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JUDY ANN MORRISE O",...... ' •1- .. _ 0 

r,::.~~N. JUOJCIAL DE?f, 
Email: judy.morrise@gmail.com flAl!>HINGTOH COUNTY 
3665 SW 7gTh Avenue 

lOZZ NOV - 3 P 2: 13 Portland, OR 97225 
Phone: 971-533-9562 

SARA MARIE GENTA 
Email: sara.genta@gmail.com 
5005 SE Lincoln St. 
Portland, OR 97215 
Phone: 503-358-4108 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 

FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHINGTON 

JUDY ANN MORRISE, an Oregon Elector; Case No.: 22CV37685 
and SARA MARIE GENTA, an 
Oregon Elector. 

PLAINTIFFS MOTION FOR 
Plaintiffs, EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY 

INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT -
v. ELECTION SYSTEMS 

KATHRYN HARRINGTON in her 
individual capacity and as Washington 
County Commissioner at Large; and 
NAFISA PAI in her individual capacity and 
as Washington County Commissioner 
District I; and PAM TREECE in her 
individual capacity and as Washington 
County Commissioner District 2; and ROY 
R. ROGERS in his individual capacity and 
as Washington County Commissioner 
District 3; and JERRY WILLEY in his 
individual capacity and as Washington 
County Commissioner District 4; and DAN 
FORESTER in his individual capacity and as 
Washington County Elections Manager 

Defendants 

, 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 

FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHINGTON 

JUDY MORRISE, an Oregon Elector; and Case No.: 22CV37685 
SARA MARJE GENTA, an Oregon Elector 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

KATHRYN HARRINGTON in her 
individual capacity and as Washington 
County Commissioner at Large; and 
NAFISA F AI in her individual capacity and 
as Washington County Commissioner 
District 1; and PAM TREECE in her 
individual capacity and as Washington 
County Commissioner District 2; and ROY 
R. ROGERS in his individual capacity and 
as Washington County Commissioner 
District 3; and JERRY WILLEY in his 
individual capacity and as Washington 
County Commissioner District 4; DAN 
FORESTER in his individual capacity and as 
Washington County Elections Manager 

Defendants 

PLAINTIFFS MOTION FOR 
EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT -
ELECTION SYSTEMS 

General Allegations: 

I. 

This action seeks a MOTION FOR EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION of 

COMPLAINT - ELECTION SYSTEMS against all election machines, scanners, and tabulators 

used in Washington County that are planned for use in this November 8, 2022, election. 

Plaintiffs request follows from the complaint motion to further barring their use in all future 

elections until a full investigation is performed and completed to answer the unresolved extreme 

circumstances surrounding the 2020 election and the glaring lack ofEAC accreditation for Pro 
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V&V (Voting System Test Laboratory- VSTL) to test Clear Ballot Group Clear Vote Voting 

System (Clear Count 2.1 and Clear Design 2.1 in 2020, and ClearVote 2.2 in 2022, and all Clear 

Ballot systems used since February of2017) and subsequently approved for use by the Oregon 

Secretary of State in Oregon elections based on the purported accreditation of the VSTL's, 

further inflicting damages to plaintiffs by violating their protected first amendment right, 

disenfranchising, marginalizing, and diluting plaintiffs cast votes. 

Defendants allowed uncertified and outdated voting machines from the Clear Ballot 

Group, INC. to be used and defendants are currently planning to continue to use those same 

voting systems in Washington County elections even though the systems are not certified by the 

Election Assistance Commission nor examined and approved by a properly accredited Voting 

System Testing Laboratory (VSTL), and therefore could not have been approved under OAR 

165-007-0350 or ORS chapter 246 and specifically 246.550. Defendants knew or should have 

known their vote systems were out of certification due to their own diligence of performing their 

fiduciary duties lawfully. 

All exhibits in the Plaintiffs motion for Preliminary Injunction and Complaint Filed 

are also likewise effective for Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary Restraining Order. 

A court must "overturn agency actions which do not scrupulously follow the regulations 

and procedures promulgated by the agency itself." Simmons v. Block, 782 F.2d 1545, 1550 (1 lt 

Cir. 1986). 

Overview: 

2. 

Plaintiffs come before this court with the acquired knowledge that we are still free on 

paper. The Constitution affords us the right to elect the state or federal officials we want, but due 
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to the actions of those elected, our rights have been deprived and our interests in the elected 

offices of trust is irreparably damaged. ORS 246.046 states: "The Secretary of State and county 

clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of violation of any election Iaw."1 Plaintiffs bring 

this Motion for EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT- of 

ELECTION SYSTEMS to restore and preserve the integrity of Oregon elections during the 

election of November 3, 2020, primary election held on May 17, 2022, and all elections since 

February 2017 therein, and the upcoming election set for November 8, 2022. In support of the 

claims set forth herein, Plaintiffs allege and aver as follows: 

3. 

The County of Washington has violated the Plaintiffs' by not properly carrying out their 

fiduciary diligence and duties in election standards in which the Washington County Elections 

Manger Dan Forester Oversees and Washington County Commissioners (Kathryn Harrington, 

Nafisa Fai, Pam Treece, Roy R. Rogers, and Jerry Willey) oversee funding, vendor contracts, 

and spending approval for election equipment purchases and are to also follow state laws and 

provide equity to all Oregonians. 

4. 

The Washington County Elections Manager and Commissioners with such high authority 

position over our elections, daily county functions, and funding oversight have restricted, 

disenfranchised, marginalized, and underserved plaintiffs with utilizing improperly accredited 

systems and machines further disenfranchising all counties. One County affects the other which 

affects the entire state, which in turn affects the country. If one system is not properly certified 

for use by an accredited voting system test laboratory (VSTL) it therefore negates all other votes 

1 httos://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.046 
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cast. 'fraud vitiate everything" in U.S. v. Throckmorton, 98 U.S. 61 (1878). Therefore, 

further not allowing a fair and equal voting process. 

5 . 

Plaintiffs have been and remain underserved and underprivileged by the failed actions in 

Washington County in their elected positions of trust. Plaintiffs seek redress for the abuse and 

irreparable devastation of their constitutional right to vote in an election that is to be performed 

in an equal and fair manner and compliant within all election laws. Plaintiffs seek redress for 

their vested interest in elected offices of trust and protection from potentially unelected or 

selected officials from elections performed on uncertified machines per the laws and rules set 

forth below. Plaintiffs remain unwavering to seek redress for the violations set forth against the 

and for all vested interest for the people of Oregon. 

6. 

The methods by which elections at the local, state, and federal levels in Oregon were 

conducted in 2020, and being conducted in 2022, cannot be shown to provide 100% fair 

elections as guaranteed to every citizen under the U.S. and Oregon Constitutions. 

7. 

Washington County has violated and injured the Plaintiff by not properly ensuring their 

county is in compliance with Oregon Law and the statutory requirements under the Help 

America Vote Act (HA V A)2 Section 15371 (b) Laboratory Accreditation. The procedural 

requirements of the program are established in the proposed information collection, the EAC 

Voting System Test Laboratory Accreditation Program Manual 3. Under section 1.4: "Although 

participation in the program is voluntary, adherence to the program's procedural requirements is 

2 https://www .congress.gov/I 07 /plaws/publ252/PLA W-107publ252.pdf 
3 https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/fi!es/eac assets/l/28NSTLManual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 
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mandatory for participants". The State of Oregon voluntarily participated for election 

standards, of which Washington County Elections Manager Dan Forester oversees and is to be in 

compliance with, in order to provide equity to all Oregonians and Washington County. Also 

further failing are the Commissioners (Kathryn Harrington, Nafisa Fai, Pam Treece, Roy R. 

Rogers, and Jerry Willey) who have entered into illegal activities by approving funds for 

uncertified machine use and equipment. 

8. 

U.S. Constitution 14th Amendment - The perspective of this 1959 opinion by 

Justice Douglas has now been revolutionized. "Undoubtedly, the right of suffrage is a 

fundamental matter in a free and democratic society. Especially since the right to exercise the 

franchise in a free and unimpaired manner is preservative of other basic civil and political rights, 

any alleged infringement of the rights of citizens to vote must be carefully and meticulously 

scrutinized (Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 561-62 (1964)4. 

a. If the electronic voting systems are not lawfully certified in compliance with votin 

system standards, does it impede the Plaintiff( s )' lawful vote in elections? 

b. If the electronic voting systems and their various devices are not lawfully certified 

does it cause the Plaintiff(s) to cast illegal ballots? 52 U.S.C. § 10307(a), Due Proces 

Clause. 

C. Since Oregon officials presented uncertified voting systems as certified, did the 

abridge the Plaintiff(s)' protected right to vote? 

4 https://www.law.comell.edu/constitution-conan/amendment-14/section-1 /voting-rights-overview#fu8amd 14 
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d. Would it dilute the expressed intent and effectiveness of the Plaintiff(s)' voice i 

the electronic voting systems and their various devices are vulnerable to hacking 

tampering, and algorithmic preprogramming? 

e. If the electronic voting systems are - by design - unreliable mechanisms fo 

accurately collecting, retaining, and communicating the expression of the Plaintiff(s)' vote 

is it acceptable to injure the Plaintiff{s)' voice and will under the Constitutional premise o 

the consent of the governed? Declaration of Independence, Guarantee Clause. 

f. Were Constitutionally protected free and fair elections negatively impacted b 

Oregon officials' lack of due diligence and failed duties of trust to ensure Clear Ballot wa 

tested by a EAC accredited VSTL in compliance after Pro V & V accreditation expire 

affecting all elections since 2017? ORS 119.062 Duties and Authority ofFiduciary 5• 

g. If the acting representative servants were unlawfully elected as a result o 

unreliable, unlawful, vote collection devices are they acting in their official capacity? 

h. Would they not then be impersonating public servants? ORS Chapter 165 Offense 

Involving Fraud or Deception. ORS 162. 365 Criminal impersonation of a public servant 

1. What is the Constitutional remedy for the usurpation of the Plaintiff(s)' role as th 

underlying governmental authority, and for forcing the Plaintiff(s) to participate in thei 

own servitude through fraudulent policies, systems, and measures? OR CONST. Articl 

XVIII § 4, US CONST. Amend XIII § 1 and US CONST. Amend X. 

Parties, Jurisdiction and Venue: 

9. 

5 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 119.062 
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Plaintiff Judy Ann Morrise is a legal resident of Washington County, Sara Marie Genta is 

a legal resident of Multnomah County. Plaintiffs were registered voters in the state of Oregon 

during the November 3, 2020, elections, who voted and plan to vote in future Oregon elections 

including the upcoming November 8, 2022, election. 

10. 

Defendant Dan Forester is the Elections Manger of Washington County who coordinates 

and conducts all elections in accordance with election law and maintains voter registrations and 

election statistics. 

11. 

Defendant Kathryn Harrington is a Washington County Commissioner and part of the 

governing body who is authorized under ORS 246.530 and ORS 246.012 to adopt, purchase, or 

otherwise procure voting systems and transact county business. 

12. 

Defendant Nafisa Fai is a Washington County Commissioner and part of the governing 

body who is authorized under ORS 246.530 and ORS 246.012 to adopt, purchase, or otherwise 

procure voting systems and transact county business. 

13. 

Defendant Pam Treece is a Washington County Commissioner and part of the governing 

body who is authorized under ORS 246.530 and ORS 246.012 to adopt, purchase, or otherwise 

procure voting systems and transact county business. 

14. 

Defendant Roy R. Rogers is a Washington County Commissioner and part of the 

governing body who is authorized under ORS 246.530 and ORS 246.012 to adopt, purchase, or 
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otherwise procure voting systems and transact county business. 

15. 

Defendant Jerry Willey is a Washington County Commissioner and part of the governing 

body who is authorized under ORS 246.530 and ORS 246.012 to adopt, purchase, or otherwise 

procure voting systems and transact county business. 

16. 

Under ORS 14.030 this Court has jurisdiction as affected by place where cause of action 

or suit arises6. 

17. 

Venue is correct as noted under ORS 14.060 venue of suits against state departments and 

officials 7. 

Complaint and Facts: 

18. 

Washington County has irreparably damaged plaintiffs vested sovereign constitutional 

rights to equal and fair voting representation by failing to meet required legally established laws 

and fulfill their fiduciary duties of trust as required by oaths they all swore to uphold. Plaintiffs 

are being denied and disenfranchised by the County's very own fiduciary failure of properly 

following state laws of OAR 165-007-0350 or ORS chapter 246. -

23 
ORS 246.046 states: "The Secretary of State and each county clerk shall diligently seek 

24 out any evidence of violation of any election law." 

25 19. 

26 

27 

28 6 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 14.030 
7 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 14.060 
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PlaintiffMorrise resides in Washington County, plaintiffMorrise's County used the 

Clear Ballot election voting system which was purportedly tested by voting system test 

.g, 4 
laboratory (VSTL) Pro V & V and used during the 2020 elections and currently in 2022 elections, 

and all elections therein since February 2017. PlaintiffMorrise is underrepresented, 
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misrepresented, marginalized, and disenfranchised through fraudulent, negligent machine 

certification and false voting system test laboratory accreditation. Furthermore, Plaintiff Genta is 

also underserved, disenfranchised, marginalized, and misrepresented by the fraudulent and 

negligent actions of Washington County's noncertified machine use diluting their voice and 

diluting their county's vote. There are 14 other counties in the state of Oregon that use the same 

Clear Ballot Group Clear Vote Voting System8 who also relied on VSTL Pro V&V during the 

2020 election and upcoming 2022 elections. Clear Ballot Group and Pro V & V represent almost 

half of the counties in Oregon. 

20. 

By utilizing voting machines tested by Voting System Test Laboratories (VSTL) 

with improper Election Assistance Commission accreditation at the time of certification and 

with the potential for the Trapdoor mechanism described in Exhibit B9, Washington County has 

deprived its voters of the capability of knowing that their vote was accurately counted and 

diluting neighboring voting counties and marginalizing all residents therein. 

21. 

24 Oregon Elections Division Chapter 165 Rule 165-007-0350 10 Section 1 states: All votin 

25 systems submitted for certification pursuant to ORS 246.550 (Examination and approval o 

26 

27 

28 

8 https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Docurnentsffally-Systems-By-County.pdf 
9 https:/ /storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.wied.92717 /gov .uscourts. wied.92717 .9 .13.pdf 

10 https://oregon.public.law/rules/oar 165-007-0350 
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equipment by Secretary of State) must be certified by the Elections Assistance Commission (EAC 

or be examined by a federally accredited Voting Systems Testing Laboratory (VSTL). 

a. Section 3 states: A complete Oregon Voting System Certification Application includes: 

1. Section 3 (b) states: VSTL Test Report documenting, at a minimum that the voting 

I 
system meets or exceeds the Voluntary Voting System Guidelines Version 1.0 

promulgated by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission .... 

2. Section 3(c) states: Oregon Test Report, documenting at a minimum that the 

voting system adheres to the Oregon Voting System Certification Standards 

contained in Appendix 1, which is incorporated into this rule by reference and 

also: 

(a) Section 3(c)(A) states: Confirms that the voting system presented is the same 

as the one' certified by the Elections Assistance Commission (EAC) or as the 

one documented in the VSTL test report submitted under (3)(b) of this rule; 

22. 

ORS 246.550 11 Section 1 states: The Secretary of State shall publicly examine all makes of 

voting machines or vote tally systems submitted to the secretary and determine whether the 

machines or systems comply with the requirements of ORS 246.560 (Requirements for approval 

of equipment) and can safely be used by electors. 

23. 

Plaintiffs are aware of the Wasco County Case #22CV36776 and the Federal Case 3:22-

CV-1252-MO. Specifically Plaintiffs in those cases have brought the evidence of State and 

Federal violations to every Oregon County Clerk and every County's Commissioner-Exhibit C. 

11 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.550 
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Oregonians have been dismissed or referred to as conspiracy theorists of"The Big Lie" or 

election deniers when in fact everything is easily researched and followed up with public records 

request and FOIA's. On knowledge and belief, the following parties have all been sufficiently 

notified by mail and follow up emails, but all have failed to act. 

a. Ms. Stefanie Kirby - Baker County Clerk, Mr. Bruce Nichols Baker County 

Commissioner, Mr. Bill Harvey - Baker County Commissioner, Mr. Mark E. Bennett -

Baker County Commissioner, Mr. James Morales - Benton County Clerk, Ms. Nancy 

Wyse - Benton County Commissioner, Mr. Pat Malone - Benton County Commissioner, 

Ms. Xanthippe Augerot - Benton County Commissioner, Ms. Sherry Hall - Clackamas 

County Clerk, Ms. Tootie Smith - Clackamas County Commissioner, Ms. Sonya Fischer 

Clackamas County Commissioner, Mr. Paul Savas - Clackamas County Commissioner, 

Ms. Martha Schrader - Clackamas County Commissioner, Mr. Mark Shull - Clackamas 

County Commissioner, Ms. Tracie Krevanko - Clatsop County Clerk, Mr. Mark Kujala -

Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. Lianne Thompson - Clatsop County Commissioner, 

Mr. John Toyooka - Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. Pamela Wev - Clatsop County 

Commissioner, Ms. Courtney Bangs - Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. Debbie Klug -

Columbia County Clerk, Mr. Casey Garrett - Columbia County Commissioner, Mr. 

Henry Heimuller - Columbia County Commissioner, Ms. Margaret Magruder - Columbia 

County Commissioner, Ms. Dede Murphy - Coos County Clerk, Mr. Bob Main - Coos 

County Commissioner, Mr. John Sweet - Coos County Commissioner, Ms. Melissa 

Cribbins - Coos County Commissioner, Ms. Cheryl Seely - Crook County Clerk, Mr. 

Brian Barney - Crook County Commissioner, Mr. Jerry Brummer - Crook County 

Commissioner, Mr. Seth Crawford - Crook County Judge, Ms. Renee Kolen - Curry 
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County Clerk, Mr. Court Boice - Curry County Commissioner, Mr. Christopher Paasch -

Curry County Commissioner, Mr. John Herzog - Curry County Commissioner, Mr. Steve 

Dennison - Deschutes County Clerk, Ms. Patty Adair - Deschutes County Commissioner, 

Mr. Phil Chang - Deschutes County Commissioner, Mr. Tony DeBone - Deschutes 

County Commissioner, Mr. Tim Scott - Director of Elections, Mr. Dan Loomis - Douglas 

County Clerk, Mr. Tom Kress - Douglas County Commissioner, Mr. Chris Boice -

Douglas County Commissioner, Mr. Tim Freeman - Douglas County Commissioner, Ms. 

Ellen Wagenaar - Gilliam County Clerk, Mr. Pat Shannon - Gilliam County 

Commissioner, Ms. Sherrie Wilkins - Gilliam County Commissioner, Ms. Elizabeth 

Farrar Campbell - Gilliam County Judge, Ms. Brenda J. Perry - Grant County Clerk, Mr. 

Jim Hamsher - Grant County Commissioner, Mr. Sam Palmer - Grant County 

Commissioner, Mr. Scott Myers - Grant County Judge, Mr. Dag Robinson - Harney 

County Clerk, Ms. Kristen Shelman - Harney County Commissioner, Ms. Patty Dorroh -

Harney County Commissioner, Mr. Pete Runnels - Harney County Judge, Mr. Brian 

Beebe - Hood River County Clerk, Mr. Mike Oates - Hood River County Commissioner, 

Ms. Karen Joplin - Hood River County Commissioner, Mr. Arthur Babitz - Hood River 

County Commissioner, Mr. Bob Benton - Hood River County Commissioner, Les 

Perkins - Hood River County Commissioner, Ms. Christine Walker - Jackson County 

Clerk, Mr. Rick Dyer - Jackson County Commissioner, Mr. Dave Dotterrer - Jackson 

County Commissioner, Ms. Colleen Roberts - Jackson County Commissioner, Ms. Kate 

Zemke - Jefferson County Clerk, Ms. Mae Huston - Jefferson County Commissioner, Mr. 

Wayne Fording - Jefferson County Commissioner, Mr. Kelly Simmerlink - Jefferson 

County Commissioner, Ms. Rhiannon Henkels - Josephine County Clerk, Mr. Dan 
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De Young - Josephine County Commissioner, Mr. Herman Baertschiger Jr. - Josephine 

County Commissioner, Mr. Darin Fowler - Josephine County Commissioner, Ms. 

Rochelle Long - Klamath County Clerk, Ms. Kelly Minty - Klamath County 

Commissioner, Mr. Derrick DeGroot - Klamath County Commissioner, Mr. David 

Henslee - Klamath County Commissioner, Ms. Stacie Geaney - Lake County Clerk, Mr. 

Barry Shullanberger - Lake County Commissioner, Mr. James Williams - Lake County 

Commissioner, Mr. Mark Albertson - Lake County Commissioner, Ms. Dena Dawson -

Lane County Clerk, Mr. Joe Berney - Lane County Commissioner, Mr. Jay Bozievich -

Lane County Commissioner, Ms. Heather Buch - Lane County Commissioner, Mr. Pat 

Farr - Lane County Commissioner, Ms. Laurie Trieger - Lane County Commissioner, Ms 

Dana Jenkins - Lincoln County Clerk, Ms. Claire Hall - Lincoln County Commissioner, 

Mr. Doug Hunt - Lincoln County Commissioner, Ms. Kaety Jacobson - Lincoln County 

Commissioner, Mr. Steve Druckenrniller - Linn County Clerk, Mr. Roger Nyquist - Linn 

County Commissioner, Ms. Sherrie Sprenger - Linn County Commissioner, Mr. Will 

Tucker - Linn County Commissioner, Ms. Gayle Trotter - Malheur County Clerk, Mr. 

Ron Jacobs - Malheur County Commissioner, Mr. Don Hodge - Malheur County 

Commissioner, Mr. Don Joyce - Malheur County Judge, Mr. Bill Burgess - Marion 

County Clerk, Mr. Kevin Cameron - Marion County Commissioner, Ms. Danielle Bethell 

- Marion County Commissioner, Mr. Colm Willis - Marion County Commissioner, Ms. 

Bobbi Childers - Morrow County Clerk, Mr. Don Russell - Morrow County 

Commissioner, Mr. Jim Doherty - Morrow County Commissioner, Ms. Melissa Lindsay -

Morrow County Commissioner, Ms. Deborah Kafoury - Multnomah County 

Commissioner, Ms. Susheela Jayapal - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. Sharon 
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Meieran - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. Lori Stegmann - Multnomah County 

Commissioner, Ms. Jessica Vega Pederson - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. 

Valerie Unger - Polk County Clerk, Mr. Craig Pope - Polk County Commissioner, Mr. 

Lyle Mordhorst - Polk County Commissioner, Mr. Jeremy Gordon - Polk County 

Commissioner, Ms. Kristi Weis - Sherman County Clerk, Ms. Joan Bird- Sherman 

County Commissioner, Mr. Justin Miller - Sherman County Commissioner, Mr. Joe 

Dabulskis - Sherman County Judge, Ms. Tassi O'Neil - Tillamook County Clerk, Ms. 

Mary Faith Bell - Tillamook County Commissioner, Ms. Erin Skaar - Tillamook County 

Commissioner, Mr. David Yamamoto -Tillamook County Commissioner, Mr. Dan Lona· 

- Umatilla County Clerk, Mr. George Murdock - Umatilla County Commissioner, Mr. 

John Shafer - Umatilla County Commissioner, Mr. Dan Dorran - Umatilla County 

Commissioner, Ms. Robin Church - Union County Clerk, Mr. Paul Anderes - Union 

County Commissioner, Ms. Donna Beverage - Union County Commissioner, Mr. Matt 

Scarfo - Union County Commissioner, Ms. Sandy Lathrop - Wallowa County Clerk, Mr. 

Todd Nash - Wallowa County Commissioner, Ms. Susan Roberts - Wallowa County 

Commissioner, Mr. John Hillock - Wallowa County Commissioner, Ms. Lisa Gambee -

Wasco County Clerk, Ms. Kathy Schwartz - Wasco County Commissioner, Mr. Steve 

Kramer - Wasco County Commissioner, Mr. Scott Hege - Wasco County Commissioner, 

Mr. Dan Forester - Washington Co. Elections Manager, Ms. Kathryn Harrington -

Washington County Commissioner, Ms. Nafisa Fai - Washington County Commissioner, 

Mr. Roy Rogers - Washington County Commissioner, Ms. Pam Treece - Washington 

County Commissioner, Mr. Jerry Willey- Washington County Commissioner, Ms. 

Brenda Snow - Wheeler County Clerk, Mr. Clinton Dyer - Wheeler County 
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Commissioner, Mr. Rick Shaffer - Wheeler County Commissioner, Mr. N. Linn Morley­

Wheeler County Judge, Ms. Keri Hinton - Yamhill County Clerk, Ms. Lindsay 

Berschauer - Yamhill County Commissioner, Ms. Mary Starrett - Yamhill County 

Commissioner, Mr. Casey Kulla - Yamhill County Commissioner. 

24. 

Per the (VSTL) Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual ver. 2.0 effective May 

31, 201512: 

a. "3.6.1. Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditation shall be 

issued to each laboratory accredited by vote of the Commissioners. The certificate shall 

be signed by the Chair of the Commission and state:" 

b. "3.6.1.3. The effective date of the certification, which shall not exceed a period 

of two (2) years" (This is not an indefinite approval, but specific. Shall is an imperative 

command, usually indicating that certain actions are mandatory, and not 

permissive. 

VoUng System Test Laboratory Pn,gram Mmual, Version Z.0 

3.6.1. Certifir,1le of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditalion shall be issued to each 
laboratory accredill'd by \"Ole of the Commissioners. The certificate shall be 
sieru.-d bv the Otairof the Commission and stale: 

J.6.U. The name of the \'SIL; 

J.6.1.2. The scope of a«reditalion, by stating the Federal standard or standards 
lo which the VSll. is competent 10 test 

~3.6.1.3. The e!fecli\'e date of lhe certification,, which sh.ill not exm.-d a period of 

L-y,' two (2) years; and 

3.6.U. The technical standards lo which the laboratory was accredilcd. 

12 https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/l/28NSTLManual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 
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c. "3.8. Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is vali 

for a period not to exceed two years. A VSTL's accreditation expires on the date 

annotated on the Certificate of Accreditation." 

25. 

According to the EAC website 13, the last available EAC accreditation prior to 2021 for 

VSTL Pro V&V was signed on 2/24/2015 14 and was only effective through February 24, 2017. It 

was also signed by the Acting Executive Director and not by the EAC Chair as required per 

VSTL Program Manual ver. 2.0 effective May 31, 2015, Sec 3.6.1 

<====================================EE 
r ~ 

United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V&V, Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

is recog11i=ed by t/Je U.S. E/ectio11 Assista11ce Commission/or the testi11g of,•oting systems to the 
1005 J'c,/untary 1'0ting Systems Guidelines under the criteria set forth in the EAC J'c,1ing System 

Testing and Certification Program and Labdralo')' Accreditation Program. Pro V& 1' is also 
recogni=ed as having successfully completed assessments by the National J'c,/untary Laboratory 
Accreditation Program/or conforma11ce to the requirements of /SOI/EC 17025 and the criteria 

set/011/, in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22. 

¢ Fcbnuuy24.20l7 

~ /Z,,,, .-, 
D:i.le: :!r.!4115 :¢ 

¢ Acting E.ucativr Dirtttor, U.S. Ekctwn.-fmswlCW' Ca•atlniat, 

EAC I.ab Code: 1501 

26. 

13 https://www.eac.gov/voting-eguipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv 
14 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro VandV accreditation certificate 2015.pdf 
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According to the VSTL Program Manual, the EAC is also required to "Post Information 

on the Website" per section 3.6.2 but none of these documents are listed for this time frame15. 

However, the Secretary of State noted in their Certificate of Approva!16 in February of2020 that 

Pro V&V is an EAC Certified tester, even though their accreditation was only good through 

February 2017. 

3.6.2. Post lnrormation on Web Sile. The Program Director shall make information 
pertaining lo ead, accredited laboratory available to the public on EAC's Web 
site. This information shall include (but i~ not limited lo): 

3.6.2.l. NISl"'s Recommendation l.cller; 

3.6.2.2. The VSTL's l.cller or Agreement; 

3.6.2.3. The VSTL's Certification or Conditions and Practices; 

3.6.2.4. The Commissioner's Decision on Accreditation; and 

3.6.2.5. The Certificate or Accreditation. 

Related Documents 

2015 Certificate expired in 
2017 per the Document and 
Progrom Rules. No further 
Accreditation Certificate 
was issued until 2021 
leaving a gap in 
accreditation between 2017 
&2021 

• 7122/21° VSTLCortlhc-aloundAcc,edll•tlon[t} 

• 3/10/21-PtoV&.Vlrlle-rofAgrttm~nt[,8 

• 3/10121 • Pro V&V Cmlll<atlonol Condillons •nd Pmtl<os~ 

• 2/1/2021 •ProV&VCtttlll<•IOol Accredlt•Uonf;i:I 

• 01/21/2021 • Pro V&V Atcredltatron R~new.al Memo[8 

• 02/24/2015 .. Cutlt\uteof Acutdit.1;llon lJ.) 

• 08/02n015. ProV&Vl.eU<rolAgr«m<nl0 

• 08/02/2012 • NIST Ro<omm<,nd•llon L<ll<r • Pro V&V 0 
, 08/02/2012 • Pro V&VCirrtific.atronof Conditlons..and Pt.actJce10 

27. 

The (VSTL) program manual requires accredited laboratories to submit a renewal 

application package to the EAC Program Director, consistent with the procedures of Section 3.4, 

15 https://www.eac.gov/voting-eguipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv 
16 https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/Clear-Ballot-2-1-Certification.pdf 

PAGE 18 of38 - PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT- ELECTION SYSTEMS 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 19 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 19 of 139

-' 1 
"' "' 0 2 
~ -- 3 ii 
.5 
.g, 4 
0 
~ 

0 5 
>, 
C. 

c'.l 6 
u 
~ 7 
0 u 
il 8 
a:: ·.: 
~, 9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

no earlier than 60 days before the accreditation expiration date, and no later than 30 days before 

their accreditation expire. Plaintiffs cannot confirm that Pro V & V and SLI Compliance 

submitted applications prior to the expiration date in 2017 and 2020 respectively. Which 

proposes the question if the SOS or Clerk diligently verified all procedures were followed 

beyond blind trust of others before or above them to ensure all documentation was lawfully 

accurate? 

3.8. Expiration and Renewal of Attredilation. A grant of accreditation is valid for a period 
not to exceed two years. A VSTL's accreditation expires on the date annotated on the 
Certificate of Accreditation. VSfl.s in good standing shall renew lheir accreditation by 
submitting an application package to the Program Director, consistent with the 
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Olapter, no earlier than 60 days before the accreditation 
expiration date and no later than 30 days before that date. Laboratories that timely file the 
renewal application package shall retain their accreditation while the review and 
processing of their application is pending. VSIT.s in good standing shall also retain their 
accreditation should circumstances leave the EAC without a quorum to oonduct the vote 
required under Section 35.5. 

a. The EAC, or SOS, or Elections Manager, or defense Council may attempt to claim 

they lacked a quorum, and that the VSTL's remained in good standing while purportedly the 

"lack of quorum" prevented accreditations, but Plaintiffs have found multiple sources that show 

they did in fact have one in place starting in Feb 2019 17 (see slide 41) which is well before the 

November 2020 election thus allowing for sufficient reaccreditation processes. 

17 https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/event document/files/BrianNewbyEACUpdatesSBPresentation.pdf 
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VVSG 2.0--How We Got Here 

b. News- Commissioners Hovland, Palmer sworn in to restore quorum at EAC18. 

c. See also Figure 2. Tenures ofEAC Commissioners 19 (page 19). 

Figure 2. Tenures ofEAC Commissioners 

DEM 

I I I 
RfP- Donetta Davidson 

'™ .. I◄~ 

11 12 13 14 
-, -- l - • 1 

I No,quorum , 
l j / 1 : I • 

' 
' i 

! 
' 

I 
I 

'-
.. . . . 

I I I l ._ --•• . -

Caroline Hunter 

RfP Paul DeGregorio 

Soun:e: CRS. ba.,d on data from the EAC and Congress.gov. 

28. 

15 16 17 18 19 
-1 I I No[quo~um 

Thomas Hicks 

Christy McCormick 

Given the lack of documentation on the EAC website, documentation requested 

from the EAC and SOS, it is not confirmed that Pro V&V was accredited to test ClearVote 2.1 in 

18 https://www.eac.gov/news/2019/02/06/commissioners-hovland-palmer-sworn-restore-guorum-eac 
19 https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R45770 
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2020 and ultimately approved by the SOS for use in the 2020 and Clear Vote 2.2 for 2022 

Elections in Oregon. 

Alleged various reasons for the missing documentation, all of which DO NOT follow the 

VSTL Program Manual as require by HA VA (a Congressionally passed act). 

a. Due to an administrative Error2° .. 

b. Due to Covid21 and VSTL's accreditations cannot be revoked22 ... 

c. Due to lack of quorum ... verbal comments by clerks who say they spoke to EAC 

representatives. 

29. 

If the VSTL's did not submit their renewal application packages within the guidelines to 

the EAC and the Program Director, the EAC was remiss in their duties in acknowledging the 

expiration of accreditation. FOIA requests have been submitted to the EAC and National 

Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) but as of this filing, no responsive records have 

been supplied, with an estimated EAC time of fulfillment of October 31, 2022. 

30. 

Pro V & V and SLI Compliance may not have submitted a timely renewal 

application package, thus allowing their accreditation to expire. If true, then after expiration, the: 

also tested and issued test reports that were the basis for fraudulent EAC Certification and 

20 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/filesNSTL%20Certificates%20and%20Accreditatio 
n.pdffl:~:text=Due%20to%20administrative%20error"/o20during%202017-
20 I 9%2C%20the%20EAC,and%20Certification%20program%20is%20robust%20and%20in%20place. 
21 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/fileslvoting system test lab/files/Pro VandV Accreditation Renewal delay me 
mo012721.pdf 
22 

28 httns:llwww.eac.oov/sites/default/fileslvotino svstem test lablfiles/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%20Certifica 
e.pdf 
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Oregon SOS Approval of Voting systems, further harming plaintiffs, Washington County 

residents and the States voting population by using the Clear Ballot system along with other 

Clear Ballot counties have knowingly inflicted the same damage . 

Plaintiffs further supply the courts with the official Georgia complaint with their election 

division noting the same lack of accreditation findings and even more alarming information that 

the EAC may have falsified Pro V & V Documents-Exhibit D. Furthermore, many citizens in 

Texas have filed similar suits statewide based on the VSTL accreditation evidence they have 

uncovered 23 see foot note for TX demonstration. 

31. 

Per the document published on the OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE website 24 

regarding voting systems used in Oregon Counties, only three Vendors are approved in Oregon 

(ES&S, Clear Ballot, and Hart). 

32. 

Clear Ballot is allegedly approved for Coos, Crook, Curry, Deschutes, Douglas, Hamey, 

Hood River, Jackson, Josephine, Klamath, Lane, Linn, Multnomah, Wasco, and Washington 

Counties 

33. 

23 https://novotingmachines.com// 
24 https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documentsffally-Systems-By-County.pdf 
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Specifically, Plaintiffs know that ClearVote 2.1 was used in Washington County in 2020 

elections and ClearVote 2.2 for 2022 elections. According the EAC Website, the EAC did NOT 

certify ClearVote 2.1 or 2.2, so it had to be examined by a federally accredited VSTL25 . 

34. 

26 
According to the SOS of Oregon Website, ClearVote 2.1 was tested by Pro V & V and 

approved by the SOS for use in 2020 and the ClearVote 2.2 system in 2022, how could this be 

when their VSTL accreditation is only effective through February 2017? 

35. 

According to the "CERTIFICATE OF AP PROV AL" -Exhibit F Clear Ballot Group, 

Clear Vote Voting System (Clear Count 2.1 and Clear Design 2.1) was certified for sale, lease, o 

use in all elections in Oregon. This document published by Elections Director Stephen N. Trout 

on February 18, 2020 noted: 

a. Specifically, they have submitted ClearCount version 2.1 and ClearDesign 

version 2.1 along with their test lab report by EAC Certified tester Pro V&V. 

36. 

The EAC Website shows a blanketed year accreditation for Pro V&V from 2/24/15 to 

2/1/21 which breaks the accreditation rules as noted in the EAC rules above. This document is 

also not signed by the EAC Chair. 

25 https://www.eac.gov/voting-eguipment/certified-voting-systems 
26 https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/CBG-ClearVote-2-l -Test%20Report-00-FINAL.pdf 
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a. Further stating, the bottom left comer references the accreditation is effective 

until revoked by the vote of the EAC pursuant to 52 USC Section 2097l(c)(2) 27
• 

1. Which poses the question, how can you revoke an expired accreditation if 

the accreditation does not exist, or is previously expired? Accreditation and 

revocation are two entirely separate topics and procedures in the program 

manual. 

• 

United States Elrcthm ,UsMancc Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V & V, Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

is recogni:ed by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission/or the te.slingo[l'Oling systems lo rhe 
2005 and 2015 10/wirary l'otingSystems Guidelines (J'l'SG /.0& I.I) under the criteria set 

forth in the £AC 1'0tlng S)'.ftem Testing and Certificolion Program and Laboratory Accreditation 
Program. Pro J'&I' U also recogni=ed as hm·ing sua:essfully completed asseumenls by the Na­
tional l'oftmta1y Laboratory Accreditation Program/or conformance to the requirements of ISO/ 

/EC J 7015 and the criteria set forth in NIST Handbooks 150 and /50-12. 

Accreditation not to exceed 2 year., per the 

ru/e3 " 

...,_,,"'""_,.,,,,,=""'"" ¢/ 11\-~ ""'"'"' Q 
t'fflGtU tff«liw •atil ,rJ'OJd ,.......,__.,.,40 lluriape 

11f7Jfc}(1J. EAC uib Code: 1501 if 
1,ro""'°",/rb£ACpuuuu,lttJSlUS.C§ ...,,,...£un,Ji,...DJrrc1m,US.Eltt11Dn.AuhlanuC'--1uion 

._ Not signed by the EAC Chair porthe rult:1s 

(2)Approval by Commission required for rovocation 
The accreditation ofa laboratory for purposes of this section may not bu revoked unless tho 
revocation is approved by a vote of the Commission. 

37. 

See-Exhibit G from the Wasco County Case #22CV36776, FOIA request to the EAC for 

all VSTL's Certificates surrounding accreditation, EAC Meeting minutes on discussed VSTL 

accreditation, and all accreditation renewal applications, and supplemental information provided 

27 

h s://www.eac. ov/sites/default/files/votin s stem test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%20Certifica 
e.pdf 
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by the VSTL's. The estimated complete response was October 31, 2022, which has sense been 

delayed again now until March 2023. Plaintiffs cannot fathom why such delay is happening with 

supplying the lawful documents if they purportedly exist? EAC is obfuscating by extending thei 

completed response time, this action is capricious. 

Oregon's 2020 Election Director, Stephen Trout was fired for disclosing security 

concems 28. 

a. According to OPB.org: A memo Trout sent last week to secretary of state 

candidates provides more context to his dismissal. In the damning letter to Secretary of 

State-elect Shemia Fagan and her opponent, state Sen. Kim Thatcher, Trout laid out a 

litany of challenges faced by the elections division29. 

b. Oregon County Clerks are "very concerned" about the Voter Registration 

system30. 

38. 

Clear Ballot also utilizes commercial off the shelf (COTS) equipment as part of their 

approved election systems. According to the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency 

(CISA)31, security failures can have severe consequences whether they are rooted in COTS or 

custom code. This, coupled with the ubiquity and opacity of COTS software, makes it a critical 

28 https://www.statesmanjoumal.comistory/news/politics/2020/11/09/oregon-elections-director-stephen-trout-fired­
after-he-details-problems/6227959002/ 
29 https://www.opb.org/article/2020/11/09/oregon-elections-director-resigns-after-penning-a-blistering-memo/ 
30 https://www .washingtontimes.com/news/2020/nov/l 0/oregon-county-clerks-back-fired-elections-director/ 
31 https://www.cisa.gov/uscert/bsi/articles/best-practices/legacy-systems/security-considerations-in-managing-cots­
software 

PAGE 25 of38 - PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT - ELECTION SYSTEMS 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 26 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 26 of 139

_, 1 and difficult problem that an organization ignores at its own extreme peril, however convenient 
"' "' 0 2 
~ that is to do. -- 3 
ii 
C: 

:§> 4 
~ 

0 
~ 

0 
>, 
C. 
0 

(J -" " ~ ~ 
0 

(J .,, 
" a:: ·.: 
~, 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

a. COTS Software Presents an Attractive Point of Attack 

b. COTS Products are Well Known and Widely Available 

c. It Is Difficult to Verify the Security of COTS Products 

d. COTS Software Vendors Have Very Limited Liability 

e. COTS Software is Generic 

39. 

With machine verification at question this means every election held since the minimum 

of 2017 is undecided, meaning our current officials would be violating and impersonating a 

public servant ORS 162.815. Also, under the conduct of elections ORS 254.568 certificate of 

election required before taking oath of office, which brings to question the reasoning where thos 

forged? 

40. 

Plaintiffs are being forcefully compelled to participate in crimes against them. We are 

voters and it's our right to vote but our voice is being diluted with each passing election we are 

subjected to fraudulent election machines and ignored by verifying on all levels that our vote and 

our voice which is represented through voting is being represented properly and not 

marginalized. 

Conclusion 

41. 
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Commissioners and Clerks across this state and Washington County have disregarded 

and ignored Oregonian's presented evidence and their pleas for proper election compliance, 

causing citizens to doubt their elected officials' competence, due diligence and sworn oath of 

loyalty to carry out their positions of trust according to Oregon laws and the Constitution further 

creating uncertainty. 

Washington County should have absolutely verified that all election laws and protocols 

were in compliance before signing a contract with Clear Ballot Group Software Licenses and 

Services in March of2017 and continuing use of their product after February 2017 when ProV 

&V accreditation expired. Failure to do so, asserting blind trust has further put the county and 

Oregon taxpayers at risk. Washington County has blindly trusted EVERYTHING at all levels. 

Furthermore, they have ignored those who employ them, the taxpayer, and failed to act on the 

clear evidence presented to them. 

A Clerk, Elections Manager or Commissioner cannot claim ignorance when they are 

dealing with such critical infrastructure. There cannot be blind trust of "The SOS office told me 

machines and software where ok". Have officials in Oregon sought the step-by-step proof neede 

for compliance to protect its citizens? Plaintiffs trusted representation has failed. 

The failure of Washington County and Elections Managers fiduciary diligence in a 

position of trust must verify, and research, and act, on evidence presented. All areas of failed 

election certification verification and protqc_ols are indisputable in this complaint. Defendants 

ignoring the plaintiffs' evidence and pleas for protection from unaccredited machines and 

software is grossly egregious. 

42. 
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If this Court were to adapt or entertain the mere common National arguments on standing 

across this country, it would endorse a scenario of where the legislature enactment was 

meaningless and Defendants' actions in violation of the Oregon and United States Constitution 

and Oregon Laws have no recourse - no Oregon voter can or could challenge because the harm 

of such violations would be "generalized" to all Oregon voters. 

Furthermore, Plaintiffs are aware of the recent Delaware Supreme Court ruling that the 

courts cannot accept that a citizen does not have a remedy in a voting act. See recent Supreme 

Court decision in Delaware (C.A. No. 2022-0641- NAC & C.A. No. 2022-0644-NAC) 

"The balance of hardships and public interest favor injunctive relief. There is no hardship 

to Defendant, other than preventing him from engaging in unlawful activity. Therefore, the 

balance clearly weights in the plaintiffs' favor." Dish Network v. Bauder, Case No: 6: 14-cv-

1443-Orl-3 !DAB, at* 15 (M.D. Fla. Mar. 12, 2015). Same for all such cases filed in Oregon. 

There is no hardship to defendants, factually a Preliminary Injunction Order does offer 

immediate protection to Plaintiffs, Oregonians, and Defendants from participating in unlawful 

19 activities. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

To qualify for injury in fact, the asserted harm must be "concrete and particularized and 

... actual or imminent, not conjectural or hypothetical." Morris v. Spectra Energy P'rs (DE) GP, 

LP, 246 A.3d 121, 129 (Del. 2021) (internal quotation marks omitted); see Dover Hist. Soc'y, 

83 8 A.2d at 1110 ("Standing is a threshold question that must be answered ... affirmatively to 

ensure that the litigation ... is a 'case or controversy' that is appropriate for the exercise of the 

court's judicial powers."); see also Gerber v. EPE Hldgs., LLC, 2013 WL 209658, at * 12 (Del. 

Ch. Jan. 18, 2013) ("If there is no standing, there is no justiciable substantive controversy."). Fo 
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an injury to be particularized, "it must affect the plaintiff in a personal and individual 

way." Spokeo, Inc. v. Robins, 578 U.S. 330, 339 (2016) (internal quotation marks omitted). For 

injury to be concrete, it "must be 'de facto'; that is, it must actually exist." Id. at 340. A 'risk of 

real harm' may qualify as concrete. Id. at 341-42; see, e.g., Save the Courthouse Comm. v. 

Lynn, 408 F. Supp. 1323, 1332 (S.D.N.Y. 1975) (Even if"a benefit hardly can be quantified,'' a 

"loss of it [still may] support a finding of standing."); accord Dover Hist. Soc'y, 838 A.2d at 

1112; see also Valley Forge Christian Coll. v. Ams. United for Separation of Church & State, 

Inc., 454 U.S. 464,472 (1982) (To establish injury in fact, the plaintiff must "show that he 

personally suffered some actual or threatened iajury as a result of the putatively illegal conduct 

of the defendant." (emphasis added) (internal quotation marks omitted)). 

Remedies 

43. 

Plaintiffs are entitled to a Preliminary lajunction order prohibiting the defendants from 

violating state election laws and plaintiffs' civil rights in the aforementioned ways. Plaintiffs are 

entitled to recover their reasonable attorney fees, costs and distribursements from defendants 

because plaintiffs are seeking to vindicate important stator and constitutional rights applying to 

all citizens and not vindicating individualized and different interests or any pecuniary or other 

special interests of their own except those which are shared with the public at large, other 

residence, citizens or electors. Deras v. Myers, 272 Or 47,535 P2d 541 (1975); Armatta v. 

Kitzhaber, 327 Or 250, 959 P2d 49 (1998); Lehman v. Bradbury, 334 Or 579, 583, 54 P3d 591 

(2002); Swett v.Bradbury, 335 Or 378, 67 P3d 391 (2003); and Dennehy v. City of Gresham, 

314 Or 600, 602 (1992); or De Young v. Brown, 368 Or 64. Prevailing plaintiffs are also entitled 

to reasonable attorney fees, costs and disbursements when a violation of the U.S. constitution 
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and civil rights has occurred. 48 USC § I 988. Plaintiffs are entitled to reasonable attorney fees 

and as an equitable remedy as a allowed by law. Deras v. Myers, 272 Or 47. 

FIRST CLAIM OF RELEIF 

44. 

Plaintiffs re-allege and hereby incorporate the allegations in paragraphs 1 through 

41 as if fully alleged herein. 

45. 

Plaintiffs are electors and reside in Oregon who were entitled to vote in all 2020 elections 

and May 2022 primary election and the November 2022 election. 

46. 

As alleged above and fully incorporated herein, Defendants deliberately and materially 

violated multiple provisions of Oregon election law and positions of trust in connection with the 

2020 elections and 2022 elections including but not limited to: 

Countl 

a.) Preventing or attempting to prevent the correct operation of any voting machining or vote 

tally system (ORS 260.645) 

Count2 
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b.) Preventing and failure to act, to report election fraud, and failed fiduciary conduct 

surrounding election violations. ORS 161.085 Culpability32 - Definitions with respect to 

culpability . 

(3) "Omission" means a failure to perform an act the performance of which is 

required by law. 

(5) "To act" means eith,er to perform an act or to omit to perform an act. 

Count3 

c.) Failure to prevent the commission of the crime and fails to make an effort the person is 

legally required to make ORS 161.155 Criminal liability for conduct ofanother 33• 

Count4 

d.) Failure to act on evidence presented by Plaintiffs ORS 246.046 "The Secretary of State 

and county clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of violation of any election 

law."34 

Counts 

e.) By continuing self-preservation and disregard for plaintiffs' constitutional rights and 

claim of evidence of their election property by dismissing election law violations ORS 

164.085 Theft by Deception35. Respectively ORS Chapter 165 Offenses Involving Fraud 

or Deception36. 

32 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 161.085 
33 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 161.155 
34 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.046 
35 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 164.085 
36 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors chapter 165 

Count6 
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f.) Using unlawful election equipment and software. Oregon Elections Division Chapter 165 

Rule 165-007-035037 Section 1 states: All voting systems submitted for certification pursuant to 

ORS 246.550 (Examination and approval of equipment by Secretary of State) must be certified 

by the Elections Assistance Commission (EAC) or be examined by a federally accredited voting 

systems testing laboratory (VSTL )". 

47. 

Defendants committed multiple mistakes, fraud, and misrepresentations of the machines 

used in Washington County by illegal certifications by an unaccredited VSTL. Another election, 

the 2022 general election will take place in November 2022 where in ballots again will be cast, 

ballots will be handled and tallied in violation of state law, unlawful machine certifications will 

be ignored, and protections placed against unlawful machine tabulators will fail to be 

implemented. Unless this court orders defendants to comply with state law the plaintiff votes and 

voting rights will continue to be violated and tallied on unlawful machines. Plaintiffs do not 

consent to machine tabulators used to count or change their intended voice. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Judgement-28.010) 

48. 

Plaintiffs reallege and hereby incorporate the allegations in paragraph 1 through 45 as if 

fully alleged herein. 

49. 

37 https://oregon.public.law/rules/oar 165-007-0350 
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Plaintiffs are entitled to a declaration that Defendants practices and actions alleged 

herein, including but not limited to paragraphs 44 (a)-(f) were in violation of state law and 

therefore should be permanently enjoined . 

TIIlRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(VIOLATIONS OF ORS 246.046, Election Division Chapter 

165 Rule 165-007-0350 and ORS 246.550) 

50. 

Plaintiffs reallege and hereby incorporate the allegations in paragraph 1 through 47 as if 

fully alleged herein. 

Defendants should be enjoined from further violations and even though the secretary of 

state and other election officials such as Defendants should be compelled by court order to 

follow the law. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Appeal of County Clerks; ORS 246.910) 

Plaintiffs reallege and hereby incorporate the allegations in paragraph 1 through 48 as if 

fully alleged herein. 

Plaintiffs have been adversely affected by the acts and failures to act by defendants. 

Despite complaints, and objections the defendants persisted in their violations and refused to 

correct the illegal activities alleged above including but not limited to those itemized in 

paragraph 44. 

52. 
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Plaintiffs are entitled to declaratory ruling reversing the decision of the defendants to 

conduct an illegal election in violation of state law, state administrative rules, state rules, and the 

constitutional guarantees of due process and equal protection under the Jaw. Additionally, 

Plaintiffs pray for and order that defendants must comply with the aforementioned election laws, 

administrative rules, in the conduct of all future elections. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(42 USC§ 1983-Violation of Due Process Rights) 

53. 

Plaintiffs reallege and hereby incorporate the allegations in paragraph I through 50 as if 

fully alleged herein. 

54. 

Defendants' denial of plaintiffs voting rights, as well as statutory rights as described 

above ensuring a free, lawful and fair election, deprived Plaintiffs of their civil rights guaranteed 

by the 14th amendment of the United States Constitution. 

55. 

Plaintiffs are entitled to recover their reasonable attorney fees, costs and disbursements 

pursuant to 42 U.S.C § 1983 and 1988. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

( 42 USC § 198- Equal Protection) 

Plaintiffs reallege and hereby incorporate the allegations in paragraph I through 54 as if 

fully alleged herein. 

56. 
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Defendants' denial of plaintiffs voting rights, as well as statutory rights as described 

above ensuring a free, lawful and fair election, deprived Plaintiffs of their Rights to a verifiable, 

lawful and transparent vote count, that the right to vote consists of not only casting a ballot, but 

having the vote counted accurately, as it was cast and not counted on unlawful election machines 

and software. 

Oregon Constitution Article II section 1 states all elections shall be free and equal. 

Article I section 20 equality of privileges and immunities of citizens. The operation of the laws 

shall never be suspended, except by the Authority of the Legislative Assembly. 

Article I section 33 enumeration of rights not exclusive. This enumeration of rights, and 

privileges shall not be construed to impair or deny others retained by the people. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs pray for a judgment as follows: 

I) On plaintiffs first claim for relief: 

a) A judgment setting aside declaring the election machines and software used in the 2020 

elections and 2022 election are not compliant to the law and election mandates under 

HA VA and the EAC in violation of Oregon election laws. 

2) On plaintiffs second through sixth claims for relief, Declaratory judgment ruling upon and 

enjoining defendants from each of the illegal practices. 

3) On all plaintiffs' claims for relief, a permanent injunction enjoining the practices of 

defendants determined by this court to have been conducted in violation of law. 

4) On all Plaintiffs claims of relief that this court deem Washington County election machines, 

printers, and tabulators be excluded from use in the November 8, 2022 election, and further 

barring the use of election machines in the future due to the extreme glaring and unresolved 
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5) 

6) 

7) 

circumstances surrounding the 2020 election, and 2022 election, and VSTL accreditations 

since 2017 therefore affecting all elections henceforth. 

On all Plaintiffs claims of relief that the court compel Washington County to return to 

nothing short of hand counted paper ballots (ORS 254.485 (1) to restore the confidence ofth 

people of Washington County, our state, and our elected representatives. 

On all of plaintiffs' claims for relief, and award of plaintiffs reasonable attorney fees and 

costs and disbursements incurred herein; 

For such other or further relief as the court deems just and equitable. 

Respectfully submitted this 3rd Day of November 2022. 

Isl Judy Ann Morrise 
3665 SW 78111 Avenue 
Portland, OR 97225 

Isl Sara Marie Genta 
5005 SE Lincoln St 
Portland, Oregon 97215 
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

I hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my knowledge an 

belief, and that I understand it is· made for use as evidence in court and is subject to penalty fo 

perjury. 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF WASHINGTON 

) 
) SS. 
) 

On this :5 rJ-day of ;Vo~k,.-- before me personally appeared Judy Ann 
Morrise, who being by me duly sworn did say that she is the Petitioner named in the above­
captioned action an acknowledged to me that the allegations contained therein are trne according 
to her best knowledge and belief. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal 
in the County and State aforesaid, the day and year first above written. 

My commission Expires 

Notary Public 

• 

OFFICIAL STAMP 
• ALEXIE MICHELE STOVALL 

NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 1029474 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 4 2028 

PAGE 37 of38 - PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT - ELECTION SYSTEMS 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 38 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 38 of 139

ii 
.5 
.g, 4 
0 
~ 

~ 5 
C. 
0 

(J 6 
u 
~ 
~ 7 
0 

(J 

il 8 
a:: 
·.: 
~, 9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

I hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my knowledge an 

belief, and that I understand it is made for use as evidence in court and is subject to penalty fo 

perJmy. 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 

) 
) SS. 
) 

Sara Marie Genta 

On this ·5~ day of~ bee before me personally appeared Sara Marie 
Genta who being by me duly sworn did say that she is the Petitioner named in the above­
captioned action an acknowledged to me that the allegations contained therein are true according 
to her best knowledge and belief. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal 
in the County and State aforesaid, the day and year first above written. 

My commission Expires 

Notary Public 

• 

OFFICIAL STAMP 
ALEXIE MICHELE STOVALL 
NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 1029474 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 4, 202sj 
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Declaration of 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C Section 1746, I, 
following declaration. 

Exhibit B 

, make the 

I. I am ovet,the age .of21 yeaIS and I l under no legal disability, which would prevent me I . . 
from givingthis declaratiori. 

2. I have been a privl!te contracror wit4
1 
experience gatheri_ilg and analyzing foreign int~lligence 

'arid iicted-asa LOCALIZER during the deployment ofprojects,and'openitiohs both 

OCONUS and CO NUS. I am a tr;rinbd Cryptolibguist, hold .a completed degree;in Molecular 
\ . . - . . 
I 

·and Cellular Physiology ancl have FORMAL training in other sciences such as 
I 

Computational Linguis~cs, Game Tlie01y, Aigoritinnic Aspects of Machine Le~~ 

Pre.dictive Analytics among olhers. 

3. I have operational experience in soui-ces and meihocls ofimpiementing operations during . I . . 
elections both•CONUS and OCONl!JS -- . • .. • . . -- ·- -I 

4. I am,anamateur networlc tracer and /:ryptographer and have over two decades of 

~t!,i~atic_al mod~~g an_d panero !!Jlllysis. 
I 

5. In my position from 1999-2014 I w~s responsible for delegating implementation via other 

contr11ct0rs sub,contrac,ting with usj or 9 EYES agencies identifying connectivity, 

ii.etwoikiiig ali.d,subccihfractofs that \Vciidd.inanilge tlie micro operations. 

6. My infonnation is my personal kno*ledge and ability to .detect -relationships between the 

c~mpani~ and validate. that with thJ cryptographic knowledge I know .and attest to as well 
i • 

as evidence of these relatio~hips. i 
I 

7. In addition; I am WELL versed due to'my assignments during my time as a private 
' - , . , t I ' , 

contractor of how elections OCONlfS (for countries I have had an assignment at) and 
I 

CONUS .(well· ve~se.4 ~ HA:VA ACT) and more. 
' 

8. On or about Oi:tober-2017 I had rea9hed out to the US Senate Majority Eeader with aii 

afli.davjt cla~g ,tliat ou, electj~ns [iµ 2.017 may be qul,l and vo,id <Jue !9 l:ick of EAC 

certifii:ationi Ih fact Sen. Wyden,sent'a letter to Jack Cobb on 31 OCT 2017 aavisilig 

discreetly pointing out the •importa~ce of being CERTIFIED EAC had issued a certificate to . . I . 
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Pro V & V and that expired on Feb 24, 2017. No other certification has been located. 

United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V&V,Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

Is recogni:ed by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testingofi·oting systems to the 
2005 Voluntary H11ing Systems Guidelines under the criteria set forth in die EAC Voling System 

Testing and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation Program. Pro V&V is also 
recognized as having successfully completed assess111e11ts by the National Voluntary Laboratory• 
Accreditation Program for co11formance lo the requirement., o/JSO/IEC 17015 a11d the criteria 

setfortli in NIST Handbooks J50and 150-22. 

r 
£ff«tll-t Through 

9. Section 23l(b) of the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of2002 (42 U.S.C. §1537l(b)) 

requires that the EAC provide for the accreditation and revocation of accreditation of 

independent, non-federal laboratories qualified to test voting systems to Federal standards. 

Generally, the EAC considers for accreditation those laboratories evaluated and 

recommended by the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) pursuant to 

HA VA Section 23 l(b )(1 ). However, consistent with HA VA Section 231 (b )(2)(B), the 

Commission may also vote to accredit laboratories outside of those recommended by NIST 

upon publication of an explanation of the reason for any such accreditation. 
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10. 

United States Department of Commerce 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 

~w~~i-
Certificate of Accreditation to 1SO/IEC 17025:2017 

NVLAP LAB CODE: 200978-0 

Pro V&V 
Huntsville, AL 

is accredited by the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for specific services, 
listed on the Scope of Accreditation, for. 

Voting System Testing 

This laboratory Is accredited In accordance with the recognized lntematlonel Standard 1soncc 17025:2017. 
This accreditation demonstrates technical competence for a defined ~ope and the operation of a laboratory quality 

management system (refer to Joint ISO-JLAC-IAF Communique dated January 2009). 

2020-03-26 through 2021-03-31 
Effecfivo Dales For the ~al Vol ra~c:creditatlon Program 

11. VSTL's are VERY important because equipment vulnerabilities allow for deployment of 

algorithms and scripts to intercept, alter and adjust voting tallies. 

12. There are only TWO accredited VSTLs (VOTING SYSTEM TEST LABORATORIES). In 

order to meet its statutory requirements under HA VA §15371(b), the EAC has developed the EAC's 

Voting System Test Laboratory Accreditation Program. The procedural requirements of the program 

are established in the proposed information collection, the EAC Voting System Test Laboratory 

Accreditation Program Manual. Although participation in the program is voluntary, adherence to 

the program's procedural requirements is mandatory for participants. The procedural requirements of 

this Manual will supersede any prior laboratory accreditation requirements issued by the EAC. This 

manual shall be read in conjunction with the EAC's Voting System Testing and Certification 

Program Manual (0MB 3265-0019). 
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13. 

5~ate Pilrticipalimi: 

·Applicabl<!.Statute(s): 

Applicable 
'llegulatMn(.,F 
State Certification 
-Process: 

Fie/ded,Voti'}g 
.5)'slem~·: 

.rnS:-EJection Assi:stanceComrnission 

Requires Testi_ng by an lnl;leprndea;1_t TCsting Ai.lthority. Ml requires ~t 
:voling ~j'.:.h:ms-arecc:rtified ·by on independent testing authority accrcditcclby 
NASEi:> and the bf.:,~ of $talc cru:i_,.·q.sseni._ • 

·«At!-.t#~nic v~tii'lg syst~~ :shal~ rioi b~. used in_ nn:~~~,i~n_:wtless ii-i~ ;.,.p~ved 
b)'_•~~ bo~ of slat~ canvus.seis ... _and .J)nlcss·it meets· I .oflhe following 
c~ditions: (a) Is. certified by ;n.in<kpendCD.t testing aulhorit)' nccrcdited by lhe 
niiii~nal~oCiatio!) of state elcc~ion·ilim::Jt?rS nnd by tb~.t;;oord ofstute 

·_~al!\'.as_~: _lb)._ IJ! the):ib_SCl}ce -~f-~ aCC~tccJ.ipd~p~1~( tes~jng nwh~~~..1. ~s 
•t:ertified by the maiiufacturcr ot the voting Svstcm ru; mc~ing or,cxcceding)hc 
pcrfonmmcc and-test ~•and~s-rcfercnced·~-:.ubdivisfon (a fin .a m~ncr' -
prefacrib,•lby lhc bo,i!rd of state canvassers." ,MJCII. COMP. LAWS ANN·§·· 
168. 795~ (2009). • • • 

Mrd9cs not have a regulation regp.rdirifp~e fodCml·c:ertifi~fiOn proce~~ 

ni~·-Secr_etnry of Statc;·accC?Rl5·rcquesrs. f~m pcrsons/co!]Jorations \\~s~_g.to htn>e 
ffi.eir votlll_g ~stem exiuni~cd. Th~ req~klr ~us~ pay thl:5·Secictary.ofStatC: wt 
oppli~tipn fee of SI ,500._00~ file a ~~it:liSt_~g al! oftlie.~tate:s in whi4 ~~ 

,votinS)•')'Slon has bee,rappro..,·cd and any repoJts.lhllt thise_.st'.lh!S-havc made 
. n:~ing the P.~fc;,~ce of the \''!ting s~,cm.. Thi:,~_.or~·tiltc_Can.\~rs 
cbridllClS.D·field t~ lnvo1''lll1_2;'-Mii'.:higttn Cl~c't:oTS _and.CICCti0n officials in 
~imtiiated electic:,n 'day e6nditio'ns. Thc•·Bllanl-~f slate Cnn.~~~~-·shall ~pfOJc 
~e•v~ting ~Y!il~ iqt m_ce~ nU·of!h~ state requJremcl11S. MICll.'COMP. LAWS 
ANN§ 168.795a (20\)9). 

[After tf,e,£A C co~ipl~les and"i.smes the1008 Election Administration·and 
• ~!Ofin~-S1111-ey,:inft/rmation about/ief1!ri'i•,.'Oti1ig ·systems·will. be added io 
tliis.docume1it. ~n the meQJUime, re11;tjirs•mayfi11di11/orma1ion on lh""e .voting 
syste11is at tflefol/own,g webs[t~ (ifm·aHable)]: 
_h_ttp-:ll\\--:ww.niiChi$an~£0v/~0,l6~?·7::C~.2_7-163~ ~716 45458' ;~0.h_01f 

:io. 
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14. 

State Pi1rticipaJi01i: 

App_licable Statute(s): 
.-, -

Applicao/e, 
Regulaii~i,(i): 

• State Cenifii:ation 
• 'PriJce'ss:. • 

·f;ielded, Voting 
• SJ•s~~'!!i:. ~ 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 

Requires Testing by a FederoUy Accredited Laboratory. WI requireHhatits 
voting systems rcceive-approVa) from an independent testing authority accredited 
by-NASED verifying that the voling systems meel all-of the.recommended FEC 
standards. 

"No·baUot. voting de\'icet automatic tabulating Cquipmeot0rtel:iting equip_ment 
and maleriaJs to be· used in ·an electronic voting S}'stcm may be utilized in this 
sta~e-unlc_s~ il'i~ ~)iP!'Uved'by,thc b~ard [of e)edio_n·cominission~rs]t' -WIS. 
STAT.ANN.§ S.91 (Wcst2009). 

"An:application for: approvol of an e.Jectronic voting system shal) be accompanied 
by all of the Toll Owing ... :[r]cports from an •independent testing authority 
accredited by the national association of state election directors (NASED) 
delilOnstrating that the votitfg s)'st~ni c9nfonns to a~I the standards reciJmmcnd_ed 
by'tbc fedcrnlcle<:tion.sci>mmission."' WIS. ADI.IIN: CODE _G~BJ 7'.01 (2009). 

The Board•o'fElection Commissioners accepts.applications for the approval of 
electronic votU1g.systcM5:. Ol'l~e the-application.is comp)ct~ lhe:.v~n_dor must set 
up. the ,·otlng system for three mock-elections-using; (J} pffices. (2) referenda 
~estiom an9 (3) candidates. A panel 'oflocaJ e)ectidn officials.ca'n ilSsist the 
Board in the revicw-of.lhe voting S)'stem. The' Board conducts thC,test using a_ 
mock election for the part_isan·primal")'., general clcctiC,il.-nnd nonp:u:tisan clcctio11; 
The Boord may also requii-e that ~e. yoting·~~Je~- ~e -~~ in ~ a~l election as 
a condition oftbe approval. WIS.·ADMIN. CODE GAB'.§§ .7:01, ]~(2009). 

[After the £AC completes andiss11es the 2008 Election Administration and 
Voting S11n•eJ•. infonnation.aboutfielded ,·oting systems will be added 10 

this document. ln:the meantime, readers mayfind:/nformalion on the·\'Oling, 
systems at the fol/owi,ig website (if O\'ailable)]. 
~tm://e)cctions.statc. wius/section.asp?linkid---643& loci~-4 7-: 

S~tc Participation in EAC Voting S)'slcm Certification··Program 59 
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15. 

Stale Participalion: 

Applicabie 
Re"g11/atioir(s): 

State' Certificatio11 
Process: 

'Fielded Voting 
Systrms: •• 

U.S. EleCtion Assistance Commission. 

RequirCS Federal Ccrtificatio_n. GA requires·that its ,mtirig systems· are le_stcd to 
EAC standards by EAC accredi.rcd IBbs ilrtd certified by tlie EAC. 

.. Any person or organization owning, manU:facturing. or seHing. or being 
interested in the-manufacture or sale o~ ~ny voting ~~ine may·request.the• 
~eCretary of State to:exn.mine the machine. Any ten or inOre electors of this stale 
mayi _at any time.. request tpc_Secrctary of State to rc·ex_aminc any vo_ting machine 
previously c.umined nnd·approved by him or her . .Biforc·any such Cxamination Or 
reexamination; th_e person, pcisoris1 or organization request,ing s\Jch examination 
or reexamination shall pay.to lhe·Secrctaty of Stale the reasonable expenses of 
suCh examination; provid1::d. however,. that in th_e cnse of a request by.-ten or more 
electors the examination fee _shall be $ 250~00. The Secretary of Sia_te may, at miy 
time,-in his Or her discretion, ree.~an1inc any voting.maclune.~: GA ·c6DE ANN. 
ffi 21:2:!!2:ix2oosi. • • • • 

"'Prior to submitting a voting system for certifiC£1tion by the State Of Georgia, the 
proposed vOtin:g system's hardware, firmware, and software must have.been 
i~sued Qualification _Certificates froni-th!? EAC. These _EAC Qualification 
Ccrt~licatcs.must i_ndicate that_thc.p_roposcd ,·oting systcm_:_has suc'ccss,ful'y 
completed the EAC Qualification testing administered by EACapproved ITAs. If 
for any reason, this level oflesting is not a,'Uilable, the QualificatiDn tests shall be 
conducted by an agency designated by the Secretary of.Stale. In either event. the 
Qualification tc~-shall-comply with the specificntiqns_ of the Vo1{11g_Systems 
Stanilafds published by the EAC." GA. COMP. R. & RES. 590-8-1-.01 (2009). 

Afl:Cr thli? voting system has passed EAC ~ification testing.i thc-ve~dor of the 
\•oting system submits a letter-to the.Office of the Secretary of State requesting 
certification for the.voting system along with a technical data·package:-to the 
certific_ation agent._ An cval_uation propo,s;il is created by-the cenific:ation.agcrit 
·after a ptelimin:uy'view ofth_eT!!ChniCDI D31a Package aiid-,seot to tbe'vendor. 
Any nddilional_ EAC IT A tes_ti~g identified in'lhe evaluaiiOn pmposaf is.30'3Dged 
by the vendor.and the cenificiltioO agent will perform __ all_ other tests identified in 
the e_valuation proposal. Tbe'cenification·age:nt·submits a report Of t_h-eir findings 
to_ the Secretaiy-of State. Based on thes~·fmdings the Secretary ofStat~vill make 
a final det,ei:minatio!l on-whether to cenify the voting-system. !GA. COMP.1R.1& 
_RES, 590-8-t,.Ol.(2009). • ' • " • ••• ' •• 

[After tl,e EACi:ompletes a11diss11es the lOOB Elei:tlan Adininistratii>n and 
VotingSumiy, information abo11tjielded ,-ot/ng systems ll'ill be added to 
this dacument. ln the meantime, readers may find infonnatian on.the ,·ating 
systems al il1efoliowingwebsite (ifin•ailable)]. 
http:I/\V\vw,sos.£eori;ia.gOV/Electiops! 
~ - : I 

State Participation in EAC Voling Systcm·Certification Program 17 
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16. 

S1tiie Par.tic{pation: 

App/ical,!le_ Sta111te(s): 

'Applictible 
IJ~g'iiltifjoll(s): 

S1ate Ceri/fical/0I1 
Process:· 

F;ie/de~, V ii,tiiij; 
Systepis:: 

U.S. Election-Assistance Commission 

Requires Tating by a Fedeially Accredited-Laboratory. PA requires lliat_its 
voting systems are approved by a 'federally recognized i~dependcnt testing 
laboratory as.meeting federal ·voting system standardS. 

"Any person or corporatitin_owning. manufacturing or selling., or being interested 
in the manufacture ors3Je.of, ar.tY electronic voting system. may request the 
Secretary oftbc Commonwealth to ~xaminc such-system iftbe voting system has 
been examined and approved by a federally recognized indq,endcnt testing 
:mthority.ana ifit meets any voting system J)!!rformanc·e arid lest standards 
~sta~lished by the Fed_eral GovemmonL" 2s'.PA. CONS:ST AT. 1\NN. Code§. 
30J_l,5 (West 2008). - • •• • • ·-- • • •• 

PA does not have a regulation regarding the federal certification process. 

The Secretary of State examines voting systems, upon request, once ~c vofing 
syst~s have received approval bY,-a federally recogn~d independent testing 
:iuthority. Thc.pi?rson(s) reques_ting the examination: Of the v0ting system arc 
responsible for the cost of the c.tamination, After the c:wnination, the Secretary 
of State is"sues a'r~port Stating whelhcr or not-the votfoi; ~yste~lS arc safe and 
c0n,tp)iant Witlr·statc·:and federal requircinents. If the Voting.systems are dee-me~ 
safe and compJianl by the Secretary of State then the systems·may be adopted and 
approved for use in el~tions _by each county through a majority Vote ofits 
qualified electors. 25 PA.-CONS,.STAT: ANN .. Codc §§ 3031.5. 3031 ·' (West 
2008), ' • 

{After the EAC completes and}ssues the WOB EleclilinAdministratilin and 
Voting S1111•ey, informal/on about fielded t•oling systems will be added to 
this documenl. In 1/ie meantime. readers mayflnd-Uiformation-on lhe \-'Dling 
systems at the following website. (if m·ailable)J. 
ljnp://\"v\VW:\•atespa:com/HmV10VotC/1abid!j411angmfgc/cn•US·IDCfaul1.8Spx 

·-- .-. ·- .. -,- .... -~ ....... - •• •-•-4•·· •·-•-· ~ 
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17. 

Slate Particip_a(ion: 

Af?plicab/e Sta1u1e(s): 

Applicable 
fteg/Jla[{oii(r): 

Stlite·Certificatio11 
/!rotess:, • ·-

"i-itililed Vori11g 
S)'stems:. 

U.S. ElccliOn ASSistance_COmmiSSion· 

Requires Testing by a Federally Accredited Laboratory; AZ ~quires that its 
voting sy~tcms are HA VA compliant and approved by a laboratory that is 
accredited pursuant to HA VA. 

"On completion of aCqtijsition·Qf m.:iChincs,or devices that comply with HA V ~ 
m:ichines or·deviccs.u.scd.at any election for federal, state Or county,officcs·m,ay 
only be C4?rtified for use in this state and may only be used-in this state if ihcy 
comply with HA VA and if those machines. or devices.have been tested and 
approved by-a 1aboratory that is accredited pursuant to HA VA." AifrZ: ·REV-. 
STX'F. §,16442/iil (200S). 

AZ does not have a regulation regarding the federal certification process. 

The Secretary of State appoints a committee of three people that test different 
voting systems. Jbis·committce-is required_to submit their rccommendatiOns to 
the Secretary of Stale who lh~n makes the final decision on .u:hicb voting 
system(s) lo odopL ARI_?: REV. STAT:§ 16-442/A) anif{C) (2008). 

[Afterrhe EAC comple/es and Issues the 1008 Election Administration and 
Voting Surve;-~ information about fielded mting.syslems will be added ro 
this documeyt . .Jn the meantime.-r{!ad~rs,may find infom1atioil an the ,~oling 
sys1ems at thefollowingwebsi1e (ifm·alliible)j. 
http":if,VWw:iizso-s~gOV/cl~ction'Cquipmentidl!foult.htin 

State Parti_cipatiori in·EAC Voting-System Certi_fication_Program 9 

18. Pro V& V and SLI Gaming both lack evidence ofEAC Accreditation as per the Voting System 

Testing and Certification Manual. 
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19. Pro V& Vis owned and Operated by Jack Cobb. Real name is Ryan Jackson Cobb. The company 

ProV&V was fonnded and run by Jack Cobb who formerly worked under the entity ofWyle 

Laboratories which is an AEROSPACE DEFENSE CONTRACTING ENTITY. The address 

information on the EAC, NIST and other entities for Pro V & V are different than that of what is on 

Pro V & V website. The EAC and NIST (ISO CERT) issuers all have another address. 

Accredited Labs 

ProV&V 

1fJOf«w,""""dSclM 
$<dOt101 
lilJl'Ttrlri~,AllSOOZ 

St.,tmcAcoodlt.d 

Pn>gram~WCobb,Pr"'-'<lml 

P!loncc2S6-713-11U 

SLI Compllance, a Division o·f G.Jming Laboratories lnternatlonol, llC 
47'01m<pon,tmra:~Slr""1 
l'Vlle•!Rldge.COCW33 

SW=~,d 

Pl-"l'amM&n,,pr:l"'d~,Olr°'l"'cfOp•<atlofa 

UornMor• > 

·DO YOU HAVE QUESTIONS? 

ii!tffii 
R[G\STERTOVOTE! 

°"'""'""-"'"_.........,..,1_,.,.,,,,.,,.. 
-,,....s,,,,_,""""!<i,'~·-1,,,,w,II~•--"' 

"'"'"~ .... -u. ... ,_N>...in•=-­

- .. ,-- .. •<llL:loo~ ........ u .. us.. 
""'"'-1\""f""" .. •M;,qAa!,.-.P, .. HIQ,ql,t"'IO 

P#ii¥1 

Case 2:20-cv-01771-PP Filed~ Page 9 of 37 Document 9-13 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 48 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 48 of 139

ii 
.5 
Cl 
·;: 
0 
~ 

0 
>, 
C. 
0 

(J 

u 
~ 
~ 

0 
(J 

'C ., 
-= ·;: 

~, 

20. VSTLs are the most important component of the election machines as they examine the use 

of COTS (Co=ercial Off-The-Shelf) 

21. "Wyle became involved with the testing of electronic voting systems in the early 1990's and 

has tested over 150 separate voting systems. Wyle was the first company to obtain 

accreditation by the National Association of State Election Directors (NASED). Wyle is 

accredited by the Election Assistance Commission (EAC) as a Voting System Testing 

Laboratory (VSTL). Our scope of accreditation as a VSTL encompasses all aspects of the 

hardware and software of a voting machine. Wyle also received NVLAP accreditation to 

ISO/IEC 17025:2005 from NIST." Testimony of Jack Cobb 2009 

22. COTS are preferred by many because they have been tried and tested in the open market and 

are most economic and readily available. COTS are also the SOURCE of vulnerability 

therefore VSTLs are VERY important. COTS components by voting system machine 

manufacturers can be used as a "Black Box" and changes to their specs and hardware make 

up change continuously. Some changes can be simple upgrades to make them more efficient 

in operation, cost efficient for production, end of life (EOL) and even complete reworks to 

meet new standards. They key issue in this is that MOST of the COTS used by Election 

Machine Vendors like Dominion, ES&S, Hart Intercivic, Smartmatic and others is that such 

manufacturing for COTS have been outsourced to China which if implemented in our 

Election Machines make us vulnerable to BLACK BOX antics and backdoors due to 

hardware changes that can go undetected. This is why VSTL's are VERY important. 

23. The proprietary voting system software is done so and created with cost efficiency in mind 

and therefore relies on 3rd party software that is AVAILABLE and HOUSED on the 

HARDWARE. This is a vulnerability. Exporting system reporting using software like 

Crystal Reports, or PDF software allows for vulnerabilities with their constant updates. 

24. As per the COTS hardware components that are fixed, and origin may be cloaked under 

proprietary information a major vulnerability exists since once again third-party support 

software is dynamic and requires FREQUENT updates. The hardware components of the 

computer components, and election machines that are COTS may have slight updates that 

can be overlooked as they may be like those designed that support the other third -party 

software. COTS origin is important and the US Intelligence Co=unity report in 2018 

verifies that. 

25. The Trump Administration made it clear that there is an absence of a major U.S. alternative 

to foreign suppliers of networking equipment. This highlights the growing dominance of 
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Chinese manufacturers like Huawei that are the world's LARGEST supplier oftelecom and 

other equipment that endangers national security. 

26. China, is not the only nation involved in COTS provided to election machines or the 

networking but so is Germany via a LAOS founded Chinese linked cloud service company 

that works with SCYTL named Akamai Technologies that have offices in China and are 

linked to the server that Dominion Software. 
28 046 Madrid 

Asian offices 

Akamai Technologies - India 
111, Brigade Court 
Koramangala Industrial Area 
Bangalore 560 095, India 

Akamai Technologies - China 
Suite 1560, 1sth Floor 
NCI To~1er 
12A Jianguomenwai Avenue 
Chaoyang District, 
Beijing 100022 
China 

Akamai Japan IC.IC. 
The Executive Centre Japan K,K, 
lSFTokyo Ginko Ky0kal building 
1-3-1 Marunouchi, Chiycda-ku, Tokyo 100-
000S 

Akamai Technologies - Singapore 
Akamal, Regus Centre, 36-01 UOB Plaza 1 
80 Raffles Place 
Singapore 048624 
[] Dr!vil'I; dirtaiens. 

Telephone: 91·80-575-99222 
Fax: 91.·80-575-99209 
Regional Manager: Stuart Spiter! 

Telephone: 86-10-8523·3097 
Fax: 86-10-8523-3001 
Re9ional Manager: Stuart Spiter! 

Telephone: 81-3-3216-7200 (Centre} 
81-3-3216-7300 (Akamai 
direct) 

Fax: 81-3-3216-7390 (Centre) 
Regional Manager: Stuart Spiter! 

Telephone: +65 6248 4614 
Fax1 +65 6248-4501 
Regional Manager: Stuart Spiter! 

Akamai Technologies - Australia and Ne\v Zealand 
201 Sussex St Telephone: 61 2 9006 1325 
Tower 2, level 20 Fax: 61 2 9475 0343 
Sydney, NSW 2000, Australia Regional Manager. Stuart Spiteri 
info@au.akamai.com 
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pit.gov resolves to 4.30.228.74. According to our data this IP address belongs to Level 3 Communications and is located in Alexandria, Virginia, United 
stales_ Please have a l09k at the infonnation provided below for further details. 

I .. 4.30.228.74 

ISP/Organization 

Location 

Latitude 

Longitude 

Tifflezone 

Local Time 

Level 3 Communications 

Alexandria 22304, Virginia (VA), !!!I United States (US) 

38.8115 / 38"48'41" N 

-77 .1285_177•7•42• W 

Americ:a/New.;_York 

Thu, 12 Jul 2010·19:27:40 -0400 

28. L3 Level Communications is federal contractor that is partially owned by foreign lobbyist 

George Soros. An article that AP ran in 20 IO - spoke out about the controversy of this that 

has been removed. (LINK) "As for the company's other political connections, it also appears 

that none other than George Soros, the billionaire funder of the country's liberal political 

infrastructure, owns 11,300 shares of OSI Systems Inc., the company that owns Rapiscan. 

Not surprisingly, OSI's stock has appreciated considerably over the course of the year. Soros 

certainly is a savvy investor." Washington Examiner re-write. 
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30. 

""" 
0 

• ., 
• HI■ 

hoalWBI not port i=M 

hostwlll fewerlh1113 o;,enPOl'tS 

llc$twll!31G6gpenPOrtJ 

~wlllnme~an6op,opottS 

Troceroute connections 
Thlolerlle meal!Slllgl>er~lml 

pm,st)'ncercuteCOlllll!c!lcm 

•••••••• no trocoroule hfDrmaticln 

Additional host lcoiu 

Iii 

"' Ill ., 
@ 

'swll:d'I 

wicclouacces,,PGiit 

31. L-3 Communication Systems-East designs, develops, produces and integrates 

communication systems and support equipment for space, air, ground, and naval 

applications, including C4I systems and products; integrated Navy communication systems; 

integrated space communications and RF payloads; recording systems; secure 

communications, and information security systems. In addition, their site claims that 

MARCOM is an integrated communications system and The Marcom® is the foundation of 

the Navy's newest digital integrated voice/ data switching system for affordable command 

and control equipment supporting communications and radio room automation. The 

MarCom® uses the latest COTS digital technology and open systems standards to offer the 

command and control user a low cost, user friendly, solution to the complex voice, video 

and data communications needs of present and future joint/ allied missions. Built in 

reliability, rugged construction, and fail-safe circuits ensure your call and messages will go 

through. Evidently a HUGE vulnerability. 
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32. Michigan's government site is thumped off Akamai Technologies servers which are housed 

on TELIA AB a foreign server located in Germany. 

33. Scytl, who is contracted with AP that receives the results tallied BY Scytl on behalf of 

Dominion - During the elections the AP reporting site had a disclaimer . 

AP - powered by SCYTL. 

Advertisements 

Geolocation on IP Map 

Basic Trackirlg Info 

Domain: Michigan.gov 
j Wl'.ciS l~~ - P91T.ainC~-,;itr,'- P9rr.ain TO !PJ 

IP Address: 23.78.81.34 
pP 51ac~1Ju Ch-?::k} 

Reverse DNS: 34,a·1.78,23.in-addr,arpa 

a23-78~81-
Hostname: .34.~e-Ploy.static.akamaitechnologies.co'in 

Nameservers: 

Continent: 

Country: 

Capital: 

State: 

City 
Location: 

ISP: 

a12-67.akam.net >> 184.26.160.67 

al 1-66.akam.net >> 84.53.139,6~ 

a1-35,ak3.m.net » 193.108.91.35 

a5-66;akam.net >> 95.100.168.66 

a18-64.akam.net >> 95.101.36.64 

a2-l-65.akam.net >> 2.16.130,65 

location For an IP: Michigan.gov 

North Amerig (NA) 

United states ~ (US) 

Washington 

Unknown 

Unknown 

Akamai Technotogies 

Organization: Akamai TechnolOgies 

AS Number: AS1299 Telia Company AB 

something something went ·wrong! 
went wrong! 

Time Zone: Amerlca/North_Dakota/Center 

Local Time: 1:3:48:46 

Timezone 
-21600 

GMT offset: 

Sunrise/ 
Sunset: 

07:27 I 17:12 

Extra Information for an IP: Michigan.gov 

Continent 
Lat/Lon: 

Country 
Lat/Lon: 

38 / -98 

City LaULon: (37.751) / (-97.822) 

IP Language: English 
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34. "Scytl was selected by the Federal Voting Assistance Program of the U.S. Department of 

Defense to provide a secure online ballot delivery and onscreen marking systems under a 

program to support overseas military and civilian voters for the 2010 election cycle and 

beyond. Scytl was awarded 9 of the 20 States that agreed to participate in the program (New 

York, Washington, Missouri, Nebraska, Kansas, New Mexico, South Carolina, Mississippi 

and Indiana), making it the provider with the highest number of participating States." PDF 

35. According to DOMINION: 1.4.lSoftware and Firmware The software and firmware 

employed by Dominion D-Suite 5.5-Aconsists of2 types, custom and commercial off the 

shelf (COTS). COTS applications were verified to be pristine or were subjected to source 

code review for analysis of any modifications and verification of meeting the pertinent 

standards. 

36. The concern is the HARDWARE and the NON -ACCREDITED VSTLs as by their own 

admittance use COTS. 

37. The purpose ofVSTL's being accredited and their importance in ensuring that there is no 

foreign interference/ bad actors accessing the tally data via backdoors in equipment 

software. The core software used by ALL SCYTL related Election Machine/Software 

manufacturers ensures "anonymity" . 

3 8. Algorithms within the area of this "shuffling" to maintain anonymity allows for setting 

values to achieve a desired goal under the guise of "encryption" in the trap-door. 

39. The actual use of trapdoor commitments in Bayer-Groth proofs demonstrate the implications 

for the verifiability factor. This means that no one can SEE what is going on during the 

process of the "shuffling" therefore even if you deploy an algorithms or manual scripts to 

fractionalize or distribute pooled votes to achieve the outcome you wish -you cannot prove 

they are doing it! See STUDY: "The use of trapdoor commitments in Bayer-Groth proofs 

and the implications for the verifiability of the Scytl-SwissPost Internet voting system" 

40. Key Terms 

41. UNIVERSAL VERIFIABILITY: Votes cast are the votes counted and integrity of the vote is 

verifiable (the vote was tallied for the candidate selected) . SCYTL FAILS UNIVERSAL 

VERIFIABILITY because no mathemati~al proofs can determine if any votes have been 

manipulated. 

42. INDIVIDUAL VERIFIABILITY: Voter cannot verify if their ballot got correctly counted. Like, if 

they cast a vote for ABC they want to verify it was ABC. That notion clearly discounts the need for 

anonymity in the first place. 
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43. To understand what I observed during the 2020 I will walk you through the process of one ballot cast 

by a voter. 

44. STEP 1 IConfig Data I All non e-voting data is sent to Scytl (offshore) for configuration of data. All 

e-voting is sent to CONFIGURATION OF DATA then back to the e-votingmachine and then to the 

next phase called CLEANSING. CONCERNS: Here we see an "OR PROOF" as coined by 

mathematicians - an "or proof' is that votes that have been pre-tallied parked in the system and the 

algorithm then goes back to set the outcome it is set for and seeks to make adjustments ifthere is a 

partial pivot present causing it to fail demanding manual changes such as block allocation and 

narrowing of parameters or self-adjusts to ensure the predetermined outcome is achieved. 

45. STEP 2ICLEANSING I The Process is when all the votes come in from the software run by 

Dominion and get "cleansed" and put into 2 categories: invalid votes and valid votes. 

46. STEP 3IShuffling /Mixing I This step is the most nefarious and exactly where the issues arise and 

carry over into the decryption phase. Simply put, the software takes all the votes, literally mixes them 

a and then re-encrypts them. This is where if ONE had the commitment key- TRAPDOOR KEY -

one would be able to see the parameters of the algorithm deployed as the votes go into this mixing 

phase, and how algorithm redistributes the votes. 

47. This published PAPER FROM University College London depicts how this shuffle works. In 

essence, when this mixing/shuffling occurs, then one doesn't have the ability to know that vote 

coming out on the other end is actually their vote; therefore, ZERO integrity of the votes when 

mixed. 
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• Setup: Group {iJ of prime order q with generator g 

pk= y = gX • Public key: 

• Encryption: Opk(m; r) = (gr,yrm) 

.Vx{u, v) = vu-x • Decryption: 

• Homomorphic: 

epk(m; r) x epk (M; R) = 8pk(mM; r + R) 

• Re-rencryption: 

8pk(m; r) x 8pk(l; R) = 8pk(m; r + R) 

49. When this mixinlifshuffling occurs, then one doesn't have the ability to know that vote coming out 

on the other end is acturul)'. ilieir vpte; therefore, ZERO integrity ?f the votes. 

50. When the votps are sent.to Scytl via Domi\Jion So_ftware EMS (Election Management System~·tlie 

Trap Qoor is ac_cessed by Scytl :or TRAP,D00R keys (Coffilill.lJµent Parameters) . 

51. Ballot with votes 

. . 
.... .. ... ,. ..... 

A~ VIA IIACJIDOOlt51N HAllDWARl! 

..__,.,M 

Votes TalHed-REPORTEO 
I byScytl 

52. The enCT}'llted data is shifted-into ScytFs platform-in the form of ciphertexts - this means it is 

enCT}'llted apd a key )>ased on commitmeµts is neede/1 to.read the data. Tue bl!llot dlita Cl!ll op.iy be 

i:ead if the person: lias a key that is set on commitilieli.ts. 

53. A false sense of security is provided to hoth•parties tliat votes are not being ''.REPLACED" during 
' ·'' . 

the mixing phase. Basically, Scytl re-encrypts the ballot-data that comes in from Dominion (or any 
•-·. - ' 

other vptjng software company) as .ciphe~exts. Scytl is sµppos~d to prpve Ji).at votes ~ B, C are 

indeed X, Y, Z uiJ.tlei: their iiew re-eiicfyptioii.when sendili.g back the votes that are tallied coding 

them.respectively. Tins is done by Scytl and the Election Software company that agrees to certain 
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public CommitmentParams(finaL ZpSubgroup group, final int n) I 
group = group: 
h = GroupTools.getRandomELement(group); 
commitmentlength = n; 
g = GroupTools.getVectorRandomElement(group, 

this.commitmentlength); 
} 

// from getRandomElement(group) 
Exponent randomExponent = ExponentTools.getRandomExponent(group.getQ()); 
return group.getGeneratorO.exponentiate(randomExponent); 

54. Scytl and Dominion have an agreement - only the two would know the parameters. This means that 

access is able to occur through backdoors iri hardware if the parameters of the commitments are 

known in order to alter the range of the algorithm deployed to satisfy the outcome sought in the case 

of algorithm failure. 

55. Trapdoor is a cryptotech term that describes a state of a program that knows the commitment 

parameters and therefore is able change the value of the commitments however it likes. In other 

words, Scytl or anyone that knows the commitment parameters can take all the votes and give 

them to any one they want. If they have a total of 1000 votes an algorithm can distribute them 

among all races as it deems necessary to achieve the goals it wants. (Case Study: Estonia) 
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56. 

57. Within the trapdoor this is how the algorithm behaves to move the goal posts in elections without 

being detected by this proof. During the mixing phase this is the algorithm you would use to 
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"reallocate" votes via an algorithm to achieve the goal set. 

--.... 
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58. STEP 41Decryption would be the decryption phase and temporary parking of vote tallies before 

reporting. In this final phase before public release the tallies are released from encrypted format into 

plain text. As previously explained, those that know the trapdoor can easily change any votes that the 

randomness is applied and used to generate the tally vote ciphertext. Thus in this case, Scytl who is 

the mixer can collude with their vote company clients or an agency (-------) to change votes and get 

away with it. This is because the receiver doesn't have the decryption key so they rely solely on Scytl 

to be ho11est or free from any foreign actors within their backdoor or the Election Company (like 

Dominion) that can have access to the key. 

59. In fact, a study from the University of Bristol made claim that interference can be seen when there is 

a GREAT DELAY in reporting and finalizing numbers University of Bristol: How not to Prove 

Yourself: Pitfalls of the Fiat-Shamir Heuristic and Applications to Helios 

60. "Zero-knowledge proofs of knowledge allow a prover to convince a verifier that she holds 

information satisfying some desirable properties without revealing anything else." David Bernhard, 

Olivier Pereira,and Bogdan Warinschi. 
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61. Hence, you can't prove anyone manipulated anything. The TRAP DOOR KEY HOLDERS can offer 

you enough to verify to you what you need to.see without revealing anything and once again 

indicating the inability to detect manipulation. ZERO PROOF of INTEGRITY OF THE VOTE. 

62. Therefore, if decryption is challenged, the administrator or software company that knows the trap 

door key can provide you proof that would be able to pass verification (blind). This was proven to be 

factually true in the case study by The University of Melbourne in March. White Hat Hackers 

purposely altered votes by knowing the parameters set in the commitments and there was no way to 

prove they did it- or any way to prove they didn't. 

63. IT'S THE PERFECT THREE CARD MONTY. That's just how perfect it is. They fake a proof of 

ciphertexts with KNOWN "RANDOMNESS" . This rolls back to the integrity of the VOTE. The 

vote is not safe using these machines not only because of the method used for ballot "cleansing" to 

maintain anonymity but the EXPOSURE to foreign interference and possible domestic bad actors. 

64. In many circumstances, manipulation of the algorithm is NOT possible in an undetectable fashion. 

This is because it is one point heavy. Observing the elections in 2020 confirm the deployment of an 

algorithm due to the BEHAVIOR which is indicative of an algorithm in play that had no pivoting 

parameters applied. 

65. The behavior of the algorithm is that one point (B) is the greatest point within the allocated set. It is 

the greatest number within the AB points given. Point A would be the smallest. Any points outside 

the A B points are not necessarily factored in yet can still be applied. 

66. The points outside the parameters can be utilized to a certain to degree such as in block allocation. 

67. The algorithm geographically changed the parameters of the algorithm to force blue votes and 

ostracize red. 

68. Post block allocation of votes the two points of the algorithm were narrowed ensuring a BIDEN win 

hence the observation of NO Trump Votes and some BIDEN votes for a period of time. 
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r:a· 
.z 
:ffi Nov. 3rd 
;: B:06:40 pm 

+143, 100 votes 
rt~_ - _(Maricppa & Pim~) 

\JJJ • 

ARIZONA 
'"FIXING" THE VOTE 

_J, __ ._._._ -----~J~-'-•-~-.1 ,_! __ ..IL_ ---·~----•--.J_. 1 _____ ~l _1 

NUMBER OF VOTES PROCESSED Ii THE TIME AT WHICH THEY PROCESSED 

J PL------------------------------'' 
ELECTION DAY NOV 4-10 
I I 

NOV 3-NOV 10 *DATA SD UR CED FROM NEW YORK TIMES 

- Mathematic_al eVi~ence ofthe·seeding "illjection" of votes at.the beginning 
-A spike meahs that a large number·of votes were injected lnt_o.thc totals 
-A nonnal vote pattern would look like a natural progression - smooth without SUMMARY 
extreme jumps 

69. '--------------------------------------' 
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70. Gaussian Elimination without pivoting explains how the algorithm would behave and the election 

results and data from Michigan confirm FAILURE of algorithm. 

MICHIGAN 
"FIXING'' THE VOTE 

I 11---------------------------•---~ 
ELECTION DAY, NOV. 3 
2am Pclling Slillion1_ Ckne. 
TRUMP LEADS BICEN: 
30·1,262 

SUMMARY 

NDV4-7 
.aad<ll111,,,aai1c11 • 

THE DIGITAL "FIX" 
• Cead People Vcbng 
• Ineligible Vll!ers 

NDV3-NOV7 
*DATA SOURCED FROM NEW YORK TIMES 

- Trump wins on election night/ Polling location~ in Detroit shut down at 2am 
-,Ballot counters,told to.go home/ Voting station windows covered 
- Dominion Exec shows up in -Detroit polling station after midnight 
-Trump's election night lead disappears/ Biden "INJECI1ON" appears 

71. The "Digital Fix" observed with an increased spike in VOTES for Joe Biden can be determined as 

evidence of a pivot. Normally it would be assumed that the algorithm had a Complete Pivot. 

Wilkinson's demonstrated the guarantee as : 

72. 

lll./'lloo < n½ log(n) 
l[Alloc -

73. Such a conjecture allows the growth factor the ability to be upper bound by values closer ton. 

Therefore, complete pivoting can't be observed because there would be too many floating points. 

Nor can partial as the partial pivoting would overwhelm after the "injection" of votes. Therefore, 

external factors were used which is evident from the "DIGIT AL FIX" 

74. Observing the elections, after a review of Michigan's data a spike of 54,199 votes to Biden. Because 

it is pushing and pulling and keeping a short distance between the 2 candidates; but then a spike, 

which is how an algorithm presents; - and this spike means there was a pause and an insert was 

made, where they insert an algorithm. Block spikes in votes for JOE BIDEN were NOT paper 
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ballots being fed or THUMB DRIVES. The algorithm block adjusted itself and the PEOPLE were 

creating the evidence to BACK UP the block allocation. 

75. I have witnessed the same behavior of the election software in countries outside of the United States 

and within the United States. In -------, the elections conducted behaved in the same manner by 

allocating BLOCK votes to the candidate "chosen" to win. 

76. Observing the data of the contested states (and others) the algorithm deployed is identical to that 

which was deployed in 2012 providing Barack Hussein Obama a block allocation to win the 2012 

Presidential Elections. 

77. The algorithm looks to have been set to give Joe Biden a 52% win even with an initial SOK+ vote 

block allocation was provided initially as tallying began (as in case of Arizona too). In the am of 

November 4, 2020 the algorithm stopped working, therefore another "block allocation" to remedy 

the failure of the algorithm. This was done manually as ALL the SYSTEMS shut down 

NATIONWIDE to avoid detection. 

ELECTION DAY 

SUMMARY 

GEORGIA 
"FIXING" THE VOTE 

NDV4-7 

NOV.3-NOV 7 

Nov. 4th 
:s:34:50 am 

+107,040 votes 

*DATA SOURCED FRO!I IIEW YORK TIMES 

- The spike on-the morning of Nov. 4 resulted in a net increase of 107,040 to 
Biden's total 
-A spike:means that a large number of votes were inj~ctCd into·tbe'totals 
- A nonnal vote' pattern would look like a natural progression·-smooth without 

78. '-------------------------~--------' 
79. In Georgia during the 2016 Presidential Elections a failed attempt to deploy the scripts to block 

allocate votes from a centralized location where the "trap-door" key lay an attempt by someone using 
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the OHS servers was detected by the state of GA. The GA leadership assumed that it was "Russians" 

but later they found out that the IP address was that of OHS. 

80. In the state of Wisconsin, we observed a considerable BLOCK vote allocation by the algorithm at the 

SAME TIME it happened across the nation. All systems shut down at around the same time . 

81. 

Total presidential votes for each party so far, with 89 percent of 
Wisconsin's expected vote counted as of 6:23 a.m on Nov. 4 

2 million votes ----- - --An estimated 381k more votes 
' have not yet been counted 

i I I . 
I I 
\ 1 

1 . Sm ___ , ___ ----- -------
;. ~ :I, ,-

•··-1· ·Brown and Kenosha 
counties are still counting, 

I 

! 

I 
I 

----·----\ - --

82. In Wisconsin there are also irregularities in respect to BALLOT requests. (names AND address 

Hidden for privacy) 

83. 
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84. ~,. IU't>~ ...... 11,.....,(our,iy 11/'16/=o '"''~ 

85. I can personally attest that in 2013 discussions by the Obama/ Biden administration were being had 

with various agencies in the deployment of such election software to be deployed in----- in 2013. 

86. On or about April 2013 a one year plan was set to fund and usher elections in-----. 

87. Joe Biden was designated by Barack Hussein Obama to ensure the----- accepted assistance. 

88. John Owen Brennan and James (Jim) Clapper were responsible for the ushering of the intelligence 

surrounding the elections in ----. 

89. Under the guise of Crisis support the US Federal Tax Payers funded the deployment of the election 

software and machines in ------ signing on with Scytl. 

90. 

The White House 
Office of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release 

1 FACT SHEET: US. Crisis Support 
Package for Ukraine 

. 

[tk4,•J1·dit"Wli (61 flt\t.J.,; :.It<© lm.<!'itll.llnR filr,tml nd have made U.S. support for Ukraine 

an urgent priori!~ as the Ukrainian government works to establish - and 

smi\j,,1JMJJi.JMJb,/iAd@M@dand constitutional reform, revive its 

economy, and ensure government institLitions are transparent and accountable 

to the Ukrainian people. Ukraine embarks on this reform path in the face of 

severe challenges to its sovereignty and territorial integrity, which we are 

, working to address together with Ukraine and our partners in the international 

community. The United States is committed to ensuring that Ukrainians alone 

are able to determine their country's future without intimidation or coercion 

from outside forces. To support Ukraine, we are toda 

Ii. I 

SHARE THIS: 

0 1WITTER 

0 FACEBOOK 

@ EMAIL 
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91. Right before the ----- elections it was alleged that CyberBerkut a pro-Russia group infiltrated --­

central election computers and deleted key files. These actions supposedly rendered the vote­

tallying system inoperable. 

92. In fact, the KEY FILES were the Commitment keys to allow Scytl to tally the votes rather than the 

election machines. The group had disclosed emails and other documents proving that their election 

was rigged and that they tried to avoid a fixed election. 

93. The elections were held on May 25, 2014 but in the early AM hours the election results were 

BLOCKED and the final tally was DELAYED flipping the election in favor of----. 

94. The claim was that there was a DDoS attack by Russians when in actual fact it was a mitigation of 

the algorithm to inject block votes as we observed was done for Joe Biden because the KEYS were 

unable to be deployed. In the case of----, the trap-door key was "altered"/deleted/ rendered 

ineffective. In the case of the US elections, representatives of Dominion/ ES&S/ Smartmatic/ Hart 

Intercivic would have to manually deploy them since if the entry points into the systems seemed to 

have failed. 

95. The vote tallying of all states NATIONWIDE stalled and hung for-days -as in the case of Alaska 

that has about 300K registered voters but was stuck at 56% reporting for almost a week. 

96. This "hanging" indicates a failed deployment of the scripts to block allocate remotely from one 

location as observed in------ on May 26, 2014. 

97. This would justify the presence of the election machine software representatives making physical 

appearances in the states where the election results are currently being contested. 

98. A Dominion Executive appeared at the polling center in Detroit after midnight. 

99. Considering that the hardware of the machines has NOT been examined in Michigan since 2017 by 

Pro V & V according to Michigan's own reporting. COTS are an avenue that hackers and bad actors 

seek to penetrate in order to control operations. Their software updates are the reason vulnerabilities 

to foreign interference in all operations exist. 

100. The importance ofVSTLs in underrated to protect up from foreign interference by way of open 

access via COTS software. Pro V& V who's EAC certification EXPIRED on24 FEB 2017 was 

contracted with the state of WISCONSIN. 

101. In the United States each state is tasked to conduct and IV& V (Independent Verification and 

Validation) to provide assurance of the integrity of the votes. 

I 02. If the "accredited" non-federal entities have NOT received EAC accreditation this is a failure of 

the states to uphold their own states standards that are federally regulated. 

103. In addition, if the entities had NIST certificates they are NOT sufficing according the HA VA 

ACT 2002 as the role of NIST is clear. 

104. Curiously, both companies PRO V&V and SLI GAMING received NIST certifications 

OUTSIDE the 24 month scope. 
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105. PROV& V received a NIST certification on 26MAR2020 for ONE YEAR. Normally the NIST 

certification is good for two years to align with that ofEAC certification that is good for two years. 

United States Department of Commerce 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 

~W~£f 
Certificate of Accreditation to ISO/IEC 17025:2017 

NVLAP LAB CODE: 200978-0 

ProV&V 
Huntsville, AL 

is accredited by the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for specific services, 
listed on the Scope of Accreditation, for: 

Voting System Testing 
This laboratory is accredited in accordance with the recognized lntematlonal Standard !SOI/EC 17025:2()17. 

This accreditation demonstrates technical competence for a defiiled scope and the operation of a laboratory quality 
management system (refer to Joint /SO-ILAC-IAF Communique dated January 2009). 

r._;;°'••, 1'~x~~ • ...... 2020-03-26 through 2021-03-31 . 1!l . 
'Ill.. Effective Dates ~ For the Natirinal Volunt.kr.J)morat~ccreditation Program \_,,,/ V 

106. 

107. The last PROV& V EAC accreditation certificate (Item 8) of this declaration expired in 

February 2017 which means that the IV & V conducted by Michigan claiming that they were 

accredited is false. 

108. The significance ofVSTLs being accredited and examining the HARDWARE is key. COTS 

software npdates are the avenues of entry. 

109. As per DOMINION'S own petition, the modems they use are COTS therefore failure to have an 

accredited VSTL examine the hardware for points of entry by their software is key. 
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•compact· Flash Cards 

*Moderns 

•••SanDisk Ultra: 
SDCFHS-004G 
sDcrns,ooso 
RlData: 
CFC-14A 
RDF8G-233XMCB2-1 
Rl)f f6Ga2JJ:J{M(;;l32-1 
RDF32G-233;xMCB2-1 
SanDisk Extreme: 
SDCFX-016G 
; , ' j 

S_DCFX-032G 
SanDisk: 
SDFAA-OOSG 
Verizon _vsB Modem 
Pantech UMW190NCD 

USB Modem MultiTech 
MT9234MU 

~dlGo Cellular ~Rde'm 
E-Device 3GPUSUS 

AT&T USB Modem 
MultiTech dsM MTD­
HS 
Fax Modem US 
Robotics 56K V.92. 

Menjmy device for 
ICP and ICE 
taliulators. 

Analog and wireless 
modems,'for 
transmitting 
unofficial election 
night results. 

110. 

111. For example and update of Verizon USB Modem Pantech undergoes multiple software updates a 

year for it's hardware. That is most likely the point of entry into the systems. 

112. During the 2014 elections in---- it was the modems that gave access to the systems where the 

commitment keys were deleted. 

113. SLI Gaming is the other VSTL "accredited" by the EAC BUT there is no record of their 

accreditation. In fact, SLI was NIST ISO Certified 27 days before the election which means that PA 

N&V was conducted without NIST cert for SLI being valid. 
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114. 

United States Department of Commerce 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 

~w[~,wJ_ 
Certificate of Accreditation to ISO/IEC 17025:2017 

NVLAP LAB CODE: 200733-0 

SLI Compliance 
Wheat Ridge, CO 

Is accredited by the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for specific services, 
listed on the Scope of Accreditation, for: 

Voting System Testing 
This laboratory Is accredited in accordance with the recognized Jntemational Standard ISOnEC 17025:2017. 

This accreditation demonstrates technical competence for a defined scope and the operation of a laboratory quarity 
management system (refer to joint JSO-/LAC-IAF Communique dated January 2009). 

2020-10-07 througb2020-12-31 
Forth~ ~nal Volunt 

115. In fact SLI was NIST ISO Certified for less than 90 days. 

116. I can personally attest that high-level officials of the Obama/Biden adnrinistration and large 

private contracting firms met with a software company called GEMS which is ultimately the 

software ALL election machines run now running under the flag of DOMINION. 

117. GEMS was manifested from SOE software purchased by SCYTL developers and US Federally 

Funded persons to develop it. 

I 18. The only way GEMS can be deployed across ALL machines is IF all counties across the nation 

are housed under the same server networks. 

119. GEMS was tasked in 2009 to a contractor in Tampa, Fl. 

120. GEMS was also fine-tuned in Latvia, Belarus, Serbia and Spain to be localized for EU 

deployment as observed during the Swissport election debacle. 

121. John McCain's campaign assisted in FUNDING the development of GEMS web monitoring via 

WEB Services with 3EDC and Dynology. 
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122. 
123. 

lmage#-13941014755 

r;CHEDULE B-P 
,--------~------~,-------. 

FOR LINE NUMBER: I PAGE 735B / 8595 
(check only one) 

ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS 
Use sspll<lte schedule{s) 
for each ca!egary of ttie 
Oe1al!ed Summary Page [x],, n" ·8" 8·" 827• 027b H2aa 28b 28c 29 

J.ny lnfonnatian COJlled trnm such Reports and SltI!ements ma)' nat b_e sold or used by Brr/ j:,ersan for tha·purpose of so!iclting contribullOM 
or for_ ccmmerclaJ purposas. other-th&) using the· name and address _of any po!itical cammlttee,to-soUclt CO(ltributione fmm such c~ee. 

tw.tE OF COMMITTEE O_n Ful) 

JOl:lN MCCAIN 2008, .INC. 

Full Name (lmt. Rrat. Middle lnitial) 

A. 3EDC LLC 

Malling Address 211 NORTH UNION ST STE200 

Ci1y 
ALEXANDRIA 

qlCode 

22314 

_""_-~_•_•_'_°"_-_•_um_""'_'_m ________________ -i L ~:J -=WEB SER_VICE _ 

Garufidale Name· 

Office Sought House 
I-

Sena1e 

State: 
Prealdent 

~trict 
Full Name.(Last, Firat, Middle lnitial) 

Disbursement Foi: ~vuo 

~ ·Prima,y O General 

0 Other (specify) 'f' 

e. AFAREEXTRAOROINAIRE 

Malling Addresa 203~ MARSHAU. 

-·, . 
HOUSTON 

Purpme·ot O.:Sburaemenl 
FACILITY. RENTAUCAlERING 

Gandldlll9 Name_· 

Office Scugtrt: House 
- Senate 

- President 

State: District 

Full Nanie.(Last, Fast, M!da!e lnlllal) 

c. ADMINISTAFF 

MaiLing Address PO BOX 203332 

Ci1y 

HOUSTON 
PUrpose o1 Disbursemenl 
INSURANCE 

camfidale Name 

otr1ce: Sou~: House 
- Se-
- ~idE!rrl 

State: 5ls1ric.t -

Disbu_rsemenl For. ---

~ Primruy O General 

O Other (specify] T 

Smle 
TX 

Zip Code 

n21s 

Dlsbllrsement For. .2008 

C8J Primary O General 
O Other (specify) T 

Category/ 
Typo 

c=J 
category/ 

Type 

c=i 
Category/ 

T)'pe 

Date of Dsbursemen1 

ra-ruJ > c.zi· D > I"'"'"~• 
03 17 L _ 2008 -- ~ 

Transaction lD :SB23.1D515 

Amount of Each D!sbursement thlg Period 

Date cif D.isbUtsement 

Transaction ID: se.µ. 100:(9 

Amount of Each OisbursEmel'lt this'Period 

23697.69 L • - ·~ 
..!...-'--t.--!..--!-..t---1--.l-.~ 

Date cf Disbursement 

Transaction ID : S82l.11:>t°17 

Amount cf Each,Disbun.ement thls:l~arlcd 

Subtotal or Rocelpts Thls·P~go (optlonal11-------------~1 :~ 

~~~~~~~~~~----i 

TOtnl This Period (last page lhls Una ·number _on!y),,------------t►: I 

L ---· ~ 

124. AKAMAI Technologies services SCYTL. 
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125. AKAMAI Technologies Houses ALL foreign government sites. (Please see White Paper by 

Akamai.) 

126. AKAMAI Technologies houses ALL .gov state sites. (refitem 123 Wisconsin.gov Example) 

127. 

'"""' i:......d~t1T,ao:,__.,_ 
-.llffl8>.f"V1m,1rn ,-------------

·=· 

"""'- :f,pv,IJ!Ull'l.1141.17 

·-•1 ..... 1_,... 

H 
B, 

~~ w~rio,,lS1W50~{,IJ!,OCO'"°""'i \ 

ROfw'P!klotSfd"" l 
"""'"""" clmt<J>=•·~-------~H 

l
ti f5~·1Pt4-i,G,1..,1t 
U rm!l~U~ 

' ' ' 

Q I 
i L

--•·. 
. ' 
' ' 

' ' • f I 

•.l'~-"""l'"''"''~'"I) 

:d 
......... _n,: _ __...., 

' ' 

128. Wisconsin has EDGE GATEWAY port which is AKAMAI TECHNOLOGIES based out of 

GERMANY. 

129. Using AKAMAI Technologies is allowing .gov sites to obfuscate and mask their systems by way 

of HURRICANE ELECTRIC (he.net) IGcking it to anonymous (AKAMAI Technologies) offshore 

servers. 

130. 

131. 

132. 

133. 

134. 

135. 

Hosts -~~~_,~!~:~:~~c~j Tracerout~ [ _______________________ _ 
wisctmsir.i:g~v· (1_6~.J 89.1 '. 

3 3:00 207,89.33, B7 

4 4.00 '10.40.50,7 

5 HOO 17222,7.24 

6 15,iJjf 206.126,236.37 1 Ogigabitethernet2-2,core1 ,ash the.net I 

' 7 41,00 184.105.64.133 100ge1-1,core2.chi1.he.net i 
8 27,00 184,104.192.117 ·100ge15-2,core1.chi1,he,net I 

9 32,00° 1~.105.~5.~6 100ge8'1.core1.msn;,he.net I 
10 35.00. 216.66.73.242 airstream-cominunications·llc.1,0gigabitethernet2'20;core1 .msn· I 
11 37,00 64.33.130.57 iiir-cpdg-asr-to-mdsn.airstreamcomm.net 13033.64.in-,addr.arpc 1 

12 37,00 6433.143.186 win-retail0wi-doa-001-2.direct.airstreamcomm;net I 
fil::J~_··. ?F'=========~ I 
!j"D~' I 
15 38.Qf165.189.j50,147 ;' 

AKAMAI Technologies has locations around the world. 

AKAMAI Technologies has locations in China (refitem 22) 

AKAMAI Technologies has locations in Iran as of 2019. 

AKAMAI Technologies merged with UNICOM (CHINESE TELECOMM) in 2018. 

AKAMAI Technologies house all state .gov information in GERMANY via TELIA AB. 
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136. In my professional opinion, this affidavit presents unambiguous evidence: 

137. That there was Foreign interference, complicit behavior by the previous administrations from 

1999 up until today to hinder the voice of the people and US persons knowingly and willingly colluding 

with foreign powers to steer our 2020 elections that can be named in a classified setting . 

138. Foreign interference is present in the 2020 election in various means namely, 

139. Foreign nationals assisted in the creation of GEMS (Dominion Software Foundation) 

140. Akamai Technologies merged with a Chinese company that makes the COTS components of the 

election machines providing access to our electronic voting machines. 

141. Foreign investments and interests in the creation of the GEMS software. 

142. US persons holding an office and private individuals knowingly and willingly oversaw fail safes 

to secure our elections. 

143. The EAC failed to abide by standards set in HA VA ACT 2002. 

144. The IG of the EAC failed to address complaints since their appointment regarding vote integrity 

145. Christy McCormick of the EAC failed to ensure that EAC conducted their duties as set forth by 

HA VA ACT 2002 

146. Both Patricia Layfield (IG ofEAC) and Christy McCormick (Chairwoman ofEAC) were 

appointed by Barack Hussein Obama and have maintained their positions since then. 

147. The EAC failed to have a quorum for over a calendar year leading to the inability to meet the 

standards of the EAC. 

148. AKAMAI Technologies and Hurricane Electric raise serious concerns for NATSEC due to their 

ties with foreign hostile nations. 

149. For all the reasons above a complete failure of duty to provide safe and just elections are 

observed. 

150. For the people of the United States to have confidence in their elections our cybersecurity 

standards should not be in the hands of foreign nations. 

151. Those responsible within the Intelligence Community directly and indirectly by way of 

procurement of services should be held accountable for assisting in the development, implementation and 

promotion of GEMS. 

152. GEMS----- General Hayden. 

153. In my opinion and from the data and events I have observed ------with the 

assistance of SHADOWNET under the guise ofL3-Communications which is MPRI. This is also 

confirmed by us.army.mil making the statement that shadownet has been deployed to 30 states which all 
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happen to be using Dominion Machines. 

FAIRFAX, Va. -The Virginia National Guard'S Bowling Green-based 91st Cyber 

Brigade completed the natiOnwide ro11out of its ShadowNet enterprise 

solUtion July 19, 2019, with theiritegration of the 125th Cyber Protection 

Battalion into the solution's virtual private network. SfladowNet is a custom· 

b~ilt private cloud-based out of the brigade's data center in Fai_rfax, Virginia, 

that uses VPN connectivity to provide.its ali~ned units with 24-hour, seven­

days-a-week remote access to critical cybertraining at both the collective 

and irldividual levels. The brigade Successfully integrated Its three other 

cyber protectfon battaliofls,- th·e 123rd, 124th,ilhd 126th Cybei: Protection 

Battalions - into the i·fflfit;@@DAJ~Mi-,st January. 

"I'm extremely proud to announce that the Soldiers of the 91st Cyber Brigade 

have completed the constru'ction·and rcillout Of ShadowNet, a world~class 

enterprise solution designed to propel opera~ional innov~tion in ihe ,ield of 

cyber training," said Col. Adam C. Volant, commander of the 91st Cyber 

Brigade. "ShadowNet will allow us to leverage the ei<pertise of cytier 

professionals across our four cyber protection 'battalions to build So'ldier­

cenfric programs and collective training environments that deliver 

OCTOBER 26.2020 

U.S. Army STANO-TOI I Army Readl,nes 

Training 

SEPTEMBER 12,2019 

September 2017 Nominative Sergeant! 

Majer Assfqnmeiib 

SEPTEMBER12,2019 

DA ANNOUNCES ROTAfioNAl 

DEPLOYMENTS 

154. Based on my research of voter data- it appears that there are approximately 23,000 residents of 

a Department of Corrections Prison with requests for absentee ballot in Wisconsin. We are currently 

reviewing and verifying the data and will supplement. 
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155. 

23231 ! 
23232' 

'23233i 

23234: 
' 

'23235, 
I I 
:23236! 

;23237: 
I , 

i23238i 

232391 
I 

232401 

!232411 

, 23242i 

,23243 

232441 
! 1 

;23245! 
I I 
:232461 

t23247: 
I 1 

123245; 
I 

123249; 

' 
!232501 
1-- -- ; 

123251: 

123252; 

i2_3253J 

;23254: 
I I 
232551 , I 

·23256' 
I ' 

1~32571 

:232581 

i2-=-2~9j 

123250: 

'23261 

!23;6~7 
1,.______) 

r----.:;,;JC,O'U" 

23231 
----

23232 
------

23233 -
23234 

23235 
-

23236 
---- - - -

23237 
f---- -- -

23238 
~-

23239 
f--

23240 
~---

23241 
---- --

23242 
~- -

2324;1 
-----' 

23244 

23245 

23246 
--- ---

23247 
- - -

23248 
---- ---

23249 

23250 
~ 

23251 
---- -

23252 

23253 

23254 

23255 

23256 
--·- ---

23257 

23258 

23259 

23260 
-- -

23261 
0

2326~ 
C • 

UUUt::llt:L 

Hansen 

Neberman 

Reynolds 

Rieckhoff 

Edwards 

pfeiffer 

Hines 

Beachem 

Blackstone 

Braun 

Smith 

Meyer 

Vincent 

Guajardo, 

Wallace 

Kaplan 
--------

Bahrs 

Shattuck 

Munoz 

Strunk 

Schendel 

Mack 

Spikes 

Busarow 

Oliver 

Wember 

Koster-man 

Szaradowski 

Oliver 

Derango 

Smith 

Brown 

r IVICU Y ____ , I.JGIIC' I \GUG/~~"!~i,JU 
--1 --- --- -- - ---- -

I 
,M (262)994-9050 , Luann 

:.....-- --- - _J ___ - - - - - -- '-
John le (262)994-9050 I 

' 1 ---
Devi J (262)994-9050 

!Sathryn Susan (262)994-9050 
-

Mark Landon (262)994-9050 

Joseph Patrick (262)994-9050 : 

Dianna K (262)994-9050 

Janice F (262)994-9050 ' -
Thomas Wayne (262)994-9050 

Patricia I 
1Ann (262)994-9050 : 

Raymond IL (262)994-9050 
-rR--- -- - -

Steven (262)994-9050 1 

' 
Herbert i 

-L.......---
(262)994-9050 ' 

Juan iP (262)994-9050 : 
' 

Kirk R (262)994-9050 : 

Bernard L (262)994-9050 : 
-- -- --- -- ---

Michelle M (262)994-9050 ' 

Biiabeth L (262)994-9050 

Rosalia s JR (262)994-9050 

Amy C ·(262)994-9050 

Michael p JR (262)994-9050 
-

Kimberly N (262)994-9050 

Debra A (262)994-9050 : 

Suzanne M (262)994-9050 : 

llmmy (262)994-9050 1 

Jimmy Dean (262)994°9050 

Michael Richard (262)994-9050 : 

Paul M (262)994-9050 ' 

Dale • (262)994-9050 ' ' 

Nancy (262)994-9050 I 

-- ~--

-Arthur J (262)994-9050 SMITH24.3059@YAHOQ : 

Michael Edward (262)994-9050 : 
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the forgoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge . 

Executed this November 29th, 2020. 
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

SHEM IA FAGAN 
< 

0 1-

Exhibit C (Tally Systems) 
ELECTIONS DIVISION 

_I SECRETARY OF STATE 

•

oFO 

U> . . . 
BRENDA BAYES 
INTERIM DIRECTOR 

"' :;: CHERYL MYERS 
,8_59 

255 CAl'ITOL STREET NE, Sl/lTE 501 
SAi.EM, OREGON 97310.0722 

~ DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE 
(503) 986-1518 --ii 
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The table below shows the vote tally machine systems in use by each of Oregon's 36 county 

elections offices. Each of the vendors (ES&S, Clear Ballot, and HART) have been certified for use 

by the Secretary of State, Elections Division, in accordance with the law and applicable Oregon 

Administrative Rules. 

County ES&S Clear Ballot HART 

1 BAKER X 

2 BENTON X 

3 CLACKAMAS X 

4 CLATSOP X 

5 COLUMBIA X 

6 coos X 

7 CROOK X 

8 CURRY X 

9 DESCHUTES X 

10 DOUGLAS X 

11 GILLIAM X 

12 GRANT X 

13 HARNEY X 

14 HOOD RIVER X 

15 JACKSON X 

16 JEFFERSON X 

17 JOSEPHINE X 

18 KLAMATH X 

19 LAKE X 

20 LANE X 

21 LINCOLN X 

22 LINN X 
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23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

January 2019 

County 

MALHEUR 

MARION 

MORROW 

MULTNOMAH 

POLK 

SHERMAN 

TILLAMOOK 

UMATILLA 

UNION 

WALLOWA 

WASCO 

WASHINGTON 

WHEELER 

YAMHILL 

ES&S Clear Ballot HART 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
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Exhibit C (Contacts) 

Contact List 

The following list of officials have been sufficiently notified but failed to act. 

Ms. Stefanie Kirby - Baker County Clerk, Mr. Bruce Nichols - Baker County Commissioner, Mr . 

Bill Harvey - Baker County Commissioner, Mr. Mark E. Bennett - Baker County Commissioner, 

Mr. James Morales - Benton County Clerk, Ms. Nancy Wyse - Benton County Commissioner, 

Mr. Pat Malone - Benton County Commissioner, Xanthippe Augerot - Benton County 

Commissioner, Ms. Sherry Hall - Clackamas County Clerk, Ms. Tootie Smith - Clackamas 

County Commissioner, Ms. Sonya Fischer - Clackamas County Commissioner, Mr. Paul Savas -

Clackamas County Commissioner, Ms. Martha Schrader - Clackamas County Commissioner, 

Mr. Mark Shull - Clackamas County Commissioner, Ms. Tracie Krevanko - Clatsop County 

Clerk, Mr. Mark Kujala - Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. Lianne Thompson - Clatsop 

County Commissioner, Mr. John Toyooka - Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. Pamela Wev -

Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. Courtney Bangs - Clatsop County Commissioner, Ms. 

Debbie Klug - Columbia County Clerk, Mr. Casey Garrett - Columbia County Commissioner, 

Mr. Henry Heimuller - Columbia County Commissioner, Ms. Margaret Magruder - Columbia 

County Commissioner, Ms. Dede Murphy - Coos County Clerk, Mr. Bob Main - Coos County 

Commissioner, Mr. John Sweet - Coos County Commissioner, Ms. Melissa Cribbins - Coos 

County Commissioner, Ms. Cheryl Seely - Crook County Clerk, Mr. Brian Barney - Crook 

County Commissioner, Mr. Jerry Brummer - Crook County Commissioner, Mr. Seth Crawford -

Crook County Judge, Ms. Renee Kolen - Curry County Clerk, Mr. Court Boice - Curry County 

Commissioner, Mr. Christopher Paasch - Curry County Commissioner, Mr. John Herzog - Curry 

County Commissioner, Mr. Steve Dennison - Deschutes County Clerk, Ms. Patty Adair -

Deschutes County Commissioner, Mr. Phil Chang - Deschutes County Commissioner, Mr. Tony 
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DeBone - Deschutes County Commissioner, Mr. Tim Scott - Director of Elections, Mr. Dan 

Loomis - Douglas County Clerk, Mr. Tom Kress - Douglas County Commissioner, Mr. Chris 

Boice - Douglas County Commissioner, Mr. Tim Freeman - Douglas County Commissioner, Ms . 

Ellen Wagenaar - Gilliam County Clerk, Mr. Pat Shannon - Gilliam County Commissioner, Ms. 

Sherrie Wilkins - Gilliam County Commissioner, Ms. Elizabeth Farrar Campbell - Gilliam 

County Judge, Ms. Brenda J. Perry - Grant County Clerk, Mr. Jim Hamsher - Grant County 

Commissioner, Mr. Sam Palmer - Grant County Commissioner, Mr. Scott Myers - Grant County 

Judge, Mr. Dag Robinson - Hamey County Clerk, Ms. Kristen Shelman - Hamey County 

Commissioner, Ms. Patty Dorroh - Hamey County Commissioner, Mr. Pete Runnels - Hamey 

County Judge, Mr. Brian Beebe - Hood River County Clerk, Mr. Mike Oates - Hood River 

County Commissioner, Ms. Karen Joplin - Hood River County Commissioner, Mr. Arthur Babitz 

- Hood River County Commissioner, Mr. Bob Benton - Hood River County Commissioner, Les 

Perkins - Hood River County Commissioner, Ms. Christine Walker - Jackson County Clerk, Mr. 

Rick Dyer - Jackson County Commissioner, Mr. Dave Dotterrer - Jackson County 

Commissioner, Ms. Colleen Roberts - Jackson County Commissioner, Ms. Kate Zemke -

Jefferson County Clerk, Ms. Mae Huston - Jefferson County Commissioner, Mr. Wayne Fording 

- Jefferson County Commissioner, Mr. Kelly Simmerlink - Jefferson County Commissioner, Ms. 

Rhiannon Henke ls - Josephine County Clerk, Mr. Dan De Young - Josephine County 

Commissioner, Mr. Herman Baertschiger Jr. - Josephine County Commissioner, Mr. Darin 

Fowler - Josephine County Commissioner, Ms. Rochelle Long - Klamath County Clerk, Ms. 

Kelly Minty - Klamath County Commissioner, Mr. Derrick DeGroot - Klamath County 

Commissioner, Mr. David Henslee - Klamath County Commissioner, Ms. Stacie Geaney - Lake 

County Clerk, Mr. Barry Shullanberger - Lake County Commissioner, Mr. James Williams -
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Lake County Commissioner, Mr. Mark Albertson - Lake County Commissioner, Ms. Dena 

Dawson - Lane County Clerk, Mr. Joe Berney - Lane County Commissioner, Mr. Jay Bozievich 

- Lane County Commissioner, Ms. Heather Buch - Lane County Commissioner, Mr. Pat Farr -

Lane County Commissioner, Ms. Laurie Trieger - Lane County Commissioner, Ms. Dana 

Jenkins - Lincoln County Clerk, Ms. Claire Hall - Lincoln County Commissioner, Mr. Doug 

Hunt - Lincoln County Commissioner, Ms. Kaety Jacobson - Lincoln County Commissioner, Mr. 

Steve Druckenmiller - Linn County Clerk, Mr. Roger Nyquist - Linn County Commissioner, Ms . 

Sherrie Sprenger - Linn County Commissioner, Mr. Will Tucker - Linn County Commissioner, 

Ms. Gayle Trotter - Malheur County Clerk, Mr. Ron Jacobs - Malheur County Commissioner, 

Mr. Don Hodge - Malheur County Commissioner, Mr. Don Joyce - Malheur County Judge, Mr. 

Bill Burgess - Marion County Clerk, Mr. Kevin Cameron - Marion County Commissioner, Ms. 

Danielle Bethell - Marion County Commissioner, Mr. Calm Willis - Marion County 

Commissioner, Ms. Bobbi Childers - Morrow County Clerk, Mr. Don Russell - Morrow County 

Commissioner, Mr. Jim Doherty - Morrow County Commissioner, Ms. Melissa Lindsay -

Morrow County Commissioner, Ms. Deborah Kafoury - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. 

Susheela Jayapal - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. Sharon Meieran - Multnomah County 

Commissioner, Ms. Lori Stegmann - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. Jessica Vega 

Pederson - Multnomah County Commissioner, Ms. Valerie Unger - Polk County Clerk, Mr. 

Craig Pope - Polk County Commissioner, Mr. Lyle Mordhorst - Polk County Commissioner, Mr. 

Jeremy Gordon - Polk County Commissioner, Ms. Kristi Weis - Sherman County Clerk, Ms. 

Joan Bird - Sherman County Commissioner, Mr. Justin Miller - Sherman County Commissioner, 

Mr. Joe Dabulskis - Sherman County Judge, Ms. Tassi O'Neil - Tillamook County Clerk, Ms. 

Mary Faith Bell - Tillamook County Commissioner, Ms. Erin Skaar - Tillamook County 
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Commissioner, Mr. David Yamamoto -Tillamook County Commissioner, Mr. Dan Lanai -

Umatilla County Clerk, Mr. George Murdock - Umatilla County Commissioner, Mr. John Shafer 

- Umatilla County Commissioner, Mr. Dan Dorran - Umatilla County Commissioner, Ms. Robin 

Church - Union County Clerk, Mr. Paul Anderes - Union County Commissioner, Ms. Donna 

Beverage - Union County Commissioner, Mr. Matt Scarfo - Union County Commissioner, Ms. 

Sandy Lathrop - Wallowa County Clerk, Mr. Todd Nash - Wallowa County Commissioner, Ms. 

Susan Roberts - Wallowa County Commissioner, Mr. John Hillock - Wallowa County 

Commissioner, Ms. Lisa Gambee - Wasco County Clerk, Ms. Kathy Schwartz - Wasco County 

Commissioner, Mr. Steve Kramer - Wasco County Commissioner, Mr. Scott Hege - Wasco 

County Commissioner, Mr. Dan Forester - Washington Co. Elections Manager, Ms. Kathryn 

Harrington - Washington County Commissioner, Ms. Nafisa Fai - Washington County 

Commissioner, Mr. Roy Rogers - Washington County Commissioner, Ms. Pam Treece -

Washington County Commissioner, Mr. Jerry Willey - Washington County Commissioner, Ms. 

Brenda Snow - Wheeler County Clerk, Mr. Clinton Dyer - Wheeler County Commissioner, Mr. 

Rick Shaffer - Wheeler County Commissioner, Mr. N. Linn Morley - Wheeler County Judge, 

Ms. Keri Hinton - Yamhill County Clerk, Ms. Lindsay Berschauer - Yamhill County 

Commissioner, Ms. Mary Starrett - Yamhill County Commissioner, Mr. Casey Kulla - Yamhill 

County Commissioner, Ms. Shemia Fagan - Oregon Secretary of State, and Mr. Eric Blaine -

Crook County Counsel. 
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Exhibit C (County Letters) 

September 13, 2022 

Enclosed you will find information for clear ballot in visual context for your records, please retain. 

• Clear ballot makes up 15 of our 36 counties 
• ES & S makes up 18 of the 36 counties 
• Hart only 3 counties out of the 36 

The machines and software used in each county affects their surrounding counties and vice versa. 

We are addressing the most intimate part of our county's election practices. 

The results of our research have been so overwhelmingly glaring, that 3 ordinary Oregon Women have filed 
a federal lawsuit against our SOS pro se, to protect our rights for fair, equal, and transparent elections, in which 
we have been underserved. 

One should ask themselves, what would cause this action? I assure you it's certainly not media misinformation 
as most County Official's like to cite, but our own unwavering extensive research. 

We have been met with many roadblocks for public records, unprofessional replies and letters from our elected 
officials and a severe cognitive dissonance in the information surrounding the issue at hand when they're 
presented. 

This is not about a candidate, and I 00% about participating in unlawful election practices that do not protect 
voters. ORS 246.046 Secretary of State and county clerks to seek out evidence of violations. 

Have you sought out the concerns that have been presented? The public that employs you certainly has. 

We have made this visual as simple as possible to support you in your expected efforts and fiduciary 
diligence. All Oregonians have vested personal interest in each office of trust surrounding our official's. 

Further expect you to thoroughly investigate the election processes under federal standards and the Help 
America Vote Act (HA VA) of2002 with your County Law Counsel on each of these demonstrated details 
that your county has overlooked or unknowingly participated in. 

The information presented is gathered from Oregon law, HAVA Act and the EAC, which sets the standard for 
using election machines and software in our State of Oregon and across our Country. 

Please research, learn, and know the rules that affect our entire state and your job. 

With the upmost diligence, we are striving for lawful and fair elections for all. 

This includes YOU, you're a voter too! 

Jennifer Gunter 
Wasco County 

Christina Milcarek 
Marion County 

Chelsea Weber 
Clackamas County 
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The Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of2002 was passed by the United States Congress to make 
sweeping reforms to the nation's voting process. HA VA addresses improvements to voting systems and 
voter access that were identified following the 2000 election. Read the Help America Vote Act of 2002 

https://www.congress.gov/107 /plaws/publ252/PLA W-107publ252.pdf 

HA VA creates new mandatory minimum standards for states to follow in several key areas of election 
administration. The law provides funding to help states meet these new standards, replace voting systems 
and improve election administration. HA VA also established the Election Assistance Commission (EAC) 
to assist the states regarding HA VA compliance and to distribute HAVA funds to the states. EAC is also 
charged with creating voting system guidelines and operating the federal government's first voting system 
certification program. 

Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual, Version 2.0 

3.6.1. Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditation shall be issued to each 
laboratory accredited by vote of the Commissioners. The certificate shall be 
signed by the Chair of the Commission and state: 

3.6.1.1. The name of the VSIL; 

3.6.1.2. The scope of accreditation, by stating the Federal standard or standards 
to which the VSTL is competent to test; 

¢3.6.1.3. The effective date of the certification, which shall not exceed a period of 
two (2) years; and 

3.6.1.4. The technical standards to which the laboratory was accredited. 

3.6.2. Post Information on Web Site. The Program Director shall make information 
pertaining to each accredited laboratory available to the public on EAC's Web 
site. This information shall include (but is not limited to): 

3.6.2.1. NISf's Recommendation Letter; 

3.6.2.2. The VSTL's Letter of Agreement; 

3.6.2.3. The VSTL's Certification of Conditions and Practices; 

3.6.2.4. The Commissioner's Decision on Accreditation; and 

3.6.2.5. The Certificate of Accreditation. 

https ://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/ 1 /28NSTLManual %207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 

Page 1 of 11 - Last Updated 9/19/22 
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3 .6.1 "shall" be signed by the Chair of the Commission. 
3.6.1.3 "shall" not exceed a Period of two years (this means it is not a blanketed or indefinite 
certification length of time). 

"shall" is an imperative command, indicating that certain actions are mandatory, and not permissive. This 
contrasts with the word "may," which is generally used to indicate a permissive provision, ordinarily 
implying some degree of discretion. 

~•=======================================~ T ~ 

United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V & V, Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

is recogni=ed by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission/or tl,e testing of\ 1oting systems to the 
2005 JV/untary lilting Systems Guidelines 11nder the criteria setfor1/z in the EAC l'Oting System 

Testing and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation Program. Pro V&V is also 
recogni=ed as /raving successfully completed assessmellls by the National 1'01,mtary Laboratory 
Accreditation Program/or conformance to the req11irements of /SOI/EC 17025 and the criteria 

setforth in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-21. 

Effttli•~ Through 

¢ Fcbruary24.2017 

Date: 2124flS :¢ 
¢ Acting Enaititt Dilldor, U.S. Elution Auillancr CommiDlon 

EAC Lab Code: 1501 

The last available EAC accreditation prior to 2021 for VSTL Pro V&V was signed on 2/24/2015 and was 
only effective through February 24, 2017. It was also signed by the Acting Executive Director and not by 
the EAC Chair as required per VSTL Program Manual ver. 2.0 effective May 31, 2015, Sec 3.6.1 

https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv) 
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United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V & V, Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

is recogni=ed by 1/,e U.S. Electio11 Assistance Commission/or the testing of voting systems to the 
2005 and 2015 f'Oluntary Voting Systems Gr,idelilles (J'l'SG 1.0 & 1.1) 11nder the criteria set 

forth in the EAC Voting System Testing and Certification Program and laboratory Accreditatio11 
Program. Pro V& Vis also recog11i::ed as having successfully completed assessments by the Na­
tional J'OIWJtary laboratory Accreditation Program/or confonnance to the requirements of /SOI 

/EC 17025 and tlze criteria setforth i11 NIST l/a11dbooks /50and /50-22. 

Accreditation not to exceed 2 years per the 

rules " 

OrigmaJ,<«nm14Ji,,.Jnu,dan,2/11aOIS Q/ WI.....,~ D~~ :?/1121 ¢ 
A.«ndilJition rm,oins efltttfrt' unlil uraird --"'._.Uona llanington 

'1 
'1y11 mlt' oftb1 EA.C /"'lfSUan/ to Sl U.S..C § .....,,,., &cutirr Dir«tor. l1S. Ehction Anhtanre Comminion 

1091l{c)(1J. EAC Lab Code: 1501 

Not signed by the EAC Chair per the rules 

(2)Approval by Commission required for revocation 
The accreditation of a laboratory For purposes of this section may not be revoked unless the 
revocation is approved by a vote of the Commission. 

You cannot "revoke an accreditation that expired or lapsed. 
This action defies the common sense of rule. How can you revoke an accreditation not in existence? 
That would be the same idea as the DMV revoking an "expired license". 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%2 
0Certificate.pdf 

52 U.S. Code§ 20971 - Certification and testing of voting systems I U.S. Code I US Law I LIi / Legal 
Information Institute (comell.edu) 
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ProV&V 

ProV&.V,Vo!S accredited by the EAC oo February 24. 2015. Federal law provides that EAC 

accceditation or a votlng syStem test l.11borat0ryc.,nnot be revoked unJe-ss the EACCommiulor.ers 

vote to revoke u,e ocaedlt;,Uon:itie Mcredlt.1tlon or., IM>Oratoryf« purposes of this SC'<tlon ~ 
not be revoked unleu the revoc.itlon is apptO\'l!d by.'1 vote of the CommlssiOn."' 52 U.S. Code§ 

20971[c)l2). The EAC has nevtr voted 10 revo~ the accreditation of Pro V&V. Pro V&Vhas 

under one contlnuln accrPdltAtlon.lSsessm~ntsand had new accredlt.lUon certlftc.ate Issued on 

Fcbnwy1,2021. 

6705 Od\,-sscv Dr NW Suite C. 
Huntsville.AJ,)bilffl.!I 35-806 

Status: Accredlted 
Program Manager:Presldent 

Phone-: 256·713·1111 
Lab Contact: Jack Cobb 

Related Documents 

Revocation and /,1pse/eJ<piration In· 
accreditation are not the same 
thing . . There is no. documenallon 
that Pro V& V was accredi~ed 
-between 2017 & 2.021 

2015 Certificate &pireiiiri 
2017 per the l)ocument and • 
Program-Rules. No.further 
Accreditation Certificate 

• 7/22/21 • VSTL Ccrtitlc,>ln and Accrntltatlon[8 

• 3/10/21· Pro V&V Lener of Agrttment{B 

• 3/10/21- Pro V&V Certlflc.aUon of Conditions and PtactJus~ 

• 2/1/2021- Pro V&VCertlflc-,te of AccredlUUonfj.') was issued until 2021 
leaving a gap in 
accreditation between 2017 
,&2021 

-. 0112112021.:ProV&VAccredltatlonRenewatMemoftl 

• OV24/201S-Certtt'tuteor Acuedlto1tlon I 

• 08/0V2O15 •ProV&V Lener of igrc-cment~ 

• 08/02/2012 • NISTRc-commcnd;'ltlon Letto:r• ProV&V!t) 

• 08/02/2012 • Pro V&V Cutiflcatlon or Conditions and ~cUces[t=J 

According to the rules, the EAC is also required to "Post Infonnation on the Website" per section 3.6.2. 
None of these documents are listed for this time frame nor can any supporting documents of accreditation 
be obtained through Public Record Request or FOIA's. 

However, the Secretary of State noted on their Certificate of Approval in February of2020 that Pro V&V 
is an EAC Accredited tester, even though their accreditation purportedly expired February 2017, yet still 
claiming all is good for the 2022 elections. 

Do we feel blind trust is the answer when our voice through voting is at stake? 

https://www.eac.gov/voting-eguipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv 
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The EAC website also lists this memo between the accreditation certificates which is dated AFTER the 
election and they stated that COVID caused a delay in the renewal process. 

FROM: 

U.S. ELEcnoN ASs1STAI'o:CB cmnnssros 
6J1 Jal St. mv, SDltt: 2IJO 
Wubl,,go,t,. DC f/l/001 

Jerome Lovato, Voting System Testing and Certification Director 

SUBJECT: Pro V&V EAC V5Tl Accreditation 

1/27/2021 ¢ 
,EAC Letter Dated AFTER the 2020 
Elections· even i:tiougti Pro V&V 
Accreditation Expired in 2017 

DATE: 

• Pro V&V has completed aU requirements to remain in good standing with the EAC's Testing and 
Certification program per section 3.8 of the Voting System Test Laboratory Manual, version 2.0: 

Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of occreditoffon is valid for a period 
not to exceed two years. A VHCs accreditation expires on the date annotated an the 
Cef"!ificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in goad standing shall renew their accreditation by 
submitting an application package to the Program Director, consistent with the 
procedures of Sedion 3.4 of this Chapi:er, no earlier than 60 days be/are the 
aCcreditation expirµtion date and no later than 30 days before that date. LDborataries 
that tiinely pie the rentiwal application package shall ietain their ~ccreditdtion while the 
review anq processing.pf their application is pending. VSTLs in qood standing shall also 
retain their accreditation should drcumstances leave the EAC without a quorum to 
conduct the-vote required under sect,on 3.5.5. 

~ Due to the outstanding circumstances-posed by tOVID•l9 1 the renewal process for EAC· 
.~ laboratories has been delayed for an extended peri~d. While this process continues, Pro V&V 

• 1 retains its EAC VSTL accreditat:on. 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro VandV Accreditation Renewal 
delay memo012721.pdf 

The accreditation expired in 2017 and the WHO did NOT declare a Pandemic until March of 2020. There 
was not a Pandemic in 2017, 2018, or 2019. 

~\ National Library of Medicine 
lilillr/ National Center for Biotechnology /nfomlfJtion 

Pub~ed.gov 
Advanced 

> Acta Biomed. 2020 Mar 19;91(1):157-160. doi: 10.23750/abm.v91i1.9397. 

WHO Declares COVID-19 a Pandemic 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32191675/ 
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be used in the November 2020 Election - NO Accreditation can be found from the SOS or the EAC 

,.' proving they were authorized to test this version. The SOS office mentions they submitted a federal test 
:;: lab report but this report is NOT listed on the SOS Website. 
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OFFICE OFlliE SECRETARY OF STATE 

BEVCLARNO 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL 

Election Systems & Software 
EVS 6.1.1.0 Voting System 

ElEcTTONS □MSION 

STEPHEN N. TROUT 
D!RECJOR 

255 0.RTQ..STREEr NE, filITTE501 
SALBS,.CR£0CN97310.0m 

(50J) 988-1518 

Election Systems and Software has made upgrades to their EVS Voting System. 
Specifically they have submitted EVS version 6.1.1.0 consisting solely of ElectionWare 
6.0.1.0, along with their federal test lab report. The test reports document that the 
systems meet all of the Oregon requirements and are conforinant with the federal 
Voluntary Voting System Guidelines (WSG), Version 1.0 (2005). Election Systems 
and Software has requested approval of this change for use in Oregon elections. 

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washington, Marion, Linn, Yamhill, 
Clackamas and Multnomah counties. After reviewing the certification application and 
test lab reports we have determined that the upgraded system complies with the 
statutory requirements of Oregon Revised Statutes 246.550 and 246.560, specifically 
ORS 246.550(4) and Oregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350. 

Accordingly, the ES&S EVS 6.1.1.0 Voling System is certified for sale, lease or use in 
all elections in Oregon. The system must be used in compliance with the provisions of 
applicable Oregon statutes and all Secretary of State, Election Division rules and 
directives. 

Dated this 7th day of August 2020. 

%1(1-
Stephen N. Trout 
Director or Elecli? ns 

https :/ /sos .oregon. gov /elections/Documents/vote-systems/ESS-EVS-6-1-1-0-Certification. pdf 
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According to OAR 165-007-0350, All voting systems used in Oregon must be certified by the EAC or by 
a federally accredited voting system test laboratory (VSTL) 

https ://oregon.public.law/rules/ oar 165-007-03 5 0 

Oregon Secretary of State, Elections Division 

Rule 165-007-0350 
Oregon Voting System Certification 

(1) All voting systems submitted for certification pursuant to ORS 246.550 (Examination 

and approval of equipment by Secretary of State) must be certified by the Eledions 

Assistance Commission (EAC) or be examined by a federally accredited voting 

systems testing laboratory (VSTL). 

According to the EAC Website, Pro V&Vevaluated Version 6.1.1.0 in June of2020 and was issued a 
Certificate of Conformance from the EAC in July of 2020. Given VSTL Pro V&V did not have an active 
accreditation per the rules, they were not legally authorized to test and the approve the equipment for 
Oregon elections. 

6705 Odyssey Drive 
SuiteC 

Huntsville, AL 35806 
Phone (2S6)713-1111 

Fax (2S6)713-1112 

Test Report for EAC WSG 1.0 Certification Testing 
Election Systems & Software (ES&S) 
Voting System (EVS) 6.1.1.0 

EAC Project Number. ESSEVS6110 

Version: 01 

Date: 06/23/2020 

https:/ /www.eac.gov/sites/ default/files/voting system/files/ES S %20 EVS6 l l 0%20Test%20Repo 
rt-01.pdf 
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United States Election Assistance Commission ~ 
VYSG 2eos YU. I 

Certificate of Conformance I #~te L ~ CERTIFIED 
ES&S EVS 6.1.1.0 ~ 

The voting system identified on this certificate has been evaluated at an accredited vo"'""" svstcm tcstin° la-
boratory for conformance to the Voluntary Voti'ng System Gw"dcb"ncs Vcrs.,on 1.0 (YVSG 1.0) . Components 
evaluated for this certification are detailed in the attached Scope of Certification document. This certificate 
applies only to the specific version and release of the product in its evaluated configuration. The evaluation 
has been verified by the EAC in accordance with the provisions of the EAC Voting System Testing and Cer-
tification Program Manual and the conclusions of the testing laboratory in the test report arc consistent with 
the evidence adduced. This certificate is not an endorsement of the product by any agency of the U.S. Gov~ 
emment and no warranty of the product is either expressed or implied. 

Product Name: EVS 

Model or Version: 6.1.L0 

I Name ofVSTL: ProV&V I 7'/'h,:a, _#~n, 
EAC Certification Number: ESSEVS6110 Ex«utfrl! Di'n:ctM 

Date Issued: JuJy 1:1, 2020 <:=i Scope of Certification Anachrd 

https:/ /www.eac.gov/ sites/ default/files/voting system/files/ES %26S %20EVS6 l l 0%20Certificat 
e%20and%20Scope%20of%20Conformance%2007-27-2020.pdf.pdf 

Circling back to the EAC Rules, the accreditation is valid for a period NOT TO EXCEED two years and 
they were required to file a renewal application package between 30-60 days prior to February 24, 2017. 
Given the lack of documentation on the EAC website and documentation requested from the EAC and 
SOS, we cannot find that Pro V&V was accredited to test EVS 6.1.1.0 and ultimately approved by the 
SOS for use in the 2020 Elections. 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/1/28NSTLManual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 
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https://www.eac.gov/sites/defaull/fi!es/eac_assets/1/28/VSTLManuaJ%207%208%2015%20FlNALpdf 

a. - + r..) E3 I ID Page view l A' Read aloud I rn Add text 

3..8. Expirati11n and Renewal 11£ Accreditati11n A grant of accreditation is valid for a period 
nol to exceed hvo vears. A vsn.•s accreditation l!Xpirei on the date ann11tated on the 
Certificate of Accredltatian. VSTI...s in good standing shall lt'flffl' theiraroeditation by 
submitting an applicatian package l11 the Program Director, ronsi.stent with lhe 
procedure. oISection 3.-1 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60 days before the accreditation 

rxrlcalioo dale and no later than 30 daY'iktvre that date J abrralnrie, that tirnrlv file the 
renewal application package shall retain their accreditation while the review and 
processin5 of lhcir application Is pendin5: VSTI.s in good st.mding5hall also retain !heir 
accreditation should cirrumstancrsleave the EAC without a quorum to conduct the vote 
required under Section 3.5.5. 

By utilizing voting machines tested by a VSTL with improper EAC accreditation at the time of 
certification and with the potential for the Trapdoor mechanism as described in Terpesehore Maras 
Affidavit that was filed in Case #2:20-cv-01771-PP in the 2nd Judicial District of the Denver District 
Court in Denver, Colorado, Oregonians voices are silenced. 

https ://storage.court! istener .com/recap/gov .uscourts. wied. 92 71 7 / gov .uscourts. wied.92717. 9 .13 .pdf 

Oregon has deprived its voters of secure, fair and equal voting. This Oversight denies all voters of their 
constitutional right to vote fairly with equal representation. Oregonians have vested personal interest in 
the offices of their elected officials. How elected public servants perform their fiduciary duties is 
imperative, so Oregonians are not underserved or marginalized. 

PRO V & V Accreditation was good through 2017, again a 5-year glaring gap. 

Another glaring issue has been found by two other gentlemen in Georgia with the same findings but even 
more alarming information that the EAC may have falsified Pro V & V documents. Therefore, please 
review Attachment 1. 

Additionally, ES&S authorizes the use of Commercial Off The Shelf Software (COTS) and equipment 
which is an attractive point of attack for bad or foreign actors and can be hacked with a device no larger 
than a piece ofrice. 

·--1- ·- ,_ - ....... - - ......., ... 

Per CISA: 

BusmcssweeklFealure 

The Big Hack: How 
China Used a Tiny Chip 
to Infiltrate U.S. 
Companies 
Tho nt111ck by Chtno,so &pies reached lllmost 30 U.S. 
companies. lnc!udlr>g Amazon ood Applo, by 
compromising Amerlclli ll!Chociogy supply d>llin. 
accordiog to &leflslve Interviews with goYemmenl and 

"'"""'"~ 

CYBERSECURITY i 
& INFRASTRUCTURE 
SECURITY AGENCY •O 

Alerts and Tips Resources 

Build Security In > Legacy Systems > Security Considerations in Managing COTS Software 

COTS Software Presents an Attractive Point of Attack 
• It Is Difficult to Verify the Security of COTS Products 
• https://www.cisa.gov/uscert/bsi/articles/best-practices/legacy-systems/security-considerations-in­

managing-cots-software 
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Also, to quote our own Oregon AG's office based on OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO INTERVENE in Case No. 22CV07782, page 2: 

21 physical access 10 the system is sufficient (at 5-6). [filtii@)JUstjthat·jfnst,exampletujc)Nahi:>naII 

22 ~cadei;tl Qf1S~authoiita.fiveFeporf1orilel~tJQJl!secur1fu§9WlNJWi'ejCC@mifr:JSilffie!!fil. 

23 wam1tth.at[9:..bm§°S.M.tiJ¼YSj1inne@sary,firrta~v.ste:1rtj,iilal]ts\1tot''.c-on1iecte(ttojtlle:lnternttJ$oo' 

24 • J;lilfibl\atrKCaO~ies.,.-OflSCi'ences]_JJtrgrncen'ri1t,~1fdJM¥B@i}~SetffirhTSJTtaJf[ote::P.ro(eplff@ 

2S ~ uer c:a,r. • e1110cracy4(20.18J~at{JQ~hUP,5:lln_ap.naj1o_~al_R"~d~mteslorglr.:;aQll5l~Q@l~!f90 

26 

Page 2 - OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF TIIE MOTION TO 
INTERVENE • 
BM2/n-J/-IIS401!899 

O..,.:,rtm,:n1of.Ju.titt 
100 SW Mvl.d Sti-m 
l\ntLmL OR 97101 

(971) 67J•l!IM) I f=: 4971) 61)-5000 

'1 f,Even~•frcn1s.Y;;lel1\s,!n c.,11ot'aTrccity4"c01iiiciitC<lifo;iic@Biits]Uteylnre\V\.diitrolile,to1rtff11cRl 

~, Jhroug_b!phys1cal'for4'\jrelesslncgcss,(}~ 

Oregon Laws: 
ORS 246.046 

• 
• 

"The Secretary of State and each county clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of 
violation of any election law. [Formerly 260.325]" 
https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.046 

ORS 246.530 
• "A governing body may adopt, purchase or otherwise procure, and provide for the use of, 

any voting machine or vote tally system approved by the Secretary of State in all or a 
portion of the precincts." 

• https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.530 
• This Law does not say "SHALL", it says "May" leaving the decision up to the 

Governing Body. 
There is no law stating machines must be used, none. 

• This was a County Clerks choice whether machines will or will not be used. 

A workable Solution: 
• The County Clerk is required to diligently seek out election violations -

• Non accreditation is a violation of the EAC Program and violates Federal Standards as set 
forth in the HA VA Act of 2002 

• Put the Scanners, printers, and Tally Machines in a corner and immediately implement a Bi­
Partisan Counting Board for the November 2022 Election 

• This is the ONLY way to preserve the integrity of Oregon elections 

Page 1 O of 11 - Last Updated 9/19/22 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 93 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 93 of 139

ii 
. 5 
Cl 
·;: 
0 
~ 

0 
>, 
C. 
0 

(J 

u 
~ 
~ 

0 
(J 

'C ., 
-= ·;: 

~, 

• ORS 254.485 - Section 1 
• 
• 

• 

Section 1 - "Ballots may be tallied by a vote tally system or by a counting board." 
Section 3 - "A counting board shall audibly announce the tally as it proceeds. The board 
shall use only pen and ink to tally." 
example section 3- this means when it's time to tally/count votes a person announces the 
vote cast, while another tally's and repeats back what was stated to ensure proper 
counting, each station has checks and balances as the tally proceeds . 

if your county moves forward with using unaccredited machines this is a CLEAR violation of your oaths 
of office. We are depending on you and your fiduciary duties to ensure our elections don't underserve or 
under privilege Oregonians. 

PLEASE, get with your County law counsel ASAP and review this 
information to inquire what the next step is for your county to ensure 
lawful procedure of reporting any evidence of any election law 
violation! 

THIS IS EVIDENCE. We do not consent to unlawful machine use. 
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Exhibit C (Clear Ballot) 

The Help America Vote Act (RAVA) of2002 was passed by the United States Congress to make 
sweeping reforms to the nation's voting process. HA VA addresses improvements to voting 
systems and voter access that were identified following the 2000 election. Read the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002 

https://www.congress.gov/l 07 /plaws/publ252/PLA W-107publ252.pdf 

HAVA creates new mandatory minimum standards for states to follow in several key areas of election 
administration. The law provides funding to help states meet these new standards, replace voting systems 
and improve election administration. HA VA also established the Election Assistance Commission (EAC) 
to assist the states regarding HA VA compliance and to distribute HAVA funds to the states. EAC is also 
charged with creating voting system guidelines and operating the federal government's first voting system 
certification program . 

Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual, Version 2.0 

3.6.1. Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditation shall be issued to each 
laboratory accredited by vote of the Commissioners. The certificate shall be 
signed by the Chair of the Commission and state: 

3.6.1.1. The name of the VSTL; 

3.6.1.2. 

Q-3.6.1.3. 

The scope of accreditation, by stating the Federal standard or standards 
to which the VSTL is competent to test; 

The effective date of the certification, which shall not exceed a period of 
two (2) years; and 

3.6.1.4. The technical standards to which the laboratory was accredited. 

3.6.2. Post Information on Web Site. The Program Director shall make information 
pertaining to each accredited laboratory available to the public on EAC's Web 
site. This information shall include (but is not limited to): 

3.6.2.1. NIST's Recommendation Letter; 

3.6.2.2. The VSTL's letter of Agreement; 

3.6.2.3. l11e VSTL' s Certification of Conditions and Practices; 

3.6.2.4. The Commissioner's Decision on Accreditation; and 

3.6.2.5. The Certificate o( Accreditation. 

https:/ /www .eac.gov/sites/ default/ti les/eac assets/ I /28NSTLManual %207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 
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0 o "shall" is an imperative command, indicating that certain actions are mandatory, and not permissive. This 
ii: contrasts with the word "may," which is generally used to indicate a permissive provision, ordinarily 
c'.l implying some degree of discretion. 
u 
~ 
~ 

0 u .,, ., 
a:: ·;: 

~, 

y 

United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V&V, Inc. 
Hnntsville, Alabama 

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for tl,e testing of voting systems to tlze 
2005 J'oluntary l'bting Systems G11ide/i11es under the criteria set forth in the EAC lVting System 

Testing a11d Certification Program and laboratory Accreditation Program.. Pro 1'& Vis also 
recogni=ed as having successfully completed assessments by the National J'blunta,y Laboratory 
Accreditation Program/or conformance to the requirements of ISOflEC 17015 and the criteria 

setforth in NIST Handbooks /50and 150-11. 

Ejf~ctfrr Thr01lgh 

¢ February24,2017 

D:ite-: 2f24f1S ~ 
¢ Acting Exttutirr Dlrrc:tor. U.S. El~di.an Anistaacr CDmminion 

EAC Lab Code: 1501 

The last available EAC accreditation prior to 2021 for VSTL Pro V&V was signed on 2/24/2015 and was 
only effective through February 24, 2017. It was also signed by the Acting Executive Director and not by 
the EAC Chair as required per VSTL Program Manual ver. 2.0 effective May 31, 2015, Sec 3.6.1 

https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/vo!ing-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv) 
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United States Election .Assist:1ncc Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V & V, Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

is recogni=ed by 1/ze U.S. ElecJion .Assistance Commission/or the testing 0/1-otitJg systems to the 
2005 and 2015 l0/u11tary Voting Systems Guidelines (Vl'SG 1.0 & I.I) under the criteria set 

forth in tlze EAC J'oti11g System Testi11g and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditalion 
Program. Pro I'& Vis also recog,ii=ed as /raving successfi1/ly completed assessmems by the Na­
tional Jb/11nta1y laboratory Accreditation Program/or co11fonna11ce to the requirements of ISO/ 

/EC 17025 and the criteria set forth in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22. 

Accreditation not to exceed 2 years per the 

ruws " 

Origmal,ka,d;,aii,,n/nu,don,1/2J/10IS Q / Wl,.... ~ D,,c, 2/11'.!I ¢ 
A.ttmlilation rnnaim t'fft'~ until rnoUd ~.Ilona Harrington 
lrya rolt'oftht' £AC pursuant ta 51 llS.C § .....,,,,,, Ex«utirr Dirtttar, U.S. Eln:tion Ams/a.Qtt Com minion 

2091l(c-Jf1J. EAC Lab Code: 1501 

Not signed by the EAC Chair per the rules 

(2)Approva/ by Commission required ror revocation 
The accreditation ora laboratory ror purposes of this section may not be revoked unless the 
revocation is approved by a vote oFthe Commission. 

You cannot "revoke an accreditation that expired or lapsed. 
This action defies the common sense of rule. How can you revoke an accreditation not in existence? 
That would be the same idea as the OMV revoking an "expired license". 

... 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%2 
0Certificate.pdf 

52 U.S. Code§ 20971 - Certification and testing of voting systems I U.S. Code I US Law I LII / Legal 
Information Institute (comell.edu) 
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ProV&V 

PJoV&.V was accredited bytt-..e EAC on February 24, 2015. Ft'c'eral law provides that EAC 
accreditation ot a ,.'0tlng ,..,,. tern te-st l.\bor3tOfY unnot be revoked unless the EAC CommiSSloners 
vote to ra-okc thcaccrcditation:..-Jie .Ket~lt.1tlon of a laboratory for purPoSC5ot thls section m.JY 
no1 bere'o'Oked unless the rC'V\X.ltlon isapp-ovtd by." vote or the Convnlision: 52 U.S. Code§ 

20971(c)t2). The EAC NS ne-.-er \'Oted to U?'o'Ok~ the accreditation of Pro V&V. ProV&Vh.n 
under one cantlnuln a,c:crNll1Atlonass.essment1.and h-'d new acctedttatfon certlflcate Issued on 

Febru,)f)'1, 2021. 

670S Od~-sscyOr N\'I Suite C, 
Hunt1,vlltc-.A1.1bam.'l35-806 
Status: Acaecllted 
ProgrMn Manager: President 

Pho~256'713·11t1 
Lab Contact Jack Cobb 

Related Documents 

Revocation an;/ fapsele?!pirationtn. 
accreditation are not the same· 
tlifng. ThereJfj no. documenation 
that Pro V& V was accredited 
between 2017 ~ 2021 

2015 Certificate expired in 
2017per the Docume{lt and 
Program Rules. No.further 
Accreditation Certificate 
was issued until 2021 

• 7122121 • vsncertil'lule1andAccredltallon~ 

• 3/10/21- P10 V&V letler of Agrttment ~ 
• 3/10/21- Pro V&V Certlftu.tlon of Condlllonsand Pr.1ctl<es~ 

• 2/1/2021 • ProV&VCerUftc.,teof Acucdlt.)tlon!A 

·• 01/27/2021 =Pro V&V Acuedit,1tlon Renewal MC!:mO~ 

• 02/24/2015 - Certlne.,teof Acuedit.\tlon !.L 
leaving a gap in . 
accredi/i,tiori between 2017 
&2021 • 08/02/20\5 •ProV&V leUer of AgrccmentfB 

• 08/02/2012 • NIST R«omrmnd.11fon lellt'r • Pro V&Via 

• 08/0V2012 • Pro V&V Ccrtlflc.1Uon of Condlllons ilnd Practlc-esf8 

According to the rules, the EAC is also required to "Post Infonnation on the Website" per section 3.6.2. 
None of these documents are listed for this time frame nor cah any supporting documents of accreditation 
be obtained through Public Record Request or FOIA's. 

However, the Secretary of State noted on their Certificate of Approval in February of2020 that Pro V&V 
is an EAC Accredited tester, even though their accreditation purportedly expired February 2017, yet still 
claiming all is good for the 2022 elections. 

Is blind trust the answer when our voice through voting is at stake? 

https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv 
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FROM: Jerome Lovato, Voting System Testing and Certification Director 

SUBJECT: Pro V&V EAC VSTl Acaeditalion EAC Letter·Oated AFTER the 2020 
Electlons· even thougli Pro.V&V 
Accriiditatlon Expired In 2017 

DATE: 1/27/2021 ¢ 

, Pro V&V has completed all requiremen~ to remain in good standing with the EAC's Te.sting and 
Certification program per section 3.8 of the Voting System Test Laboratory Manual, version.2.0: 

Expiration ai1d Renewal 9/ Acaeditation. A grant of accreditation ;s valid for a period 
not to exceed two years. A vsn's occreditqtion expires on the <tote annotated an the 
Certificate of Accreditation. VS11s in good standing shall renew their accreditation by 
submitting an applicotio~ package to the Program Directo~ consistent wfth the 
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60 days before the 
accreditation. expiration date ahd no Jote,-than 30 days before, that daie_ Laboratories 
that timely,fi.le the renewal app(i~ation package shall retain their accreditation while the 
review and processing pf their application is pending. VSTl.s in qood standinq shall also 
retain their accreditation should drcumStances leave the EAC without a quorum to 
conduct the vote required unt!,er Section 3.5.5. 

~ Due to the outst"ar1ding circumstances-posed bytOvtD-19j the renewal process fol'I EAC • 
·~ laboratories·has been delayed for an extended peri~d. ~le this process continues, Pro V&V 

·, retains its EA<:; VSTLaccredrtation. 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro VandV Accreditation Renewal 
delay memo012721.pdf 

The accreditation expired in 2017 and the WHO did NOT declare a Pandemic until March of 2020. There 
was not a Pandemic in 2017, 2018, or 2019. 

ftlll\.\ National Library of Medicine 
lllililf'/ National Center for Blotechno/ogy Information 

Pub~ed.gov 
Advanced 

> Acta Biomed. 2020 Mar 19;91(1):157-160. doi: 1023750/abm.v91i1.9397. 

WHO Declares COVID-19 a Pandemic 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32191675/ 
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The Secretary of State authorized Clear Ballot Group, Clear Vote Voting System in February of 2020 -
NO Accreditation can be found from the SOS or the EAC. 

OFFICE OF ™E SECRETARY OF STATE 

BEVCLARNO 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL 

Clear Ballot Group 
aear Vote Voting System (Clear Count 2.1 and aear Design 2.1) 

ELECTIONS DIVISION 

STEPHEN N. lROUT 

~CAmct.St;;EE;TNE, SW1;60I 
SAi.Eu, 0RfQCN 07310-0122 

(503)Cl66-1518 

Clear Ballot has made upgrades to their ClearVote Voting System. Specifically they have submitted 
ClearCount version 2.1 and ClearDesign version 2.1 along with their test lab report by EAC Certified 
tester Pro V&V. The test report documents that the systems meet all of the Oregon requirements and 
are conformant with the federal Voluntary Voting System Guidelines (WSG), Version 1.0 (2005). 
Clear Ballot has requested approval of this change for use in Oregon elections. 

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washington, Linn, Yamhill, Marion and Multnomah 
counties and Pro V&V. We have determined that the upgraded system complies with the statutory 
requirements of Oregon Revised Statutes 246.550 and 246.560, specifically ORS 246.550(4) and 
Oregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350 In that these changes do not Impair the accuracy, 
efficiency, or capacity of the machine or system. 

Accordingly, the ClearVote Voting System consisting of ClearCount version 2.1 and ClearDesign 
version 2.1 is certified for sale, lease or use In all elections in Oregon. The system must be used in 
compliance with the provisions of applicable Oregon statutes and all Secretary of State, Election 
Division rules and directives. 

Dated this 18 day of February 2020. 

~~4-
Stephen N. Trout ExhibitD 

https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/Clear-Bal lot-2-1-Certification. pdf 
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According to OAR 165-007-0350, All voting systems used in Oregon must be certified by the EAC or by 
a federally accredited voting system test laboratory (VSTL) 

https://oregon.public.law/rules/oar 165-007-0350 

Oregon Secretary of State, Elections Division 

Rule 165-007-0350 
Oregon Voting System Certification 

(1) All voting systems submitted for certification pursuant to ORS 246.550 (Examination 

and approval of equipment by Secretary of State) must be certified by the Elections 

Assistance Commission (EAQ or be examined by a federally accredited voting 

systems testing laboratory (VSTLJ. 

According to the EAC Website, they did NOT certify ClearVote 2.1, so it had to be examined by a 
certified federally accredited voting systems !~sting laboratory (VSTL). Which leaves many years ofa 
gap with VSTL accreditation for Pro V & V expiring in February of 2017. 

https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/certified-voting-systems 

Ol!!i https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipmentJ~rtified-voting-syste 

rilm/dd/yyyy c'I 

Voting System (NameNerslon) Manufacturer T@Sf.ing Standard Date Certified 

ClearVote 1.4 

ClearVote 1.5 

ClearVote 2.0 

ClearVote 2.2 

Clear Ballot Group, Inc. WSG 1.0 (2005) 

Clear Ballot Group, Inc. WSG 1.0 (2005) 

Clear Ballot Group, Inc. WSG 1.0 (2005) 

Clear Ballot Group, Inc. WSG 1.0 (2005) 

2018-02-08 

2019-03-19 

2021-12-23 

According to the SOS of Oregon Website, ClearVote 2.1 was tested by Pro V & V and approved by the 
SOS for use in 2020. To this current day, the VSTL lab Pro V&V accreditation has not been confirmed 
between 2017 and 2021. 

https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Pages/voting-systems.aspx 
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The SOS website lists the Clear Vote Test Report by Pro V & V which was dated 2/5/20. 

~ https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Pages/voting-systems.aspx 

~ ClearVote 1.4 Voting System Test Report 

ClearVote 2.1 

~ Clear Ballot 21 Certification 

I ClearVote 21 Voting System Test Report 

https ://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/CBG-ClearVote-2-1- Test%20Report-00-
FINAL. pdf 

PRaV&V 

.. 

Test Report for State Certification Testing 

6705 Odyssey Drive, Sui!c C 
Huntsville. AL 35806 
Phone (256)713-1111 

Fox (256)713-1112 

Clear Ballot Group,ClearVote 2.1 Voting System 

Version: 00 (lnilial Release) 

Date: ·02/0S/2020 

Circling back to the EAC Rules, the accreditation is valid for a period NOT TO EXCEED two years and 
they were required to file a renewal application package between 30-60 days prior to February 24, 2017. 
Given the lack of documentation on the EAC website and documentation requested from the EAC and 
SOS, we cannot find that Pro V&V was accredited to test ClearVote 2.1 in 2020 and ultimately approved 
by the SOS for use in the 2020 Elections. 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/1 /28NS TLManual %207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 

https.//www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/28N5TLManual%207%208%2015%20FINALpdf 

- + '-) El I IT:! Page view I A' Read aloud l rn Add text 

3;8. Expiration and Renewal of Acaeditation. A grant of accreditation Is valid fora period 
1 not to exa.-ed twovears. A VSTL'sacaeditationexpires on the date annotated on the 

Certificate of Aa:reditation.. VS11.s in good standing shall renew thciraro,,>ditation by 
submitting an application package lo the Program Director, amsistenl with the 
prOC\'dures of Sed:ion 3.4 of this Chapler, no carli<!t than 60 days before lhe accreditation 
nriratiqp dillr and rn law rban 30 dan before !bat dare I afu9wdcs Tbat HrnrlY file 1hr 
renewal application packai;e 5hall re-lain their a«reditation while the review and 
processing ol their application is pcndlns-V5TI.s in good standing shall also retain their 
aocred.itation should cirromstanres lc.ive the EAC without a quorum lo conduct the vote 
required under Section 355. 
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By utilizing voting machines tested by a VSTL with improper EAC accreditation at the time of 
certification and with the potential for the Trapdoor mechanism as described in Terpesehore Maras 
Affidavit that was filed in Case #2:20-cv-01771-PP in the 2nd Judicial District of the Denver District 
Court in Denver, Colorado, Oregonians voices are silenced. 

https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts. wied.92717 /gov .uscourts.wied.92717 .9 .13.pdf 

Oregon has deprived its voters of secure, fair and equal voting. This Oversight denies all voters of their 
constitutional right to vote fairly with equal representation. Oregonians have vested personal interest in 
the offices of their elected officials. How elected public servants perform their fiduciary duties is 
imperative, so Oregonians are not underserved and marginalized. 

United States Election Assistance:: Commission ~ 

____ c_e_r_tifi_c_a_t_e_o_r_c_o_m_o_r_m_an_c_c _____ I I !le 
CERTIFIED 

aear Ballot QearVote 2.2 ....._.,.. 
The ,roting system identified on this certificate has been evaluated at an accredited \'Dting system testing la­
boratory for conformance to the Voluntary Voting System Guidelines Version 1.0 (VVSG 1.0). Components 
evaluated for this certification arc detailed in the attached Scope of Certification document. This certificate 
applies only to the spL-cific version and release of the product in its evaluated configuration. The evaluation 
has been ,-crificd by the EAC in accordance with the provisions of the EAC Voting System Testing and Ccr­
ti.iC3tion Progmm Afanual and the conclusions of the testing laboratory in the test report are consistent with 
the evidence adduced. This certificate is not an endorsement of the product by any agency of the U.S. Gov­
ernment and no warranty of the product is cithcr expressed or implied. 

Product Name: .;;:C;.;;!ca,=V_;;;o1.;;:• __________ _ 

M.odd or Version: 2.2 ------------
Name of VSTL: ProV&V 

EAC Certification Number. --'C=B..cG-CV'-"-''-'-22=----­

Datc Issued: December 23, 2021 Scape o(Ccrtificition Attached 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system/files/CBG%20ClearVote%202.2%20Certificate%2 
0and%20Scope%20of"/o20Conformance%2012 23 2021.pdf 

PROV &V Accreditation was good through 2017, again a 5-year glaring gap. 

Another glaring issue has been found by two other gentlemen in Georgia with the same findings but even 
more alarming information that the EAC may have falsified Pro V & V documents. Therefore, please 
review Attachment 1. 
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Additionally, Clear Ballot authorizes the use of Commercial Off The Shelf Software (COTS) and 
equipment which is an attractive point of attack for bad or foreign actors and can be hacked with a device 
no larger than a piece of rice. 

Bloomberg 
USEc!itlonv 

Q • LMI Now Markets Technology Politics Wealth Pursuits Opinion Bu1tne11week Equafi!y Gre, 
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Alerts and Tips 

Businessweek I Feature 

The Big Hack: How 
China Used a Tiny Chip 
to Infiltrate U.S. 
Companies 
The attack by Chinese spies reached almost 30 U.S. 
companies, including Amazon and Apple, by 
compromising America's technology supply chain, 
according to extensive interviews with government and 
corporate sources. 

CYBERSECURITY ~ 
& INFRASTRUCTURE 
SECURITY AGENCY QQ 0 

Resources 

Build Security In > Legacy Systems > Security Considerations in Managing COTS Software 

PerCISA: 
COTS Software Presents an Attractive Point of Attack 

• It Is Difficult to Verify the Security of COTS Products 
https://www.cisa.gov/uscert/bsi/articles/best-practices/legacy-systems/security-considerations-in­
managing-cots-software 
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Also, to quote our own Oregon AG's office based on OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO INTERVENE in Case No. 22CV07782, page 2: 

21 physical accesno the system is sufficient (at-5-6). ,j[jt,_tiik;e:1l1stldmtlfostex.umnle~the@ammfill 

22 ~"ara~Sl'.l1enC.es.J9utl~oritahvejrCJ)Ort{oiiIC.te<:llon£S.e§Lir1fylSQ'.Ua@Y;.~1ectstMr,1§1pjieUsJ 

23 §launjU@tcy™Jvj'.1s)ii.n"rl'cte'Ssanr~yfitCm\UmQ1S:nor{connectcdl!.fil!@)1nterife(';f8eej 

24 , NnliOJifllrACtid~fis-Ctm'"ceS:-Jlligm~ennMnrid"!Nft!'drente,S~/,EJ~'t(WJiitf~£!l!.W1 

25 k,tm~tjcampemotra.&;(?918,Jat@thllpsillnaj&naf109Al11gl(tcmres,'.Drg/_t~odt_2SRWchaptcC,:1#9U 
• . . --- . .. . . . ~ -

26 

Page 2 - OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF TIIE MOTION TO 
INTERVENE 
UM2/svJ/41~40Kii99 

D,:pmm,..-n1 or Justia: 
100 SW ?.brL.1 Sua1 
Pot1bnJ.OR97201 

(971) 67l-Ul&O IFu: (')11) 61)-$000 

ru f~~ems(urec]nol;diicail~t,cj:1£tQnetjQ§rK~thCyfflyu1ner&QleT6Fafi8Clg 

~ !ti!.@g ~ ys1co1:or1wtreless(nccess;IM 

Oregon Laws: 
ORS 246.046 

• "The Secretary of State and each county clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of 
violation of any election law. [Formerly 260.325]" 

• https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.046 

ORS 246.530 
• "A governing body may adopt, purchase or otherwise procure, and provide for the use of, 

any voting machine or vote tally system approved by the Secretary of State in all or a 
portion of the precincts." 

• https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.530 
This Law does not say "SHALL", it says "May" leaving the decision up to the 
Governing Body. 
There is no law stating machines must be used, none. 
This was a County Clerks choice whether machines will or will not be used. 

A workable Solution: 
• The County Clerk is required to diligently seek out election violations -

• Non accreditation is a violation of the EAC Program and violates Federal Standards as set 
forth in the HA VA Act of 2002 

• Put the Scanners, printers, and Tally Machines in a comer and immediately implement a Bi­
Partisan Counting Board for the November 2022 Election 

• This is the ONLY way to preserve the integrity of Oregon elections 

Page 11 of 12 - Last Updated 9/19/22 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 105 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 105 of 139

ii 
.5 
Cl 
·;: 
0 
~ 

0 
>, 
C. 

• ORS 254.485 - Section 1 
• Section 1 - "Ballots may be tallied by a vote tally system or by a counting board." 
• Section 3 - "A counting board shall audibly announce the tally as it proceeds. The board 

shall use only pen and ink to tally." 
• example section 3- this means when it's time to tally/count votes a person announces the 

vote cast, while another tally's and repeats back what was stated to ensure proper 
counting, each station has checks and balances as the tally proceeds. 

c'.l If your county moves forward with using unaccredited machines this is a CLEAR violation of your oaths 
u of office. We are depending on you and your fiduciary duties to ensure our elections don't underserve or 
~ under privilege Oregonians. 
0 
u .,, ., 
-= ·;: 

~, PLEASE, get with your County Law Counsel ASAP and review this 
information to inquire what the next step is for your county to ensure 
lawful procedure of reporting any evidence of any election law 
violation! 

THIS IS EVIDENCE. We do not consent to unlawful machine use. 
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Exhibit C (Hart) 

The Help America Vote Act (HAYA) of2002 was passed by the United States Congress to make sweeping 
reforms to the nation's voting process. HA VA addresses improvements to voting systems and voter access that 
were identified following the 2000 election. Read the Help America Vote Act of2002 

https://www.congress.gov/107 /plaws/publ252/PLA W-107publ252.pdf 

HA VA creates new mandatory minimum standards for states to follow in several key areas of 

election administration. The law provides funding to help states meet these new standards, replace 

voting systems and improve election administration. HA VA also established the Election Assistance 

Commission (EAC) to assist the states regarding HA VA compliance and to distribute HA VA funds to 

the states. EAC is also charged with creating voting system guidelines and operating the federal 

government's first voting system certification program. 

Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual1 Version 2.0 

3.6.1. Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditation shall be issued to each 
laboratory accredited by vote of the Commissioners. The certificate shall be 
signed by the Chair of the Commission and stale: 

3.6.l.l. The name of the VSfL; 

3.6.l.2. The scope of accreditation, by stating the Federal standard or standards 
lo which the VSfL is competent to test; 

~3.6.1.3. The effective date of the certification, which shall not exceed a period of 
L-y two (2) years; and 

3.6.1.4. The technical standards to which the laboratory was accredited. 

3.6.2. Post Information on Web Site. The Program Director shall make information 
pertaining to each accredited laboratory available lo the public on EAC's Web 
site. Tius information shall include (but is not limited to): 

3.6.2.1. NISf's Recommendation Letter; 

3.6.2.2. The VSTL's Letter of Agreement; 

3.6.2.3. The VSfL's Certification of Conditions and Practices; 

3.6.2.4. The Commissioner's Decision on Accreditation; and 

3.6.2.5. The Certificate of Accreditation. 

https:/ /www .eac.gov/sites/ default/files/eac assets/ 1/28NSTLManual %207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf 
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3.6.1 "shall" be signed by the Chair of the Commission. 
3.6.1.3 "shall" not exceed a Period of two years (this means it is not a blanketed or indefinite 

certification length of time) 

"shall" is an imperative command, indicating that certain actions are mandatory, and not permissive. 
This contrasts with the word "may," which is generally used to indicate a permissive provision, 

ordinarily implying some degree of discretion. 
The last available EAC accreditation prior to 2021 for VSTL SLI Compliance was signed on 1/10/2018 
but states it was good for 3 years. The RULES clearly state "shall not exceed a period of2 years" so 
this accreditation was set to expire on I/! 0/2020. It was also signed by the Executive Director and not 
by the EAC Chair as required per VSTL Program Manual ver. 2.0 effective May 31, 2015, Sec 3.6.1. 

-= ·.: https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/SL! Compliance Certificate of Ac 
~, creditation0 11018.pdf 

~nited St~t~s. Election AS~istancc Criril~ission 

(:;~_rtificate of A~creditation 
.. -

·SLI Compliance, 
Division of Gaming Laboratories International, LLC 

Wheat Ridge, Colorado 

is recog'ni=ed.by the U.S. E/eclion Assistai1ce Commissio11for the testing of1'oti,1g systems to the 
201/2 lvti11g Sys1emsSta11dards, the lv/1111ta1J" lvt/11g Systems Guidelines versions I.I/ a11d·J.J 
wider the criteria set forth i11 the EAC lvti11g System Testing a11d Certiflcatia11 Program a11d 

LaboratOIJ' Accreditatian Program. SL/ Complia11ce is also recog11i::ed as haring successjitlly 
completed assessments by the National '1:,/u111arJ' Laboratory Accreditation Program/or 

co11forma11ce ta tl,e requireme11ts of/SOI/EC 171/25 a11d the criteria set fort/, in NIST Handbooks 
/50anil 150-22. 

' 

Eff«mY Through 
I Date 1110/18 I 

Janu"l}' IO. 2021 I Brian NndJy, 
ExttumY Dinctor, U.S. £/rdUJn Amstantt Coauitlnion 

EAC I.ah Code: 0701 
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The next available Certificate of Accreditation was issued 2/1/2021 which now says 2007 to 2021 and is 
still not signed by the EAC Chair per Section 3.6.1. Additionally, they've added information about 

revocation which has nothing to do with a Certificate of Accreditation expiring and the VSTL being 

required to submit a renewal package for recertification. 

... 

Unilctl Slates El,ection Assistnncc C_onunission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

SLII Compliance 
Division of Gaming Laboratories International, LLC 

Wheat Ridge, Colorado 

is recognized by,the U.S. Electio11 Assistcii1ce Commissio11for the testing of voting sys-
tems to.the 2005 ond 2015 lvlimta,y Voting Systems Guidelines (VVSG /.0 & I.I) under 

the criteria set fort(, in the EAC lv/ing Syst,rm Testing and Certificqtion Program a11d 
Laboratory Accreditation Program. SL! Compliance is also recognized as having suc­
cessji11/y completed assessments by the National lvl,mtary Laboratory Accreditation 
Program for conformance to the requirements of JSO/IEC 17025 and the cdteria set 

forth in NIST Handbooks I 50 and I 50-22. 

/ Accredi~ation not to eXceed 2 years per SectlOn 3.6.1.i' 

- . ,.._,, WI...... bi;.. Dato· 211121 ¢ 
Original Actrtdilalion InuN on: 111811_001 'r-' • -

Alona Harrington 
cm 11a on nma ns 

a l'tlltoflht EACpunuant/051 U.S.C.§ 
10911(c)(1). 

Extrnti&T Director, U.S. E!tdlan Anlstonce CommlsJlun 

EAC Lab Code: 0701 

(2)Approval bY Commis:lion required for revocation 
The accreditation of a l~boratory for purpooco of this section maY Mot be revoked unless the.revoi::3.tion Is 
approved by a vote of the Commission. 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/SLl%20Certificate%20of%20Accreditation% 

202021.pdf 

https ://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/52/20971 
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As you can see from the EAC Website for SCI Compliance, they only list the two certificates as noted 

above, then in between, they list a document ¢ailed "SLI Compliance Accreditation Renewal Memo" 
which is dated 1/27/2021 (a full year after the 2020 expiration). 

https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-sy'stem-test-laboratories-vstl/sli-compliance-division-gaming­

laboratories 

SU Compliance, a Division of Gaming Laboratories International, 
LLC 

SU Compliance was accredited by the EAC on february 28, 2007. Federal law provides that EAC 

accreditation of a voting system test laboratory cannot be revoked unless the EAC Commissioners 

vote to revoke the accreditation: ·The accreditation of a laboratory for purposes of this section may 

not be revoked unless the revocation Is approved by a vote of the Commission_-52 U.S. Code§ 

20971(c)(2). The EAC has never voted to revoke the accreditation of SU Compliance. SU Compliance 

has undergone continuing accreditation assessments and had a new accreditation certificate !Ssued 

on February 1, 2021. 

. 4720 Independence Street 

Wheat Ridge, Colorado 80033 

Status: Accredited 
Program Manager: Director of Operations 

Phone: 303-422-1566 
LabContact:Tracl Mapps 

: Revocation and lapse/expiration in 
accreditation are not the same thing . 
There is no documentation that SU 
Compliance was accredited in 2020 nor 
applied for re-accreditation. 

Slate lnformati 

Managing Ele 

Corresponden 

Press Releases 

Frequently Ask 

Manuals and F 

Testand Certifi 

Related Documents 

7 /22/21 VSTLCertlficates and Ac~edltatlon ~ 

2/14/21- Sll Compliance letter of Agreement~ 

This memo uses COVID-19 as the 
reason why the renewal process 
for SU Compliance was delayed -
COVID was not declared a 
pandemic until March of 2020 

Both 
Certificates 
exceed the 
2yearrule 

2/12/21- Sll Compliance Certlfkatlon of laboratory Conditions and Practices~ 

2/1/2021- Sll Compliance Certificate of Accreditation~ 

01/27/2021 - Sll Compliance Accreditation Renewal Memo~ ----------' 

01/11/18 - Sll Compliance Certificate of Accreditation J:. 

01/11/2016 Letter on Company Name/Address Change J:. 
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Here is the Memo that is dated in 2021, talks about 2 years, talks about the 30-60 day submission process and 

states COVID-19 is the reason. 

So, the EAC is trying to state the Accreditation in 2018 was good for 3 years but they needed to use COVID-19 as 
the excuse for a delayed renewal process in 2021? Wouldn't this letter imply the original 2018 Accreditation did 

in fact expire in 2020 if they had to report a delay in renewal? 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/SL! Compliance Accreditation Renewal de 

lay memo01272l.pdf 

FROM: 

U.S. ELECTION AsSISTANCE COMMISSION 
633 3rd St. NW, Suite 2_00 
Washington, DC 20001 

SUBJECT: 

Jerome Lovato, Voting System Testing and Certification Director 

SU Compliance EAC VSTL Accreditation 

1i27/2021 Created in 2021 after the fact? 

SU Compliance, a division of Gaming Laboratories International, LLC (SLI) has completed all 
requirements to remain In good standing with the EAC's Testing and Certification program per 
section 3.8 of the Voting System Test Laboratory Manual, version 2.0: 

30 to 60 
days prior 
lo 
expiration· 
is Nov­
Dec 2019· 

Explratlan and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant af accreditation Is valid for a period 
' I • . 

not to exceed two years. A,VSTL's accreditation expires on the dote annotated on the 
Certificate of Accreditation. vsns In good standing shall renew their accreditation by 
submitting on application package to. the Proqram Director, consistent with the 
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earl/er than 60 days before the 
occreditotlon explrat,on dote ond no later than 30 days before that dote. Laboratories 
that ,timely ]i/e the renewal application package shall retain their accre~itation wh(ie the 
review and processing of their application Is pending. VSTLs In good standing shall also 
retain their ac~reditation should circumstances leave the EAC without a quorum to 
conduct the vote required under Section 3.5.5. 

Due to the outstanding· circumstances posed by.COVID-191 the renewal process for EAC 
laboratories has been' delayed for an extended period. While this process continues, SLI retains 
its EAC vm,accreditation. 

The WHO did NOT declare a Pandel?!ic until Mar 2020 

l!ftl\\ National Library of Medicine 
lliMlf / NalJctia/ Conror IOI' BkJhl<:l"'oldgy 1niom,.1Jo,, 

Publu.led.gov 

) Ada Bicm,,d.~9",!U(1~151-160. doi: 10.Z3750fabm.v9\il.9397. 

WHO Declares COVID-19 a Pandemic https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32191675/ 
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The Secretary of State Authorized Hart InterCivic, Verity 2.4 Voting System in June of2020 for use in 
the November 2020 Elections. The VSTL is SLI Compliance yet the Secretary of State lists SLI 

.;,
1 Laboratories in her Certificate of Approval. You can clearly see SLI Laboratories is not the VSTL 

"' ~ approved by the EAC nor can we confirm SLI Compliance was accredited in 2020. 
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If words matter, then the mis-naming the VSTL on her Certificate of Approval MATTERS. 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

BEV CLARNO 
SECRETARY OF STATE • 

. . . 
" 

CERTIFICATE OJI APPROVAL 

Hart lnterClvic 
Verity 2.4 Voting System 

ELECTIONS 0JVIS!ON 

STEPHEN N. TROUT 
DIRECTOR 

2S5 CAPrrcL.S'TRE£TNE. Sl.1Tll601 
S,ll.EM, OREGON 97310.072Z 

(503) 986-1S1B 

Hart lnterClvic has made upgrades to their Verity Voting System. Specifically they 
have submitted Verity version 2.4 along with their test lab report by EAC Certified 
tester SU Laboratories. The test report-documents that the system meets all of the 
Oregon requirements and are conformant with the federal Voluntary Voting System 
Guidelines (WSG), Version 1.0 (2005). Hart lntercivic has requested approval of 
this change for use in Oregon elections. 

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washington, Linn, Marion, Yamhill, 
Clackamas and Multnomah counties. After reviewing the certification application 
and test lab reports we have determined that the upgraded system complies with 
the statutory requirements of Oregon Revised Statutes 246.550 and 246.560, 
specifically ORS 246.550(4) and Oregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350. 

Accordingly, the Hart lnterCivic Verity 2.4 Voting System is certified for sale, lease or 
use in all elections in Oregon. The system must be used in compliance with the 
provisions of applicable Oregon statutes and all Secretary of State, Election Division 
rules and directives.· 

Stephen N. Trout 
Director of Elections 

https ://sos.oregon.gov/ elections/Documents/vote-systems/Hart- Verity-2-4-Certification. pdf 
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According to OAR 165-007-0350, All voting systems used in Oregon must be certified by the EAC or by a 

federally accredited voting system test laboratory:(VSTL). 

·' "' "' o https://oregon.public.law/rules/oar 165-007-0350 

~ - Oregon Secretary of State, Elections Division -
~ Rule 165-007-0350 
;§ Oregon Voting System Certification 
~ 
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(1) All voting systems submitted for certification pursuant to ORS 246.550 (Examination 
and approval of equipment by Secretary of State) m,ust be certified by the Elections 

Assistance Commission (EAQ or be examined by a federally accredited voting 

systems testing laboratory (VSTL). 

According to the EAC Website for Verity Voting 2.4, this system has been evaluated at an accredited voting 
system testing laboratory for conformance. This testing was approved on February 21, 2020 after SLI 
Compliance Accreditation should have expired in January of 2020. 

https :/ /www .eac.gov/ sites/ default/files/voting system/files/HR T-VERITY-
2.4 %20Certificate%20and%20Scope%2002-2 l -2020 .pdf 

United States Election Assistance Commission ~ 

____ c_er_tifi_·_ca_· t_e_o_r_c_o_n_r._o_rm_an_c_e _____ ~ f :"!'8 
CERTIFIED 

Hart Verity Voting 2.4 ~ 
The voting system identified on this certificate has been evaluated at an accredited voting system testing 
laboratory for conformance to the Voluntary Voting System Guidelines Version 1.0 (VVSG 1.0). Components 
evaluated for this certification arc detailed in the attached Scope of Certification document. This certificate 
applies only to the specific version and release of the product in its evaluated configuration. The evaluation 
has been verified by the EAC in accordance with the provisions of the EAC ¼Jting System Testing and 
Certification Program Manual and the conclusions of the testing laboratory in the test report arc consistent 
with the evidence adduced. This certificate is not an endorsement of the product by any agency of the 
U.S. Government and no warranty of the product is either expressed or implied. 

Product Name: Verity Voting 

Model or Version: 2.4 

IName ofVSTL: SU Compliance 

' EAC Certification Number: HRT-VERlTY-2.4 Acting E.ttCUtivc • 

Date Issued: February 21, 2020 Scope of Certification Attached 
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Circling back to the EAC Rules, the accreditation is valid for a period NOT TO EXCEED two years and 
they are required to file a renewal application package between 30-60 days prior to January 10, 2020. 
Given the lack of documentation on the EAC website and documentation requested from the EAC and 

SOS, we cannot find that SLI Compliance was accredited to test Hart Verity 2.4 in 2020 and ultimately 

approved by the SOS for use in the 2020 Elections. 

https:/ /www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/ l/28NSTLManual%207%208%20 l 5%20FINAL.pdf 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_asst!ts/1/28NSTLManual%207%208%2015%20F!NALpdf 

- + 0 El I Cf:J Page view I A" Read a!oud I Cl] Add teict 

3.8. Expirallon and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid for a period 
not to exceed hvo years. A VSTL'saccreditationexpires on the dale annotated on the 
Certificate of Accreditation. VSIT.s in good standing shall renew !heir accreditation by 
submitting an application package lo the Program Director, ronsistent with the 
pI'OCl.'durcs ofScction3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier th.m 60 days before the accreditation 

c:miralioo d?leaod onliltrrlhao X! dn:;t,,twr !hU date J at,mtorirthilf ttmrlrti'ethc 
renewal appliCi!.tion packa5e shall n-tain their aca'C'ditation while the review .ind 
processing of their applia.lion is pendin& vsrt.s in good standing shall also rcbln lhelr 
accreditation shou1d circumstan~ leave the EAC without a quorum to ronduct the vote 
required under Section 35.5. 

By utilizing voting machines tested by a VSTL with improper EAC accreditation at the time of 
certification and with the potential for the Trapdoor mechanism as described in Terpesehore Maras 

Affidavit that was filed in Case #2:20-cv-01771-PP in the 2nd Judicial District of the Denver District 

Court in Denver, Colorado. 

https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov. uscourts. wied.92717 /gov .uscourts.wied.92717 .9 .13 .pdf 

Oregon has deprived its voters of secure, fair and equal voting. This Oversight denies all voters of their 
constitutional right to vote fairly with equal representation. Oregonians have vested personal interest in 
the offices of their elected officials. How elected public servants perform their fiduciary duties is 

imperative, to ensure Oregonians are not underserved or marginalized. 

Additionally, Hart Verity 2.4 authorizes the use of Commercial Off The Shelf Software (COTS) and 
equipment which is an attractive point of attack for bad or foreign actors and can be hacked with a 
device no larger than a piece of rice. 

CYBERSECURITY i 
& INFRASTRUCTURE 
SECURITY AGENCY oo 

Alerts :nd Tips R6ourtn 

Build Sc-curity In > l€g.JC)' S~tems ,. Security Considerations in !Ji'.!lnaging COTS Sofnvare 

Bloomberg 
•-· 
·--1- -- - - ........ - - - -

Businessweek I Feature 

The Big Hack: How 
China Used a Tiny Chip 
to Infiltrate U.S. 
Companies 
The attack by Chinese spies re.iehed almo$t 30 US. 
companies. lncludin9 Amazon Md Apple, by 
compromislng America'!I technology supply chain, 
according to eictensf.oe Interviews with government and 
corporate sources. 
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Per CISA: 
• COTS Software Presents an Attractive Point of Attack 

,.' • It Is Difficult to Verify the Security of COTS Products 
:;: • https://www.cisa.gov/uscert/bsi/articles/best-practices/legacy-systems/security-considerations-in-
~ managing-cots-software --ii 
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One more vulnerability we found during our extensive review of Verity 2.4 is that Hart Verity's COTS 
Software and Firmware lists Microsoft Windows Embedded Standard 7, Service Pack I as the platform 
which can be found in the following Certificate of Conformance on page 5. 

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system/files/HRT-VER1TY-
2.4%20Certificate%20and%20Scope%2002-2 l-2020.pdf 

COTS Sofl\\"Jrc and Firrn\\"Jrc 

V..,,., O.u, a.lld, C.ntnl, Cow,~ .. by, ...... 5an •P•pc, ll>lot S01W11t(:addalcwl lttfll lotlowJ, TOU<b : 
Wdtff-Dtmonic BMO~, Touch WrltttDuo-De'"°'1iclMDDc-dcf;t.(;ontro111r, Toudl-Dcdronle DtU 
DMce Tooth lllfth Acte1s- lkctronk ORl Drvkrt • ~ - :.. t 

6.l.7601 
11.0lll 100 
a:U.M43 

According to Microsoft, Windows 7 Service Pack 1 ended support on January 14, 2020 and extended 
support on October 13, 2020. Microsoft cited security vulnerabilities which means during the 2020 
General Election, the machines were not even covered by Microsoft. 

https ://support. microsoft.com/ en-us/topic/ october- l 3-2020-kb4 5 803 8 7-securi ty-only-update-97 81 ea5 e-
4 fab-9f66- 7528-
77e9c564908 l #:-:text=F or%20Windows%20Embedded%20Standard%207%2C%20extended%20supp 
ort%20ends,on%20the%20screen%20until%20you%20interact%20with%20it. 

Also, to quote our own Oregon AG's office based on OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S REPLY 
IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO INTERVENE in Case No. 22CV07782, page 2: 

21 physicnl access to the system is sufficient (ot 5-6). '!9Tui@Jmstjthetjlas(~P.ie:4ithe]Nat1oniil1 

22 ~cniJernyioflSoien'cesifililhgfirafu;,~I§rucJc<:tion securiWJsgiiare!yejeQ@MfJSip'pell'sj 

23 t:'.lfilni\lhat;•c]Men-&mot»1st~~acyJ.g@r§yi>001i\\iliaf,,~1§n9t•ool11iect~dJ!.ajU1e;mtert\elf._\G:gi 

24 , l';!rffil5ii!lfr~1fdi!1iiies1.ffiS'C1cri.CeS;;~ngJheerinU,_MllfM§fi'ciife!Sffiiffff,'qflit?jTfMli7P.Jiolellffigl 

25 ~lcmiUJeni~cracj • .(@Ql8J~nli20~h_llqS:llnat,fn_aUonnl~9pd£_in1Cs!or@_r_enjP2;>it'2Y,cha))1\!t/~~#29 

26 

Page2 - OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO 
INTERVENE , 

D..~1of'J!Ulic~ 
100 SW M-lfl,.,'f SUc,.,: 
Puttl.:wJ.OR 97201 

197J)67J-J880 I FIIC (91 IJ 611-5000 

!!] f;lWc11tW,hen;sY}te:insjarc/nolidiic61IY,connccf&{ilrntvorR'ffltjcyJarcMdiie'ia1ilcjfo'affiic1q 

ii' !!(ro~g•i:e,Y!'Sil ogwtrc ess aoge.sJl;)] 
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Laws: 
ORS 246.046 

• "The Secretary of State and each county clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of 
violation of any election law. [Formerly 260.325]" 

• https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.046 

ORS 246.530 
• "A governing body may adopt, purchase or otherwise procure, and provide for the use of, 

any voting machine or vote tally system approved by the Secretary of State in all or a 
portion of the precincts." 

• https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 246.530 
• This Law does not say "SHALL", it says "May" leaving the decision up to the 

Governing Body. 
• There is no law stating machines must be used, none . 
• This was a County Clerks choice whether machines will or will not be used. 

A workable Solution: 
• The County Clerk is required to diligently seek out election violations -

• Non accreditation is a violation of the EAC Program and violates Federal Standards as set 
forth in the HA VA Act of2002 

• Put the Scanners, printers, and Tally Machines in a comer and immediately implement a Bi­
Partisan Counting Board for the November 2022 Election 

• This is the ONLY way to preserve the integrity of Oregon elections 

• ORS 254.485 - Section I 
• Section 1 - "Ballots may be tallied by a vote tally system or by a counting board." 
• Section 3 - "A counting board shall audibly announce the tally as it proceeds. The board 

shall use only pen and ink to tally." 
• example section 3- this means when it's time to tally/count votes a person announces the 

vote cast, while another tally1s and repeats back what was stated to ensure proper 
counting, each station has checks and balances as the tally proceeds. 

If your county moves forward with using un'accredited machines this is a CLEAR violation of your oaths 
of office. We are depending on you and your fiduciary duties to ensure our elections don't underserve or 
under privilege Oregonians. 

PLEASE, get with your County Law Counsel ASAP and review this information to 
inquire what the next step is for your county to ensure lawful procedure of reporting 
any evidence of any election law violation! 

THIS IS EVIDENCE. We do not consent to unlawful machine use. 
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Kevin M. Moncla 

824 Lake Grove Drive 
Little Elm, TX 75068 

469-5 88-7778 

Exhibit D 
David Cross 

4805 Spring Park Circle 

Suwanee, GA 30024 
678-925-6983 

-' :;:: KMoncla@gmail.com DCross 108@protonmail.com 
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Georgia State Election Board 
2 MLK Jr. Drive 
Suite 802 Floyd West Tower 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 

Mr. Matt Mashburn 
mmashbum@georgia-elections.com 

Dr. Jan Johnston 
JJohnstonMD.seb@gmail.com 

RE: OFFICIAL COMPLAINT 

Board Members: 

September 12, 2022 

Mrs. Sara Tindall Ghazal 
SaraGhazal.seb@gmail.com 

Mr. Edward Lindsey 
Edwardlindsey.seb@gmail.com 

Ex officio: 
Mr. Brad Raffensperger 
Secretary of State 
214 State Capitol 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 

We are submitting this official complaint regarding the circumstances surrounding the 
official certification of Georgia's electronic voting system by the Elections Assistance 
Commission (hereinafter "EAC"). Our investigation has uncovered evidence which calls in 
to question, not only the validity of Georgia's voting system certification, but the 
accreditation of the Voting System Testing Laboratory, and the credibility of the EAC itself. 

While the actions and deficiencies of the EAC are beyond the purview of this board, 
Georgia law required the purchase of an EAC certified electronic voting system. 1 

When the Georgia State legislature pas_sed such a requirement, they did so with the implicit 
expectation that such an EAC certified voting system would meet standards in accordance 
with federal law. 

Unfortunately, that certification is but an empty shell as the EAC's outdated voting system 
guidelines, requirements, rules, and methods of measuring compliance as promulgated by 
federal law have been effectively ignored, circumvented, and dismissed. The EAC has 
failed to maintain oversight and accreditation of the Voting System Testing Labs as required 
by the Help America Vote Act (HA VA). 2 Efforts to conceal this fact have only magnified 
the damage, perpetuated a fraud upon the American people, and prevented correction or 

1 Ga. Code § 21-2-300 ("(3) The state shall furnish a uniform system of electronic ballot markers and ballot scanners 
for use in each county as soon as possible. Such equipment shall be certified by the United States Election 
Assistance Commission prior to purchase, lease, or acquisition.") \~ ~ 
2 Help America Vote Act I U.S. Election Assistance Commission _ _.,) 
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Georgia State Election Board 
Complaint - August 26, 2022 
Page2 

remedy. Specifically: 

1. Pro V&V's EAC Voting System Testing Lab Accreditation expired 
in 2017. 

2. EAC officials have falsely misrepresented the accreditation status of 
Pro V&V and have gone to extraordinary lengths to conceal the fact 
that Pro V&V's accreditation was expired for an extended period of 
time. 

A. Records and analysis strongly suggest that the EAC fabricated 
documents on behalf of Pro V & V then posted those documents 
on the EAC website. Seemingly this was done in an effort to 
make it appear as though the required documents had been timely 
submitted. 

B. Following the 2020 General Election, the EAC falsely claimed 
that the reason Pro V&V's accreditation certificate(s) had not 
been issued was because of: 

1. Delays caused by COVID-19 

2. Administrative Error 

3. Accreditation wasn't Revoked 

3. Georgia's current voting system was not certified in accordance with 
the Help America Vote Act. The voting system Georgia purchased 
was not tested by an EAC accredited Voting System Testing Lab as 
required thereby rendering the EAC certification invalid based upon 
the established requirements. 

BACKGROUND 
The issues presented in this complaint are governed by the rules and regulations of 
the Election Assistance Commission (EAC). The EAC's authority is derived from 
the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) which was passed by the U.S. Congress in 
2002. 3 HA VA requires that the EAC provide for the accreditation and revocation of 
accreditation of independent, non-federal laboratories qualified to test voting systems 
to Federal standards. 4 The EAC is also charged with establishing those Federal Standards.5 

3 HA VA is codified at 52 U.S.C. 20901 to 21145 
4 Help America Vote Act (HA VA) of2002 (42 U.S.C. l 537l(b)) requires that the EAC provide for the accreditation 
and revocation of accreditation of independent, non-federal laboratories qualified to test voting systems to Federal 
standards. 
5 Section 311 of the Help America Vote Act of2002 (HA VA) requires the U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
(EAC) to periodically adopt standards for voting systems in the form of Voluntary Voting System Guidelines 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 118 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 118 of 139

ii 
.5 
Cl 
·;: 
0 
~ 

0 
>, 
C. 
0 

(J 

u 
~ 
~ 

0 
(J 

'C ., 
-= ·;: 

~, 

Georgia State Election Board 
Complaint - August 26, 2022 
Page3 

From the EAC's website: 

HAVA creates new mandato,y minimum standards for states to follow in several 
key areas of election administration. The law provides fimding to help states meet 
these new standards, replace voting systems and improve election administration. 
HAVA also established the Election Assistance Commission (EAC) to assist the 
states regarding HAVA compliance ,and to distribute HAVA funds to the states. 
EAC is also charged with creating-voting system guidelines and operating the 
federal government's first voting system certification program. 

The EAC is responsible for creating voting system testing guidelines which are standards 
and rules that voting machines must comply with to be certified. The EAC accredits third­
party companies to test whether voting systems meet the requirements of the voting system 
guidelines. These companies are called Voting System Testing Labs (VSTLs). Although 
this complaint centers on the accreditation of one VSTL, it's important to understand the 
following facts: 

1. Every voting machine certified by the EAC used in the United States today has not 
been tested beyond a 2005 standard (Pre-iPhone). 6 

2. Voting system certification does not include testing for penetration, intrusion or 
system manipulation (doesn't test if the machines can be used to cheat). 7 

3. The Voting System Testing Labs (VSTLs) responsible for testing the voting systems 
for the EAC are not paid by the EAC but by the voting system manufacturers 
(Dominion, ES&S, Hart); therefore, an inherit conflict of interest exists. 8 

4. The VSTLs are not qualified nor are they accredited by the EAC to perform any type 
of forensic audits of the voting systems like those they were paid to perform in many 
locales following the 2020 general election (Maricopa, Georgia, Michigan, etc.). 9 

5. There are only 2 VSTLs currently recognized by the EAC; Pro V&V and SLI 
Compliance. 10 

1. PROV &V'S ACCREDITATION EXPIRED IN 2017 

6 Certified Voting Systems I U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov) 
7 Voluntary Voting System Guidelines I U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov) 
8 Frequently Asked Questions I U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov) 
9 Chain of Custody Best Practices (eac.gov) 
'° Voting System Test Laboratories (VSTL) I U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov) 
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The VSTL Program Manual 11 explicitly states: 

3.8. Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid for 
a period not to exceed two years. A VSTL 's accreditation expires on the date 
annotated on the Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in good standing shall renew 
their accreditation by submitting an application package to the Program Director, 
consistent with the procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60 
days before the accreditation expirat(on date and no later than 30 days before that 
date. Laboratories that timely file the renewal application package shall retain 
their accreditation while the review and processing of their application is pending. 

The fact is that Pro V & V was not in good standing. The first Certificate of Accreditation 
issued to Pro V&V is below: 

• 

United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of Accreditation 

Pro V&V, Inc. 
Huntsville, Alabama 

is reaigni:ed by the U.S. £/eclion Assistance Commission for the testing of 1'0ting systems to lhe 
1005 10/untary IDiing Systems Guidelines under the criteria set forth in rhe EAC lbting System 

Testing 011d Certification Program and laboratory Accreditation Program. Pro V&:V is also 
recogni:ed as having s11ccessfully completed assessments by the National J'oluntary laboratory 
Accreditation Program for confonnance to the requirements of /SOI/EC 17015 and the criteria 

set ford, in NIST Handbooks J50and 150-21. 

Elf«tlv.TbrP,,g/i 
' • ~ '1 

Fcbnmy 24, 2017 ,f.ct/1111 btndr. Dfr«to.-, ll..$. EJ«tioa. ,hdstaatt COIIIRIJ:u1'111 

EAC Llb Code: 1501 

The Certificate of Accreditation clearly delineates the beginning date of February 24, 2015 
and is "Effective Through" February 24, 2017. There are simply no submissions by Pro 
V &V as required to renew their accreditation (save those filed in 2015) until after the 2020 
general election. The fact is that Pro V&V's accreditation expired on February 24, 2017. 
Even so, Pro V&V continued as though they remained accredited. It was during this time 
when Pro V&V tested Dominion's Democracy Suite 5.5A(G), which was subsequently and 
erroneously certified by the EAC. 

2. EAC FALSELY MISREPRESENTED PROV &V'S ACCREDITATION 

"VSTL Program Manual, Version 1, effective July 2008, and Version 2, effective May 2015, 
approved by vote of the EAC Commission 
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Page5 

Through a series of fraudulent acts and extraordinary statements, the EAC has engaged in a 
practice of subterfuge and deceit to conceal the fact that Pro V & V was not an accredited 
laboratory for an extended period of time. 

A. FABRICATION OF DOCUMENTS 

On September 11, 2019, an attorney representing the Coalition for Good Governance in a 
pending federal lawsuit (Curling v. Raffensperger) sent an email to Ryan Germany, General 
Counsel for the Georgia Secretary of State. The email inquired about the accreditation 
status of Pro V &V who had tested Georgia's Dominion Democracy Suite 5.5A(G) voting 
system that the EAC had subsequently certified. Specifically, the email states in part: 

"3. Finally, we understand that Pro V+ V served as the testing agent for the 
EAC and also to provide some functional testing for the State's certification 
of the BMD system. We have been unable to find a current EAC certificate 
of accreditation for Pro V + V. The certificates seem to have been removed 
from the EAC website, and the latest ones we can locate expired in 2017. 
Can you please advise whether Pro V+V is an accredited testing lab, 
certified by the EA C? " 

,.,.. 
From: Robert McGulro <ram@lawram.oom> 

To: 
Dalo: 9/11/20191:10:57PM 

Subject: Secretary or State's De 

lex I EKNAL EMAI_L: Do nol dick any Unks or open an 
.knOW the content Is safe. 
Rynn, 

chments unless you trust the sander and 

I am counsel for Coalition for Good Governance in tho ongoing voting system litigation in the 
U.S. District Court for the N.D. Gn. before Judge Amy Totcnbcrg. 

Josh Belinfnntc, one of the Secrcwy's lawyers in that litigation, directed us to send our 
questions directly to tho Stt:retary's office concerning tho pending petition for re.exnminntion of 
tho Dominion DMD voting system. 

Plenso seo Josh's cmnil attached. 1 nm contacting your os instructed by Josh's emoiL We have 
three questions: 

1. What is tho status or the rec:r.nmination request and tho expected timing implicntions o( 
the re-examination for deployment or the Dominion voting system? 

2. Hos Secretary Rnffenspergcr agreed to waive fees (or tho reexamination in view of the 
petition's as.sertion of deficiencies in the initial certification examination? Are the 

titioncrs meant to ho.vo received some res onso to tho tition at this int? 

3. Finally, wo understand that Pro V+V served as the testing oi;cnt for tho EACand also to 
provide some runctionnl testing (or the State's certificntion o( tho BMD system. We have 
been unable to find n current EAC certificate of accreditation for Pro V+V. Tho certificates 
seem to have been removed rrom the EAC website, and the latest ones we can locate 
expired in 2017. Can you please advise whether Pro V+V is currently an accredited testing 
Jab, certified by the EAC? 

Can you (or whoever else might be the right person) please respond to those questions at your 
earliest ccnvoniencc? 

Thank you very much. 

Best, 
Robert McGuire 
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As Mr. McGuire states in the email above, the EAC website showed only one certificate of 
accreditation for Pro V&V which was issued in February of2015 and expired in February of 
2017. 

A review of Pro V &V's records posted on the EA C's website revealed a document which 
was not posted until after the inquiry noted above. Complainants downloaded the document 
with the filename "Pro V&V Letter of Agreement.pdf' which is posted below (An 
electronic copy is also attached for your independent review): 

U.S Election Assistance Commission 
1201 New York Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 300 
Washington DC 20005 

Pro V&V. Inc, 
700 Boulevards South, Suite 102 
Huntsvlfle, AL 35802 

Attention: Mr. Brian J. Hancock, DirectorVo~ing System Certification 

Subject: letter of Agreement for Voting System Test Laboratory Accreditation 

Dear Mr. Hancock: 

The undersigned representative of Pro V&V, Inc. (hereinafter "Laboratory''), being lawfully 
authorized to bind Laboratory and having re~d the EAC Voting System Test Laboratory Program 
Manual, accepts and agrees on behalf of Laboratory to follow the program requirements as laid out 
in Chapter 2 of the Manual. Laboratory shall meet all program requirements as they relate to 
NVLAP accreditation; conflict of Interest and prohibited practices; personnel pollcfes; notification of 
changes; resources; site visits, notice of law suits; testing, technical practices and reporting; 
laboratory independence; authority to do business in the United States; VSTL communications; 
financial stability; and recordkeeping. Laboraiory further recognizes that meeting these program 
requirements Is a continuing responsibility. Failure to meet each of the requirements may result in 
the denial of an application for accreditation, a suspension of accreditation or a revocation of 
accreditation. 

Sincerely, 

Pro V&V, Inc. 

Jack.Cobb 
Laboratory Director 
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Pro V&V's "Letter of Agreement" was addressed to Mr. Brian J. Hancock, the former 
Director of Voting System Certification for the EAC. Interestingly, there is no date nor 
signature which the rules adopted by the EAC specifically require: 

Submission of Documents. Any documents submitted pursuant to the 
requirements of this Manual shall be submitted: 

with a proper signature when required by this Manual. Documents that require an 
authorized signature may be signed with an electronic representation or image of 
the signature of an authorized management representative. 

3.4.2. Letter of Agreement. The applicant laboratory must submit a signed letter of 
agreement as part ofits application. To that end, applicant laboratories are required 
to submit a Letter of Application tequesting accreditation. The letter shall be 
addressed to the Testing and Certification Program Director and attach (in either 
hard copy or on CD/DVD) (1) all required information and documentation; (2l..!! 
signed letter o_fagreement; and (3) a ~igned certification of conditions and practices. 

Due to the suspect circumstances surrounding the document, we decided to view the file's 
metadata. This shows the document posted on the EAC's website was created six (6) days 
after the email seeking the status of Pro V & V's accreditation. 

EAC Welcomes New Testing & Certification Director 
Jerome Lovato 

Jerome Lovato 
Til!'.S-:if19 4r,d Ce11if11:drion 

Oiredar 

Bv 8r/Jn Newl,y 

Yc:.~em.,w, the EAC a,ppointcd Jcrom,e t.ov:ito M its 
new Testing & Certification Olrector. Jerome came 
to the EAC In September 2017 after more than 10 
vcar~ of •.•,rorking .tl the ColQra,do ~"'Cret.1ry of 
State's Office (SOS), whe-re hi.s p:rsillons included 
Voting Sys.terns Ce-rtilic.ation lead and Risk-Limiting 
Audit Pr'ajec.t Man.ag!r. 

A"j a member of the E:AC, Jc-rome hi!ls tr::sted .,nd 
certified numerousvotin,g:S\'5tems i!nd has~ 
integral to the devclopment of the ne-"o'r.'eSt 

t!nt!rarlonor rhevoluntafV~ti.n ~vm?tn fd(!fint!!: IWSG. 

What's more, the Letter of Agreement that Mr. Lovato seemingly created on September 17, 
2019, was addressed to Mr. Brian J. Hapcock. The problem is that Mr. Hancock had retired 
in February of 2019, or nearly seven mpnths before the letter was created. 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 123 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 123 of 139

ii 
.5 
Cl 
·;: 
0 
~ 

0 
>, 
C. 
0 

(J 

u 
~ 
~ 

0 
(J 

'C ., 
-= ·;: 

~, 

Georgia State Election Board 
Complaint - August 26, 2022 
Page8 

Additionally, the file's metadata shows that the document was not authored by Jack Cobb of 
Pro V&V, but by the EAC's own Testing and Certification Director, Jerome Lovato. 
Perhaps there's a good explanation, or at least a plausible one; however, there are other 
problems. When the document was opened in Photoshop, it revealed that the letterhead was 
not one image as one would expect, but images that had been cut and pasted: 

Document Header from the Letter of Agreement ad
1
ded by Jerome Lovato as shown in Adobe Photoshop: 

Document Header from the 2020 Letter of Agreement as shown in Adobe Photoshop using the same process: 

Pro V&V, Inc. 
6705 Odyssey Drive, Suite C 
Huntsville, AL 35806 

If the Letter of Agreement was in-fact created by Pro V&V, they didn't include their phone 
number, email, and misspelled their own address on their "letterhead": 

Pro V&V, Inc. l 
700 Boulevards South, Suite 102 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Also, the EAC's address changed from that of the letter (1201 New York Ave, DC) to 1335 
East West Highway, MD on October 22, 2013, or before the date to which the letter was 
attributed. 
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No matter the provenance of the Letter of Agreement, without a date or signature it fails to 
meet any acceptable standard. The same is acknowledged by the fact that the document was 
not publicly posted as required until 6 \lays after the email cited above inquiring about Pro 
V &V's accreditation status. Lastly, the EAC never issued a Certificate of Accreditation for 
2017 when Pro V & V's 2015 accreditation expired. 

B. EAC MISREPRESENTED STATUS OF PROV &V 

After the 2020 General election the EAC went so far as to surreptitiously cover-up the fact 
that Pro V&V was not accredited and had not been for years. Pro V&V was granted EAC 
accreditation as a Voting Systems Testing Laboratory (VSTL) on February 24, 2015 and 
was effective through February 24, 2017. From the Voting System Test Laboratory Program 
Manual, Version 2.0 1 

3.8 Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid for 
a period not to exceed two years. A VSTL 's accreditation expires on the date 
annotated on the Certificate o{Accreditation. VSTLs in good standing shall renew 
their accreditation by submitting an application package to the Program Director, 
consistent with the procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60 
days before the accreditation expiration date and no later than 30 days before that 
date. Laboratories that timely file the renewal application package shall retain 
their accreditation while the review and processing of their application is pending. 
VSTLs in good standing shall also retain their accreditation should circumstances 
leave the EAC without a quorum to cbnduct the vote required under Section 3.5.5. 

There is no record whatsoever of Pro V &V renewing their accreditation in 2017, despite the 
requirement that all associated documents shall be posted on the EAC's website: 

3.6.2. Post Information on Web Site. !The Program Director shall make information 
pertaining to each accredited laboratory available to the public on EA C's Web site. 
This information shall include (but is not limited to): 

3.6.2.1. NIST's Recommendation Letter; 
3.6.2.2. The VSTL 's Letter of Agreement; 
3.6.2.3. The VSTL 's Certification a/Conditions and Practices; 
3.6.2.4. The Commissioner's Decision on Accreditation; and 3.6.2.5. The 

Certificate of Accreditation. 

There is also no record of Pro V&V renewing their accreditation in 2019. It isn't until after 
the 2020 general election that Pro V & V's accreditation is renewed. 

1. PANDEMIC EXCUSE 
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On January 27, 2021, Jerome Lovato of the EAC issued the following memo attempting to 
use the pandemic somehow as cause for'Pro V&V's "questionable" accreditation status: 

Lovato states: 

U.S. ELEClION AsslsTANCE COMMISSION 
63.3ml St Nw, Soi~200 
Washing/on, DC21XJOJ 

FROM: Jerome Lovato, Voting System Testing and Certification Director 

SUBJECT: Pro V&V EAC VSTLActreditaUon 

DATE: tn7/2021 

Pro V&V has completed all requirements to remain In good standing with the EAC's Testing and 
Certification program per section 3.8:of the Voting System Test laboratory Manual, version 2.0: 

Expiration and Renewal of A~reditatlon. A grant of ocaedftation is valid fora period 
not ta exceed two years. A vsn•s accreditation expires on the date annotated on the 
Certificate of Accreditation. VSTls in goad standing shatl renew their aa:reditation by 
submfWng an application package ta the Program Director, consistent with the 
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60 days before the 
aa:reditatlon expiration dote and no later than 30 days before that date. Laboratories 
that timely file the renewal application package shall retain their accreditation while the 
review and processing of thelrapplirotJon Is pending. vsns in good standing shall also 
retain thelraa:reditatlon should drcumstances leave the EAC without a quorum to 
conduct the vote required under Section 3.5.5. 

(pt'tra"'th"itt"utstani::lifft'circumstances posed· b"y'covm!19,lfie1re11ewal:process f«fr'.°EA -_\ 
l~tioratories:hTsl:jeen Delayed for;an exten_Ue<f, erfoct. While this rocesscontlnues, Pro·v&. 
retains its.EAC-VSfl!accreoltation, 

Pro V & V has completed all requirements to remain in good standing with the 
EA C's Testing and Certification program per section 3.8 of the Voting System 
Test Laboratory Manual, version 2.0: 

The statement above is false by any metric. Lovato would have us believe that Pro V&V's 
accreditation was somehow current despite the required submissions and Certificates of 
Accreditation missing from the EAC's website (The EAC is required to post the 
documents). Then Lovato claims th~t the pandemic is the cause of any accreditation 
deficiency: 

Due to the outstanding circumstances posed by COV/D-19, the renewal 
process for EA C laboratories has been delayed for an extended period. While 
this process continues, Pro V & V retains its EAC VSTL accreditation. 

Interestingly, Lovato specifically name~ Pro V &V and doesn't mention the other VSTL, SLI 
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Compliance. Furthermore, the EAC's pandemic excuse is refuted simply by referencing a 
calendar. Pro V &V's accreditation expired in February of 2017, three years before the 
pandemic. Even ifwe were to accept the cryptic, undated and unsigned Letter of Agreement 
of questionable origin and attribute it to 2017, the accreditation would have expired in 2019, 
a year before COVlD-19 was deemed a national emergency. 

2. CLERICAL ERROR EXCUSE 

The pandemic excuse is not retroactive to a time before the pandemic, a fact which was 
evidently brought to the attention of the EAC and what precipitated the release of the next 
memo (attached hereto as "Exhibit C") which states: 

Due to administrative error during 2017-2019, the EAC did not issue an updated 
certificate to Pro V & V causing confusion with some people concerning their good 
standing status. Even though the EAC failed to reissue the certificate, Pro V&V's 
audit was completed in 2018 and again in early 2021 as the scheduled audit of Pro 
V&V in 2020 was postponed due to COVID-19 travel restrictions. Despite the 
challenges outlined above, throughout this period, Pro V & V and SL/ Compliance 
remained in good standing with the requirements of our program and retained 
their accreditation. In addition, the :EAC has placed appropriate procedures and 
qualified staff to oversee this aspect '<;:,f the program ensuring the continued quality 
monitoring of the Testing and Certifi~ation program is robust and in place. 

Again, even if we were to accept the highly suspect Letter of Agreement and attribute it to 
2017, along with the EAC's explanation of administrative error in failing to issue a 
Certificate of Accreditation in 2017, the accreditation would have expired in February of 
2019 without exception (3.8. Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation 
is valid for a period not to exceed two years). The EAC conveniently ignores the irrefutable fact 
that Pro V & V is lacking two Certificates. for Accreditation- one for 2017 and another for 20 I 9. 
Also missing from the record and the EAC's website are Pro V&V's filings for accreditation 
renewal for both 2017 and 2019. 

3. REVOCATIONEXCUSE 

In the same memo cited above, Mr. Lovato disingenuously attempts to address the concerns 
of expiration with the prospect of revocation. From the memo: 
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The VSTL accreditation does not get revoked unless the commission votes to revoke 
accreditation: and by that same token, EAC generated certificates or lack thereof 
do not determine the validity of a VSTL 's accreditation status. 

I 

Pro V&Vwas accredited by the EAC on February 24, 2015, and SL! Compliance 
was accredited by the EAC on Febrt(ary 28, 2007. Federal law provides that EAC 
accreditation ofa voting system test laboratory cannot be revoked unless the EAC 
Commissioners vote to revoke the accreditation: "The accreditation of a 
laboratory fi:Jr purposes ofthis section may not be revoked unless the revocation is 
approved by a vote ofthe Commission." 52 U.S. Code§ 20971 (c)(2). The EAC has 
never voted to revoke the accreditation of Pro V & V. Pro V & V has undergone 
continuing accreditation assessments and had new accreditation certificate issued 
on February I, 2021. 

The EAC raises the matter of revocation and that such action requires a "vote of the 
Commission". It goes on to say "The EA C has never voted to revoke the accreditation 
of Pro V&V''. The EAC is conflating the matters of revocation with that of expiration. 

' Suggesting that simply because the Commission has never voted to revoke Pro V&V's 
accreditation, then it remains active by default. The prospect defies logic. The term 
"Expired" is defined as: 

Expired- cease to be valid after a fixed period of time. 

The term "Revocation" is defined as: 

Revoked- put an end to the validity or operation of 

Expiration is automatic, as in when the term is up. Revocation requires an affirmative 
act to end something. Like a driver's r'icense can be expired or revoked, the two are 
different and have different causes and meanings. A driver's license can be expired and 
therefore invalid without being revoked. Mr. Lovato's assertion is analogous to 
claiming that your expired driver's license is valid simply because it's not revoked. 
This rationale is ludicrous. Furtherm<;ire, to accept such a prospect would require 
ignoring the clearly defined prescriptiornoftime " ... not to exceed two years.". 

The bright lines of the rules regarding accreditation renewal and expiration are clear; 
therefore, this is an effort of either deception or ignorance. Considering that Mr. Lovato 
cites the plain language detailing expiration in his January 21, 2021 memo (above), the 
possibility of ignorance is removed. 

Also removed is a page from the EAC's website with the heading, "Labs with Expired 
Accreditation" that can be found archived here: 

Voting System Test Laboratories (VSTL) - Voting Equipment US Election Assistance 
Commission (archive.org) 
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The fact that the category, "Labs with Expired Accreditation" existed on the EAC's website 
is damning to Lovato's assertion as it establishes the EAC's own acknowledgement that 
VSTL accreditations do expire without revocation. The removal of the page suggests that 
the EAC realized the same and acted to conceal that which would lift the thin veil of 
plausible deniability. 

What's more, we know from the email to the Georgia Secretary of State's general counsel 
that the Secretary of State and the EAC were both made aware of Pro V & V's long-expired 
accreditation over a year before the 2020 general election. Instead of properly addressing the 
deficiency at the time, the EAC presumably elected to create a fraudulent record on behalf 
of Pro V&V. Regardless, they knowingly chose to fraudulently misrepresent Pro V&V's 
accreditation status and attempted to cover-up the facts with a litany of excuses that just 
don't hold water. 

3. GEORGIA'S VOTING SYSTEM WAS NEVER PROPERLY CERTIFIED 

Pro V&V performed the testing on Georgia's Dominion Democracy Suite 5.SA(G) system 
and submitted the final report to the EAC on August 7, 2019. Because Pro V&V's VSTL 
accreditation expired in February of 2017 (or February of 2019 if we accept the EAC's 
flawed excuses) and system certification requires testing by an EAC accredited VSTL, the 
EAC certification of Georgia's voting system is not valid. 

SUMMARY 

As we mark the EAC's 20th year, we must acknowledge that the EAC has failed to develop 
and maintain voting system testing guidelines, failed to oversee the accreditation of testing 
labs, and failed to test our country's voting systems to a remotely reasonable standard. The 
fact is that EAC has miserably failed to perform not only its core mission, but all missions 
for its entire existence. 

The actions of the EAC as detailed herein extend far beyond mere failure. The EAC has 
fabricated a fraudulent record for Pro V & V and has repeatedly, knowingly, and intentionally 
misrepresented the expired accreditation status of a Voting Systems Testing Laboratory to 
the American people. The EA C's deceptive practices have fostered a false sense of security 
and materially violated their responsibilities under the HA VA in both letter and spirit of the 
law. 

The inherit standard of any established institution or industry does not exist with voting 
systems in the United States. There is no benchmark, no independent method of testing, no 
oversight, and therefore there is no alternative but for the States to perform their own due 
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diligence in testing our voting systems. 

Wherefore, the Georgia State Election Board must immediately suspend use of the 
Dominion voting systems until a thorough, review by a panel of independent experts can be 
performed. 
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August 17, 2022 

Jennifer Gunter 
jennof4@gmail.com 

Greetings: 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 2000 I 

EXHIBITE 

VIA EMAIL 

This acknowledges the U.S. Election Assistance Commission's receipt of your Freedom of 
Information Act request (No. 22-00171): 

"Please forward and supply web links and or pdf copies of the EAC test reports for Clear 
Ballot and also named/referred to as aear Vote for the Version 2.1." 

The EAC d?es not possess records responsive to your request. EAC Testing and Certification has 
confirmed that ClearVote 2.1 is not an EAC certified system and the EAC does not possess 
documents for it. 

This letter completes the response to your request. If you interpret any portion of this response as 
an adverse action, you may appeal this action to the Election Assistance Commission. Your 
appeal must be in writing and sent to the address set forth below. Your appeal must be 
postmarked or electronically transmitted within 90 days from the date of the acknowledgment to 
your request. Please include your reasons for reconsideration and attach a copy of this and 
subsequent EAC responses. 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
FOIA Appeals 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 

Additionally, you may contact the Office of Government Infonnation Services (OGIS) at the 
National Archives and Records Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation services 
they offer. The contact infonnation for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government lnfonnation 
Services, National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College 
Park, Maryland 20740.6001, e-mail atogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202.-741-5770; toll free at 1-
877-684-6448; or facsimile at 202-741-5769. 

If you have any questions please contact my office at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 
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U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 

Camden Kelliher, Associate Counsel 
U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
ckelliher@eac.gov 

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



Carr Dec. | Ex. A 
Page 134 of 139

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO    Document 2-1    Filed 11/08/22    Page 134 of 139

I 

"' ·' "' 0 "' 
~ "' 0 

!::! - "' - !::! 
ii 0 

.5 -Cl ii 
·;: C 
0 '5, -·.: 
0 0 
>, -C. 0 
0 >, 

(J C. - 0 
u (J 

" -~ u ~ 

0 " ~ (J ~ 

0 
'C (J 

" -= 'C 
·;: " ~, 5: 

~ 

~ 
I 

August 17, 2022 

Jennifer Gunter 
jennof4@gmail.com 

Greetings: 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 

VIA EMAIL 

This acknowledges the U.S. Election Assistance Commission's receipt of your Freedom of 
Information Act request (No, 22-00179): 

"Copies of all archived, all historical and all present applications and certificates of the 
EAC's Certificate of Conformance and Scope for the following voting systems 

Clear Vote (and Clear Ballot) 1.1 
Clear Vote (and Clear Ballot) 1.2 
Clear Vote (and Clear Ballot) 1.3 
Clear Vote (and Clear Ballot) 1.3.3 
Clear Vote (and Clear Ballot) 2.1 
Clear Vote (and Clear Ballot) 2.2.1." 

The EAC does not possess records responsive to your request 

This letter completes the response to your request. If you interpret any portion of this response as 
an adverse action, you may appeal this action to the Election Assistance Commission. Your 
appeal must be in writing and sent to the address set forth below. Your appeal must be 
postmarked or electronically transmitted within 90 days from the date of the acknowledgment to 
your request. Please include your reasons for reconsideration and attach a copy of this and 
subsequent EAC responses. 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
FOIA Appeals 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 

Additionally, you may contact the Office of Government Information Services (OGIS) at the 
National Archives and Records Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation services 
they offer. The contapt information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government Information 
Services, National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College 
Park, Maryland 20740-6001, e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202-741-5770; toll free at 1-
877-684-6448; or facsimile at 202-741-5769. 
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If you have any questions please contact my ollice at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Camden Kelliher, Associate Counsel 
U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
ckelliher@eac.gov 
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL 

Clear Ballot Group 
Clear Vote Voting System (Clear Count 2.1 and Clear Design 2,1) 

Exhibit F 

ELECTIONS DIVISION 

STEPHEN N. TROUT 
DIRECTOR 

255 CAPITOL STREET NE, SLIITE501 
SALEM, OREGON 97310-0722 

(603) 986-1518 

Clear Ballot has made upgrades to their ClearVote Voting System. Specifically they have submitted 
ClearCount version 2.1 and ClearDesign version 2.1 along with their test lab report by EAC Certified 
tester Pro V&V. The test report documents that the systems meet all of the Oregon requirements and 
are conformant with the federal Voluntary Voting System Guidelines (WSG), Version 1.0 (2005). 
Clear Ballot has requested approval of this change for use in Oregon elections. 

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washington, Linn, Yamhill, Marion and Multnomah 
counties and Pro V&V. We have determined that the upgraded system complies with the statutory 
requirements of Oregon Revised Statutes 246.550 and 246.560, specifically ORS 246.550(4) and 
Oregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350 in that these changes do not impair the accuracy, 
efficiency, or capacity of the machine or system. 

Accordingly, the ClearVote Voting System consisting of ClearCount version 2.1 and 'clearDesign 
version 2.1 is certified for sale, lease or use in all elections in Oregon. The system must be used in 
compliance with the provisions of applicable Oregon statutes and all Secretary of State, Election 
Division rules and directives. 

Dated this 18 day of February 2020. 

~~<I--
Stephen N. Trout 
Director of Elections 
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July 21, 2022 

Jennifer Gunter 
jennof4@gmail.com 

Greetings: 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 

EXHIBITG 

VIA EMAIL 

This acknowledges the U.S. Election Assistance Commission's receipt of your Freedom of 
Information Act request: 

''The requested records are for both VSTLs Pro V&V, and SLI Compliance (and under their 
previous companies names) - please provide: 

1) From 2016 thru December 2020 - all original emails, with official EAC-issued (unedited) 
Certificate of Accreditation as attachment to both listed VSTLs 

2) From 2016 thru December 2020 -all original (unedited) EAC-issued Certificate of 
Accreditation for the listed VSTLs 

3) From 2016 thru December 2020 • all EAC commissioner meetiog minutes, where VSTL 
accreditation was discussed 

4) From 2016 thru December-2020 - all applications for accreditation renewal or supplemental 
ioformation the VSTLs provided to the EAC" 

Pursuant to 1I CFR § 9405.10 as a requester designated as "other," you will be charged search 
and duplication fees. However, the first two hours of search time and the first 100 pages of 
duplication are free. You will not be charged fees for review of documents. The EAC estimates 
that this FOIA request will not require more than 2 free hours of search time. Therefore, the EAC 
does not anticipate that there will be fees associated with this request. 

Yourrequest for expedited processiog has been denied pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 940S.7(h), The 
request, as submitted, demonstrates no evidence of a "compelling need" as defined by EAC 
regulations. While the public's right to know is a significant and important value, it is not 
sufficient by itself to satisfy this standard. Al-Fayed v. CIA, 254 F.3d 300,310 (D.C.Cir. 2001). 

AIi Pro V & V certificates of accreditation are available here: 
hllps;//\\ww.eac.l!tw/sites/default/tilcslfoia,Pn,_~v Certificates of Accredidution.pdf. All 
SLI certificates of accreditation are available here: 
l1t1Ds://\\ \\ w.enc.gov/sites/defoult/fi\estfoia,S I.I Certilicates of Accredidotion.p!ID Additionally, 
a one page overview of the EAC certification process has been made available here: 

I 
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U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 

lntps://\1 w,1.eac.go\'/sites/defoult/tiles/foia1He1\ a Ve ling S1 stem Becomes EAC Certified 
Overl'iew of the EAC' Certification Pr,,c<!s.~,n,;!f. 

We have determined we will process your request pursuant to the Freedom of!nformation Act 
and EAC regulations. This request has been assigned file number 22-00084. Please be advised 
that due to the coronaviru.s pandemic we are experiencing additional delays in processing 
Freedom of Information Act requests. You have the rightto seek assistance from the EAC FOIA 
Public Liaison if you have questions regarding processing delays, transparency, request status, 
and dispute resolution. 

Amanda Joiner, FOIA Public Liaison 
ajoiner@eac.gov 
301-563-3919 

If you interpret any portion of this response as an adverse action, you may appeal this action to 
the Election Assistance Commission. Your appeal must be in writing and sent to the address set 
forth below. Your appeal must be postmarked or electronically transmitted within 90 days from 
the date of the response to your request. Please include your reasons for reconsideration and 
attach a copy of this and subsequent EAC responses. 

U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
FOIA Appeals 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 
Washington, DC 20001 • 

Additionally, you may contact the Office of Government Information Services (OGIS) at the 
National Archives and Records Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation services 
they offer. The contact information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government Information 
Services, National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College 
Park, Maryland 20740-6001, e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202-741-5770; toll free at 1-
877-684-6448; or facsimile at 202-741-5769. 

If you have any questions please contact my office at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

~ A"dt.i'l,M, 
Camden Kelliher, Associate Counsel 
U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
ckelliher@eac.gov 
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Cancel Re: Records !Request-Public... G 

On Aug 31, 2022, at 1:01 PM, Camden Kelliher 
<ckelliher@eac.gov> wrote: 

Good afternoon, 

The EAC still estimates sending a completed response 
by October, 31 2022, As noted in the update provided 
In July, this Is only an estimate and Is subject to 
change. We look forward to working with you on the 
completion of this request. 

Sincerely, 

Camden Kelliher 

Camden K~Uiher I Associate Counsel 
U.S. Election Assistance Commission 
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200 I Washington. DC 2000 I 

--------- ·- -- . - --- --- -----------·- ·-
From: Jennifer Gunter <Jennof4@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2022 2:41 PM 
To: Camden Kelliher <ckelliher@eac.ga11> 
Subject: Re: Records Request-Public FDIA 

Caution: This email is from an external source. 
Please take care when clicking links or opening 
attachments. If the message looks suspicious, 
please use the Phish Alert Report button for the 
security team to review. 

Good day-

Camden, I wanted to check back in as it has 
been quite sometime to see if the estimated 
completed rem~_tjme for my records 
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