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Questions posed

Can a presiding judge abuse his judicial discretion and violate due process of the
party when ruling in favor of a party who's had the burden of prove, and who

showed contempt of the court and provided no proof?
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Plaintiffs respectfully seeking stay of certification for votes in the State of
Georgia for Barack Obama in the primary election and pending decision on Writ of

Certiorari.

AFFIRMATION OF JURISDICTION

Applicants respectfully submit the petition to this Honorable Court pursuant to 28
U.S.C § 1257 after the judgment of the case No: OSAH-SECSTATE-CE-
1211511136-60-Malihi was entered on February 3, 2012 (Exhibit 1) and The
Supreme Court of Georgia entered order on April 11, 2012 (Exhibit 2) stating denial

to hear the case.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The original case No: OSAH-SECSTATE-CE-1211511136-60-Malihi was filed
in Office of State Administrative Hearing State of Georgia and questioned eligibility
of candidate Barack Obama to be on the ballot for Primary and General Elections
due to lack of constitutional eligibility to be the US President. Later, the case was
filed with Superior Court of Fulton County, Georgia which ruled that the Superior
Court had no jurisdiction to hear the case and later the Supreme Court of Georgia

refused to hear the case as they considered the appeal to be a Discretionary appeal.

APPLICATION FOR STAY OF THE CERTIFICATION OF VOTES FOR CANDIDATE BARACK

OBAMA IN THE PRIMARY ELECTION IN THE STATE OF GEORGIA

The Plaintiffs in this case David Farrar, Leah Lax, Thomas MaClaren, and
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Laurie Roth are seeking a stay of certification of the votes in the primary election in
the State of Georgia for candidate Barack Hussein Obama II (Hereinafter Obama).
Plaintiff in this case provided undeniable evidence showing candidate for the US
Presidency, Barack Obama is using a forged Birth Certificate, a forged Selective
Service certificate, and fraudulently obtained Connecticut Social Security number
which was never assigned to him according to E-Verify and SSNVS as a
documentary basis for his eligibility for the US Presidency. This case is the matter
of national security and is related to the biggest fraud committed against the
United States. Georgia Election Code (the "Code") mandates that "[elvery candidate
for federal and state office who is certified by the state executive committee of a
political party or who files a notice of candidacy shall meet the constitutional and
statutory qualifications for holding the office being sought." O.C.G.A. § 21-2-5(a).

The Constitutional standard for becoming the President of the United States is
set in the US Constitution Article II, Section 1, Clause 5 and provides the principal
qualifications one must meet to be eligible to the office of the US President. A
president must:

e be a natural-born citizen of the United States

e Dbe at least thirty-five years old:

e have been a permanent resident in the United States for at least fourteen

years.
Based on the evidence presented in this case, candidate Obama is not a natural-

born citizen and lacks identification papers to show he is a natural-born citizen.
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The court erred in dismissing the case. According to O.C.G.A. § 21-2-5(a), Obama
needs to show that he meets constitutional requirements for becoming the President
of the United States. In their Complaint, Plaintiffs provided the court with
undeniable evidence that Obama does not meet the constitutional requirements as
he does not have any valid identification papers. Obama placed his candidacy on the
ballot claiming to be a natural-born citizen based on forged identification papers.
Candidate Obama was subpoenaed to appear in the Court and provide certified
copies of his identification papers including his Birth Certificate, Selective Service
Certificate and Social Security application in light of the fact that witnesses and
experts showed him using a forged Birth Certificate, forged Selective Service
Certificate, and forged and fraudulently obtained Social Security number.
Candidate Obama filed a motion to quash the subpoena. Presiding Judge Malihi
denied motion to quash and ruled that Obama was obligated to appear in court and
present proof of eligibility. Neither Obama nor his attorney showed up in the court
showing contempt of court. Presiding Judge Malihi flagrantly violated the due
process rights of the Plaintiffs, and despite of the fact that Defendant Obama was in
contempt of the court and did not appear at the hearing and did provide any
evidence of eligibility, even though he was obligated to do so, and in spite of all the
evidence presented by the witnesses, presiding Jude Malihi ruled in favor of the
Defendant. It was a flagrant abuse of judicial discretion and there is a suspicion

that Judge Malihi was under some type of outside pressure.
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The case was appealed to Superior Court of Fulton County, Georgia. The
Superior Court ruled that it has no jurisdiction to decide this case. Therefore, the
dismissal of the case is not based on the decision of the Superior Court of Fulton
County, but based on the decision by Judge Malihi in the Office of State
Administrative Hearings, Georgia. Later The Supreme Court of Georgia refused to
hear the case deeming it to be a Discretional Appeal and using their discretion to do
nothing and not to hear the Appeal.

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs are respectfully seeking stay of certification

of votes for Barack Obama received in the primary election in the State of Georgia.

ARGUMENT
Plaintiffs hereby state that the case was dismissed erroneously and Judge
Malihi abused his judicial discretion and probably committed a judicial misconduct
when rendering decision in favor of the Defendant in the case where the burden of

proof is on the Defendant and where the Defendant was not present. The case

Farrar v. Obama case No: OSAH-SECSTATE-CE-1211511136-60-Malihi was heard

on January 26, 2012 and is related to eligibility of candidate Obama for the US
Presidency. According to undeniable evidence presented in court, Candidate Obama
lacks the constitutional requirements to become the US President due to the fact
that Obama is not a natural-born citizen of the United States and was placed on the

ballot by virtue of fraud, and use of forged and fraudulently obtained identification

documents.
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Candidate Obama is not eligible to be on the ballot due to the fact that
recently obtained passport records show his legal name to be Barack Obama
Soebarkah, not the name listed on the list of the nominees. One cannot be on the
ballot under a name that is not legally his. Additionally, Obama’s school records
from Indonesia, released by the Associated Press, list him under the last name
Soetoro (last name of his step father, Indonesian citizen, Lolo Soetoro). There is no
evidence of Obama ever legally changing his name from Soetoro or Soebarkah to
Obama. Same school records show his citizenship to be Indonesian, which makes

him ineligible as well.

Obama does not satisfy the “natural born citizen” constitutional requirement
for President to be on the ballot due to his foreign citizenship and allegiance to
three other nations and due to the precedent of Minor v Happersett (88 U.S. 162

1875).

Not only Obama is not qualified to be on the ballot, but evidence, provided in
the complaint, shows that candidate Obama does not possess any valid U.S.
identification papers needed to prove his natural born status, that in his tax returns
and in his Selective Service certificate, he is using a Connecticut Social Security
number 042-68-4425, which according to E-Verify and SSNVS (Social Security
Number Verification Systems) was never issued to Barack Obama.

Additionally, multiple expert affidavits show Obama's recently released

alleged copy of his long form birth certificate to be a computer-generated forgery,

Farrar v Obama Application for Stay of Certification of Votes 7



created by cutting and pasting bits and pieces from different documents and filling
in the blanks with computer graphics, and not a valid document.

1. Retired Senior Deportation Officer from the Department of Homeland
Security (‘DHS”), Mr. John Sampson (“‘Sampson”) provided an affidavit attesting to
the fact that indeed, according to national databases, Obama is using a Connecticut
SSN even though there is no reasonable justification or explanation for such use by
one who resided in Hawaii in and around the time the Social Security number in

question was issued. (Exhibit 3)

2. In 2010 Obama posted online on WhiteHouse.gov his 2009 tax returns. He
did not “flatten” the PDF file thereof, so all the layers of modification of the file
became visible to the public. One of the pages contained Obama’s full SSN 042-68-
4425. Taitz received an affidavit from Adobe Illustrator program expert Mr. Chito
Papa (“Papa”) attesting to the fact that the tax returns initially posted by Obama
contained the Connecticut SSN 042-68-4425. While the file was later “flattened” and
the SSN can no longer be seen, thousands of U.S. Citizens and individuals around

the world were able to obtain the original file with the full SSN. (Exhibit 4)

3. An affidavit from a witness named Linda Jordan (“Jordan”), who ran an E-
verify check for SSN 042-68-4425. According to E-Verify, there is no match between
Obama’s name and the SSN he used on his tax returns and Selective Service

application. (Exhibit 5)
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4. An affidavit from an elections clerk in Honolulu, Hawaii Tim Adams, who
checked in both Honolulu hospitals and there are no birth records for Barack

Obama in any of them. (Exhibit 6)

5. Affidavit from scanning machines expert Douglas Vogt. (“Vogt”) attests to
further evidence of forgery, such as different types of ink used. Some of the
document shows as “gray scale” scanning, some as black and white scanning, and
some as color scanning. It shows different types of letters and variations in kerning,
meaning some letters are encroaching into the space of other letters which is
possible only with computer graphics, not with typewriters used in 1961. Numerous
other parameters lead to the same conclusion, that the document in question is not
a copy of a 1961 typewritten document, but a computer-generated forgery, created
by cutting and pasting bits and pieces from different documents and filling in the

blanks with computer graphics. (Exhibit 7)

With the evidence above, Obama does not have any valid identification
papers and got on the ballot by fraud, misrepresentation and use of documents not

legally his.

SUMMARY
The dismissal of the case was an error and represents abuse of judicial
discretion and violation of due process rights of the Plaintiffs. Georgia State Law

requires that the candidate for federal office has to meet constitutional and
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statutory qualification to hold the office sought. In spite of the fact that the
Defendant was subpoenaed to appear in court and to provide evidence of him
meeting the constitutional and statutory qualifications, in spite of the fact that the
Defendant was in contempt of court issued subpoena,, did not appeared in court and
did not provide any verification of qualification, in spite of the fact that the
Plaintiffs provided undeniable evidence showing that candidate Obama is not
eligible for office and placed his name on the ballot by virtue of fraud and by use of
forged and fraudulently obtained identification paper, presiding Judge Malihi
abused his judicial discretion and ruled in favor of the Defendant. Such behavior by
a judge represents not only ... of facts and law, but also an abuse of judicial
discretion and judicial misconduct. This matter 1s of paramount importance as it is
the most important matter of the national security. Such certification of votes for

candidate Obama who were on the ballot by the virtue of fraud should be stay.

Wherefore the Plaintiffs respectfully requests:

1. An Order to Stay of certification for votes for Barack Obama in the
primary election
2. Cost and fees of appeal

3. Any other and further relief that the Court may deem just and proper

Date:
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/s/ Dr. Orly Taitz ESQ.

AFFIDAVIT

I Dr. Orly Taitz ESQ, attorney for the Plaintiffs attest that everything stated

in the above pleading is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Date

/s/ Dr. Orly Taitz ESQ.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I Dr. Orly Taitz a member of this Bar of the Court attest and certify that a
true and correct copy of the above pleading was served on all of the parties to the

case at the addressed below by the first-class mail:

Solicitor General of the United States,
Room 5614, Department of Justice,
950 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W,
Washington, DC 20530

Mzr. Barack Hussein Obama
c/o/ Michael Jablonski ESQ
260 Brighton Road NE

Atlanta, GA 30309

on June 29, 2012

/s/ Dr. Orly Taitz ESQ
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Exhibit 1

Decision in the case Farrar v. Obama

case No: OSAH-SECSTATE-CE-1211511136-60-Malihi
by Judge Malihi
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DECISION'

i Plaintiffs allege that Defendant President Barack Obama does not meet Georgia’s
eligibility requirements for candidacy in Georgia’s 2012 presidential primary clection.
Georgia law mandates that candidates meet constitutional and statutory requirements for

;

‘ the office that they seek. O.C.G.A. § 21-2-5(a). Mr. Obama is a candidate for federal

office who has been certified by the state executive committee of a political panty, and

therefore must, under Georgia Code Section 21-2-5. meet the constitutional and statutory

qualifications for holding the Office of the President of the United States. /d. The United

States Constitution requires that a President be a “natural born [clitizen.” U.S. Const. art.

ik §1ydl. 5.

As required by Georgia Law, Secretary of State Brian kemp referred Plamtiffs’

challenges to this Court for a hearing. O.C.G.A. § 21-2-5(b). A hearing was held on
January 26, 2012. The record closed on February 1, 2012 Plaintiffs Farrar, Lax, Judy,
Malaren. and Roth and their counsel Orly Taitz, Plainuffs Carl Swensson and Kevin
Richard Powell and their counsel J. Mark Hatfield. and Plaintiff David P. Welden and his
counsel Van R. Irion, all appeared and answered the call of the case. However, neither
Defendant nor his counsel. Michacl Jablonski. appeared or answered. Ordinarily. the
Court would enter a default order against a party that fails to participate in any stage of a

proceeding. Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 616-1-2-30(1) and (5). Nonetheless, despite the

I'his Decision has been consolidated 1o include the four challenges 1o President Obama’s candidacy filed
by Plaintiffs David Farrar. ¢f ol David P. Welden, Carl Swensson, and Kevin Richard Poweil. Section Tof
this Decision applies only to the case presented by Ms. Taitz on behalf of Mr. Farrar and his co-plaintifls,
Leah Lax. Cody Judy. Thomas Malaren, and Laurie Roth, and does not pentain, in any way, to the cases of
Mr. Welden, Mr. Swensson. and Mr. Pawell. Section 1T apphes to all Planuffs
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Detendant’s failure to appear, Plaintiffs asked this Court to decide the case on the merits
of their arguments and evidence. The Court granted Plaintiffs” request.

By deciding this matter on the merits, the Court in no way condones the conduct
or legal scholarship of Defendant’s attorney. Mr. Jablonski. This Decision is entirely

based on the law, as well as the evidence and legal arguments presented at the hearing,
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I Evidentiary Arguments of Plaintiffs Farrar, et al.

Plaintiffs Farrar, Lax, Judy, Malaren, and Roth contend that President Barack
Obama is not a natural bom aitizen. To subpuﬂ this contention, Plaintifts assert that Mr.
Obama maintains a fraudulently obtained social security number, a Hawanan birth
certificate that 1s a computer-generated forgery, and that he does not otherwise possess
valid U.S. identification papers. Further, Plaintiffs submit that Mr. Obama has previously
held Indonesian citizenship, and he did not use his legal name on his notice of candidacy.
which is cither Barry Soetoro or Barack Obama Socbarkah. (PLs" Am. Compl. 3.)

At the hearing, Plaintiffs presented the testimony of eight witnesses™ and seven

exhibits in support of their position. (Exs. P-1 through P-7.) When considering the
testimony and exhibits, this Court applies the same rules of evidence that apply to civil
nonjury cases in superior court. Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 616-1-2-.18(1)-(9). The weight
1o be given to any evidence shall be determined by the Court based upon its reliability
and probative value. Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 616-1-2-18(10).

The Court finds the testimony of the witnesses, as well as the exhibits tendered, to
be of little, 1f any. probative value, and thus wholly insufficient to support Plaintifts’
allegations.”  Ms. Taitz attempted to solicit expert testimony from several of the
witnesses without qualitving or tendering the witnesses as experts. Sec Stephens v. State,
219 Ga. App. 881 (1996) (the unquahfied testimony of the witness was not competent

evidence). For example, two of Plainuffs™ witnesses testified that Mr. Obama’s birth

" Originally, Ms. Taitz indicated 10 the Court that she would offer the testimony of seven witnesses,
However, during her closing argument. Ms. Tauz requested 1o wesufy. Ms Taitz was swom and began her
testimony. but shortly thereafter, the Court requested that Ms. Tauz step-down and submit any further
tesumony m wrniting

' The credibility of witnesses is within the sole discretion of the tner of fact. In non-jury cases that
discretion lies with the judge. See Mustang Transp., Inc. v. W Lowe & Sons, Inc.. 123 Ga. App. 350
352 (1971)

http://htmlimg3.scribdassets.com/35fxh3q1kwl dpwrr/images/4-63d136¢88a.jpg 6/29/2012



Page 1 of 1

certificate was forged, but neither withess was properly qualified or tendered as an expert
in birth records, forged documents or document manipulation.  Another witness testified
that she has concluded that the social security number Mr. Obama uses is fraudulent;
however, her imvestigatory methods and her sources of information were not properly
presented, and she was never quahified or tendered as an expert in social security fraud, or
fraud investigations in general.  Accordingly, the Court cannot make an objective
threshold determination of these witnesses™ testimony without adequate knowledge of
their qualifications. See Knudsen v. Duffee-Freeman, Inc., 95 Ga. App. 872 (1957) (for
the testimony of an expert witness to be received. his or her qualifications as such must
be tirst proved).

None of the testifying witnesses provided persuasive testimony.  Moreover, the

Court finds that none of the wntten submissions tendered by Plainufls have probative
value. Given the unsatistactory evidence presented by the Plaintiffs, the Court concludes

that Plaintifts’ claims are not persuasive.
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I1. Application of the “Natural Born Citizen™ Requirement

Plamtiffs allege that President Barack Obama 1s not a natural born citizen of the |
United States and, therefore, 1s not eligible to run in Georgia’s presidential primary
clection.  As indicated supra. the United States Constitution states that “[njo person
except a natural born Citizen . .. shall be eligible for the Office of the President . . . ™
U.S. Const. art. 11, § 1, cl. 5.

For the purpose of this section’s analysis, the following facts are considered: 1)
Mr. Obama was born in the United States; 2) Mr. Obama’s mother was a citizen of the
United States at the time of his birth: and 3) Mr. Obama’s father was never a United
States citizen. Plaintiffs contend that. because his father was not a U.S. citizen at the ime
of his birth, Mr. Obama is constitutionally ineligible tor the Office of the President of the

United States. The Court does not agree.

In 2009, the Indiana Court of Appeals (“Indiana Court”) addressed tacts and

issues similar to those before this Court. Arkeny v Governor, 916 N.E.2d 678 (Ind. Ct.
App. 2009). In Arkeny. the plaintiffs sought to prevent certification of Mr. Obama as an
cligible candidate for president because he is not a natural bom citizen. /d. at 681. The
plaintiffs argued. as the Plamtiffs argue before this Court. that “there’s a very clear
distinction between a “citizen of the United States™ and a “natural bom Citizen,” and the
difference involves having [two] parents of U.S. ciuzenship, owing no foreign

allegiance.”™ /d. at 683, The Indiana Court rejected the argument that Mr. Obama was

* The definition of this clause has been the source of much debate.  See, cg.. Gordon, Whe Can Be
Prosident of the United States: The Unresolved Emgma, 28 Md. L. Rev. 1 (1968); hil A. Pryor, Note. The
Naiwral-Born Citizen Clause and Presidential Eligibilitv: An Approach for Resolving Two Hundred Years
of Uncertainry, 97 Yale L), 881 (1988); Chnstina 8. Lohman, Presidential Eligibiine: The Meaning of the
! Namwral-Born Cinzen Clause, 36 Gone. L. Rev. 349 (2000) William 1. Han, Sevond Presidential
Eligibility: The Natwral Born Citizen Clanse as a Source of Birthright Citizenship. 58 Drake L. Rev. 457
(20110).
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incligible, stating that children born within the United States are natural bomn citizens,
regardless of the citizenship of their parents. fd. at 688, This Court finds the decision
and analysis of Arkenv persuasive.

The Indiana Court began its analysis by attempting to ascertain the definition of
“natural born citizen™ because the Constitution does not define the term. /d. at 685-86;
See Minor v. Happersetr, 88 1.8, 162, 167 (1875) (“The Constitution does not. in words,
say who shall be natural born citizens. Resort must be had elsewhere to ascertain that.”);
see also United States v. Wong Kim Ark, 169 U.S. 649 (1898) (noting that the only
mention of the term “natural born citizen™ in the Constitution is in Article 11, and the term
1s not detined in the Constitution).

The Indiana Court first explained that the US. Supreme Court has rcad the
Fourteenth Amendment and Article 1T (natural born citizen provision) in tandem and held

that “new citizens may be born or they may be created by naturahization.™ /d. at 685

(citing Minor, 88 U.S. at 167): See U.S. Const. amend. XIV. § 1. ("All persons borm or !
naturalized in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the
United States . .. .7). In Minor. the Court observed that:

At common-law. with the nomenclature of which the framers of the
Constitution were familiar. it was never doubted that all children bom in a
country of parents who were its citizens became themselves, upon their
birth, citizens also. These were natives, or natural-born citizens, as
distinguished from aliens or foreigners. Some authonties go further and
include as citizens children born within the jurisdiction without reference
to the citizenship of their parents. As to this class there have been doubts,
but never as to the first. For the purposes of this case it 1s not necessary to
solve these doubts.

ld at 167-68. Plaintifts ask this Court to read the Supreme Court’s decision in Minor as

defining natural born citizens as only “children bomn in a country of parents who were its
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citizens.” 88 U.S. at 167. However, the Indiana Court explains that Minor did not define
the term natural born citizen. In deciding whether a woman was eligible to vote, the
Minor Court merely concluded that children born in a country of parents who were its
citizens would quahify as natural born, and this Court agrees. The Minor Court left open
the issue of whether a child bormn within the United States of alien parent(s) is a natural
born citizen.

Next, the Indiana Court looked to United States v. Wong Kim Ark, in which the
Supreme Court analyzed the meaning of the words “citizen of the United States™ in the
Fourteenth Amendment and "natural born citizen ot the United States” in Anticle 1l to
determine whether a child born 1n the United States to parents who, at the time of the
child’s birth. were subjects of China “becomes at the time of his birth a citizen of the
United States. by virtue of the first clause of the fourteenth amendment . ... fd. at 686
(citing Wong Kim Ark, 169 U.S. at 653). The Indiana Court determined that the two

provisions “must be interpreted in the light of the common law. the principles and history

of which were familiarly known to the framers of the constitution.” /d. (citing Wong Kim
Ark, 169 U.S. at 654). The Indiana Court agreed that “[tlhe interpretation of the
constitution of the United States is necessarily influenced by the fact that its provisions
are framed in the language of the English common law, and are to be read in the light of
its history.” Id. (citing Wong Kim Ark, 169 U.S. at 655) {internal citation omitted). The
Wong Kim Ark Court extensively examined the common law of England in its decision

and concluded that Wong Kim Ark, who was born in the United States to alien parents,

http://htmlimg2.scribdassets.com/35fxh3q1kwldpwrr/images/8-8d774b435.jpg 6/29/2012



Page 1 of 1

became a citizen of the United States at the time of his birth,” Wong Kim Ark, 169 U.S. at

708,

" The Wong Kim Ark Coun explaned:

The fundamental principle of the common law with regard to English nationality was birth
within the allegrance, also called "ligealty.” “obedience.” "faith” or "power.” of the King. The
principle embraced all persons born within the King's allegiance and subject to his protection
Such allegiance and protection were mutual - . . and were not restricted to natural-born
subjects and naturalized subjects, or 10 those who had taken an oath of allegance: but were
predicable of aliens in amity, so long as they were within the kingdom. Children, born m
England. of such aliens. were therefore natural-bom subjects. But the children, borm within
the realm. of foreign ambassadors, or the children of alien enemies, born duning and withm
their hostile occupation of part of the King's dominions. were not natural-bom subjects.
because not born within the allegiance. the obedience, or the power, or. as would be said at
this day, withmn the junsdiction of the King

169 LS. at 655

It thus clearly appears that by the law of England for the last three centuries. beginning before
the settlement of this country, and continuing to the present day, ahiens, while residing  the
dominions possessed by the Crown of England, were within the allegiunce. the obedience. the
fuith or lovalty, the protection. the power. the jurisdiction, of the English Sovereign, and
therefore every child born in England of alien parents was a natural-born subject, unless the
child of an ambassador or other diplomatic agent of a foreign State, or of an alien enemy in
hostile occupation of the place where the child was bom

Id a1 658, Funther:

Nothing is better settled at the common law than the doctrine that the children, even of ahens.
bomn in a country. while the parents are resident there under the protection of the government,
and owing a temporary allegiance thereto, are subjects by birth.

Id at 660 (quoting Inglis v. Trustees of Sailors ™ Saug Harbor, 28 US. (3 Per) 99, 164 (1830 (Story. ).
concurring}h. And:

The first section of the sceond article of the constitution uses the language. ‘a natural-bom
citizen,' 1t thus assumes that cilizenstup may be acquired by birth. Undoubtedly, this language
of the constitution was used in reference to that principle of public law. well understood m
this country at the time of the adoption of the constitution. which referred citizenship to the
place of birth.

Id at 662 (quoting /dred Scou v, Sanford, 60 UK. (19 How.) 393, 576 (1836) (Curus. ., dissenting)).
Finally:

All persons born in the allegiance of the king are natural-bom subjects. and all persons bormn in
the allegiance of the United States are nstural-born citizens. Birth and allegiance go 1ogether,
Such is the rule of the common law, and it 15 the common law of this country, as well as of
England

id at 662-62 {quotng United States v Rhodes, (18663 (Mr. Justice Swavne)).
4 £ 3
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Relying on the language of the Constutution and the historical reviews and
analyses of Minor and Wong Kim Ark, the Indiana Court concluded that

persons born within the borders of the Umited States are “natural born

citizens™ for Article 11, Section | purposes, regardless of the citizenship of

their parents. Just as a person “born within the British dominions [was] a

natural-bomn  British subject” at the time of the framing of the U.S.

Constitution. so too were those “born in the allegiance of the United States

[] natural-bom citizens.”
916 N.E.2d at 688. The Indiana Court determined that a person qualifies as a natural born
citizen if he was born in the United States because he became a United States citizen at
birth.”

For the purposes of this analysis, this Court considered that President Barack
Obama was born in the United States. Therefore, as discussed in Arkeny, he became a
citizen at birth and is a natural born citizen. Accordingly,

CONCLUSION

President Barack Obama 1s eligible as a candidate for the presidential primary

election under O.C.G.A. § 21-2-5(b).

SO ORDERED, February 3", 2012

[.
il ¢ fs

MICHAEL M. MALIHL Judge

“ This Court recognizes that the Womg Aim Ark case was not deciding the meaning of “natural born citizen”
for the purposes of determiming presidenual quahfications: however. this Court finds the Indiana Court's
analysis and reliance on these cases 1o be persuasive

10
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Exhibit 2

Order from The Supreme Court of Georgia

in the case Farrar v. Obama




SUPREME COURT OF GEORGIA
Case No. S12D1180

Atlanta, April 11, 2012

The Honorable Supreme Court met pursuant to adjournment.

The following order was passed.

DAVID FARRAR v. BARACK OBAMA et al.

From the Superior Court of State County.

Upon consideration of the Application for Discretionary Appeal, it is

ordered that it be hereby denied. All the Justices concur.

Trial Court Case No. 2012CV211537

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA

Clerk's Office, Atlanta

[ certify that the above is a true extract from
minutes of the Supreme Court of Georgia.

Witness my signature and the seal of said court
hereto affixed the day and year last above written.

\j(ﬂ. C % , Chief Deputy Clerk




Exhibit 3

Affidavit of Senior Deportation Officer

from the Department of Homeland Security Mr. John Sampson



N
Qg

Case: 09-56827 08/11/2010 Page: 1of4  ID: 7436277  DktEntry:

Dr. Orly Taitz, Esq

29839 Santa Margarita Parkway, STE 100
Rancho Santa Margarita CA 92688

Tel: (949) 683-3411: Fax (949) 766-7603
E-Mail: dr_teitz@yzhoo.com

UNITED STTES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Dr. Orly Taitz, Esquire. Pro Se.

)
Plaintiff )
)
) Civil Action:
V. )
}
Barrack Hussein Obama, )
Defendant )
Affidavit of John N. Sampson
1. My name is John N. Sampson. I am over 18 years of age, am of sound mind and free of

any mental disease or psychological impairment of any kind or condition.

2. T am a citizen of the United States of America, | am 58 years old, and was born in
Jackson Heights, Queens, New York and raised in the State of New York,

3 I am the Chief Executive Officer, Owner, and Operator, of CSI Consulting and
Investigations LLC, a consulting and private investigative firm registered with the Secretary of
State of Colorado as a Limited Liability Company pursuant to the laws of the State of Colorado.
The company was formed in the State of Colorado on January 2, 2009 and is in good standing
with the Secretary of State of Colorado. Colorado does not have any licensing requirements or
provisions for private investigators.

4. 1 have personal knowledge of all of the facts and circumstances described herein below
and will testify in open court to all of the same.

5. On, or about, November 16, 2009, Orly Taitz, the attornev who is prosecuting the above
captioned matter, requested that T access LocatePlus, a commercial database that [ subscribe to,




which is lecated in the State of Massachusetts, and with whem [ have a user agreement, and
requested that T obtain any and all legally available information relating to U.S. Social Security
number 042-68-4425

6. On. or about. November 16, 2009, pursuant to the aforementioned request by Orly Taitz,
I requested from LocatePlus, any and ali legally obtainable information relating to SSN 042-68-
4425,

7. As a result of this inquiry, [ came to leamn that Plaintiff Barrack Hussein Obama, has used
this Social Security number since at least from June 1, 1986 to present. A detailed FEPOLt was
generated showing family relationships, past residence history, real property owned by Mr.
Obama, and other detailed information to include. but not limited to, driver's license information,
telephone numbers associated with Mr. Obama, and people possibly related to Mr. Obama.

8. This information was obtained pursuant to a legitimate and permissible search under the
user agreement 1 have with LocatePlus. This request was made in connection with a pending
civil action. which is one of the expressed permissible purposes to conduct such an inguiry
through LocatePlus, as well as a possible criminal violation of United States law, and possible
fraud.

9, As a result of this search and the results that were obtained, on or about November 17,
2009, T accessed a public access database named "SSN Validator" at
http://www.ssnvalidator.com/. The information this site provided me was that SSN 042-68-4425
was issued by the Social Security Administration based upon an application filed for a Social
Security Number in the State of Connecticut between the vears 1976 and 1977.

10, Based upen information and belief, Plaintiff Barrack Hussein Obama has never had a
direct connection with the State of Connecticut and has never claimed residency in the State of
Connecticut.

i1, I'am arecently retired Senior Deportation Officer of the United States Department of
Homeland Security, Immigration and Customs Enforcement (DHS [CE) having retired on
August 30, 2008.

12, As aresult of my formal training as an immigration officer, conductcd at the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Center (FLETC), located in Brunswick, Georgia, and advanced training
received at FLETC in Artesia, New Mexico and elsewhere during my 27 vear career, as well as
my professional experience spanning 27 years of federal law enforcement, it is my knowledge
and beliel that Social Security Numbers can only be applied for in the State in which the
applicant habitually resides and has their official residence.

13, During the period between January 1, 1976 and December 31, 1977 inclusive, it is my
knowledge and belief that Barrack Hussein Obama habitually resided solely within the State of
Hawaii and was between the ages of 14 and 16 during the time period stated above. During that
period of time, based upon information and belief, Mr. Obama resided with his maternal
grandparents, Madelyn and Stanley Dunham in the State of Hawaii.




14, On or about February 2, 2010, I received an email from a person identifying himself as
“lim Russe”, Operations Manager for LocatePlus, 100 Cummings Canter, Suite 235M, Beverly,
MaA, 01913, requesting that [ contact him regarding my account,

15 On or about Februarv 3, 2010, I telephoned Mr. Russo at 978-921 -2727, extension 319
and inquirsd as to why he wished to discuss myv account. At that time, Mr. Russo stated that
LocatePlus had noticed 1 had conducted what he called a "celebrity political figure” inquiry and
wanted to know why [ had done so and which permissible reason pursuant to the user agreement
I 'was under with LocatePlus pertained to my making my inquiry.

16, 1 told Mr. Russo that [ was a private investigator in the State of Colorado, that I had been
tasked by Dr. Orly Taitz, an attorney in California who was prosecuting a civil suit involving M.,
Obama and that I had emails and other documentation that I could send him verifying that fact.
Mr. Russo stated that he would appreciate it if T would send that information to him which 1 did
on or abourt February 3, 2010. He assured me at that time that if I were to provide this
information to him it would resolve any "issues” LocatePlus may have regarding my inquiry into
a "political celebrity”.

1% In the email T sent to Mr Russe, [ offered to have Dr. Taitz send him an email as well
confirming the fact that T had been tasked by her to conduct this inquiry pursuant to a pending
civil suit in the Unired States District Court for the Central District of California. He stated that
he would like to recetve such an email,

18. On or about February 4, 2010, Dr. Orly Taitz, at my request, sent Mr. Russo an email
indicating that she had requested me, in connection with the pending civil swit in California
against Mr. Obama, to conduct research through the commercial databases I habitually use as a
private investigator, related to SSN 042-68-4425,

19, Numerous emails have been exchanged between me and Mr. Russo due to the fact that as
of February 2. 2010, my account with LocatePlus has been frozen and I can no longer access this
database despite the fact that I responded to their inquiries and have provided evidence to them
indicating that I had followed the user agreement we have entered into. 1 have repeatedly asked
that my account be unlocked, unfrozen, and made available to me.

20. Despite all of this, as of March 8, 2010, my account remains frozen and [ am unable to
conduct legitimate, legal database searches in connection with my business. As a result, T am
being financially harmed, unable to conduct legal, lawful, legitimate investigations pursuant to
law, and unable to provide to my clients. the services they have contracted with me to provide,
thereby subjecting me to possible civil litigation for failing to provide contracied services.

21, Based upon information and belief, misuse of a Social Security number is a direct
violation of Title 42 United States Code, Section 408(a)(7)(B), which is a federal felony
punishable under Title 18 United States Code by fine or imprisonment of up to five years, or
both.




Case: 09-56827 08/11/2010 Page:4of4  ID: 7436277 DkiEntry: 17-5

22, Iswear under the penalties of perjury that all the facts stated and circumstances described
above are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

23, Thave not been compensated for making this affidavit.
Further, Affiant saveth not.
Signed and executed in Aurora, Colorada on this & day of March, 2010.

By: /‘=§ @”‘“‘_‘”

John N. Sampson




Exhibit 4

Affidavit of Adobe Illustrator program expert Mr. Chito Papa



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF FLORIDA )

)5.5.

COUNTY OF 1 )l‘IV/\L)

I, Felicito Papa, am over 18 years old and resident ot 7579 Walden Road, Jacksonville, FL 32244 with FL
DL #P100-245-45-082-0. | do not suffer from any mental impairment and | competently attest to the
following under the ’JEI‘IH“}’ of perjury:

ki

(5]

=

0.

I am a professional web developer having graduated with a bachelor’s degree in IT from I'I'T
Technical Ipstitute in Indianapolis, IN. [ have over ten years of experience of in web designs and
development and | have often used software such as Adobe Photoshop and Adobe IHustrator.

|
On April 15,2010, the Whitehouse website, www.whitehouse.gov, released the 2009 Form 1040
of Income Tax Return of President Barack H. Obama:
hup://www[whilchousc.gov/silcsa‘defaulvﬁlcs/president—ohamaQ() 10-complete-return.pd(.

I downloaded this 65-page pdf file on my computer. | observed that all information about the
president’s and the first lady’s social security numbers were redacted. All blocks or spaces for
social sccufiry numbers were blank, or “white-out.”

1 submit Exhibit A (attached herewith, page 43 part of 2009 Form 1040) Form 709 U.S. Gift Tax
Return ol l+res. Barack Obama. The space for his social security number is redacted or blank,

[ submit mP Exhibit B (attached herewith, page 49 part of 2009 Form 1040) Form 709 U.S. Gift
Tax Return of First Lady Michelle Obama. The space for her social security number is redacted or
blank. ‘

Then through Adobe lllustrator software, I opened Exhibit A and B and found that these two pdf
files have two layers cach, not just one layer. When the top layer is turned off or dragged away,
the social security numbers of both persons are revealed.

I submit L‘l;hibil Al (attached herewith) Form 709 U.S. Gift Tax Return of Pres. Barack Obama
with his sn‘cial security number revealed. The following information are revealed:

I. Barack Obama's SSN. 042-68-4425

2| Michelle Obama's SSN 350-60-2302

3. An initial MLO on the side of Form 709

1, A 1/4 inch dark square with notation on it

S] Preparer's SSN or PIN P00570974

EIN 36-2700600
| Phone no. 312/372-0440
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Exhibit 5

Affidavit of Linda Jordan



|
|

[ Linda Jordan gm over 18 yvears old, do not sutter trom any mental
impairment. have personal knowledge ot the facts listed below and declare
under penaly mipcr']t:r}i

l
[ used the coverpment run E-Verify System to verify the emplovinent
clizibilite for Barack 11 Obama (Obama) and it revealed u “Notice of
\smateh™ bemaleen Obama ™« name. birth date and Social Seeuritys Number
oty S L‘(illlp‘il':‘r! o the information the Soctal Security Adminmistration has
on file.

F
I saw Obanne' s Selectinve Service Reaistration £ SSI form which was
available on the web at waww sss. 2oy and copied the SSN Obama used on
that torm. | also/ read the reports of licensed imvestigators Neil Sankey.
Susan Daniels ahd te opinion ol retired sentor deportation oiticer of' the
department of Homeland Secariy John Sampson, that the SSN Obamia was
USHTE Was 1':;mdiulcr: and ar never issued o him

Between October 200N and May 201101 submitied several reguests o
agencies and pclnpi; with the Tegal responsibility and authority o investigate
the use of forged documents and election fraud. concerning Obama’s hirth
records and SSNattachmem A\

Lo date no one awith the legal responsibility and authority has responded o
iy of my :‘c\j;:‘e\:\_
[ read part o1 llﬁr.' testimony ol Marianna LaCanlora betore the Committee on
Was s and Means Sub Committee on Social Security i the House of
Representatinv el dated April 147, 201 1. She explained that i SSN in
conjunction with a proper identity document deternnne wiether a person is
anthorized to work. | aCantora said that the E-Verify system run by the
covernment is @ free. Internet-based system that allows emplovers o
clectronicadly \lc:il'_\ the employmenm chgibility ol their employees. The
Fmmigration Reform and Control Act ot 1986 required ail employers o
verify the idengity and employ ment eligibility of all new employees
rezardiess ni'c]‘.iz-.:::-.lti;‘ ar national origin,

I
I considered L selt 1o be one of the emplovers ol the President of the United

Statgs.

|
!



VL 1 ried o enrall in the T=Verify System but it required the

O July 26, X
employer o enfer data trom thewr employees [-9 'mploy ment I-Herhilin

\eritication Fornn T hive been unable 1o locate one for Obama,

On August 17,2011 Tuent back on the E-Verity w chsite and saw that there

was g CSelt=-Service” lunction that was more streamibined and casier 1o use

| S R |

when checking an emplovees elivibilin. entered the name Barack H

Ohhama, birth dite Aueust 301961 and SSN 042084425, [ his dato was
entered correctfy. he report | got back trom the SSA meluded a “Noticeof
Mismatch witly

13

Social Security Administration (S8 ) Records™. tattachment

\
| |
Stanied

Linda ilm Cmn 4110 Se. Dawson St Scatile WA OST18 206,723,647

In the city of | L County of ]

Kine

Seattle Washington

Dated the dav ol

|
i
e

i

Hi;mn.rcni'llps\-‘nl.z:‘j. L 1 v ARV A -

Pue Y2 W 0 TS O, N =



doew ol Misnnich b ‘-.»ui.ll Sewarty Ydmmeaaninen Bipa sclleheed s o Seltcheckb o ema i

| N\
H>eifCheck. =

Notice of Mismatch with Social Security Administration
(SSA) Records
|

Bring this notice with you when you visit SSA

For SSA Field Office $taff: Do not use EV-STAR: See POMS RM 10250.0001f
Chama Barack H |

Name of the enployes (Last Name, Frs: Name

ALY J

08112011

Date of Mismaien

. - o ' o
E ngley 3 2 Secliity Numnes SN

20112291114310Y

Gase Venfication Nuamiier

Reasan far tiis Motice
|

SSN does not match. The Scoial Secunty Numpaer (38N entenced in Salt Check s valid.

o0

But the name ang.cl (}f;uc of buth sntered 4o net maich SSA recoras

SSN is invalid. The Suoial securnty Number (58N entered n Self Uheck s 0ot a vahid
i |

e

uiniiber
SSA unable to r.unlfirrn U.S. Citizenship. Cannol canfinn that the employees s chgble to

WOk Decagse the Ss5A ecords de not show [hat the SSN Holder s a ) S Cihizen
v SSA record does not verify, Other reason. SSA found a gscrepancy i e ool

SSA unable to process data. SSA foung J ascrepancy in olner data in the recoid

Instructions [

| attachment B ERTITE SRS



Exhibit 6

Affidavit of an elections clerk

in Honolulu, Hawaii Tim Adams



AFFIDAVIT

In the State of Kentucky, County of Warren, this affiant being duly swom, deposes and says that he is Timothy Lee Adams,
residing at 1132 Fairview Avenue, Apt. F, Bowling Green, KY 42101 and that the statements below are true concerning his
employment at the City and County of Honolulu Elections Division in Honolulu, Hawaii:

> w N

1 was employed at the City and County of Honolulu Elections Division from May 2008 through September 2008.

My position at the City and County of Honolulu Elections Division was Senior Elections Clerk.

My responsibilities were to oversee the activities of the Absentee Ballot Office.

During the course of my employment, | became aware that many requests were being made to the City and County
of Honolulu Elections Division, the Hawaii Office of Elections, and the Hawaii Department of Health from around the
country to obtain a copy of then-Senator Barack Obama'’s long-form, hospital-generated birth certificate.

Senior officers in the City and County of Honolulu Elections Division told me on multiple occasions that no Hawaii
long-form, hospital-generated birth certificate existed for Senator Obama in the Hawaii Department of Health and
there was no record that any such document had ever been on file in the Hawaii Depariment of Health or any other
branch or department of the Hawaii government.

Senior officers in the City and County of Honolulu Elections Division further told me on multiple occasions that Hawaii
State government officials had made inquiries about Senator Obama's birth records to officials at Queens Medical
Center and Kapi'olani Medical Center in Honolulu and that neither hospital had any record of Senator Obama having
been born there, even though Governor Abercrombie has asserted and various Hawaii government officials continue
to assert Barack Obama, Jr. was born at Kapi'olani Medical Center on August 4, 1961.

During the course of my employment, | came to understand that for political reasons, various officials in the
government of Hawaii, including then-Governer Linda Lingle and various officials of the Hawaii Department of Health,
including Dr. Chiyome Fukino, the director of the Hawaii Department of Health, were making representations that
Senator Obama was born in Hawaii, even though no government official in Hawaii could find a long-form birth
certificate for Senator Obama that had been issued by a Hawaii hospital at the time of his birth.

During the course of my employment, | was told by senior officers in the City and County of Honolulu Elections
Division to stop inquiring about Senator Obama’s Hawaii birth records, even though it was common knowledge
among my fellow employees that no Hawaii long-form, hospital generated birth certificate existed for Senator Obama.

In witness whereof he has hereto set his hand and seal.

Affiant's signature: Cf‘- &ad-\/‘\-

Affiant's title:
L, Keatney oov ey , a Notary Public of the County and State aforesaid, hereby certify that
Tamoihy 1 ez Frdanms personally known to me to be the affiant in the foregoing affidavit, personally appeared
, 3

before me this day and having been duly sworn deposes and says the facts set forih in the above affidavit are true and correct.

st 3 20\2

Witness my hand and official seal this 2\~ dayot {\dlviin | 2L\ &

! I‘\ n l"“‘f""h M A f i
Notary Public’s signature: _|_\\ (L (WU MU L

My commission expires: _wmumﬂ_ﬂm =

A

)
i‘;'

July 19, 2014



Exhibit 7

Affidavit of scanning machines expert Douglas Vogt



THEREPOSITORY ™
ARCHIVE INDEX SYSTEMS, INC.

RESELLERS OF IMAGING TECHNOLOGIES TO EXPAND MAN'S KNOWLEDGE WEB PAGES
PR T sy
ODUCTION DOCUMENT SCANNERS P.O. BOX 40135 www.archiveindex.com
WIDE-FORMAT SCANNERS www.wholesalecheckscanners.com
CHECK SCANNERS BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON 98015
WEB-BASED DOCUMENT IMAGING SOFTWARE (425) 643.1131; FAX (240) 384-7297
SCANNING SOFTWARE For response to this letter:

May 10, 2011
Affidavit

I, Douglas B. Vogt, am over 18 years old, do not suffer from any mental impairment, have personal
knowledge in the following and attest under penalty of perjury that I have knowledge and expertise
in documents, imaging, scanners and document imaging programs. Based on my knowledge and
expertise the following is true and correct

My Credentials
I have a unique background for analyzing this document. I owned a typesetting company for 11

years so | know type and form design very well. I currently own Archive Index Systems since 1993,
which sells all types of document scanners worldwide and also developed document imaging
software (TheRepository). I know how the scanners work. I have also sold other document imaging
programs, such as Laser Fiche, Liberty and Alchemy. I have sold and installed document imaging
systems in city and county governments, so I know their procedures with imaging systems and
everything about the design of such programs. This will be important in understanding what has
happened with Obama’s Certificate of Live Birth.

T“” BE AW AL EICAT IVE BIR' BIFAETMINT D4 WEALTH
i CERTIFICATE OF LIVE BI‘II-Il = 61 10641

- " PR P Lo '_ -
e i o 2, i Gi L
: R R LI o e 1 R 1L R Y
e
Figure 1. Tiff image of the Obama’s Certificate of Live Figure 2. Another Persons microfilmed Certificate of Live
Birth dated August 8, 1961, presented on TV 4/27/2011. Birth dated August 11, 1961.

What | Discovered about Obama's Certificate of Live Birth and why it is a Forgery.
What the Obama administration released is a PDF image that they are trying to pass off as a

Certificate Live Birth Long Form printed on green security paper by the County Health Department.
The form is a created forgery for the following reasons.



1. Curved and non-curved type. The image we are looking at was scanned in grayscale and some
part in binary which cannot be on the same image. The reason I know this is because of the
shadowing along the gutter (left-hand side). It also means that the county employees who did the
original scanning of all the forms, did not take the individual pages out of the post binders. The
result is that all the pages in that book display a parallax distorted image of the lines and type. They
curve and drop down to the left. If you look at line 2 (Figure 3) on the form that says Sex you will
notice the letters drop down one pixel but the typed word Male does not. Also notice the line just
below Male drops down 3 pixels.

Male

il e ————l S L S S
, Plsee of Bi
Figure 3. Line 2 of the form. Baseline differences.

The second incident of this parallax problem is seen in line 6c Name of Hospital or Institution
(Figure 4). The word Name drops down 2 pixels, but the typed hospital name, Kapiolani, does not
drop down at all. And again the line just below drops down 2 pixels, but not the name Kapiolani.

- e eTE—— -

5. Name of Hospital
Kapioclani

“wa. Usual Residenee o

Figure 4. Line 6¢ at 500%. The typewriter name of the hospital does not drop down 2 pixels.

The conclusion you must come to is that the typed in form was superimposed over an existing
original Certificate of Live Birth form from the county. In fact, since I found some of the form
headings scanned in as binary and grayscale. the form itself is a composite but the person who
created it did not flattened the image of the blank form and save it as one file before they started
placing the typewriter text on the composite form. The individual(s) who perpetrated this forgery
could not evidently find a blank form in the clerks imaging database, so they were forced to clean up
existing forms and overlay the typewriter type we see here. The forger was also looking for
certificates with the correct stamped dates and that is why I think they used more than one original
form. At first | wondered why the forger didn’t just typeset the entire form from scratch and overlay
the type and not have to worry about the parallax problem. Then | remembered that in the early
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1960s there was no phototypesetting and this form was set in hot metal from a linotype machine.
The type design is Times Roman but they could never replicate the exact design. They were stuck
having to use existing forms that were scanned in using binary and grayscale.

2. There is a white haloing around all the type on the form. Figure 5 is an example of this. This
effect should not appear on a scanned grayscale image. Figure 6 is a grayscale image scanned in at
240 dpi. You will notice that there is no haloing effect around the type and also the security pattern
is seen through the type. Figure 7 is a color image where you can clearly see the security green color
through the type and no haloing. Figure 8 shows a Black and White (binary) image of the same type.
The important thing to remember is that you cannot have grayscale and binary on the same scan
unless the image is a composite. That means that different components of the whole image are made
up of smaller parts. Figure 9 is an enlarged version of Figure 6 showing what grayscale letters
should look like compared to binary.

Name (Type or .;)rinl)

BA - ACK
"'3. This Birth

_|Single[3 Twin (] Tripte[]
Figu(‘e 5. Obama’s form Figure 6. Grayscale.  Figure 7. Color image.

URN., NO RECEIPT NECESSAR

SECURITY PACII
Ventura & Sepulvei
15165 Ventura Bou
Sherman Oaks, Ca

Figure 8. Binary image. Figure 9. An enlarged version of Figure 6 showing grayscale type.

3. The Obama Certificate is loaded with both binary and grayscale letters which is just another
smoking gun that this form is a forgery. It appears the lines and some of the boxes were scanned
using grayscale, but only some of the form headings were grayscale and sometimes it is only some
letters. Figure 10 and Figure 4 give one example. You will notice that the / and, al, in Hospital, / in
Institution, (If and again the A and / in hospital were grayscale images, but the rest of the line is
binary. The typewriter line below was scanned in as a binary image. I can also tell you for certainty
that the form type was scanned in at a lower resolution (<200 dpi). This is because of the size of the
pixels on the letters were such that the openings on the a and s on the first line are not visible and
filled in.

Hoepital or Institution {If not in kospitsl «

ylani Maternity & Gyneco

Figure 10. showing a mixture of grayscale and binary type on the same line.
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Another example is found in form box la, his name BARACK. For some reason the “R™ is a
grayscale image and the rest is binary (Figure 11). That means the “R” was originally on the form
and the rest was not until it was added.

BA"ACK

Figure 11. Another example of grayscale and binary on the same line.

Another example is the Certificate number itself (Figure 12). The last “1” on the form is a
grayscale image but the rest of the numbers are not. This is just another example of a cut and past
job. It also means we do not know what the real Certificate number is if there even is one. There are
other form boxes that display the same feature, boxes: 5b, 7e, 11, 13, 16, 18a.

ARTMENT OF HEALT

61 10641

Figure 12. The last “1” is grayscale, but the rest are binary.

4. The Sequential Number is a fraud. [ would like you to refer back to Figures | and 2. You will
notice that Barack Obama was supposed to have been born on Friday at 7:24 p.m. August 4, 1961
and the local registrar accepted it on Tuesday August 8, 1961 and hand stamped the Certificate
number “61 10641.” Then notice that the other Certificate of Susan E. Nordyke was born on
Saturday at 2:12 p.m. August 5, 1961 and another registrar date stamped it on August 11, but her
Certificate number is “61 10637.” Keep in mind there would be only one bates stamp machine in the
office so the numbers would all be unique. There cannot be any duplicates so every Certificate has a
unique serial number. Obama’s Certificate would have most likely been mailed on the following
Monday, the 7" and received by the Clerk Tuesday the 8". Susan Nordyke’s Certificate looks like it
was mailed sometime earlier that week and not accepted until the 11" but she has a Certificate 4
numbers less than Obama’s. It is impossible to have Obama’s Certificate number to be four numbers
higher than a Certificate that came in 3 days later.

The facts 1 have shown you in #3 and 4 tell me several things about how this forgery was
assembled. 1. Some person(s) in the Health Department, who had access to the document imaging
program, search the database for someone close to the actual birth date of Obama and found
someone near the 4™ of August. They may have crossed referenced the death database to find
someone who had died and had a birth date close to Obama’s. If you remember, the Federal
Government wanted the States to cross reference the birth and death databases so the database would
have that information. 2. The date stamps have two different colors and sizes (see #5 below) which
indicates that both dates came from different Certificates. 3. More than one person is involved in the
Hawaii Department of Health to assemble the different components that were used, do the database
searches to find the right Certificates to create President Obama’s fraudulent Certificate of Live
Birth and finally sign the fraudulent certificate. I believe that after all the components were



assembled they were then given to a graphic artist to actually assemble the whole thing and create
the finished forgery. In short this was a conspiracy to defraud the United States.

5. Two different colors and font sizes in Form box 22 and 20 Date Accepted by Reg. General.
What is very revealing about this box and date entry is there are two different colors on both lines.
Both lines were scanned using binary mode, but I see two different colors (Figure 13). What I think
this is showing us is that the person who put this fraud together was looking for a form that had the
right date namely “August 8 19_1.” As you can see the only things that are printed in dark green
(R=71, G=92, B=73) are “Date A” and “AUG -8 6.” The rest of the type is in black. This tells me
that the forger was working in color mode. Finally the Font size of the rubber stamp in box 22 is
larger than the stamp used in box 20. This is unlikely because the same rubber stamp would have
been used by the same registrar to stamp the dates in both places and sign the form in box 21. Since
we have two size letters and numbers, that means these elements were taken from two separate
forms that may have been years apart using different rubber stamps.

* 1571

‘Figure 13. Two different colors, dark green and black.

The same thing is found in form box 20 “Date Accepted by Local Reg.” Figure 14 again shows
that the date has two different colors. The “AUG -8 196™ is in dark green (R=87, G=111, B=87) and
the “1” is in black. Yet again another irrefutable proof this form is a forgery. Form box 17a displays
the same two color image in the word “None”. The “Non” is in dark green.

20. Date Accepted by Local Reg,

l

6. Multiple layers in the PDF file from the White House. | am not the first one to find this fact
and they deserve the credit for discovering it. What they discovered is that when you open up the
PDF file in Adobe Illustrator and you turn on layers, you see a long list of nine different layers that
correspond to different sections of the form, including the signatures on the form. | discovered using
just my Adobe Acrobat 8 Standard that I could also see the different components disappear when |
enlarged the image to just 400% and used the “hand” tool to quickly move around the image. When
[ moved the image fast, the various type components would disappear from the form but the lines
stayed just as I had concluded.

Figure 14. Another example of two colors on the same line.

A Rebuttal to the Discovery of the Multi Layers Found in the PDF File.

The only rebuttal to the nine layers discovered in the PDF file released by the White House was a
statement from a Canadian graphic artists from Quebec by the name of Jean-Claude Tremblay on
April 29. It was reported by Fox News an on their web site at:
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He tries to excuse the multi-layers as merely an artifact of an OCR (Optical Character
Recognition) engine and then saved as a PDF. There are two major reason he is wrong and I know
from his statement he knows nothing about OCR engines and how they work and their file structure.
First of all the Obama PDF certificate was supposed to have come directly from the Health
Departments office. As stated before, the records they have would have absolutely no reason to be
OCRed and if they were asked to give the customer a PDF image it would be from their existing
TIFF image stored in their document imaging program on the server. The program would have done
no OCR processing at that time.

My qualifications on OCR programs are considerable. Our own document imaging program,
TheRepository, has an OCR option from Expervision that is called TypeReader. We integrated
TypeReader into our program but to do this we had to sign a non-disclosure statement with them and
then we got their Took Kit and API. When an OCR program saves a file as a searchable 'DF, the
file contains three main files within it. The first file is an image file, usually a compressed Group4
TIFE. The second file is a ASCII text file and the last file is a matrix file that contains the X and Y
coordinates of all the words in the document. The Starting point for the image file and the matrix e
is usually the upper right-left hand corner of the image measured in pixels. 'he test file and matrix
files would never be seen as separate layers and there is certainly no nine layers. ' he three filus
would be in a PDi “wrapper” and that’s all. All OCR programs work oz Lhe same principle.

Conclusion
The Certificate of Live Birth Obama presented on television on Aril 27, 201! is a forgery.

In witness whereof he has hereto set his hand and seal.

Name of Notary:‘,_—_?ﬂ.i;&g{/__j P *ME&QELUU:{A?,
Tite:  AAsa M RONYE N

I jﬁﬁi@{ Ty AMELRVELLE , a Notary Public of King County and the State of
Washington aforesaid, hereby certify that Douglas B. Vogt personally known to me to be the affiant
in the foregoing affidavit, personally appeared before me this day and having been by me duly
sworn deposes and say that the facts set forth in the above affidavit are true and correct.

Witness my hand and official seal this the 10 %” I\j/{gy, 2011.

="

| Notar lic ¢~
My Commission Expires: % /761[_/20 [\

1glas B \Fogt
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