
 
Blogger jbjd posted a “Copyright Warning and Consumer Alert” couched in legal terminology that seems 
to accuse me and others of stealing her work. She specifically accused me of shoddy research, desire to 
cover up my errors, and developing an unreasonable “conspiracy theory”. I am not a lawyer and don’t 
play one on TV but want to address a few of the things she said. 
 
I’m not really into cat fights and I doubt anybody else is either so in this post I’m going to address the 
attacks on my character just to get it out of the way, and in another post I will address the actual 
research and claims, which is what really matters. 
 

1. First, regarding copyright infringement, on the very page where jbjd gives her warning, her 
sidebar has this (emphasis mine): 

“What does copyright protect? Copyright, a form of intellectual property law, protects original 

works of authorship including literary, dramatic, musical, and artistic works, such as poetry, 
novels, movies, songs, computer software, and architecture. Copyright does not protect facts, 
ideas, systems, or methods of operation, although it may protect the way these things are 
expressed. See Circular 1, Copyright Basics, section "What Works Are Protected."  

When is my work protected? Your work is under copyright protection the moment it is created and 
fixed in a tangible form that it is perceptible either directly or with the aid of a machine or device. 
http://www.copyright.gov/title17/circ92.pdf 

There is no patent on facts, only on the way facts or ideas are expressed. 
 
And it doesn’t make sense to accuse somebody of infringing your copyright while complaining 
that they got your content wrong. If what they said is different than what you said, it’s not a 
copyright infringement. It’s an analysis of the information you brought forward. The source for 
the original information should have been acknowledged and credited, but failure to do so is not 
a copyright infringement. It’s just low-class. 
 
Someone who has put in a lot of time to research should be cited. JB Williams, myself, and jbjd 
have all said different things about the same subject. We have all linked to documents posted or 
acquired by somebody else. Jbjd deserves great credit for bringing up the subject, and her work 
may end up being the most fruitful approach of all. Lord, let it be so! But you can’t copyright an 
issue. Being angry is an understandable response. Making legally-framed  accusations of a crime 
someone didn’t commit isn’t. 

 
2. After I posted regarding the HDP and DNC Certifications I was “bombarded” with two writers 

who pointed out that the research was originally done by jbjd. I thanked them for the heads-up 
and changed my post to link to the specific posts and give jbd credit as the original source of the 
research. It was a cordial exchange and I expressed my respect and thanks for the work done by 
jbjd. 

 
Shortly after that, I received this (suggesting that one of the writers who had responded was jbjd 
herself, since I had received no other communications from jbjd before this – unless jbjd was 
speaking through proxies): 

 

http://jbjd.org/2010/10/12/back-up-birthers/


“butterdezillion: 

 

I am hereby notifying you, you are unlawfully reproducing work stolen from my 

WordPress blog and I want you to immediately cease and desist. 

 

I previously informed you that JB Williams stole work I had produced on the HI 

Certifications of Nomination and reprinted it under his name on CFP.  Yet you 

link to that work on CFP, correctly pointing out I produced the research but 

wrongly claiming CFP "broke the story" based on that research.  No; they stole 

the story containing my research, from my blog.  They even paraphrased the title 

of my article - "RUMORS, LIES, AND UNSUBSTANTIATED FACTS," posted on 

August 9, 2009 into their "The Theory is Now a Conspiracy and Facts Don't Lie," 

posted on September 10, 2009. 

 

Here is the link to my work, which JB Williams stole and reprinted on CFP. 

http://jbjd.org/2009/08/09/rumors-lies-and-unsubstantiated-facts/ 
 

I want you to immediately remove from your WP blog any references that CFP or 

JB Williams is responsible for this work because this is a lie.  They are only 

stealing my copyrighted materials.  And now that I have given you written notice 

these materials were stolen from me, should you not immediately remove any such 

references on your blog that would indicate they are responsible for my work, 

you, too, are committing copyright violation, and I will report your unlawful 

conduct to WordPress.  Obviously, they would have no difficulty viewing the 

evidence that supports my charges. 

 

I also want you to post a disclaimer explaining to your readers that you 

mistakenly credited JB Williams with "breaking" this story.  (You may re-print 

this notice, in total.) As DABIG's several comments on this thread attest, you 

already were alerted to the fact, I had been working on these issues for months 

before the specific article was stolen and re-posted under the byline of the thief. 

 

jbjd 
 

The communication confused me because I had not posted anything from jbjd’s blog. I had 
posted my own analysis of what I had found through my contacts with the Hawaii Elections 
Office, the HDP,  Deputy AG Schulaner, etc, and using sources which were already online.  
Wanting to devote my time to research rather than to turf wars, I did what was demanded. 
 

3. Jbjd seems to accuse me of not researching the South Carolina Democratic Party certification 
issue (that I noted I needed to check out) because I don’t have integrity and “If she corrects her 
work, what does that say about the caliber of her work?” 
 
Four things I want to say about that. First, if anybody has seen my interactions on Free Republic 
they will see that I correct my mistakes when I am convinced I am wrong, and I will check out 
when people say I’ve made a mistake. Because I do that some think I am “cozy with trolls”. 



Darned if you do, darned if you don’t, so you just gotta live by your conscience and values, and 
honesty, diligence, and respect are high on my list of values. 
 
Second, if I was afraid of owning up to a mistake, then why would I have even mentioned that I 
still needed to check that out? 
 
Third, I have 4 kids who need clothes, food, rides, homecoming dresses sewn, etc. as well as 
community and extended family activities, and work a sometimes-very-demanding part-time 
job. In addition, I have been researching and posting on the passport office fiasco, the Soros 
connections, the Lakin court-martial, and various other things that I can’t divulge yet. I am a 
regular poster at Free Republic.  I am a youth counselor at my church and am in the middle of 
writing a service to be led by our youth group, which involves a lot of music, drama, and 
theology. And I have been battling crippling computer viruses (since I commented on this blog 
about the Soros connections I average probably 20-30 attempts to attack my computer each 
day. Between 2 computers I’ve ALMOST got the function of a whole computer, although even 
basic functions require special maneuvering. Sandbagging.)  
 
I’ve posted about these challenges on Free Republic and have several things I’ve told posters I 
would research there as well, but had to plead for more time because of the computer viruses 
and other projects I have to do. At this point I operate on about 5-6 hours of sleep/night. 
 
 I am not purposely avoiding this issue because I’m afraid of it or don’t want to correct myself. 
 
Fourth, unless I got all the information myself I would be accused of copyright infringement 
anyway. I had pointed out that the SCDP was an issue I was aware of but hadn’t researched, and 
in the comments it was made clear that jbjd was researching this. I would hope people who 
wanted to know more would look at jbjd’s work on that; no need to duplicate. I’ve praised her 
work and I would rather that everybody see what she’s found than me dropping other research 
in order to even try to comprehend what she’s already got nailed to the ground. She is the 
expert on this. I’m happy to let her be the expert and to send people her way. (Maybe I should 
add a note directing people there.) 
 
The reason I didn’t just edit my comment was because the legal language used in the “cease and 
desist” letter led me to think that I had better leave documentation of changes as much as 
possible. Things sort of slip into CYA mode when legal threats are bandied about. 
 

4. Jbjd said, “My blog competes with these several sites pre-occupied with self-notoriety…”  
 
My only concern is that the truth be known and we regain the rule of law in this country. I have 
no interest in being in competition with anybody who is furthering that cause. I link to them. I 
give my respect and thanks for their work, as I did with jbjd on my blog. I meant it then and I still 
mean it. I don’t know what this kerfuffle is even about, but something apparently hit a nerve 
somewhere. 
 
 I will describe in another post why I believe that what I have said is accurate (and correcting an 
inaccuracy on the basis of information that supplements what I had), and I will take issue with 
some of what jbjd said. That doesn’t mean that I devalue her work or care if anybody even 
knows my work. I have told media personnel and people on this blog that anything I’ve got here 



is theirs to use freely, as long as they are accurate with it. I’ve begged people to get the word 
out however they can. That is my only concern.  
 
And that is why these attacks on me bother me: friendly fire helps nobody but the enemy. If we 
are all standing for the rule of law, there is no need to fight each other. Jbjd is doing a 
tremendous job in an extremely critical area. Her work stands in its own right. There is no need 
for either one of us to attack the other’s integrity or personal character, even when we reach 
different conclusions. 
 
I will continue to respect jbjd’s work. I thank her for the new information that can supplement 
what I’ve got. I’m glad she has corrected some of the inaccuracies regarding the state laws and 
what the legal statements mean. I wish her every success, both personally and in her efforts to 
see the rule of law enforced in the state electoral processes – as I said before, a critical area. 
 
 


