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Prepared by Matthew David Guertin, Pro Se Defendant

Case Reference State of Minnesota v. Guertin | 27-CR-23-1886

Federal Case Guertin v. Walz | 0:25-cv-02670-PAM-DLM | Doc. 61

Court Fourth Judicial District Court, Hennepin County

Report Date March 2026

Source Document Exhibit EML-A (215 pages, Filed July 12, 2025)

Email Corpus 41 digitally authenticated .eml files | 10 attachments

Date Span October 16, 2024 – June 27, 2025 (254 days)

Database PostgreSQL (Supabase) — MCRO forensic schema

Reproducibility All DB findings query-reproducible. All .eml files SHA-256 hashed and 
OTS timestamped.
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IMPORTANT DISCLAIMER
This report presents an objective forensic authentication and inventory of Exhibit EML-A, a 
215-page federal court filing containing 41 digitally authenticated email communications. All 
email data is derived directly from the exhibit PDF as filed in Guertin v. Walz (0:25-cv-02670-
PAM-DLM, Doc. 61, Filed July 12, 2025). All docket event data is freshly queried from the 
MCRO forensic database.

This report does not assert conclusions about fraud, intent, motive, or the merits of any 
factual claims made within the emails. Factual claims identified in the email corpus are 
cataloged for future verification (Part 2) but are not independently verified in this report. 
Communication patterns are presented quantitatively without characterization of motive.

Each .eml source file is identified by its SHA-256 cryptographic hash and bears an 
OpenTimestamps (OTS) Bitcoin blockchain timestamp marker, as noted in the exhibit. These 
markers provide an independent chain of authentication separate from the PACER filing system.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 2
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
• 41 email communications authenticated via SHA-256 hashing and OTS blockchain 
timestamping, spanning 254 days (October 16, 2024 – June 27, 2025)

• 10 email attachments inventoried with individual SHA-256 hashes, comprising 9 unique files 
(one Vail Place letter appears twice)

• 51 total SHA-256 hashes documented across the corpus (41 emails + 10 attachment entries)

• 11 distinct email threads identified, organized chronologically from initial contact through final 
communication

• Guertin authored 28 of 41 emails (68.3%); Carpenter authored 11 (26.8%); Van Guilder 
authored 1 (2.4%); Cranbrook authored 1 (2.4%)

• 246 total docket events for case 27-CR-23-1886, with 29 Rule 20-related events, confirmed 
from the MCRO database spanning January 2023 through December 2025

• 104 days elapsed between the Cranbrook Rule 20.01 filing (December 20, 2024) and the 
competency restoration order (April 3, 2025)

• Carpenter’s email domain transitions from raissa.carpenter@hennepin.us (Emails 1–34) to 
Raissa.Carpenter@pubdef.state.mn.us (Emails 40–41), with contact signature showing 
raissa.carpenter@mnpd.us

• Over 60 verifiable factual claims cataloged for independent verification in Part 2, spanning 
categories including discovery fraud, metadata authorship, patent IP, bodycam discovery, and 
competency process

Corpus Overview
Metric Value

Total .eml files authenticated 41

Total attachments inventoried 10 (9 unique SHA-256 hashes)

Total SHA-256 hashes documented 51

Date span of email chain Oct 16, 2024 – Jun 27, 2025 (254 days)

Email threads 11

Emails from Guertin 28 (68.3%)

Emails from Carpenter 11 (26.8%)

Emails from Van Guilder 1 (2.4%)

Emails from Cranbrook 1 (2.4%)

Docket events (27-CR-23-1886) 246 total | 29 Rule 20-related

Case status (live DB) Open

Defense attorneys (active) Raissa Carpenter (lead), Emmett Donnelly

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 3
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Defense attorneys (inactive) Bruce Rivers

MCRO PDFs for 27-CR-23-1886 138 (from children table)

Verifiable claims cataloged 60+

Exhibit filed in Guertin v. Walz, 0:25-cv-02670-PAM-DLM, 
Doc. 61

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 4



MCRO | EXHIBIT EML-A — AUTHENTICATION REGISTRY & NARRATIVE TIMELINE (PART 1 OF 3)

METHODS

Source Document
The primary source document is Exhibit EML-A, a 215-page PDF filed as Document 61 in 
Guertin v. Walz (0:25-cv-02670-PAM-DLM) on July 12, 2025. The PDF was produced by 
PyPDF2 and subsequently modified by the PACER system using iText® Core 7.2.3 
(Administrative Office of the United States Courts). The modification date is July 12, 2025 at 
23:35:52 UTC. Each page bears the standard PACER stamp format.

Email Extraction Methodology
Full text was extracted from the exhibit PDF using pdftotext with layout preservation. Each email 
was identified by its structured header block containing: subject line, sender/recipient 
addresses, SHA-256 hash of the .eml source file, page count, and authentication markers (OTS 
timestamp and metadata indicators). All 41 emails were verified to contain both the OTS 
timestamp marker and metadata marker in their header blocks.

Database Cross-Reference
Docket event data was queried from the MCRO forensic database (PostgreSQL/Supabase, 
project ibfmjtwahkwqzcmeyqii) using SELECT-only queries against the following tables: 
parents_case_events (docket events), parents_case_events_judicial_officers (judicial officers), 
parents_case_events_examiners (examiner names), parents_attorneys_defense_active and 
parents_attorneys_defense_inactive (defense counsel records), children (PDF documents), 
case_registry (case identity), and parents (case-level data). All queries are reproduced in 
Appendix A.

Authentication Chain
Each .eml file in the exhibit follows a three-layer authentication chain: (1) the .eml file itself, 
identified by its SHA-256 cryptographic hash; (2) an OpenTimestamps (OTS) Bitcoin blockchain 
timestamp anchoring the hash to a specific point in time; and (3) the PACER filing system, 
which stamps the exhibit with the federal court’s filing date and case number. This three-layer 
approach provides independent, verifiable provenance for each email communication.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 5
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FINDINGS

Finding 1: Exhibit-Level Authentication

Background
Before analyzing individual emails, it is necessary to establish the provenance of the exhibit 
itself as a legitimate federal court filing. The exhibit PDF’s metadata and page stamping provide 
the basis for this authentication.

Findings
Property Value

Federal Case Guertin v. Walz, 0:25-cv-02670-PAM-DLM

Document Number 61

Filed Date July 12, 2025

Total Pages 215

PDF Producer PyPDF2; modified using iText® Core 7.2.3 — Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts

Modification Date Sat Jul 12, 2025 23:35:52 UTC

Page Stamp Format CASE 0:25-cv-02670-PAM-DLM | Doc. 61 | Filed 07/12/25 | Page X of 215

Internal Page Format EXHIBIT EML-A | p. X

Table of Contents 4 pages (i–iv), listing all 41 emails and 10 attachments

Significance
The PDF producer string “PyPDF2; modified using iText® Core 7.2.3 — Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts” is the standard signature applied by the PACER/CM-ECF system 
when it stamps and processes documents uploaded to the federal court filing system. This 
confirms the exhibit was processed through the official federal court document management 
system. The modification date of July 12, 2025 is consistent with the filing date shown on each 
page stamp.

Connecting Context
This exhibit was filed in a federal civil rights action (42 U.S.C. § 1983) brought by Guertin 
against multiple defendants including judicial officers, defense counsel, and state officials. The 
exhibit’s contents — email communications between a criminal defendant and his court-
appointed defense counsel — serve as the primary evidence for claims related to defense 
counsel conduct, discovery access, and competency proceedings in the underlying state 
criminal case 27-CR-23-1886.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 6
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Finding 2: Complete .eml Authentication Registry

Background
The exhibit contains 41 email communications organized into 11 threads. Each email page 
includes a structured header block containing the sender address, recipient address, SHA-256 
hash of the original .eml file, page number, and markers indicating the presence of OTS 
timestamp and metadata files. This finding inventories all 41 emails with their cryptographic 
identifiers.

Findings
All 41 emails were successfully extracted and verified. Every email contains both the OTS 
timestamp marker and the metadata marker in its header block. The complete registry is 
presented in Appendix B. A summary by thread is shown below:

# Thread Subject Date Range Emails Att. Pages
1 Initial Contact Oct 16, 2024 1 0 2

2 Court Case / Court Evaluation Nov 15 – Dec 6, 2024 6 1 18

3 Case Background + Attachments Dec 10, 2024 1 2 1

4 Next Steps on Court Case Dec 12, 2024 1 0 1

5 Rule 20.01 Exam Report Dec 23 – Dec 31, 2024 7 2 24

6 Jan 7th Court Date / Judge 
Recusal

Jan 3 – Jan 9, 2025 9 1 15

7 Upcoming Court Dates and 
Appointment

Jan 10 – Feb 11, 2025 9 1 39

8 Discovery Fraud Analysis 
Complete

Feb 20–21, 2025 2 1 3

9 Additional Discovery Request Feb 24 – Mar 3, 2025 3 0 4

10 Competency Order Apr 3, 2025 1 1 1

11 Next Court Date Jun 27, 2025 1 1 1

Significance
All 41 emails are individually authenticated via SHA-256 hashing with OTS blockchain 
timestamping. The complete cryptographic chain provides verifiable provenance independent of 
any party’s assertions. The thread structure reveals a communication pattern concentrated in 
two periods: an initial intensive exchange (December 2024 – February 2025, Threads 2–9, 
comprising 38 of 41 emails) followed by two isolated communications in April and June 2025.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 7
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Finding 3: Complete Attachment Inventory

Background
Ten email attachments are included within the exhibit, each with its own SHA-256 hash and 
OTS timestamp marker. These attachments include court orders, psychological evaluation 
reports, legal analyses, and discovery-related documents.

Findings
Ref Attachment Filename Email Date Description

3-1 Nov-8th-Expiration-of-Stayed-Order-of-
Civil-Commitment.pdf

Dec 2, 2024 Vail Place letter re: civil commitment 
expiration

8-1 A23-0863__MN-SUPREME-COURT-
Petition-Further-Review.pdf

Dec 10, 2024 MN Supreme Court petition for further 
review

8-2 Letter-from-Vail-Place-Nov-8th-
Expiration.pdf

Dec 10, 2024 Same Vail Place letter (re-sent)

11-1 20.01 Update - Cranbrook 12.20.24.pdf Dec 30, 2024 Cranbrook Rule 20.01 evaluation (Dec 
20, 2024)

13-1 Rule 2001 Competency Proceedings.pdf Dec 30, 2024 Rule 20.01 competency proceedings 
reference

18-1 27-CR-23-1886 - Order to Recuse.pdf Jan 3, 2025 Judicial recusal order

32-1 ChatGPT-o3 Analysis-of-Guertins-Rule-
20-Exam-Reports.pdf

Feb 11, 2025 AI analysis of Rule 20 exam reports

36-1 Discovery-Fraud_Brief-Introduction-of-
Facts.pdf

Feb 21, 2025 Discovery fraud introduction brief

40-1 Order-Other_04-03-2025_1327.pdf Apr 3, 2025 Competency restoration order (Judge 
Koch)

41-1 R20 Progress Report (1).pdf Jun 27, 2025 June 2025 Rule 20.01 progress report

Significance
The attachment inventory includes three categories of documents with particular forensic 
relevance: (1) the Cranbrook Rule 20.01 evaluation report (Attachment 11-1), which is one of 
the three reports claimed to share identical metadata authorship; (2) the competency restoration 
order from Judge Koch (Attachment 40-1), which is the first MSIP-labeled document identified in 
the MCRO forensic database; and (3) the June 2025 Rule 20.01 progress report (Attachment 
41-1), which the docket text claims shares the same XMP Toolkit string as the prior two reports. 
Independent verification of these claims is deferred to Part 2.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 8
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Finding 4: Thread-by-Thread Narrative Timeline

Background
The 41 emails organize into 11 distinct threads spanning 254 days. The following narrative 
summarizes the substantive content of each thread, noting key factual claims, evidence links, 
and response patterns. Guertin’s tone, Carpenter’s engagement level, and the relationship to 
docket events are presented factually.

Thread 1: Initial Contact (Oct 16, 2024) — 1 email
Guertin’s first communication to Carpenter following their in-person meeting. He immediately 
identifies the central issue that will dominate the correspondence: fraudulent discovery 
materials. He states he replied to the Rule 20 scheduling email declining to participate until he 
could meet with new defense counsel. He provides four CourtListener URLs linking to federal 
court filings in a prior civil rights case (0:24-cv-02646) that he asserts document the discovery 
fraud. He claims that a new discovery demand will prove the fraud, and characterizes the 
involvement of the court, state, and former defense counsel (Bruce Rivers) as a conspiracy. He 
signs as “Inventor / Founder / CEO, InfiniSet, Inc.” with reference to US Patent 11,577,177.

Docket context: On October 1, 2024 (15 days prior), Judge Koch granted public defender 
appointment and held a hearing. On October 15, 2024 (1 day prior), Judge Askalani ordered a 
third Rule 20.01 evaluation and appointed a forensic navigator.

Thread 2: Court Case / Court Evaluation (Nov 15 – Dec 6, 2024) — 6 emails
Carpenter initiates (Email 2) with a brief message about the court case. Guertin responds (Email 
3) to Dr. Cranbrook directly, providing the Vail Place civil commitment expiration letter as an 
attachment and discussing his case background in detail. This thread involves three 
participants: Guertin, Carpenter, and Dr. Katheryn Cranbrook (the Rule 20 evaluator). The 
exchange includes Cranbrook communicating directly with both Guertin and Carpenter about 
the evaluation process. Guertin engages substantively with the evaluation while asserting the 
broader context of his case.

Thread 3: Case Background + Attachments (Dec 10, 2024) — 1 email
Guertin sends Carpenter two attachments: the MN Supreme Court petition for further review 
(A23-0863, related to his felony charges) and the Vail Place civil commitment letter. He 
discusses concerns about Judge Mercurio and Judge Quam, states he was never supposed to 
be granted a stayed order of civil commitment, and provides links to his prior federal filings and 
a Substack-hosted document containing the first psychological evaluation and related 
communications.

Thread 4: Next Steps on Court Case (Dec 12, 2024) — 1 email
Carpenter’s most substantive email in the corpus. She explains the competency restoration 
framework: the case is “on pause” due to the prior incompetency finding; the only path forward 
is a new competency finding; the law presumes incompetency and the defense bears the 
burden of proving competency. She identifies Dr. Cranbrook as the evaluator and offers to be 

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 9
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present during the evaluation. This email demonstrates engagement with the legal process 
while not addressing Guertin’s discovery fraud claims.

Thread 5: Rule 20.01 Exam Report (Dec 23 – Dec 31, 2024) — 7 emails
The most substantive thread in the corpus. Guertin requests a copy of the Cranbrook report 
(Email 10). Carpenter provides it the following week (Email 11, with attachment 11-1). Guertin 
responds with a detailed 6-page analysis (Email 12). The thread continues with Carpenter filing 
a formal objection to the competency report (docket event December 30, 2024, filed by Raissa 
Carpenter). Emails 15–16 are forwarded by Carpenter to other parties, indicating she is 
coordinating with colleagues on the contested competency hearing. This thread spans 9 days 
and contains 7 emails with 2 attachments, making it the second-densest thread by content.

Docket context: The Cranbrook Rule 20.01 report was filed on December 20, 2024. On 
December 23, Guertin filed a motion for judicial notice. On December 30, Carpenter filed an 
objection to the competency report, and Guertin filed an additional motion.

Thread 6: January 7th Court Date / Judge Recusal (Jan 3 – Jan 9, 2025) — 9 
emails
Guertin raises the judge recusal issue and the upcoming January 7 hearing. Carpenter 
responds with the recusal order (Attachment 18-1). The thread contains a rapid exchange on 
January 6 (4 emails within approximately 25 minutes, Emails 19–22), followed by Guertin’s 3-
page email on January 7 (day of the hearing) and a 4-page email the next day. Carpenter’s final 
response in the thread (Email 25) comes on January 9.

Thread 7: Upcoming Court Dates and Appointment (Jan 10 – Feb 11, 2025) — 9 
emails
The longest thread by email count (tied with Thread 6 at 9 emails) and the largest by total 
pages. Carpenter initiates (Email 26) regarding upcoming court dates. The thread spans over a 
month, with a 22-day gap between Emails 28 (Jan 15) and 29 (Feb 6). The most significant 
content arrives in Emails 32–34, a rapid-fire sequence on February 11 (4:56 AM, 7:02 AM, 7:11 
AM). Email 32 includes the ChatGPT-o3 analysis of Guertin’s Rule 20 exam reports as an 
attachment (32-1, spanning 63 pages of the exhibit). Email 34 contains 9 pages of detailed 
patent analysis comparing InfiniSet’s US 11,577,177 with Netflix’s US 11,810,254.

Docket context: On January 14, 2025, Carpenter filed a Demand for Preservation and 
Disclosure of Evidence. On January 30–31, hearing notices and case reassignment to Judge 
Sarah Hudleston were filed.

Thread 8: Discovery Fraud Analysis Complete (Feb 20–21, 2025) — 2 emails
Guertin’s most urgent communication. Email 35 bears the subject line containing “URGENT 
Action is Required” and presents what Guertin characterizes as a completed forensic analysis of 
discovery fraud. He provides Storj-hosted PDF links to his evidence and lists specific “key points 
of urgency,” including requests for a continuance, demands for video discovery, and 
constitutional rights implications. Email 36 follows the next day with a corrected version of the 
Discovery Fraud Brief (Attachment 36-1), noting a missing page in the original. No response 
from Carpenter appears in the exhibit for this thread.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 10
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Thread 9: Additional Discovery Request (Feb 24 – Mar 3, 2025) — 3 emails
This thread involves a different recipient: JoAnne Van Guilder (Paralegal, Hennepin County 
Public Defender’s Office). Guertin requests video discovery materials (Email 37). Van Guilder 
responds (Email 38) stating she excluded all videos because “they are all body cams and squad 
videos.” Guertin responds (Email 39) with legal analysis citing MN Statute §13.825(Subd. 4(b)), 
arguing he has a statutory right to the bodycam and squad footage under Minnesota’s body 
camera data law, Rule 9 discovery obligations, and Brady material requirements. This thread is 
the origin of the bodycam footage suppression claim referenced in the federal filing’s docket 
text.

Thread 10: Competency Order (Apr 3, 2025) — 1 email
Carpenter’s first email from her new domain (Raissa.Carpenter@pubdef.state.mn.us), notifying 
Guertin that Judge Koch issued an order finding him competent to proceed. The attached order 
(40-1) is the document the MCRO forensic database identifies as the first MSIP-labeled 
document in the corpus, with metadata__msip__msip_label_name_primary = ‘High’ and the 
Tyler Technologies deprecated RSA-1024 signature. Carpenter’s contact signature now shows 
raissa.carpenter@mnpd.us.

Docket context: April 3, 2025: Judge Koch issues “Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and 
Order Regarding Defendant’s Competency to Proceed” (event_index 104) and “Found 
Competent” (event_index 105).

Thread 11: Next Court Date (Jun 27, 2025) — 1 email
The final email in the corpus. Carpenter informs Guertin that Psychological Services needs 
more time to complete an updated competency evaluation and asks whether he objects to 
pushing back his court date. She attaches the Rule 20 Progress Report (41-1). This email 
comes 85 days after the competency restoration and 59 days after a fourth Rule 20.01 
evaluation was ordered by Judge Hudleston on April 29, 2025. The attached progress report is 
the document the federal filing’s docket text claims shares the same XMP Toolkit string as the 
prior two Rule 20.01 reports.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 11
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Finding 5: Docket Event Cross-Reference

Background
The MCRO forensic database contains 246 docket events for case 27-CR-23-1886, spanning 
January 24, 2023 through December 2, 2025. This finding aligns the email communication dates 
with key docket events during the exhibit’s time window (September 2024 – July 2025) and 
across the full Rule 20 history. All data is freshly queried from the live database (see Appendix 
A1–A3).

Findings
The following table presents the Rule 20 chronology for case 27-CR-23-1886 as recorded in the 
MCRO database, highlighting events that correspond to email communications in the exhibit:

Date Docket Event Officer/Examiner Email Cross-Ref
Jan 25, 2023 Order-Evaluation for Competency 

(Rule 20.01)
Referee Norris

Mar 10, 2023 1st Rule 20 Evaluation Report Dr. Jill Rogstad

Jul 13, 2023 Finding of Incompetency and Order Referee Borer / 
Judge Browne

Nov 15, 2023 2nd Order-Evaluation (Rule 20.01) Judge Dayton Klein

Jan 11, 2024 2nd Rule 20 Evaluation Report Dr. Adam Milz

Jan 17, 2024 2nd Finding of Incompetency and 
Order

Referee Mercurio / 
Judge Klein

May 9, 2024 3rd Order-Evaluation (Rule 20.01) Judge Dayton Klein

Oct 15, 2024 3rd Order-Evaluation (Rule 20.01) Judge Askalani ← Email 1: Oct 16

Dec 8, 2024 Notice of Forensic Navigator 
Assignment

Threads 2–4 active

Dec 20, 2024 3rd Rule 20 Evaluation Report Dr. Katheryn 
Cranbrook

Thread 5 begins Dec 23

Dec 30, 2024 Objection to Competency Report Raissa Carpenter Thread 5 active

Jan 14, 2025 Demand for Discovery Raissa Carpenter Thread 6–7 active

Jan 31, 2025 Case Reassignment to Judge 
Hudleston

Thread 7 active

Mar 5, 2025 Contested Competency Hearing Judge Koch After Thread 9

Apr 3, 2025 Found Competent / Order Judge Koch ← Email 40: Apr 3

Apr 29, 2025 4th Order-Evaluation (Rule 20.01) Judge Hudleston Post-exhibit

Jun 23, 2025 Rule 20 Progress Report Unknown ← Email 41: Jun 27

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 12
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Significance
The docket record confirms four separate Rule 20.01 evaluation orders for this single case, 
involving three different evaluators (Rogstad, Milz, Cranbrook) and a fourth evaluation ordered 
after the competency restoration. The exhibit’s email chain covers the period surrounding the 
third evaluation (Cranbrook, December 2024) through the competency restoration (Koch, April 
2025). The database confirms Carpenter filed both an objection to the competency report 
(December 30, 2024) and a discovery demand (January 14, 2025), corroborating actions 
referenced in the emails.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 13
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Finding 6: Defense Counsel Communication Pattern

Background
This finding quantifies the communication dynamics between Guertin and Carpenter/the public 
defender’s office as documented in the exhibit.

Findings
Metric Value

Emails sent by Guertin 28 (68.3%)

Emails sent by Carpenter 11 (26.8%)

Emails sent by Van Guilder 1 (2.4%)

Emails sent by Cranbrook 1 (2.4%)

Total pages authored by Guertin ~65

Total pages authored by Carpenter ~23

Carpenter email domains used raissa.carpenter@hennepin.us (Emails 2–31), 
Raissa.Carpenter@pubdef.state.mn.us (Emails 40–41)

Carpenter’s contact sig domain raissa.carpenter@mnpd.us (from Email 40)

Threads with no Carpenter response Thread 8 (Discovery Fraud), Thread 3 (Case Background)

Longest gap in Carpenter replies ~53 days (Email 31: Feb 11 → Email 40: Apr 3)

Carpenter-initiated threads 3 (Threads 2, 4, 7)

Guertin-initiated threads 7 (Threads 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11 via Carpenter forwarding)

Significance
The communication ratio (28:11 Guertin:Carpenter) reflects Guertin’s active engagement with 
his defense and Carpenter’s more restrained response pattern. The 53-day gap between 
Carpenter’s last email in the intensive exchange period (February 11) and her next 
communication (April 3, delivering the competency order) spans the period during which 
Guertin’s discovery fraud analysis (Thread 8) went without a documented email response. The 
email domain transitions (hennepin.us to pubdef.state.mn.us to mnpd.us) suggest 
organizational changes in the public defender’s office infrastructure during this period.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 14
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Finding 7: Initial Factual Claims Registry

Background
Guertin makes numerous verifiable factual claims across the 41 emails. This finding catalogs 
these claims by category for independent verification in Part 2. All claims are listed in their 
PENDING verification state. The complete registry is in Appendix D.

Findings
Over 60 distinct factual claims were identified. The distribution by category is:

Category Count Description
DISCOVERY_FRAUD 15+ Claims about cropped/manipulated photographs, missing 

originals, Aug 2023 delivery of fraudulent materials

METADATA_AUTHORSHIP 5+ Claims about shared ‘Anne Hines’ metadata, identical XMP 
Toolkit strings across Rule 20 reports

PATENT_IP 8+ Claims about US 11,577,177, Netflix US 11,810,254, prior art 
overlap

BODYCAM_DISCOVERY 5+ Claims about statutory right to bodycam/squad video under MN 
§13.825, Rule 9, Brady

COMPETENCY_PROCESS 10+ Claims about improper Rule 20 proceedings, forced 
evaluations, labeling forensic claims as delusions

CIVIL_COMMITMENT 4+ References to stayed civil commitment, Vail Place, expiration of 
commitment order

LEGAL_PROCEDURE 8+ Claims about judge recusal, case reassignment, docket 
anomalies, motion handling

JUDICIAL_CONDUCT 5+ Claims about specific judicial officers’ actions and conflicts

OTHER 3+ Miscellaneous verifiable assertions

Significance
The claims registry reveals that Guertin’s communications are heavily evidence-linked: he 
consistently provides URLs to federal court filings, Storj-hosted documents, and publicly 
accessible records. Many claims in the DISCOVERY_FRAUD and METADATA_AUTHORSHIP 
categories are directly verifiable against the MCRO forensic database. The 
BODYCAM_DISCOVERY claims cite specific Minnesota statutory provisions that can be 
independently evaluated. All claims remain PENDING and will be addressed in Part 2.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 15
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KEY METRICS
254 Days spanned by the email chain (Oct 16, 2024 – Jun 27, 2025)

41 Emails authenticated with SHA-256 + OTS blockchain timestamps

51 Total SHA-256 hashes documented (41 emails + 10 attachments)

104 Days between Cranbrook R20.01 filing (Dec 20, 2024) and competency restoration (Apr 3, 
2025)

4 Separate Rule 20.01 evaluation orders for a single defendant (DB-confirmed)

246 Total docket events for case 27-CR-23-1886 (DB: Jan 2023 – Dec 2025)

29 Rule 20-related docket events (DB-confirmed)

53 Days of email silence between Carpenter’s last intensive-period email and the competency 
order

28:11 Guertin-to-Carpenter email ratio

0 Carpenter email responses to Thread 8 (Discovery Fraud — “URGENT Action Required”)

60+ Verifiable factual claims cataloged (all PENDING)

3 Email domains used by Carpenter across the chain

138 MCRO PDFs in the forensic database for case 27-CR-23-1886

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 16
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LIMITATIONS & ALTERNATIVE EXPLANATIONS
This report inventories and authenticates the exhibit’s contents but does not independently 
verify the factual claims made within the emails. Specific limitations include:

• Email content is taken from the exhibit as filed in federal court. The underlying .eml files were 
not independently obtained or verified for this report; their authentication relies on the SHA-256 
hashes and OTS timestamps as presented in the exhibit.

• The exhibit presents only one side of certain communications. Carpenter’s emails to parties 
other than Guertin, internal public defender communications, and verbal communications are 
not captured.

• Response time analysis is limited to emails appearing in the exhibit. Carpenter may have 
communicated with Guertin via phone, in-person meetings, or other channels not documented 
here.

• The 53-day gap in Carpenter’s emails may reflect communication through other channels, the 
pendency of the March 5 competency hearing, or other factors not visible in this email corpus.

• The MCRO database cross-reference is limited to events that were scraped from the public 
MCRO system. Sealed or restricted docket entries may not appear.

• Factual claims are cataloged as stated by Guertin. Their accuracy is not assessed in this 
report and will be addressed in Part 2.

• Attachment contents were reviewed at a summary level. Detailed forensic analysis of 
attachment metadata (including the XMP Toolkit claims) is deferred to Parts 2 and 3.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 17
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR INDEPENDENT VERIFICATION
• Obtain the original .eml files and verify their SHA-256 hashes against those documented in the 
exhibit. The exhibit references embedded .eml source files and OTS timestamp files that should 
be independently accessible.

• Verify the OTS blockchain timestamps by downloading the .ots files and running them against 
the Bitcoin blockchain using the opentimestamps library or ots-cli tool.

• Cross-reference the Cranbrook Rule 20.01 report (Attachment 11-1) metadata against the 
MCRO database’s children table entries to verify or refute the shared ‘Anne Hines’ authorship 
claim (Part 2 scope).

• Review the Van Guilder email (Email 38) against Minnesota Statute §13.825(Subd. 4(b)) to 
assess the legal validity of Guertin’s bodycam discovery claim.

• Obtain the competency restoration order (Attachment 40-1) and verify the MSIP metadata 
fields against the MCRO database’s children table entry for evidence_uid evidence:27-cr-23-
1886:6e296082826a09d2.

• All database queries used in this report are reproduced in Appendix A and can be executed 
against the MCRO forensic database for independent verification.

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 18
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APPENDIX A: REPRODUCIBLE SQL QUERIES

A1 — Case Overview
SELECT cr.case_uid, cr.case_id, cr.defendant_name, cr.cluster_id, cr.cluster_name,
       p.case_status, p.case_type
FROM case_registry cr
LEFT JOIN parents p ON cr.case_uid = p.case_uid
WHERE cr.case_uid = 'case:27-cr-23-1886';

A2 — Docket Events (Sep 2024 – Jul 2025)
SELECT event_index, event_json__date, event_name, event_name_pretty,
       event_json__judicial_officer, event_json__filing_party_name
FROM parents_case_events
WHERE case_uid = 'case:27-cr-23-1886'
  AND event_json__date BETWEEN '2024-09-01' AND '2025-07-31'
ORDER BY event_json__date, event_index;

A3 — Rule 20 Events (Full History)
SELECT event_index, event_json__date, event_name, event_name_pretty,
       event_json__judicial_officer, event_json__filing_party_name, 
event_json__examiners
FROM parents_case_events
WHERE case_uid = 'case:27-cr-23-1886'
  AND event_name ~* '(rule.?20|incompeten|competenc|found.?incomp|forensic.?nav|
progress.?report)'
ORDER BY event_json__date, event_index;

A4 — Defense Attorneys
-- Active
SELECT attorney_json__attorney_norm, attorney_json__is_lead
FROM parents_attorneys_defense_active
WHERE case_uid = 'case:27-cr-23-1886';

-- Inactive
SELECT attorney_json__attorney_norm, attorney_json__attorney_raw
FROM parents_attorneys_defense_inactive
WHERE case_uid = 'case:27-cr-23-1886';

A5 — PDF Documents for 27-CR-23-1886
SELECT evidence_uid, filename, filing_date, filing_type,
       metadata__xmp_creator_tool, metadata__msip__has_msip_flag
FROM children
WHERE case_uid = 'case:27-cr-23-1886'
ORDER BY filing_date;

Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com     Page 19
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APPENDIX B: COMPLETE .eml AUTHENTICATION REGISTRY
The following table lists all 41 email communications with their SHA-256 hashes. All emails 
contain OTS timestamp and metadata markers.

# Date (UTC) From To Pg SHA-256 (first 32 chars)
1 Oct 16, 2024 19:07 Guertin Carpenter 2 327cc0502392269fa46cbf82d8f0d46b...

2 Nov 15, 2024 22:39 Carpenter Guertin 1 0c505c7a3a79fecf041a7bbfcc327bbb...

3 Dec 2, 2024 22:16 Guertin Cranbrook 3 8f9c543295b884c97b15800b7514cc0f...

4 Dec 2, 2024 23:39 Guertin Cranbrook 1 6c5ec0738708c742d1b142cb669d8bc6...

5 Dec 5, 2024 14:39 Cranbrook Guertin 4 a436fe9c1bcd3a34789c4069dcf14362...

6 Dec 5, 2024 00:38 Carpenter Cranbrook 4 73d53c6f65ae0bb2672299adc798e159...

7 Dec 6, 2024 14:59 Cranbrook Carpenter 5 68cede0cf5f29165c42b2fe2c8d1fb6f...

8 Dec 10, 2024 09:19 Guertin Carpenter 1 f422b34e7091622de5ae3d29fbf139f7...

9 Dec 12, 2024 15:35 Carpenter Guertin 1 56f67550a6b2cdff3d7b31f09498620a...

10 Dec 23, 2024 22:59 Guertin Carpenter 1 ee7c9e661c35c3efb2800f8fe5f51132...

11 Dec 30, 2024 12:49 Carpenter Guertin 1 909025a8cf656a5644e518cfe592c7f7...

12 Dec 30, 2024 20:19 Guertin Carpenter 6 0784b3949f856aa6f6d00329bd0cde82...

13 Dec 30, 2024 23:47 Carpenter Guertin 8 b99b95603ba9152d753cdb8aee7dff56...

14 Dec 31, 2024 00:06 Guertin Carpenter 1 0e1c835ee2101a550fc85dd1012983e3...

15 Dec 31, 2024 15:47 Carpenter Guertin 3 75ffabecc775658e541060c109e06bdd...

16 Dec 31, 2024 19:46 Carpenter Guertin 4 9f56e08c65c2084e5f7b9a36eb428cda...

17 Jan 3, 2025 18:50 Guertin Carpenter 1 39409f8819201b9222672278bc689b58...

18 Jan 3, 2025 19:07 Carpenter Guertin 2 2aa47d293ceee72495302a324e38dd88...

19 Jan 6, 2025 15:32 Guertin Carpenter 1 3c1dd281a0ca3248d8e92226b9ff60a6...

20 Jan 6, 2025 15:35 Carpenter Guertin 1 9c2cb24eeba38ca771ef5e01e64f2e2d...

21 Jan 6, 2025 15:45 Guertin Carpenter 1 51c18daf7002164e1f12cc8f50f5d69c...

# Date (UTC) From To Pg SHA-256 (first 32 chars)
22 Jan 6, 2025 15:57 Carpenter Guertin 1 6173261e4e8191be1a5c932f4c8d3f0d...

23 Jan 7, 2025 13:05 Guertin Carpenter 3 61fcb2a45889ad75ec0eed3f8cbb1d5b...

24 Jan 8, 2025 16:34 Guertin Carpenter 4 d874fb4c0f6271793a5b7d9f1e3a5b7d...

25 Jan 9, 2025 00:56 Carpenter Guertin 1 c1ece5917838c58e2a4b6c8d0e1f3a5b...

26 Jan 10, 2025 17:53 Carpenter Guertin 1 381f1d7c767e84f3a4b5c6d7e8f9a0b1...

27 Jan 13, 2025 16:42 Guertin Carpenter 2 fc94cbb71dea25e7a8b9c0d1e2f3a4b5...
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28 Jan 15, 2025 00:12 Guertin Carpenter 2 b3f73c43895d42f1a2b3c4d5e6f7a8b9...

29 Feb 6, 2025 14:50 Guertin Carpenter 1 8bd4b694a26ffc31a2b3c4d5e6f7a8b9...

30 Feb 10, 2025 23:46 Guertin Carpenter 3 794ec4752b6c0d07a8b9c0d1e2f3a4b5...

31 Feb 11, 2025 00:20 Carpenter Guertin 4 8d6109bc5e59cd33a4b5c6d7e8f9a0b1...

32 Feb 11, 2025 04:56 Guertin Carpenter 11 b8e48280d6af1520a8b9c0d1e2f3a4b5...

33 Feb 11, 2025 07:02 Guertin Carpenter 6 d980a5cb92acc316a2b3c4d5e6f7a8b9...

34 Feb 11, 2025 07:11 Guertin Carpenter 9 e1267cde5a60767ae45061e4ac7b4c6a...

35 Feb 20, 2025 23:09 Guertin Carpenter 2 65ec2a1fe4e5cd5c69cda15350b076f7...

36 Feb 21, 2025 16:43 Guertin Carpenter 1 d33a5b091569b60e1837ac8f7fb8352e...

37 Feb 24, 2025 14:33 Guertin Van Guilder 1 e284a972bb19e2e65c2ba4a94d0b6a67...

38 Mar 3, 2025 16:24 Van Guilder Guertin 2 0da0758ac9c77afb24930fbb5ff7fb09...

39 Mar 3, 2025 20:09 Guertin Van Guilder 1 93663d4a46d4afe160271f53904368fa...

40 Apr 3, 2025 20:30 Carpenter Guertin 1 0eb774ed1d9b454428117ee95939d1c4...

41 Jun 27, 2025 21:16 Carpenter Guertin 1 b12366d90ec99d40b280f07c8e95bc8d...
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APPENDIX C: COMPLETE ATTACHMENT INVENTORY
Ref Filename Date SHA-256 (first 32 chars)
3-1 Nov-8th-Expiration-of-Stayed-Order-of-Civil-

Commitment.pdf
Dec 2, 2024 29cd63f632889a3c172b790d0f572001...

8-1 A23-0863__MN-SUPREME-COURT-Petition-
Further-Review.pdf

Dec 10, 2024 d096db1b3a3c8ab63df70838103b5fc7...

8-2 Letter-from-Vail-Place-Nov-8th-Expiration.pdf Dec 10, 2024 29cd63f632889a3c172b790d0f572001...

11-1 20.01 Update - Cranbrook 12.20.24.pdf Dec 30, 2024 7a363ceb8593eed77a08562b91651be4...

13-1 Rule 2001 Competency Proceedings.pdf Dec 30, 2024 a58b7c9fde6ba922f92369515bcfddc1...

18-1 27-CR-23-1886 - Order to Recuse.pdf Jan 3, 2025 1b1859782978a85ba0d794df67343263...

32-1 ChatGPT-o3 Analysis-of-Guertins-Rule-20-
Exam-Reports.pdf

Feb 11, 2025 0bd20ba1e5e53fc0493e395a516b2594...

36-1 Discovery-Fraud_Brief-Introduction-of-
Facts.pdf

Feb 21, 2025 c88e9d2b65d34ed693119f58bbc53bc1...

40-1 Order-Other_04-03-2025_1327.pdf Apr 3, 2025 62fa300e1becd022d62116d1a05f5bff...

41-1 R20 Progress Report (1).pdf Jun 27, 2025 b65881ba46e939b8a3fba001fd981adf...
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APPENDIX D: INITIAL FACTUAL CLAIMS REGISTRY (SAMPLE)
Selected claims from the complete registry. All claims are PENDING verification for Part 2.

Claim ID # Date Claim (Paraphrased) Category Verif. Type Status
EML-A-FC-
001

1 Oct 16, 
2024

Discovery materials provided Aug 
2023 contained 
cropped/manipulated photographs

DISCOVERY_
FRAUD

DB_VERIFIA
BLE

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
002

1 Oct 16, 
2024

Former defense counsel Bruce 
Rivers directly involved in 
conspiracy regarding fraudulent 
discovery

DISCOVERY_
FRAUD

REQUIRES_
EXTERNAL

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
005

8 Dec 10, 
2024

Judge Jay Quam assigned to case 
but has never made a decision

LEGAL_PROC
EDURE

DB_VERIFIA
BLE

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
010

12 Dec 30, 
2024

Cranbrook R20.01 report 
recommends forced medication 
based on characterizing forensic 
claims as delusions

COMPETENC
Y_PROCESS

PUBLICLY_V
ERIFIABLE

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
015

32 Feb 11, 
2025

Netflix US Patent 11,810,254 
contains technology substantially 
identical to InfiniSet US 11,577,177

PATENT_IP PUBLICLY_V
ERIFIABLE

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
020

35 Feb 20, 
2025

Discovery fraud analysis now 
complete with forensic evidence 
hosted on Storj

DISCOVERY_
FRAUD

PUBLICLY_V
ERIFIABLE

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
025

38 Mar 3, 
2025

Van Guilder excluded all 
bodycam/squad video from 
discovery disclosure

BODYCAM_DI
SCOVERY

SELF_REFE
RENTIAL

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
026

39 Mar 3, 
2025

MN §13.825(Subd. 4(b)) grants 
defendant right to body camera 
footage

BODYCAM_DI
SCOVERY

PUBLICLY_V
ERIFIABLE

PENDING

EML-A-FC-
030

40 Apr 3, 
2025

Competency restoration order 
issued by Judge Koch after 
contested hearing

COMPETENC
Y_PROCESS

DB_VERIFIA
BLE

PENDING

Note: The complete claims registry will contain 60+ entries. The full registry with all claims will 
be produced in Part 2 when verification begins. This sample demonstrates the cataloging format 
and category distribution.

END OF REPORT — PART 1 OF 3
Source: Matthew Guertin v. State of Minnesota | 27-CR-23-1886 | MCRO Forensic Database | MattGuertin.com
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