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Re: Douglas Vogt 72 prolix pages, Vogt and Iregveassembld an often incoherent collection
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neither of them have ever seen; the long form birth certificate of President Barack Obama. This

paper looks at ed¢ 2 F (G KSANJ &t 2eholighdetaiptd aseieFefidéilice and y

reasoning behind them, and whether or not tremtually are evidence of frau€rippled primarily

by the fact that neither of them isctually competent to undertake the examinatiothey
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assumptions and themoorly reasonedio conclusions that are often circular or completely

arbitrary. ¢ KS& & dzLJLI2 NI G KSA NI (G KS 2 NkoSpeterti designed,3aed IS NA Y Sy G &
even the most minimal controls against bias, and were created to push an agenda rather than

actualy test their ideas. In short, the affidavititimately fails to deliver a single resuhat
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Introduction:

DouglasB. Vogtwasa pioneeramong thenew wave of Y I (i S dzNJ & Sexpla8edipbréhe hirtker (i

blogospheraafteri KS ! LINAf HT X Hnamm NBf Songf@m Birth certifitBtéHawng gpént . | NI O}
the three previousdecades desperately seeking recognition as a genius in fields for which sievaefully

unqualified birthismfinally provided Vogt withthe minor celebrity (at least within the rarified atmosgte of the

birther blogosphere) that he was never able to achieve with his earlier forays into Dulknigegr territory?

Vogt leapt intothe ringless than a month after the 2 y 3 fEleabWMhK A & T A NE declarihg®he hidhl O A § ¢
certificate aforgery. Since therhe hascycled througha number ofsubsequent version >° aswell as testified in

oneofh NI & ¢ | RAL2balat chilledigésSéveral ohis originaarguments appear to have been

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

'1a dzaSR Ay G(GKAA NBOASHS (K SaninfBrimd sovemerit A if6 mémbérs wipgbiRotedhe A NIi K S NE
theory that Barack Obama is not a natubarn citizen of the United Stes, and therefore not eligible for the presidency. It fully
encompasses any and all of tberollariesrelating to place of birth, citizenship of parents or loss of citizenship via
naturalization by other nations.

2 Defined atthe turn of the 2" centuy in thework of David Dunning and JusHmnuger of Cornell Universitihe

DunningKruger Effecis 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 recogihe extremity of their inadequacy.

3Affidavit, May 10, 201 1http://www.vectorpub.com/Obama_affidavit 80-2011.pdf

4Affidavit, June 24, 201 http://www.scribd.com/doc/58721290/Obamdirth-Certificate FinatAffidavitof-Douglas
VogtJune24-2011-Totalof-9-items-now-listed

® 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

8 Affidavit of Douglas VogiNovembel5, 2013,

http://www.vectorpub.com/pdf/Notice_of Commision_of Felony 13cv1880 Affidavit.pdf

"David Farrar et al v. Barack ObanBtate of Georgiadministrative Hearing, January 26, 2012,
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 firshint of the profound confirmation bias and sometimes willful dsion that has suffused his
work since its inception.

Ly GKA& Y2aid NBOSydG FFFARIFGAGE 230 Kra GSFYSR dzZLlJ ¢AGK

the two began their ultracrepidarian adventures separately, they warmed to 2ashK S NIwéen theylalned

GANIKSNI vdzSSy ¢ hNIe& ¢FAGT Ay | @GAEAAG G2 1 Fgl AWA Ay | dz3

invalid subpoenas to the Department of HéaltShe subsequently brought them together again to offer
testimony in theGeorgia administrative courtroom of Jgel Michael Malihi. fley apparentlyhave been working
together ever since.

Thispaperis a review ofhe & | F F A R @ A ifh suppéroating viedy ge@ukar legal action in front of the
Washington Western Districto@rt on October 18, 2013The consolidated document clocks in 2 pages.9 Since

| am not a lawyeand this is not the venue to wrestle with whappears to be bizarre effort to use the civil
system to intiate a criminal prosecution will leave thelegal discussioto others. This is meant solely to review
0KS aSOARSYOSé¢ YR (KS aNBlFrazyAy3dé o0SKAYR x230Qa
lacks the evidence necessary to reach the conclusions he so desperately wishehtdrreaaction to that
shortfall he misrepresents the evidenaaakes broad assumptions that cannot hold up under examinaiion
labors mightily to bury his failings under vast piles of irrelevant and mind numbing.ddis#ffidavit is ultimately
lessan indictment 6 KS t SIAGA Yl O&8 2F GKS t NBaARS yaddleinate readlihi K
that exists only within the MMORPof greater Birthistan.

+230 060S3IAYAEA KA accaunt & thd dReedithald that he fedlKquidf yiim to comment on the
Fdzi KSy GAOAGE 27T ( KShcetthisk dviieRe Se/bizging, tedrnauddwiey Sy i & ®

t NEFAES 2F | / NFO1LRUGY ¢KS &/ NBRSyiGAlfasg 27F

Vogt begins his affidavit by establishing what he understands to be his ciatidot performingk A & &I y I €

| received my bachelors of Science degree (sic) from California State University at Northridge CA
in Business Administration. | was an accountant in Los Angeles and Seattle until | went into
business owning a typesettimmpmpany (Nova Typesetting) for eleven years, and have extensive
knowledge and experience in type, typesetting, form design, book and science journals including
math books. | 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. | have extensive knowledge of how scanners function, their capabilities and the

®n Re: Douglas Voghocket:
http://ia601904.us.archive.org/27/items/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544/gov.uscourts.wawd.196544.docket.html
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longest affidavi® + 2 3G Q& 02y i NA dodgandzofisisks 8fNR nimbered parafthpAsSRieviously, the
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monster that managed to slice and dice its content into 205 numbered paragraphs. In both cases, the relevant
dginformationé contained could easily have bepresented in documents one half to one quarter their sizes.

19| vefer to Birthistan as an MMORP (MassMultiplayer Online Role Playing game) because it behaves in a manner
strikingly similar to games sucha&rld of Warcraft In these games, ordinary people from widely different
geographies and circumstances can share through the internet a virtué/riealvhich each gets to take imaginary
roles of great importance and jointly accomplish spectacular achievements, hoping to eventually be rewarded with
Jf2NBX a20AFf adGlidaAa FyR af220d¢
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software than comes with them. My company also developed and sold document ignagin

software as well as other imaging and scanning programs. | 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 desigimgodeimentation of

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

¢tKSaS FILOG2NR gAff 0SS ONHzOAIE Ay dzy RSNRUGFYRAY3A gKI
Birth and other forgeries Paul and | have discodere

| am also a science writer and a member of the Geological Society of America. | have written
three science books, two of which are philosophy of science bBoks.

These are essentially the same credalstioffered to the court brly Taitz prior to Vo@a W!I ydzl NBE HAMH &S
GSadAayYzyeé Ay GKS DS2 Radr bt ab\t Obaradliwrithg ih thd dSgsidror thal tadbsh v 3 =
and speaking specifically of Vogt and Jridydge Michael Malihi observed that:

6¢062 2F tEFAVIARRBRQUIUKAUGY GNBPSH Ok F& Qa4 OANI K OSNIAT
witness was properly qualified or tendered as an expert in birth records, forged documents or
document manipulatiort®

Birth records, forged acuments, document manipulatiothese remain tk key areas of expertise necessary to
f SYR I dzii K2 &R yi R & 8veriti@dhdstudsiual perusal of his offered credentiedgalthat the
shortfall identified by Judge Malifs severe Vogtdemonstratesno formal training or everignificanton-the-job
experience in anyfadhese three relevant fieldsnleach he is at best an enthusiastic amateur. In none dog®he
on to display everincipientcompetence.

Vogt triesinsteadto build a sense ofravitasti K N2 dz3 K A & KA & LUBSRE2SND (i2A8yy3aS NB2KYALD y28FD £l
gAft &aSSs G(GelLlSaSiatAay3a LINB@Sa G2 6S NBES@ryid G2 Ftyzal

YIEyGtS 2F | &a2FGs6F NS RSOSt2LSNI o6& y2G4Ay3a GKIFIG KAaa O2YL]
eA RSy O0OS 2F SOSNI KIF@Ay3a LISNA2YFff& gNARGOISY I aAy3atsS Ay

O2dzyié R20OdzYSyd A Yl 3A Y Ignoriigeha Nid thearies hgvR nothINGRtadd RitrNISuEnEnt

imaging programs of any softHeclaims a certain ambiguotamiliarity with scanners and scanner software if for

no other reason than that he sells them, but as we will thégfailed tohelp himidentify the scanner hardware

YR a2FGs6l NB dzaSR (2 ONBI arms™ Ultikn&elyt tie Clairgshe riiakeS in thill&fiavik Sy ( Q a
KIS y2iKAy3 (G2 R2 gAGK KA& AGONBRSyGAlLfageg Ay lFyed gleo

1 Affidavit of Douglad/ogt, October 17, 2013, Paragraph 1

2 Decsion, Farrar et. al. v. Obamdrebruary 3, 201ttps://docs.google.com/file/d/0B_KEK8

LWmzhNWQ4MmI2ZGUtZDMwYi00ZGUA4L TkxZTUtZjNkN|RW@®GM/edit?hl=en_US

3 |bid, pp. 45

Y1 aR20dzYSy G AYIFIAYI LINRBINI YE A& |imayesd paper di@naldaiga 0 SY G KIF G &ad2 N
database for electronic access, distribution, reference or search. They do not include the class of g&ftwAdobe

t K2G2aK2L)W0 O2yaARSNBR Ay =x2300a GKS2NE 2F FT2NHSNE 2NJ - &
2NAIAYlFEa FyR aG2NBR Fa RIFEGE® 1 FgFAWA R2Sa&a y2G dzas | y
15 Among themanyreasons he apparently failed to idefytthe Xerox Workcentre series of multipurpose

A0FYyYySNkO2LIASNA a (GKS a2dNODS 2F GKS t NBaAARSyidQa t5C Aa o6SO0l
brand he distributesThis further demonstrates the real world distartmetweendextensive knaledget and actual

expertise.
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More fascinating though is the second, very short paragraph of his profferet@We italsohas nothing

whatsoever to do with the content dhis affidavit,t 2 3ig @mapelled to bring attentionto his &8 OA Sy OS G NR G A Y |
andself assumed status &s @& LIKLIK Edifibsees himself as an extraordinary person of genius and

discernment and so is unable to satisfy himself with his otherwiserieslyectable 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 actuly bothered to prepare himself.tAsome point he crossed the line from idiosyncratic
RAfTSOGErYyGS (2 FdzZ £ 0f 2nank ps@uddseiehc® and dngefinddc@dk@yady Puttigaghh G A y 3¢
this history front and centetVogt shows that hés oblivious to how completely it undercuts his credibility as a

reliable analyst. Briefif ELJX 2 NAYy 3 GKA& Ay | fAGGES Y2NB RSGIFAf KSt LA
is purely coincidental at best.

I A& T A NE& (Reali8 R4vaaleda ghganpl€izand gulliburveyof New Age paranormality ranging from Uri
DSt fs@olbénding, to Kirliaphotography to Pyramid Power, to the magical properties of crystals. His
LJdzo f A A KSNR& ¢ S0 aA 0 Sthiddgsyription/ottiSesmutiprkK S 6221 6A 0K

Douglas Vogt is a geologist and science philosopher. He has funded and ditected
SELSRAGAZYA (G2 GKS {AylIA RSaAaSNI 6KSNB KS sFa GKS ¥
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 e S NB I f ! o NI Kl YQa Ff a1 N | f
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 Scripturés'’

Vogt isapparentlynot a geologist at alHis sole degree is an undergraduate business degmea what he
describes in his book is not geology, but instead (the very different) amateur archeSlogye find thathe
current affidavit imot an anonaly; Vogt has a 35 year history of claiming expertise he does not actually possess.
2 KSy KS NBFTSNE (2 KAAa daYSYOSNEKA Uthehgyiding ddhexiBténgily. 2 3 A OF £ {
TKS {20ASiGeQa YSYO6SNAKA Liedolyzof {iémb&shif foravhich Ackqualifiedidi T I KEA R U 6 & ¢
and the standard for that category is that thgospectiveY S Y 6 S NX

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

physical and biological sciences other disciplines such as engineering, geography, or
anthropology) related to geoscience, nor currently studying such science at the collegiatéglevel.

Ly 2GKSNJ g2NRaz (2 06S02YS al YSYoSNJI 2 #ctudlduslificBiche € 2 3A OF -
whatsoever. The only conceivable reason for including this detail in the affidavit is to imply a leagdition

that he has not actually receive@nd hope that those reading this abbreviated CV do not bother to check.

I A4 aS02y R I¢a Wmpawiashal BIystary Spots of The United Statses the absurd theories of his
first book to explain things that actually do not even exist. There is nothiysieriousr 6 2 dziT G Y& ad SNE aLJk i

16 http://www.vectorpub.com/Reality Revealed.html

Y+230Qa aAAYAFAOLIY(G Ay@SadySyd Ay . AofAOFf | NOKAS2f 238 | LILISH NJ
O2YLINBKSyaA@S &SIFNDK 2F LlzofAlFiAz2ya Ay GKS FASER KFa LINROSY
subsequent or serious researcher.

18 http://www.geosociety.org/members/catgories.htm
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Most of them are depression era tourist traps witbmpletely ordinary explanations in the P.T. Barnum
tradition.™

ThelJdzo t Adedcrptiolet hisi KA NR ¢ 4 OA S yIOBR 02 25 15& 2% nWdR3IYSy (s ¢KS wsd
Warming manages to fully capture both the bizarre confusion of his thinkifg ani KS Of lafficion©f ONJ y | Q&
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 exat 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 nobodseldam 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 ontal fields of sciencé’

MpTT HFa Y2NB (GKFy op @SINAR 320 { OASYyOS KIa FR@FIyOSR |
have yet to havdadtheir promised profound effect.

In short, Douglas Vogt is a crackpot in the classic mode of an loehdelikovsky, 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 revilegiriown time

.dzi Fa /FNX O {F3FY 6NRGSTI a6¢C0OKS FFHOG GKIG a2YS 3ISyAdzasS:
are geniuses. They laughed at Columbus, they laughed at Fulton, they laughed at the Wright brothers. But they
alsolaughedat 21 2 (K& /{28y dé

'YRSNEGFYRAY3I (GKS 230 9 LNBE& Ga¢KS2NER 2F C2NHSNEE

lY2y3 +230Qa IATFiaxr GKS OFLIOAdGe G2 RStAGSNI dzyl Yo A 3Idz2 dz
0502YS48 RAFTTFAOMZ G G2 dzy RSNA G y Ry a®FahdOnore Bnpostdaily lowkheys &t 2 A y
ultimately succeed or fail in supporting his forgery claim. Little understanding can be reached without first doing
d2YSGKAY3 +£230G ySOSNI | Olidz2rtfe R2Sa Ay KA& & FERAIRIE @AATG LA
trying to support and defendlhere is a reason Vogt makes no such attempt. It cannot be done.

MNEAY3I G2 RAAGATE x230Qa FFFARFGAG Ayil2 a2YSGKAy3a NBasSy
There are so many layersadl 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 (iat least ninedifferent 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 differentrastnations (one Democratic,

one Republican)the National Broadcastingompanyand a number of very high profile birther double agetit$s

a conspiracy so breathtaking in scopeachand 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:/iwww.sandlotscience.com/MysterySpots/Mystery Spots_1.htm
20 hitp:/vww.vectorpub.com/Gods_Dayof judgment.html
Zcarl SagarBroca's BrainReflections on the Romance of ScigiN®v York: Random House, 1979), p. 64
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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 avoidedcibmpletely. 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 ot titey 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 forgeryaddetiérth certificate

he tried to sell on eBayt is a process so simple, straightforward and obvious that any other forgery method seems
stupid in comparison.

So of cours&/ogt proposes that the forges stupid. He insists that she (yes, Vogt has idiedtthe forger as a

woman)created the entire documertby alaborious and insanely inefficient processcafting and pastinghe

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

asserts thathere are at least four different typefaces and thiffy2 dzNJ RAFFSNByYy i F2yda dzaSR Ay
certificate, demanding there be at least that many different source documents.

There are only 26 letters in the English alphabet. Who needs 34¢sadacuments 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.

CKAA A& (GKS tS@St 27F adzNNEB I th thaivarnidgkdndi witiibat fughiidadiet, 2eBus Q& Sy i
begin.

+23FQ8 20y 0 2F C2NHSNEB:Y ¢KS {K2NI C2N) wS3AaidNrNR

Vogt begins his descent intuffocatingconfirmation bias witha side trip toa different documentinstead of the

long form bith certificate issued in 2011, Vo{jtst engagesn some distinctly retro criticism of a different

document; theshort form Certifiation of Live Birthreleased by the Obama Campaign in June of 200& first

birth certificate was releaseith response ¢ aNational Review Onlinglog posf2 by Jim Geraghty having to do

GAGK OfLAYA GKFEG GKS t NB&aARSY G BthedvcuRertis Sstaydardtfawatiana | O G dzl |
computer generated short forpmot the document that istherwisethe primary sutp OG 2 F +2.30Qa F FFARL

VVVVVV

2330Q4 I NBdzYSyid A& F2dzyRSRSEY YIRS A 2FSRNBAEAVIAYKISE K§ 02
YR GKS& I NB ONBFGSR 6AGK I YSGPt dAYGXKEYAY 2234 BLIN @i KIGK

2p § NI 3 K (iGbama GHuN Debunk Some Rumors By Releasing His Birth CegiNedinal Review Online

June 9, 2008

311 contradiction to the oft repeated birther assertion that the President took a suspiciously long time before

releasing his certific& > G KS aK2NI T2N) gl & NBf{ Sihitml3dquest. Aniihéefesliliest KNS S Rl e&a 27
days of the birther movement, the Obama campaign could not have foreseen that such candor would only fuel the

conspiracist flamedts release providedthiwOdza F2NJ 4 KS TFANEG NBdzyR 2F | YI i8dzNJ 6 ANIKS
declared it a forgerysetting the standard pattern for birther responsesaeerysubsequentocument or photograph

OKFG adzlJll2NIia GKS .t NBaARSydQa fAFTS yINNIGAGS

24 Affidavit of Dougla®/ogt, October 17, 201Faragraph 3
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short form Vogtnotes (correctly)i K & d ¢ KA & NBIAAGNI NR& adl YLIinkingkdSF N&B (2 K
NHz6 6 SNJ &G YLI F YR y 20 ®Hhists GithisdvideSceod fargetyA vy 3 a1 Y LIDE

WSFSNBYOAY 3 3AFAY =

is nothing indicting that he has any

significant experience with staps or

stamping technology. Andub of the gate

KA&d RSAONRLIIAZY 27

ad YLXE A &.SeixRidgfodny |

F2NI NBFSNByOSa G2 ¢

adlyLaszé 2yS 02YSa

and most familiarly there are embossers

made of metalcommonly used to impress

symbols or seals onto paper or leather, ar ~ Figure 2Metal objects embossed
. gAUOUK | aYSdulf S

then there is a class of tools used to (Version2).

emboss symbolento metal objects.

Neither of these cammprint an unraised

inked facsimileof NXB 3 A & ( NJ NJ

onto a paper document.

Figure1! aYSdlt §
aidlyYL¥ FYR Ala
embossment(Version 1).

Vogt describesvhat can therefore onlybe ahypotheticalthird version;2 y S dekadd)éa (1@ LIST | YR ¢ KSNE
omachine thatpresses the stamp applies even pressure the length of the stamp and the inking is created by a

carlky NRAOO2Y Pé ¢KS LINRPOof SY A& Walywoultl neéessarily resultina OOdzNI (1 St @
Gy SaAFGAGSeE AYF3IAS 2F (KS & Lidhikeledviid theyed arld gignatveh-iaked 2 F G KS &
against acoloredbackground. But to create the image we actually find on Hawaiian documents (to include the

tKk NBS SEI YLX S&a GKFG 230G AyOf dzRS& A yraised rotracdsdedypeR | OA G& 0 &
And while all of us have experience wittbber stamps of that sortmetal versions are almost impossible to find.

In fact, | could find none.

Vogt provides images of three HawaiilanS 3 A & G NI NR& AYLINAYy(G&a FTNRY hOG26SNI I yR
what appears to have been the same stamp. However he never even attempts to suppothénmeisebald
FaaSNIA2Yy GKIG GKS&E FENS YiorRS ALUNFER d@il &y LAPE ¢ KSY 2yt & FSI d
seem congenial to his theory is that each of them shawsperfluousmprint of part of the stamp cushion. But of

course, such a detail is seen commonly in the imprints of rubber stamdss@oannot actually distinguish a

rubber stamp from a metal one.

5 bid.
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Worse, his third example directly contradicts at
NOV -3 201 least one of the four arguments lessembles
fromi KS LINBYA&S 2F + ay
I S I NB dZ%ere idink pysical ieason
hyl {1 Q& NBIA A& §hedkfod)a d I
THE HAWAI'ST {HOF HEALTH shoulci?e darker on the right side than the left
M»m OM-kd -Pl’l :D ! AAR S(@ er? h|3h|rd example the registrar
STATE REGISTRAR stamp is significantly darker on the bottom than
o on the top. Certainly a process that provides
consisent inking from right to left should be
expected to do the same from top to bottom. BL
Figure 3The 9 E | Y LJt 18gitidafe RS 3 Jaa NI NJ & i confirmation bias renders Vogt incapable of
VogQ Hfiddvit. Note thecleargradient from top (lighter) to bottom seeing that his own example actually contradict

(darker) in the imprint of the certification text and signatiffe. the theory he is trying to defend.

+230 YI1Sa GKNBS 20KSNJ I NHdzySyida ol aSR 2&0 HIKLSD 4 I NSO KF 207
them evaporates when onacceptsii K i G KS {GFGS 2F I gFAWA R2Sa y2i dzas |
place. Vogt hasxplicityO2 y Of dzZRSR G KI G GKS t NB A& A Résymprididd witliKa2riblier ¥ 2 N NB
stamp, a conclision with which this author is in violent agreeméﬁBut 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.

Ly GKAAY KAA FANRG at 2Ay 0 et that e@wB<& Kpeatéd agah Annl aghighis 2 y a G NI
affidavit. He first creates a theory out of thin air, and then when the evidence fails to support that theory he

RSOt I NBa G(KS SOARSYOS gNByYy3I AyadSlIR 2 Tyoiik BeadB&eS 2 NBE X  { dzNJ
Appendix A)In this case, hbaldly declared for no goodreasdnK I & | | g+ A WA A YLINRaymétal AdGa OS
embossing stampé ¢ KS I OQlGdzrf SOARSYOS A& GKFEG KS Aa gNRy3IOD

+237%@a 2Ay 0 2T RegidN@EiSNBEeY ¢KS

VoI i Qa ySEG I NBF 2F O2yOSNY A& y2i LI NGAOdzZ NI & ¢Sttt 2N
G2 a0NBGIOK Al I ONR&aa (62 at2Ayita 2F C2NHSNERE¢ GKFG F Oidz
statement the claim boils den to this statement and its converse: Based on the certificate number of the

t NBAARSY(iQa O0ANIK OSNIATA ®AlS 2+ 20KISNGhga25@ad6ahliySoR NB I A & G NI
requires having first accepted a premise for which Vogt hasviteace, 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.

*®bid.

T2 kAtS (KA&d R20dzySyid A& | NBOASSs 2F +230GQa hOG20SNI Hamo | FFA
is vastly inferior to mother dated a week or so later that he posted tooneof hS&wa A 1 Sad LYl 3Sa FNRBRY +230Q3
affidavit included in this document are actually extracted from the latter document. While | may have missed it, there

appears to be otherwise no difference betwettre two documents other than image quality and dtae.

®Thisisf 20 G2 +faz O02yO0fdRS GKIG GKS adlyYLl gta +FLILIEASR 68 KEYyR®
appliesdateantfB 3 A a4 G NI NDa a&ddallydidbossed seatsytd cerdifiedicipies of vital records using a

machine. But such aprocegsS A 1l KSNJ KSf LJA y2NJ KAYRSNE |y afidaviB dzyW Ry &2 Q&Y G Ay S|
not considered here in any detail.
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We know from all the actual evidence that this ig trme. Ultimately, since all thactualevidence contradicts him
we will discover that Vogt believes that all the actual evidence is forged.

Vogt commencewith a defensive digression in just that vein, ussegeral paragraphs and almost a thousand

words trying to discredit a completetjifferent birth certificate thatVogt believes poses a problem for pist

theory regarding certificate numberirﬁj.ln actuality, untiMogt chose to incorporate ibio his grand conspiracy

theory, this certificatehad rothingsignificantyA y 02 YY2y A GK GKS t NBaARSyiGQa 2GKS
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 tisairt of claim.

Only after that digression do we get to meat of Aigument 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 leastint@eNRSNL (G KIF G G(GKS& 6SNB ol OOSLIISRE 2NJ aF

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 opinif)onbut there is no actual doubt that thegre

adz KSYdAO0®d 2230 GKSy>X RSLISYRAYy3I SyGANBte 2y KAa FlrftasS L
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 possiblereéay & G KI & YA3IKG 06ST adi®K a 06SOI dzi
immediatelyadjacenttoa b ¢ 0 F2NJ b2NR&1S0 Ay GKS FfLKFIoSG®

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

SOGARSY OS 27F | dzii K Sy & thadimpridterl the éesificate nlinth& shoysian identiéal

slight misalignment of the first two digits on all three certificates. Were tbigally aforgery, thatis the

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

K2LJSt Saa | YFGSdN) GKIG 0ANIKSNBR Ayairad ONBIFGSR hol YFQa
hol YIFIQad OSNIAFAOFGS FyR (62 2 lagathdiihe fdrged aim. la8dza i 2F mdc ™
YSOSNI ONRP&daSa +£236Qa YAYRO®

Ultimately however his clairthat the number and registration date are in contradictifmunders on the

NEOla 2F GKS | OQldz2ht RIGEFE® 1'a 2F GKA& gNARGAYIZI GKSNB | NJ
birth month that are known to us. When sortéal 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

W2 KEyyl | Au@sSs Aug 24 09945 -683

PeKAAE AaaliKS/ @EBABAOIBIS®E {SS | LIWSYRAE

¥Cc2 NI SEFYLX ST 5N w2y t2ff | yrBmines @ondntof tieforyéry méind) ¢ 6 SO YS GKS T
declared in September of 2011 that they were falkp://www.birtherreport.com/2011/09/nordykelongform-

birth-certificates.html

)« GSa {01 YLE A& I YSOKIYAOFE ydzZYSNRAO &Gl YLhcRBeath 3ySR (G2 RO
each time it used.
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hiKSNJ 0ANIKSNE KIS 2FFSNBR 2GKSNJ LI2aaAotS aoOKSYlF s | ¢
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 scheathat actually best fits the dataand whichbecomesimmediately apparentby sortingthe

certificatesin numerical order to see what else then correlates.

Name of Child Date of Birth Registered Certificate # Distance from Previous #
I K QbXh&na 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 Sig Aug 5 Aug 8 10920 +279

Sunahara Virginia Aug 4 Aug 10 11080 +160

With the single exception of a baby who died almost immediatelyafter birth, all the namesfall into alphabetical
order by surname. And of course, especially in a precomputerized era, thisis how people who needed to find a
particularbirth record would be likely to proceed; searching by surname. It isno coincidence that vital records
departmentsall over the world and for hundreds of years have created indicesfor their vital recordsthat are in
alphabetical order by surname.

Have | proved that thisisthe schema by which HawaiWordered their birth records for numbering in 19617 No. But

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

forgeries Whateverthe criteria were for determininghe order in which certificates were numbereagistration

date isnot one of them Vogtwill return to this theory of certificate numbering again in the next section of his
FTFARFGAGT odzi +a ¢S gAtt asSS AdG Aa 2yS GKIG KS dzf GAYLF
assertionthat this is a sign of forgery is not credible.

+2 384 22 ¥ ( C2 NH Regibtration DatkA\§ain.

LI NBydfe dzyRSNEGFYRAY3I GKIG KS KFra G2 GKA& LR2AYG FIl A
commences &rocrustearcampaign to ty andfill in the gaping holedn this part of the affidavit, Vogtttemptsto

establish that the numbering sequence of birth certificatesxglicitlygoverned by lawHe begins by asserting

OKIFG KSR KlIfaft apNdSFa il G4Sa | ysRstaiiitEsSindmdninisthdiv©dode 2egarding theddiig A | Q
FYR FOOSLIII yOS Z7clasmiakdihich 10f&ND éhallanGButiiviaiihe goes on to do with the

acquired knowledge i®ur de forceof special pleadingJnable to find in any of tse statutes or codes the

ALISOAFTAO RSGIFIAEt KS ySSRa G2 YI1S KAa LRAYGEZ KS &aAYLX & |
noticethat it is not.

For example, fer reprintingthe statutes and administrativeules for the State of Halw Ah&fikst misses the fact

that they are not the versions that were in effect in 1961, and fursierplyglosses over the fact that theyffer

noinstructionat alNS 3 NRAyYy 3 K2g 2NJ 6 KSy OSNI A FA OlwhihdummbiBs y dzy 6 S NB
all the states and District of Columbia if they mentionfsig)the state file number was a consecutive number, if

%2 Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 201,3Paragraph 11

10
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the Federal law or regulation is mentioned and if they define the terms File, Filing and Registration in the state
f I ga 2N NBtddrimhpiesske/tablo.¢

But, nowhere in the table (and nowheir any of the laws heites)does it offer any criteria or direct any process
for numbering birth certificatesNow, if you did not bother to actually look at his table or also read tke@ated
laws youwould not know this, since Vogt simply slips it in via legerdemangt writes

The Model State Vital Statistics Act and Regulatioins977 and 1992 defines the terms as such:
Section 1. Definitions:

0 ORil¢ & YSI ya (K SandaddeptaBog dfla lital Begord or report provided for
in this Act for registration by the (Office of Vital Statistics [the state department of
health)).

ORBilingEk RIFIGS 2F¢ YSIya (#éeptdtlfon rBgistratio® bylithef NB O2NR A &
(Office of Mtial Statistics).

0 2Registratior Y SlIya GKS I O0SLIilIyOS o6& G(KS OhFFAOS 27
incorporation of vital records provided for in this Act into its official records.

That means the act of filing and registration happens at one timestimae day by the State
Registrar or deputy Registrafhey will check the form for completeness and then accept it by
dating, signing and numbering the Certificate of Live BirtRhat process is called filing and
registration.>* (emphasis added)

Ignoring that these regulations were respectively instituted 16 and 31 years after Obama was born, no.ribtloes
mean that. It never comesithin light yearsof meaning that. In none of those definitions is numbering even
mentionedonced + Zeéhilalp&sertiorthat the process of filing and registratiéncludes affixing the certificate
numberis simply another thing that he just made up.

28 Al g Ay GKS RA&Odzh a ihergis ibcbrrekatiord betvdels régistfaRon tageandi ¢ G K I
certificate numberAnd further we know (from the efforts of other birthers no leSghat, contrary to his

imaginary process, numbering actually took place in a bat¢he end of each montffor all the births that took

place within it even though registration dates weresttibuted across the entire monttAs a result, certificate

ydzYo SNBE O2dz R 2yfeé Ll2aairofe O2NNBfIFGS gAGK NBIAAGNF (A2
deliberately sorted in registration date order before numbering. | cannot come up withrationale why a health

% affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 201,3Paragraph 14

% Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 201,3Paragraphs 1617

s 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 intervi¢hv\Warna K. Lee, the registrar who signed the

Obama birth certificate. While we have never been given access to the actual tape of the interview, Zsikelabs

KAa 26y al TFARI @GAGE GKI G ydzyoSNRy AThisas2rdconciestadie mbnthly 6 KS Sy R 27T
preprocessing necessary for the microfilming and forwarding of all the even numbered certificate to the CDC for

demographic reporting purposebttp://www.obamaconspiracy.org/wgcontent/uploads/2013/10/InRReDouglas

Vogt2.pdf

11
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department might need to sort their certificates in registration date ortfend again as we know from the actual
data available to use, they are not so sorted.

Ly &aK2NII GKSNB Aa vy 2theGywohcerifigate Sumbeking (andihdzhdhi®l dble &f knowrd (0 Q &
certificates directly contradict his claifgrgq his claim that this is indicative of forgery is not credible.

+234"04% 22 ¥ (C2 NHRBisshgSeal ¢ K S

. SGpsSSy"anaddnaryia BefardSHshEdaWtRith several pages and thousands of words

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

hol YI I RYAYAAGNT A2y @aApriNgB201d | AinSst bife offitls ® dd wathyaly agt@aNJY
evidenceofforgery odzi Ald R2S& lftf2¢ dza G2 O2yiSYLX TGS GKS LRYR:
just to get a copy of the long form to a press conference at the Whitehouse

But eventually, Vogt settiback o/ 1 2 (G NI O1 Thy¢ IRvolzemdanSoNGenedaBEledtric, National
Broadcasting Company and Savannah Guthrie. No evidence of a Hawaiian Department of Seal on the Obama COLB.
¢KS F2NIK LR2AYG 2F FT2NHABSNE 0

Oddly, once we finally get to the actual claieré, the evidence that Vogt offers maresgto destroy his own

assertiolh y @SNE &AK2NI 2NRSNXY» wl GKSNJ GKIy &dA3SadAy3a ay2 SJd.
repeatedly provides evidence th#tere actuallyis a seabn the document after all. Heeadily admits that after

adjusting things like color saturation and contrast, he is able to see the séaitbthe Whitehouse PD&nd the

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

seal] SG Q& LRYRSNI GKIFIG F2NI I Y2YSydao

hy ¢KIFG LXFYySd R25Sa SOARSYyOS 2F | aSit 0S02YS a4ay2 SOAR!

HowVogt attempts to get around this problemusth a ham handed hocrationalization followed by an attempt

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

image anchot a rased seal at all. This whatinspireshim to call Guthrie a liar and add her to the legion of active

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

GKS 6tFO1 FYR 6KAGS LIK2:G§202L% KI Y RSR oRtdationdng'sedliK S 22 dzNy | |
Grarof Sd . dl KBEYSYSPNXKKS2NE 27F T2 MhEENBUS halecGned@rnidie 2y (K
2F (KS GKNBS GRSt AQOSNIofSaé¢d KS Ayarada GKIFIG GKS FT2NHSNJ
the seal. He makes no effort explain, nor does he even seem to notice this contradiction.

I LILX @ Ay 3 dnedbtertiatbotiNite Whitehouse PDF and the Guthrie photographdirectimages of

the embossed document (one a direct scan and the other a direct photograph), and both are in color. The image of
0KS 22dz2Ny It AadQa LI O] la@rScandkabiack andl Wiite, hod empddded ph@addpy. Boli A a I
Vogt is basing the argument on his inability to see the seal omvtirst evidence at his disposal, and rejecting out

% It should not go without noting that the collection of birth certificates &month prior to batch numbering could
assemble a significant number of cedites drifting in from different geographies in no particular pattésiven 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 alphabélychy 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.

12
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of hand the fact that the seal actually is visible on biestevidence at hislisposal. 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 lastglaringinconsistencyhere is worthy of mention. In his previodeclaration othe DeCosta certificatasa

forgery (See AppendB), Vogtexplicitly conceded that it bore a genuifiell G S 2s€al, hnd that thélDoH

was therefore knee deep in the conspiracy. SowhyA ¥ (G KS& | LIISF NJ LISNFSOGfe gAffAy:
with their official sehwould they have failed to algplacea genuine seal put on this newest document as well?

Certainly they were awarthere should be some sort of sedlecause even Vogt admits that there is an image of it

on the other two examples. And forgers tend to detter 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.

+235'Q& 22 ¥ (1 C2 NBH WNdg&Vidth ¢ K S

We are now introduced againt®2 31 Q& O2YLI yA2Yy Ay O2yalLIANI O& Y2y3ISNAy3I:
LNBe KFa | KA&aG2NE 2F R2yyAy3 | Ylagtiafe®eriente. HeSIBIM3SNI A &8 S¢
be an expert on typewriters because he was a clerk typitté US Air Force many years d68lso 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 stog those invalid

arguments® Butclaimingli 2 Kl @S al1y26y Al 61L& F2NHSNE: o¥maaNB KS S$g¢
reliablycome up with a whole new seff objectionssince Several of those arrepresented in this affidavit.his is

the first of them.

They assert thadl lte glairing(sic)problemis that the Obama COLB is 6.4iB6hes 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
2F GKS / h[ . o¢

28 OFly A3y 2NB 0O2YLX SiSttRereiivés$o reddoh 16 tetiuSeithie sité a s SMIGAK2SYNI (I3
LNBe IINB Ay | LlaArdArzy G2 FOldzatte 1yz2¢ (KFIG® . dzi Y2NB
first requires knowledge of whii G G KS NAIKG ¢ARGKE YAIKG 6ST FYR YySAGKSN
hypothetical width should be. They do not know with any certaintydhiginal size, they cannot confidently know

the final size from computer images that are themselves tifey i a A1 Sa GKIFy GKS R20dzySyi
they are in no position to second guess the reduction settings on the copying maehidescanners used at

different points in the workflow between the original and the three versions available on line.

In terms of theoriginal size, they have never had access to the documents in the bound volumes at the DoH. So
GKSANI Of FAY (2 Hhedi§inabwas\7andieRaRle i8 liddé morditam aiguess. | spent about a half

¥a{2 Y& OftlLAY (G2 dzyRSNBGFIYR (KA& ANBDOGSram 1955@0itdzertd bfaosdcyBa TNRY
was typing at the office headquarters directly under commanding officers of the several Air force groups | was assighed to an

Ay (K2asS @SIFNE LINRPRAZOSR I 20 27 ( $helisgadbniHoc®akesBlyDedBSy G adé /[ 2Y
20122 http://raisedonhoecakes.com/ROH/2011/06/12/dedirthers-graspingat-straws-hurts-the-conservative

cause/#commemtl075

3% Reality Check Radio BJdgecember 1, 2011 Conversation with Paul Irey
http://rcradioshow.blogspot.com/2011/12/comersationwith-paukirey.html

ULNBe Aa 2y NBO2NR +Fa FaaSNIAy3d GKI G mRERatipyitddewhwith ¢ 4 T2 NBSNE
Paul Irey June 23, 201 http://www.blogtalkradio.com/rcr/2011/06/24/realitycheckradio
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hour going through my owfiles to measure a number of different government forms (both State and Federal) in

my possession, and they vary in increments of 1#8an inch from 7.125 inches to 6.5 inches in width. Without

access to the actual bound volumes in the DoH there ©20y OSA @l 0t S gl & (KS& Oly KI @S «
claim to have figured out.

To test the difficulty with figuring out thénal size of the image from second or third generation scans and

photographs, we can look #heir work with the on€first genaation photocopyto which they actually had access

+230G ogNARGSAaT aL KFEFR NBOSAGSR | 02L® 2F +ANBAYAlL {dzyl KI |
length of 6.875A y OKSa @ KAOK NBLINBaSyida | w: NBRdAdzOGA2Y>X gKAOK Aa

Actually, nolf they areassuming a 7 inch originfar the death certificate as well as the birth certificathen

6.875 inches would blessthan 2%... more specifically about 1.8%. (If the reader should object that | am splitting
hairs, | am only using the sameaditmal 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 othat size? It is certainly not a standht/8" inch increment.

Seeing here how difficult it is for Vogt and Irey to get the math to work wittsageneration photocopy, consider
that the Whitehouse PDF and Guthrie photographs arthall generationimages and the AP scan isfaurth or
fifth generationimage

'fOAYFGSEe (K2dAKI gKeé (KSe& 060StAS@PS GKS R20dzySyid G2 oS
two things. It could be because they object (for no obvious reason) to any reduction other than the 1 or 2% that

Vogt assHs 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.

. FaSR 2y (GKS RAaOdzaaizy ¢S 2dzad KFRXZ fS3GQa dewepS GKS asS

with a first generation paper photocopy, getting measurements accurate to within tenths of a percent is not within
their capability. So any argument basedtbe claimthat they have done s simply without serious basis.

But if their issue is thérst 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
claimthatalvosz NBRdzOGA2Y A& YXhRaayxRiISEe o8DHYARMISA Wili Q&K G AdQ
opinion with nothing substantial upon which to base it.

Ly aK2NIzZ G§KS Of | Aodndérdpoi thetracks bfdheitinathili®y 1o StatewittRanyKciedibility
gKIFG (KS GYNAEXKKG 06SOR BN SOSY 6KSGKSNI 2N y2i GKSNB Aa | a

+2 36"Q%at 22 ¥ (0 C 2 KEhEMNEréors

2 S KIFI@S aSSy Ay KAa LINBQGA2dza at2Aydta 2F C2NHSNEBé OGKF O -
SOARSYOS o0eO0OFaoNAKHGAPBY FlH 0SS RSY2yadNr G§SR G2 | Oldz € ¢
assert false details and then attribute them to sources that do not actually contain them. In"thig 62 A yi 27

C 2 NH S N2 €a sénfewhitldiffegent tagke misrepesents not just the information contained in his sources,

but he misrepresents the sources themselves.
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¢CKSNB INB (G2 LIASOSa 2F AYyF2N¥IGA2Yy 2y GKS t NBaa
Aa GKS 13S 2FSINES .t NBDARSYAQAEZATI el YI { NP ¢KS &
will cover them in order.

[ SG dza FANBRG RAALI GOK GKS AaadzsS 2F GKS FLFIiKSNRa 3S oeé
certificate are just not evidence of fgery. 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 Sueherrors. No one would sygest 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 multiffieg:nt 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 reasonhe sometimeseported his birth as being in 1934 andathers he reported a birth in 1936.

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

+23G6Q04 RSOAaA2Y G2 RSOf{INB GKS SINIASNIRIFIGS aO2NNBOGE
desire to declare the birth certificate alfe. It should be noted that the individual with probably the greatest

FoAfAGE G2 I OhGdzrtte asSatittsS GKS A&dadzSz hol Yl {NP»PQa o6A23
fence®L ¥ WI 0206a Aa O2NNB O =both &sSy egumendfdr @igery aacdiaSsdplafacty K SNB T

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

ultimately superfluous hypothestSNBE 3+ NRAY 3 6K& hol Yl {N®» YAIKG KIS af ASFH
this helps his argument that the age on the birth certificate is a sign of forgery rather than just another example of

hol YI { NP aGfeéAiAy3d | o62dzi KA& 3S¢é¢ A& y2G SydiAaANBte Of SI Nw

¢tKS aSO02yR a02y Syl SNNBNE A&d | ytozht POOSHdleds2 bIdhé S 2 F 0 A NI K !
t NBAARSY(iQa &aK2NI F2N¥Yo ¢KS t NBaiARSyidiQa FlIiKSNR&a NI OS |
AYTFELYS GKS aSyaioArAftAadASa 2F OANIKSNA K2 RSYfendR GKIF G
GKIG FaaSNIA2Yy NB 2F0Sy oATFNNBZ 3IASySNItte |yl OKNRY A&
aidro Fd GKS A&aadzsS GK2dzZZ3K A& LISNFdzyOG2NEZ FfyvY2ad | Ol adz

completely wrong.

Vogtoba S NIJ S The feéleraliandistate coding for race did natlide that wordg and leaves the reader to
assume that tré somehow places requirements limitations regarding how race would be reflected istate or
localbirth certificate. It takes only few seconds online (or with any file of birth certificates) to demonstrate that
this cannot possibly be true.

40 Sally Jacob3,he Other Barack: The Bold and Reckless Life of President Obama'¢dthgp. 26Y HT ® & . F NI O] hol Y|
date of birth is unclear. His earliest school records bear no birth. d¢is 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 hé@ablyy Ay wmpoc s &2 L KI @S dzaSR (Kl
M5dzZNAY 3 I ONAST O2NNBaLRYRSYyOS 6S8i06SSy G(GKAA FdziK2NJ FyR 230G |
to assemble his theory Vogt had deliberately misrepresented a random third party websiterning high school exchange
d0dzRSy i LINE INIJ ¥=h2 dANIOSSWEF ¢ aljIBaGe NBalLl2yaioftsS F2N asSi
INY RdzZl 6S a0K22t Ay GKE ¢ H{a |ya20FrRNGERSRYYG@ 1B (edzR Sgatdeaisyol = | Y R
anybody other than itself and its own programs.

y 3

G A
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N Oy
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15, | Race of Mother

There is no shortage (for example) of Hawaiian
birth certificates that bear otér races also not
found on the 1961 CDC coding manual provided
Vogt. Here is an example with two that do not
Figure4t b2y adtyRFNRE wk OSa 2y appearon that manual; Portuguese and Spanish.

a@ 26y OANIK OSNIAFAOIGS FTNRBY | RAFTFSNBYyI9OAGEY ISKEAKRBAES
G2 a/ I dzOl aAtyée 2y Yiryeé OSNIAFAOFGSa R2 yz2iotl OlGdzZ fte& YS:
G/ 1 dzOlF A& 2 KK $ di

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

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 dilerences.

Ultimately, Vogt offers no serious reasoning behinditteathat the 1961CDC Codingianual he presents has
Fy@dKAY3a gKIFIGa2S0OSN) 12 R2 6A0GK K2g LIS2LX S Ay 1l 6FAWA &
certificates, and he ignordéie evidence that proves thdeaerroneous.

NSAGKSNI 2F +2303Q48 a02yi(Syid SNNRNBEBE¢ GdzNy& 2dzi | FGSNI SEI Y

The Long Digression: Vogt and Irey Create Their Own Forgery

At this point in the affidavit, Vogt and Irey launchadra lengthy description of their owefforts to create a fake

long form birth certificate for President Obarmval. ¢ A f f NBFSNJ (2 A (-dzM@maes, it 2 NB | NR
difficult to not conclude that the entire account is meant less to provideful information tha as performance

art. The closest thing either Vogt or Irey actually have to expertisirthing is thdargely obsolete field of

typesetting.So even thouglmone of their theories offorgery haveanything to do with typesettinghis isachance

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 t 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 wordsi multiple other certificates onto a copy of an authentic

blank form.

The accounof their own forgeryis larded with pointless detadpparently justo show how smar¥/ogt and Irey
are. Essentially none of it proves useful for determining the autretytiof the birth certificate, and most of it is
never even mentioned agairit is the technical equivalent of being stoned to death with popcorn.

What theythen go on to do with that mockip isjust another exercisén egregious confirmation bia®©n one

hand, whenthey are able to recreate a detail of the birth certificate, they conclude thatrthist beevidence of
forgery. But theron the other handwhenthey arenot able to recreate a detail of the birth certificate, they
conclude that thisslsomug be evidence of forgery. Such systematic inconsistency is entertaining, but ultimately
a waste of time and resources. Haviegected out of handhe actual work-flow by which the Whitehouse PDF
was created and posted to the Web, their own efforts toanemate itare crippled from inceptionAt each steghey
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YAIKG KIFIBS 60SYSTAGSR FNRBY F fAO0SNIf LI AOFGAZ2Y 2F hOO
classic conspiracist style, they never settle for a simple and obvious explanatioraveedlessly complex and
incoherent alternative is available.

¢t2 NBOASS (KS ySEG TS4 tackaijuwidestand ie T2 NASINE ¢ 6 NE§ 2NNB A T d& )
Vogt istrying to contradict. Only then can we fairly compare and contrastiigkup and its derivatives with the

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

002 GKS LRAYyG 2F KFIYR2OSNDL o6& (GKS 1 FgFAWA 5SLI&LYSyd 2°
considered by Vogt in this affidavit at different times, resulting from three different workflows. They are:

Whitehouse.gov PDF
Original Certified ‘White-
Blank Official Photocopy house.gov
Form Birth on Security
Certificate Paper PDF

—J ) T

Figure 5Workflow for the Whitehouse.gov PDF

Step Orepresents the creation of the original and official paper birth certificate held 0S| F ¢ A WA 5 S LI NI Y
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 certificatest KA & A& G(KS GFANRG 3ISYSNIGA2Yy AYF3ASET (K

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

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

date, certified with the official Rédga G NI NQLEZ & YR FAY I ff & SYO02awhéRarabbth K (KS |
dasSo2y R 3Sy S NptdthiLpgint, evély Fe&iandot the certificate has beealag paper.

Step2NBLINB&aSyiia GKS ONBIGA2Y 2F (KS t5C LRaGSR 2y GKS 222
SYFAfTE Ay O2f2NJ 2y | Printé NReftesdltiagNID R filk Svg(sithetSopenel lin yE S Ok

Preview, rotated 180 degreesd then resaved to PDHRhis is thespecific and singlpoint at which the analog

paper is converted into a digitdbcument¢ KSNBEF2NB Fyeé aly2YlFfAS&aé dzyAljdzS G2
explained by this steprhat PDF is the one accessible onlin@hitehousegov®! y R A G A& | GOKANR 38
AYlF ISoe

2|t is important tostress agaii K & | OO2NRAy3I (G2 GKS a2FFAOAIE ¢ 42Ny Ft26 G(GKAZ
O2y@SNISR Ayid2 I RAIAGHE R2YFIBSOa¢KENBIABRIOBI DANIKENE RAEALG!
be explained by this single stefssimple Xerox Workcentre workflow has been conclusively shown to account for all the

FffS3aASR RAIAGIE al y2YIFtASa¢ dradani sofpréhéniiveld it¥etrin@uddd ddeoft 5CPd LG 4|
amateur forensic research by a team of aiith NI K SNJ 6 f 2 3 3 S NRatie &rid Ratusad Bordn CitzénshipERplorddK S

blog athttp://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.
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Savannah Guthrie Photographs

Original Certified

Blank Official Photocopy
Form Birth on Security

Certificate Paper

- = 4

Figure 6Workflow for the Savannah Guthrie Photographs

Steps (and 1 in the Savannah Guthrie workflow are the same as the Whitehouse.com PDSt€mBis different.

Working fromthe same celt A TA SR LIK2(i202Lk 2F GKS t NBaARSydiQa oANILK O
Whitehouse.gov website, Guthrie used her personal cell phone to take the color photographs she eventually
posted on lineLike the Whitehouse.gov PDF, these photograps ai i KA NR ISYSNI A2y AYI 3Saod

Also & in the Whithouse.com PDF, this is thdy step at which the analog paper is converted into a digital image.
CKSNEFT2NBE lye aly2YFtAS&aéd dzyAljdzS 2 G§KS DdziKNRAS LIK2G2 3

Minimum Workflow: AP JPEG

Original Certified

Blank Dfficial o Photocopy o » P:r:'::t 40_, APSean
Form o Birth TTEEILUL Photocopy IPEG

Certificate Paper

0 g By g

Most Likely Workflow: AP JPEG

Original Certified Press

Blank o Official o Photocopy o Packet o P:r:::t o > ApScan
Form Birth on Security Master
Certificate Paper Photocopy Photocopy LI

— —y 44 —X4g —

Figure 7Possite workflow for he AP JPEG

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

G2 GKS 't Wt 9D ¥F2dzyR 2yfAyS Ay G(G(KS RIreda F2ft2ddy3d GKS
first two steps remain the same. But where the Whitehouse PDF and Guthrie photograghgdugeneration

images, the ABPEGs at best dourth generation and most likely fiéth generation image.

For both of these optionsStep 2represents the cration of an analogaperblack and white photocopy from one

of the cerified copies acquired fromthe I ¢ | A Whis, ke thedWhitehouse.com PDF and the Guthrie

LK2G§23INF LIK&A A& | GUKANR 3ISYSNI GAZ2Y A yéreabebddigjtayfiteA 1 S (K2 a.
But atthis 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.

hyS LIR2aaArAoAtAde OANBSIZINFASNAITSIRZ e [Gok2SO Swa Alya G KIE G 'y FRYAY
prepared the packets by making maplyotocopies 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 jouratlisti generation photocopyOne
of those copies was then subsequently scanned to create the AP JRE@haeneration image.

dzi GKS 20KSNE FFEN) Y2NB tA{(Steée LlRaaroAfAde oNBLINBSaSyidS|
an administréive person to make a single photocopyt & (i KA NR 3 Sdir&iNdframitiee gertified | 3 S ¢ 0
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 alfeintical packets that were then handed otithis would beStep 3in

0KS aazaid [ Alphdtéaseea&iNpuméalist ceceiiedaarth generation photocopyOne of those

copies was then subsequently scanned to create the AP JREG;generationimage.

Thisfinal step the creation of the AP JPEG by scanristhe only step at which the analog paper is converted into

a digital imageTherefore any specificalfigital ¢ Y2 Y| f AS&¢ dzyAljdzS (2 GKS 't Wt9oD
step. There are dwever other uniqueanaloga I Y2 YI t A Sa¢ GKI G O2dz R KI @S 0SSy Ayl
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 dth 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 subjectite las useless as evidence of forgery.

+2 I WaEt 22 § i C 2 NiEe ppBataice of the Typed Text

Li OFy LINR@S G2 o6S I o0AlG 2F | OKIFfftSy3asS F2ftf2¢Ay3 YdzOK
exactly unambiguous. The reader isesftleft to tease out for themselves what specific details may have

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

irrelevant and sometimes incompetent technical hand wavili@lso does not help thaie occasional

gets his details quite wrong.

For example, when discussing thetput of his first photocopying stepe excitedly announcethat he

dimmediately realized that the white halo around all the type and lineadd» hol Y Q& / h[ . X GKS
reporterscae £ { I @I Yyl K Ddzi KNASQa yR (GKS t5C &htises O2dA R
of course an observation so obvious that no one has ever suggested otheBuisee alschas neveeven

aSSy G(KS t NBaAi R Sofanttknodv briddayKor tieSKaifAt fias AatogiASd thereare

certainlyno halos at all on the Guthrie photograpﬁsHiscommentis simply false for at least two of his

four examples.

y 2

At the same timé/ogt is trying to draw conclusions by comparing imagetfifegrent pointsin the
workflow between his mockip and the officially released copies. Vagtakinga comparison here
betweenthe first photocopyof his mockup anda document he has never seére. the certified copy
directly from the HawaDoH). Tie detail he is discussing can only be shown to exisinmegescreated

“3 Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 2013, Paragraph 49
“SS RAaOdzaaRetyz Ryl +2B (IQANFSNE 0¢
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later in the workflowafter 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 impoHant
tendency to regularly compare apples and pears severely undercuts the validity of his comparisons.

Ly GKS OlFasS 2F KAa aS@OSyiK at2Ayld 2F C2NHSNERé¢ KS KlFa S|
RSaONROSa a al aoly keduplkertifatefte. Bufth gener@tidriildage)® T KA & Y20

the AP JPEG which as we have seamisst certainly difth generation image. Vogt eveabserves that

étheir imagemay have one more copying stag&but then just as quicklignoreswhat he had just

realized

R GKSNJ GKIyYy | at2Ayd 2F C2NESNER¢ +230G Kla R2yS y20KAy?3
understood feature of photocopying. It is a phenomenon so well understood that it has even served as

the premise for Michael Keaton movies and Mich@gthton novels. Understanding it does not require

the pseudatechnical hand waving favored by V3§Each time you photocopy a photocopy, the image is

degraded in detalil, clarity and fidelity to the original.

CKA& LIKSYy2YSy2y 27T ad&w @3Nkt i hakigg mul@ple geherakians of copieS

dzaAy3 adaeaidsSvya GKIG FNB af2aadaeé 0o6KSYy O2yaARSNAY3I RAIAG
considering analog systems). As we will later see, this phenomenon is also responsibletfof the

GCRLISHGNRAGSNI y2YltASae ARSYUATA SiRthedandysis2 3G | YR LNB& RdzNJ

To demonstrate the phenomenon, a control document was found orffisenverted from color to gray
scale, printed, and then copied sequentially to adhadditional generation. Here are direct screen
captures of the progression demonstrating the progressive loss of detail and clarity.

p O & - | e |
mix-up, I should oi
= o= o *
vou Stralghten 1t o

Figure 8 The document pnted in full color

mix=up, I should of

VOl 8 t]_“ a8 i p‘ht en i t (@] Figure 9 The document pnted in gray scale
s - - This is the first gegration image.
person who handles 1

*5 Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 2013, Paragraph

®y20KSNI SEIFYLX S 2F (GKAa 62dd R 0S5 +230Ga YAAARSY(GATAOLGARZY 27
typed text of the AP JPEG. Hel (i NA 6 dzi Sa AG G2 | a2Fdsl NB LINRPOSaa OFftftSR aildKNB
O2y @SNI | 3INreaoOlFfS AYF3IS G2 + o60AYFNEB 0606ftl 01 FYR gKAGSO AYIl 3

shows no trace of ever having existed as a bindgciband white) image. At every step in the process afréation

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 monochrobitenasks.

*" Typedietter from Aaron Copeland, February 21, 1953,
http://www.schulsonautographs.com/schulson/images/items/2092.jpg
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mix=-up, I should of
you 8 tr ai ghte n ;% o Figure 10Secondyeneration photocopy.
person who handles |

mix=up. I should of
you 8 tr 81 ghten it 01 Figure 11 Thirdgeneration photocopy.
parson who handles 1

mlx=up, I should of
voul str Si Qh‘ten 1+ o Figure 12Fourthgeneration photocopy.
Narson who handles )

ra Oy 0SS OfSINIe aSSys (KS LINRPINBaaA@S AYyUiNRRdAOGAZY 2°

photocopyid T y 2y S 2 Fide #rigsmtd Miéofilinihg oRmonochrome binary images are

NB |j dzZA NB R ® G 6KIG LRAYG AG OFy 6S arAR GKIFIG GKS aK2f S,

the AP JPEG is almost completely arbitrBiytat no point is forgey needed to explain the effect.

¢t KS aRNFFTENBYDOSY -upzril th@AP JREBENDt only vulnerable to subjective
interpretation, they are not particular meaningful given the uncertainty regarding the hardware,
software, or process differensebetween their respective histories. In this instance, Vogtsiraplyfailed

to perfectly replicate a detail of the AFPEGUnder no obvious standard does his failure imply that he has
F2dzy R || at2Ayid 2F C2NHSNE o€

+ 2 38"at 22 ¥ (0 C 2 Nk SVNE Hads

From the moment the long form PDF was posted on Whitehouse.gov, birthers pointed excitedly to the
LINS&aSyOS 2F aKlIfz2aé adaNNRdzyRAYy3dI GKS tSGGSNARI aidl YL
Ignoring the fact that the mere act of scangia document is digital manipulatiohaloshave remained

central to birther forgery claims and Vogt does gompletelydisappoint.Howeverhis discussion is

cursory, inaccurate and ultimately uninformebhis is one of several arguments that Vogt seemisave

simply phoned in.

oyl

+230G FaasSNlia G(KIG KIf2a adiNNRdzyRAy3I GKS GSEG YR F2NY

are present orall three of the images available online; specifically the Whitehouse.com PDF, thieEX®,

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

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

g2dzZ R 0S GKS 2NRAIAAYIFE RAIJAITEE ORYNIRTAA206SSD (I KGR Na2AdyT IR
LI LISNJ O2LIASE LINPOARSR o0& GKS I gFAWA 521

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

R2Sa& LIISEN 2 aKz2g KIf2ad cafavilldasbash dgiallyh & GKF G GKS AYI

manipulated from the original. The figures below show direct screen captures of the Guthrie photograph
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Fa AG FLWISEFEN yIFiA@Ste 2ytAyS Ay O2YLI NRaz2y gAlGK +230Q4
immediately obious.

Figure 14A direct screen capture of the
manipulated Vogt version of the Guthrie
photograph as found in his affidavit.

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

One obvious manipulation is readlyLJLIF NSy 0 T G KS Ddzi KNAS LIK23G23aNF LK Aa
O2y@SNISR (2 3INre &a0lfSed x230Qa OSNEAZY Kla Ffaz2 Of
security paper, and also displays some significant increa56 artifacts of the sort that normally come from
resaving images at some number of generations removed from the original.

Ay (
S NJ

Itisundeniabldi K i +233Qa OflFAY 2F KFf2a 2y (KS DdziKNAS LK2G23
can halos be obseed. | 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 presenceoftah y 2 YI f 8 ¢ g2NI K& 2F O2yaARSNI A2y
halos of some sort on the AP JPEG. The first problem is that they arsupelyicially likehe halos on the

Whitehouse.gov PDRXn closer examination, they are causeddmompetely differentdigital effect

¢CKS 't Wt9D Aa I O2f2NJ aoly 2F | o6tFO1 YR gKAGS LIK2G2
I 6 SNNICKB2 20K A OFt SELXFYyLFGiA2y F2NJ GKS STFFSOG A& y20G AYL
findS¢ &Adz2NNBdzyRAYy 3 Fff 2F (GKS GSEG yR F2N¥Y TSI GdNBa Ay
actually occurring. Rather than a white halo surrounding the text, there is a pinkish color fringe towards the

outside edges of the document, amdbluish color fringe towards the inside.

Pink "Halos" on the top and left edges.

CERTIFI

Blue "shadows" on the bottom and right edges.

Figure 15Chromatic 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 lduringe 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.

/‘——__

/
2. Sex 2. Sex

Mal - S VA

B ———————
Figurel6: Direct screen capture of the AP JPEG, FigurelZ.5 ANB Ol & ONBSy O L) dz2NB
showing the chromatic aberration caused by white version, causing the chromatic aberoa to
scanning a black and white photocopy in full color. look superficially like halos of the sort found on the

Whitehouse.com PDF.

These superficially similar digital effe¢ts both the Whitehouse.com PDF and the AP JReER)learlythe result
of subsequent digital processingut they are fundametally two different phenomena, each with their own
prosaic explanation, neither of which implies forgery.

Q-

+230Q48 FGGNROdzGA2Y 2F GKS KFft2a (2 ! R 2ot first fl&cdh2ra K 2 LIQ &
is noobviousevidence thatany R2 06 S LINRP RdzOlG KIF & S@SNJ (2dzOKSR lyeé 2F GKS
certificate that can be found online. But mastportantA & G KF G Fy F LI AOFGA2Y 2F &l yak
2y Iy AYF3IS AYUSYRSR FT2NIRPRYGAYE SgNHEENEH2H8z/ ROKENRA BB O
enhancement of digital images prior to posting them online for purposes of clarity or aesthetics are simply not acts

forgery. Period.

+ 2 JréaQaning imgainnot particularly clear, and rarely distillegfore being committed tdnis affidavit At this

moment in the affidavibe launches into @other long winded flight oBuperfluoudfiction concerning somebody in

GKS 521 3ISGiAy3a O2fR FSSG FyR NBTdzaAAYy3d (moth&®®2 a2YSOIKAy3
hopelessly convoluted explanation for a feature that alreadydasmber offar simplerexplanations Butworse,

he isproposing this complex and evidence free scentmiexplainobservationghat are not even true. He writes
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0 KI G & {reefekhbits offthe Obaria 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€*OLB.

h O02dzNBESE Ad Aa y2aG GNUzS {halodi Thé APLIPEGpasHeEsEs s@rietkingaeryl & ¢ L2
different; chromatic aberration. And the Guthrie photograph possesses no halos at all.

I+

2308 2y ( 2 ToloEShINENS tK&150YDPI of the green secupgper.

+230Qa aaSNI&2¢SadSE yindda theAWideBokise.Foill PDFoise of the muddier of his

many muddy assertions. & 6Sad L OFy GSftff X =2 3Gupandtheéwihidehduse BRAGRI | A v (i
not appear to be the same color green. Certainly he cannot béiitsito notice that the fidelity of digital images

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

Figuresl819and20:x A y OSy (i +ly D23KQa a{StF t2NINFAQG
ordinary photographs of the samel2 NI NI A G X SF OK gAGK GKSANI 2
forgeries, and all are of the same authentic painting.

It does not help his argument that the affidavit versions heas posted onlin@oneof the examples he uses to

demonstrate this aigeddcolor shifg€ are actuallyin color. It is also worth pointing out thaven his own proposed

explanations of this shifire not signs of forgeryonly of cosmetic changes made as paftscanning or processing.

Even more odd is that the potential elgnation he posits as most likely implies that the Whitehouse.gov PDF is
actuallycloserin color to a genuine paper birth certificate than ishisownmdzgkd® | S gNARGSa (GKIFG a¢K
reason for the color shift could be due to adjusting the color sodtiput on the color printer matched the same

02t 2N 2F (KS aSOdzNRG& LI LISNID “Uhekeare hany othkripassible ar@ St A S GS K I
O2YLX SiSte LINP&AIFAO NBlFazya F2NJ O2f 2NJ RAMGEKNButdSa o6SiGs6 S
GKS tNBaAARSY(lQa t22714a YupNBardyaddiakeSgg titd adtheintiity,y +2 30 Qa Y2 0]

Vogt then tosses out anothesubjectivel 8 Aa SNl A2y GKI G G¢KSNBE A& Ffaz2z | RSANIF

design due to applying sharpenirgpfures and reducing the resolution of the green security paper down to 150
RLAG¢ 6KSYy NBRdzyRIyidfte LRAyGa 2dzi dKIG GKS&aS oF 3F Ay LidzN
YIyALWdzZ FGA2Yy ©é | alfohthe tireS imageswe hayeZagsasiiolingliare computer images, and

“8 Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 2013, Paragraph 60
49 . .
Ibid, Paragraph
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so, by definition have been manipulated by computers. We also know that they have tesbmaarbitrary
resolution. And we also know that some computer images are stored at resolutions different from others.

None of hat suggests forgery.
+2306Qa OKIFfftSy3asS KIFra yS@SNI o
2

at digital images. Hishallenge iso show evidence diorgery®
C 2 NH Sd\td this point he has failed to meet that challenge.

Sy i &ter alKi i lodkididheRchishvels
I.

S
S INB Ffy2ad KrtFTgl e

Irey Takes Over: Typewriters, typewriters and more typewriters.

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

the sort of oblivously obsessive analysis that Hasg characterized the contributionf Paullrey to birther
arguments. Anost all of these subsequent arguments depend upaharacteristicof manual, 196s-era
typewriters thatis little more than a figmentfatheir corjoined imaginations anthat is nearly the exact opposite
of reality on the groundtlis anopinionthat can hardly be believet comefrom someone who has ever actually

2% a0:
i KNER dz

used such anachingd +2 3G | yR LNB& ol f R& I aaSaNkys liefhe samaéeven ifl$he NRA ( S NJ

2F GKS YSiOFf (8L FNya Aa atAaA3akate oS yinmactualiy, tiebdst
that can be said about any manual/mechanical typewriters prior to the invention of the IBM Selethdt tisey
got their letter spacingan@S NIi A OF £ f 2 Oléatbesy a Of 2aS Sy 2dzaAK

Ffal é:

Fori KS ySEG &aSOSNIf LI 3IS&T +£230 | gkPerimheNdi® 1ONBIRINSE i KB YILIHC

regarding the supernatural accuracy of manual typewriters.okenobjective analyst would instedthve looked

for third party examples of typed output to serttee purpose of a contrglsince as advocates for a point of view
their own output cannot seriously be trusted. The creation (for example) of a half page e&the carefully
repeated lowercase letter is hardly representative of actual work performed by actual typists in the course of

doing theiractual jobs So, in preparation of my review of this part of the affidavit, | searched online for a control

documei o0& 3J223fAy3 aieLISR R2 teédv@yfior anautoyrdph autidriofefingaA Y 3 S 1

typed and signed letter from the great American composer Aaron Copélakslit was of much higher resolution
than the first return (an obituary typed outHarlan Ellison) | chose it as my control, and it will beptireary

R20dzySyd L ¢Aftft dzasS Y2@Ay3a FT2NBINR G2 (GSaid LNBeQa

hdSNI GKS ySEG aS@OSNIt LI 3S5& 2 Fndadgab ib ality that Refarlireyjane

by R

6S GAf

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 fantasizedang Vogt

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. Thactual is imperfect.

*0 |hid, Paragraph 62.

*! As of this writing, the image remains online at:
http://www.schulsonautographs.com/schulson/images/items/2092.jdm image of thedtter is included as
AppendixD.
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+2 3100t 2 Ay (2 FypavatdiHre ISacing

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

Gf SIFRAY3Ie O0ADPSd (GKS aLJ OAy 3 itcste) ard idyperfedtly/cndistehtF Thaickish t NS & A |
GKIG GKAE A& | at2Ayid 27T rotbdld SriidagandBranal. Of cauyse, thag®dfusA y O2 v & .
who have ever used a manual typewriter know that the mechanism that advances the pafter platen roller is

a simple mechanical ratchet O (i dz 1§ SR 06 & (i K Bveriiidstalica af &tuatidn SPpatenttélly different

and (within tolerance$ capable of a different resulMost users wouldlready know from experience that there

can ke some variance in the advanoéthe roller platenfrom 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 agininstead, they assume (with no apparent effort to test

the assumption) that line spacing should be exa@bey aretestingii KS t NBaA RSy (i Qa o6ANIK OSNIA
straw man of a imaginaryperfect typewriter, not areal typewriter. So theyplacea 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 machinéinfortunately, 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, | used mix-up e I Sllould Of C(
simpler Microsoft Paint program to overlay a ;Slou 8 tr a i gb th i t ou ‘L‘ ‘

much simple horizontal grid on my control per son Who handl as my .

document. Having identified that the first twc

lines had a leading (within obvious resoluior L@rhune & Co B i S a Mi :
tolerances) of about 50 pixels, a series of on I | ve al‘”ays f Ound her

pixel thick horizontal red lines were

superimposed on the document at exact 50 enclos ing a Copy of he

I;z;ilrmtervals for eight lines of the Copeland Sho i cr h 2

insurance company was

¢KS NBadzZ Ga FNE RAAL
claim regarding line spacing. Figure21: The Copeland lé&gr with a simple 50 pixel grid

Lines one and two are both within a single pixel of the ES(@IpbaseIineg.2 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 byine seven we are back to a single pixel above baseline. Lgh¢ reiverses the trend again, and

is back to two. The differences fromédino line are respectively 0, +22,-2,-1,-1, and+1pixels Rather than a

Gt 2Ayid 2F C2NHSNERI¢ AyO2yaraidsSyd tAyS aLld Ostgd | LILISIE NRE
typed documents.

2 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 typewrjtso often (as in this document) the lines are slighttgdiin

comparison to a perfectly horizontal baseline or the lines on the original blank fiinia is among the reasons that

+23G6Q048 O2YLI NRaz2ya fFGESNIfte I ONRP&aa GKS OANIGK OSNIAFAOFGS I N
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In short, the same characteristics of inconsistent line spacing that Vogt claims is a sign of forgery on the Bresident

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

again, this is a simple letter with ramlded incentive to adjust the rolleglaten to fill out a form. Yet again, a

Of FAYSR dat2Ayld 2F C2NHSNERE¢ Aa &Kzofyny dodumenbtypadkosa vy 2 NY I £ |
manual typewriter of that era.

It is probablyworthwhile at this point to step back and reflect on how goofy this line of anafdisallyis in the

first place. Documents such as these were prepared byamutypists of variable skikxperienceand trainingwith

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

differences between thavaysi KS&@ R2 GKAy3ad 9@SNER (GAYS 230 aasSNlia (K
typist to do something (adjust the platen, ignore the tsdttings, etc.) he is asserting something thatchehave

no reasonable possibility of aally knowing. And thigynoresthat most people regularly do things for which they

have no reason at all.

+2 310t 2 A Yy (i 2 ThcotsBtalBEUSE\GR thd¥ft Margin

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

GKS t NBAARSY(dQa ¢4l & GKAY{ Awadanméiiiyal hiikad Beind viho filldi Rut thel 2 dzi ®
form, the mdivation 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 dbiiréh certificate exampleZ +2 30 GNRGSa G KU (
acquired twelve other legitimate COLBs dated 1957 to 1967, which was the period that the Department of Health

used this particular form. Figure 41shows thededind margin of six of them. You will notiteee of them are

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

proper lefthand margin with the words lining w’ﬁ’.s

In fact, this account by Vogt is not entirely forthcoming. For starters, weedirto 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

y2i tf 2F GKS &AE 20G§KSNJ af SIAGAYLFGS [/ h[ .Butworkey KA & LJ2 &
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. Bubinly one of them(the example third from theight) are all eleven

lines aligned alonthe left margin. Another has ten lines, one has nineg bas seven and two have six.

%3 Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, @13, Paragraph 70
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Figure22:+ 2 33 Qa SEI YLX S
af SIAGAYIGS /h[ . a0
KAa o0Sad SEINAY

Of additional interest (due both to its
creation at the same hospital and its
LINPEAYAGE AYy GAYS
is the evidence providely the birth
OSNIAFAOIGS 2F w2K

First made public in a redacted form by
birther mouthpieceWorld Net Dailyn
2011>*this certificate possesses an
exclusively birther provenance. It was
provided toWNDby self proclaimed

G . A NI K S NJikt Bedthy oSt & €
declared authentic at the time bitber-
0ANIKSNI WSNRYS
companion in this affidavit, Paul Irejn
fact the entire WND article was about
LNB&8Qa dzasS 2F (KA&
birth certificate for the purposefo
OKIFfttSy3aAxy3a hol Yl Q

*World NetDailg | #6 R2S4& ho

I 2N

FYlFda

In converse this means that histsix examples have
respectively2, 5, 5, 0, 1 and émisaligned lines.It can

be reasonably assumed that the reason the other 6

Y2NB aYralthAyBREe tKlyB&
Whatdoesthisreallyi St f dza
belief that the left margin shouldlwaysalign is
demonstrablyF  f a SK 2 KSy KS

them illustrated the sara left-hand margin
AyO2yaraiaSyoOarsSa I a
of the six examples hgoesshowus illustrateexactly

that. They are clear proof that whether or not lines

II\UIS\I at the moment of preparatioby whatever typist was
filling in the form.

STATE OF HAWAIl DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

CERTIFICATE OF LIVE BIRTH

m,151 61 09945
T Cailds Firs Name (Trpe or primi) Th. Middie Mame Te. Last Name
JOHANNA SOLANCE SIF‘BR.% OK-HEE AH'NEE

— [& I Twin ar Tripiet, Momth Day Vear b Heur g

ElPE=T s Bl SRR W an Child Horn b

Foasle' lu.d) 1ual) n:;-EI O i e | Do August 23, 1961 [12137 Ay
s Flaee of Births City, Town or Rurs
Hnnclulu Oahu i
& Nams of Wospltal or Tasiliuilen (I nui n kosplial of instiution, ghe sireel sddress) |6, 1 ﬂqmvrjuhh Trwide City or Tawn Limis?
oolo s.cul Hespltal
m u.ﬁ?&:ni nra“tenﬂltg‘& Cgme = "I:i Taland = ‘:Dw sy and s ar Farelgn Cowmiry
_ Honolulu Oahu | Honolulu, Hawaii
Td. Sereet Address I]’-. :r ‘I-I:‘mr;':.-i ‘ill-:'i:lr “Tawn Limin?
623 A Funawai Lane veafl] Mo
. Msther's Mailing Address e Is Besidencr on 8 Farm or Planistion !
ves ] naill

B Full Name of Futher 9. Flacs of Fatber

JAMES KAGH'U AH'NEE Hawn-Caucasian-Chinese,

T Age of Father i’ui. Birthplaer (lamd. s vign Coustemy) [1£0,  Ussuml Dhrpation. Tk, Kind of Burimess or indwsiry
| Homolulu, Onhu 1c | Chief Reafer Steamship Company =

T Full Maiden Name of Mather T4, Race of Mather

THERESA PLIUKJ\-JA SNIFFEN Haun-cwcnum-liomm
5 Age of Moiker] 16, Birthpiace (biund. S wign Coumin ] 178 Type of Oceapatlon Duisiie Home During rm:---; [T75. Diate Laat Worked

36 Honolulu, Gnhn ! Nane d
i

s Slamasmee of Parent or Other Injorment T8h. e of Signature

Farem )
FEA AT w’z‘{&‘& ouner [ F-23 -¢/
hemature of Aibendsnl -~ s, [S1%. Daie of Sgnsiure
1003 Coge b J‘P_,',(_‘/
=, m-.a..e.p.?,itﬁ.énll Mg, |21, Signature of Local Registrar (" = n Acctpied by Heg. G

e NIE"2% 1951

30 Evidente for Delayed Filing or Alierstion

Figure23: ¢ KS | KQb S S

R20dz2ySyd adGl O1 dzLJ | 3+ Ay ad

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

gKAOK KS

Fd0SYLikabed 220 3 F 1A OS 6 KNBBE OSNIATFTAOFGS (2
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certificates did not make the cut is that they each hav

20KSNJI G

g NRA
twelve legitimate COLBs | acquired from Hawaii none
aNX» h

he isbeingeither delusional or dishonest because five

aligned to the left wa purely an arbitrary choice made

AN K /SN

3Sydzay S

OKFtfSyas


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
YENBAY a4 R2Sa (GKS t NB adsh §nkitgdhatdt whuld befrdasdiableité ssispéctingtA £ | NRK { A
only that they were prepared on the same typewriter, but by the same typist.

| g w All of the same alignment idiosyncrasies present themselves line for
1= Child's First Mam m . . L .
i across both document3.here are also inconsistencies in line spacing
‘,-,» ~ thatVogt considered hisfst 2 Ay G4 2F C2 NHSNE d¢
RO OPEFE ' GKSNBT2NB L2aSs | Kdz3S LINBof SY
Female 8 | [Male s . . . . ) .
#a] Plase of Binih: ( Ha [Pi=e of Binh: ¢ Alignment. If it is authentic, then his criticisms regarding the line spac
R m‘m FYyR fAIYYSYl asSSy 2y U0UKS t NbvBa’
1olani ) 3 Kapiolani
| Ta] Dl Beidemer s [J7e | Usel Resldence Bt a5 we have shown before, when a birther is confronted with
e s ot ndires evidence that disproves a favored theory they do not throw out the
{ | 6  theory. They throw out the evidence.
[ T7] Mathers Mailing (71 [Mother's Mailing.
AR W TRimmcerrai It Should suprise no one that, without any rationale other than that it
JAMES | |BARACK  contradicts several of the theories he has been promoting in his
(T0] Age of Faiber |1 \f18," [ Age of Father T1 -, s ) « = a = A x s
I 25 F¥FFARIFGAGUZ +£230 KlIa RSOflNBR Gt
TNl Msden e (13 [Pl Mades Nam  Adding injury to insult, he has further (in his sealethpanion affidavit
mHERESA | STAMLEY g5 kS 2 AKAYIG2Yy [/ 2dNLO | OOdza ¢
5, Age of Wwiker] ] [ Awe of Mother| | A oA _ .
3% 4 18 F2NHSN) 2F t NBAaARSYd hol YI Qa f 2)

Menitv b he b ¢ NRAy OS33¢ aAlAiA .220K 2F o0SAy3a |

Figures24 and 25: A comparison of the YourealvOl v Ol Y I & GKAZ A0dzFT ZLJD
August 1961 Birth Certificates of Johann oureally Oy Qu s a aud dzLJ

l KQbSS | yR . I NI

+230%0mt vy i 2F C2NESNBEY 5FyOiy3a ¢alLilso

2SS KIFE@S |fNBFRe &aS8SSy GKIFIG +£23G FyR L NBe Oatand dpitd NNB 0 St A
serious scrutiny. The Y2 t 2 AKoigerg TA & YSNBf & Y2NB 2F GKS al YSo ¢KAa GA
RSOSAGAY3I GSELISNAYSyiGé GKIFG 62df R KIS 6S8SSy SyiaNBte dz
independent control documentb look at.¢ KS O2y Of dzaA2y 2F GKSANI SELISNAYSY(d 61
32 06Sft26 GKS o6laStAysS yR (GKS Ol 1ThefardwrdnG GG SNB OFy 2yt @

%5 Affidavit of Douglas B. VogDctober 17, 2013, Paragrap8 7
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Turning again to the Cofand letter, it is literally filled
- ‘ud S ol  ofie I?)\ﬁli( f%ﬂgl:l.l Ol'é% fgﬁ(]%NﬁA
OFraS fSUUSNAR 0St283X RANE

i , LNBe&Qa O2yOfdzaizyd ! yR
’. A S S L YSOKFYyAOFt GeLSeNRGSNI R
. |

Lookfor&l YL S 4 GKS 62NR
GKSNB @2dz LX I OS (i KS abodeita
2 NJ (i K Seldwat,for bati Any one of those three

Figure26: A detail from the Copeland letter. OANDdzY & 0 I y 083 aK244a +230

<« O. (M

Theyt 3a SNI G KI G A G bléfbrany manaa typemiriteritaddo that heladsa the mechanism does not
Ffft2g Alddpe ' yR 8SGX GKSNB A4 Aao

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 necessaryutesf 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 agflifhed

typewriter base, and then dropped at free fall back into pla@eh&ime a carriage tern is required, the
mechanismthat returns the carriage and advances the platen/roller is manually thrown to the rigiitiuliterally
slamsagainst the carriage stop. Mechanisof the sort and era employed in manual typewritevere 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.

¢tKS SELISOGIGAZ2zY GKIFG G@LIS &K2 daRigation of @adRtroht@r8ndentsisiich &sf dzSt S &
GKS /2LStFYR t SOENRZINBEOE TOKCRNASNBEQA aMBAYLE 85 20625004

+ 2 3 B0t A Y (i 2 Eette€ QiR Babidigs Y

Vogt never actually gets around to calling out hi§ 3t 2 A Y INBBSNEEG STNERY (KRIzAKA 3 Odzaar 2y
pretty clear that he thinks he has one. It has to do with the fact,thvdien he applies another of the grids of which
he is so fond, he cannot manage to get all the typed text across the page taaiogerly.¢

When he uses what he believes to be the correct grid (a belief that is tendentious at best) there is a systematic
ONBSLI 2F ¢ S ias heudxt isrend from FefSto rigliblich & systematic shift is clear evidence that the
grid is too larg 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 coulddicate that his grid is actually tolarge rather than adjust the grid he actually adds
additional distorton to the certificate imageSeriously. Who deliberately distorts an image when trying to analyze
it? But that is what Vogt does. Hgretches the imagso that letters on both the left and right sides of the form fit
his grid And that is where he getghat he believes to be his evidence of forgery; when the letterbath the

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

This would be (to this point) his most compelling evidence that something is amiss. And sorisdiniigg. \What
is surprising however is that Vogt does not seem to understeinat A & | YA 34X S@Sy GK2dz3K KAa
not only knows exactly what is going on, he has retracted previous arguments because of it.
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Inthe2011book. & . I NI O1 h dificafda®eaud?canmyditek prafeSsibhal John Woodman devoted an
SYGANB OKIFLIISNI G2 GFrO1tS 6KFG ¢SNBz +d GKIG GAYSZ t I dz
certificate. As part of thagffort he identified a problem with the AP JPEG (he.document also being used by

Vogt here) thainvalidated muctof L NBwdri &

A close examination of the AP document reveals that Paul Irey has missed something
SEGNI 2NRAYFNARE & AYLRNIIYyd G2 KAa lFylfearao ! yR AGQa

Thereare two lines of photocopieraused distortion running vertically for most of the length of
the page

X

The two vertical ripples continue down the page, warping many of the typewritten and form
f SGGSNR Ff2y3 (GKS tSTi aARSNBEH OkcoDRdSHBHAS dPA! YR 0SG5S S
letters slightly..>® (emphasis in the original)

Now, it is perhaps not a shock to discover that foggsed the distortionn the AP JPEG, even though it would

directly affect exactly the sort of analysis he is attemptiegeh Whatis 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

+230 2N £+230 RARY QG OFNBI 0SSOI dza S vy pravies dtBtterhpfto KA 4 RA & Odz
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 cgtised b

scanner lens that created the AP JPEG, since the distortion is not also present on the Whitehouse.gov PDF. As one
Y2@gSa FTNRBY GKS (2L) G2 GKS o02d002Y 2F (GKS TF2N¥3I (KS aK2 N
right; a distortion aused almost certainly by the same lens issues that introduced the chromatic aberration that

+230G LINBOA2dzate YAadz221 F2NIKIFIf2ad ¢KA& ISYSNIf RA&G2N]
18.

But here we are agairforcedtocon® SNJ g KI & NBYlFAya (KS YvYz2aid FdzyRIYSyidlt L
L NB & Q & whey dofisi@letiig 3h& AP JPE@y are analyzing a document that is so far removed from the

original that much of their argument turns out to be railing agathst noise not the signalEvery step in the

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

GKFG Fylrteara 2F GKS a2NI O2ydlFrAySR Ay GKS FFFARFGAG A

+ 2 3 WO@t A ¢ B8 NB Bunduativon.

Ly GKS SFF2NI (2 LIR KAA Gt2Ayda 2F C2NHSNERE 230 KI a |
the smallest of variations, and this is another example. On a manual mechanical typewriter, punctuation marks are
simpy typed characters identical in form, function and mechanism to any of the typed letters or numbers. That

*Woodman, John. (2014 L& . I N} O] Ileadela Friau@ZpringliedIIMO: Ne® NdiiZorF A
Press, pp. 14849
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+230 1 002dzyGa F2NJ GKSY Ia | aSLINIGS at2Ayd 2F C2NHSNE:
characteristics he has already identified fetters is simply odd.
2SS gAff RA&AOdzaa f SHGGSNI aLI OAy3a Ay Y2N 21
Vogt and Irey are again appealing to the imaginary perfect typewriter rather than a r 2
one. Looking again at our control document we fthd spacing of punctuation to be far iff
less than perfectly consistent. >
. Cop
In just six examples of comma usage, the space between the comma and the
immediately preceding lettevariesmassively. For comparisothe distance in the 1n 9
020G2Y SEI YL 8 & YRs 3 HsB8 idel§ Twdo @xamples higher, thi
RAZGIyOS 083658y G(KS adyé FyR (KS 02YY 2lls
128
That is a variation of 475%. g ;

Figure27: Details from
the Copeland letter.

+2 3B A y i 2 Rernhg@ NESNE &Y

Keming KlFa 0SSy I FIFI@2NARGS | NHdzYSyid 2F O0ANILKSNE aiyoOS @K
so compelling is its historical association with the fraudulent Killian Letters that ended up costing Dan Rather his

job back in 2004. In that casamateur analysts on the righting web forum Free Republic were able to

RSY2y&aidNI GS | ydzYoSNI 2F FSI GdzNBa Ay GKS GSEG 27F £ S3G SN
that were anachronistic for documents supposedly created in the d&R0s. Subsequent review by actual

experts later established that the amateurs were correct.

Birther declarations that the Preside@ 06 A NJi K O S NXeknhidg OR & S I KA & i IS & &Kdilliand 2 NI LINE |
succes$rom a decade agd<erningis the pocess ofleliberatelyadjusting 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 whichll manual mechanical typewriters were capatih 1961>’

Birthers tend to focus on the one particular featurekefnedtypefaces that they insist is impossible wihanual

typewriters; letters that actual overlap in their vertical space. But once again, all we are really confronted with is
thestrawYly 2F +230Qa FyR LNBe&Qa AYFIAYyFNR LISNFSOG GeLSsNR
produced by actual typists in the real world.

Returning to our control document, there is no shortage of adjacent letters that appear to encroacleagion
20KSNNDaE GSNIAOKE &aLI OS SAGKSNI 2dzOKAy3a 2NJ 2@8SNIF LAYy I
completelyordinary.

wh Mr du ha quur

Figure28: cKerming Ay GKS /2135t FyR f SGGSNI

*"In actuality, IBM had introduced the first proportional font typewriters as early and 1941 in their Electromatic
Model 04 electric typewriterlt became a standard feature of their Executbezies typewriters, and we actually do
y2i 1y2¢ 6KF{i ONIYR 2NJYIF1S 2F GeLISogNRGSNI g1&a 6SAy3 dzaSR o8
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Anybody who claims (as Irey claims) to have become a hightieefftypist 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 specificallytypsitsndown 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.

+2 30t A Yy i 2 Eette SpbidhG NB & Y

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

LINBGSYR GKIFIG KS KIF& Y2NBacttalyZizida TA® CAXNBBNE S 1 EKI A LIKOA G
issue thathe identifiedr & Gt 2AyiAy2 6t 2ANBSNPEY IV at 2Ay3G mné 0LlzyOid
(letter size andspacing).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 figure®Wws,abnly 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 exampleisareplO GA 2y 2F GKS a4ty
08 O2YLI NARYy3a (GKS alyvyS tSaGidSN
certificate, only applied this time to the Copeland letter control
document. Exactly as in the birth certificate, letter spacing
between otherwise identidacharacter pairs is highbyariable;
representing of course the natural variation in typing speed and
mechanical tolerances found when an actual typist is doing actt
work to create actual documents.

ahebe ke de
HHH~H
OO0 O
PPOOD

+230Q4a FadaSNIA2Yy {KI ingcadzdli bed
0KS LINRPRdzOG 2F ¢2NRA KI @Ay3

letters from other documents is directly refuted simply by doing a t
something it apparently never crossed his mind to do; actually
looking at other typed documents for which theeis no question of  Figure29: Variable spacing between identical
forgery, and that were not produced by somebody with an agen letter pairs in the Copeland letter.

tKS O2yOfdzaAz2zy Aa 0SO02YAy3 eiyiehts @il td protedt &yairisttHe introf@tdi Q& | y R
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 west not used to

ONBIFGS GKS t NBaARSydiQa 2NAIAYIE O0ANILK OSNIATFTAOIFIGSO®

+2 3706t A Yy i 2 FypefaeNH S NE ¢ Y
+230 FRYAGAa 6+La AT o6& FRYAGdOAY3I Al KS Oly (KSy fFNBSt @
RSINI RSR AYlI3¥a(i2F2aKS RERIS®RSINI RSRE GKS AYF3ISa oSNB |
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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 typedrdent.

| SNB F2NJ SEFYLXS A& | 0O2Y
f- f f f f f f 'f from different locations on the control Copeland letter.
- | Remember, these are direct screen captures of & firs
) - generation scan, so the fidelity is much, much higher the
f f f f f f f f the fourth or fifth generation image used by Vogt on his
analysis. And even here, the differences in between any
" two instances of th letter can be vast

Figure30:/ 2 YL NAaz2ya 2F (GKS f
on the Copeland letter.

The causes of such variation are weltlerstood 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 poritbauality of the

GBLISHNAGSNI NARoo2y o0SAy3d adNHO1 X +ff 2F GKSaS @IFNARFof S

printed page. The differences baoe even more dramatic undéhe sort of magnification Vogidmits he

was using in his analysis. Thist S@Sy A3JIy2NAy3d GKS RRAGAZ2YIf ay2AaSé
YFEIAYAFAOLIGAR2Y AdGaStFo 2KSy Fit26SR (G2 OKSNNE LKO]

can become spectacular.

| SNB | NB 2dzai (62 SEI YLX Sinmétingyy
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 ca
from the same typewrgr. And they have not yetven been through the
multiple episodes of disrtion producing replication experienced by the

image that Vogt iattemptingto analyze Figure31: Enlarged omparisons of the

. o o t SGGSNI aFe & T2
And just how much distortion did that replication introducefof letter.

The best way to understand the magnitude the distortion present in the AP JP
to simply look at some of the more bizarre examples .Here for example are th
firstlowercas&x S¢ Ay aDeyS0O2t23A0Ftx¢e GKS
Gl é Ay ! TNRAOI ¢ ¢KS O2y Ot dzaraz2y Aa
distorted by the many instances of replication that took place between the
original and the image being alyaed.

® I

In order for Vogt to justify his assertion that there are different typefaces being
dzaSR Ay (GKS t NBaARSyiQa O0ANIK OSNJI;
Fgure 32: Three representative  gpjective criteria for distinguishing between differences caused by distortion, ¢
examples of distorted letters differences cases by different original typefaces. Sadly for his argument and h
from the AP JPEG. . .
affidavit, he does not prove up to the task.

¢tKS AyiGSyaS &adzeSO0iA J st cleary iden@iet byxke vastydifbdvignOvBat heK S NE A

clamsandwhath®l y | OtGdzr tt& akKz2e¢gX 2N S@Sy gKIFd KS OFy |

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 idéigd distortion of the letters caused by repeated copying.
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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 professéxperience. This requires more

than a passing formal familiarity with typefaces and fonts, and they even waxed eloquently on that sort of detalil
when they were describing the fabrication of their own magk But here at the moment ivould be most

valuable toargument, they are completely silent on the iss@d.course, to commit themselves to the actual
identification of different typefaces would make them vulnerable to an objective check of thagiegsly

subjective assertions. Avoiding that exposis understandable.

The final nail in the coffin of this specious and completely subjective claim is the fact that Vogt and Irey actually

KIFdS Ay GKSAN) Ll2aasSaarzy | R20dzySyid ¢oAGK gKAOKsGKS2 OF
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 aginal. 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.

Here is a comparison of the six examples oftifpesetg 2 NR a5 1S¢ (K

2y GKS 't Wt 9D 27T (K SThe diffréndeRiS IgtierGRaped A N
D a‘e apparent angles, letter width, even apparent letter style iardatic from one instance

to the next. But all of these words were originally typeset using the identical typefac

and font, and all of them derive from what Vogt has already conceded is an authen
Date original birth certificate form.

Date Were | in a playful madh | 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 cou
Dale be an absurd assertion, but the eeitce inits favorig 2 f Saa 02 YLISE f
assertion that tlere are that many fonts and faces at play in the typed text on the sa
document And remember that the typeset text of the form began with much less
Da.e variability than the typed text, providing even less opportunity for generation loss ai
D l distortiontoresizf G Ay (KSaS RAFTFSNByOSaod , Six
ale

_ _ It is notable (but noparticularlysurprising) that Vogt has either failed to perform this

Figure33: Comparison of . . . .
the typesets 2 N&RF i ¢ obvious check of his own theory or that he l@gformed it butchosen to withhold the
on the AP JPEG results.Neither reflects paicularly well on the quality or the reliability of his analysis.

¢tKS o620G2Y tAYyS Aa G(GKFG Ay &aLAGS 2F Fff 230 FyR LNB&Q
points or pixels, they are left holding results that are invalidatedngjrtfundamental inability to show what Vogt

so desperately wants to show; that an act of forgery is necessary to explad ke NI OG SNA aiGA O 2F GKS
birth certificate Are there differences in letter shape? Absolutely. Are there differencestar Wwidth? No doubt.

Are such iferencestheresul2 ¥ F2NHSNEK ¢KSNBE Aada y20KAYy3I Ay +234G§Qa |yl

+2 3 BO%t A y i 2 MisalgarheBt 8 bayelines.

+230Qa ySEG at2Ayd 27 @ affdaEiSadidhis orgiaal drgunieiitKeBasding tlelbirti 2 KA & ¥
certificate. The basic claim is based on the fact that when the origaréificate 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 nio¢ldeflat 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 Vogtssfinste hi

affidavit, but his argumenthen had to be throttled back once it became clear that it was not based ointhge

but on the bias he introduced when he drew artfully inaccurate linestrmduce the impression of a

misalignment that was not actllg visible to the naked eye

Thisnextdt 2Ay G 2F C2NHSNE¢ Aad | NBadNNBEOGA2Y 2F GKIG ol aiao
Vogt fails to note two significant details of the AP JPEG.

The first is that the form was never perfectly akgl in the typewritetin 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 thdas already notedthe AP JBG is itself systematically distorted by the scanner lens. As one
moves from the top to the bottom of the form, théhorizontal lineg gain a progressive downward tilt from left to
right; a distortion caused almost certainly by the same lens issues tatlirced the chromatic aberration that
Vogt previously mistook for haloBut 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 procesgpfom
document to AP JPEG.

l'a | NBadzZ 6 N GKSN GKIFIy RSY2yadNI GAy3a | aYAalftAdySR ol
GKS ftAyS& INB YySAGKSNI K2NAT 2y dFf y2N LI N ffSRto 2KFEG KS
general tilt of a perfectly straight linénd 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 rothing he shows here has anything to @ith typed textallegedlynot following the same curve as a form
line.

“

+2 300t MYyl 2F OSNBHANE&E (KS wSIAadNINRa {dl YL

Il @AYy LINS@GA2dzate FlLfasSte FaaSNISR GKFG GKS aK2NI F2Ny!
stay LIz ¢ +230 KSNB dzaSa 6KIFG Aa Sa&aofesponding dtatnpdnkhd al YS | NH dz
t NBAARSY(iQa f2y3 F2N¥o ¢KIFIG GKAa Aa GKS O2NB 2F KAa | NJ
digression here into the most bizarre contam of his entire affidavit; his belief that the alleged forger has

aSONBiGte SyO2RSR KAyida lFa (G2 KSNIARSyidAGe o6& aRIFYFIAYT:

Such a spectacularly absurd scenario is really irrelevant to this paper, designedai (2 | RRNXaa +230Q3
reasoning and not thdetailedabsurdities of his complex conspiradyebry. So | will stick to the basic fact that all

2F KA& O2yiSyidaAizya ONMzYoftS o0SySFHOK GKS TFiurkibidpdssed T KA &
gAGK + aYSihlIt SYoz2aadaiy3d BEKARELUINBIDSRSKNRIRISY TF M0 a8 NJ & K.
FYR AG NBYFAya FrfasS F2N GKS t NBaARSydQa t2y3a F2N¥O

2 KFG KS OFftfa GSNNRNREREé Ay (K Syardibrditayddaerodation Gfawell | NB vy 2
dzZa SR NHz6SNJ a0l YL h¥FT O2dzNBE G Ot Faravwal f SwhadifidsVDasX a L9S-f2{35)1
I OdzNBA@S Ga9¢0 2y GKS FTANRG f SGGSNI 27F rthers@dnyincddyhat] | Qa & A

they possessome sort of nefarious significance. But we have no less a birther celebrity than Nellie Ristvedt (Free
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wSLJdzo t A0Qa d. dzi G SNRSTAfEA2yé0 (2 GKFIyl F2N LINRGAy3a GKS
DoH

In August of 2013, Ristvedt assembled a series of essays that summarized her own peculiar and deeply convoluted
O2yALIANI O&8 (KS2NE NBII NRAY I nyiwkyS it gadlBls o SsgeitiGpifor éxanple K O S NI
adeep (ifratherincoda A a0 Sy G0 LI NOAOALI GA2y o6& GKS {GFGS 2F WIlFégl A
0KS a! KQb & provides NyiMikifBodih-tdibs a fake, and like Vogt has been forced to declare almost all

other publicly available Hawaiian birth ceiddites fake out of allegiance to a wrong theory of certificate

numbering.

In the first part of her summary’.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@ffelS t NBaAaA RSy (i Qa f2y3 F2NX¥oO L
OSNIAFTAOFGS 61 a Of SINXeé aidl YLISR s6AGK (G4KS ARSYyGAOlt wS3,

Figure34Y . dzi GSNRST AffAZ2YyQa a¢-9¢ wSIAAGNI NDA {0

+2 30080 KItd AGYK S  ddabuldnotbe/pesehtbreay St Syoz2aaiy3
dzaSa &dzOK | aYSiGlt Syoz2aaiy3d aidl YLE Olyyz2i
usestheydoA y Of dzZRS 2y S 6AGK GKS a¢-9 y2YIFfedé
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His further assertiondt | G a4 dzOK G SNNRNEEé | NB AYLI2aarotS o0SOFdzasS GKSe
artted 1y 2tfR adl YL Aa y24 Iy aSNNBNWE LGIQa 'y 2fR ai
a0l YL x230GQa LISNER2Y It % Eshéah alder o2 dfagddistanip2s @@ dNadei&@yfi | ISy O
either forgery or unprofessionalism.

8 Ristvedt, Nellie, August 201Back to the Beginning: Red Flags in Hawaii
http://butterdezillion.files.wordpress.com/2013/01/hdoied-flags.pdf
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