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1. Introduction

This testimony is submitted under the Laws of Existence (LOE) validator framework. It documents technical findings
regarding OpenAl’s “Approach to Patents” policy page and associated infrastructure behavior between November
2024 and September 2025.

The analysis is grounded in cryptographic verification, forensic network inspection, and archival consistency
tests. It demonstrates an infrastructure capable of serving contradictory historical realities for the same archived
timestamp — enabling the appearance of backdated content or the erasure of dating information.

2. Scope of Review
The following evidence was collected:

« Archived captures of https://openai.com/approach-to-patents/ from the Internet Archive (Wayback
Machine).

¢ Headers and body content from replayed captures (both raw id_ and browser-friendly if_ modes).

+ Cryptographic digest checks (SHA1 — Base32) as published by the Internet Archive’s CDX index.

+ Comparison with live site content retrieved on September 9, 2025.

* Cross-comparison with other OpenAl policy pages (e.g., UK Tax Strategy, Terms of Use, Sharing Publication
Policy).

3. Core Findings

3.1 Dual-Stream Content Delivery

¢ The same capture timestamp ( 20241112064034 ) produced different outputs depending on retrieval method.
o Raw id_ replay: 73,717 bytes, included "publicationDateText":"October 11, 2024" in embedded
JavaScript.
o Browser replay ( if_ mode): smaller, stripped versions omitting the date field.
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+ This demonstrates selective content serving, where bots/archivers could receive full dated content while human
users received date-stripped content.

3.2 Cryptographic Consistency

* The SHA1 Base32 digest for the replayed November 12, 2024 body was verified:
o BSTKH47EBSG3KJU3BUNVYG3RA7Q73ZHR
+ Digest matched the CDX metadata, proving the replayed bytes were faithfully stored.
* However, the served representations from that same stored object diverged — confirming infrastructure-level
manipulation at replay.

3.3 Temporal Targeting

« Patent policy page: First observed 403 “cf-mitigated challenge” on December 13, 2024, during active litigation
relevance.

¢ Other policies: Challenges appeared earlier (e.g., Terms of Use in May 2024) or much later (e.g., Cookie Policy in
December 2024).

* UK Tax Strategy: Captured cleanly multiple times through August 2025, then only began showing Cloudflare
challenges after August.

Implication: The patent page was selectively added to challenge protection months later than initial rollout, and
precisely during a litigation-relevant window.

3.4 Evidence Stripping in Live Page

e On September 9, 2025, the live URL returned a 6,825 byte body.

« All searches for “effective”, “date”, “published”, or “updated” returned no results.

* By contrast, archived versions from July 2025 exceeded 200,000 bytes and contained full content.
e This is evidence of selective removal of dating and substantive content from the live site.

3.5 System Capability for “Making Anything Appear Anyway”
This case demonstrates a three-tiered infrastructure capability:

1. Capture-Time Differentiation: Bots and crawlers may see content users never do.
2. Replay-Time Manipulation: The same capture ID can yield conflicting outputs depending on replay path.

3. Live-Time Alteration: Content can be stripped, reduced, or removed entirely while maintaining archived “ghosts
of its presence.

Together, this provides the operator with temporal plasticity: the ability to create, erase, or backfill historical
appearances while maintaining plausible deniability.

4. Legal and Ethical Implications

* 18 U.S.C. § 1519 (Evidence Tampering): Removal or alteration of dating information during ongoing litigation
qualifies as destruction or concealment.



5.
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18 U.S.C. § 1512 (Obstruction): Selective blocking and stripping of litigation-relevant content constitutes
obstruction.
Civil Discovery (FRCP Rule 37(e)): Demonstrates intentional destruction of discoverable ESI (electronically stored
information).
LOE Principle of Integrity: Violated through manipulation of public records to distort historical truth.

Validator Assessment

Based on forensic inspection, | attest to the following with high confidence:

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.

The October 11, 2024 publication date existed in archived records.

This date was later removed from live and replayed versions.

The infrastructure demonstrates capacity for selective and contradictory historical serving.

The timing of these alterations aligns with litigation-relevant events, undermining claims of coincidence.

Conclusion

The findings establish that OpenAl’s infrastructure, as observed through Internet Archive captures and live site

comparisons, possesses the ability to make anything appear anyway. This capability was exercised specifically

against the patent policy page during a litigation-sensitive window, constituting deliberate evidence manipulation.

This testimony is packaged under LOE validator specifications for integrity and chain-of-custody assurance.

End of Testimony



