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ANTRIM COUNTY TALKING POINTS

KEY FACTS

- There was a 68% error rate in the votes cast — the Federal Election
Committee allowable rate is 0.0008%

- There was an 81.96% rejection rate in the votes cast - these were seht to
Adjudication

~The Adjudication files for 2020 were missing, which violates state law
~The Security records for the election software were fissig? which

violates state law these also contain the internet.connection fécords
~The election software was changed inside the 30-day Safe Harbor

‘window, which is forbidden by state law this automatically décertifies
the results

- Standard security protocols were not followed — software systems were
out of date by years, creating a pfovable Security risk

~All Counties in Michigan are réquired/to operate With the same software
to guarantee consistent tredtifientt of votérs so'errors in the Antrim
County software system are determinative of identical errors across the
state due to the requirement to use the same software everywhere

~The Secretary of State/directed the Couhty Clerks on December 1, 2020,
throughout Michigan to delete all'of their electronic election records for
2020 by December 8, 2020, inwiolation of Michigan state law MCL
168.812 requiring retefition of voting records for 22 months

‘TALKING POINTS - EVIDENCE OF INTENTIONAL FRAUD AND CORRUPTION OF THE VOTING
MACHINES

~ “this is th evidence that Dominion Voting machines can and are being manipulated
= This is nothyrhan error as we have proven
~ Secretary Benson lied
~ Federal Law was violated ~ the election records were destroyed
~ Thisis a Cover-up of voting crimes

© Records were missing in violationof the legal requirementsforretention
+ These records exist in this county for previous elections, but not 2020

© Security records are missing — including the record of internet access to the
‘machines

HOOR fre CerfcatonEvents06032021.000426
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© Adjudication records do not exist ~ there is no ability to tell who or how or to

where the “Adjudicated” votes were moved

* An Administrator reviews votes sent to Adjudication and then can vote<

Atom AorTo
accountability \/

68%of voteswareswiehedinthiscounty in error — FECrues onlyallow y
me

- 81% of the votes were voted by an Administrator — not by the VOTER

The ates choice wa not voted by the voter nterventiof happened and
votes were moved

~The same Ballots were un t tree times and produced elie fool

© A Cover-upis Happening regarding the voting machines Wtidhigan A
© We ought ts for theVoters of Michigan whose atsweré not aceditaleounted —

‘we are here for the integrity of the voting. pe will ofthe Pegple

- Republicans and Democrats alike had their fy ipulat Ts were
impacted and we must defend- NS

concwsions Ne RL
Sas on the vation fi, these section fs cannot be cette in Aim County

| Tevetvot ton everenarmen
Vichigan =«Security the Dip rachips wadbdbicaly non-existent this not a secure
res zx
These sane cfm mache used throughout Michigan, and the results must
es

he other 45 coups ave been require t use the same cred software
the erg isagiven

Nor iyor Biden
Nisadeigs onsprey  undrmine he scion processan hevilf he

<& American peshie

<O ARGUMENTS AGAINST US:
Errors happen all the time.

aSor

SPN
Document In: 07.2778 16426.000001
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© the software s designed to generate 68% errors, which sends the ballots to afile
Jorbulk adjudication, and then an unknown person (or the computer itself will
mass adjudicate the ballots with no oversight 4

- itwasn't significant
© Counter: There was an almost 100% change of votes in one precinct alone" \/
© thisis an intentional design flaw to systematically createfraud

~ Itwas justin this one township
© Counter: IV's indicative of what the machines can and did do to m 5

~ Itdidn't happen everywhere
© Counter: We believe it has happened everywhere ~ we mustfeviely this

statewide.
© INfact, the constitution requires we investigate ever <&
othe election cannot be certified A

- Itdidn't impact the lection
© Counter: Itimpacted offices and some the présidentidownto the

School Board - every office on theb = pact
~ Itdoesnt matter NN

© Counter: The Election Process ong partof ional Citeal
Infrastructure- we must kno ne personne Vote is counted

~ Only 3 votes for President were impct ~
© Counter: The vote swing betueen Truffpand Blden moved by the 10005

~The Forensics team wa coin NS
© Counter: Out forenSies team highly decoratedmiltary officer, who

specializes in &ybey security operatighs and data analytics, working with ta team
of the ighest skied we cyber forensics experts
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Allied Security Operations Group
Antrim Michigan Forensics Report

REVISED PRELIMINARY SUMMARY, v2
Report Date 12113/2020

ON
Client: Bill Bailey
Attorney: Matthew DePerno <&
A WHOWE ARE c ) <0
1. My name is Russell James Ramsland, Jr. and | am Besident abst Sunty,

Texas. | hold an MBA from Harvard University, nd a political since degree
from Duke University. | have worked wilhthe 1 Aerofiautics and Space
Administration (NASA) and the Massachdels Institue logy (MIT).
among other organizations, and haverun businesses world, many of
which are highly technical in nature; erved on technical goverment
panels.

2. Iam partof the managementod ecity Operations Group, LLC,
(ASOG). ASOG is a groupof globally engaged professionals who come from
various disciplines to include Departmen of Defense, Secret Service,
Department of Homeland:Security, andthe,Central Iteligence Agency. It
providesa ange alsedrty sen,uf has  pariclremprass on
eybersecuriy, co inyéstigalion and penetration testing of networks. We
employ awidb yariely of cybérand cyber forensic analysts. We have patents
pending i of applications from novel network security applications to
SCADA (Supéisory Cantrol ind Data Acquisition) protection and safe browsing
Solutforsforthe dark web. For this report,| have relied on these
<= and resources:

ENS oseAman CONCLUSIONS
The pubose, of this forensic audit is to test the integrity of Dominion Voting
Systemin how it performed in Antrim County, Michigan for the 2020 election.

oO We conclude that the Dominion Voting System is intentionally and purposefully
designed with inherent errors to create systemic fraud and influence eleclion
results. The system intentionally generates an enormously high number of ballot
errors. The electronic ballots are then transferred for adjudication. The intentional
errors lead to bulk adjudication of ballots with no oversight, no transparency, and
no audit tral. This leads to voter or election fraud. Based on our study, we
conclude that The Dominion Voting System should not be used in Michigan. We
further conclude that the results of Antrim County should not have been certified.

1
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3. The following is a breakdown of the votes tabulated for the 2020 election in
Antrim County, showing different dates for the tabulation of the same voles.

Total ERegistered Third | oTES
ast eM

(IN

|Novs | 22082 | 18059| 7.289 | 9783 |25{NG | 17,327
Sr 7

Nyt A4. The Antrim County Clerk and Secretary of Stata. JocelyBensof have stated that
the election night error (detailed above by tfie Vote “ip” imp to Biden,
was the result of human error caused bythe failuret ie Mancelona
Township tabulatorprior to election nigt flora down ball fe disagree and
conclude that the vote flip occurred because.o mastife3n built into the voting
software designed to create error. <<

5. SecretaryofState JocelynB neon ember 6, 2020 that “(the
correct results always were andhgontinueAo be teflected on the tabulator totals
tape .... * was false. \/

6. The allowable electio te by the Federal Election Commission
guidelines is of 1'in, 250,000 bal 008%). We observed an error rate of
68.05%. This, ted a/significant and fatal error in security and election
integrity.Lo

7. The reslits ofthe Anti{col ty 2020 election are not certifiable. This is a result
as dior software-efror, not human error.

8 tabulation log 0h the forensic examination of the server for Antrim County.
Dece 2020consists of 15,676 individual events, of which 10,667 or

Neos nits were recorded errors. These errors resulted in overall
bulatigh eftors or ballots being sent to adjudication. This high error rates proves

the Dominion Voting System is flawed and does not meet state or federal
election laws.

oO 9. These errors occurred after The Antrim County Clerk provided a re-provisioned
CF card with uploaded software for the Central Lake Precinct on November 6,
2020. This means the statement by Secretary Benson was false. The Dominion
Voting System produced systemic errors and high error rates both prior to the
update and after the update; meaning the update (or lack of update) is not the
cause of errors,

2
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10. In Central Lake Township there were 1,222 ballots reversed out of 1,491 total
ballots cast, resulting in an 81.96% rejection rate. Al reversed ballots are sent to
‘adjudication for a decision by election personnel. A

11. Its critical to understand that the Dominion system classifies ballots i Ove,
categories, 1) normal ballots and 2) adjudicated ballots. Ballots,_s
adjudication can be altered by administrators, and adjudication fle e
moved between different Rests Tally and Reporting (RTR) ternfinals, with no
audit tral of which administrator actually adjudicates (i. votes) the,ballot batch.
This demonstrated a significant and fatal error in securityand election integrity
because it provides no meaningful observation of the adjudication process or
audit trail of which administrator actually adjudicated wes

12. A staggering number of votes required adjudication. sa sue not
seen in previous election cycles stil stored on te, server. Tiss Caused by
intentional errors in the system. The intentionaberrors lead tobulk adjudication of
ballots with no oversight, no transparency rail Sx arian of the
server logs indicates that this high error, incon patterns from
previous years. The statement Sigtse issXSyma error is not
consistent with the forensic evalualior, which poi rot rectly to systemic
machine andor software errors. Th sysfemic er Mentionaly designed to
create errors in order to push a of Ballas to bulk adjudication

13. The linked video demonstrates how toey dication:

tssimonie iter.ug RuponTaQdeguefus 1336800454536428418

14. Antrim County failed\to proper uate) system. A purposeful lack of providing
basic com rity se in the system software and hardware
demonst competent, igss negligence, bad faith, andor wilt non.
compli providing fhe fundamental system security required by federal and
state is no,way this election management system could have passed
test or b rtified to conduct the 2020 elections in Michigan

dei the cureniNie "According to the National Conference of State
islatures Michigan requires full compliance with federal standards as

etermined hora accredited voting system laboratory.

Naor tly,\the computer system shows vote adjudication logs for prior years;
but all adjudication log entries for the 2020 election cycle are missing. The
adjudication process is the simplest way to manually manipulate votes. The lack
of records prevents any form of audit accountability, and their conspicuous
absence is extremely suspicious since the files exist for previous years using the
same software. Removal of these files violates stale law and prevents a
meaningful audit, even if the Secretary wanted 10 conduct an audit. We must
conclude that the 2020 election cycle records have been manually removed.

3
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16. Likewise, all server security logs prior to 11:03 pm on November 4, 2020 are
missing. This means that all security logs for the day after the election, on
election day, and prior to election day are gone. Security logs are very moran |
to an audit trai, forensics, and for detecting advanced persistent threats and
outside attacks, especially on systems with outdated system files. Thes Voge,
would contain domain controls, authentication failures, error codes, tes
logged on and off, network connections to file servers between fi s,
internet connections, times, and data transfers. Other server I fore.
November 4, 2020 are present; therefore, there is no reasonable explanation for
the security logs to be missing

17. On November 21, 2020, an unauthorized user unsucc mpted to zero
out electionresults. This demonstrates additional tampering iY

18. The Election Event Designer Log shows that Dominibn ImagéCastyPrecinct
Cards were programmed with new ballot programming on 1025% and thenEmr SoonSA Tok ara st he
are read and tabulated, and our examination, demonstr ficant change
in voter results using the two differentfrogs i cis vith the Help
America Vote Act, this violates the90-day-Safe iod which prohibits
changes to election systems, Looney harafargisofuare updates without
undergoing. re-certification. Acc to ional Conference of State
Legislatures Michigan ra rice ith federal standards as
determinedby a federally accre: sy laboratory.

19. The only reason to ftw: fe election would be to obfuscate
evidence of fraud,and/orto corréct program errors that would de-certfy the
election. Our fi ov hg Nariel Laks Towns tabuistor tape nls
were Stahl d bydiiizingtwo different program versions (10/23/2020
and 11/05/2020),.both of whichwors software changes during an election which
ls ec ov aCr just human error associated with the Dominion

Election Management System. This is clear evidence of software generated
oavex ho laims made on the Office of the Secretary of State

eats false.

leYm Precinct (ICP) machines have the abilty to be
connect internet (see Image 11). By connecting a network scanner to
the ater on the ICP machine and creating Packet Capture logs from the
machines'we examined show the ability to connect o the network, Application
Programming Interface (API) (a data exchange between two different systems)
calls and web (nitp) connections to the Election Management System server.
Best practice is to disable the network interface card to avoid connection to the
internet. This demonstrated a significant and fatal error in security and election
integrity. Because certain files have been deleted, we have not yet found origin
or destination; but our research continues,

4
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21. Because the intentional high error rate generates large numbers of ballots to be
adjudicated by election personnel, we must deduce that bulk adjudication
occurred. However, because files and adjudication logs are missing, we haveml
yet determined where the bulk adjudication occurred or who was responsible for
it. Our research continues. \/

22. Research is ongoing. However, based on the preliminary results, Ra
hat the rors re vo Signeent that they oa into Queion bl, and
legitimacy of the results in the Antrim County 2020 election to the goint that the
results are not certifiable. Because the same machines and sftware are used in
48 other counties in Michigan, this casts doubt on the i of the entirelocionnhe site of Michigan 24°

23. DNI Responsibilities: President Obama signed xed ive” Ord Suliptona
Crtca nfasvucturs on§ January 2017, stating Selon Tyoorsecrty of
Federal Networks, "The Executive Branch\gpoales informationtechnology
(IT) on behalf of the American people. The Peesident willregrets of executive
departments and agencies re accountable/for managing
cybersecurity risk to their enterprises. {In 230ition, vleaty risk management
decisions made by agency heads can'af e risk.to the'executive branch as a
whole, and to nationalsecur, Rsako the gol of the United Staes to
manage” persecurly rsk us WColocuindbart enterprise.” President
Obama's EO further stated, éffe€tive immed ately. ch agency head shall use
The Framework for Improving Cried” Infrastructure Cybersecurity (the
Framework) developed Be ara etl of Standards and Technology."
Support to Critical Infrastrietlre at.Greatest Risk. The Secretary of Homeland
Security, in coordi iogfitn the Secretary of Defense, the Attorney General, the
Director of Na telligence, \the Director of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation{no heads crn o seciorspecllc agencies, 26 dened in
Presidential, Policy" Diregtive 2M,of February 12, 2013 (Criical Infrastructure
Securly apdRosiencd) (olorsposic agencies), and all other appropriate
sgeneRykage, as isegbiaty ne Secretary of Homeland Securty. shalt 6)
defy authoriiessand. capabilities that agencies could employ to support the
Cybersecurityeffortsof critical infrastructure enties identified pursuant to section

oot Execyfivé\, Order 13636 of February 12, 2013 (Improving Critical
\Jgrastructur Cybersecurity), to be at greatest risk of attacks that could

seasonably in catastrophic regional or national effects on public health or
& safety, nine security, or national security (section 9 entities);

This is a national security imperative. In July 2018, President Trump
strengthened President Obama's Executive Order to include requirements
to ensure US election systems, processes, and its people were not
manipulated by foreign meddling, either through electronic or systemic
manipulation, social media, or physical changes made in hardware,
software, or supporting systems. The 2018 Executive Order. Accordingly, |
hereby order:

5
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Section 1. (a) Not later than 45 days after the conclusion of a United States.
election, the Director of National Intelligence, in consultation with the heads of
any other appropriate executive departments and agencies (agencies), sal
conduct an assessment of any information indicating that a foreign government,
or any person acting as an agent of or on behalf of a foreign govermmentes,,
acted with the intent or purpose of interfering in that election. The assessme
shall identify, to the maximum extent ascertainable, the nature of.anyforeign
interference and any methods employed to execute it, the person: {rol ed, and
the foreign government or governments that authorized, directed, Sponsored, or
supported it. The Director of National Intelligence shall delivér this assessment
and appropriate supporting information to the President,the,Sécretary of State,
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Defens, fore, General,
and the Secretary of Homeland Security. ery Xe

We recommend that an independent group ni lis ermine.
the extent of the adjudication errors throughodtthe State of Michigan. This is a
national security issue. &

24. Michigan resident Gustavo Delfino,{ioe preg mathematics in
Venezuela and alumni of Universityof Michigan, compelling affidavit
[Exhibit 2) recognizing the inhetert, vulierabiliie§ ithe: SmartMalic electronic
ving maciings (ofvare wiicde-fsMegat ito Domivion Vaing
Systems) during the 2004 Safons reerafily' Venue (sve atached
declaration). After 4 years of research apd 3, years of undergoing intensive peer
review, Professor Deis,Ee Ts in the highly respected
“Statistical Science” jounaliovernb issue (Volume 26, Number 4) with
tile “Analysis of1 ene ila io rendum: The Official Results Versus
the Petition * The intensive study used multiple mathematical
approaches, certain Reg results found in the 2004 Venezuelan
pe and search partners discovered not only the algorithm
ree hr the reslits, but also the precise location in the election

pro quenc ulnerabilty in machine processing would provide
such.an opportuni rding to Prof Delfino, the magnitude of the difference

60 the official'and the true result in Venezuela estimated at 1,370,000
vas. Our inVeStigation into the error rates and results of the Antrim County
Se tal tc! the same tactics, which have also been reported in other

ichigart cOuies as well. This demonstratesanational security issue.

<& PROCESS/

oO We visited Antrim County twice: November 27, 2020 and December 6, 2020.

< On November 27, 2020, we Visited Central Lake Township, Star Township, and
Mancelona Township. We examined the Dominion Voting Systems tabulators
and tabulator roles.

6
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On December 6, 2020, we visited the Antrim County Clerk's office. We inspected
and performed forensic duplication of the following:

1. Antrim County Election Management Server running Dominion
Democracy Suite 5.5.3-002; \/

2. Compact Flash cards used by the local precincts in theirsap
ImageCast Precinct;

3. USB memory sticks used by the Dominion VAT(Votér Assist
Terminals); and

4. USB memory sticks used for the Poll Book. S
Dominion voting system is a Canadian ownedcoy glob stibsidiaries.
It is owned by Staple Street Capital which isin tur owned Securities
LLC, of which 3 out of their 7 boardm are Chinessynationals. The
Dominion software is licensed from Sr fc which is.a\engzuelan owned
and controlled company. Dominion Server locations hay termined to be
in Serbia, Canada, the US, Spain ar : N

b. CENTRALLAKETOWNSHP. &
1. On November 27, 2020, part*éf oli fo Sdn visited the Central Lake

Township in Michiganto, inspectthe Dodie ImageCast Precint for possible
hardware issues on beh: local I ihed by Michigan attorney Matthew
DePerno on behalf m Bail our conversations with the clerk of
Central Lake T ip Ms. ry . Kosloski, she presented to us "two
separate paper e" Ne or ID 2.

©— 03/2020 06:38:48" (Roll 1);

.(rm Opened Nov. 06/2020 09:21:58" (Roll 2).

2 were then told by Ms. Kosloski that on November 5, 2020, Ms. Kosloski
otified By Connie Wing of the County Clerk's Office and asked t0 bring the

\e ulator and,ballots to the County Clerk's office for re-tabulation. They ran the
lots, ited "Roll 2". She noticed a difference in the votes and brought it

w to rk, but canvasing still occurred, and her objections were not
addressed!

O 3. Our team analyzed both rolls and compared the results. Roll 1 had 1,494 total
votes and Roll 2 had 1,491 votes (Roll 2 had 3 less ballots because 3 ballots.
were damaged in the process.)

4. "Statement of Votes Cast from Antrim" shows that only 1,491 votes were
counted, and the 3 ballots that were damaged were not entered into final results

7
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5. Ms. Kosloski stated that she and her assistant manually refilled out the three
ballots, curing them, and ran them through the ballot counting system - but the.
final numbers do not reflect the inclusionof those 3 damaged ballots.

6. This is the most preliminary report of serious election fraud indicat In
comparing the numbers on both rolls, we estimate 1,474 votes,
across the two rolls, between the first and the second time the exact ei ts
were run through the County Clerk's vote counting machine - whi t the
‘same numberofvoters that voted in total.

. 742 votes were added to School Board Member entral Lake
Schools (3) &

+ 57 votes were removed rom School Boar Herter ety
Schools (2)

+ 7 votes were added to the total for posak20-1\(1) and out of
those there were 611 votes move en the lo Categories.

7. There were incremental changes it the eS some significant
adjustments between the 2 roll§ that were This demonstrates
conclusively that votes can be che ing the second machine
count after the software upd: should be,impossible especially at such a
high percentage to total votes ca! Cn

8. For the School Boas r for CéntralLake Schools (3) [Image 1] there
were 742 votes add is votedotaly Since multiple people were elected, this
did not change the estlt of both Candidates being elected, but one does see a
change in ost votes. If it'were a single-person election this would
have char e ome and\demonstrates conclusively that votes can be and
werechange rg fnsyd achine counting. That shouldbeimpossible.

Ka <<
> [Yeo sor ose alsoar|

NN a sor tntral ie
gr: sents 3)

alas ecw =| [Pte cars 519)oO Bl ee
Witein I] isesing El
Total Vets: fo| [foal tes: ion

[TIN Election 11/3
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9. For the School Board Member for Ellsworth Schools (2) [Image 2]

. Shows 657 votes being removed from this election. 4

. In this case, only 3 people who were eligible to vote actuallyNY
Since there were 2 votes allowed for each voter to cast.

+ The recount correctly shows6votes. >
But on election night, there was a major calculation issue:

[Image 2]: oS

School Board ember SchoolWr pct
for Ellsworth peg A
Schools (2) [pia a

[irrari:[3] EPIneSee orp Nal
frm: BeEI!
or FO on
re SY ae

ZN ZN

Recount 11/6 Election 11/3
>

10. In State Propos: (Im: @re is a major change in votes in this
category.
. The 774 veSo YES during the election, to 1,083 votes

on the re a change of 309 votes.

. S We to the total for State Proposal 20-1 (1) out of
ose there 1 votes moved between the Yes and No Categories.

20
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State Proposal 20-1Beg

a Ee
a fo] fo: == \/Pe ; faz3 a
er] a

State Proposal 20-2 1]

Recount 11/6 Election 11/3

11. State Proposal 2041 (1) is a fairly technicaland)complicated (proposed
‘amendmentto the Michigan Constitutiontochange the.disposilionandallowable
usesoffutur revenue generated from oilandgas bonuses, reals and royalties
from state-owned land. Informatio abo the proposal:
https://cremich.org/publications/statewidgfballtt-% propos *ichigan-natural-

resources-trust-fund NS
12. A Proposed Initiated Ordinance ithorize rihuana (sic) Retailer

Establishment Within the Vi entralLake'(1). [Image 4]

+ On election night, it was aie Cry
+ Then, onthe all odeswere destroyed, but only one vote

changed of tals to af proposal to pass.
pa

When 3 b: re ee,and programming change on the
tabul TY sal passed with 1 vote being removed from
the )

xT <<
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Proposed Initiated
A ProscsedInitiated gives ta Mb
Ondinace to Authenize \/
Authonize-one (1) inrel fet IRN

Esteni Tstment. Within nv
theVillageof Central Lake (1) |
Contral Lake (1) [= 1
ray j= {or= lB =la]
Tom Votes: = TN)

— EN A
Recount 11/6 Election 11/3 D

Ye
13. On Sunday December 6, 2020, our foféASics\team vi ‘Antrim County

Clerk. There were two USB memory. slicks used, ined the software
package used to tabulate election fesults"oh N 020, and the other
was programmed on November 6, 2020 With a ftware package which
yielded significantly different voting'ouitomes4The election data package is used
by the Dominion Democracy Suite software& election management system
software to upload programming Inform: to the Compact Flash Cards for
the Dominion imagegastrseinct ote to calculate ballot totals.

14. This software pr ing shot bg standard across all voting machines
systems for tt n of the el election if accurate tabulation is the
expected oy requis US Election Law. This intentional difference in
software, ming 3 feature to alter election outcomes.

15. The,itrday were calculated using the original software
eam ig on r 3, 2020. On November 5, 2020 the township clerk
1s ed to_re-r the Central Lake Township ballots and was given no

nation f6r this unusual request. On November 6, 2020 the Antrim County
Ne ‘Sheryl, Guy issued the second version of software to re-run the same

ntral Lake. mship ballots and oversaw the process. This resulted in greater
than a 80% ghange in voting results, inexplicably impacting every single election
contest ind township with less than 1500 voters. These errors far exceed the

oO ballot error rate standard of 1 in 250,000 ballots (.0008%) as required by federal
& election law.

+ The original election programming files are last dated 09/25/2020 1:24pm

+ The updated election data package files are last dated 10/22/2020 10:27 am.

1"
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16. As the tabulator tape totals prove, there were large numbers of votes switched
from the November 3, 2020 tape to the November 6, 2020 tape. This was solely
based on using different software versions of the operating program to Gioia
Votes, not tabulate votes. This is evidenced by using same the Dominion System
with two different software program versions contained on the two differes us,
Memory Devices. =

17. The Help America Vote Act, Safe Harbor provides a 90-day périod) rior to
elections where no changes can be made to election systems. To make changes
would require recertification of the entire system for use in’the election. The
Dominion User Guide prescribes the proper procedure toet achines wih test
ballots to compare the results to validate machine funcigfial letermine if the
Dominion ImageCast Precinct was programmed correctly) If ioc red a
ballot misconfiguration would have been ented. the software was
updated to the 10/22/2020 software the test ballo pls have been vé-un to
validate the vote totals to confirm the machingargeco figured Correctly.

18. The November 6, 2020 note from TheFre re Jocelyn
Benson states: "The correct results always were an 10 be reflected on
the tabulator totals tape and on the-Ballotsthems; in if the error in the
reported unofficial results had pot, beh quick , it would have been
identified during the county canv; ardsof County Canvassers, which are
composed of 2 Democrats and'2 ublcart age the printed totals tape from
‘each tabulator during the canvassito Op ted vote totals are correct.”

+ Source: hips EhiqapaQMighs,4670,7-127-1640 9150-544676--
00 html

19. The Sec hn /n Benson's statementis faise. Our findings show
that the ape totals Were significantly altered by utiization of two
difereny/progrem versichs. and nol just the Dominion Election Management
System, This is the apposite of the claim that the Office of the Secretary of
State made’on ieee 'e fact that these significant errors were not caught
inal toting arhgor Caught by the local coumy clerk shows that ers are
a inhergntbuiltin vulnerabilities and process flaws in the Dominion

p\:5 ion Management System, and that other townships/precincts and the
tire el been affected

Clerk office to_ perform forensic duplication of the Antrim County Election
Management Server running Dominion Democracy Suite 5.5.3-002.

< 21. Forensic copies of the Compact Flash cards used by the local precincts in their
Dominion ImageCast Precinct were inspected, USB memory sticks used by
the Dominion VAT (Voter Assist Terminals) and the USB memory sticks used
for the Poll Book were forensically duplicated.

12
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22. We have been told that the ballot design and configuration for the Dominion
ImageCast Precinct and VAT were provided by ElectionSource.com which is
which is owned by MCE, Inc of Grand Rapids, MI

E.  MANCELONA TOWNSHIP

1. In Mancelona township, problems with software versions were also Kiowto
have been present. Mancelona elections officials understood that ballot
processing issued were not accurate and used the second version of software to
process votes on 4 November, again an election de-certifying event, as no
changes to the election system are authorized by law in thé 90 days preceding
elections without recertification.

2. Once the 10/22/2020 software update was performed” on {é, Bominion
ImageCast Precinct the test ballot process should have begs, performed to
validate the programming. There is no indication™that this_proedure was.
performed

F.  ANTRIM COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

1. Pursuant to a court ordered inspeftion we participatedhifi an onsite collection
effort at the Antrim County Clerk's office.n Degember 672020. [image 5}:

Among “other items forensically collected, the Antrim County Election
Management Server (EMS) with Democracy Suite was forensically collected
(images 6 and 7].

13
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The EMS (Election Management Server) wa DN

Dell Precision Tower 3420. oO
Service Tag: 6NBOKH2 C NS

The EMS contained 2 hardaah hme Thatis the 2 drives
redundantly stored the sameAformation 4nd, the server could coninue to
operate if either of the 2 hard drives failed®TheEMS was booted via the Linux
ant 58 mami stoiSegsin yes forensically imaged.
Atthe onset of he,colton procesWe Gbserved that the initial program thumb
ve was not secufedI he vl i he CF cards and oler humbaries Wo
watched asine, Colinty employees; including Clerk Sheryl Guy searched
throughoutdtheoffice for_the Missing thumb drive. Eventually they found the
missing thurh drivein/anunsecured and unlocked desk drawer along with

multiple,other ‘random, thumb! drives. This demonstrated a significant and fatal
eofinSeguity and.elécton integrity.
>G. Feego econ

Ny used.aBuLar purpose Linux Boot USB memory sick tobootthe EMS in a
forensically Sound mode. We then used Ewfacquire to make a forensic image of
the 2 independent internal hard drives.

oO Ewfacquire created an EO1 file format forensic image with builln integrity
< verification via MDS hash

We used Ewiveriy to verify the forensic image acquired was a true and accurate
copy of the original disk. That was done for both forensic images.

H. ANALYSIS TOOLS

14
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XWays Forensics: We used X-Ways Forensics, a commercial Computer
Forensic tool, to verify the image was useable and full disk encryption was not in
use. In particular we confirmed that Bit locker was not in use on the EMS
Other tools used: PassMark  OSForensics, Truxton - Forensics, Cel
Physical Analyzer, Blackbag-Blackiight Forensic Software, Microsoft SQL
Management Studio, Virtual Box, and miscellaneous ofher tools and

IL SERVER OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY @)
1. Our initial audit on the computer running the Democracy Suife Software showed

that standard computer security best practices werenol, abplied. These
minimumsecurty standards ae ouined he 2002, HAVA) ¥nd FEC Voing
System Standards i did not even meet the minimuin, standard ofa
government desktop computer. RS

2. The election data software package USB iovember 2020 election, and
November 2020 election updated) are secured bil cryption software,
but they were not stored securely on-sitd. At the fime of sic examination,
the election data package fies move unsecure desktop
computer and were residing on an nengryptedbed drive. This demonstrated a
significant and fatal error in se d sloctior integrity. Key Findings on
Desktop and Server Config - Theré werevmulfiple Microsoft security
updates as well as Microsoft SQL Server updates which should have been
deployed, however thera,is no evide hese security patches were ever
installed. As descr ‘man, re packages were out of date
and valnerabl1 @n ay
a) Comp, ipl or 10/0312018 13:08:11:911

b) (67 final confighralion ofserver software on 4/10/2019
A rive not at Rest

cro —~ Database not protected vith password
om ite Admin Passwords are reused and share passwords.

<& 0 oo is 4.5 years outdated

oO 9) Windows updates are 3.86 years out of date.

h) When computer was last configured on 04/10/2019 the windows updates.
were 2.11 years out of date.

i) User of computer uses a Super User Account.

15
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3. The hard drive was not encrypted at rest which means that if hard drives are
removed or initially booted off an extemal USB dive the files are suscep to
manipulation directly. An attacker is able to mount the hard drive because Li
unencrypted, allowing for the manipulation and replacement of any file on the.
System WV

4. The Microsoft SQL Server database files were not properly secu AN
modifications of the database files.

5. The Democracy Suite Software user account logins and passwords2r€ stored in
the unsecured database tables and the mulple Election Administrator
accounts share the same password, which means thai 0 audi rails
for vote changes, deletions, blank ballot voting, or ote aliérations or
adjudication. NN

6. Antivirus definition is 1666 days old on 12/11/2020. Aftrim Soostoes its
System with USB drives. USB drives are th mmon, vectars for injecting
malware into computer systems. The failiésto prop the antivirus
definition drastically increases the harmicause by m other machines
being transmitted to the voting system:

7 Windows Server Update Service S) date is used to enable
updates the computer whi ackage’of files normally downloaded from
the internet but compiled into a\prograntto_plit.on a USB dive to manually
ups sever ystems

8. Failure to properly, updaiehe voli Nb formants significant and fatal
error in securitya tion inter

o  Thereare al wing should have been installed on the server to
adhere Standardsto fix known vulnerabilities. For the 4/10/2019

install update Jers on of the update files would have been 03/13/2019
RE 1,61 which i$\5updatesnewerthan10.9.1

ansthe updates installed were 2 years, 1 month, 13 days behind
ost cirrent update at the time. This includes security updates and

bn es. T) nstrated a significant and fatal error in security and
lecti rity.

+ Wed 0411012019 10:34:33.14 - Info: Starting WSUS Offine Update (v.
10.9.1)

< © Wed 04102019 10343314  - Info: Used path
"DAWSUSOFFLINE1091 2012R2 W10lemd" on EMSSERVER (user.
EMSADMIN)

+ Wed 04/10/2019 10:34:35.5 - Info: Medium build date: 03/10/2019

16
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+ Found on c\Windowswsusoffineupdate txt

assorenvmaasmscosmonoz |
“WSUS information found here hitps://download wsusoffine.net/ \/

10. Super User Administrator account is the primary account used to oéate‘the
Dominion Election Management System which is a major secyfity isk. The
user logged in has the ability to make major changes to the system and install
software which means that there is no oversight to efsure “appropriate
management controls i.e. anyone who has access to th ‘administrator
user names and passwords can make significant char entire voting
system. The shared usernames and passwords m se changes can
be made in an anonymous fashion with no. irre fon.

J. ERROR RATES O A

1. We reviewed the Tabulationlogsin their entiréfy for 11/6/2020, The election logs
for Antrim County consist of 15,676 total(resp event

~
+ Of he 15078 there wer ofttn) 10.097 prlkalerrsivarings or a

68.05% error rate.

+ Most of the errors were felated to Kone errors that could result in
overall tabulationerrorsor adj eon; ees 11/6/2020 tabulation totals

2. For examples, there wre 1222 Ho) eversed out of 1,491 total ballots cast,
thus resulting i 6%refectionvate. Some of which were reversed due to
“Ballots ascebds maxirium.expected ballot size".
. ding to t Michigan requires testing by a federally accredited

ry for ystems. In section 4.1.1 of the Voluntary Voting
Systems Gi (VSG) Accuracy Requirements a. All systems shall

= hieve.a report total error rate of no more than one in 125,000.

QL.1EINAL1.pd
\/In séction 4.1.3.2 Memory Stability of the VSG it states that MemoryoO devices used to retain siection management data shall have

< demonstrated error free data retention for a period of 22 months.

+ In section 4.1.6.1 Paper-based System Processing Requirements sub-
section a. of the VSG it states "The abilty of the system to produce and
receive electronic signals from the scanning of the ballot, perform logical
and numerical operations upon these data, and reproduce the contents of
memory when required shall be sufficiently free of error to enable

7
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satisfaction of the system-level accuracy requirement indicated in
Subsection 4.1.1."

+ These are not human errors; this is definitively related to the software and
Software configurations resulting in error rates far beyond the th ots,
listed in the guidelines. =

3. A high "error rate" in the election software (in this case 68.05%] réfléots an
algorithm used that will weight one candidate greater than another(for instance,
weight a specific candidate at a 2/3 to approximately 1/3 ratio). In the logs we
identified that the RCV or Ranked Choice Voting Algorithf was, enabled (see
image below from the Dominion manual). This allo 1 to apply a
weighted numerical value to candidates and chan all sesult. The
declaration of winners can be done on a basis ofwy 0. :

choicevoting resultsareevaluatedonadistsiChperdistrictbaSis antl each
districthasaset numberofpoints (100). ion anddeclafation of
‘winners is done on basisof points,> QO

= nagmrme aet 7

ei eral a
Dn tirtft<& Dimmemtimean

&mS RCV Profile screen

4 omini are configuration logs in the Divert Options, shows that all
Nein ball flagged to be diverted automatically for adjudication. This

eans dha all Wiite-in ballots were sent for "adjudication" by a poll worker or
election'offighal to process the ballot based on voter intent". Adjudication files
allow a computer operator to decide to whom to award those voles (or 10 trash

oO hem),
< 5. Inthe logs all but two of the Override Options were enabled on these machines,

thus allowing any operator to change those voles. (Image 9]:
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6. Inthe logs all but two of the Override Options were enabled on these“machines,
thus allowing any operator to change those votes. This gives the) system
operators carte blanche to adjudicate ballots, in this case 81.96% of thertotal cast
ballots with no audit trailor oversight. Image 10]

7. On 12/8/2020 Micrasolt/sslied 58 €ecury patches across 10+ products, some of
which were useg-for the election software machine, server and programs. Of the
58 security fixes 22, wefe, patches to remote code execution (RCE)
wulnerabilities image 11):
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5 We reviewed the Election Mafiajement System Yogs (EmsLoggen) in their
ential fom 811912020 trough 41/21/2020. or the Project Anim November
2020. There were configuration errars“throlighout the set-up, election and
tabulation of results§<Theldst ergor, for, Central Lake Township, Precinct 1
occurred on A1121/2020 at ) 14:35:11  System.Xml.XmIException
‘System. Xml. XmjException: The ** chagacter, hexadecimal value 0x20, cannot be
inched in emai, Bottom is hats is a calibration that refecs he vole
(see picturd below). [Image-12]:

20
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Notably 42 minutes earlier on Nov 21 2020 at 13:53:09 a user attempted to
zero out election results. Id:3168 EmsLogger - There is no permission to {0}
- Project: User: Thread: 189. This is direct proof of an attempt to tamper.
with evidence.

9. The Election Event Designer Log shows that Dominfon.IniadeCast Precinct
Cards were programmed with updated new programming on 10/28/2020 and
again after the election on 11/05/2020. As previously méptioned, this Vidlatés the
HAVA safe harbor period.

Source: C:\Program Files\Dominion Voting Systéms\ElectioEvertt
DesigneriLoglinfo.ixt

+ Dominion Imagecast Precinct Cafds Progfammedwith 9125/2020
programming on 09/29/2020, 9130/2020, and10/42/2020.

+ Dominion Imagecast Precifiet Catds Progfammed'with New Ballot
Programming dated 10/22/2020 on 10/23/2020'and after the election on
1110512020

Excerpt from 2020+] 108 showing ProgtamMemoryCard” commands.
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10. Analysis is ongoing and updated findings will be submitted as soon as possible.
A summary of the information collected is provided below.

10]12/07/20 18:52:30] Indexing completed at Mon Dec 7 18:52:30 2020
12]12/07/20 18:52:30] INDEX SUMMARY
12]12/07/20 18:52:30] Files indexed: 159312

2
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12{12/07/20 18:52:30] Files skipped: 64799
12[12/07/20 18:52:30] Files fered: 0
1212/07/20 18:52:30] Emails indexed: 0 4
1212/07/20 18:52:30] Unique words found: 5325413
1212/07/20 18:52:30] Variant words found: 3507634 N\/
1212/07/20 18:52:30] Total words found: 239446085
12[12/07/20 18:52:30] Avg. unique words per page: 33.43
12[1207/20 18:52:30] Avg. words per page: 1503
1212/07/20 18:52:30] Peak physical memory used: 2049 MB
1212/07/20 18:52:30] Peak virtual memory used: 8764 MB
12[12/07/20 18:52:30] Errors: 10149
12/12/07/20 18:52:30] Total bytes scanned/downloaded %

Dated: December 13, 2020 70
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Watson, Theresa (OAG)

To: Schneider, Matthew (USAMIE); Birge, Andrew B. (USAMIW)

See attachments per Rich Donoghue.
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Michal, Molly A, EOP/WHO

From: Michael, Molly A. EOP/WHO
Sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2020 11:17 AM

To: Richard. Donoghue2@usdojgov; Jeffrey.8 Wall@usdoj.gov;JeffRosen38 @usday
Subject: USA. Pennsylvania draft complaint Dec 28 2 pm.docx \/
Attachments: ~~ USAv. Pennsylvania draft complaint Dec 28 2 pm.doox >

nnrne O
The President asked metosnd the attached draft document for your rev torn with Mark
Meadows and Pat Cipollone. If you'd like to discuss with POTUS, the best. ath himyih the next few
days is through the operators: 202-456-1414 O

estrone A
Molly X O

Sent from my iPhone QO N¢
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No. , Original >

Fn the Supreme Court of the United= O

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

v.
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNS , STATE OF

‘STATE OF GEORGIA, STATE OF , STATBOF
‘WISCONSIN, STATE OF ARI DST:
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BILL OF COMPLAINT oO

Our Country is deeply divided in a manne;
seen in well over a century. More than
Republican voters believe that “widespre Chay
occurred in the 2020 general election whil of
Democrats say there was not. On Dece 3 EARN
the State of Texas filed an action With this Cou
Texas v. Pennsylvania, et al., Sms the Same
constitutional violations in ion with,
general election pledheal in ys
eighteen other states sqlg] inter invthat
action or filed supporting, briefs. er 11,
2020, the Court s ly dis) sed\that action
stating that Texas lacked standing under Article IIT of
the Constitution. The United Seee brings
this action tg es that ht onstitution does
not become a <3 hment on display at
the Natiol lives.

Testes phctne his election are not in
rst, about ‘eight months ago, a few non-

tive offifale} the states of Georgia, Michigan,
igeonsin, onal Nevada and the Commonwealth

A Pennsylvaitia (collectively, “Defendant States’)
began usingthe COVID-19 pandemic as an excuse to
ungbnstigutionally revise or violate their states’

NN eétion laws. Their actions all had one effect: they
ump weakened sooty messurss put in place by

<& gislators to protect the integrityofthe vote. These

Om
believe fraud.20201210.peicugavrhyvntTgcohhsyepe-
story html
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changes squarely violated the Electors Clause of >
Article II, Section 1, Clause 2 vesting state
legislatures with plenary authority to make election
law. These same government officials then flc

the Defendant States with millions of in 2d,

sent through the mails, or placed in drop box®s,

little or no chain of custody. Second, the nce of

illegal or fraudulent votes, with ion Spring
results, is clear—and growing daily,

Since Marbury v. Madison tfiis)Court has, or
significant occasions, had to stepdto the bregeh n.a
timeof tumult, declare what ho la s, and ©
ship. This is just such gm~obeasion. ih is
situations precisely Like th pres the
Constitution has been’ side ging ced—that

leads us to the cubént ad ne of the
Country's Founding Fathers, 1s, once said,

“You will noi know he ch) it has cost my
generation e yg m. I hope you will

make a se of it.” s such as this, it is the

duty ‘duty$6 acthis “faithful guardian(] of
tl nstitution. guns No. 78, at 470 (C.

ed. 1 (A. Hamilton).

ainst.that background, the United States of
A Eh s action against Defendant States

based on’ lowing allegations:
ATUREOF THE ACTION

NN The United States challenges Defendant
S&F “Administration of the 2020 election under the

xX * https:/igeorgiastarnews.com/2020/12/05/dekalb-county-cannot-
find chai.ofcustodyrecords-or-absentee-ballota-deposited-in-

< drop-bores-it-has-not-been-determined-ifresponsive-records-to-
Your-request-exist/
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Electors Clause of Article I, Section 1, Clause 2, and >
the Fourteenth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

2. This case presentsaquestionof law: Did
Defendant States violate the Electors Clause (op i
the alternative, the Fourteenth Amendment)\By,
taking—or allowing—non-legislative act
change the election rules that would N
appointment of presidential electors?

3. Those unconstitutionaleghange open
the door to election irregularitie€ iplyarious fagms'
The United States alleges thapeachiaf the Ds
States Magrantly violated contiatio os
governing the appointmey€0f Presents In
doingso, seedsofdeep distrusyhaveb across
the country. In Marbuy, v” Madifon5 U.S. 187
(1803),Chief Justice Marshall defcrihed "the duty of
the Judicial Department to fayawhat the law is"
because “every Night, when\withheld, must have a
remedy, an itp reens

4 thespiri bury v. Madison, this
Cor on isgrofountly neededtodeclare what

i9andto jestore public trustinthis election.
5. tice Gorsuch observed recently,
immer not free to disregard the

A nstitutionSin times of crisis. ... Yet recently,
during the COVID pandemic, certain States seem to
hayé iffnored these long-settled principles.” Roman

NN aliolig DioceseofBrooklyn, New Yori: v. Cuomo, 392
<y (2020) (Gorsuch, J., concurring). This case is

<& wo in.
6. Each of Defendant States acted in a

common pattern. State officials, sometimes through
< pending litigation (e.g., settling “friendly” suits) and

Sometimes unilaterally by executive fiat, announced

HOR Pr Carica ents6032021000484
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new rules for the conduct of the 2020 election that >
were inconsistentwith existingstate statutes defining
what constitutes a lawful vote.

7. Defendant States also failed to seg
ballots in a manner that would permit o
analysis to determine which ballots were
conformity with the legislatively set rules mle
were not. This is especiallytrueofthe sigil-injballots,
in these States. By waiving, lowering, andotherwi
failing to follow the state statu irements fo
signature validation and other-prigesses fop-ballot
security, the entire body lo w
constitutionally suspect ot be, evi ly

usedto determine allogation of the Deféndant States”
presidential electors.

8 The ramgantlawlesénes arising out of
Defendant Stages’ unconstitut is described
in a numl ramen bending lawsuits in
Defendant. in ~~ ‘including:
. witnesses Yestifving under oath about:

ical Blocking and kicking out of
ican iy thousands of the

me balfots’\ run multiple times through
ulat Sterious late night dumps of

thous of ballots at tabulation centers:
illegally, backdating thousands of ballots;

turd verification procedures ignored;
NN s of: poll workers erupting in cheers as poll

allongers are removed from vote counting
<& enters; poll watchers being blocked from entering

mm
Benson, 1:20-c1083 (W.D. Mich. Nov. 11, 2020) at $3 56:55 &
Doc. Nos. 1:2 14.

HOR Pr Carica ents6032021000485

DotuneRtID S727 AABN

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000485



; NV
Vote counting centers—despite even having a >
court order to enter; suitcases full of ballots being oO
pulled out from underneath tables after poll
watchers were told to leave.

« Facts for which no independently Q
reasonable explanation ye exists: On /
2020, in Pennsylvania a laptop and set B
drives,usedto program Pennsylvania's Dominio
Voting machines, were mysteriously stlef fro
warehouse in Philadelphia. top and, the
USB drives were the only items tak
potentially could beey vote n
Michigan, which mploye hel me
Dominion voting system, bn Nov 2020,
Michigan election have/adifittéd that a
purported “gli sed 76,000 * votes for
President TrumpMo be A switched to

Democrat angidute iden.) A flash drive
conta of tho of votes was left

unat in the ih kee tabulations center
i dy morningHours of Nov. 4, 2020.

t Cyndy it was not in a proper chain
tody.

9 Go this Court immune from the
nt di for the rule of law. Pennsylvania

itself play t and loose with its promise to this
Courtel aclassic bait and switch, Pennsylvania used

> ndfo. its SecretaryofState to argue that this
NN Cou ould not expedite review because the State

Cod d segregate potentially unlawful ballots. A court
Offaw would reasonably rely on such a representation.
Remarkably, before the ink was dry on the Courts 4-
4 decision, Pennsylvania changed that guidance,
breaking the State's promise to this Court. Compare
Republican PartyofPa. v. Boockvar, No. 20.542, 2020

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000488
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U.S. LEXIS 5188, at *5:6 (Oct. 28, 2020) (we have >
been informed by the Pennsylvania Attorney General
that the Scoretary of the Commonwealth issued
guidance today directing county boards of electio
segregate [late-arriving] ballots”) (Alito, “d's
concurring) with Republican Party v. Boocl
20A84, 2020 U.S. LEXIS 5345, at *1 (Now, 6. 200)
(this Court was not informed that Psance
issued onOctober 28, which had an importhnbbeari
on the question whether to order ggiecial treatment
the ballots in question,hadby ified) (Alton.

Circuit Justice).
10. Expert anajysis' g aWe ly

accepted statistical frther isbs serious
questionsasto the inte] this lection.

11. The iof fofmenVice President
Biden winning the popular (vote, in’ four of the
Defendant Sta orgia, Michigdn, Pennsylvania,ind Wears Sodepartnty gon Prosaent
Trumps ‘early lead in osc)States as of 3 a.m. on
Nove: 020,iless thin one in a quadrillion, or
1 00,000/000,000. For former Vice President

“win sour Statescollectively,theoddsof
vent hai eens decrease to less than one in a

A (rill e fourth power (ie, 1 in
1,000,000,000,000,0009. See Decl. of Charles J.
Cicglretti, PID. (‘Cicchetti Decl.) at 14 14-21, 30-31.
ED) a as

NN . Mr. Biden's underperformance in the
50 urban areas in the Country relative to former

retary Clinton's performance in the 2016 election
oO reinforces the unusual statistical improbability of Mr.

United States forthcoming mationto expedite CARP: 1a.

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000487

DotuneRtID SALT AABN

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000487



: \/
Biden's vote totals in the five urban areas in these four >
Defendant States, where he overperformed Secretary
Clinton in all but one of the five urban areas. See
Supp. Cicchetti Decl. at 19 4-12,20-21. (App. a. 4),

13. The same less than one in a quadrillign
statistical improbability of Mr. Biden win
popular vote in these four Defendant State a,
Michigan, Pennsylvania, and \Wisdpnsin—
independently exists when Mr. Biden's pevformay
in each of those Defendant Stats is _compa
former Secretary of Staten, Hilary 's
performance in the 2016(em el
President Trump's perfor} asthe 2Bae 20
general elections. Agai Cana bility
of Mr. Biden winning lar these four
States collectivelya 0.0005. Id.
10-13, 17-21, 30-31.

14. Pihsipnly. thefe 5 subbtantial reason to
doubt the vi ults js ah fendant States.

15. purpor waive or otherwise
‘modif\e Bxistingstate[4% in amanner that was
Holl ra vires ahd not adopted by each state's
legidlature, Dfe nt States violated not only the

Hleiirs Clayst . Const. art. IL,§ 1, cl.2, but also
be El lause, id. art. I, § 4(to the extent that

the Article] Elections Clause textually applies to the
Area] processofselecting presidential electors).

NN | Voters who cast lawful ballots cannot
their votes diminished by states that

< = ministered their 2020 presidential elections in a
anner where it is impossible to distinguish a lawful

oO ballot from an unlawful ballot.
17. The number of absentee and mail-in

ballots that have been handled unconstitutionally in

HOORPre CrfcatanEuets06022021000488
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Defendant States greatly exceeds the difference >
between the vote totals of the two candidates for
President of the United States in each Defendant

State.

18. In December 2018, the Calte

Voting Technology Project and MIT Electio
Science Lab issued a comprehensis

addressing election integrity ifhues®) The
fundamental question they sought.to addréss wag:
“How do we know that the ion outcome

announced by election official ect?”
19. The Clreilytoron 2d:

“Ultimately, the only wi er a_ like

thisistorelyon procedyrés that inde eview
the outcomes of “to detect and. correct
material mistakestha are discoyéredaln other words,
elections need to be “audited. . “at iii. The

Caltech/MI' then set ‘detailed analysis

of why an ch aydi Gt be done for the
Came reibank hat existtoday lac of trust in our
votis

In addi to injunctivereliefsought for

election, oe nited States seeks declaratory

"for alhpresidgntial elections in the future. This

lem y capable of repetition yet evading
review. Thaintegrity of our constitutional democracy
requifey that states conduct presidential elections in

NN sodden with the rule of law and federal

tional guarantees.

SS rman
Perspectives attached at (the “Caltech/MIT Report”)
(App. a- a)

HOO r Conan 80232100469
BORISATASS,
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JURISDICTIONANDVENUE >

21. This Court has original and exclusive
jurisdiction over this action because it is a
“controversly] between the United States
[Defendant] Statels]” under Article TIL, § 2, cl. 2. ofthc
U.S. Constitution and 28 U.S.C. § 12510)(2)Gy

22. Ina presidential election,SE of <&
the votes cast in cach State is affected'by the vot
cast for the various candidatesjm oth eK)
Andersonv. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. T60,195 (1983)4The
constitutional failuresof Defendant States inj
United States as parens patria for ns
because “the right of sufffage-etn be, a
debasementordilutionofhe weight Ys vote
just as effectively as bywholly pdhibiting the free
exerciseof the franchige.” Bush 531 US. 95,
105 (2000) (quotingResnolds Sims, 377 U. S. 535,
555 (1964) (Bubl IDy In othGurl States is
acting to the, s of all citizens—
including motenly theci Defendant States but
also 5of their sistér States—inthe fair and
corstitutional corfdieg of elections used to appoint

esidential clGtons.
23. AARonin the several States may lack “a

leially,cognigable interest in the manner in which
another State conducts its elections,’ Texas ov.
Penisglyania, No. 220155(U.S. Dec. 11, 2020), the

N sau ee) ot true for the United States, which has
i patria for the citizens of each State against
government apparatus of each State. Alfred L.

app & Son v. Puerto Rico, 458 U.S. 592, 610 n.16
oO (1982) (it is the United States, and not the State,

which represents them as parens patria’) (interior
quotation omitted). For Bush [type violations, the

HOR Pr Carica ents6032021000450
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United States can press this action against the >
Defendant States for violationsof the voting rights of
Defendant States’ own citizens.

24. This Courts Article IIT decisions ffi
the ability of citizens to press claims under ‘the
Electors Clause. Lance v. Coffman, 549 U.S.
(2007) (distinguishing citizen plaintiffs from citizenakail ale
Massachusetts v. EPA, 549 U.S. 497, 520 (201
(courts owe states “special soli in stand
analysis”). Moreover, redressabilify Tiel,
undermine a suit against asi loot offi te
because no one State's glectoraltotes ne a
difference in the election Qutcolne. Thigfaction against
multiple State defen is ‘adequate
remedytocure the Defendant State, violations, and
this Court is the only‘court an’accommodate
such a suit.

25. feral s6verdign under the Voting
Rights USC.S00110314 (VRAY), the
Unite assifindingt6 enforceitslawsagainst,
i giving falke information as to his name,

s5r period residence in thevoting districtfor
rposao establishing the eligibility to register

A ote, conspiriiig for the purpose of encouraging
alse registration to vote or illegal voting, falsifyingor
congenling a*material fact in any matter within the
uel of an examiner or hearing officer related

NN fraielCction, or voting more than once. 52 U.S.C. §
Cod07()-(@). Although the VRA channels enforcement

0Fsome VRA sections—namely, 52 U.S.C. § 10303-
10304—to the U.S. District Court for the District of

& Columbia, the VRA does not channel actions under §
10307.

HERPro-CorfcatanEvent06032021 000401
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26. Individual state courts or U.S. district >

courts do not—and under the circumstance of
contested elections in multiple states, cannot—offer
an adequate remedy to resolve election dispy
within the timeframe set by the CuaRed,
resolve such disputes and to appoint a Presider
the electoral college. No court—other is
Court—can redress constitutional injus \nning,
multiple States with the sufficient numberof stat
joined as_defendants or respondents to make
difference in the Electoral College.

27. This Court is re um insblen io
exercise the jurisdictional basis for this the

28. Plaintiff is nite ore
which is the federal séyereign.

29. fendants ar Gorgpmmonain of
Pennsylvani e St rgia, Michigan,
Arizona,lid Vi !which are sovereign

States ited State
AT BACKGROUND

Oso dey, thé Supremacy Clause, the “Con-
tution, a)ili: of the United States which

be. pursuance thereof ... shall be the
stpreme he land.” U.S. CONST. Art. VI, cl. 2.

Bl. he individual citizen has no federal
coGi onal right to vote for electors for the

NN efit of the United States unless and until the
Con legislature chooses a statewide election as the

fans to implement its power to appoint members of
the electoral college.” Bush II, 531 U.S. at 104 (citing

< U.S. Const. art. IL, § 1).

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000492

Document iD: 0.7.2774.85549-000001

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000492



12 \/
32. State legislatures have plenary power to >

set the process for appointing presidential electors:
“Each State shall appoint, in such Manner as the
Legislature thereof may direct, a Numberof Elector.”

U.S. Const. art. I1, §1, cl. 2;see also Bush II, 531° .

at 104 (‘[Tlhe state legislature's power to
manner for appointing electors is plenary. sis

added). 3

33. At the timeof the Founding, Stat

did not appoint electors throug} lar statewide

elections. In the first presides ion, si e,

ten States that appointedclic id so
legislative appointment. MePharson v. 16
U.S. 1, 29-30 (1892).

34. In thege sidepfial ection, nine
of the fifteen States fiat abpo tors did so by
direct legislatiye appointment, 30.

35. gid pediden election, nine of
sixteen a) tors did so by direct
legislatis ointment\Jd, at 31. This practice
pers lessexdllegrecs’ through the Election of

t 32.

36. “[hlistory has now favored the
\" Bus} ‘U.S. at 104, “there is no doubt of

A righ legislature to resume the power [of
appointing sidential electors] at any time, for it can

neif e taken away nor abdicated.” McPherson, 146

NN 35 (emphasis added; of. 3 USC. § 2
erever any State has held an election for the
oseof choosing electors, and has failed to make a

oO choice on the day prescribed by law, the electors may

be appointed on a subsequent day in such a manner
< as the legislatureofsuch State may direct.”).

HOR Pr Carica ents6032021000488
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37. Given the State legislatures’ >

constitutional primacy in selecting presidential
electors, the ability to set rules governing the casting
of ballots and counting of votes cannot be usurpe
other branches of state government. 2

38. The Framersof the Constitution deci
to select the President through the Electo ge
“to afford as little opportunity as possible to)tumul
and disorder” and to place “every practicablebsta
[to] cabal, intrigue, andcorruption ding“forei
powers” that might try to ins themsel:
our letions. TEa) in
Rossiter, ed. 1961) (Madi

39. Defendant States}applic: reset
out under thefacts for a te.

10. use of abs Com mail-in ballots
skyrocket . no i a public-health
responseto VIDJy ‘mic but also at the
urging il-in_yotings proponents, and most
especi Feudid officials in Defendant

ordi Pew Research Center, in the
general n. a record number of votes—
65 million, werecast via mail compared to 33.5

A lion ballots cast in the 2016 general
election—ahincrease of more than 94 percent.
(A In the wake of the contested 2000

NN elettion/ the bipartisan Jimmy Carter-James Baker
Coo mission identified absentee ballots as “the largest

Soufce of potential voter fraud” BUILDING
oO CONFIDENCE IN U.S. ELECTIONS: REPORT OF THE

‘COMMISSION ON FEDERAL ELECTION REFORM, at 46
< (Sept. 2003)
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42. Concern over the use of mail-in ballots is >

not novel to the modern era, Dustin Waters, Mail-in
Ballots Were Part ofa Plot to Deny Lincoln Reelection
in 1864, WasH. POST (Aug. 22, 2020). but it remay
current concern. Crawford v. Marion Cty. Sk,
Bd., 553 U.S. 181, 194-96 & n.11 (2008);seeal

Office of the Attorney General, AG Paxton. ounces

Joint Prosecutionof Gregg County Organi lection.

Fraud in Mail-In Balloting Scheme (Sept 2020)
Harriet Alexander & Ariel Zilber,ihneapolis poli
opens investigation into. report an Opiar's
supporters illegally foi rat
Minnesota, DAILYMAIL, Sept.28, 2020. NN

43. Absentee 0 ape the
primary opportunities whal Halles tobecast.
As a result of expartdgd absenteeand mail-in voting
in DefendantStates, combine ndantStates’

‘unconstitutior ogificatic tory protections

designed tof allotmoh ". Defendant States

created ive oppol or fraud. In addition,
the States hawé made it difficult or
implsible to dhsth constitutionally tainted

lots £m allmail-in ballots.

id. Faghod than augment safeguards
inst illegabydting in anticipationofthe millions of

AadditionaNmail-in ballots flooding their States,

Def t States all materially weakened, or did

abi security measures, such as witness or
NN sign. verification procedures, required by their

Ces ective legislatures. Their legislatures established
se commonsense safeguards to prevent—orat least

oO reduce—fraudulent mail-in ballots.

eranHosa
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45. Significantly, in Defendant States, >

Democrat voters voted by mail at two to three times
the rate of Republicans. Former Vice President Biden
thus greatly benefited from this unconstituti
usurpation of legislative authority, and
weakening of legislatively mandated ballot
measures.

46. Tesemeot te Heroic
is directly affected by the constitutional viblati
committed by Defendant. State e violation:
proximately caused the appoiptmeit of presidertt
electors for former Vice Prt fon.
Statesas asovereign and. parens pari its
citizens will therefore be injurgd if Deféndant States’
unlawfully certify th Sider lectors and
those electors’ votes’ aN

47. In additioh to the unegnslitutional acts
associated itmaiinand voting, there are
grave que ro, vulnerability of
electronidy, Voting s—especially those
machi ided bf Doniifion Voting Systems, Inc.
(:Dominion") whi inuse in all of the Defendant

5 (ind tates as well) during the 2020
nota clecti

4 ‘mitially reported on December 13,
2020, the BS. Governmentisscramblingtoascertain
the/@tept.of broad-based hack into multiple agencies

N ore third-party software supplied by vendor
fs SolarWinds. That software product is used

Ge ghout the U.S. Government, and the private
oO stétor including, apparently, Dominion.

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000498
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49. As reported by CNN, what little we know >

has cybersecurity experts extremely worried.” CNN
also quoted Theresa Payton, who served as White
House Chief Information Officer under Presi
George W. Bush stating: “I woke up in the mids
the night last night just sick to my stomach. ¢-
scale of 1 to 10, I'm at a 9 — and it's not betAuse of
what T know; it's because of what we still donyknow.”

50. Disturbingly, though the Dofninio
CEO denied thatDominionuses SefarWindssoftware,
a screenshot. captured from Dohinion's
shows that Dominion os do 8 o
technology.t Further, Dominion app: ter
altered that page ty fe ce to
SolarWinds. but the Sola Wirfds websites still in the
Dominion page'sEs1d. R
Commonwealth ofPi meri

51. Saptari ek electoral votes,
with a stat en rently estimated at
3,363,951 \fok, Presiden p and 3,445,548 for
fo sidodt Biden) amarginof81,597 votes.

0 ex 14, 2020. the Pennsylvania
lican sl sidential Electors, met at the

A t RS cast their votes for President

<& Frvtamiocminn
oO itp espacegaiTe ee

platform3619895hun!
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Donald J. Tramp and Vice President Michael R. >
Pence.’

53. The number of votes affected by the
various constitutional violations exceeds the may
of votes separating the candidates.

54. Pennsylvania'sSecretaryofSt
Boockvar, without legislative te ly <&
abrogated several Pennsylvania statul uiring
signature verification for absentee ail“ ballot HK
Pennsylvania's legislature has re ese
changes, and the legislati not i ac)
severability clause.

55. OnAugust 7/2020}tHe Le: en
Voters of Pennsylvanis ers iplaint

against Secretary rand gether Togal election
officials, seeking “i, declars dgment that
Pennsylvania _ existing eye Verification
procedures. ha in oo unlawful for a
number of 5. cy) Women Voters of
Pennsylvdnjdy v. Boockt lo. 2:20-cv-03850-PBT,

(E.] . 7, 2020).

enhgylvania Department of State
iekly settle the plaintiffs, issuing revised
dance or ber 11, 2020, stating in relevant

A : oT sylvania Election Code does not
authorize county board of elections to set aside
ret; absentee or mail-in ballots based solely on

NN analysis by the county board of elections.”
57. This guidance is contrary to

sylvania law. First, Pennsylvania Election Code
O mandates that, for non-disabled and non-military

pennsylvania georgia-vote for.trump

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000498
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voters, all applications for an absentee or mail-in >
ballot “shall be signed by the applicant.” 25 PA. STAT.
§§ 3146.2(d) & 3150.12(c). Second, Pennsylvania's
voter signature verification requirements
expressly set forth at 25 PA. STAT. 350(a.3)(1)- ed,
§ 3146.8(2)(3)-(7).

58. The Pennsylvania Departmen 's
guidance unconstitutionally did ‘away) wit
Pennsylvania's statutory signature icatic
requirements. Approximately cent. of, th
requests for absentee ballots werdrom Dey
and 25 percent from efi Sa is
unconstitutional abrogat ate rh law
greatly inured to fo nk Vie Pregfdcht Biden's
benefit.

59. In AE (0)\Pennsylvania’s
legislature enacted biphrtisan Elgstion reforms, 2019
Pa. Legis. 2019-° set inter alia aGenin oF ET. aot da fo 5 counts
board of ons to rec hy mail-in ballot. 25 PA.

STAT. 46.6()f 315016(c). Acting under a

eorferhllyorded lange that “Elections shall be free
equi,” P: ST. rt. 1, § 5, cl. 1, a 4-3 majority.

Pennsyl preme Court in Pa. Democratic
A iyo. 238 A.3d 345 (Pa. 2020), extended

that deadline to three days after Election Day and
adopted, a Presumption that even non-postmarked
iepresumptively timely.

NN 60. Pennsylvania's election lawalso requires
poll-watchers be granted access to the opening,

Colinting, and recordingof absentee ballots: “Watchers
oO shall be permitted to be present when the envelopes

containing official absentee ballots and mail-in ballots
are opened and when such ballots are counted and

HOR Pr Carica ents6032021000450
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recorded.” 25 Pa. STAT. § 3146.80). Local clection >
officials in Philadelphia and Allegheny Counties
decided not to follow 25 PA. STAT. § 3146.80) for the
opening, counting, and recording of absentee
mail-in ballots. <

61. Priorto the election, Secretary
sent an email to local election officials urgil ©
provide opportunities for various persofis—inludiny
political parties—to contact votersto, ‘curddofect
mail-in ballots. This process clearly Violated seyeral
provisionsof the state election cog
+ Section 3146.8) requireon oun,Sol

election,upon receipt oFofitial abscn on in
sealed official absentee) ballot {entelopes as
provided under ghishriicle anddnaikin ballots as
in sealed officil_ mail-in_ballot, envelopes as
provided under Article XID shill safely keep
the ballots‘in sealed containers until
they au anv; the county board of
electitns

. Gr 231468)(1G) provides that mail-in
shalLbecanyassed (if they are received by

ight cloko. on election day) in the manner
scribegby this subsection.

A Sectia3146.8(s)(1.1) provides that the first look
at_the ‘allots shall be “no earlier than seven

a.m. on election day.” And the hour for this
NN :anvas” must be publicly announced at least

urs in advance. Then the votes are counted
<& 1 lection day.

62. By removing the ballots for examination
prior to seven o'clock a.m. on election day, Secretary
Boockvar created a system whereby local officials
could review ballots without the proper

HOORPreCrfiatanEuets06022021000500
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announcements, observation, and sceurity. This >
entire scheme, which was only followed in Democrat
majority counties, was blatantly illegal in that it

permitted the illegal removal of ballots from t
locked containers prematurely. 2

63. Statewide election officials af

election officials in Philadelphia and ny

Counties, aware of the historical Deme adyanta;

in those counties, violated Pennsylyani lectic

code and adopted the differential rds favoris

voters in Philadelphia and Al unti

the intent to favor former Vi ident ee
Verified Complaint (Doc. No. 1Donald for
President, Inc. v. Boockyd, 4:20-cv-02 LD.
Pa. Nov. 18, 2020) at 13-84, 11, 43.

61. Eve he allots in
Pennsylvania were this eval under an illegal
standard regard ignatute Ve ation. It is now

impossible mine, llots were properly
cast and Whith ballots it.

The chifngedProcessallowingthecuring
‘al and “mdilin ballots in Allegheny and

hiladelphia s i a separate basis resulting in
kno 'r of ballots being treated in an

onsti manner inconsistent with
Pennsylvahia statute. Id.

In addition, a great number of ballots

NN siere_regeived after the statutory deadline and yet
Counted by virtue of the fact that Pennsylvania

d/not segregate all ballots received after 8:00 pm on

Q ovember 3, 2020. Boockvar’s claim that only about
oO 10,000 ballots were received after this deadline has no

way of being proven since Pennsylvania broke its

promise to the Court to segregate ballots and co-
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mingled perhaps tens, or even hundreds of thousands, >
of illegal late ballots.

67. On December 4, 2020, fifteen members of
the Pennsylvania House of Representatives le
Rep. FrancisX. Ryan issued a report to Congress
Scott Perry (the “Ryan Report,” App. 1:
stating that “[tJhe general election in
Pennsylvania was fraught with inconsistencies, <&
documented irregularities anc im) rieti
associated with mail-in balloting, vassing, anc
canvassing that the reliabilityof.hé mail-in
the Commonwealth of Penns s img ©
rely upon.”

65. The Rya fers i ling,
including: Al

. Sess 0 AlLamy That total is
9,

© Ball med gf OBEFORE the Mailed
at ota) is 5822)

alos R one’ day after Mailed Date.
it tot: 1,200.

& 69, nonsensical numbers alone total
8,426 and exceed Mr. Biden's margin of

81,6605 votds over President Trump. But these
Rs pale in comparison to the discrepancies

NN sylvania’s reported data concerning the
Soe of mail-in ballots distributed to the

ulace—now with no longer subject to legislated
oO mandated signature verification requirements.

< 70. The Ryan Report also stated as follows:

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000502
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[110 a data file received on November 4, 2020, the >
Commonwealth's PA Open Data sites reported over oO
3.1 million mail in ballots sent out. The CSV file
from the state on November 4 depicts 3.1 million,
mail in ballots sent out but on November 2,
information was provided that only 2.7
ballots had been sent out. This discra <&

yams Al
Id. at 143a-44a. (Emphasis addec

71. The Ryan Report, irthe) lis,
apparent [400,000 ballot] di y canon]
evaluated by reviewing ion lob io!he
SURE system [the Statewide Uni istry
Electors)”

72. In its dpgbsition ids os motion
to for leave file a bill ofeomplajs enhsylvania said
nothing about the 118,426 at had no mailne, wore Togandenirongue before the mated
date, or improbabi ts ned one day after the
mail Sse ove.t

7. Wi to the 400,000 discrepancy
in‘wfail-in bal nrisylvania sent out as reported

rembe compared to November 4, 2020
A daygaftér He election), Pennsylvania asserted

= aRR
Rohuayfania Opposition To Motion For Leave To File Bill of

Com plain and Motion For Preliminary Injunction, Temporary< -~ Regaining Order,or Stay(‘Pennsylvania Opp.Bi") ledoO mber 10, 2020, Case No. 220155.

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000503

Document iD: 0.7.2774.85549-000001

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000503



n \/
that the discrepancy is purportedly due to the fact >
that “[o]f the 3.1 million ballots sent out, 2.7 million
were mail-in ballots and 400,000 were absentee
ballots” Pennsylvania offered no support fo
conclusory assertion. Id. at 6. Nor did Penns; wt,
rebut the assertion in the Ryan Report
“discrepancy can only be evaluated by revi al
transaction logs into the SURE men

74. These stunning figures illustrate
out-of-control nature of Pens a's mail-in
balloting scheme. Democra mitted
ballots at more than of he the o
Republicans. This numb tution d
ballots far exceeds the pr Ps Votes
separating the candidal

75. ThisFa Sen law
renders all il-in ballots cf itutionally tainted
and cannot formithesbasis fof aor certifying.
Pennsylvant fsider ors to the Electoral
College.

- g the US. Election
A ist a Commissiop’s report to Congress Election
Advinistratiof nd Voting Survey: 2016

{eonpronen i rt, in 2016 Pennsylvania received
266,208 i ballots; 2,534 of them were rejected
(.95%). Id Nat p. 24. However, in 2020, Pennsylvania

more than 10 times the number of mail-in
NN bal mpared to 2016. As explained supra, this

irger volume of mail-in ballots was treated in
Inconstitutionally modified manner that included:
doing away with the Pennsylvania's signature

oO verification requirements; (2) extending that deadline
to three days after Election Day and adopting a
presumption that even non-postmarked ballots were
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presumptively timely; and (3) blocking poll watchers >
in Philadelphia and Allegheny Countiesin violation of
State law.

77. These non-legislative modifications”
Pennsylvania's election rules appear o
generated an outcome-determinative nus
unlawful ballots that were cast in Pedm
Regardless of the number of such ballegs, the non,
legislative changes to the election rules Violited
Electors Clause.
State of Georgia

78. Georgia has 16 - al ve oo) a
statewide vote tally currghtly estimate hn (121
for President Tramp apd\2,472.098, ér Vice
President Biden, a of appfoxiniagely 12.670
Votes.

79. December Coen the Georgia
Republican esi digi ectors, including

Petition . me te Capital and cast
their President Donald J. Trump and Vice
Presi ichacLK, Pence

The~guniber of votes affected by the
arhous cons uti al violations far exceeds the

in of vi ding the candidates.
A 81 rgia's Secretary of State, Brad
> Raffensperger, without legislative approval,

unilater lly abrogated Georgia's statutes governing
NN a ballot may be opened, and the signature

Cop process for absentee ballots.
82. 0.CGA. § 21-2:386@)(2) prohibits the

oO opening of absentee ballots until after the polls open

J—
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on Election Day: In April 2020, however, the State >
Election Board adopted SecretaryofState Rule 183-1
14-0.9-.15, Processing Ballots Prior to Election Day.
That rule purports to authorize county cle
officials to begin processing absentee ballots.
three weeks before Election Day. Outside partie
then given carly and illegal access to purportadly
defective ballots to “cure” them on of
0.C.G.A. §§ 21-2-386(a)(1)(C), 21-2-419(c)!

83. Specifically, Georgi thorizes, an
requires a single registrar or after ro
the outer envelope—to reject tee ho
voter failed to sign the rey or he
required information,th sigriature 5 valid,
or the required informal s nogonform with the
information on file, oTi wise found
ineligibletovote. 0.C.G:A. § 21Z2386((1(B)-(C).

84. Cougiglow ides absentee voters the
chance to lus — eoath, an invalid
signatu issing information” on a ballots outer
enveld e dgadlineMor verifying provisional
ballofs (ke, three Gays after the election). 0.C.G.A. §§
21386)(1)(C), 21-2419(0)(2). To facilitate cures,
Georgia In in the relevant election official to

A notifyi Rvriting: “The boardofregistrars or
absentee lerk shall promptly notify the elector
of suehngejection, a copy of which notification shall be
reined in the files of the board of registrars or

NN bsentet ballot clerk for at least twoyears.” 0.C.G.A.
2) 2.386).

85. There were 284817 carly ballots
oO corrected and accepted in Georgia out of 4,018,064

early ballots used to vote in Georgia. Former Vice
President Biden reccived nearly twice the number of
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mail-in votes as President Trump and thus materially >
benefited from this unconstitutional change in
Georgia's election laws.

86. In addition, on March 6, 2020411

Democratic Party of Georgia v. Raffenspers 3
1:19-cv-5028-WMR (N.D. Ga.), Georgia's Se
State entered a Compromise Settlementlm
and Release with the Democratic Party eorgia (the

“Settlement” to materially change the tut

requirements for reviewing sig on absentes

ballot. envelopes to confirm the,viter ide;
making it far morediful{io3 allenge ive
signatures beyond the expressmandatory s
set forth at GA. CODE. Lago

87. Amongot 5, before ballotcould
be rejected, the Settlement requifed'a, registrar who
found a defective signature eck a review by
two other registrars, and if4 majority of the
registrars at a was defective
could the\ballot be rejec it not before all three

regis! es. written on the ballot envelope

a the ‘reason for the rejection. These
Crome jurds are in dirct conflict with

orkia’s requirements, as is the
A ig rement that notice be provided by

telephone (i.e, hot in writing)if a telephone number
is goailable’ Finally, the Settlement purports to
redireState election officials to consider issuing

NN guidanct and training materials drafted by an expert
Cots ined by the Democratic Party of Georgia.

88. Georgia's legislature has not ratified

oO these material changes to statutory law mandated by

the Compromise Settlement Agreement and Release,
including altered signature verification requirements
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and carly opening of ballots. The relevant legislation >
that was violated by Compromise Settlement
Agreement and Release did not include a severability
clause.

89. This unconstitutional change in 4
law materially benefitted former Vice
Biden. According to the Georgia Secreta 's
office, former Vice President Biden had almost double,
the number of absentee votes (65.32%) asPfesid
Trump (34.68%). See Cicchetti Sg Dy
8a

90. The effect of uncon tap
change in Georgia electigff Tawwhich ore

likely thatballots withoumatéhing would
be counted, had a mat pact,n the outcome of
the election.

91 cifically, pee 1,805,659
absentee mail-in subg Georgiain 2020.
There were pr) ts rejected in 2020.
Thisis a Yejogtion rate . In contrast, in 2016,
the 2006 Fejection rate Was 6.42% with 13.677
abfSentee mail-in ballbts being rejected outof213,033
ubfoitted, which More than seventeen times greater

Gi in 20: chetti Decl.at §24, App. 7a.
A 9: e rejection rate ofmailed-in absentee

ballots renthined the same in 2020 as it was in 2016,
thefe would be 83,517 less tabulated ballots in 2020.

NN statewide splitof absentee ballots was 31.68% for
and 65.2% for Biden. Rejecting at the higher

< = rate with the 2020 split between Trump and
iden would decrease Trump votes by 28,965 and

oO Biden votes by 54,552, which would be a net gain for
Trump of 25,587 votes. This would be more than
needed to overcome the Biden advantage of 12,670
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votes, and Trump would win by 12,917 votes. Id. D
Regardless of the numberof ballots affected, however,
the nonlegislative changes to the clection rules
violated the Electors Clause.

93. In addition, Georgia uses Do SC
voting machines throughout the State. L
month before the election, the United Statrm
Court for the Northern DistrictofGeorgia ruled on
motion brought by a citizen advocate groupan oth
seeking a preliminary injunctiontgstdp Georgi
using Dominion's voting systeme.die to thei
vulnerabilitiesto hacking andother egula ee
Curling v. Raffenspergepr2020./U.S. By 1S
188508, No. 1:17-cv-29890AT (N.D. G. 2020).

94. Though et cofirt ound that it
was bound by Eleverith Cifeuit feny plaintiffs
motion, it issued a prophetic whrning stating:

‘The Cougt’s deen the true risks
posed by BMDting systemaswellasits
mann deibion wy ese risks are neither
3 nor? remote’ under the current

minor's, stance here in evaluation and
agen of security and vulnerabilityofthe

A IMD, 0s not benefit the public or citizens
confident exercise of the franchise. The stealthvote

tioror operational interference risks posed by
> e that cambeeffectivelyinvisibletodetection,

NN er intentionally seeded or no, are high once
< Qsifequipment and software systems are not

roperly protected, implemented, and audited
Id. at *176 (Emphasis added).

95. One of those material risks manifested
three weeks later as shown by the November 4, 2020
video interview of a Fulton County, Georgia Director
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of Blections, Richard Barron. In that interview, >
Barron stated that the tallied vote of over 93% of
ballots were based on a ‘review panells]®
determination of the voter's “intent” not what,
voter actually voted. Specifically, he stated thf
far we've scanned 113,130 ballots, we've adj
over 106,000... Theonlyballotsthatare adjudicated
are if we have a ballot with a contestmith ich,
there's some question as to how the computepeads,
50 that the vote review panel al yot
intents

96. i 0) monst ho
unreliability of Dominiops*voting mac} he se
figures, in and of themsdlvesin this le, far
exceeds the margin sj e two
candidates.

97. Lastly, ot D 17, 2020, the
Chairmanof the Elestion Lat ‘Subcommitteeof
the Georgi fing judiciary Committee
issueda detailed report ing a myriadofvoting

irreg ind pofentiaMFaud in the Georgia 2020
gorfethl ‘lection “Report)." The Executive

may states that “(the November 3, 2020
néral El on ‘Election was chaotic and any
rted ust be viewed as untrustworthy”.Ax od oe ee ws

> my and potential fraud, the Report
conclude:

NN e Legislature should carefully consider its
<& obligations under the U.S. Constitution. If a

© https.c-span.orglvideo?477819: /fulton.county-georgia:
election-updateat beginning at 20 seconds through 121.
Hew. as a
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majority of the General Assembly concurs with >
the findings of this report, the certification of
the Election should be rescinded and the

General Assembly should act to determine

proper Electors to be certified to the Biel,
College in the 2020 presidential rac i

time is of the essence, the Chai d

Senators who concur withros

recommend that the leadership of theGenes
Assembly and the Governor immediate]
convene to allow furthe; ition, e

entire General Assemb]

State of Michigan "N
98. Michigan,Loop ith a

statewide vote tally, curfently cstimfltedat 2,650,695
for President TrumpW@nd '2,79¢ r former Vice

President Biden, a marginof 1 tes. In Wayne

County, r. iden'’s (322,925 votes)

significant; Is his, le lead.

n Deceml , 2020, the Michigan
Rey late ofPresidefitial Electors attempted to

cast_their'yotes for President Donald J.

p and Vi ident Michael R. Pence but were

entr tate Capital by law enforcement.
ir tex eir votes was refused. They instead

met on thegrounds ofthe State Capital and cast their
vo esident Donald J. Trump and Vice

NN Brides Michael R. Pence.’s

< 2 00. The number of votes affected by the
us constitutional violations exceeds the margin

x oPvotes dividing the candidates.

tao
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101. Michigan's Secretary of State, Jocelyn >

Benson, without legislative approval, unilaterally
abrogated Michigan election statutes related to
absentee ballot applications and signa
verification. Michigan's legislature has not el,
these changes, and its election laws do not ifc
severability clause.

102. As amended in 2018,oc
Constitution provides all registered yoters theright.
request and vote by an absentee ithout givin
a reason. MicH. Const. art. 2, 4

103. On May 19, io ys
Benson announced that” herdffice end
unsolicited absentee-votek ballbt appl mail
to all 7.7 million regis chi rs prior to
the primary and gent] eléctio her office
repeatedly encouraged vot ote. absentee
because of 19 io/it did not ensure
that Michi tion nd procedures were
adequate'to Ensure the ageuracy and legality of the
histo of mdil-in Votes. In fact, it did the
opposite‘and did way with protections designed to

Voter fr
104. ry Benson's flooding of Michigan
millions of absentee ballot applications prior to

the 2020 general election violated M.C.L.§ 168.759(3).
That Statute limits the procedures for requesting an

N absented ballot to three specified ways:
Spplication for an absent voter ballot under this

£ > ction may be made inanyo hefollowing ways:
(@) By awritten request signed by the vote.

oO (6) On an absent voter ballot application form
< provided for that purpose by the clerk of the city or

township.

HOR Pr Carica ents603202100512
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(©)Ona federal postcard application. >

MCL.§ 168.759(3) (emphasis added). oO
105. The Michigan Legislature thus declined

to include the Secretary of State as a men
distributing absentee ballot applications. Id)
168.759(3)(b). Under the statute’ plain langage:
Legislature explicitly gave only local clerks the pofver
todistribute absentee voter ballot application$. 1d. A

106. Because the Legislative declined
explicitly include the Secretary of.Stite-as a vehicle
for distributing absentee ballots appl
Sceretary Benson lacked aul Gein o distsib€ eyen
a single absentee voter ballot appliatio ess
the millionsof absentag ballotapplications Secretary
Bensonchoseto fl S Michigan.

107. SecretariBensonalso vidlated Michigan
law when she, launched a in June 2020
allowing al ent halo quested online,
without si Verifi¢ation Bs expressly required
under Michigan law, The, Michigan Legislature did
no orfguthorize Secretary Benson's

actio
108. 65.759(4) states in relevant part:

Apapplica absent voter ballot shall sign the
A plicatidi==Shbject to section 761(2), a clerk or

assistant cléxk shall not deliver an absentvoterballot
to Finwho does not sign the application.”

NN 09. Further, MCL § 168.761(2) states in
<& Colm “Thequalified voterfile must be used to

determine the genuineness of a signature on an
application for an absent voter ballot”, and if “the
signatures do not agree sufficiently or [if] the

< signature is missing” the ballot must be rejected.
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110. In 2016 only 587,618 Michigan voters >

requested absentee ballots. In stark contrast, in 2020,
3.2 million votes were cast by absentee ballot, about
57% of total votes cast — and more than five time
number of ballots even requested in 2016.

111. Secretary Benson's sean
modifications of Michigan's election rules fegul in
the distribution of millions of Ba ballot <&
applications without verifying voter sighatures
required by MCL §§ 168.759(1) 761(2). Thi
means that millions of al allo e
disseminated in violation ikan's ry
signature-verification re s. De in
Michigan voted by m:iof dpproximately
two to one compared ubli ters. Thus,
former Vice op al benefited
from these unconstitutional Ss Michigan's
election law.

1a. Copenh pol
watchers and(inspectorGave access to vote counting
andci ig. MO'L. §§ 68.674. 675.

Local elégtion officials in Wayne County
a consci fy d express policy decision not to

ll M.OLA§§/ 168.674-.675 for the opening,
A ting cording of absentee ballots.

114. lichigan also has strict signature
veri ion requirements for absentee ballots,

NN including that the Elections Department place a
Q = statement or stamp on each ballot envelope

re the voter signature is placed, indicating that
le voter signature was in fact checked and verified

oO with the signature on file with the State. See MCL§
< 168.765a(6).
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115. However, WayneCounty made the policy >

decision to ignore Michigan's statutory signature-
verification requirements for absentee ballots. Former

Vice President Biden received approximately 587,074,
or 68%, of the votes cast there compared to ee
Trump's receiving approximate 264,149, or 3
the total vote. Thus, Mr. Biden materiall; refifed

from these unconstitutional changes igan’s,

election law.
116. Numerous poll chafledigers and, ai

Election Department employge-yHistleblowr, Faye.
testified that the signature eric on re n
was ignored in Wayne Gounby.in a c gn tly
pending in the Michidan Suprem, “ For
example, Jesse Jacob, les-1 Detroit

employee assigned to Werki the iti artment for
the 2020 election testifi i:rnp ceert

have theyoter ignat teenvelope. While |
was athe {CFCenter, structednottolookat
Sth ignatures on the’absentee ballots, and 1

tructednto compare the signature on the

117. e) a poll challenger, Lisa Gage,
fied thabudtd single one of the several hundred

a thousand ballot envelopes she observed had a

> writen, statement or stamp. indicating the voter

oO Declaratory Relief filed Nov. 26, 2020 (Mich. Sup. Ct.) at §% 71,
138-39, App. 25a-51a.

App. Bin-360.
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signature had been verified at the TCF Center in >
accordance with MCL § 168.765a(6)."

118. The TCF was the only facility within
Wayne County authorizedtocount ballots for the ft
of Detroit.

119. Additional public informatio Gn
the material adverse impact on the inte he
vote in Wayne County caused \by) thes
unconstitutional changes to Michigan's eléefion las

For example, the Wayne re of Votes
Report lists 174,384 absente out of, ashy
absentee ballots tabulated ass faint

without a registration » the

CityofDetroit. See Cicchetti Decl. at a.
The numberofvotes n a peistred voter by
itself exceeds Vice Prégiderit Bidexi's marginofmargin
of 146,007 votes by more than 28, tes.

120. ra elie st most likely
resulted fi ny of Wayne County

electic T's running same ballots through a

taby tiple timesY with Republican poll
structed denied access, and election

Is ignofine poll watchers challenges, as
Li ent nunterous declarations. App. 25a-51a.
A 1 addition, a member of the Wayne

County Board of Canvassers (‘Canvassers Board),
Wi lartman, determined that 71% of Detroit's

NN sent Voter Counting Boards (‘AVCBS) were
fanced—i.c., the number of people who checked

id not match the number of ballots cast—without

x explanation. Id.at § 29.

< 1% Affidavit ofLisa Gage€ 17 (App. a).
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122. On November 17, 2020, the Canvassers >

Board deadlocked 2-2 over whether to certify the
results of the presidential election based on numerous

reports of fraud and unanswered mat
discrepancies in the county-wide election kd,

few hours later, the Republican Board fer

reversed their decision and voted to certifythe Tesults
after severe harassment, including caylence,

123. The following day, the.two ublic

members of the Board rescinded tes to if

the vote and signed affidavits-alging theys were,
bullied and misled intoame on
do not believe the votes=should/be til

serious irregularitiesin Detroi ened d. See
Cicchetti Decl. at § 29, a.

124. Michigan adittec ling with this
Court that it “js at a 103s to e3 the[] allegations”

showing that Count 74,384 absenteeSlots hana A Toga veer: Se St
Leave Bill f Coniplaint and For Injunctive

845 (fled Dob, 10, 2020), Case No. 220155.
125. eh on November 4, 2020, Michigan

n officials in/Antrim County admitted that a

portedsglit in Dominion voting machines
caused 6,000 votes for President Tramp to be wrongly
swigched to Democrat Candidate Biden in just one

NN cot al officials discovered the so-called “glitch”
ter Téportedly questioning Mr. Biden's win in the

Cenily Republican area and manually checked the
tte tabulation.

oO 126. The Dominion voting tabulators used in

< Antrim County were recently subjected to a forensic
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audit. Though Michigan's Secretary of State tried to >
keep the Allied Report from being released to the
public, the court overseeing the audit refused and
allowed the Allied Report to made public. The Al
Report concluded that “the vote flip occurred hd,
of machine error built into the voting
designed to create error” In addition, edTenors reveled that al soversaty -
11:03 pm on November 4, 2020 are missing.snd tl
there was other “tampering with/dita.” See Allie
Reportat 49 B.16-17 (App. a

127. Further, the Alfed Be ort. d
that the Dominion voting-systemAn A ty
was designed to generate anjerrorrate hs high as
81.96% thereby sendinfsbatlets for/adiGdication” to
determine the voter'Sdnteht, Shes port at 19
B.2,822 (App, a- 4

128. Noubly the e pharily high error
rate descr ©i t with the same
situationtha took pla lton County, Georgia

with ious 93% ofvor rate that required
“adjullichtion” of oVeh106,000 ballots.

1%. fed) egtaive modifications to
ichigan's election statutes resulted in a number of
Situ ainted votes that far exceeds the

margin of\ voters separating the candidates in

S 2 5, Michigan Forensics Report by Allied Security
nsGroup dated December 13, 2020 (the “Allied Report”)goa

q - W hitpsthemichiganstar.com/202012/1 afte cxamining:
oO antrin-county-voting-machines-asos-concludes-dominion-

ntentionaly-designed.to-createsystemic fraud
< =Allied Reportat £9 B.4-9 (App. 2.
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Michigan. Regardlessofthe numberof votes that were >
affected by the unconstitutional modification of
Michigan's election rules, the non-legislative changes
to the election rules violated the Electors Clause.
State ofWisconsin <<

130. Wisconsin has 10 electoral voy Coy
statewide vote tally currently estimated ox 51 <&
for President Trump and 1.630.716 forormer Vic
PresidentBiden (i.c., amarginof20,665 vote®). Int AK
counties, Milwaukee and Dane, hyjen's margin
(364,298 votes) significantly his st on)

lead. (@) 7%)
131. On Decembéf 14,2020, is in

Republican slateofPresidential El at the
State Capital andycastytheir vi President
Donald J. Trump and Vice President Michael R.
Pence.

132. Ne fe election some
146.932 Sri ened n Wont
out o han3 million! votes cast. In stark

cor 8 re ballots, nearly a 900
crease. oven, 2016, were returned in the

ber 3, 204 ection.
A 133. Wiseofisin statutes guard against fraud

absenfa@ballots: “[Vloting by absentee ballot is a
privilege oXercised wholly outside the traditional

salfgual s of the polling place. The legislature finds
NN ho/brivilege ofvoting by absentee ballot must be

q - « mali
oO 5 Sue, US, Blcions Projet, aailabe at

hitpvsw clctproject orglearly 2016.

hitpsilelectproject. githubio Early-Vote-2020G/WL html
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carefully regulated to prevent the potential for fraud >
or abuse" WSC. STAT.§ 6.84(1).

134. In direct contraventionofWisconsin lay,
Leading up to the 2020 general clection, the Wisco
Elections Commission (‘WEC") and othe
officials unconstitutionally modified

election laws—each time taking steps that weakened,
or did away with, established security phgce 's put

in place by the Wisconsin legislatureMo” ens:
absentee ballot integrity. ()

135. For example, the\WEC undecommissionono don ode
absentee ballots—includip€ thes of u ng irop
boxes.

136. The liscofigin’S\five largest

ities—Green Bay, Kenosha, Madison, Milwaukee,
and Racine, which all have Gomer! majorities—
joined in this effort¢ and together developed a plan
use purpy ure, s to facilitate return

of absente lots.” Wisc Safe Voting Plan 2020,

at , 202(

It isallet in an action recently filed in

Inited District Court for the Eastern

A igprict of sin that over five hundred

> ysSovin Eloions Gonision Memaranda, To. Al
ACo] Becton Ofc. Aue. 10. 2030. aise attoSbilebtionsw govlateslclecions wi ovRIA2030-

Cosh op 20BoZRpd.at. 30 i
th & Civ Lie, Jun 15, 2020, by the Mayors of Madison,

< hips.techandeivicifeorgwp-
Coen ondv03007Approved WisconsinSafe Voting lan-
pr
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unmanned, illegal, absentee ballot drop boxes were >
used in the Presidential election in Wisconsin.

138. However, the use of any drop box,
manned or unmanned, is directly prohibites
Wisconsin statute. The Wisconsin legis

specifically described in the Election Code “

absentee ballot site[s]” and detailed the pr v
which the governing body of a nel‘may, <&
designate a site or sites for the delivery of-dbsent
ballots “other than the office of the/mnicipal cletk o
board of election commissioneps-as'the locati

which electors of the municality ay x
vote absentee ballots as hich voy A eo
ballots shall be returnedbyeletorsa tion."
Wis. Stat. 6.855(1).

139. Any agra, hallo! site “shall
be staffed by the murlicipal or ‘the executive
director of the’ of eléetior )mmissioners, or

employees cle} We ‘board of election
commissibpers.” Wis. 1855(3). Likewise, Wis.

Stat, provides, ‘a municipality in which

the’ goveming hotly has elected to an establish an
ab, ballot sit. under 5. 6.85, the

<2ipal Il operate such site as though it
his, fce for absentee ballot purposes and

A shall ens such site is adequately staffed.”
0. Thus, the unmanned absentee ballot

NN d or) sites are prohibited by the Wisconsin
<r ture as they do not comply with Wisconsin law

< President of the United States of America v. The Wisconsin
lection Commission, Case 20-0v.01785-BHL (ED. Wise. Dec.
2,3000) (Wikconsin Trump Campaién Complaint” at 5 158.50.
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expresslydefining “[allternate absentee ballot site]. >
Wis. Stat. 6.855(1), (3).

141. In addition, the useof drop boxes for the
collection of absentee ballots,  positi
predominantly inWisconsin's largest cities, i direedly
contrary to Wisconsin law providing that
ballots may only be “mailed by the elector,o d
in person to the municipal clerk issuing\the Ballot or,
ballots.” Wis. Stat. § 6.87#)(b)1 (emphasis added).

142. Thefactthat other m{thods,of delivering
absentee ballots, such as thyoughunman
boxes, are not permitted is us ors brad by,Vs
§ 6.87(6) which mandates” that “[a] le not
mailedor delivered as providedin this may
not be counted.’ Likewise, Wisd Stat, § 6.812)
underscores this poi, providing that Wis. Stat. §
6.876) “shall, be construed (as-mandatory.’ The
provision co iu “Ballo i contravention of
the proceed: ified provisions may not
be counted, Ballots cohed contravention of the
pr cified/in thst provisions may not be
ineluledin the cértifigd result of any election.” Wis.

(2) Emphasis added).
143. ue were not the only Wisconsin

ion dawasthat the WEC violated in the 2020
general eléetion. The WEC and local election officials
alsg/Fook it upon themselves to encourage voters to

N unifons ly declare themselves ‘indefinitely
fined" which under Wisconsin law allows the

es to avoid security measures like signature
ification and photo ID requirements.

oO 144. Specifically, registering to vote by
absentee ballot requires photo identification, except
for those who register as “indefinitely confined” or

HOR Pr Carica ents603202100522
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“hospitalized.” Wisc. STAT. § 6862)@. ()). >
Registering for indefinite confinement requires
certifying confinement “because of age, physical
illness or infirmity or [because the voter] is disa}
for an indefinite period.” Id. § 6.86(2)(a).

indefinite confinement cease, the voter m

the county clerk, id., who must remove the’ r fom

indefinite-confinement status. Id. § Saag)

145. Wisconsin election procedure oti

absentee based on indefinite confifiemient enable the
votertoavoidthephoto ID requireiiént and si
requirement.Id. §6.86(1)(ag x 3 5

146. OnMarch 25,2020, cle; of

Wisconsin law, Dane County Clerk onnell
and Milwaukee Count Gegrge<Christensen
both issued guidance hdichting Hat Wl voters should
mark themselyes as “inflefinit fined” because of

the COVID-19 ic.

147. \BatioVingaps an attempt to
circumve lisconsin’s' voter ID laws, thewoN eon roe IDJo

ify Supreme rtto intervene. On March 31,

the Wi Con upreme Court unanimously

nfifmed tha le clerks’ “advice was legally
rrectandpotentially dangerous because “voters

may be misled fo exercise their right to vote in ways
th: inconsistent with WISC. STAT. § 6.86(2).”

S On May 13, 2020, the Administrator of
Tosued a directive to the Wisconsin clerks

ibiting removal of voters from the registry for
indefinite-confinement status if the voter is no longer

oO “indefinitely confined.”

< 149. The WEC's directive violated Wisconsin
law. Specifically, WISC. STAT. § 6.86(2)(a) specifically

HORPr Goticatonvens083262100823
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provides that “any (indefinitely confined) elector [who] >
is no longer indefinitely confined ... shall so notify the
municipal clerk.” WISC. STAT. § 6.36@)(b) further
provides that the municipal clerk “shallremove the
name of any other elector from the list upon reid
of the elector or upon receipt of reliable inf
that an elector no longer qualifies for the sexvice.

150. According to statistics kepby the WEC,
nearly 216,000 voters said they init
confined in the 2020 election, a fourfol
increase from nearly 57.000 v 16. 5
and Milwaukee counties, mj 68,0 rs
said theywere indefinitely confingd in 2020 fourfold
increase from the rougl 1/70 inde fined
Voters in those counties 3

151. On Debefnber 16, 20200 the Wisconsin
Supreme Court ruled that! Wisconsin _ officials,
including Governor Evers, unlawfully told Wisconsin
Voters to ds (emse coche confined’—
thereby \avgiding “imma e and photo ID

requis ! SeqdJeffersofs v. Dane County, 2020
IS 194(Wis, Dec. 14, 2020). Given the near

fotefold ncreaé Th,the use of this classification from
160 2020 os thousandsof theseballots could

A legal, Thevast majorityofthemore than 216,000
Voters classified as “indefinitely confined” were from
heayily, democrat. areas, thereby materially and

ni Mr. Biden.
NN 2. UnderWisconsinlaw,votingby absentee

t also requires voters to complete a certification,
inluding their address, and have the envelope

oO witnessedby an adult who also must sign and indicate
their address on the envelope. See WISC. STAT. § 6.87.
The sole remedy to cure an “improperly completed

HOORPre CrfcatanEuets06022021000524
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certificate or [ballot] with no certificate” is for “the >
clerk [to] return the ballot to the elector[J” Id. §
6.87(9). “If a certificate is missing the address of a
witness, the ballot may not be counted.” Id. §2
(emphasis added).

153. However, in a training video isst
1, 2020, the Administrator of the City of Mil ee
Elections Commission unilaterally dedlgred)that
“witness address may be written i) d that
because we were able to locate the sses’ ad
for the voter” to add an address ‘Missing from ‘the,
certifications on absenteeiy mi v's
instruction violated WISG/STAT.8.6.87(6 py EC
issued similar guidaned, on [Octobe 0, in
violation of this statute’ 3

154. InA for Campaign
Complaint, it is alleged, su wv the sworn

affidavits atche foi 0 workers
carried out wiulPolich,and acting pursuant
to this gulidatice, in Mil e used red-ink pens to

alter ficatgé on absentee envelope and
ul nd conf the absentee ballot. These acts

15G/STAT.§ 6.876) (If a certificate is
&2 & the fires ofa witness, the ballot may not

ounted”) NS” also Wisc. STAT. § 6.87(9) (‘If a
A municipal\lerk receives an absentee ballot with an

improperly completed certificateor withno certificate,
ee] may return the ballot to the elector...

NN ér time permits the elector to correct the defect
eturn the ballot within the period authorized.”).

155. Wisconsin's legislature has not ratified
oO these changes, and its election laws do not include a

< severability clause.

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000525

Document iD: 0.7.2774.85549-000001

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000525



© \/
156. In addition, Ethan J. Pease, a bo truck >

delivery driver subcontracted to the U.S. Postal
Service (“USPS”) to deliver truckloads of mail-in
ballots to the sorting center in Madison, WI, testi
that USPS employees were backdating ed,
received after November 3, 2020. Decl. of
Pease at 1Y 3-13. Further, Pease testi oy a
senior USPS employee told him on ogi 2020,
that “fain order came down [i
Wisconsin/Illinois Chapter of the,ath
100,000 ballots were missing’ o% the
dispatched employees to “find]I &ballot
810. One hundred thousand ballots ly
“found” after election ddy wauld far, former
Vice President Biden ‘margin of 20, es over
President Trump. Re
State of Arizona

157. ng has 1 Fal votes, with a
state-wide cur timated at 1,661,677
for Presi ump ai 2,054 for former Vice

Presi len, mar of 10,377 votes. In
Avizopa’most péplgus county, Maricopa County,

Biden's ghatgin “(45,109 votes) significantly
Cro ishew lad

158w.0n December 14, 2020, the Arizona
\ Republicamslate of Presidential Electors met at the

Ste Capital and cast their votes for President
NN Trump and Vice President Michael R.

OS Emm
clectors-vote-biden.republicans-oinpennsylvania-georgia:
‘nevada. in-casting-clctoral-cologe-votes-for-trump!

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000528
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159. Since 1990, Arizona law has required >

that residents wishing to participate in an election
submittheirvoter registration materials no later than
29 days prior to election day in order to vote in Hat
election. Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 16-120(A). For aided,
deadline was October 5.

160. In Mi Familia Vota v. Hobbs, Ng. 0-
01903-PHX-SPL, 2020 U.S. Dist. LE: 184897 (D,
Ariz. Oct. 5, 2020), however, a federal di cou
violated the Constitution and d that iN
extending the registration d to
2020. The Ninth Circuits lor oR October
13, 2020 with a two-day , Mi. il ota
v. Hobbs, 977 F.3d 948, Son Cir.

161. However, th Ciafuitid not apply
the stay retronctivel{ because neither the Arizona
Secretaryof State nor the Arifona-Attorney General
requested retroactive reliefNid at H54-55. As a net
result, the, i was dfiognisgitutionally extended
from the Statitory dead]haof ctaber to October 15,

2021, ‘allowifig potentially thousandsofillegal
vies) 0be inje 1hito the state.

162. 1 ddition, on December 15, 2020,
ic Arizonasstite Senate served two subpoenas on the
dricop Board of Supervisors (the “Maricopa

Board’) tonaudit scanned ballots, voting machines,
and/3fyware due to the significant number of voting

NN jt ities. Indeed, the Arizona Senate Judiciary
n stated in a public hearing earlier that day

“[tlhere is evidence of tampering, there is
eVidence of fraud” with vote in Maricopa County. The

oO Board then voted to refuse to comply with those
< subpoenas necessitating a lawsuit to enforce the

HOR Pr Carica ents603202100527
DotunentiD SALT AABN

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000527



i“ \/
subpoenasfiled on December21, 2020. That litigation >
is currently ongoing.
State of Nevada

163. Nevada has 6 electoral votes, wi
statewide vote tally currently estimated at 66 ,
President Trump and 703,486 for for ict
President Biden, 2 margin of 33,596 vote: da <&
voters sent in 579,533 mail-in ballot? In Clar]
County, Mr. Biden's margin 0,92 vot
significantly exceeds hisstatewidd] A

164. On December 1. 020\the i
slate of Presidential Electorspeta the St al
and cast their votes for President Dor imp
andVice President Michael R/Penc:

165. In res) the TR ‘pandemic,
the Nevada Legislat enact ndythe Governor
signed into law—Assembly iin Nev. Ch. 3, to
address vo aDead der ire, for the first
mem a eyeonic
clerk to_mail\ballots to All yegistered voters in the
st

. Up Ren 23 of Assembly Bill 4, the
Zz able cis or chunty clerks office is required to

jiew the sigiatufe on ballots, without permitting a
A mputeigy to do so: “The clerk or employee shall

chech.the simature used for the mail ballot against all

igforage of the voter available in the records of the
NN erk. Jd. § 23(1)) (codified at. NEV. REV. STAT. §

CG 8874(1)(@) (emphasis add). Moreover, the system
ggires that two or more employees be included: “If

at least two employees in the office of the clerk believe
there is a reasonable questionof fact asto whether the

HOORPreCrfcatanEuets06022021000528
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signature used for the mail ballot matches the >
signature of the voter, the clerk shall contact the voter
and ask the voter to confirm whether the signature
used for the mail ballot belongs to the voter.” Id’
23(1)(b) (codified at NEV. REV. STAT. § 293.8874 sol,
A signature that differs from on-file sign:
multiple respects is inadequate: “Tl is) a
reasonable question of fact as to ayhef the,
signature used for the mail ballot es
signature of the voter if thepe for th
mail ballot differs in multiple,si ant and us.
respects from the signatures er avi b
the recordsofthe clerk.” Ig ) (codif A
REV. STAT.§ 293.8874(2)(a)). Finally, vada
law, “each voter has .. [t]grh: iniform,
statewide standa ih unting all
votes accurately.” NEVAREV. STAT:§ 298.2546(10).

167. Novag law dogsot) allow computer
systems to for previ clerks’ employees.

16 lowever,Cn election officials in
Clark’ igngréd thi quirement of Nevada

apd. Clark Count§, Nevada, processed al its mail-in
s througha ballot Sorting machine known as the

ills Ball ig System (“Agilis”). The Agilis
A m ‘to match voters’ ballot envelope

signatures to exemplars maintained by the Clark
Cot egistrar of Voters.

N . Anecdotal evidence suggests that the
ystem was prone to false positives (i.e.

ting as valid an invalid signature). Victor
cks, Clark County Election Officials Accepted My

oO Signature—on 8 Ballot Envelopes, LAS VEGAS REV.-J.

(Nov. 12, 2020) (Agilis system accepted 8 of 9 false
signatures).

HEOR Pr-CorcatonEvents 0602202100520
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170. Even after adjusting the Agilis system's >

tolerances outside the settings that the manufacturer
recommends, the Agilis system nonetheless rejected

approximately 70% of the approximately 453,
mail-in ballots. 3

171. More than 450,000 mail-in ball

Clark County either were processed under‘weakefied
signature-verification criteria in violation Jof the,

statutory criteria for validating mail-in baHots.
‘numberof contested votes exceeds wrgin of yote

dividing the parties
172. With respect to! on) (mate 00

ballotsthat the Agilis sysséih approved, inty
did not subject those sighaturks to r wo or
more employees, as AssgnBly Bill4 ques. To count
those 130,000 ballots\§ithdut reyiéwhot only violated

the electionlaw adopted by ture but also
subjected thoseVotesto adifa
than other atewidA

bal e Agills syste rejected, Clark County
tdcount ballots if a signature matched at least

nédetter bets @® ie ballot envelope signature and
le Maintaipeét mplar signature. This guidance

< notamaich he statutory standard “dier(ing] in
multiple, Significant and obvious respects from the
sig] s of the voter available in the records of the

SE
<P (74. Outof the nearly 580,000 mail-in ballots,

<£ = tered Democrats returned almost twice as many
lin ballots as registered Republicans. Thus, this

oO violation of Nevada law appeared to materially

benefited former Vice President Biden's vote tally.

Regardless of the number of votes that were affected
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by the unconstitutional modification of Nevada's >
election rules, the non-legislative changes to the
election rules violated the Electors Clause.

COUNTI:ELECTORSCLAUSE
175. The United States repeats and re-alldgés,

the allegations above, as iffully set forth h
176. The Electors ClauseofArticle on <&

1, Clause 2, of the Constitution makes c aN
the legislatures of the States are permitted
determine the rules for appofitifE~ presidentia
lector. The pertinent. rules here, are thes
election statutes, specifically{ino relevaniblo fhe
presidential election.

177. Non-legi tors rity to
amend or nullify electidmstatute 531 US.
at 104 (quoted supra).

178. ner Hecker or, 470 US. 821,
833 nd ( sci Sr xpress executive
policie ri ullify statutes or to
abdic tory xesportsibilities are reviewable to
th extent ihepolicies had been written or

hus, gongeious and express actions by State
or local cl ion)officials to nullify or ignore

AQ irements,ofiaiéction statutes violate the Electors
fause t3ghesame extent as formal modifications by

judicial offiters or State executive officers.
{1h9. The actions set out in Paragraphs 41-128

NN ouStitufe non-legislative changes to State clection
Qa by executive-branch State election officials, or by

cial officials, in Defendant States Pennsylvania,
Georgia, Michigan, Wisconsin, Arizona, and Nevada

& in violation of the Electors Clause.
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180. Electors appointed to Electoral College >

in’ violation of the Electors Clause cannot cast
constitutionally valid votes for the office of President.

COUNTII:EQUAL PROTECTION
181. The United States repeats and realléies,

the allegations above, as iffully set forth h
182. The Equal Protection Clase its <&

the use of differential standards in the treat: andl
tabulationof ballots withinaState,Bysh II, 531 U
at 107

183. The one-person! Om: te i
requirescounting valid votes dnd notcount id
votes. Reynolds, 377 U.Sfat 534-55; Bush, S.
at 103 (‘the votes @ligible/ for iA the

established legal requitgments];

184, The agfons Lam in Paragraphs
(Georg ichigan)) ennsylvania),

(Wisconsig), @ ona) ind (Nevada)
creat ntial voting, standards in Defendant
sy aGo Michigan, Wisconsin,

(maybemgt)] Nand Nevada in violation of the
Protection Clause.
185. tions set out in Paragraphs

corgi) (Michigan), (Pennsylvania),
(Wisbonsin), (Arizona). And

> ovthe one-person, one-vote principle
NN in, \Defendant States Pennsylvania, Georgia,

Cian Wisconsin, Arizona, and Nevada.

186. By the shared enterprise of the entire
nation electing the President and Vice President,
equal protection violations in one State can and do
adversely affect and diminish the weight of votes cast
in other States that lawfully abide by the election
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DotunentiD SALT AABN

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000532



5 \/
structure set forth in the Constitution. The United >
States is therefore harmed by this unconstitutional
conduct in violation of the Equal Protection or Due
Process Clauses.

C INT III: DUE PROCESS <

187. The United States repeats anc
the allegations above, as if fully set forth h Cy <&

188. When election practices reath,.* Ea
of patent and fundamental unfairness,” the inte
of the election itself violatesreprocess.
Griffin v. Burns, 570 F.2d 1065, 1Q7%,(1st Ci
Duncan v. Poythress, 657 a 70; ir.
1981); Florida State fer of LACY. v.
Browning, 522 F.3d 1: 1183-84 2008);
Roe v. StateofAla. rough ins, 43 F.3d 574,
580-82 (11th Cir. 1998); v. ite'of Ala., 68 F.3d
404, 407 (11thyCir. 1995); Mas mStinson, 19 F. 3d
873, 878 (3rd Cit 1994). M

189. xthi s precedents on proced-
ural dye phogtss, not,only intentional failure to follow
elegigiNaw ‘as epdted bya State's legislature but

alfo fandom and.unabghorized acts by state election
‘offitials and ois ignees in local government can

lolate the DuéBrocess Clause. Parratt v. Taylor, 451
A uss. 52: (1981), overruled in part on other

grounds b; iniels v. Williams, 474 U.S. 327, 330-31

(1986); Hudson v. Palmer, 468 U.S. 517, 532 (1984).
NN The diffrence between intentional acts and random

antyumauthorized acts is the degreeofpre-deprivation
< > reyiew.

190. Defendant States acted
unconstitutional to lower their election standards—
including to allow invalid ballots to be counted and

< valid ballots to not be counted—with the express

HOORPre CrfcatanEuets06022021000523
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intent to favor their candidate for President and to >
alter the outcome of the 2020 election. In many
instances these actions occurred in areas having a
history of election fraud.

191. The actions set out in Paragrap
(Georgia), Qichigan). (Pen ia)!

(Wisconsin), (Arizona).
(Nevada) constitute intentional viola Sta <&
election law by State election officials “arid. the
designees in Defendant States Penfisylvania, Georgia)
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Arizanii and Ne
violationofthe Due Process (fause,

PRAYER FOR RELIEF ~"\
WHEREFORE, the \Unithd Stats Jesplctfully

requestthatthis Ct i thefollowing relief:
A Declare that Defeillant States

Pennsylvania, ,_Georgia, iin Wisconsin,
Arizona, \eada hi ered the 2020
presidential\ election ion of the Electors

Clau Fourteenth Amendment of the U.S.
Coy ; LN

Delage that the electoral college votes
casfby suc presidential electors appointed in

A ndant StatesPennsylvania, Georgia, Michigan,
——and Nevada are in violationofthe

Blectors Clase and the Fourteenth Amendment of
aE omit and cannot be counted.

NN /" Enjoin Defendant States’ useofthe 2020
etelfon resus for the Offic of President to appoint

buésidential electors to the Electoral College.
D. Enjoin Defendant States’ use of the 2020

election results for the Office of President to appoint
presidential clectors to the Electoral College and
authorize, pursuantto the Court's remedial authority,

HOR Pr Carica ents603202100054
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the Defendant States to conduct a special election to >
appoint presidential electors.

E. Bnjoin Defendant States’ useof the 2020
election results for the Officeof President to ap
presidential electors to the Electoral Colle
authorize, pursuanttothe Court's remedial il !
the Defendant States to conduct an au ir

election results, supervised by a Canyon <&
special master, in a manner e ming
separately.

F. Award costs to tl d States

G. Grant such pgas rt

deems just and proper.
fol ha,

HOO.pr Cncatonve 80232100855
——
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rom: anos
- Testo ocembr 25, 2020 1057 Av
To: jeffrey.b.wall@usdoj.gov

Subject: AG Rosen 4

|represented Tex ith acto led in the SCT agar Pennant. Ltekresident
directed me to meet with AG Rosen today to discussa similar action to be brought United States. |

have not been ableto reach him despite multiple calls/texts. This is an ur atter. Please call me atSeeuecoe
son 3° <&
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Kurt olsen

From: rt olsen
sent: Tuesday, December 29,2020 1245 PM
To: john.moran3@usdoj.gov

Subject: Meeting with AG Rosen 4
Attachments: US-v-States-Compl 2020-12-29 (final draft).docx \/

Dear om, S
Thankyou for calling me on behilf of AG Rosen. Attached sa drat complaino be BFGght bythe United
States modeled ater th Texas action. As said on aur cll, the residentofp Ue States has seen this
complaint, and he directed me as ight to bref AG Rosen in persontoday tis bringin this action. |
have been instructed 0 report back £0 the President this afternoon afters eeting Fan be at Main
Justice (or anywhere else in the DC Metropolitan area) with an hour's’ 1 will uat 1:15 pm today

‘acknowledge receiptof this email. Thankyou. 3

Sincerely, oO Q

Kurt. Olsen C >
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No. , Original

In the Supreme Court of the Tnited States=

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA \/
iff

v
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, STATE OF

‘STATE OF GEORGIA, STATE OF , STATE OF
‘WISCONSIN, STATE OFARI STAZE OF

NEV:

“Ke.
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BILLOFCOMPLAINT \
Our Country is deeply divided in a mann

seen in well over a century. More than
Republican voters believe that “widesp: ue
occurred in the 2020 general electionfo of
Democrats say there was not.' On Dgcembex, 2020,
the State of Texas filed an action/with this Court,
Texas v. Pennsylvania, et al, pf the same
constitutional violations in rm i, 2020
general election pled here hin ws
eighteen other states soughtfo intervene in” that
action or filed suppoptipg briefs. On, December 11,
2020, the Court s ng action
stating that Tex; standing under ArticleITTof
the Constitutior nite therefore brings
this action thatthe onstitution does
not become simply api ment on display at
the Natior hiv

issues this election are not in
spute. First,se months ago, a few non-

Lohseoffice ie states of Georgia, Michigan,
nsi . Nevada and the Commonwealth

f Pennsy! (collectively, “Defendant States”)
egapusing the COVID-19 pandemic as an excuse to

unconstitutionally revise or violate their states’
let Jaws. Their actions all had one effect: they
uniformly weakened security measures put in place by

A to protect the integrity of the vote. These

believe-fraud-20201210-peiesugavrhyvntTgeohhsyepe-& Q Sonim
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changes squarely violated the Electors Clause of
Article II, Section 1, Clause 2 vesting me
legislatures with plenary authority to make election
law. These same government officials then flooded
the Defendant States with millions of ballots in
sent through the mails, or placed in drop bo:
little or no chain of custody. Second, th of
illegal or fraudulent votes, with outcor nging
results, is clear—and growing daily,

Since Marbury v. Madison ut has, on
significant occasions, had tos breach in a
timeoftumult, declare what is, andright the
ship. This is just such yn tt is
situations precisely like presefitwhen the
Constitution has ast aside ul ted—that
leads us to the qi it precipi Ag one of the
Country's Foufin}thers, fms, once said,
“You will know hoy it has cost my

sonia rere fom. T hope you will
make a ofit. Times such as this, it is the
duty wart todas aithful guardian] of the
Constitution.” THE" FEDERALIST No. 78, at 470 (C.

iter, ed. 14 amilton).

zains ckground, the United States of
merica jis action against Defendant States

sed.on the'following allegations:
x NATURE OF THE ACTION

& [) The United States challenges Defendant,
administration of the 2020 election under the

{ind-chain-ofcustody recordsforabsentee-ballots deposited nr= Q Sp
2 Q your-request-exist/
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Electors Clause of Article IT, Section 1, Clause 2, and
the Fourteenth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

2. This case presents a question of law:=
Defendant States violate the Electors Clause (ri
the alternative, the Fourteenth Amendment)
taking—or allowing—non-legislative acti
change the election rules that would the
appointment of presidential electors?

3. Those unconstitutional changes opened
the door to election irregulariti vatious forms.
“The United States alleges that| re Defendant
States flagrantly violate tutional/ rules
governing the appointmentof presidential cléetors. In

doing so, seedsof deep,distrusthave beenSown across
the country. In M v. Madjson\5 U.S. 137
(1803),Chief Jus arshall ed “the duty of
the Judicial Départineht to at the law is”
because “ey ight, whe i ld, must have a
remedy, opin xredress.”

4 the spirit farbury v. Madison, this
Court’sitentionis profaundly neededtodeclarewhat

e law is*and e public trust in this election.

. A ice Gorsuch observed recently,
ern: not free to disregard the

[Constitutit times of crisis. ... Yet recently,
during the COVID pandemic, certain States seem to
have ignored these long-settled principles.” Roman
Geeky ic Dioceseof Brooklyn, New York v. Cuomo, 592

u (2020) (Gorsuch, J., concurring). This case is
A different.

6. Fach of Defendant States acted in a
common pattern. State officials, sometimes through

NN pending litigation (e.g. settling “friendly” suits) and
R Q sometimes unilaterally by executive fiat, announced

Document ID: 07.2774.31262.000001

HER Pr-CoricatonEvents 0602202100075HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000076



4

new rules for the conduct of the 2020 election that
‘were inconsistentwithexistingstate statutes defining \

‘what constitutes a lawful vote.

7. Defendant States also failed to segre
ballots in a manner that would permit
analysis to determine which ballots were

conformity with the legislatively set rulefon ich

were not. This is especially true of the ma ballots

in these States. By waiving, lowering, and otherwise

failing to follow the state statut ‘quirements for
signature validation and othe es for ballot
security, the entire body cl er
constitutionally suspect and may not bede ely

used to determine allo EE Dybebe tates’
presidential elector

8 Th nt lawl ising out of
Defendant Stat 1stity Ls is described

in a nu rex ing lawsuits in

Defendant State or in Vvidw including:

. itnegss kgifying under oath about:
the\(physical_bloking and kicking out of
Republican lengers; thousands of the

e es in multiple times through
\bulapeFs sterious late night dumps of

housings of ballots at tabulation centers;
illégally Whackdating thousands of ballots;
ighgture verification procedures ignored;

% of: poll workers erupting in cheers as poll
llengers are removed from vote counting

A << centers; poll watchers being blocked from entering

= O Comins oe Bod4,Tpfo Pein, I.aMN Sy4& Q fos hire

Sommeraso

co catesntesterHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000077
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vote counting centers—despite even having a
court order to enter; suitcases full of ballots being
pulled out from underneath tables after |
watchers were told to leave.

«Fass for whieh no independents po
reasonable explanation yet exists: On O ,
2020, in Pennsylvania a laptop and Ey SB
drives, used to program Pennsylvania's Dominion
voting machines, were mysteriously stolen from a
warehouse in Philadelphia, faptop and the
USB drives were the onfy taken, and
potentially could be used\to alter vot 5; In
Michigan, which IS loved the,_stme
Dominion voting systemon No 472020,
Michigan electi ials have admitted that a
purported “gli use votes for

President 0 be switched to
Democr; date _Bidén,/ A flash drive
mts oe of thtsands of votes was left

unatf in theAMilgaukee tabulations center
in’ rly méring Shours of Nov. 4, 2020,
without anyonGaware it was not in a proper chain

Notgiots
9. QO this Court immune from the

latant diCera d for the rule of law. Pennsylvania
self played dst and loose with its promise to this

Coulda bait and switch, Pennsylvania used
guidance from its SecretaryofStateto argue that this

Eonfliis not expedite review because the State
ould segregate potentially unlawful ballots. A court
aw would reasonably rely on such a representation.

Remarkably, before the ink was dry on the Court's 4-
O 4 decision, Pennsylvania changed that guidance,

NN breaking the State's promise to this Court. Compare
<& Q Republican PartyofPa. v. Boockvar, No. 20-542, 2020
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U.S. LEXIS 5188, at *5:6 (Oct. 28, 2020) (‘we have
been informed by the Pennsylvania Attorney General
that the Secretary of the Commonwealth mers
guidance today directing county boards of elections to
segregate [late-arriving] ballots”) (Alito,
concurring) with Republican Party v. Boockbar
20A84, 2020 U.S. LEXIS 5345, at *1 (Ny 20)
(‘this Court was not informed that the_guidance
issued onOctober 28, which had an ipfportait bearing
on thequestion whethertoorder sfeil treatmentof
the ballots in question, had b @) (Alito, J.,
Circuit Justice).

10. Expert om nly
accepted statistical test er faites Serious
questionsastothe infegrityofthis elottion.

11. The probébility of ePresident
Biden iningfe) pular in four of the
Defendant StateseGeorgis Wy n, Pennsylvania,
and Wisconsink—inde, ty given President
Trump's ad int ates as of 3 am. on
Noventbér 4/2020, i¢ 1éss than one in a quadrillion, or
1in 1,000,000, For former Vice President

Bidenowine four States collectively,theoddsof
No ent Jrappéning decrease to less than one in a

fuadrilliof fo e fouth power Ge. 1 in
1000,000,000,000,0009. See Decl. of Charles J.
ae D. (“Cicchetti Decl”) at 19 14-21, 30-31.

po a at
Co Mr. Biden's underperformance in the

750 urban areas in the Country relative to former
cretary Clinton's performance in the 2016 election

> O reinforces the unusual statistical improbability of Mr.

NN Axised i Complain aintpenis 0 he& Q United Svs ortonmotion1 xpi Chon 10.
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Biden's vote totals in the five urban areas in these four
Defendant States, where he overperformed A
Clinton in all but one of the five urban areas. S
Supp. Cicchetti Decl.at49 4-12, 20-21. (App. a: Aa).

13. The same less than one in a quadri] “N92
statistical improbability of Mr. Biden wi
popular vote in these four Defendant Stats a,
Michigan, Pennsylvania, and sin—
independently exists when Mr. Bidéh's performance
in each of those Defendant St mpared to
former Secretary of Stat inton’s
performance in the 2016 clegfiop and
President Trumps performancein the 2016 4942020
general elections. Again, thstatisticFw bility
of Mr. Biden winning the popular, vottiin these four
States collectively is iin 1,000,000,000,000,000°. 1c.
1013, 17-21, 3

14. ly,tiWa tantial reasonto
doubtthe vitingresultsi fendant States.

15 purpérting, to waive or otherwise
modify the existing stitg law in a manner that was
holly ultra vii not adopted by each states
sgn Défendapt States violated not only the

vsC) Const.art.IL§1,dl. 2, butalso
he Elect use, id. art. ,§ 4 (to the extent that
he Aicle I Bections Clause textually applies to the

ICT process of selecting presidential electors).
Ls Voters who cast lawful ballots cannot

their votes diminished by states that
ministered their 2020 presidential elections in a

‘manner where it is impossible to distinguish a lawful
ballot from an unlawful ballot.

NN 17. The number of absentee and mailin
R Q ballots that have been handled unconstitutionally in
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Defendant States greatly exceeds the difference
between the vote totals of the two candidates for
President of the United States in each Defendant
State.

18. In December 2018, the Caltge
Voting Technology Project and MIT Election Dafi-&
Science Lab issued a comprehen | Sport
addressing election integrity_ isles) The
fundamental question they sought, address was:
“How do we know that the outcomes.
announced by election officials. ts

19. The Cali ort ded:
“Ultimately, the only way\to aswera question’like
thisistorely on procedures thatindependénly review
the outcomes of to and correct
‘materialmistakeshaCare disc Inotherwords,
elections need(to be audit Cat iil. The
Caltech/MIPReporihen detailed analysis
of whyfs uld be done for the
same reagons-ehat c a lack of trust in our
Voting Systeins.

20° Inalfdisign to injunctivereliefsoughtfor
ction, ‘the United States seeks declaratory

if foral Presidential electionsin the future. This
roblom Hele ly capable of repetition yet evading
ra egrity of our constitutional democracy
requires, that states conduct presidential elections in

<< iCeotdance with the rule of law and federal
L& ons utional guarantees.

Porspectives attached at (the "CaltechMIT Report’)
<& Q pp. a a.
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JURISDICTIONANDVENUE
21. This Court has original and exclusive

jurisdiction over this action because it is a
“controversy] between the United States ,
[Defendant] Statefs]” under Article IIL, § 2, cl.
U.S. Constitution and 28 U.S.C. § 1251(b)(: -

22. In a presidential election, “t} t of
the votes cast in each State is affected votes
cast for the various candidates jfi other States.”
Anderson v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S, 195(1983). The
constitutional failures of Defer ltes injure the
United States as parens rige/ for al lizens
because “the right of sufffagejcan been y a
debasementordilutionf thewéight ofa citizen's vote
just as effectivelyagby wholly prohibiting the free
exercise of the fra bie”Bus 31 U.S. 98,
105 (2000)(quofing§ nol , 377 U. S. 533,
555 (1964), Di Tn ot] {, United States is
acting tyfn the of all citizens—
including’ ly thegitizéns of Defendant States but
also thegitizens of theiv sister States—in the fair and
constitutional of elections used to appoint
Pregidgntial elegtots.

23. igh the several States may lack “a
judicially ble interest in the manner in which
another Staté conducts its elections” Texas v.

Per nia, No. 220155 (U.S. Dec. 11, 2020), the
is fot true for the United States, which has
patriae for the citizens of each State against

overnment apparatus of each State. Alfred L.

pp & Son v. Puerto Rico, 458 U.S. 592, 610 n.16

(1982) (“it is the United States, and not the State,
O which represents them as parens patria’) (interior

2 NN Q quotation omitted). For Bush Il-type violations, the
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United States can press this action against the
Defendant States for violations of the voting rights of \
Defendant States’ own citizens.

24. This Court's Article IIT decisions it
the ability of citizens to press claims under
Electors Clause. Lance v. Coffman, 549 U.S
(2007) (distinguishing citizen plaintiffs oo itizen
relators who sued in the name of a\state): cf.
Massachusetts v. EPA, 549 U.S. _A97, 520 (2007)
(courts owe states “special sol; le in standing
analysis”). Moreover,  redresgabilityw likely, would
undermine a suit againsta si eofficer gr State
because no one State's envotes i e a
differencein the election out . Thig’action dgainst
multiple State defehdants is the Ouly hdequate
remedy to cure the Defendant 3 viblations, and
this Court is tl & ourt ‘accommodate,
such a suit.

25, (aster govbreifn under the Voting
Rights 1.8.0 0301-10314 (‘VRA”), the
United'§fates has sténding to enforce its laws against,
inter alidy giving Talse ibformation as to his name,
atidress or period of residence in thevotingdistrict for

rposg-of, establishing the eligibility to registerRp
false registration tovote orillegal voting, falsifying or
ninga material fact in any matter within the
jurisdiction of an examiner or hearing officer related
Blin or voting more than once. 52 U.S.C. §
0807(c)-(e). Although the VRA channels enforcement.
some VRA sections—namely, 52 U.S.C. § 10303-

10304—to the U.S. District Court for the District of
O Columbia, the VRA does not channel actions under §

NN Q 10307.
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26. Individual state courts or U.S. district
courts do not—and under the circumstance of
contested elections in multiple states, cannot—offes
an adequate remedy to resolve election disputes
within the timeframe set by theConstitutions
resolve such disputes and to appoint a Presi
the electoral college. No court—other/Thap\this
Court—can redress constitutional injuri on) ning
multiple States with the sufficient #umber Gf states
joined as defendants or respon make a
difference in the Electoral Collgge.

27. This Court is on i vhich to
exercisethejurisdictionaldasis mR

28. Plainti Una of America,
which is the fedg reign.

29. fend ts a mmonwealth of
Pennsylvagia and“the Sates eorgia, Michigan,
Arizona, Nevada: and .which are sovereign

States ite
LEGAL R D

et Supremacy Clause, the “Con-
lon, ap 's of the United States which

I be ade} ursuance thereof ... shall be the
upreme lawhgfthe land” U.S. CONST. Art. VI, cl. 2.
A “The individual citizen has no federal
tutional right to vote for electors for the

nt of the United States unless and until the
legislature chooses a statewide election as the

ns to implement its power to appoint members of
the electoral college.” Bush II, 531 U.S. at 104 (citing

N O U.S. ConsT. art. II, § 1).
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32. State legislatures have plenary power to

set the process for appointing presidential electors:
“Each State shall appoint, in such Manner as=
Legislature thereofmay direct, a Number of Electors.”
U.S. CONST. art. II, §1, cl. 2; see also Bush II,SS
at 104 (‘The state legislatures power to
‘manner for appointing electors is plenary, sis
added).

83. At the time of the Founding, most States
did not appoint electors throug lar statewide
elections. In the first presiden fon, sixof the
ten States that appointed electors did sagby direct
legislative appointment. McPherson v, 7146
USS. 1, 29-30 (1892).

34. In the gécond presideptial'election, nine
of the fifteen Sta t appoi: rs did so by
direct legislativ= intments a

35 ird 1 election, nine of
sixteen States that app rs did so by direct
legislativy intent. 0d. at 31. This practice
persisted in lesser degrees through the Election of

0. Id.ht 32.
6 Jistory has now favored the

> Bi US. at 104, “there is no doubt of
he right legislature to resume the power [of

appojting présidential electors] at anytime, for it can
neitherbg taken awaynorabdicated.” McPherson, 146

t 35 (emphasis added); of 3 USC. § 2
ever any State has held an election for the

A =ofchoosing electors, and has failed to make a
choice on the day prescribed by law, the electors may
be appointed on a subsequent day in such a manner

NN as the legislature of such State may direct”).
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37. Given the State legislatures

constitutional primacy in selecting presidential
electors, the ability to set rules governing the denil_|
of ballots and counting of votes cannot be usurpediby
other branches of state government. Xv

38. The Framers of the Constitution
to select the President through the ElectCl ge
“to afford as little opportunity as possibl mult
and disorder” andtoplace “every prCticable obstacle
to] cabal, intrigue, and corruptior ing “foreign
powers” that might try to ins mselyes into
our elections. THE FEDERALIST NO_88, at 41041 (C.
Rossiter, ed. 1961) (Madison, h

39. Defendant Statésipplicablelaysare set
outunderthefactsfrgach Defendant State.

FACTS

skyrocketed in 2020, n Sa public-health
responsestorthe COVI femic but also at the
urging, of ‘mail-in yotings, proponents, and most
especially, exceutive bi officials in Defendant

tes. AeriePew Research Center, in the
BNfeneral decor, a record number of votes—

65 cast via mail compared to 33.5
illion, maiLin/ ballots cast in the 2016 general

electidii—an Mereaseof more than94percent.
In the wake of the contested 2000

fil . the bipartisan Jimmy Carter-James Baker
Comission identified absentee ballots as “the largest

A wee of potential voter fraud.” BUILDING
CONFIDENCE IN U.S. ELECTIONS: REPORT OF THE
COMMISSION ON FEDERAL ELECTION REFORM, at 46

NN : (Sept. 2005).
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42. Concern over the use of mail-in ballots is

not novel to the modern era, Dustin Waters, Mail-in
Ballots Were Part ofa Plot to Deny Lincoln tei
in 1364, Wasi. POST (Aug. 22, 2020) but it remaing a
current concern. Crawford v. Marion Cty. Elect
Bd.553 U.S. 181, 194-96 & n.11 (2008); sce
Office of the Attorney General, AG Pastor 5
Joint Prosecution of Gregg County Organi tion
Fraud in Mail-In Balloting Scheme/Sept. 21, 2020);
Harriet Alexander & Ariel Zilber, Minneapolis police
opens investigation. into report an Omar's
supporters illegally harves rat. blots in
Minnesota, DAILY MAIL, Sept. 28, 2020.

43. Absentee _and ‘mail-in yGiing afe the
primary opportunitied or unlawful ballgts tb be cast.
As a result of expandd absent; il-in voting
in Defendant Sfos ombine cfendant States’
unconstitutionalmodificatios tory protections
designed. enna ball y. Defendant States
created dmassie op fraud. In addition,
the t States, have made it difficult or
impossible to septate the constitutionally tainted

iy tl mail.in ballots.
44. Rather than augment safeguards

gainst lidein anticipation of the millions of
dditighal Mail-in ballots flooding their States,
Dian.States all materially weakened, or did
away, with, security measures, such as witness or
najure verification procedures, required by ther
wespective legislatures. Their legislatures established

ose commonsense safeguardstoprevent—or at least
> reduce—fraudulent mail-in ballots.

NN & “https:/iwww.washingtonpost.com/history/2020/08/22/mail-in-
<& voting.civil-war-clection-conspiracy-lincoln/
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45. Significantly, in Defendant States,

Democrat voters voted by mail at two to three sme
the rate of Republicans. Former Vice President Bid
thus greatly benefited from this unconstitutional
usurpation of legislative authority, and
weakening of legislatively mandated ballot
measures.

46. The outcomeof the ElectoralGollege vote
is directly affected by the consti 1 violations
committed by Defendant Stat violations
proximately caused the appoir presidential
electors for former Vice President Biden. The United
States as a sovereignir Patri its
citizens will therefore be injured if Defendant States”
unlawfully certifySh ial rs and

those electors’ votes xf recogni:
an. ifa to fitutional acts

grave ay Jind pL e vulnerability of
electronic ing ¢machinds—especially those
pe i ion Voting Systems, Inc.

“Dominion’) whiéf werein use in allof the Defendant
tes, (and ng es as well) during the 2020

1elegtion.
X 48. may reported on December 13,

fr overnment is scrambling to ascertain
the Extent of broad-based hack into multiple agencies

<< rough 4 third-party software supplied by vendor
knows as SolarWinds. That software product is used

Sughout the U.S. Government, and the private
: Sector including, apparently, Dominion.
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49. As reported by CNN, whatlittle we know

has cybersecurity experts extremely worried.’ CHE
also quoted Theresa Payton, who served as Whit
House Chief Information Officer under President
George W. Bush stating: “I woke up in the midheb,
the night last night just sick to my stomach.
scale of 1 to 10, I'm at a 9 — and it's noj of
what T know; it's because of what we still now.”

50. Disturbingly, though Dominion's
CEO denied that Dominion uses inds software,
a screenshot captured from ion's webpage
shows that Dominion e  SelaWinds
technology.s Further, Begis apps ter
altered that page to rel a reiice to
SolarWinds,butthe Solis Winds website sstillin the
Dominion page's saute code. Id,
Commonwealformed

51. (Penhsylvani electoral votes,
with a statewide vote ntly estimated at
3,363,951 0F Presidént Trump and 3,445,548 for
former Vice Presideit Biden, amarginof81,597 votes.

52° On ber 14, 2020, the Pennsylvania
Roniplican Sit sidential Electors, met at the
Na ogy cast their votes for President

& So amERO Gecslrwindsoro nck
A ==inedindex hind
> bins sheprttimesomen ofing sytem sn
Q Dlatform.3619595html
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Donald J. Trump and Vice President Michael R.
Pence.”

53. The number of votes affected by the
various constitutional violations exceeds the mari
of votes separating the candidates.

54. Pennsylvania's SecretaryofState, Katt
Boockvar, without legislative approval, nila ally
abrogated several Pennsylvania statuteSzeduiring
signature verification for absentee, ail-in ballots.
Pennsylvania's legislature ha ified these
changes, and the legislation didy Wot inelude a
severability clause.

55. OnAugust7, 2020, the Leagueof men
Voters of Pennsylvaniayand thers filed mplaint
against Secretary Boogkvar and ay! election
officials, scekipg=tas,declar judgment that

Pennsylvania Leishing i: verification
procedures, wailfin vot ‘e unlawful for a
number of reafons. i Women Voters of
Pennsylvghia™®. Bog€kvdn, No. 2:20-cv-03850-PBT,

(ED. Aug. 7, 2020).

56." The sylvania Department of State
settled\ywil e plaintiffs, issuing revised

nce ber 11, 2020, stating in relevant
rt: The sylvania Election Code does not

authofize the’county board of elections to set aside
returned, absentee or mail-in ballots based solely on
fens xo analysis by the county board of elections.”

57. This guidance is contrary to
A nsylvania law. First, Pennsylvania Election Code

mandates that, for non-disabled and non-military

& Q rms,
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voters, all applications for an absentee or mail-in
ballot “shall be signed by the applicant.” 25 PA. STAT.
§§ 8146.2(d) & 3150.12(). Second, waren |
voter signature verification requirements
expressly set forth at 25 PA. STAT. 350(a.3)(1)-(2)

§ 3146.8)3)-(7),
58. The Pennsylvania Depart te's

guidance  unconstitutionally did awa with
Pennsylvania's statutory signa verification
requirements. Approximately 7 nt of the
requests for absentee ballots fe Democrats
and 25 percent fromwh s. Gi
unconstitutional abrogat state law
greatly inured to former Wide Pry it Biden's
benefit.

59. In $= in Pehnsylvania’s
legislature enadfod piirtisan @leetion reforms, 2019
Pa. Legis. Net’ 2019; set inter alia a
deadlineof, 8:00) p.m. day for a county
board of to, a mail-in ballot. 25 PA.
STAT. 146.6(c), 50"16(c). Acting under a

enerallyworded/clause that “Elections shall be free
ahd equal,” P. art. 1 § 5, cl. 1, a 4-3 majority

nsylyania's, Supreme Court in Pa. Democratic
arty v. , 238 A.3d 345 (Pa. 2020), extended

hat iy00 days after Election Day and
sina presumption that even non-postmarked

© presumptively timely.
% Pennsylvania's election law also requires

poll-watchers be granted access to the opening,
inting, and recordingof absentee ballots: “Watchers

shall be permitted to be present when the envelopes
O containing official absentee ballots and mail-in ballots

NN Q are opened and when such ballots are counted and
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recorded” 25 PA. STAT. § 3146.8(b). Local election
officials in Philadelphia and Allegheny Counties
decided not to follow 25 PA. STAT. § 3146.30) for ee
opening, counting, and recording of absentee_and
‘mail-in ballots. \YZ

61. Priorto the election, Secretary
sent an email to local election officials u ©
provide opportunities for various personscingluding
political parties—tocontact votersid “cure” defective
‘mail-in ballots. This process clearly fiolated several
provisions of the state election
«Section 3146.8(a) requirés, “The/count of

election, upon receiptdf official absenteeballdts in
sealed official absentee="ballota_ envelopes as
provided under thislarticle and malin ballots as
in sealed official mail-in welopes as
provided us or A le hall safely keep
the ball séaled containers until
theyar toBe canvadsell bythe county board of
elections”

« Sedtion “3146, provides that mail-in
ballots shall be eapvassed Gf they are received by

ight o'clock p.mon clection day) in the manner
seri is subsection.

Segtion'§148.8(g)(1.1) provides that the first look
Be bilots shall be “no earlier than seven

£ > elbek a.m. on election day.” And the hour for this
canvas” must be publicly announced at least
hours in advance. Then the votes are counted

A ‘on election day.
62. By removing the ballots for examination

prior to seven o'clock a.m. on election day, Secretary
NN Boockvar created a system whereby local officials

Q Q could review ballots without the proper
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announcements, observation, and security. This
entire scheme, which was only followed in Democrat
majority counties, was blatantly illegal in that PA|
permitted the illegal removal of ballots from their
locked containers prematurely. &

63. Statewide election officials _and1ock
election officials in Philadelphia and(Aig eny
Counties, aware ofthehistorical Democrabadyantage
in those counties, violated Pennsylvania's election
code and adopted the differential s favoring
voters in Philadelphia and Al ‘ounties with
the intent to favor former Vi ident Biden. Sec
Verified Complaint (Doc. No. Donald. for

President, Inc. v. Boockar, 02078MWB (M.D.
Pa. Nov. 18, 2020) 16,9, 11, 100443,

61. Ab and ah in
Pennsylvania were thus eval nder an illegal
standard lignatEN fcation. It is now
impossib) en lots were properly
cast and allo not.

“The chanted processallowing the curing
absentbe and mail-in’ ballots in Allegheny and
ladelphia Ly s a separate basis resulting in
kno er of ballots being treated in an

nconstit manner inconsistent with
enngflvaniaetatute. Id.

In addition, a great number of ballots
iso] after the statutory deadline and yet

ounted by virtue of the fact that Pennsylvania
id not segregate all ballots received after 8:00 pm on
lovember 5, 2020. Boockvar's claim that only about

10,000 ballots were received after this deadline has no
NN way of being proven since Pennsylvania broke its

Q Q promise to the Court to segregate ballots and co-
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‘mingled perhaps tens, or even hundreds of thousands,
of illegal late ballots.

67. On December 4, 2020, fifteen members.~\
the Pennsylvania House of Representatives Id
Rep. Francis X. Ryan issued a report to Congressiha
Scott Perry (the “Ryan Report,” App. 290 a
stating that “(the general election£2 0 in
Pennsylvania was fraught with inconsistencies,
documented irregularities and” , improprieties
associated with mail-in ballotin assing, and
canvassing that the reliability il-in votes in
the Commonwealth“ is neh to
rely upon.”

68. The RyanReportefindings abestartling,
including:

+ Ballots La MAI That total is
9,005

. ture ‘ORE the Mailed
at tot S821.

+ Ballots R i day afer Mailed Date.
“That tot=

x: 69. se nonsensical numbers alone total
18,426 bal and exceed Mr. Biden's margin of
std over President Trump. But these
disergpaficies pale in comparison to the discrepancies

Bisons: reported data concerning the
bmber of mailin ballots distributed to the
ulace—now with no longer subject to legislated

mandated signature verification requirements.
N O 70. The Ryan Reportalso stated as follows
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[11n a data file received on November 4, 2020, the
Commonwealth’s PA Open Data sites reported over 4
3.1 million mai in ballots sent out. The CSV file
from the state on November 4 depicts 3.1 million

ballots had been sent out. This discre
approximately 400,000 ballotsfrom Nochir
November 4 has not heen explained.

Id. at 143a-44a. (Emphasis added
71. The Ryan Repor irther: “This

apparent [400,000 ballot] di cy cap’ oply be
evaluated by reviewingall transaction he
SURE system [the Statbwide Uni istry
Electors)”

72. Ini $n fon brief to Tekas's motion
tofor leave fileful ‘ompl: ssylvania said
nothing about the 148,426 i at had no mail
date, were nonsgnsically/Feluriied before the mailed
date, or probabls ed one day after the
mail ithe

73% With Fespeet to the 400,000 discrepancy
iMmail-in ball (Pep isylvania sent out as reported

vem 020 compared to November 4, 2020
5 (one day ri election), Pennsylvania asserted

<< EE alps)
& esiom tnBrevsToe

trainingOrder, or Stay (‘Pennsylvania Opp. Br.) filed
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that the discrepancy is purportedly due to the fact
that “fof the 3.1 million ballots sent out, 2.7 million
were mail-in ballots and 400,000 were 7mithon_
ballots” Pennsylvania offered no support forsits
conclusory assertion. Id. at 6. Nor did Pennsy)wn
rebut the assertion in the Ryan Report
“discrepancy can only be evaluated by r all
transaction logs into the SURE system.”

74. These stunning figureé illustrate the
out-of-control nature of Pen s mail-in
balloting scheme. Democrats ted jmail-in
ballots at more thant the/rate of
Republicans. This bey tuti ted
ballots far exceeds the approximately 84660 votes
separating the candidatbs.

75. This-blatnt disre tutory law
renders all mail-in ballots tionally tainted
and cannot he basis foro ting orcertifying

Pennsyly;ep tfallgleCtors to the Electoral
College.

“Accor to the US. Election
stance Comiflission's report to Congress Election
inistratio Voting Survey: 2016
rehepsite Report, in 2016 Pennsylvaniareceived

66,208 iin ballots; 2,534 of them were rejected
D 95%) Id. absp. 24. However, in 2020, Pennsylvania

Se, than 10 times the number of mail-in
pared to 2016. As explained supra. this

larger volume of mail-in ballots was treated in
constitutionally modified manner that included:

doing away with the Pennsylvania's signature
verification requirements; (2) extending that deadline

O to three days after Election Day and adopting a
NN Q presumption that even non-postmarked ballots were
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presumptively timely: and (3) blocking poll watchers
in Philadelphia and Allegheny Counties in violation of
State law. A}

77. These nondlegislative modification
Pennsylvania's election rules appear
generated an outcome-determinative
unlawful ballots that were cast in Py ia.
Regardless of the number of such ballofs, the non-
legislative changes to the electionytles violated the
Electors Clause.
State of Georgia &

78. Georgin has 16 electofal votde, ith o
statewide vote tally curreiitly estimatedat 2458,121
for President Trumpand 2,472,098 for omer Vice
President Biden, a of ops 12,670
votes.

79. Lookin 0, the Georgin
Republican(Slate of Presi Flectors, including

Petition: 5, mi te Capital and cast
their we Hh nald J. Tramp and Vice
Presidoht Michacl&. Penge.

50. ber of votes affected by the
Siok constitutiondl violations far exceeds the
incigsiin heene
D 1. NGeorgins Secretary of State, Brad

Tatars without legislative approval,
laterally abrogated Georgia's statutes governing

hedite a ballot may be opened, and the signature
exification process for absentee ballots.

A 82. 0.CGA. § 21.2:386@)(®) prohibits the
opening of absentee ballots until after the polls open

& Q rer———

Document 10:07.277431282.000001

HOR PrCrainonts603202100087HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000097



25
on Election Day: In April 2020, however, the State
Election Board adopted SecretaryofState Rule 183-1-
14.0.9-.15, Processing Ballots Prior to Election wi
That rule purports to authorize county election
officials to begin processing absentee ballotsnn
three weeks before Election Day. Outside pa
then given early and illegal access to purportedly
defective ballots to “cure” them inflag of
0.C.G.A. §§ 21-2-386(2)(1)(C), 21-2-419(c)(2)"

83. Specifically, Georgi orizes and
requiresa single registrar or dle x roviewing
the outer envelope—to rej: tee is
voter failed to signthe requiredyath or to'provide’the
required information, iy pears invalid,
or the required eh t confornt with th
informationonfile, Ordf thevor therwise found
ineligible tovot(°Y GA. § 2 (D(B)-(©).

84. Jrgiallaw igh nteevoters the
chancetg “ureB failurg/to igithe oath, an invalid

signature) si tion” on a ballots outer
envelope by* the déadline for verifying provisional
ballots (1%, threg/diys after the election). 0.C.G.A. §§

3 eS1.3-419()(2). To facilitate cures,
a lay reghirés the relevant electionofficialto

tify the“ter in writing: “The board of registrars or
bsensee ballot clerk shall promptly notify the elector

ofhse, a copy of which notification shall be
ained‘in the files of the board of registrars or

fools ballot clerk for at least two years.” 0.C.G.A.
2042-386(a)(1)(B).

85. There were 284817 early ballots
corrected and accepted in Georgia out of 4,018,064

O carly ballots used to vote in Georgia. Former Vice
NN Q President Biden received nearly twice the number of
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‘mail-in votes as President Trump and thus materially
benefited from this unconstitutional change in
Georgia's election laws. A}

86. Tn addition, on March 6, 202 N92
Democratic Party of Georgia v. LE
1:19-¢v-5028-WMR (N.D. Ga.), Georgia's Secr
State entered a Compromise Settlement a) ent
and Release with the Democratic Party of Georgia (the
“Settlement’) to materially changé the statutory
requirements for reviewing si s jon absentee
ballot envelopes to confirm t} ideptity by
making it far more difficultyt5 cl eo
signatures beyond the gS piicedéres
setforth atGa. CODE § 21-2°886(a)(1)(B).

87. Amongthir things, beforda ballot could
be rejected, the Settlément re gistrar who
founda defectiyesigpa ure eck a review by
two other vegistrars, and,o ‘majority of the

registra thatghe Jsighature was defective
could the be rejtcted but not before all three
registiau® nmes ritten on the ballot envelope
along with the on® for the rejection. These
clpbersome s are in direct conflict with

a's ry requirements, as is the
treme Gsregjuirement that notice be provided by
lephone (i-b/not in writing)if a telephone number

is oie Finally, the Settlement purports to
foie State election officials to consider issuing

uid ce and training materials drafted by an expert
dtaificd by the Democratic PartyofGeorgia.

88. Georgia's legislature has not ratified
these material changes to statutory law mandated by

O the Compromise Settlement Agreement and Release,
NN Q including altered signature verification requirements
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and early opening of ballots. The relevant legislation
that was violated by Compromise Settlement
Agreement and Release did not include a Sevtomens_\
clause.

89. This unconstitutional change in So
law materially benefitted former Vice Preside
Biden. According to the Georgia Secretar ofState's
office, former Vice President Biden had aliost,fouble
the number of absentee votes (65.32%) as President
Trump (34.68%). See Cicchetti I 5, App. Ta-
8a.

90. The effect o conditional
change in Georgia electiofJawy which sfiadéiit, fore

likely thatballotswithoutmatehing signatures would
becounted, hada mtefial impact,onthe oltcome of
the election.

91. sons. yer 1,305,659
absentee malinballots s Georgiain 2020.
There werd, 4,786 abses ts rejected in 2020.
Thisis a fejeetion rat of @7%. In contrast, in 2016,
the 2 ection rite was 6.42% with 18,677
bsentee Mail-i eing rejectedoutof 213,033

sibmisted, wi than seventeen times greater
n 20; icchetti Decl. at § 24, App. Ta.
2. e rejection rateof mailed-in absentee

llgs€ remaitfed the same in 2020 as it was in 2016,
there would be 83,517 less tabulated ballots in 2020.
fie)atewide split of absentee ballots was 34.68% for

nb and 65.2% for Biden. Rejecting at the higher
6 rate with the 2020 split between Trump and

Biden would decrease Trump votes by 28,965 and
Biden votes by 54,552, which would be a net gain for

NN Trump of 25,587 votes. This would be more than
2 Q needed to overcome the Biden advantage of 12,670
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votes, and Trump would win by 12917 votes. Id.
Regardlessofthe number of ballots affected, oro
the non-legislative changes to the election rule
violated the Electors Clause.

93. In addition, Georgia uses ai
voting machines throughout the State. Les
month before the election, the United Stfes District
Court for the Northern District of Georgi ona
‘motion broughtby a citizen advocatggroup and others
seeking a preliminary injunction orgia from
using Dominion's voting systerfs thei known
vulnerabilitiesto hackingan egulafities. See
Curling v. Raffenspergers, 2020 US. Dis 1s
188508, No. 1:17-cv-2989-ATND. G. 1,2020).

94. eae nd that it
was bound by Eleventh Circuit wy plaintiffs’
motion, it el etic,onstating:

“The Cou¥OrlerHas delved Beepiio the true risks
pos fo RYas well as its
m: lemeatatidh, These risks are neither

circumstances.(The.insilarity of the Defendants’
NetDominion’s” stance here in evaluation and

\s: nage ny Security and vulnerabilityof the
BMD s joes not benefit the public or citizens’

D py eefranchise. The stealth vote
tn or operational interference risks posed by

< = alware thatcanbe effectively invisible to detection,
& Claw intentionally seeded or not, are high once

lanted, if equipment and software systems are not
A <<‘properlyprotected. implemented, and audited.

1d. at *176 (Emphasis added).
O 95. One of those material risks manifested

NN three weeks later as shown by the November 4, 2020
<& Q video interview of a Fulton County, Georgia Director
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of Elections, Richard Barron. In that interview,
Barron stated that the tallied vote of over 93% of
ballots were based on a ‘review panels]
determination of the voter's “intent’—not what the
voter actually voted. Specifically, he stated thal
far we've scanned 113,130 ballots, we've adj
over 106,000... The only ballots that are ted
are if we have a ballot with a contest on! hich
there's some question as to how the gomputéF reads it
so that the vote review panel ther defermines voter
intents

96. This astounding emo the
unreliability of Dominions voting maclined, These
figures, in andof themselves. this ghe sample, far
exceeds the magi of votes separating “the two
candidates.

97. D T7, 2020, the
Chairmanofthe Election eg ‘Subcommitteeof
the Geor Siig diciary Committee
issued a re sing a myriad of voting
irregularities and alfraud in the Georgia 2020

neral Blectio port’). The Executive
ry st: it “tlhe November 3, 2020

al Elgetion\({fe ‘Election) was chaotic and any
eported must be viewed as untrustworthy”.

or sdetails over a dozen issues showing
Q& imi: and potential fraud, the Report

de
ne Legislature should carefully consider its

A << obligations under the U.S. Constitution. If a

NN elction-updateat beginning at 20 seconds through 1:21.
<& Q Hap. a a)
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‘majority of the General Assembly concurs with
the findings of this report, the certification of
the Election should be rescinded and oy,
General Assembly should act to determine the
proper Electors to be certified to the Ele ~
College in the 2020 presidential ra
time is of the essence, the Chaffnan\and
Senators who concur with ie eport
recommend that the leadership of the General
Assembly and the Govefgof immediately
convene to allow furthe ation by the
entireGeneralAssembly®

StateofMichigan
98. Michigan.has 16-¢lector 5, with a

statewide vote tall tly estimatedat 2,650,695
for President Trump'and 2,791 former Vice

President Bue nof 1 votes. In Wayne
County, Nir~ Biden's (322.925 votes)
significa Lihis e lead.

. Decafabdh, 14, 2020, the Michigan
Republian stateof Presidential Electors attemptedto
cet and cast theirsyotes for President Donald J.

and Vide President Michael R. Pence but were
‘d ent tothe State Capital by law enforcement.

heir“end of eir votes was refused. They instead
ob ‘the grbfindsofthe State Capital and cast their

dl President Donald J. Trump and Vice
<< nt Michael R. Pence.

100. The number of votes affected by the
Fious constitutional violations exceeds the margin

\ of votes dividing the candidates.

NN & “https/ithepalmierireport.com/michigan-state-police-block-gop-
<& electors.from-entering-capitol/
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101. Michigan's Secretary of State, Jocelyn

Benson, without legislative approval, unilaterally
abrogated Michigan election statutes related by
absentee ballot applications and signature
verification. Michigan's legislature has not ratSion
these changes, and its election laws do not i
severability clause.

102. As amended in 2018, thé, Michigan
Constitutionprovidesallregistered y6ters therightto
request and vote by an absentee ballgf without giving
a reason. MICH. CONST. ar. 2. §

103. On May 19, 2 ov tary
Benson announced that, her) office vould end
unsolicited absentee-yoterbiel applications by mail
to all 7.7 million registered Michigan voterspriorto
the primary and gene¥al electio gh her office

repeatedly enduraged Vote Vote absentee
because ofthe: COVID-19 igh itdid not ensure
that Mic one ind procedures were

adequate. re racy and legality of the
histori of méilin votes. In fact, it did the
opposite and did/a th protections designed to

104, ary Benson's flooding of Michigan
Sith millions oflabsentee ballot applications prior to
heAL election violated M.C.L. § 168.7593).
That statute limits the procedures for requesting an

<< Bsdhtee ballot to three specified ways:
Ml opcioneslt ni hi
Section may be made in anyofthefollowing was
(a) Bya written request signed by the voter.

> (®) On an absent voter ballot application form
NN provided for that purpose by the clerk of the city or

Q Q township.
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(€) On afederal postcard application.

M.C.L. § 168.759(3) (emphasis added).

105. The Michigan Legislature thus declined
to include the Secretary of State as a mea

distributing absentee ballot applications.

168.759(3)(b). Under the statute's plain la

Legislature explicitly gave only local cler er
to distribute absentee voter ballot applications! /d.

106. Because the Legis: declined to

explicitly include the Secretary, s a vehicle
for distributing absentee. applications,
Secretary Benson lacked sh dis en
a single absentee voter ballot applicatig Tess.
the millions of absentee ballotapplicationSecretary
Bensonchosetoflood ackossMichigan.

107. SeqrGagBenson fy ed Michigan
law when’ she faunghod a spogtajh in June 2020
allowing alfsentge=ballof ha equested online,
without sighature veri s expressly required

under, Michigan la/The Michigan Legislature did
not approve or. authorize Secretary Benson's
ilateral wl)
Re, 8.759(4) states in relevant part:
on absent voter ballot shall sign the

pplication\Subject to section 7612), a clerk or
assig itclerk shallnotdeliver an absentvoterballot

applicant who does not sign the application.”
& { Yee Further, MCL § 168.761(2) states in

int part: “The qualified voter file must be used to
A hm the genuineness of a signature on an

application for an absent voter ballot”, and if “the

signatures do not agree sufficiently or [if] the
NN - signature is missing” the ballot must be rejected.
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110. Tn 2016 only 587,618 Michigan voters

requested absentee ballots. In stark contrast, in 2020, \
3.2 million votes were cast by absentee ballot, abou
57% of total votes cast — and more than five times the
number of ballots even requested in 2016. \Y

111. Secretary Benson's unconsti
‘modificationsof Michigan's election ruleg{resited in
the distribution of millions of absentee ballot
applications without verifying vote signatures as
required by MCL §§ 168.759(4) an 61(2). This,
means that millions of abfe allots were
disseminated in violation gan's statutory
signature-verification  reqyirefhents. in
Michigan voted bymail at ‘auritioof &pproximately
two to one compare Ey s. Thus,
former Vice President Biden ally benefited
from these us ye onal sto Michigan's
election law, NN

1 (gin quires that poll
watchers pectofis hitve access to vote counting
andca 2 M.C 8674-675.

13 tion officials in Wayne County
indenconscibysand express policy decision not to

MOTNS§ 168.674-675 for the opening,
ounting, hud cordingof absentee ballots.

14. Michigan also has strict signature
cation requirements for absentee ballots,
ing that the Elections Department place a
statement or stamp on each ballot envelope

>= the voter signature is placed, indicating that
A \e voter signature was in fact checked and verified

with the signature on file with the State. See MCL §
NN 168.765a(6).
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115. However, Wayne County made the policy

decision to ignore Michigan's statutory signature- \
verification requirements for absentee ballots. Formes
Vice President Biden received approximately 587,074,
or 68%, of the votes cast there compared to Presi on”
Trump's receiving approximate 264,149, or 3
the total vote. Thus, Mr. Biden material ted
from these unconstitutional changes igan's
election law.

116. Numerous poll and an
Election Department employ lower have
testified that the signature ion reguipement
was ignored in Waynepe a cade tly
pending in the Michigan\Stpre rte For
example, Jesse Jacl. decades-long GityofDetroit
employee assigned 1o Work if the Elections Department for
the 2020 election iy ut:

Absentee ballots thal were redeived i themail would

was ‘Center, Ils Structed notto look at
aof ry absentee ballots, and|
was. Instructed 10 to compare the signature on theEa

117, es a poll challenger, Lisa Gage,
stified a single one of the several hundred
a thousahd/ballot envelopes she observed had a

QQ writfen, statement or stamp indicating the voter

L& << Johnson v Benson, Petition for Extraordinary Writs&
Declaratory Relief ied Nov. 26, 2020 (Mich. Sup. Ct) at 44 71,

> O 138.39, App. 250-51.

NN Q #7 Id., Affidavitof Jessy Jacob, Appendix 14 at 115, attached at
<& App. 34a-36a.
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signature had been verified at the TCF Center in
accordance with MCL § 168.765a(6).

118. The TCF was the only facility within
Wayne County authorized to count ballots for the, Gi
ofDetroit. XR

119. Additional public informatioy 3
the material adverse impact on the int the
vote in Wayne County caused these
unconstitutional changes to Michighn's election law.
For example, the Wayne County nt of Votes
Report lists 174,384 absentee ut 0f/566.694
absentee ballots tabulated (i 8%) nted
without a registration ndwber)for pry if the
CityofDetroit. See Cicchetti Décl. at £27Napp. a.
‘The numberofvot ied to a registered voter by

itselfexceedsVi dent Biden'smarginof margin
of 146,007 votes iyvotes.

120, The vestra fst most likely
resulted. ph of Wayne County

electi running the same ballots through a
tabulate. niultip] es, with Republican poll
atchers obsty r denied access, and election

offii isnot I watchers’ challenges, as
ent erous declarations. App. 25a-51a.

21°\In addition, a member of the Wayne
Countf, Board of Canvassers (‘Canvassers Board’),
WillianhHartman, determined that 71% of Detroit's
fey Voter Counting Boards (‘AVCBS) were

tnbalanced—i.c., the number of people who checked
<< did not match the number of ballots cast—without

QS explanation. Id. at § 29.

& Q AffidavitofLisa Gage 17 (App. a.
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122. On November 17, 2020, the Canvassers

Board deadlocked 2-2 over whether to certify the
resultsofthe presidential election based on numerou
reports of fraud and unanswered materi
discrepancies in the county-wide electionro
few hours later, the Republican Board
reversed their decision and voted to certify Its
after severe harassment, including threat lence.

123. The following day, the/two Republican
‘members of the Board rescinded (eis vates to certify
the vote and signed affidavi ig thoy were
bullied and misled intoa tion sults and
do not believe the votesyshotld be coftil til
serious irregularities in DetrbitAotes Ser 4.See
Cicchetti Decl. at § a

124. Mich De, gh with this
Court that it datajo sto el] allegations”
showing né CountyNists/174,384 absentee
ballots thatidori tietod registered voter. See State
of Michi Brief osition To Motions For

Leave Bill6 €omplaint and For Injunctive
Relief at15 (fil 1072020), Case No. 220155.

25. Listy, oh November 4, 2020, Michigan
fon ofiitfalsin Antrim County admitted that a

ported Gel h in Dominion voting machines
ey Gtes for President Trump to be wrongly

switched to Democrat Candidate Biden in just one
<<  Tocalofficialsdiscovered the so-called “glitch”

portedly questioning Mr. Biden's win in the
fly Republican area and manually checked the

Vote tabulation.
126. The Dominion voting tabulators used in

NN Antrim County were recently subjected to a forensic
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audit.» Though Michigan's Secretary of State tried to
keep the Allied Report from being released to the
public, the court overseeing the audit refused Ja
allowed the Allied Report to made public. The Allied
Report concluded that “the vote flip occurred b cn
of machine error built into the voting
designed to create error” In addition, ied
report revealed that “all server security or to
11:03 pm on November 4, 2020 are sfissing and that
there was other “tampering with(data} See Allied
Report at 9 B.16-17 (App. ).

127. Further,EeSo
that the Dominion voting\system in Angkim(Cofinty
was designed to generate an.érrorron igh as
81.96% thereby s. ballots for “adjudication” to

B.2, 8-22 (App. .
128. bly, the ¢ rein rily high error

rate de ed here is¢Cosistent with the same
situation k pléiccin Fulton County, Georgia
with fu enlormou ror rate that required
“adjudication”of 6vex 106,000 ballots.

29. These_pon-legislative modifications to
gan’ Statutes resulted in a number of

onstituti tainted votes that far exceeds the
margiff of Voters separating the candidates in

& Foy im Michigan Forensics Report by Allied Security
Operations Group dated December 13. 2020 (the “Allied Report)BE a

antrim.county-votingmachines.asog.concludes-dominion.
intentionallydesigned.-tocreate.systemicfraud!
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Michigan. Regardlessof the numberofvotes that were
affected by the unconstitutional modification +
Michigan's election rules, the non-legislative change
to the election rules violated the Electors Clause.

Sate ofWisconsin \
130. Wisconsin has 10 electoral ve to

statewide vote tally currently estimated eo 1151
for President Trump and 1,630,716 for Vice
President Biden (i.e.,amargin of 20/665 votes). In two
counties, Milwaukee and Dane, iden's margin
(364,298 votes) significantly is tewide
lead.

131. On Decembefy14, 12020, nsin
Republican slate of ident Electors met at the
State Capital and: eir ee President
Donald J. Tru Vice President’ Michael R.
Pence.

132. In 20] oe 1 election some
146,932 -in/ballot urned in Wisconsin

out an 3million votes cast. In stark
contrasts, 1,275,040 mail-in ballots, nearly a 900

ent oe2016, were returned in the
Nove 3, ion.

X 13: isin statutes guard against fraud
in absentec ts: “[V]oting by absentee ballot is a

privil exercised wholly outside the traditional
safeguatds of the polling place. The legislature finds

& 5privilegeofvoting by absentee ballot must be

A https:/iwisgop.orgirepublican-electors-2020/.
> 0 > Source, US, Hlecons Prout, avaiable at

hitpdwwe.clectprojec orglearly 2016

& Q tpi Fa Vor HG pr
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carefully regulated to prevent the potential for fraud
or abuse[]” WISC. STAT. § 6.84(1).

134. In direct contraventionofWisconsin law,
leading up to the 2020 general election, the Wiscorlsi
Elections Commission (‘WEC") and othe
officials unconstitutionally modified Wi
election laws—each timetaking steps t of ed,
or did away with, established security protedures put
in place by the Wisconsin legisidture to ensure
absentee ballot integrity.

135. For example, undgrtook a
campaign to position hundre boxed totollect

absentee ballots—includifk the bse of upfanned drop
boxes.

136. The Vimy largest
cities—Green osha, Milwaukee,
and Racine, wi I have at majorities—
joined in thiS effort? and together developed a plan
usepurpartedly Jsecure dfopbaxes tofacilitatereturn
of absen ts.” WisconsinSafeVoting Plan 2020,
at4 (Jude 15, 2020)

187. Tt ais in an action recently filed in
the, UtiitedSheen strict Court for the Eastern

ct stonsin that over five hundred

&S = Wiadbugin Elections Commission Memoranda, To: All
onsin Election Officials, Aug. 19, 2020, available at:Lin someon wfontied3o3

A SnriHn2 ititthe Cte or
Tech & Civic Life, June 15, 2020, by the Mayors of Madison,
Milwaukee, Racine, Kenosha and Groen Bay available at:
contentuploads2020007 Approved:Wisconsin-Safe-Voring:Plan:& Q Soon
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unmanned, illegal, absentee ballot drop boxes were
used in the Presidential election in Wisconsin.

138. However, the use of any drop box,
manned or unmanned, is directly prohibitNo
Wisconsin statute. The Wisconsin leg
specifically described in the Election Code *
absentee ballot sitefs]” and detailed the by
which the governing body of a munic may
designate a site or sites for the delitery of absentee
ballots “other than the office of igipal clerk or
board of election commissioner location from
which electors of the prey ayKr
vote absentee ballots and,to Which voiéd tbsefitee
ballotsshall be returned by elaetorsfof any, eléction.”
Wis. Stat. 6.855(1).

139. An te ab tsite “shall
be staffed by nicipal r the executive
director of of clettion,dommissioners, or
employees lof the clerl¢’op the board of election

commissi Wis, Stat. 6.8553). Likewise, Wis.
Stat. TS ch a municipality in which
the govekning selected to an establish an
alternate absey llot sit under s. 6.855, the

pal olexk Shall operate such site as though it
re his dCher fice for absentee ballot purposes and

hall ghsuretht such site is adequately staffed.”
Ae Thus, the unmanned absentee ballot

dfGPioff “sites are prohibited by the Wisconsin
L& Loris ature as they do not comply with Wisconsin law

> O See Complaint (Doc. No. 1), DonaldJ. Trump, Candidate for
N President of the United Staies of America t. The Wisconsin

Election Commission, Caso 2:20-cv-01785- BHL (ED. Wise. Dec.& Q 50 onc Tous Compa Complain 34 155.55
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expressly defining “[allternate absentee ballot sites".
Wis. Stat. 6.855(1). (3).

141. In addition, the use of drop boxes for the
collection of absentee ballots, posit
predominantly in Wisconsin's largest cities, is di
contrary to Wisconsin law providing that a
ballots mayonlybe “mailed by the elector,gros red
in person to the municipal clerk issuing the ballot or
ballots.” Wis. Stat. § 6.874)(b)1 (emphasis added).

142. The factthat other delivering
absentee ballots, such as th anned drop
boxes, are not permitted is uhderscored by Wis’ Stat.
§ 6.87(6) which manda “[a]ng_b not
‘mailedor delivered as providedin thissubSection may
not be counted.” 3 vB 6.842)
underscores thi provid is. Stat. §
6.87(6) “shall trued andatory.” The

provision “Ball contravention of
the procil in ose provisions may not
be count ots in contravention of the
pr ’s specified’ 1 Ye provisions may not be
incly the gérlified Vesult of any election.” Wis.

Stat$56. 84(2) is added).
143, were not the only Wisconsin

lection 1 at the WEC violated in the 2020
general election. The WEC and local election officials
also’tobk it upon themselves to encourage voters to

<< lly declare themselves “indefinitely
"which under Wisconsin law allows the

to avoid security measures like signature
Verification and photo ID requirements.

144. Specifically, registering to vote by
NN absentee ballot requires photo identification, except

2 Q for those who register as “indefinitely confined” or
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“hospitalized” Wisc. STAT. § 686@)@, ()a).
Registering for indefinite confinement = requires
certifying confinement “because of age, mare \
illness or infirmity or [because the voter] is disabled
for an indefinite period.” Id. § 6.86(2)(a). Shnin,
indefinite confinement cease, the voter mu
the county clerk, id., who must remove m
indefinite-confinement status. 1d. § 6.86(:

145. Wisconsin election progédures for voting
absentee based on indefinite confineifiens enable the
votertoavoid the photo ID req: ind signature
requirement. Id. § 6.86(1)(ay

146. OnMarch 25,2020, in clea violation of
Wisconsin law, Dane County=Clerk Scott‘ McDonnell
and Milwaukee Ce lerk George, Christensen
both issued guidgneg Sadicatin ters should
mark rm efini ined” because of
theCOVID,29 piudemic. NK

1 Came be an attempt to
circunyvept, Wisconsis Strict voter ID laws, the
Republican “Party.” of \Wisconsin petitioned_ the

isconsit Sup urt to intervene. OnMarch 31,
, the Vi ‘Supreme Court unanimously

ed fag “the clerks’ “advice was legally
correct” nd potentially dangerous because “voters
Bh to exercise their right to vote in ways
that’are inconsistent with Wisc. STAT.§ 6.86(2)."

Q - 148. On May 13, 2020, the Administrator of
issued a directive to the Wisconsin clerks

biting removal of voters from the registry for
indefinite-confinement statusif the voter is no longer
“indefinitely confined.”

NN 149. The WEC's directive violated Wisconsin
R Q law. Specifically, Wisc. STAT. § 6.86(2)(a) specifically
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provides that “any [indefinitely confined] elector [whol
is nolonger indefinitely confined ... shall so notify the \
municipal clerk.” WISC. STAT. § 6.86(2)(b) further”
provides that the municipal clerk “shall remove the
name of any other elector from the list upon recNP
of the elector or upon receipt of reliable info
that an elector no longer qualifies for the

150. According to statistics kept EC,
nearly 216,000 voters said they were indefinitely
confined in the 2020 election, a fourfold
increase from nearly 57,000 vofers-i2016.In Dane
and Milwaukee at 68,000 voters
said they were indefinitel; in 2020, ld
increasefrom the roughly 1' indefifiit fined
voters in those cou: in 2016.

151. On ber 16, Wisconsin
Supreme Cow consin officials,

including vers,it ly told Wisconsin
voters to, kon indefinitely confined”—
thereby ing ture and photo ID
requirdufents. See“Jefferson v. Dane County, 2020
Wisc. LEXIS 194(Wis, Dec. 14, 2020). Given the near

fold increase11 the useofthisclassification from
20207tenis, of thousandsofthese ballots could

e illegal. The st majorityofthe more than 216,000
otersstlassified as “indefinitely confined” were from
Ba.dom areas, thereby materially and

i ly, benefited Mr. Biden.

Cie ‘Under Wisconsin law, voting by absentee
also requires voters to complete a certification,

including their address, and have the envelope
witnessed by an adult who also must sign and indicate

O their address on the envelope. See WISC. STAT. § 6.87
NN Q The sole remedy to cure an “improperly completed
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certificate or [ballot] with no certificate” is for “the
clerk [to] return the ballot to the elector(J" Id. § \
6.87(9). “Ifa certificate is missing the address of
witness, the ballot may not be counted.” Id. § 6.87(6d)
(emphasis added). \

153. However, ina training video i;
1, 2020, the Administrator of the City of kee
Elections Commission unilaterally decl at a
“witness address may be written ixred and that is
because we were able to locatethe Withesses' address
for the voter” to add an addi ing from the
certificationson absentee bal Admigisprator’s
instruction violated WISCASTATS 6.57(Gd). The WEC
issued similar guidance ohwOctober” 19, 2020, in
violation of this statyfe hs well.

154. In isconsit Campaign
Complaint, it hy 4, su y the sworn

affidavits ‘atch Ni canvas workers
carried outlthis pnlawf Sand acting pursuant
to this in kee used red-ink pens to
alterthe cottifica the absentee envelope and
then castand cotint.the absentee ballot. These acts
Jj WISCASTAT,§ 6.87(6d) (If a certificate is

ising theaddbess of a witness, the ballot may not
Nat:0. 3 also Wisc. STAT.§ 6.879) (Tf a

unicipal clexk receives an absentee ballot with an
Innis completed certificate or with no certificate,

@elerk may return the ballot to the elector. . .Bnbirprntelrontrte
dfeturn the ballot within the period authorized”).

155. Wisconsin's legislature has not ratified
these changes, and its election laws do not include a

N O severability clause.
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156. Tn addition, Ethan J. Pease, a box truck

delivery driver subcontracted to the U.S. reed
Service (USPS) to deliver truckloads of mail-i
ballots to the sorting center in Madison, WI, testified
that USPS employees were backdating hin
received after November 3, 2020. Decl. of Hila
Pease at 97 313. Further, Pease testiffedyhow a
senior USPS employee told him on Nove oer 2020
that “[aln order came dowh from the
Wisconsin/lllinois Chapter of the ervice that
100,000 ballots were missing the USPS
dispatched employeesto“find(]*the ballot” Jd. 19
810. One hundred thousand “Ballots stfosedly
“found” after clection day Would fr ed rmer
Vice President Bidgif argin of 20,565 Votes over

President Tramp.
Stateotdimfa

157. has en al votes, with a
state-wi Gite imated at 1,661,677
for Presi ump And, 672,054 for former Vice

Presi den, gin of 10,377 votes. In
Arizona’Svmost us® county, Maricopa County,
ByBiderls (45,100 votes) significantly

s hi ov f lead.
X 150) December 14, 2020, the Arizona
ry Site of Presidential Electors met at the

State Gapital and cast their votes for President
& Yor . Trump and Vice President Michael R.

elctors-vote-bidenrepublicansjoin-pennsylvania.georgia.& Q evi easetnaopsves oro
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159. Since 1990, Arizona law has required

that residents wishing to participate in an election
submit their voter registration materials no later im \
29 days prior to election day in order to vote in that
election. Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 16-120(4). For 2020,a
deadline was October 5.

160. Tn Mi Familia Vota v. a 20-
01903-PHX-SPL, 2020 U.S. Dist. LEXIS\84397 (D.
Ariz. Oct. 5, 2020), however, a fedgfal district court
violated the Constitution and_enj that law,
extending the registration deg October 23,
2020. The Ninth Circuit sta rder ber
13,2020with atwo-day @ iod, Mi FamiliaNota
v. Hobbs, 977 F.3d 948, 955(@th Cir.

161. Howevef, the NinthaTotapply
the stay retroagkivel¥{ because neither the Arizona
Secretaryof § te the Ari ttorney General
requested retrodetivt reli eh 54.55. As a net
result, the deadline wa: itutionally extended
from the statutory de; tober5toOctober 15,
2021, thereby allowifig potentially thousandsofillegal
votestobe injected into the state.

62. If\addision, on December 15, 2020,
Fizon enate served two subpoenas on the

aricopa Boardof Supervisors (the “Maricopa
Fie lit scanned ballots, voting machines,

and“oftyare due to the significant number of voting
<< iffegularitics. Indeed, the Arizona Senate Judiciary

Chis an stated in a public hearing earlier that day
At “[there is evidence of tampering, there is

evidence of fraud” with vote in Maricopa County. The
Board then voted to refuse to comply with those

N O subpoenas necessitating a lawsuit to enforce the
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subpoenas filed on December 21, 2020. That litigation
is currently ongoing.

State of Nevada
163. Nevada has 6 electoral votes,

statewide vote tallycurrently estimated at 66
President Trump and 703,486 for fo i
President Biden, a margin of 33,596 ve da
voters sent in 579,533 mail-in ballots. Clark
County, Mr. Biden's margin//(90,922 votes)
significantly exceeds his statewi 3

164. On December omy le Rgpublican
slate of Presidential Electors he St ital
and cast their votes for idént Dor A mp
and Vice President Michael R™Pence.

165. In resy thecomopandemic,
the Nevada Legitla ho e Governor
signed into la Cae mbly 0 Nev. Ch. 3, to
address vofing by mail juire, for the first
time in Nevagal3 histo cablecountyorcity
clerk go ail ballotto all, registered voters in the
state.

166. Us eesti 23 of Assembly Bill 4, the
aphisrle ci ec ty clerk's office is required to
oethe Cie tire on ballots, without permitting a

mputer stem todo so: “The clerk or employeeshall
ol e signature used for the mail ballot against all
signatures of the voter available in the records of the
lor Id. § 23(1)(a) (codified at NEV. REV. STaT. §
93.8874(1)(a) (emphasis add). Moreover, the system

A fequires that two or more employees be included: “If
at least two employees in the officeofthe clerk believe

A O there is a reasonable questionoffact as to whether the

& Q = hanson or22212
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signature used for the mail ballot matches the
signatureof the voter, the clerk shall contact the voter
and ask the voter to confirm whether the errr|
used for the mail ballot belongs to the voter.” Id, §
23(1)(b) (codified at NEV. REV. STAT. § 293.8741
A signature that differs from on-file signa
multiple respects is inadequate: “THerey Js a
reasonable question of fact as to hth the
signature used for the mail balldt matches the
signature of the voter if the sign d for the
‘mail ballotdiffers in multiple, significant and obvious
respects from the signaturesof theyoterayailable in
the recordsoftheclerk.”Id,§2 (codified at NE.
REV. STAT. § 293.8874(2)(@) Einally, dnder Nevada
law, “each voter hasth right ... [tJo have avuniform,
statewide standart iting ounting all
votes accuratel; REV. (2546(10).

167. law do allow computer
systems gefo y clerks’ employees

1 vers cdnty” election officials in
Clark ‘Gdunty ign: is" requirement of Nevada
law. Clark Cou vida, processed all its mail-in

Salotgthroug sorting machine known as the
Nz Ballgt~S0tting System (‘Agilis”). The Agilisen igor 1s mah vn bl env

ignautres th/Gxemplars maintained by the Clark
Casof Voters.

169. Ancedotal evidence suggests that the

opting as valid an invalid signature). Victor
ecks, Clark County Election Officials Accepted My

Signature—on §Ballot Envelopes, LAS VEGAS REV...
O (Nov. 12, 2020) (Agilis system accepted 8 of 9 false

NN Q signatures)
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170. Even after adjusting the Agilis system's

tolerances outside the settings that the mnie A
recommends, the Agilis system nonetheless rejecte
approximately 70% of the approximately 453248
‘mail-in ballots. Xr

171. More than 450,000 mail-in ballo
Clark County either were processed unde ed
signature-verification criteria in violation 4f the
statutory criteria for validating mail-in ballots. The
numberof contested votes exceeds n of votes
dividing the parties.

172. With respect to imatg 000
ballots that the Agilis system approved, lark Cotinty
did not subject those signatirés to reviewsby two or
more employees, Ro BillSo5. To count
those 130,000 ba thout reyiewnotonly violated
the election fy by, lature but also
subjectedthose Votes toa difforent standardofreview
than othy 2)statewide,

17; th resfect(to approximately 323.000
ballots that the Agilis System rejected, Clark County
lecided tocount Ballots if asignature matchedatleast
iebet ballot envelope signature and

imgioq pemplar signature. This guidance
loes not he statutory standard “differ(ing] in

multiple, significant and obvious respects from the
<< sigifatiigs of the voter available in the recordsofthe

En Out of the nearly 580,000 mail-in ballots,
stored Democrats returned almost twice as many

‘mail-in ballots as registered Republicans. Thus, this
violation of Nevada law appeared to materially

N benefited former Vice President Biden's vote tally.
2 Q Regardless of the number of votes that were affected
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by the unconstitutional modification of Nevada's
election rules, the non-legislative changes to the
election rules violated the Electors Clause. |

(COUNT I: ELECTORS CLAUSE \/
175. The United States repeats andr

the allegations above, as if fully set forth
176. The Electors Clause of Artic ion

1, Clause 2, of the Constitution makes cleiditat only
the legislatures of the States Co to
determine the rules for appoi residential
electors. The pertinent. rul re Ute state
election statutes, specifically rele the
presidential election.

177. Non-legislative actorslitk althority to
amend or nullify el tutes\Bush 11, 531 U.S.
at 104 (quoted

178. echler hy, 470 US. 821,
833 n.d (985) consci ond ‘express executive
policie if un nullify statutes or to
abdi utory rh ilities are reviewable to
the saméyextentasithdwpolicies had been written or

opted. Thus, hose and express actions by State
alo fcials to nullify or ignore

font election statutes violate the Electors
lause,to extentas formal modifications by
sine? or State executive officers.

179. The actions set out in Paragraphs 41128
Go non-legislative changes to State election

wy executive-branch State election officials, or by
A cial officials, in Defendant States Pennsylvania,

Georgia, Michigan, Wisconsin, Arizona, and Nevada
J O in violation of the Electors Clause.
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180. Electors appointed to Electoral College
in violation of the Electors Clause cannot cast
constitutionally valid votes for the office of President”

'OUNT II: EQUAL PROTECTION \/

181. The United States repeats and re
the allegations above, as if fully set forth here

152. The Equal Protection Claufe prihibits
theuseof differential standards in the tretmént and
tabulation of ballots within a StateBysh II, 531 U.S.
at 107.

183. The  one-pers Can rinciple
requirescounting validTey cous inyalid
votes. Reynolds, 377 U.S. abg54155; ah Us.
at 103 (‘the votes @ligible for ir sidn in the
certification are fit: meeting the properly
established legal Fey ment:

161. tans in Pasgrahs
(Georgia), chi aN ennsylvania),

(Wisconsin) ( > and (Nevada)
creat ug tandards in Defendant
States Papnsylvania, Georgia, Michigan, Wisconsin,

izona (may and Nevada in violation of the
rotegti ise.

18: ctions set out in Paragraphs
D (Georgia), (Michigan), (Pennsylvania),

Alem (Arizona). And
da)wiolated the one-person, one-vote principle
efendant States Pennsylvania, Georgia,
ran, Wisconsin, Arizona, and Nevada.

A 186. By the shared enterprise of the entire
nation electing the President and Vice President,

O equal protection violations in one State can and do
NN adversely affect and diminish the weight of votes cast

<& Q in other States that lawfully abide by the election
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structure set forth in the Constitution. The United
States is therefore harmed by this meme A
conduct in violation of the Equal Protection or Du
Process Clauses.

COUNT IIL: DUE PROCESS Nv
187. The United States repeatsi og

the allegations above, asiffully set forth
188. When election practices reaclth point

of patent and fundamental ERT integrity
of the election itself violates substanfive/ue process.
Griffin v. Burns, 570 F.2d 10 ioe st Cif. 1978);
Duncan v. Poythress, G57 F2d «691, 7 ir.
1981); Florida State Conference of Su.
Browning, 522 F.3d JAg3, 1185-84 (vith Gir. 2008);
Roe v. StateofAla. By&Th nbs F.3d 574,
580-82 (11th Cip1995); Roe v. a. 68 F.3d
404, 407 (11th ir1 95); tinson, 19 F. 3d
873, 878 (Ip Tir~004). RR

1 er thi recedents on proced-
ural Aen ni entional failure to follow
election daw as epacted\by a State's legislature but

random limi acts by state election
he ir designees in local government can

theDudiProcess Clause. Parratt v. Taylor, 451
S. 527,Sirs (1981), overruled in part on other

groups by Diniels v. Williams, 474 U.S. 327, 330-31
(1986); Hudson v. Palmer, 468 US. 517, 532 (1984).
fhe itrence between intentional acts and random

nd unauthorized acts is the degree of pre-deprivation
~

KL 190. Defendant States acted
unconstitutionally to lower their election standards—

N including to allow invalid ballots to be counted and
R Q valid ballots to not be counted—with the express
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intent to favor their candidate for President and to
alter the outcome of the 2020 election. In me
instances these actions occurred in areas having
historyofelection fraud.

191. The actions set out in Paragraj \/
(Georgia), (Michigan), (Pens ,

(Wisconsin), (Arizona), Ca)
(Nevada) constitute intentional violations of’ State
election law by State election officials and their
designees in Defendant States Pe ia, Georgia,
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Ari @ Neyada in
violation of the Due Process &

WHEREFORE, Unit Sta ectfully
request thatthis Ce the following relief:

A. Deglife, that nt States
Pennsylvani oo gia, n, Wisconsin,
Arizona, ada /adiiniétered the 2020
presidential elgttion jon of the Electors
REN eTape Amendment of the U.S.
Constitlition.

B. at the electoral college votes
Hrst lential electors appointed in
nie s "Pennsylvania, Georgia, Michigan,

lisconsin, na, and Nevada are in violationof the
Ele Clause and the Fourteenth Amendment of

.S\Constitution and cannot be counted.

Oe Enjoin Defendant States’ use of the 2020
on results for the Office of President to appoint

A sidential electors to the Electoral College.
D. Enjoin Defendant States’ use of the 2020

O election results for the Office of President to appoint

NN presidential electors to the Electoral College and
<& Q authorize, pursuant to the Court's remedial authority,
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the Defendant States to conduct a special election to
appoint presidential clectors.

BE. Enjoin Defendant States’ use of the 2020
election results for the Office of President to appdint
presidential electors to the Electoral Coll
authorize, pursuant tothe Court's remedial .
the Defendant States to conduct an a cir
election results, supervised by a Courtcappointed
special master, in a manner determined
separately.

Fo Award tno Go tates.
G. Grant such other, relief a rt

deems just and proper. AX
LHe ted,

December ro) QQ
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Moran, John (ODAG)

From: Moran, John (ODAG)

sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2020 346 PM
To: Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG)

Subject: Re: Meeting with AG Rosen 4

si, N\/

he had reached out earlier today to someone in the Antitrust Division in aneffert to’ ge a meeting with
You today. She forwarded the inquiry toJE

Regards, S
John O

On Dec 29, 2020, at 2:26 PM, Moran, John (ODAG)Gomi

(b) that he is in the car driving down t Mar hopes of meeting with you at
Main Justice later today.

Regards, S
John Nv N\

On vee 25, >. ” SQ 1 (006) <ohmran@imd sic gov
wore:

re Sores at House. He understood but ndcated that, gven timing
iimeptabe hthmade to th Presiden, he needed to make every fort 10

et wittfou ys afternoon. He said that he would kely try pinging again
NN perigi oes not hear back fairlysoon.

Regan

co
ohmoran@imelusd govs wrote:

sw,
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Attached is a proposed draft complaint (on behalf of the United States

against several States) that attorney Kurt Olsen would liketodiscuss
with you. 5you wil see below, he spoke with the President ast ght
and is asking for a meeting with you today. | know that you are
Currently ted up with ther busines at the White House, but 1 wanted
10pas hsalong promptly, Y
Ifyou are still tied up when Kurt calls me back, | will alert him toghatoe J
Regards,

Jon
Begin forwarded message: <&

Date: December 29, 2020 at 124638PM ET,
To: "Moran, John (ODAG)<johmorah@jmduisdofigov>
Subject: Meeting=r

sano, a
Thank ing me afbehales AGRosen,Attached sa
draft comphajnt to be| ightBy the United States modeled

itr th Tess aclon ASI onourcal thePresidentthe
lS retdeesmet

ie, ersonodytodes bong ths
lon. havebean tracted reptbok othe resident

is aftgefioon aftef this meeting. | can be at Main Justice (or
‘anywher@gise in the DC Metropolitan area) with an hour's
nate] wilcallyou at 15 pr toda tofolowuponwhenKoonber cor espn ooh ov
company me. Please acknowledge receiptofthis email.Tank vou.

> O oat
& Q Kurt 8. Olsen

< <US-v-states-Compl 2020-12-29 (final draft) docx>
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Moran, ohn (ODAG)

From: Moran, ohn (0DAG)
Sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2020 1003 PM
Tos Rosen, Lefrey A. (0DAG)
Subject: ud: Request by AG Rosen 4
Attachments: S.C. v. Katzenbach_383 US. 301 docx N

Sent frommyiPhone. O
Begin forwarded message: &

[OR — O &
Date: December 29, 2020 at 9:21:00 PM EST
To: "Moran, ohn (ODAG)" <johmoran@imd.usdoj.Subject: Request by AG Rosen oO Q

Dear John, ON LQ

AG Rosen asked me forany Supreriecoufars discussing the United States as a
parenspatriae in an elector 3 Aachugs C. v. Katzenbach, 383 U.S. 301
(1986). In his case. Soi Jina ndokedthe Courts origina jurisdiction
to challenge the constitutionaltyofthe Vofing Rights Act, and invoked parens patiae.
The Court eje ume because the United States, not the state, is the parens
patriae. d. fing “Norddes a State have standing as theparentof fs ciizens
fo invoke hese constitutofial provisions against the Federal Government, the.
ultimale'paréns batracof exery American citizen.)
. best,

On Dec 29, 2020, at 12:50 PM, Moran, John (DAG)<JohnMoran3@usdoigov>
wrote:

Document 10,072774 3581RoRBeetrtscea oorarHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000137
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orkut at men eal A se Ath (Smo
tobe brought by the United States modeled after theTexas agt \s | saidhootpees wep Sop ie
directed me last night tobrief AG Rosen in persontc discuss bringing.

mammoensroAEvit
the DC Metropolitan area) with an hour's not callyonstrate erin oh arorem Pe rom Son,
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Moran, John (ODAG)

From: Moran, John (ODAG)
Sent: Wednesday, December 30, 2020 10:49AM

To: Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG)
Subject: Fwd:Meeting with AG Rosen@ 11am 4
Attachments: 122820 Mast. Lir. pdf NN

Sent from my iPhone Oo

Begin forwarded message: S

Date: December 30, 2020 at 10:20:42 AM EST
To: "Moran, John (ODAG)" <johmoran@jmd.usdoj.
Subject: Re: Meeting with AG Rosen @ 110

Thank, on. lease err 0 AG Rash iso of 2[a
Senator Mastrianoto Acting Deputy At eneral i ue. The letter raises a
litany of serious outcome changir :frauc andiillegal votes in Pennsylvania, and
provides an additional justification forthe United StatesYo bring an action in the Supreme Court
to ensure that these issues. oe X ated andnot swept under the rug.

Scere X Q
Kurt oy A

ofol 2020, at 8:2 \, Moran, John (ODAG)
SA Moran3@usdoj gov>> wrote:

Nn <

Aswejust dlicissed, confirming receipt.FS v
On Dec 29, 2020, at 9:21 PM, kurt osen [IGEN <moi': EXCHEN>> wrote:

Dear John,

Document 0: 072778 41713ESEHCRAR———HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000186



AG Rosen asked me for any Supreme Court cases discussing the Urited States as a parens
patriae in an election case. AttachedisS.C. v. Katzenbach, 383 U.S. 301 (1966). In this case,
South Carolina invoked the Court's original jurisdiction to challenge the constitutionality of the
Voting Rights Act, and invoked parens patriae. The Court rejected that argument because the
United States, not the state, is the parens patriae. Id. At 324 (stating "Nor does a State hay

standing as the parent of its citizens to invoke these constitutional provisions against the
Federal Government, the ultimate parens patriae of every American citizen.)

atthe bes, D

art °

On Dec 29, 2020, at 12:50 PM, Moran, John {OD 2 N)
<John.Moran3@usdoj.gov<mailto:John. Moran3@ysdol. EAN

John A

On Dec 29, 2020, at og 7 pe EXCwrote:

Dear John, D A

Thank $n me off baal of AG Rosen. Attached i a draft complaint to be brought by
the Uj tates modeled aft 'e Texas action. As | said on our call, the President of the
ur St as seeputhis\complaint, and he directed me last night to brief AG Rosen in person

ay tiscuss bringing tis actin. | have been instructed to report back to th President this
oon afte eeting. | can be at Main Justice (or anywhere else in the DC

etropolitan area) ith an hours noice. 1 il call you at 1:15 pm today to fllow up on when
1d wher TCarrEet AG Rosen. Another lawyer may accompany me. Please acknowledge

<& receipt hahis mal. Thank you
oO Sincerely,

<US-v-States-Compl 2020-12-29 (final draft).docx>

Document 0:07.277441713
COR raGoticaionens 0803262100187HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000187



BS alorsSSRs SAIS

ERE I er

December 25.2020 S

ActingDeputyAromeyGeneralRichardDosoglue O <&US DeparmentofuaeS50Pgs veeWadigionDC050.001

mre
DearHonorableDonoghue: °

—— ANofSitemomenti o pesos Eve:Ii RepcomocnhonBemwae NG po overs asatonofbasin
Sty,awel 5 lationsof plea 02 heaton eesuponthis Conmamvetth

fp A —————————3 geoSoci ei wih $7000 vierenBnsnd

No rp—— Alkghen gDesarecousdeed es of
® A—————NN cally egardng the ubaision eves andcama ofmalin ballot:

opening coigof poling ocsins o ElectionDay
oO (©)Improperforfeiture and spoiling ofmail-inballots

< @Meataor ares:
(© pope “coring” of ticityopie an lo

RRAIEA YOViFt

oman oomOELITT I—HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000189



tr Ary Clint ad SteStrDovg asian Callcn Desay A estiFountPPasion Becton ests 1230.995A.

page2

peasme

Ove nbnfem: \/
(0 Vowrstmt:
3epeprchefcyft scionsr oO
0Ste of roi a by mochteametvo.

2PoseOERDEIeos 0512ceivernwho te Acrapof he com hc breomancoral ov 0eyDp ofreof30117 aevo cot tsac vo

EE — -elLSAyBeee4 Roverseopers RyCott ine mondte 11055 Soe3ten53. een he ou 13py oarFevtinCoote © ForEy fi wyBonCong
4 Themeby Gore ttnve. ems Ms concnCom cf ade es i osmTeomermasDo VekEneSom ptAm FinaenPeiCsBova Tkpg Sh ain.FareFoErry hoes emsTo72 at 603

cesfx rat a Se QueinopounOF ow omg ches. HeETE PR mmSe, vrcthon eine Tg rrte Rg msrn Pi Tonio 05753015,
Pp a—3 Zen csrweeke on3 PeEora: BekDvLava Co5 ne eehv mtn BtVeeRpsi Tie esei rsrend eanKE 2 xo Rag  eahamaca (eyvos00Tong.

GemeseWagns Neer5,SeteDo Mioie iSe Didoon. i FeCeetComewere estevinfee ene ei at ro hetee meeea ee pr cnn st Fe ot stNN ee a

35

8com20 clelASG rGr cvs ig 41

Document10:07277441713000001CORFreCacao vans06052021,000190HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000190



tsnybine rans——————————— S—
reme
a Smitrep em meTDEr SeSome SEE SESeaEei aTtEa
retemt
barterr—t =pes oe iy
onTToepmntems
(rere pment ste rhsmms
Cd .mp
mrssz Ie renram =
ois ASerr we
resting ronsry
rrr MRE
jo
pi A

: mtr
So oI

em einRE rra——

ote a—— ———— or TAOS Send SS

AEEronHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000191



RtsAryGrrndhtStrDovMatinalonDet0 vsti Fron PAPres cin rts 300,384

Piersone
elssom teseve vie perc btte eyiedtwee lt.eeSe ee os Soa ot Soon vawy et N

Dopete mgesc Geedecree foe ci sodepa?
BE—————sv i me le ees eeFa ero Bos i£0imyerg2Mamasto et Cohoiiy
Bn—— »ekA aSore =
EE —cin Co otSee SeyBon aeeemme ceosSA etoStCgaeecteve ec eng an
Vem nteG Aut3 te
«Abatebn ee £5.
AI 3, JI
«Combet otEcoson u. asinBe
+Deter setmat gleecp
"i————
ne = secOVDai, Wetmanat geen Yi lefpbbrein TaN

offer Econ Dy:wea PAspe Co ttynt a anomoro on ea hese ons=SEER

= 0

eee on edt a J et Fahd betnt Pog 8017

DocumentID:07.2774 41713000001oR Ca samemns easanz1.ono1szHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000192



iASARIS WHS

PageSefit.
TRS Rea AStoi enfatiee.Tosteda adeesbdet \/SR dlEn RIE ee,=
JePIwi
—sn ie

‘appenedca November 3TS —TER

SN“8
3 WN

oo Ave NS AyitoJaren SEEE

Notte Ait ios po ARTI SPT

som 07 rsa wowAHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000193



Engel, Steven A. (010

From: Engel, Steven A. (0LC)
Sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2020 11:5 AM

To: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)
Subject: RE: USAv. Pennsylvania draft complaint Dec 28 2 pm.docx \/

Thanks. The author of the document appears to be Larry Joseph, who alsoSTexas
AG Paxton.

From: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG) <rcdonoghue@imd.usdojgov> &
Sent Tuesdo, Deemer 20,2020 11.49 Ab S
To: Engl Steven A. (OLC) <saengel@iml.usdojgov>
Subject FW: USA v. Pennsylvania draft complaint Dec 28 2 pm. docx A

en <& 3

Sent:Tuesday,December 29,2020 11:17 AM »
To: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG) <sicdonozhue@ind ughgovs)Wal, ) <bwal@imd.usdoisows
Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAC) <i >
Subject; USAv. Pennsylvania draftcomplain Dec 28¢pridocx

Good morming, Nv QO

The President asked me 0 send théajtabfied draft oii: your review. have also shared with Mark
Meadows and Pat Cipollone. I to diséuss wilvPOTUS, the best way to reach him in the next few
days is through the operatgsé 02456-1414

“Thanks and Happy Néy Year! O

Molly < >

Sentro O

HOORPre CrfcatanEuets06022021000508

TT _—
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Donoghue, Richard (ODAG) ——————————

rom: boogie, chard (00AG)
-  S———5
" wn—
Subject: Fwd: Report for Voter Deficit

——— m——— TegeutyErmeaa
12222020A(1).pdf; ATT00004.htm

sein forward mesa

a...
To: "Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)" EE

ent am ype
IN

rg So onS——a ae or oT

oe 1

Sr.

ITART, STASIS
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alot or the inconveniencean uly appreciate your understanding
Semper,
rank

ess so attached epor for inchsionmo LB eet Reports he
pine on the ote Deft nth 2020 Genera Electo for rede.
Semper, o
frank

Francis X. Ryan, KM <
Colonel, USMCR (ret)

IC—
I
(EXC (ce!)
DIO

Revaaoning Accountingfo OesionMi sae com
comonmumor:To RTeeue

inLr =i ton

of —)

A (cel

S +Learned Book - vam colfankevan com
<& Slutionizing Accounting for Decision Making - wi leanabc.com

nsosesoso orAAAEeATTCA CLIOROTI
SYSTEM. USE, DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTIONORREPRODUCTION OfTHIS MESSAGE AND/OR ANYOF TSATTACHMENTSBE

a
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12/20/2020

PA 2020)

| 5 2
J ° (ARY

3
\ ) Q

QNL *

CRN)

ELECTION ISSUES

«Md OTes CQ»D THAN VOTERS WHO VOTED
LIN

NYINP

Dui 'OTERS: PEOPLE IN SURE MORE THAN ONCE
9. > LE: SAME NAME & DOB BUT DIFFERENT ID #

L + DUPLICATE BALLOTS: REQUESTED AND RETURNED

z

1
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MORE VOTES COUNTED THAN

VOTERS WHO VOTED

OQ

SV ©

¥ o) ) #
5 1 BAG” ,

\_ ) ——.

Q EI gemene [TTD IT DOC

SY =F iii

2
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VOTERS WHO VOTED ~ DATA SOURCES

E IG
gi. [2 Ji

| rr——— © aid

[erste <

Boi | EERIE Ly &
2fic CaumyEisoct vom mo mroeev2ADO)

L : 2

SV P=

DATA FILE DEFINITIONSJ
ana

enondallfr nyoes

LegereSE Rost vith more ha anesfconfo Fresicent
ry= Ballots cast with no selection made for Presicent

w ctscos wit onewaiteivvote fr escent
20 IR 1a Sr Tene

oO = Voter Deficit- Difference between the Total Ballots Cast

< and Total Voters recorded as voting on 11/3/2020 in SURE

3
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|TOTALVOTES| RY 3
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ND) AY
SAMPLE COUNTY DATAACAMERON

Cameron CountyPorc or ae Op rors fereopidolston, WE Js FETor
CameronCouffty asol BTSL ye z

QD 9
TIMELINESS OFSUREFVERECORDS

» Secret Die [gl sree CIE]
certifi (ool “|
bi: roilsO epartmentOfStateCertifies

4/207 Presidential Election Results

EFVE ffeSysed |" oo
or ris lysore |ettnna,

) OCCIGHET NG. |swssmmummnimomroriimsommararvst mos ustpist
oO Cerficchon feee
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12/20/2020

INTERIM REPORT TOTALS AS OF 12-20-2020

+ Report contains full data from 64 counties
+ Wiite In Votes and Over/Undervotes were not oO
available for all counties. Updates pending.

+ Data is not included for over/undervol fal
ballots cast for the following countie: n,
Crawford& Sullivan A

+24 of 67 Counties had vote totdthat did n
match the Department of Siafe(Retults

OMI’!
_ CL

s

DD
INTERIM RERGRTTOTALS AS OF 12-20-2020

AN A
ay =nEBroms|So common mr

vingiDsources and data described in the previous sides,
oO there is a VOTER DEFICIT in Pennsylvania. 205,122 more votes

< were counted than total number ofvoters who voted.

©

5
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12/20/2020

SURE IS THE OFFICIAL VOTER RECORD IN PA
+ If SURE data was correct, the election could not be certified
due to the discrepancies.

+ If SURE data was incorrect, the election could not be certified

due fo discrepancies. p

By Statute, the SURE System is the official ord, in
Pennsylvania. This record includes the date ted. Jota
voters who voted in the General Electiomon /2 Q
6,760,230. Secretary of State Boockvar certifi 915, tes
for just the three major candidates. Tt is it)
of 155,053 voters.

(DozeThis does not includewie, over/hddfup
whichallincreade the voter deel

pn

SV 2
VOTER SURPLUS

Some'counties have more voters than votes
cotnted whichis a hormal variance. Thisis a result
of several issuesincluding:

“Rejected Provisional Ballots
+ MaikIn Ballots Received after 8pm on Election Day

+ MakeaEallots
A ~MilBallots with no Signature:

The expectationwouldbe that every county would have some votes
that were not counted. In PA, only 18 counties reported a voter surplus.

n Despite the fact that every county had some ballots that were rejected.

°

6
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RELIABILITY OF DATA FROM DEPARTMENT OF STATE __ «|

[lr]I=Loar == \froma|e

.JoosDats tiofs or« Tomsfopopuate. Tis damon
Ee Fenspret X ,
EE CN)preach

: ho ite+Soe epccnp & TO -
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SY 2
nr N nd

R AB Y OF DATA FROMDEPARTMENT O A

a ma |

Jo agen Due lo mathematical
en monn tearm es errors,the Secretary ofOL == EYBe|| ey

[" [virions the incorrect number
oO pss:EEE ED of electors

=
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»VOTERS |

L -

Sy 2
FoSEERIAEAT VOTERS ms

u kes A GUERY OF ALL RECORDS WHERE
i Hams NAME AND DATE OF BIRTH MATCHED
WH TH RECORDED A VOTE ON 11/3/2020 —

ROD! Sanat RECORDS. THESE RECORDS WARRANT
O ras TO DETERMINE HOW MANY PEOPLE VOTED TWO

oO | OR MORE TIMES.

& eq
2
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—
2 SE

SV A ©
DUPLICATE MAILINBALLOT APPLICATIONS
+ Cour ion offi€idiwere inundated with duplicate

mgit ital anglican
. to the,deunf to review each new application

indwriake aj ment call about whether to send a
sé¢ond mail ikpallot
here (osm accounting of the excess mailed ballots.

Qo Shr cor eran rtm maraererenrmyBo aAlo oiQO} | Erman,& an
SOY AROS PUTTINGLIPRE

=

1}
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F——Fme7=-" DUPLICATE APPLICATIONS >

Eee|pealy
Bi| aEe
ECEE=EB De

Be opr aa NA

Department of State released data show Eo oer d{glmicate mis
‘Applications that had been rejected g QLL4/2020. /
DOSdid nofreleasethe numberof dupligges tha}iro pbroved&mailed.L “

SD OD
EXAMPLE: LEBANON COUNTY DUPLICATES

+ LebgfomEbunty-has92.637 registered voters.
+ AoyI10016/2 anon had already received

206,40 il in ballot applications.
NLonst election officials had fo review and
See application fo determine if a second

majkiq egliot should be mailed
(| + 80kdupiicate ballots were sent to voters in Lebanon

Coubhfy.

oO + The location of the additional 804 mail in ballots is
< unknown.

Pn

2
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THIRD PARTY ACCESS -SURE

_ Cc)
=

SV = S

A\GPAW.
{ DEPARTMENT,OF STATE GRANTED

2c & AUTHORITY TO THIRD PARTY ENTITIES
or Par ess to SURE using Web API

NOParty Entities authority fo use Web
nw) uest Mail In Ballots

O. « llegef Use of Voter Registration Data — posting

L on the intemet

*
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CHAPTER 183. ESTADLIH IMENT, IMPLEMENTATION AND
ADMINISTRATION OF THE STATEWIDE UNIFORM REGISTRY OF ELECT

(SURESystem)

4 Pa. Code § 183.14, Public information ists
11 Within 18aosofrcening@writen ogoest accompanies nt
ofthe cost of reproduction and postage. the Department
distributethe public informationlstfoanyregistrantin this wh,
reasonable fee, determined bythe office providing asproSection 1404c]1) of theact felafing fopubic form
1) TheDepartmentandacommissionwillsupply ic informarig ish a
papercopyor ran secon fomat,

L _

SV A
pr—— SP ——
Onor AEN Departsdante he PA OVE vie
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aCountry Otsotth comnisiers
J aicaster Teno sv

rn
CountyCommissioners. Tien 7208
Sanat Paescrran rid

oy Oromo,veCurrana mn
Hon. Kathy Boockvar
Sceretary ofthe Commons
Pennsylvania Department of State
North Office Building, Suite 302

| 401 North Office Building
| Harmisburg, PA17120

EE O A

Das on N)
As you know Act 77 of 2019, wi ned int Governor Wolf,
restedanew mail in ballotop nen tel 5 passed
by the legislature and signed fy the Governor ll mailed ballots be
received by 3:00 PM onle

IES oil, NE
‘ordered that ballgts are to be%iceey ifthey are postmarked onor beforeelection
day andrerelihee Ji close. Farther,a ballon wihno
postmark or pos eobescseped i it is recived by that
Same dé
Ip is eyed he Unie Stes Supreme Cour. In he US.
apne Bouts egalDg mio to expedias the cae he ent appr 0

rlidon rom yourdepartmenthat you would provide dance
ogotnicst alos that come in afr election day. It sad:

Seggetagy oftheCommonwealth issued guidance today directing county boards
of pe ballots receivedbetween 8:00 p.m. on November3,2020,

2AS00h.m. on November6, 2020.
Dror 88,200,Couteelpt,

{ Deputy Scretry for Elections &Commissions, stating the following:
“Yesterday the Secretary sued the atached guidance reed to maikin and
absentballots received from the United States Postal Serve aftr :00 pm. on
Tuesday November 3, 2020.Theguidance referencedthatamotion to expeditea
‘petition forawritofcertiorari related to the three-day extension was pending in

Pr

SJ
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Sto Sop pm at Ag SEB ei eeLLImOu HisSyte ps
Justicesofthe SupremeCourt joined ina statement that referenced the guidarST ANEe
on November 6, 2020. Though the Secretary continues to strongly 3

comply with the attached guidance.”

aN
received. Theseballotsshallbe. pai bY thecor Tna secure,safe
and sealedcontainerseparate om bei asis added
sme A,
impossible10laterremavBghoseballggsdromWgtotal count. Thus,theguidance

they ar likely gnTHA

Hower vad Qe hit rks,
BY fir A A

re
m eine all continue nil all segregatedabsenteeand mail-in ballots haveN pm

i tt

ome gsAEE mansHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000355



“This is in contravention to your earlier guidance and appears 0 be in
contravention to what the United States Supreme Court relied on from your
department. That court, in refusing to expedite the case, surely did not anticipate
that you would make those votes impossible to remove from the total count. \/

Asa result, at our BoardofElectionsmeetingon November 2%, 2020amor
ofthe board exercised our legal authority 0 comply with the law apd youRist
set of guidance and wait 0 canvass any ballots that come in after ei A
‘We will make further decisions at a future board meeting and, of colsgMtend
to continue o fully comply with the law, including th canvgs® dgadline.

1 remain, however, deeply concerned about this sia idgnee byRL Z

> SH

iG. Pa
E‘ommissioners

CC: Senator Joe,x Jewpore, Pennsylvania Senate
Viaema
Rep ny ofthePenny ania House of
Repfegerlgfives
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Election Timeline for Butler County, Pennsylvania/November 12,2020

In 2016, Butler County had a 729% voter support for Donald J. Trump in comparison
to Hilary Clinton at 28%. Pennsylvania ranks 25th for voter participation with 51
percent of the eligible population voting in the 2018 election. Butler County was
stronghold for President Trump in the past as well as other Republican nan
believe, our County was specifically targeted by external forces such as Governor
Tom Wolf,Secretary of Commonwealth and State Election Director Kathy Brcko.
Mark Zuckerberg/ Media/ Tech, as well as, Progress PA and Democr: e,to
name just few. There is no doubt these entities used their posi nce
the overall outcomeofthe Pennsylvania 2020 election. Often ti s done
under the Covid guiseof safeguarding the health, safety, and acce of
Pennsylvania voters. As a Butler County Commissioner, | wifnessed first hand these:
ongoing efforts made by these entities to chip away preceding apd post election
through a varietyoftactics with the purpose of creati fon, chaos, and
instilling fear..all implemented by design. Changes made “on the lection
laws intentionally without our elected stateI Penpéylvania Counties
isolated and at the mercyof edicts by State officialSuith no re€otiese. Counties were
eft to their own devices and fortitude to ine what was accurting and push
back aswe did multiple times. What re tragicithesd changes were most
often accomplished under the guise afd coyebof the ovid panlemic that was used
to influence the behavior of the publityoter who fell, fof it iook, line, and sinker by
the mail in ballot system which éncompassedeafly) voting. One by one, our own
Pennsylvania Democratic State Officials stri fthe previously established
safeguards and firewall orethe tectithe integrity of the voter system.
Ewes anishing the steep comptes Morementoned xties went to
influence and marginalize the 2020,inway to the advantage of PresidentialCandidate Jo Biden, Progssiv sien nderstood wad: ke mich
manipulateand a Play iwhat was predetermined to bea race
separatedby less than a 100,000otes. Secretary Kathy Boockvar went as far as
requesting ch pgayisionst be used as a mechanism by the Pennsylvania
State fipré me ‘Court, as State, Officials were struggling to get Counties to comply.
withfovef zealous x‘and guidance in lieuof laws. Governor Wolf signed a

lewal lay disaster for the Covid 19 pandemic that would extend
wwN 3,2020 election. Naturally, a expected, Covid hype despite
idence would begin to surge prior to and during the election with the intent to

keep senioFeitizers from venturing out to the polls. Democrats were whole
pe of mail in balloting and they knew Republicans would prefer

NN to person at the polls. Bad weather or a pandemic, could possibly persuade
sol rly or unhealthy individuals to stay at home? Hopefully, the Butler County
timelin€ will illuminate a much needed light into the workingsof these forces and
how they can influence our local, state, and national elections. The data, numbers,
and dubious actions compiled in the Butler County timeline demonstrate repeatedly

< 2s to the Governor and his Election Administration's great reluctance to follow
existing election law and processes, their lack of respect for the Constitution, and
the Governor's own defiance to govern with the elected Pennsylvania General
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‘game on recruiting and training new poll workers. e. Former precincts
located in churches and schools closed due to the Governors stay at home
orders was in conflict with us as elected officials trying to get the public to
understand that elections was a constitutional right and we had to open
facilites for voting.

«The State stated they would send PPE to al the counties for their polling \
sites, such as hand sanitizer and masks. Despite that promise, Butlef Cour
went ahead and orderedour own PPE and Plexiglas partition: is
and itis a good thing we did, as the State's masks and hand rrived
the day before the election after we had delivered all the ipment to
the polls for the June 21 Primary.

«Training for poll workers was extremely. atrying to securea
county site such as a school or facility that woul 0 hold training
duringa Covid pandemic and Governor order e closures.
‘Thankfully, Butler School District andfre 3 iG
each provided us a physical space to holdwoll Worker and Ju lections
trainings. The next challenge was adhering tothe Covid compliance while
trying to conduct and provide traipihghuith masking aid pedple earful due
to the nationwide and statewide aarauve conig rom he news sources, I
certainly created extensivewy3) and be fof everyone involved.

«Mid May, Counties receivedDOS guldanceSo may have drop
boxes and drop offlocatipns. This last wihiite change was one that the Butler
County Republican Comissiohers vi Seimplement due to the lack of
security issues. Ma$32% aud mada County had daily protests across
from thecourthouse inDiamond-Parkand along Main Street by BLM.

. 5/29/20Soesgcived tar by the DOS to require accessible
mail in bal A indivi d to make arrangements.

. 5/29) iSi:on privacy envelopes. All of these
gui ued by, DOS veired all counties to adapt and create changes

wi eeprocedures. Another implication was the inabiity
Gohan bur pollagorkers and hudges of Elections due tothe late and daily
guidance ch heeshh preparationfor and leadingup to the June 2° election.

9/20 DQS issued guidance no longer requiring voter identification for
Al allots tgrbedopped offa dropoff sites and drop box locations. Butler

Countywas requiring ID for ballots being dropped off at the Election Bureau.
. {ir At 6pm Pittsburgh Media News Channels announced publicly that

NN GoverpiorWolfused executive order to extend the deadline for receiving mail
ps lots the night before the June 214 Primary Election. I watched this

inouncement in my own living room that evening when I returned home
rom being at the county all day working. The Governor never bothered to

< announced the set upofadditional drop boxes for only six of sixty seven
counties statewide. This strategic move all added to the public's existing
confusion 12 hours before the June 2, 2020 Presidential Election.
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«6/1/20 Governor Wolf also announced on the 6pm television news that
ballots must be post marked by June 2%, but received no later than June 9%
for some counties, but not all counties. Again, adding additional public
confusion and fear.

«6/3/20 Governor Wolf amended stay at home order
«6/5/20 Butler County was one of 12 counties to move to the yellow el,
«6/10/20 PA General Assembly passeda concurrent resolution diregting

Governor Wolfto issue a proclamation or executive order ending: Ry
issuanceof the March 6 Covid 19 Disaster Emergency whicha
June 3. Governor follows with statement that any concurre; ution
needs to come to the Governor for approvalordered orders
will emain in place and that the legislature did nothipg to end.them.

«6/16/20 GovernorWolfedicts: School Safety&Segafity Committee and tc.
«6/25/20 GovernorWolfand Secretary Levinesign 12.coufities moving to the

green phase effective the following day. a
«6/29/20 GovernorWolfannounces that Leb: ty ve to the

green phase of reopeningon July 3, puttiigall cpunties
«6/29/20 GovernorWolfannouncesal busiriestes across PAgan apply for

grants to offset lost revenue associfted with Covidy19.
«7/1/20 Governor Wolf signs new-arder signed, el Levine that

+ 77/20 Receved statese an ne Faweing Trump
Campaign and RNC fled law suitrt2 Governor and DOS Secretary.

«7/9/20 Governor Wo exegtivelorder protecting renters from
evictions or foreclosufes if the evént they Have not received assistance.

«7/10/20 Governor Wolf signs utive order authorizing state agencies
to conduct administrative proge€dings and hearings remotely.

« 7/16/20 ‘om Wolf Bleases federal CARES funding to PA Counties
with theexegptionofLdhonor County who had opened their county despite.
the Govid.associatet closures moving from yellow to green on their own.

. ButlerShyhires a new Election Director with extensive
1 expgtfence and local experienceofworking at the polls.eS VES ie

unty y. “Tom Wolf and Rachel Levine, Secretary of Health
AS 7/22/72 ratory Judgment Hearing in Federal Court, Pittsburgh by Judge

William Stickman
. DOS announces that the State will provide the entire

NN nwealth's counties with prepaid postage for their envelopes, so voters
<< uld have no excuse for not mailing them. What they didn't tell county

cials or the publi, is typically, prepaid postage is not automatically
oO postmarked. The State would use federal CARES funding (Covid 19 Relief

Funds) to pay for postage. Postmarks matter to prove voters cast their vote& 3
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«8/14/20 Governor TomWolf finally concedes and releases federal CARES

funding to Lebanon County after with holding it for a month. There is a
timeline on these funds to be used before December 30, 2020.

+ 8/27/20 The DOScontacted counties about additional second round funding
being made available for election system equipment through the $90 million
bond amortization pursuant to Act 77 voting system rian

«8/31/20 Governor Wolf signed a second renewal of his 90 day disaster for

election.

profit Center for Tech and Civic Life has expanded itsGey ise grant

program to offer all local election jurisdictions in the Unit es to apply.
for grants to help ensure staffing, training andSe the November

2020 election. The expansion is thanks to a $25 ntribution from

Hark Zuckerbergand his wif, rc Ch,wf sg Wed4550millon
contribution to the CenterforElection Innoy ShRese ‘which will
offer additional grants to states. Butler inty declined16 act ese funds

influenced by a private/public ent i.)
+ Butler County Election Directoginforins us that ra Smotherman has

been assigned to Butler Count ast e State lg jaison. Deputy
Smotherman is the Deput ofStaff to tary Kathy Boockvar.

«9/8/20 Governor Wolf plits out an edi restaurants must have self
certification documentS)ir 'r to oper ber 21% at 50% occupancy.

* 9/11/20 DOS issuesgdidancenae aminationofabsentee and mail

in ballot return envelopes as addressing signaturesor lack of.
«9/14/20 Fedéxal Judge Willie fickman IV rules that Governor Wolfs

orders vi a .5. Constitution, the rightofassembly,

. FE tate Supren urt rules that signature verification on a ballot

ne in hedders file no longer matters.
Gov ant Secretary Levine turn up the news narrative on Covid

and Butler C/ ny

A 16/20 PAAteorfiey General issues a stay on judicial decision on federal

. 9, 20 PA State Supreme Court rules ballots mailed back without secrecy

N es will not be counted in the general election. Known as “naked

O Majority opinion in PA Democratic Party et al. v. Boockvar et al. holding astity
< © The Election Code permits county boards of electionto accept
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Adopts a three-day extensionof the absentee and main ballot
received by deadline to allow for the tabulation of ballots mailed by
voters via USPS and postmarkedby 8:00pmon Election Day
Holds that voters are not entitied to notice and an opportunity to
cure minor defects resuling fom failure to comply with statuto
requirements for vote by mail (Yet the DOS made ths request %
Election Day to Counties with naked ballots) See: 11/3/20
Holds that a main elector’ faiure to enclose a ballot ig asecrecy envelope renders the ballot nal NeEAgee
the state or federal consiitutions.

+ Order in Crossey etal v. Boockvar
> Dismisses the request to extend the received. by deadline for mal-

in ballots as moo based on the decisionin PA Defocratic Party
v. Boockvar

provide funding o county boards or postage on mail-in
ballots+ Boe horecust nat a
assistance i return of mail in

© PA Supreme CourtHothe Green Party's candidate for
president did not str procedires fof getting on
November's ballot and capnot ap ind the Departmentofera

« *Whatis impor Lorie publi€totinddrstand that as of9 17 20,
Counties we 0 prin€and prepare ballots prior to 9 17 20
due to the lackof a fuling on the Green Party candidate. Theballot

i Now, counties,
in PAwere racing toprinttheir ballots and get them mailed out to allhake WAD quem alos which wer nhhovsnds

. 2020Cons er Osche receives email from an overseas
in Switferlandtho is a dual resident of Butler County who

ims she'ditnot receive her email ballot. The election director
eporte that he had communication from the state indicating this

entherof a group called "PA Abroad” and claims suspicion as that
lieves that only Butler and Cumberland Counties did not send

the'ballots. After being called out on her reports, she replies that she
id subsequently receive her ballot. And so begins the massreports of

NN oters “not receiving” ballots.
«+ Butler County began to mail out their ballots to mail in requesters

beginning the weekof September 28, 2020 and worked 7 days a week
t0 begin to mail out and simultaneously accept applications. Butler
County continually hired additional temporarystaffand extended
hoursofservice to keep up with all the changes and timelines.
10/1/20 Governor Wolf issued an executive order amending the
previous order Directing Mitigation Measures, which would go into
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effect the following day and would continue to until rescinded or
amended in writing.

«10/8/20 GovernorWolfissues an executiveorder amending the
previous order related to Directing Mitigation Measures which would
gointo effect thefollowingday until rescindedor amended in writ

«10/8/20 We became aware ofa problem originating a the =
Department of State in the SURE System, which is the state’s 15 20
year old data election's system and software. Voters who. \
monitoring the status of theirballot online are iy as
mailed out in early September (before the ballot was state, certified).
Someone at the state level changed something in S|IRE rl October
that populated the "Ballot Mailed On” date with the same date his or
her application was processed. A similar situdtion occurred in the
Primary. Is happened across the state, e SURE helpdesk
and DOS are aware of i. This has gene: volume of calls to
the County of folks monitoring their Ballot process orfine:«Br ylcone eoTo Bc Dt
there were several glitches with theSURE syst ing the
election. ()

«Butler County did an extensive mail dro} ned Post Office ofppm020 lo IR carafe
Columbus Day whi gblerved wa al holiday but in which
the elections department worked/and arfother 7,000 mailed out later
that week

© Weekof 10; cic issioner hears from Governor's
Southwest Reglonal Dirgefor about Albert Sensor Technology Pilot
andripest our Ca Torin to which we again, decline.

. 5 ctol ha , the County began to get calls and
ints by p lci t Feceiving their mail in ballot despite
ts ma Ea“Thepublicwas told that the ballots were

ot stateAs until 9/17 and printed and mailed out until the 26°
/19/20,Elettion Director reports receiving the following memo

from regardinga "system performance” issue where a& eng 1yeFrcssre
A lection application or label in SURE. It was determined that

thé permanentrecord was created after and not at the same time that
he record was processed which resulted in no general lection

NN pplication being created for the voter, therefore the voter received
no mail in ballot. Counties had no way to identify which voters this
affected

+ Weekof 10/19/20, PA Departmentof Health Officials contact the
oO County Commissioners informing them they will be coming into

< Butler County to set up multiple pop up Covid testing sites throughout
the county to begin Covid testingof up to 440 people at each site free
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ofcharge. This process would begin in two days from the call and site
locations would notbe disclosed until they arrived andsetup.
Butler County Republican Commissioners pushed back and said NO as

ourpositivity rate was 3.2% the lowest in Western PA at thatpoint in
time and with zero patients in our local Butler Health System Hospital.
State Dept. of Health staff wereinsistent and aggressively nid
informed us that within a day DOH was planning to release a report
the public similar to the one they compiled for Centre CountyaThi
report would call for enforcement measures on busine: te
recommendations, as well as, recommend ways in e State
wanted us as a County to spend our federal CARES| e
delayed DOH's momentum by insisting that surrounding counties
giventheir Covid numbers would see greaterbepeit than Butler
County and are a better use of tax dollars, follow up call on
October26 and when the conversatio i ‘again, DOH was told
this was nothing more than a politicabatfempt to con ipto Butler
County, drive up numbers via ng put out re at
‘misleads our county with misinformation when Ouhpositivity rate is
only 3.29 in contrast to othef cbunties, such as Westoreland that
had threetimesour numbers We Communicatedfhattheywere
attempting to create mre chads in ounCounty tO suppress voter
turnout by instilling fear. and misinformation: We clearly called them
out telling them this was political We stiggtsted they place their pop
up site on Slippery Rock Uni pusifthey were so moved by
trying to hel students? Dept.of Health declined and wanted
testing sites implementedthroughou the county in undisclosed sites
We communicated thSara Election was the countypriority at
ago primeg ro tremely low Covid numbers based on

eDO's state of statewide data.
10/22 23/20 Butler County fielded ten thousand calls over the course
of Weeksbe up to the election from people sayingtheydid not

< 2 ceive their Mail in ballot. Hired six additional people to set up a
‘county phahe bank ASAP. Worked 18 hour days to call back each and
every Voter to provide options so they could exercise their right to

is included mailing new ballots and voiding the originals and
in'some cases, over nightingoutofstate applicants. We also had
her deputies deliver ballots to disabled and to those shut in their

NN @with no recourse. The majority came to the Election Bureau
and cast their vote in person via a new mail in ballot. Lines began to
form from that day on and we extendedour evening hours to
accommodate those who worked beyond normal business hours and
had weekend hours available on Saturdays.

«10/26/20 DOS contacts Butler County Election Director of numerous
complaints made to DOS and delayof mail concerns specifically for

Butler and York County ballots mailed out two weeks ago. DOS, even
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communicating that Governor Wolfand his wife's ballots were
delayed i the York County mail system arriving a week apart from
one and other. 50 minutes later, Western PA USPS Manager Jason
Graney requests for our Election Director to call him to discuss
matter.

+ 10/26/20 Buter County Hection Director reports o the nae
County Commissioners that same day, Mr. Graney will investigate th
matter with the US Post Office. Nth

«10/26/20 Continue to feld calls from the public and work tbenable
them to vote by presenting one of four options: going<o alls, coming
to Election Bureau, mailinga new ballot and void fe het riginal, or
over nighting out of state or toa college or hospitalin,the latter days
ofthat same week leading up totheTod were calling
to say they had not received our new bal night ballot in the
mail We checked to verify their mailingand-confirm with callers, that
the new ballots were mailed. Conf ey wefe wailed or
over nighted.

+ Throughout ths process, weare stllveceiving 4 high volime of
requests for mail ballots,hsare duplicate requests due to
the high number of third party mailers re receiving a their
homes, which is maki , think d ‘quest was not
processed. In addition, becatise ofhe ch in the state's SURE
system, peoplerhetheif Ballots being recorded in a timely

fashion. Thisis eris; nsumingstafftime and
slowingdove ail rah”

«Butler County did not use? thirdiparty mailing company, as we
believe he chain ofLrthese ballots is critical. We have a

che caponesont lace to be sure that all voters are
he corfect ballot for their district and/or precinct. We have

nty,additignal temporarystaffto assist.
0/23/20,Commissioners meet with the Sheriff, District Attorney, and
ergency Seices Director to finalize security plan forthecounty at

the pafing lpctions and reviewour safety plan.
* 10/23J20ACLU serves the County Elections with acease and desist

A rtaining to our requiring ID when voters turn in ballots at the
Bion Bureau located in the Government Center on Friday, the 23,
rer work hours. They seta deadline for Monday for a response.

NN 0/23/20 PA Supreme Court rules that a voter's absentee or mail in
Q ballotcannotbe rejected based solely on a comparison of the

Signature on the ballot with the voters signature on their registration
form. The ruling came as a result ofa King’s Bench petition by Kathy

< a mechanism to get counties to comply as she was struggling with
challengesbycounties as per guidance vs. law.
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«10/23/20 PA Supreme Court ruled againstPresident Trump and the
RNC challenging Secretary Boockvar's interpretation of the election
code.

«10/26/20 Voter Intimidation Guidelines sent by Ali Doyle of
Southwest Deputy Director to Governor Wolf

«10/26/20 Ironically, we received hundreds ofintimidating asa
counting “all votes” beginning November 31 n lieuofNovember 4%

inaccurate maps depicting Butler County as the only county
Western PA not counting votes until the day after Election Day.
Several numbers coming from acall bank located i grisburgh and
Northeastern PA were pushing out text messages ahd social media
messages. People statewide were reacting messages and
harassing our officestaff and two Republica Commissioners making
demands and threats, Progress PA had and phone numbers
posted on their Facebook page instriting people to alland pressure
the two Republican Commissioners, County Solicit6r, ce
Assistant by name and instructed thém#€0 “take io prisoners’. This is
tactic oftechnlogy and théeeks no recuse 2% iding accurate
information, a that is al This lemponstrated to me
how technology and external entities d in influencing the

election's on aos ani ion. Despite that
difficult day, we e rR aed” and we stayed focus
on what really L
10/28/20 rnd! les that the time frame for
submitting ballots would'be exténded three days after the electionas

without 3pdstmar] oon be assumed that ballot was cast on time.
ne rule fa postmarkif not now necessary? Or even

owed? Pleaseste 7/31/20
8/20,00S sends clarifications on ExaminationsofAbsentee and

ail In Bnyelopes and ID Verification for Ballot Requests
&. iat? ‘sendsguidanceonVoter ID Not Required for

Verification for ballots handed into polling sites and drop boxes
A . 0 DOS sends voter ID requirements

=_ 10/30/20 DOS sends PA Election Day Communication
Ooi Secretary Boockvar sends out Important Election Day

eminders
N Q +” 11/1/20 DOS sends guidance on canvassing and segregating ballots

received post election day.
«11/2/20 Butler County held an afternoon poll worker training.

import process. Again, Butler County declined. Another tactic.

quarantine related to Covid.
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11/3/20 On Election Day, mid day, DOS contacts ElectionDirectorand
County Solicitor asks if the commissioners want those who submitted
‘naked ballots (ballots with no secrecy envelope) to be provided to
each political party, so those parties can contact individuals to redo
ballot, soit can be counted? Pennsylvaniais the first and only state
disqualify ballots received withouta required secrecymobs
voters no recourse to fx the mistake. Some PA counties allowed this
and others did not. It was not consistent statewide.
11/3/20 On Election Day, Butler County's 850 ES&S Hi
Scanner breaks and cannot be repaired bya state cejtified technician.
Itis brand new, $100,00 machine has only been us¢font rthe June
20 Primary Election.

«11/3/20 On Election Day, We field multiple ell throughout the day
requesting tallies and turn out from the ovide DOS no
information other than to tell them our, down. Our county

the bigger scanner by using small scanning devices.
«11/3/20 On Election Day, many of olepblling Idcations 3re running

outofballots, as many people showed up surredering their mail in
ballot and wanting to ve costs ass th the mail in
debacle have to be exo eto are printing each
person with an ad lot PE 2 Pennsylvania
taxpayers should be furious and demanding better.

© 11/4/20The d el begintofield multiplecalls
from peoplé'demandingfr to be counted that are received
after 8pm on Election Daf threatening to call the ACLU & Authorities.

. 1, 473Wenner on ‘news stations that Butler County is
go egate balldts Coming in after 8pm on Election Day on a
ins Gr) ob going to open them, and keep them safe and

until ye redeiyé further guidance from the DOS, to which we
ere prone dsoftime we would receive, but, had not.
/5/20:005 Reissues guidance on ballot segregation requiring ID

verifi gtion)
&“oa do) on the news interviews of 11/4/20, people again
A manding "all ballots to be counted” and for them to be

integrated into the official tabulations. Again, we press back. Many of
hom I spoke from, were not even from Butler County. Callers were

NN Orem reacting to text messages pushed out by anomonyous call
centers and social media postings.

oO ofall provisional ballots cast on Election Day by voters who also
submitted a timely mail in or absentee ballot. These court ordered
segregated ballots would be sublect to review and validation.

+ 11/6/20 Justice Alito issues Order that any ballots reccived after 8pm
on Election Day in PA be segregated and secured andifcounted,
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counted separately. There is a petition before SCOYTUS. Alito orders
opposing side to reply by 2pm Saturday, November 7.

«Third Party entities and major political parties such as the Center for
Voter Information purchased older, county voter rolls and mailed out
mass distribution via the USPS thousands of unsolicited ballot

to deceased voters, to former homeowners ofa current homeowner,
and to unregistered voters, to namea few scenarios. In som
instances in Butler County, individuals filled out up to1 diffe
voter applications requesting a mail ballot per personeEdch one of
these 15 requests fora mail in ballot has to be prog feed ough
checks and balances for verification and to prevent duplication, asifit
is the only and original request. These thirdparty mailing entities also
are generating hundredsofadditional pl sand taking time
away from those applications needingfr, ssed, Adding insult
to injury, often times, these third party,entitiés utilizg the County's
BureauofElection's return Sn or Tsin lieu
oftheir own. This is misleading to thereCipient hs led to believe
that our county is mass distyfbating these mailers out? Taxpayers are

ledtobelieveweareusi folfars to mallghese mailersout, they
are calling to verify th alrea edasavoterand
have been for year ic isc taxpayers enormous tax
dollars through tifhe, effort, and, ro and distracting counties
away from the dre: ations ina timely and
efficient manner. These same wailets have added to the confusion and
anxietyofevery,voter wanting (0do the right thing and that i,
exercise their right to athe is a real problemthat needs to besige
% the U he PM needs to be addressed for the delay of

rocessingAnd delivering mail in a timely and efficient manner. Butler
unty yotersexperienced many delays in receiving and returning

ballofiat 908 of 10 thos to ur moda ome way. This created
thousands oF phone calls. We have many accounts ofballots being

tthe Butler Post Office across the street from the Bureau of
tions housed in Government Center that took 3 4 weeks and

ométimes not at all tobe returned to the Election Department, When
NN inquired about, we were told they were considered "lost" in the mail

System

oO the Red Green, and Yellow Phases and Business Closures.

< encsens opis toa debratempe crate confisofor sorsnd
local election officials including localJudgesofElections, and to delay ballot delivery
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to voters through SURE system issues, social media campaigns that encouraged voters
to flood election bureaus with phonecalls and emails, and early voting in election
offices, all whichhindered getting mail ballots to voters andforcingouroffice to
cancel many initial mail ballots and issue new ballots. 1 can'tsay what happened in
other Counties, but itappears Butler County may have been specifically and
deliberately targeted by the state in this effort. 4

The Counties lackof control over mail ballots once they leave our chain of had
problematic as we have no wayoftruly knowing what happens with that ballot béfore
it comes back to the bureau. While there has always been absentee balloting; perhaps
the early voting process provides a better solution than no excusefe it is done.
in person. Voting by mail, while intended to increase access, unfortunately creates an
opportunityfor those in power to manipulate and takebwie
‘populationssince we truly cannot ensurethat t takes pl influence or
intimidation. Empowering all to seek the truth about d candidates and to
exercise their right to vote in person as much as possible shad beaur message to
“disenfranchised” voters. It means thattheygetgy eirGr he
scanner andessentially watch it be tallied, vs. relyi.on somegrie an your
ballot intothesystem or losing chainLer= snnsylvania has
alotofexplainingtodo andeven more protect utube electionsfrom this
embarrassing debacle. 0 >

Leslie Osche WN
Chairman, Board of Commissi
Butler County, PA A
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FRANCIS X. RYAN, EMBERToor EasLAnveDTT
que _
pe ali
Marisa.PA 171202101 Pairs Ts

House of Representatives f- -
Comment ofPema =

Sarg O
Desembr 22,2020
artsy <&
Commitee on Homeland Security snd
Governmental As$3 Har SentoOf Building
Wasingon, DC 20510
Congressman Scott Perry
1207 Longworth Howse Office
Building Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Johnson and Congressman Pe >

Oncesgin thank you forth cpporigy seneh fee at the Und Sses
Senateon December 16, 2020, The lls repr nd attaches rs submited ss
oplementa materials forthe
Our concen sand as zn SRyeeNoy, nd soundnessof the ston systems in
ihe Commonwealof Pong Nga. Com oe SeayofSus ofthe

Commonwenih ei ihe hing of Deéembr 16, 2020 cause additonal concen
since the ability t clectic lts have been hampered by delays in data requests,
systems shut cessil 10the records needed to put to a rationale conclusion the:
concems thaffmiliohs have abofs3920ction alo irregularities.

In lig ur ems, shed additional inconsistencies to address more specifically
he tgs thatwe bye. The egies re well beyondany clams tha could

‘be madgARaN is a lackofexperience with the systems that caused the concerns and
pots 0 spiihly cect proces Varo pot f hevot buon Fm
eve 0 Tamettve. Syvers asablihed 1 ears ht sac stera ve nly on& dh gund lvlwich prev an eofsonor onion.

Afr the more oiled microanalysis ofthe data,we re ill orced1conclu tht the general
iecion of200 in Pensybaia as aught wih monsitencies nddocumened rsgulies
ssowihmalball. p.cumvssing, an cmvasing10 he pit a the relay
STvoting in he Commonwealth Pennsvai  posibl 0 oy pon

oocment, 07274 sosoosRRR tas avonsHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000374



SE oO
1. Actionsfrom the PA SupremeCourt whichunderminedthe contro inAct770f

2015. Thecontrols whichwerundermined include:
a On September 17, 2020, nfterly extended the de NT ma nglsto

berecived otreedaysafer theclcton, mandated Warbel Tout
ma wkdseevel AE es

forcollection votes.
b. On ciober23, 2020, gon ton rf DsueDyan

ruled tha main allot ndnot cSgnat ifn allots
thereby treating in-person and mail vo issimil iminatinga
rial safeguard against ime

2. Actionsandinaction by th. of Sate which uifSmiteth consistencyand
controlsofthe election process or Election of

November, 2020. The Jed le om ButlerCounty is but
oneexample ofthe problemsfousdat theCor bythe Secretaryof State.

In additionto theconcerns of einsofthe State and the egilaive overeach
bythePennsylvania insipFief the actual results themselvescal ino
questionthecuracyof he SURE syste,th conisencyofthe applicationofvoting laws
throughout th coun R
Errorsin C 0
Alor concernsBde arin our original testimony remain but the following
analyse bf ~Valr Defic hatbeyondthe lection la sue,theeare sullcient
numbegs ofballots for inthe data available from the state and county systems to
RX atingoFproblematic atbest.

Oosument 1; 0.72774. 160950 ocrCOR eRe hsossaezoursHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000375
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INTERIM REPORT TOTALS AS Of 0-2020
a NTAY

fooor | roe ons| el
PO on "OA voreson unoen_saltafe BIS i

oosonma_ counvpra \_J \

a rsnteton ry

Using the sources ta Cy in the previous sides.
hereis aVOTER in ania. 208,122more voles
were cou! totgh nui ofvoterswhovoted.

Oncumnt,072774 1088007rbHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000376



SR— Oo
POSSIBLE DUPLICATE VOTER <

USING THE STATEWIDE FVE, A QUERY OF OO &&
THE FIRST NAME, LAST NAME AND D IRTH MATCHED

AND WHERE BOTH RECORDED Acy 1/4 be

PRODUCED 4241 RECORDS. Of ANT

INVESTIGATION TO DETERMI MAI VOTED TWO
OR MORE TIMES.

DUPLIC ALAN LOT APPLICATIONS

+ Co, ion pificidls were inundated with duplicate
iin Rallot appica ons

Ip fo theGeuhty fo review each new application
ake Gjudgement call about whether fo send a

secongkmil ballot
Ne fas fo accounting of the excess mailed ballots.

ane
oO estore208.000Pannioni vorrs sen1he oud cues Somesueingom

ine nkAho he Hate omensecagherede doseshem 03
cates 1 osu expanwhy: romDIngomepo0Dk1010000.AOPOICa0ndTe~or vorrpor1noveeed 1) uptearos”

Document 0:07 2774 160950 000007RO eames csoazoztcooarrHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000377



gem DUPLICATE AP aFEpare DUFUCATE S
esi oH 2 ol 9D :

iiE2©it
ETTd NZ IE
Te KoTIE aBsrae tos sponSa sor 0/202
DOS di ase geof duplicates that were mailed.

The eee clearly shows that there was no reviewofthe
validit there iliationofthevotes. Thereviewof thedataprovidedin

Ee was: theSecretaryofState,clearly illustratesthattheresultsinPA

XO

TO,RTTraeHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000378



Tl il VOT

+ If SURE data was correct. the election could fie:
due fo fhe discrepancies.

+ If SURE data was incorrect, the election cobig nb beoe
due to discrepancies. A

X DJ)By Statute, the SURE System i officiol@pdufecord in
Pennsylvania. This record in e dat¥ésvoted. Total
voters who voted in the Génergl Elec, 1/3/2020 was
6,760,230. Secretary of 00 tified 6,915,283)

Votes for just the three fortandi s. that alone is a voter]

deficitof155,053 vojers. 9

(Ths coes not includ voip fonder votes)

“The hotline desi PA vole election issues was not working i the days.
followingthe fecg=Fhe web fora to Feportelection issueswasnotfunctioninginthedays
following(€ electiup. Datat = posedtobeavailable to PA voters wasremoved from
theda elminating Sago. quirementsfortransparencymakinganychallenge 0the
Secrainof State's asseromsathrculeantask. We welcometheopportunityto workwiththe

Sect ate to resol heseconcernsan thelack of transparency and inherent
inthe englenvironment.

mse
= el {rom Butler County, PA.

night ofthe above, the inconsistencies and regularities i th electionprocessinthe
‘CommonwealthofPennsylvania in the 2020 Genera Flection aise questions about whether the

< Selectionofpresidential electorsforthe Commonwealth is in dispute.

Document 0:07 2774 160950 000007RO eames csoaz0ztco0a7aHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000379



oscal nl 2.
101" Legislative District 12% Legislative District \

— David. ber BarbaraGleim

85" Legislative District 199° Legislative District oO

2 i

Mike Puskaric, Member Cris Dush,
39" Legislative District 25" Legislajjve

ForesA Conf. HE
Jim Cox, Member Glee Me

129% Legislative District c ishaty

fember NS ffiman, Member

TR re Pstrict ; 41 Legislative District

Davidrh Dawn Keefer, Member
30" | egislan istrict 92 Legislative District

O yr& eS
lemberS68Latta Dist

omgsmeRAE corrHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000380



Engel, steven A (010

From: Engel, Seven A. (0LC)
Sent: Monday, December 28, 2020 11:45 PM

To: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)

Subject Re: Tomorrow N

Sure. Will swing by. oO :
Sentfrommy iPad <<

> On Dec 28, 2020, at 11:41 PM, Donoghue, Richard (DAG) eesrapcEimay Gi gop wrote

steve, O
-
> think you'll be at the 0900 meeting tomorrow. If you can make it.there about 10 finutes early, please
come by my office so| can read you into some antics that could Potentially ur radar. If you're.

not inbythen, no big deal, we can justtalk after the metirs )

>Thanks, O NN
.
> Rich

HOO reConan 80232103273
——

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000273



Engel, Steven A. (OLC)

From: Engel, Steven A. (0LC)
Sent: Thursday, December 31, 2020 6:21 PM

To: Donoghue, Richard (DAG)
Subject: Re: any update? \/

- >
Sent from my iPhone <<

On Dec 31, 2020, at6:18 PM, Donoghue, Richard (ODAG) dori owZ

Just left WH. Will call in a bit. OD A

On Dec 31, 2020, at 4:20 PM, Engel, Steven A. ore

I'mgoingto have tohead outof the nse[8
EN ©. yvilablaby coll andSiloti somebrk 0OU nt
Steven A. Engel
Amcnant Aropey Gener
Office of Legal Couns
USS. Department of
950Penny ang EN
Washingt
offic:

OR rethosORE UES
"mn
HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000281



Rosen, nie A. (DAG
from: Rosen, ery  (0DAG)
Sent: Thursday, December 31, 2020 6:41 PM

To: Hovakimian,Patrick (ODAG)

Ca: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG) \/
Subject: Re: Tonight D

Whenyou are back, please cometo my office. Thanks. oO

Sent rom my Prone <&
>On ee 32,2020, 6:17 ot, Hovaimia, Pick (ODAC) indifo
> Ill beback in20. 23
patrick Hovakimian
EXC5

>> Sent from my iPhone Nv AN
-
>>> On Dec 31, 2020, at 6:01P Sgrrigs <phovakimiand@jmd.usdoj.gov> wrote:

jr =———oa igore) the
o> Im headingGd wo, aby phoneif needed.
2poe=»

REARS
Document 10: 0 2778 16771
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Clark,Jeffrey (ENRD)

on E— rr Oo

—— >

“ &miro 9D &
<0

SO
NE
FO

<& S
LS
0
©

&
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Clark,Jeffrey(a)

From: Clark, Jeffrey CV)
Sent: Saturday, January 2, 2021 9:50 AM
To: Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG)

Subject: Re: atlanta \/

1 spoketothe source and am on with the guy who took the video right now. Working. 8 due

diligence to do.

et <&
Sem my he 3° <&

On Jan 2, 2021, at 8:52 AM, Rosen, efirey A. (ODAG)Qe La

onsan1, 202, at824gs eyEye usdoi gov wrote:

— XQ
Sent fromSe A

So at f, Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG)
rosén@jmd. £ wrote:

I > O

¢ * 3

HORPr Goticatonvens083262100280
RE

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000290



Wall, JeffreyB.(056)

ot &
ro please call me? | just tried your cell. ©

FP
& oN
P¥<<$4

FO
<< S
LS
0

S$ ©
«

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000310



Demers, John C. (NSD)

From: Demers, lohn C. (NSD)
Sent Sunday, January 3, 2021 9:12 PM

To: Hovakimian, Patrick (ODAG)
Subject: Re: Call this afternoon

Amazing

On Jan 3, 2021, at 9:07 PM, Hovakimian, Patrick (ODAG) <phovakimidnd@imie/lsdojgov>
wrote

1haveonylimited isibilty nto thi, but it sounds ikeRosen SngATEauseof jee Wn. Wewil
convene callwhen Jef s back in thebuilding (hopefull/Sho Thanks

Froms Hovakimian, Patrick (DAG)
Sent: Sunday, January 3, 20214:28 PM
Tos Murray, Claire M. (OAS) <ESSN41 rey . (056)
—2h,Makan (ATR) < | Eng, Steven
A. (OLC) <EE errs, 0h C. (N50)<5. 5, 02vid
P(N) < rs,Dovid (C4) —
ce: Donoghue, Richard (00AG)
Subject: Col this afternoon

Apologies for the Sung Yeattyout. Pleaée]oip Rich andmefora call at4:45 p.m. Dakin below.
CXEm— orient passcode, [EE

Patrick Hovakimian
Associate Deputy Attorney Genera
UniddgtatesDepartmént fustice

HOOR Pre CrfcatanEuets06022021000225
DitumeniiD LET AGED

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000325



Engel, Steven A. (OLC)

From: Engel, Steven A. (OL)
Sent Sunday, January 3, 2021 9:28 PM

To: Hovakimian, Patrick (ODAG)
ce Murray, Claire M. (OASG);Wall,Jeffrey 8. (OSG); Delrahim, Makan (ATR); Demers,

John C. (NSD); Burns, David P. (NSD); Burns, David (CRM); Dreiband, Eric (CRT)
Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)

Subject: Re: Call this afternoon

Still at WH. But that is correc.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 3, 2021, at 9:07 PM, Hovakimian, Patrick (ODAG) <phovakimiand@]md.usdoj.govs,wrote:

haveonylimited isbilty nto thi, but t sounds fe Rosen aff theaseofjyigATBp. Wewil conveneacal
when leffis back inthe builing (hopefully short). Thane

From: Hovakimian, Patrick (ODAG)
Sent: Sunday, January3, 2021 4:28 PM
To: Murray, CleM.0456)EE 1c, 8. (05) <
Delrahim, Makan (ATR) ESE cSt enA. (OLC) SE

Demers, John C. (NsD) Sums, DavidP- (v0)JR©,Ovid
(CRM).
a: Donoghue, Richard (00AG) EEG
Subject: Calhis afternoon

Apologies orthe Sunday readout. Pleasefoin gh and meforacall at 4:45 p.m. Diakn below:
BIECxm—Acinsscoden (0)

Patrick Hovaiimiah
Associate Deputy Attorney Glneral
United StatesQepartmentBhistcd
CXo—

HOOR Pre CrfcatanEuets06022021000028
TT—
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Donsghue, Richard 0DAG

From: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)

Sent: Sunday, January3, 2021 9:47 PM
To: Hovakimian,Patrick (ODAG)

Cc: Murray, Claire M. (OASG); Wall, Jeffrey B. (OSG); Delrahim, Makan (ATR); Engel,
Steven A. (OLC); Demers, John C. (NSD); Burns, David P. (NSD); Burns, 3
Dreiband, Eric (CRT)

Subject: Re: Call this afternoon oO

Please callin at 1000 fyou can. Thanks Kr

On Jan 3, 2021, at 4:28 PM, Hovakimian, Patrick (ODAG) mitre Sr
wr S

ick Hovakimian AAsoc depos Atormey General
Unite Sates Deparmentofuse. AN

RT
Document 10:07 2774102642
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pa BayUSAGAN)
From: Pak, Blay (USAGAN)

sent Vonday, onary 4, 2021741 A
To: I0)
« I5c): oorcshue, chard (0046) 4

Subject: Resignation eters
Attachments: BJP Resignation Letter to the President pdf; BIP Resignation to the ~

General.pdf

PSPPYowYor. lease findattache my signin eters adresse othe PAGERgd the Acting Atoreycone vainamorwakingwih
Troma
wr O A

[—SRemomminnsHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000382



EE
(73 USS. Department of Justice
EE) United States Attorney
NE Northern District of Georgia

“us carton5 TtarDs.Cores

——
President DonaldJ. Trump &
“The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500 O A

Dear Mr. President: Q OD

Tam hereby submitting my resignati ted Stat ey for the Northern
Districtof Georgia, effective today, Ja NN

Ideeply appreciate the oppor i ‘as United States Attomey. I wish you
and your administration the best’ and suc

sat SF

&fy"
A inited StateSAttomey

Document D:07.2774.177108.000001
HCOR re Contato ets003202100383HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000383



(EA U.S. Departmentof Justice
BOWS United States Attorney
NE Northern District of Georgia

00S. Corton
75TedTarrDrieSI.
Ai, Gorga3505

Jamary 4,2021 D

Hon. Jeffrey A. Rosen .
Acting Atomey General of United States
United States Departmentof Justice
Robert F. Kennedy Building, Room 5111
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mr. Attomey General: Q - 3

Tam hereby submitting my res [OM 2for the Norther
District of Georgia, effective today, Jariary4 2021. agreat honor and privilege to
have served these past three plus, aN toney by Presidential appointment.

ServingasaUnitedStates Aftomeyha¢Been (he highest honorand mostfulfilling duty
ofmy public career. The pbsition,husallowed 9 serve the nation, positively impact my
community, fight for j vit fore the citizens” confidence in the
government, Thank sQuNef ur supp on MR support of the Departmen of Justice during my

tenure, =

1 ciate Kore to have served as the United States Attomey for the
Northept Distr of Geor shyouall the best

QS =:

q Byung J. “Bay” Pak
oO United States Attorney

& ce: Corey Ellis, Acting Director, EOUSA

Document0:07277417710-00002COR rcCaricananEventsOG022021.000384HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000384



Pak, Blay (USAGAN)

From: Pak, Blay (USAGAN)
sent: Monday, January 4, 2021 746 AM
To: USAEGUsatarneys
[3] Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)
Subject: Farewell Usks N

gest S
Tnopeatofyaghada ice and safhaday sss, Toda, submitedmy signto te Pride theesGeorg
Ukeallot you,servingthe 5, tore hasbeen thegresteshonor of if gtepMia cr, Sutseung with
Sacha aedand ete trou of Ushs moder ven mrespec ety gtseaterreeperamentofhie(rm USAONDAoneprctr trPR Pap otigplI omints ee
‘working veryclosely with our law enforcement partners in keeping ourcof inities safe. “take With me fond
memories andthe utmost respect have or cachand very ongGf you, and knowing tats group,we made our
country better, andsafer,even though wewerefacing unprecederited thallenges. “dowish andhopethatatleast
Someof vo willomsr comming seve out coun uPeSton needgRapiaIWe you upnald herulol[ro N

Tt
sorme, nomaterwhatpositon fain,o wht role if play inthe future, wantyou oknow you have mynave respat and support 1Eoa
2 ©
Blay Pak Q
CIO— A
Oxo— XE
JGr reteebian
Regards RK

NS O

< Blay Pak
United States Attormey
Norte Ont ofGooge75a Tuneror,SW, ute 600
Rane 30305

oecumen 9,07 277415749PRcmanHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000385



Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)

From: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)

To: Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG)

Subject: Fwd: Farewell USAs.

From: "Pak, Blay (USAGAN)" <BPak@usa.doj.gov>

To: USAEO-USAttorneys <USAEO-USAttorneys@usa.doj.g¢
Ce: "Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)" <ricdonoghue@jmd.usdo.

dernier O Q

almostadecadeserving'the Bépartmentof (andUSAO-NDGAofficeinparticular),themost

T Ro rewell. | will definitely keep intouch andlook forwardtothenext timewe

you have’ jering respect and support. If | can be of any assistance, please do not hesitateto

OO wee
DICE

< DIC—

SAT eseHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000387
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Engel, Steven A. (0LO)

From: Engel, Steven A. (OLC)
sent: Monday, January 4, 2021 10:53 AM
To: Pak, Blay (USAGAN)
Subject: thanks for your service 4

Bjay: T heard about your resignation this morning. Many thanks for allof y NY. the
Department, and I hope that our paths do cross again. Best, Steve O

Steven A. Engel
Assistant Attomey General
Offic of Legal Counsel
US. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW.
Washington, D.C. 20530

[ EN

Document 0:07.2774.309607COR fraCerfeatonvents08032021.000389HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000389



Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)

From: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)- w——rT
To: Pak, Blay (USAGAN)

Subject: RE: Farewell USAs

aaktepuss
Cc: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG) <ricdonoghue@jmd.usdoj.gov>Seong tad S
sortsrepeatsadarican sehldorsen. Tootn vadeatlng rteeresmere!
sot yousng thes. Arey os nese ateghoncr hubs cre. stsegensSetSe dr elSMasted

workingveryclosely withour law enforcement p: in keepin our egmmunities safe. | takewithmefondFkARS, 0 SC He aee eg peeIS.CRR
law. Vo

astsp omer ngs totmsesesmevesestSto
tortor I Dyectlet thee st outa youtaerya eehe2 ES

oar Oo

+Ssimian
QObone

&

rnmessBETESor hamHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000391
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Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO

From: Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO

a etBo
o it on
Subject: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: December 4, 2020 - Petition and Press Statement NNHR
pr Se aLI SARI owestFs

CAA SHRTTOg $isnCAR
Sent from my iPhone O A

Sein forarded message << 3

IG SX->i,
To: "Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO" 2Tec sateenRios

mmm SK9
Begin pr O

ANA —
ecemt 020at 9:07:45 AM EST

Ng Mark Mea >
gy 4, 2020- Petition and Press Statement - R Smith.docx

oO ’ This isthe petition filed in GA state court and the press release issued about it.

get someone to forward that to a drop box.

YW IE EAE RO TRE
County. And the equipment. We didn’t include the equipment in our lawsuit butient
the equipment/ software.

onmrssHCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000598



Clea Mitchel, Esa.
Foley & Lardner, LLP

I
Em—ci)
Iice)
Sent from my iPhone N

The information contained in this message, including but not<4
attachments, may be confidential or protected by the attorneycclignt or

product privileges. It is not intended for transmission to, Srrecelpt by, aj
unauthorized persons. If you have received this message in r, please (i) not

read it, (ii) reply to the sender that you received: ge in ergor, (iii)
erase or destroy the message and any attachments8g copies. i ire,

copying, distribution of reliance onthe pr mes: attachments
is strictly prohibited, and may be unlay Ininterided tr; ‘does not
constitute waiver of the attorey-clept privilege or am fege. Legal
advice contained in the preceding me3Sage+ solely fr8 benefit of the Foley &
Lardner LLP client(s) represented ve Firm in ticular matter that is the
subject of ths message, and may notbe relied pon by any other party. Unless
apes sated thersThing conned hamsrie cenied
as a digital or electronic , nor d to reflect an intention to make

an agreement by. ‘means.

HOO r Conan 80232100800
—
HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000599



December 4, 2020 \/

TRUMP CAMPAIGN FILES ELECTION CONTEST INop
Election Contest Lawsuit Documents Tens Thousandsoflegal Voreshgluded i the

Gut Presidential Vote Totals Rendering November 3, 2020 ElectionCi Void; Suit
Asks Court to Vacate and Enjoin the Certification of

ATLANTA, GA ~The Trump Campaign filed an _—"", aay i -
court secking to invalidate the state's November 3, 2020 prasidentidtlecti Ens

Georgia Republican Party, who s aso a Trumpey ecto,&
“What was filed today clearlymC Care al of thousands of

illegal votes that were cast, counted, and ine he ta 0sSecretaryof State is
preparing o certify,” aid Ray S. Smith7 BeTrump Campaign. “The

Attached to thei ire swokv) from dozensofGeorgia residents swearing

under penalty of perjdfSto What theyyoduring the election: failure to process and secure
eto agony A
almost safely or Joc aallow poll watchers meaning access to observe the
eleg 2other @.jons of law.

1a expeffalSopfovided sworn testimony in the lawsuit identifying thousandsofillegal

oO dividuals registred at post office boxes; 4.926 individuals who voted in Georgia afer
< registering in another state; 395 individuals who voted in two states; 15.700 votes from people

who moved out of state before the election; 40,279 votes of people who moved without re-
registering in their new county; and another 30,000 to 40,000 absentee ballots lacking proper
signature matching and verification. MORE

HOORPre CrfcatanEuets06032021000600

rm

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000600



222

“The Secretary of State has orchestrated the worst excuse fora election in Georgia {
History” added Smith. “We are asin the Court 0 vat herfcofthe presidetigl\,
lection and 0 oder new statewide election for president. Altermatvely, we are skiRg
Court to enjoin the certification and allow the Georgia legislature to reclaim its dy under he
US. Constitution 0 appoint the presidential electors for th sate,” SmithZr

For additional information contact: O &

2

J—
mr",

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000601
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Meadows, Mark R EOP/WHO

From: Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO
Sent: Friday, January 1,2021 308 PM

To: Jef Rosen
Subject: Fwd: (EXTERNAL) Brad Johnson: Rome, Satellites, Servers: an Update -Ng

setrmmine &
Begin forwarded message: S &

From: Mark Meadows{DIEME SO A
Date: January 1, 2021 at 3:06:53 PM EST
To: "Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO"
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Brad Johnson: Rome, Satellf rs:anNv fouTube

ottelitebe<

HORPr Goticatonvens083262100868
mm,
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Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO

From: Meadows, Mark R.EOP/WHO
Sent: Friday, January 1,2021 4:13 PM

To: Rosen, efireyA.(DAG)
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: \/

There have been allegations of signature match anomalies in Fulton county, Ga. Can $ Clarkto
engage on this issue immediatelytodetermine if there is any truthto this allegation

Sentfrom my iPhone &

On Jan 1, 2021, at 3:22 PM, Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG) SnSr

Gotit. Thanks. xX >°

From: Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO r AN
Sent: Friday, January 1, 2021 3:09 1
To: Rosen,Jeffrey A. (ODAG) <arosen im >
Subject Re: (EXTERNAL) Fu

You should have it now Nv QOIES OQ
On Jan 1450; <PM,feos JeffreyA. (ODAG)

ott Regi0 ude; MgSewore:

NRE ink Canyouresend?

HOR Pr Carica ents8032021000672
Doon IDO ZTIAASIEN

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000672



Donoghue, Richard (ODAG

From: Donoghue, Richard (ODAG)
sent: Friday, January 1, 2021 4:28 PM
To: Rosen, Jeffrey A. (ODAG)
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: \/

Atleast i's better than the lat one, but that doesn’ say much. >

Onan 1, 2021,at 4:22 PM, Rosen, JeffreyA. (ODAG)rareglrs

Can you believe this? 1am not going to respond to message below O <&

From: esdows, Mark. €OP/WHO OD
Sent: Friday, January 1, 2021 4:13 PM
To: Rosen, Jeffrey A. (DAG) <arosen@jmd.usdoj
Subject:Re: [EXTERNAL Fud: C ) >

There have been allegationsofsignature ies ounty, Ga. Can you get Jel
Clark 10 engage on his issue immediatelyt es any truth to this allegation

Sentfrommy iPhone { Nv N\

On Jan 1,202, PM,rosy (©ODAG)
< i te!

Wd
Meadow .EOP/WHOIE

:Frid 2021309PM
:Roser A. (DAG) <jarosen@imd.usdolgo>

Subject: RNAU Fwd:

On Jan 1,2021,at 2:51 PM, Rosen, JeffieyA. (ODAG)
<loffieyRosen3@usdojgov> wrote:

HER Pr-CoricatonEvents 0602202100673

Document iD: 0.7.2774.166643
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Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO

From: Meadows, Mark R. EOP/WHO
Sent: Friday, January 1, 2021 656 PM

To: Jeff Rosen
Subject: 2020 Ballot Security- New Mexico Complaints.docx \/
Attachments: 2020 Ballot Security - New Mexico Complaints. docx >

chairmanof the Republican Party for NV ENCE <<

entfrommy iPhone O &

HOORfreCrfcatonEvets 6032021000675

Document ID: 0.7.2774.178830

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000675



1. Poll Challengers removed from the Absentee Ballot Certification Process >
a. RPNM notified the Secretary of State intimely fashion and she refused to allow \/

challengers access to the process
b. RPNM took this complaint to the NM Supreme Court (4 Democrats, 1 in

timely fashion; they refused to hear the case.
Local raceswere lostby a few votes in severalcounties where th Party wiS otpresent
toverfy the Absentee Ballots

2. Poll Challengerswereunabletoadequately do ther job
a. Some countiesforced them avi from theballot coun sometisfes psmuch

25.50 feetaway, makingit impossible toverifycorrec proded Feswerg ts

3. Dominion Machinesare the only machines usedin New Wiexico
anyAramiswerenoted

1. Vote dumps in themiddleof the'Fightyuhen no ingplace:

i. Republican challenger with tempts tokeep them out
othe recount Re

ii. DominionRepresentalies were alowedio each recount.
ii. Our data team had noticeda Ii the Dominion machines where vote

returner heavens rE
excet Time ttern was significantlydifferent.

iv. in their theory BRAM instructedourchallengerstorequestthat
Sampleballotsbe fed thru the machinesecondtime.
“TheDominionRepresentativesobjected strenuously

2 The 2s never tested because the County Clerks in each instance
pressure from the Dominion Representatives.

A {s Teigos hievotrerk 1952
They havajdentied anomalies thathavebecome increasingly sophisticated
(wlthers

N Recent data patterns suggest between 10-20% vote shifs in recent years,
nclucing the 2020 Presidential Election.

AbsenteeBallo requests
3. We have documented cases of absentee ballots being requestedby someane other than

mailed.
5. Other regularities

a. Multiple documentedcases of deadpeoplevoting
b. Multiple cases of persons who movedoutof the tate years ago receiving balots.

6. The TrumpLegal team
3. Hasfled lawsuitagainst the SOS

HOORPre CrfcatanEuets 06032021000678

Document iD: 0.7.2774.178530-000001
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Fp—
i. The SOS responded that they would provide the information by 30 December,= Aot ebenhr the Tr com he mo treeema———— N7 ronan

a. RPNM has in hand many signed and notarized affidavits of problems indiyie ters.lo

} <

eon ceases
Soman 1010 2774 7885000001

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000677



Rosen, JefreyA. (0DAG

From: Rosen, firey A. (DAG)
Sent: Friday, January 1,20217:13 PM
To: Donoghue, Richard (DAG)

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Brad Johnson: Rome, Satellites, Servers: an Update - You 4

Ves. Afterthis message, | wasasked to have FBImeetwith Brad Johnson, and|respondedthsCoy™allor
walkinto F'sWashington Fed Office with any evidence he purports to have. Ona follow uptal Jared that
Johnson s workingwithRudyGulani, who regardedmycommentsa an ns. Aske f would reconsider,
flatly refused, said would nobe ging any special treatment to Gilani or any of 7, and reaffirmed
taghat il nt ak to Glanaboutans ofth, 5

Sent: Friday, January 1, 2021 3:39 PM
To: Rosen, Jeffrey A (ODAG) arosen@jmd.usdol gov>
Sublect Re: (EXTERNAL) Brad Johnson: Rome, Satelite, Servers;a UGSYour

Pure insanity. © NS

On Jan 1, 2021, at 3:22 PM, Rosen,aon LL wrote:

From: Meadows, Mark ore » p
Sent: Friday, January3 2021%08 1
Toi Rosen, Jeffrey. arose ing oo govSnes Ft (GEA) Sod3 Come sls,eves an Ute Yori

“aa®)
& wlio

From: MarkMeadowsIME"
Date: January 1, 2021 a 30653 PM EST
“To: "Meadows, Mark R. EOPWHO"{ES
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Brad Johnson: Rome, Satellites, Servers: an Update -
YouTube

Mipsvw youn comwatch?

HORPr Goticatonvens 083262100818
BOAR ATTAINS

HCOR-Pre-CertificationEvents-06032021-000678
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