were capable in 1961.
57

 

Birthers tend to focus on the one particular feature of kerned typefaces that they insist is impossible with manual 

typewriters; letters that actual overlap in their vertical space. But once again, all we are really confronted with is 

the straw Ƴŀƴ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅΩǎ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǊȅ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊΣ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ǘȅǇŜŘ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ 

produced by actual typists in the real world.  

Returning to our control document, there is no shortage of adjacent letters that appear to encroach upon each 

ƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǾŜǊǘƛŎŀƭ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǘƻǳŎƘƛƴƎ ƻǊ ƻǾŜǊƭŀǇǇƛƴƎΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ±ƻƎǘ Ƙŀǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ƛǎ 

completely ordinary. 

 

Figure 28: άKerningέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǇŜƭŀƴŘ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ 

                                                           

57
 In actuality, IBM had introduced the first proportional font typewriters as early and 1941 in their Electromatic 

Model 04 electric typewriter. It became a standard feature of their Executive series typewriters, and we actually do 
ƴƻǘ ƪƴƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ōǊŀƴŘ ƻǊ ƳŀƪŜ ƻŦ ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊ ǿŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǳǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 5ƻI ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ƛƴ мфсмΦ 
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Anybody who claims (as Irey claims) to have become a highly efficient typist has encountered the fact that one can 

type too fast resulting in a jam of the character hammers as each tries to imprint in the same space on the page at 

the same time. In fact, the QWERTY keyboard was originally designed specifically to slow typists down in the hope 

of avoiding such jams. Other than simple physics, there is no mechanical feature that prevents two adjacent letters 

from encroaching on each other differently based on the speed of the typist. This is compounded by the tendency 

of the carriage to rebound after every key stroke. In short, variable spacing between typed letters is an expectation 

of typed documents from that era, not an indication of forgery. 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м6th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Letter Spacing. 

For those paying attention, this is essentially the fourth time that Vogt has rephrased this same argument to 

ǇǊŜǘŜƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ Ƙŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ǘƘŀƴ ƘŜ Ŏŀƴ actually ƧǳǎǘƛŦȅΦ .ǳǘ άƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǎǇŀŎƛƴƎέ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŜȄŀŎǘ 

issue that he identified ŀǎ άtƻƛƴǘǎ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛƴ άtƻƛƴǘ мрέ όƪŜǊƴƛƴƎύΣ άtƻƛƴǘ мпέ όǇǳƴŎǘǳŀǘƛƻƴύ ŀƴŘ άtƻƛƴǘ моέ 

(letter size and spacing). This time, much of his argument is difficult to follow, primarily because (again) he buries 

his concern underneath a large volume of theatrical posing. Of the six figures he shows, only one of them (his 

Figure 60) provides anything actually useful with which to understand or evaluate his claim. But of course, in terms 

of letter spacing it reveals nothing that is not ordinarily found on typed documents. 

Here for example is a replƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎέ ±ƻƎǘ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ 

ōȅ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǇŀƛǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ 

certificate, only applied this time to the Copeland letter control 

document. Exactly as in the birth certificate, letter spacing 

between otherwise identical character pairs is highly variable; 

representing of course the natural variation in typing speed and 

mechanical tolerances found when an actual typist is doing actual 

work to create actual documents. 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳŎƘ ǾŀǊƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǎǇŀŎing can only be 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƻŦ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ōŜŜƴ άŎǳǘ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǎǘŜŘέ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǳǎƛƴƎ 

letters from other documents is directly refuted simply by doing 

something it apparently never crossed his mind to do; actually 

looking at other typed documents for which there is no question of 

forgery, and that were not produced by somebody with an agenda. 

   

 
 

Figure 29: Variable spacing between identical 
letter pairs in the Copeland letter. 

¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ƛƴŜǎŎŀǇŀōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅΩǎ ŜȄǇeriments fail to protect against the introduction 

of their own biases, or to account for the actual behavior of real world typists and real world typewriters. They 

have done little more than refute their own straw man; the imaginary perfect typewriter that was not used to 

ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΦ  

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м7th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Typefaces. 

±ƻƎǘ ŀŘƳƛǘǎ όŀǎ ƛŦ ōȅ ŀŘƳƛǘǘƛƴƎ ƛǘ ƘŜ Ŏŀƴ ǘƘŜƴ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ƛƎƴƻǊŜ ƛǘύ ǘƘŀǘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ Ƙƛǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ άǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ 

ŘŜƎǊŀŘŜŘ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘȅǇŜΦέ Jǳǎǘ Ƙƻǿ ōŀŘƭȅ άŘŜƎǊŀŘŜŘέ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŦƻǳǊ ƻǊ ŦƛǾŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 
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replication deserves some attention. The very nature of typewriters demands that there be some dramatic 

differences between the otherwise identical characters on a manually typed document.  

 
 

Figure 30: /ƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ άŦέ ŀǎ ŦƻǳƴŘ 
on the Copeland letter. 

IŜǊŜ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƛǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ άŦέ ŜȄǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ 

from different locations on the control Copeland letter. 

Remember, these are direct screen captures of a first 

generation scan, so the fidelity is much, much higher than 

the fourth or fifth generation image used by Vogt on his 

analysis. And even here, the differences in between any 

two instances of the letter can be vast. 

 

The causes of such variation are well understood by most casual typist, though apparently not by Vogt or 

Irey. The variable pressure of each individual key strike, the speed of the typist at that moment, the 

amount of rebound being experienced from the previous keystroke, the specific portion and quality of the 

ǘȅǇŜǿǊƛǘŜǊ Ǌƛōōƻƴ ōŜƛƴƎ ǎǘǊǳŎƪΧ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜ ƭŜŀŘ ǘƻ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

printed page. The differences become even more dramatic under the sort of magnification Vogt admits he 

was using in his analysis. This ƛǎ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƎƴƻǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ άƴƻƛǎŜέ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘ ƻŦ 

ƳŀƎƴƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǘǎŜƭŦΦ ²ƘŜƴ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƘŜǊǊȅ ǇƛŎƪ ƻƴŜΩǎ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ ƳŀƎƴƛŦȅ ǘƘŜƳΣ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ 

can become spectacular. 

IŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ǘǿƻ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǎŜǘ ƻŦ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ άŦέ ǎƘƻǿƴ immediately 

above. They are the letters second from the right in the top row and third 

from the left in the bottom row. They can scarcely be believed to have come 

from the same typewriter. And they have not yet even been through the 

multiple episodes of distortion producing replication experienced by the 

image that Vogt is attempting to analyze. 

 

And just how much distortion did that replication introduce? A lot. 

 

  
Figure 31: Enlarged comparisons of the 

ƭŜǘǘŜǊ άŦέ ŀǎ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǇŜƭŀƴŘ 

letter. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 32: Three representative 

examples of distorted letters 

from the AP JPEG. 

The best way to understand the magnitude the distortion present in the AP JPEG is 

to simply look at some of the more bizarre examples .Here for example are the 

first lower case άŜέ ƛƴ άDȅƴŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭΣέ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ άƴέ ƛƴ άYŀƭŀƴƛŀƴŀƻƭŜέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

άŀέ ƛƴ ά!ŦǊƛŎŀΦέ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƛƴŜǎŎŀǇŀōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ ǎǇŜŎǘŀŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ 

distorted by the many instances of replication that took place between the 

original and the image being analyzed.  

 

In order for Vogt to justify his assertion that there are different typefaces being 

ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΣ ƘŜ Ƙŀǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǎƻƳŜ 

objective criteria for distinguishing between differences caused by distortion, and 

differences cases by different original typefaces. Sadly for his argument and his 

affidavit, he does not prove up to the task. 

 
¢ƘŜ ƛƴǘŜƴǎŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ άŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜέ ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ most clearly identified by the vast gulf between what he 

claims and what he Ŏŀƴ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎƘƻǿΧ ƻǊ ŜǾŜƴ ǿƘŀǘ ƘŜ Ŏŀƴ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜΦ IŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ƛƳŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ƘŜ 

claims are different typefaces and fonts, yet makes no effort to actually point out a single difference that cannot 

be more prosaically attributed to the already identified distortion of the letters caused by repeated copying.  



20 Shades of Vogt: Digital Document Forensics for Amateurs 
 

35 
 

An even more glaring omission is that Vogt never even attempts to identify the allegedly different typefaces used. 

Remember, it is in the area of typesetting that both he and Irey claim professional experience. This requires more 

than a passing formal familiarity with typefaces and fonts, and they even waxed eloquently on that sort of detail 

when they were describing the fabrication of their own mock-up. But here at the moment it would be most 

valuable to argument, they are completely silent on the issue. Of course, to commit themselves to the actual 

identification of different typefaces would make them vulnerable to an objective check of their egregiously 

subjective assertions. Avoiding that exposure is understandable. 

The final nail in the coffin of this specious and completely subjective claim is the fact that Vogt and Irey actually 

ƘŀǾŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŀ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƴ ǊŜǇŜŀǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ άŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎέ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǾŀǊƛŀōƭŜs 

caused by generation loss and distortion. Remember, while their theory is that the typed text has been cut and 

pasted from multiple other documents, they asserted out of the gate that the form (and its typeset text) was a 

unitary copy of an authentic original. It would therefore seem reasonable to check their claims regarding the typed 

text against the typeset text of the originally blank form. Alas, such an exercise does not go well for them. 

 
Figure 33: Comparison of 
the typeset ǿƻǊŘ ά5ŀǘŜέ 

on the AP JPEG 

Here is a comparison of the six examples of the typeset ǿƻǊŘ ά5ŀǘŜέ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ 

ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !t Wt9D ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΦ The differences in letter shape, 

apparent angles, letter width, even apparent letter style is dramatic from one instance 

to the next. But all of these words were originally typeset using the identical typeface 

and font, and all of them derive from what Vogt has already conceded is an authentic 

original birth certificate form. 

 

Were I in a playful mood, I might choose to assert that there were a dozen different 

fonts and a couple different typefaces used to print those six words. It would of course 

be an absurd assertion, but the evidence in its favor is ƴƻ ƭŜǎǎ ŎƻƳǇŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƘŀƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ 

assertion that there are that many fonts and faces at play in the typed text on the same 

document. And remember that the typeset text of the form began with much less 

variability than the typed text, providing even less opportunity for generation loss and 

distortion to resǳƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎΦ ¸ŜǘΧ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜΦ 

 

It is notable (but not particularly surprising) that Vogt has either failed to perform this 

obvious check of his own theory or that he has performed it but chosen to withhold the 

results. Neither reflects particularly well on the quality or the reliability of his analysis. 

 

¢ƘŜ ōƻǘǘƻƳ ƭƛƴŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ǎǇƛǘŜ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ±ƻƎǘ ŀƴŘ LǊŜȅΩǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǘŜƴŘ ǊƛƎƻǊ ōȅ ƻǾŜǊƭŀȅƛƴƎ ƎǊƛŘǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŜŀǎǳǊƛƴƎ 

points or pixels, they are left holding results that are invalidated by their fundamental inability to show what Vogt 

so desperately wants to show; that an act of forgery is necessary to explain the ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ 

birth certificate. Are there differences in letter shape? Absolutely. Are there differences in letter width? No doubt. 

Are such differences the result ƻŦ ŦƻǊƎŜǊȅΚ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ǎƻΦ 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м8th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ Misalignment of the baselines. 

 ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ƴŜȄǘ άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛǎ ŀ ǘƘǊƻǿōŀŎƪ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊst affidavit and his original argument regarding the birth 

certificate. The basic claim is based on the fact that when the original certificate was scanned from its position as a 
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page in a bound volume, part of the page closest to the binding could not be held flat against the scanner platen. 

This accounts for the shadow and curved lines that are most evident at the upper left corner of the form, and that 

decreases in severity as one moves toward the bottom. It is a feature that has fascinated Vogt since his first 

affidavit, but his argument then had to be throttled back once it became clear that it was not based on the image, 

but on the bias he introduced when he drew artfully inaccurate lines to introduce the impression of a 

misalignment that was not actually visible to the naked eye. 

This next άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέ ƛǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳǊǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ōŀǎƛŎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘΣ ōǳǘ ǿƛǘƘ ŜǾŜƴ ǿƻǊǎŜ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ 

Vogt fails to note two significant details of the AP JPEG. 

The first is that the form was never perfectly aligned in the typewriter in the first place. The expectation of such 

alignment is tendentious at best, and most experienced typists are fully aware that perfect alignments are the 

exception rather than the rule. 

The second is that (as already noted) the AP JPEG is itself systematically distorted by the scanner lens. As one 

moves from the top to the bottom of the form, the άhorizontal linesέ gain a progressive downward tilt from left to 

right; a distortion caused almost certainly by the same lens issues that introduced the chromatic aberration that 

Vogt previously mistook for halos. But that has nothing to do with forgery, since that same systematic distortion is 

missing from the Whitehouse PDF and so can only have been introduced downstream in the process from paper 

document to AP JPEG. 

!ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ άƳƛǎŀƭƛƎƴŜŘ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜέ ƛƴ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ CƛƎǳǊŜ спΣ ŀƭƭ ƘŜ ƛǎ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǎƘƻǿƛƴƎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ 

ǘƘŜ ƭƛƴŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƘƻǊƛȊƻƴǘŀƭ ƴƻǊ ǇŀǊŀƭƭŜƭΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ƘŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ŀǎ άŎǳǊǾŀǘǳǊŜέ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎǳǊǾŀǘǳǊŜ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘe 

general tilt of a perfectly straight line. And since we already know the form was never perfectly aligned, the failure 

of the typed text to tilt at the same angle as the form lines is ultimately uninteresting.  

And nothing he shows here has anything to do with typed text allegedly not following the same curve as a form 

line.  

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ м9th άtƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ CƻǊƎŜǊȅέΥ ! wŜǘǳǊƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ {ǘŀƳǇ. 

IŀǾƛƴƎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ŦŀƭǎŜƭȅ ŀǎǎŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ ŦƻǊƳΩǎ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊ ǎǘŀƳǇ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƻŦ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ 

staƳǇΣέ ±ƻƎǘ ƘŜǊŜ ǳǎŜǎ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ corresponding stamp on the 

tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ƎƻǘǘŜƴ ƭƻǎǘ ōŜƴŜŀǘƘ Ƙƛǎ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ 

digression here into the most bizarre contention of his entire affidavit; his belief that the alleged forger has 

ǎŜŎǊŜǘƭȅ ŜƴŎƻŘŜŘ Ƙƛƴǘǎ ŀǎ ǘƻ ƘŜǊ ƛŘŜƴǘƛǘȅ ōȅ άŘŀƳŀƎƛƴƎέ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǇŜƭƭ ƻǳǘ ƘŜǊ ƭŀǎǘ ƴŀƳŜΦ  

Such a spectacularly absurd scenario is really irrelevant to this paper, designed aǎ ƛǘ ǘƻ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ 

reasoning and not the detailed absurdities of his complex conspiracy theory. So I will stick to the basic fact that all 

ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŎǊǳƳōƭŜ ōŜƴŜŀǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŦƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƭŀƛƳΤ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎƛƎƴŀture is impressed 

ǿƛǘƘ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇέ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀ ǊǳōōŜǊ ƻƴŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŦŀƭǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǎƘƻǊǘ ŦƻǊƳΣ 

ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ŦŀƭǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳΦ 

²Ƙŀǘ ƘŜ Ŏŀƭƭǎ άŜǊǊƻǊǎέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƳǇ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŜǊǊƻǊǎ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΦ ¢Ƙey are the ordinary deterioration of a well 

ǳǎŜŘ ǊǳōōŜǊ ǎǘŀƳǇΦ hŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ƻŦ ŀ ƳƛǎǎǇŜƭƭŜŘ ά¢I9έ ŀǎ ά¢·9έ ŀƴŘ ŀ άǎƳƛƭŜȅ ŦŀŎŜέ ό±ƻƎǘ ǊŜ-imagines it as 

ŀ ŎǳǊǎƛǾŜ ά9έύ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƻŦ !ƭǾƛƴ hƴŀƪŀΩǎ ǎƛƎƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƘŀǾŜ ƭƻƴƎ ƘŜƭŘ ŀ ŦŀǎŎƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ōƛrthers convinced that 

they possess some sort of nefarious significance. But we have no less a birther celebrity than Nellie Ristvedt (Free 
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wŜǇǳōƭƛŎΩǎ ά.ǳǘǘŜǊŘŜȊƛƭƭƛƻƴέύ ǘƻ ǘƘŀƴƪ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƳǇ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǳǘƘŜƴǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ IŀǿŀƛΨƛ 

DoH. 

In August of 2013, Ristvedt assembled a series of essays that summarized her own peculiar and deeply convoluted 

ŎƻƴǎǇƛǊŀŎȅ ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ōƛǊǘƘ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜΦ Lƴ Ƴŀny ways it parallels VogtΩs, asserting for example 

a deep (if rather inconǎƛǎǘŜƴǘύ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ōȅ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ΨIŀǿŀƛΨƛ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǇƛǊŀŎȅΦ {ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƻ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜ 

ǘƘŜ ά!ƘΩbŜŜ ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜέ provided by Miki Booth to be a fake, and like Vogt has been forced to declare almost all 

other publicly available Hawaiian birth certificates fake out of allegiance to a wrong theory of certificate 

numbering. 

In the first part of her summary,
58

 she describes an authentic certified copy of a birth certificate she had obtained 

that had been issued on May 4, 2011 just a couple of weeks after ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŦƻǊƳΦ LƴǘŜǊŜǎǘƛƴƎƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ 

ŎŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎǘŀƳǇŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŎŀƭ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƳǇ ǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎΣ ά¢·9 ŀƴƻƳŀƭȅέ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭΦ 

 

Figure 34Υ .ǳǘǘŜǊŘŜȊƛƭƭƛƻƴΩǎ ά¢·9έ wŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǊΩǎ {ǘŀƳǇΦ 

 

±ƻƎǘΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳs ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ά¢·9 ŀƴƻƳŀƭȅέ could not be present on a άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Iŀǿŀƛƛ 5ƻI 

ǳǎŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ άƳŜǘŀƭ ŜƳōƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƳǇέ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ǊŜŎƻƴŎƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ ǎǘŀƳǇǎ ǘƘŜ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ 

uses, they do ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƻƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ά¢·9 ŀƴƻƳŀƭȅΦέ  

His further assertions tƘŀǘ ǎǳŎƘ άŜǊǊƻǊǎέ ŀǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǎƻƳŜƘƻǿ άǳƴǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭέ ŀǊŜ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ 

ǎƛƭƭȅΦ !ƴ ƻƭŘ ǎǘŀƳǇ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ άŜǊǊƻǊΦέ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ƻƭŘ ǎǘŀƳǇΦ  ! ŘŀƳŀƎŜŘ ǎǘŀƳǇ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ άŜǊǊƻǊΦέ LǘΩǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŀ ŘŀƳŀƎŜŘ 

ǎǘŀƳǇΦ ±ƻƎǘΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ƻŦŦŜƴǎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ŀ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƎŜƴŎy using an older or damaged stamp is not evidence of 

either forgery or unprofessionalism. 
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