Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

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

1

o L ER
JUDY ANN MORRISE OREGSH JUBITIAL pepR
Email: judy.morrise@gmail.com WASHINGTON COUNTY
3665 SW 78™ Avenue
Portland, OR 97225 Mr KoV -3 P 213
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.: 29¢y37685
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 FAI 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; 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.:  220y37685
SARA MARIE GENTA, an Oregon Elector

Plaintiffs,
PLAINTIFFS MOTION FOR
V. EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY
) INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT —
KATHRYN HARRINGTON in her ELECTION SYSTEMS

individual capacity and as Washington
County Commissioner at Large; and
NAFISA FAI 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

General Allegations:

1.

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 of EAC accreditation for Pro
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V&YV (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 of 2017) 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 specificaliy 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 Plairtiffs 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 (11th
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 law.”! 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 func-tions, 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

! https://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 them
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.

1.

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 (HAVA)? 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®. Under section 1.4: “Although

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

2 https://www.congress.gov/107/plaws/publ252/PLAW-107publ252.pdf
3 hitps:/fwww.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/1/28/VSTLManual%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.

U.S. Constitution 14™ 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)*.

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

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

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

4 https://'www.law.comell.edu/constitution-conan/amendment-14/section- -rights-overviewf#ffh8amdl4
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d. Would it dilute the expressed intent and effectiveness of the Plaintiff(s)’ voice if
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 fof
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 off
the consent of the governed? Declaration of Independence, Guarantee Clause.

f Were Constitutionally protected free and fair elections negatively impacted by
Oregon officials’ lack of due diligence and failed duties of frust to ensure Clear Ballot was
tested by a EAC accredited VSTL in compliance after ProV&V accreditation expired
affecting all elections since 20172 ORS 119.062 Duties and Authority of Fiduciary®.

8. If the acting representative servants were unlawfully elected as a result of
unreliable, unlawful, vote collection devices are they acting in their official capacity?

h. Would they not then be impersonating public servants? ORS Chapter 165 Offenseg
Involving Fraud or Deception. ORS 162. 365 Criminal impersonation of a public servant
i. What is the Constitutional remedy for the usﬁrpation of the Plaintiff(s)’ role as thqg
underlying governmental authority, and for forcing the Plaintiff(s) to participate in their
own servitude through fraudulent policies, systems, and measures? OR CONST. Articlg

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

Parties, Jurisdiction and Venue:

9.

3 https:/foregon.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 arises.

17.

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

Complaint and Facts:
18.

Washington County has irreparably damaged plaintiffs vested sovereign constitutional
rights to equal and fair voting reptesentation 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.

ORS 246.046 states: “The Secretary of State and each county clerk shall diligently seek
out any evidence of violation of any election law.”

19.

§ hitps://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors _14.030
7 hitps://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors_14.060
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Plaintiff Morrise resides in Washington County, plaintiff Morrise’s County used the
Clear Ballot election voting system which was purportedly tested by voting system test
laboratory (VSTL) Pro V&V and used during the 2020 elections and currently in 2022 elections,
and all elections therein since February 2017. Plaintiff Morrise is underrepresented,
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 System® 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 Assistaice Commission accreditation at the time of certification and
with the potential for the Trapdoor mechanism described in Exhibit B®, 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.
Oregon Elections Division Chapter 165 Rule 165-007-0350!° Section 1 states: All voting

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

% hitps://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/Tally-Systems-By-County.pdf
9 https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.wied.9271 7/pov.uscourts. wied.92717.9.13.pdf

19 https://oregon.public.Jaw/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
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 oné€ 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!! 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 tﬁose cases have brought the evidence of State and

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

U1 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 Lic” 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 - Clatsep 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 Commiissioner, Ms. Elizabeth
Farrar Campbelil - Gilliam County Judge, Ms. Brende 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 Cm_mty
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

PAGE 13 of 38 - PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT — ELECTION SYSTEMS

Carr Dec. | Ex. A
Page 13 of 139




Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO Document 2-1 Filed 11/08/22 Page 14 of 139

DeYoung - 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 Commisstoner, 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 Coﬁnty Clerk, Ms. Claire dall - Lincoin County Commissioner,
Mr. Doug Hunt - Lincoln County Commissioner, Ms. Kaety Jacobson - Lincoln County
Commissioner, Mr. Steve Druckenmilier - 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. Erint Skaar - Tillamook County
Commissioner, Mr. David Yamamoto - Tillamook County Commissioner, Mr. Dan Lonaijj
- 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
31,2015!%

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.
Voting System Test <zboratory Program Manual, Version 2.0

3.4, Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditation shall be issued to each
laboratery accredited by vote of the Commissioners. The certificate shall be

signed by the Chair of the Commission and state:

3.6.L1. Thename of the VSTL;

3.6.1.2. Thescope of accreditation, by stating the Federal standard or standards
to which the VSTL is competent lo test;

E>3.6.IJ. The cffective date of the certification, which shall not exceed a period of
two (2) years; and

3.6.14, The technical standards to svhich the laboratory was accredited.

12 https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac assets/1/28/VSTLManual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf
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c. “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.”
25.
According to the EAC website'?, 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

United States Election Assistance Cotimission

Certificate of Accreditation

Pre V&V, Inc.
Hunisville, Alabama

is recogitized by the U.S. Elzetion Assistance Commission for the testing of voting systems to the
2005 Yoluntary Voting Systems Guidelines under the criteria set forth in the EAC Voting System
Testing and Certificaiion Program and Laboratery Accreditation Program. Pro V&V is also
recognized as having successfully completed assessments by the National Voluntary Laberatory
Accreditation Program for canformarice ta the requirements of ISOAEC 17025 and the criteria
set forth in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22,

g Z{ KA A
Effective Throagh
Date: 204118 ¢

E> February 24, 2017 E> Acting Exeetive Director, U.S. Election Assistance Comeission

EAC Lab Code: 1501

26.

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

https://www.eac.gov/sites/defanlt/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 frame®.
However, the Secretary of State noted in their Certificate of Approval!® in February of 2020 that
Pro V&V is an EAC Certified tester, even though their accreditation was only good through

February 2017.

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. The VSTL's Certification of Conditions s Practices;
3.6.2.4. The Commissioner’s Decision on Accreditation; and

3.6.2.5. The Certificate of Accreditation,

Relatod Uotuments

2015 Certificate expired in « 7/22/21-VSTLCertificates and Accreditation[d)

2017P er the Documest and 3/10/21- Pro VAV Letter of A «menl@

Program Rules, No Yurther : 3710721 - Pro V&V Certific. t:n t Conditlons and Practices )
Accreditation Certificate > el e el Ll

was issued until 2021 < o 27172021 - Pro V&V Certificate of Accreditation[) |

leaving agap in » 01/27/2021 - Pro V&V Accreditation Renewal Memo[3
accreditation between 2017 . 02/24/2015 - Certihicate of Acereditation 1Y |
& 2021 o 08/02/2015 - Pro V&V Letter of Agreement[D

» 08/02/2012 - NIST Recommendation Letter - Pro V&V (S

o 08/02/2012 - Pro V&V Certification of Conditions and Pragtices[t)

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:f/www eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv
16 https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/Clear-Ballot-2-1-Certification.pdf
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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 Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid for a period
not to exceed twa 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
expiration date and no later than 30 days before that date. Laboratuories that timely file the
renewal application package shall retain their accreditation whils the review and
processing of their application is pending. VSTLs in good standing shall also retain their
accreditation should circumstances leave the EAC withoul a quorum to conduct the vote
required under Section 3.5.5.

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 2019'7 (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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b. News — Commissioners Hovland, Palmer sworn in to restore quorum at EAC!8,
c. See also Figure 2. Tenures of EAC Commissioners'” (page 19).

Figure 2.Tenures of EAC Commissioners

03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 35 16 17 18 19
] ) No{quor,umji | No[quor%um
DEM Gracia Hillman l } | Thomas Hicks
1 N
[ | | | P
Raymundo : ' : P——
S Martinez il Rodri ! b ﬁ&féﬂhﬂ
|
|1 | , Lo
s Gineen i Matthew Donald
bl3d  Paul DeGregorio - g I Masterson
H 1 [ [ [] 1 1 | Y S p— -——— - 1 1 - 1
Caroline Hunter

Source: CRS, based on dama from the EAC and Congress.gov. .

28.

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 hitns://www.eac.pov/news/2019/02/06/commissioners-hovland-palmer-sworn-restore-quorum-eac
19 hitps://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R45770
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2020 and ultimately approved by the SOS for use in the 2020 and ClearVote 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 HAVA (a Congressionally passed act).

a. Due to an administrative Error®..

b. Due to Covid?! and VSTL’s accreditations cannot be revoked®? ...

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 applicatior: 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 lime 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, they

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/files/VSTL%20Certificates%20and%20Accreditatio
n.pdf:~text=Due%20t0%20administrative%20error¥20during%20201 7-
2019%2C%20the%20EAC,and%20Certification%20program%20is%20robust%20and%20in%20place.

21

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting_system test lab/files/Pro_VandV_Accreditation Renewal delay me

mo012721.pdf
2

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting_system_test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%20Certificat
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 elections
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? see foot note for TX demonstration.

31.

Per the document published on the OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE website?*
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, Harney,
Hood River, Jackson, Josephine, Klamath, Lane, Linn, Multnomah, Wasco, and Washington

Counties

33.

2 hitps://novotingmachines.com//
24 htips://sos.oreson.gov/elections/Documents/Tally-Systems-By-County.pdf

PAGE 22 of 38 - PLAINTTFF’S MOTION FOR EMERGANCY PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION AND COMPLAINT — ELECTION SYSTEMS

Carr Dec. | Ex. A

Page 22 of 139



Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO Document 2-1 Filed 11/08/22 Page 23 of 139

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 VSTLZ,

34,

26
According to the SOS of Oregon Website, ClearVote 2.1 was tested by ProV &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 APPROVAL” -Exhibit F Clear Ballot Group,
Clear Vote Voting System (Clear Count 2.1 and Clear Design 2.1) was certified for sale, lease, oy
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 thieir 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.

2 https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/certified-voting-systems
26 hitps://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/CBG-ClearVote-2-1-Test%20Report-00-FINAL .pdf
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a. Further stating, the bottom left corner references the accreditation is effective
until revoked by the vote of the EAC pursuant to 52 USC Section 2097 1(c)(2)*.
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 Election Assistance Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

Pro V&V, Inc.
Huntsville, Alasama

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testing of voting systems lo the
2005 and 2015 Voluniary Voting Systems Cuidelines (VV'SG 1.0 & 1.1) under the criteria set
Sorth in the EAC Voring System Testing avd Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation
Program. Pro V&1V is also recognized pis having successfully completed assessments by the Na-
tional Taluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for confor ¢ to the requil of IS0/

q

IEC 17025 and the criveria set forth in NIST Handboolks 150 and 150-22.
Accreditation not to exceed 2 years per the

yes
Origtast dccredicatin Bseedon: V242015 o2} Mns dhertntlon Dite: 21721 G
e e i et e D ore tarringt
bra mofr;:.? &m;ﬂmc § E;::ﬁ-:'?;m:r. LS, Election Avduance Commission
107D EAC Lab Codc: 1501
N Not signed by the EAC Chairporthe ruleas

(2)Approval by Commission required for revecation
The accreditation of a laboratory for purposes of this section may nol be revoked unless the
revocation is approved by a vole of the Commiasion.

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
https://www.eac.gov/sites/defanlt/files/voting_system test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%20Certifical
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 their
completed response time, this action is capricious.

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

concerns?®.

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. Kini Thatcher, Trout laid out a
litany of challenges faced by the elections division??.

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

system’,

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)?!, 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

22 hitps.//www.statesmanjournal.com/story/news/politics/2020/1 1/09/oregon-elections-director-stephen-trout-fired-

after-he-details-problems/6227959002/
29 hitps:/f'www.opb.org/article/2020/1 1/09/oregon-elections-director-resigns-after-penning-a-blistering-memo/

30 https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2020/nov/10/oregon-county-clerks-back-fired-elections-director/

31 htips:/'www.cisa.pov/uscert/bsi/articles/best-practices/legacy-systems/security-considerations-in-managing-cots-
software
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and difficult problem that an organization ignores at its own extreme peril, however convenient

that is to do.

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 conguct of elections ORS 254.568 certificate of
election required before taking oath of office, which brings to question the reasoning where thosg

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 of 2017 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 trusied 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 needed
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 protqcols are indisputable in this complaint. Defendants
ignoring the plaintiffs’ evidence and pleas f;r‘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.” I¥sh Network v. Bauder, Case No: 6:14-cv-
1443-0rl-31DAB, 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

activities.

To qualify for injury in fact, the asserted harm must be “concrete and particularized and
...actual or imminel_at, 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,
838 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 Hidgs., LLC, 2013 WL 209658, at *12 (Del.

Ch. Jan. 18, 2013) (“If there is no standing, there is no justiciable substantive controversy.”). For
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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 injury 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 Injunction order prohibiting the defendants from
violating state election laws and plaintiffs’ civil rights in the aforementioned ways. Plaintiffs are
entitled to recover their reasopable 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 P-3d 391 (2003); and Dennehy v. City of Gresham,
314 Or 600, 602 (1992); or DeYoung 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 § 1988. 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:

Count 1

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

tally system (ORS 260.645)

Count 2
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b.) Preventing and failure to act, to report election fraud, and failed fiduciary conduct
surrounding election violations. ORS 161.085 Culpability?? - 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 either to perform an act or to omit to perform an act.

Count 3
¢.) 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 of another®.
Count 4
d.) Failure to act on evidence presented by Plzintiffs ORS 246.046 “The Secretary of State
and county clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of violation of any election
law.”
Count 5
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 Deception?. Respectively ORS Chapter 165 Offenses Involving Fraud
or Deception®®.

Count 6

32 https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors 161.085

33 htips:/foregon. public.law/statutes/ors 161.155

34 hitps://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
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f) Using unlawful election equipment and software. Oregon Elections Division Chapter 165
Rule 165-007-0350%7 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 defel;dants 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 te¢ 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.]aw/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.

THIRD 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.
51
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 law. 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 1 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 14" 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 1 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 1 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 1 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:

1) 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 iot compliant to the law and election mandates under
HAVA and the EAC in vioiation 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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circumstances surrounding the 2020 election, and 2022 election, and VSTL accreditations
since 2017 therefore affecting all elections henceforth.

5) 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 of the
people of Washington County, our state, and our elected representatives.

6) On all of plaintiffs’ claims for relief, and award of plaintiff’s reasonable attorney fees and
costs and disbursements incurred herein;

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

Respectfully submitted this 3 Day of November 2022.

/s/ Judy dnn Morrise

3665 SW 78™ Avenue
Poriland, OR 97225

/s! 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 and

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

perjury.
<~
Judy Anfg Morrise
STATE OF OREGON )
) SS.
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON )
On this 3\ day of Movembe~ 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 true according
to her best knowledge and belief.

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

Aot oo @

Notary Public

@L%—O\Q—Q/ L’H'\f\ Lot

My commission Expires

ot OFFICIAL STAMP
. ,& s ﬁla'EriL;EY“FI'EHELE STOVALL
e BLIC -OREGON
\NJ COMMISSION NO. 1029474

f14

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 4,2026)
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

I hereby declare that the above statement is frue to the best of my knowledge and

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

perjury. Og/‘
m «Pgéafz
4 A\ N
Sara Marie Genta
STATE OF OREGON )
. } SS.
COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH ‘ )

On this ﬂ day of NMovembe, before me personally appeared Sara Marie
Genta who being by me duly swom 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 i:ereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal
in the County and State aforesaid, the day and year first above written.

Aoxe  omre

Notary Public

Ocdoke UPn Lo,

My commission Expires

e OFFICIAL STAMP
s ALEXIE MICHELE STOVALL
& NOTARY PUBLIC -OREGON
fiy/ COMMISSION NO, 1029474

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 4, 2026
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Exhibit B

Declaration of [

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C Section 1746, 1, | NG 1n-ke the

following declaration.

1. I.amover.the age of 21 years and I am under no legal disability, which woiild prevent me
from givinig this declaration.

2. Ihave been a private contractor with'experience gathering and analyzing foreign intelligence
and acted-as a LOCALIZER during the deployment of projects-and operatiois both
OCONUS and CONUS. I am a trained Cryptolinguist, hold a completed degree-in Molecular
and Cellular Physiology and have F?RMAL training in other sciences such as
Com_puta"tional Linguistics, Game Theory, Algorithmic Aspects of Machine Learning,
Predictive Analytics among others.

3. I'have operational experience in sou%ces and methods of iviplementing operations during
elections both:CONUS and QCQNI_L[S

4. I am-an amateur network tracer-and é:r_!,rpiqgrapher_and hiave over two decades of
mathematical modeling and pattern analysis.

5. Inmy position from 1999-2014 1 wa{s respousible for delegating implementation via other
contractors sub-confracting with US!or 9 EYES agencies identifying connectivity,
netwoikiig and.subcontractors that \f!ibilld.manage thie micro operations.

6. My information is my personal knov'vledge-and ability to detect relationships between the
companies and validate that with the cryptographic knowledge I know and attest to as well
as evidence of these relationships. E

7. In addition, [ am WELL versed due to'my assignments during my time as a private
contractor of how elections OC 'ONL:TS (for countties I have had an assignment at) and
CONUS (well-versed in HAVA ACT).and more.

8. On or about October.2017 1 hadrrear::he,d out to the US Senate Majonity L'eader with an
affidavit claiming that our elections ;m 2017 may be null and void due to lack of EAC
certifications. In fact Sen. Wyden sent a letter to Jack Cobb on 31 OCT 2017 advising
discreetly pointing qurthe'importan:ce of being CERTIFIED EAC bad issued a certificate to

Case 2:20-cv-01771-PP Fi_ﬁledEﬁm Page 1 of 37 Docume@a@-Dac. | Ex. A
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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 recagnized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testing of voling systems fo the
2005 Yoluntary Voting Systems Guidelines under the criteria set forth in the EAC Voting System

Testing and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation Program, Pro V&V is also
recognized as having successfully completed assessments by the National Volwitary Labaratory
Accreditation Program for conformance to the requirements of ISOAEC 17025 and the criteria

set forth in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22.

Effective Through _52444.&,_44.—/
Dyt 324718

Fcbruary 24, 2017 Acting Exceurive Pirector, U.S. Electian Assistance Commission

FAC Lab Code: 1501

9. Section 231(b) of the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of 2002 (42 U.S.C. §15371(b))
requires that the EAC provide for the accreditation and revocation of accreditation of
independent, non-federal {sboratories 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
HAVA Section 231(b)(1). However, consistent with HAVA 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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United States Department of Commerce
National Institute of Standards and Technology

NVLAD

Certificate of Accreditation to ISO/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 Iaboralory is accredited in accordance with the recognizad Jitemationel Standard ISOAEC 17025:2017.

This accreditation demonstrates technical competence for a defined scope and the eperation of a iaboratory qualily
management system (refer to joint ISC-ILAC-'4F Communique dated January 2009).

Past 1\ Q /
2020-03-26 through 2021:03-31 : \‘;ﬁ, . m UVMM/
o/

Effectiva Dates @.35 Forthe Ntu/onar Vol mto@mddauon Program
o

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

12.

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

There are only TWO accredited VSTLs (VOTING SYSTEM TEST LABORATORIES). In
order to meet its statutory reguirements under HAVA §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 Veoting System Testing and Certification
Program Manual (OMB 3265-0019).
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- - _ ... _ U:S:-Election Assistance Commission . _ .

¥ MICHIGAN

Srate Participation Requires Testing by an Independeént Tésting Authority. MI requires that
- voling systems are certified by on independent testmg aulhonty aceredited by
NASED and the-board of state canvassers.

.Ap{}ffcﬂb!ﬁ, Statutefs): *é Arr electronic voling system shall not be ysed in onelection. -snlesy it us dppmved
by thie baanl of stiite canvassess ... and unless it meets'1.of thie followi ing
conditions: (a) Is certified by an. mdependcm testing authority accredited by the
nafional assotiation of state electiondirectors and by the board of stute
'canvassmi (b)In the ' absenee of an ateredited mdcpcndem testing authority, i
certified by the: m:mufaumrcr of the voting system as meeting or.exceeding the
performeance and test standards referenced in subdivision (a).in a manner
priscribed by the h-onrd of state canvassiess.™ MICH. COMP. LAWS ANN §'
168.795a 795a 1(2009).

Applicable Mi dees not have a regulation regardinig the foderal cerification process.

'Regulativins):

State Ceitification The Secretary of State accepts requests from persons/corporations wishing to have

Frovess: thcu- voling systero examined. The requ::a!ur must pay thi Secretary. of State m
application fee of $1,500: 00, file a repoit .<sung all of the, states in which lhc
-voling system has been approved and any reposts that these states have made
_regarding the performance of the ¥ roViag system. The. Board of State Canvassers
vonidikcts a-field test involving: Michigan eluctons and élection nﬂ‘:clab. n
simulated election day conditivis. The Board. of Stam Canvassers shall npprove
the-voting system if it mecis all of the state requirements. MICH. COMP. LAWS
,ANN b l68 :795a (”Oﬂ"‘

Fidided Vaoting [Aﬁar the: EAC, vompletes.and issues the 2008 Election:Adminisiration and
Svstemy: "Foting Survey, information abot ¥t telded voting systems will be added to
- ’ this document. In the meantime, readers may find information on thie voting
systewis at the following website (if ma:lable)]
hv:r- A, rmchtgdn s:ovfmsm ]607 ¥E 177-1633 "1716 434582 00, hlmI

'Slatq.-;{‘aﬂ.iiiipaiiun in EAC Voling System Certification Program- 30
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U.S. Election Assistance Commission

& WISCONSIN

State Participation:

Applicable Statute(s):

Applicable:
Regulation(s):

* State Certification
"' Process:,

Fielded. Ve oting
' Svslems

Requires Testing by a Federally Accredited: Laboratory. ‘WI requires that its

voting systems receive approval from an independcnt testing authonity accredited
by-NASED verifying that the voting systems meet all.of the recommended FEC'

standards. '

“No-ballot, voting device; automatic tabulating equipment arrelating equipment
and materials to be used in'an electronic voting system miy be utilized in this
state-unless it is uppmved by:the board [of election cominissioners]*-WIS.

STAT.ANN, § 5.91 | (West2009).

*An:application for.approval of an electronic voling system shall be:accompanied
by all of the following ... [r]eports from an independent testing authority
accredited by the nottonal association of state election directors (NASED)
demonstrating that the votinp systeni conforms {2 all the standards recommended
by-the federal élections commission.” WIS, AMM (2009).

The Board of Election Commissioners sceepts applications for the approval of
electronic voting systems. Once theapplication is completed, the.vendor must set
up the voting system for three mock électionsusing; (1) offices, (2) refercnda
questions :md (3) candidates, A p.'mel ‘of lacal election officials can assist the
Board in the review-of thé vating sysicm. The Board coniducts thé test using a
mock clection for the pasiisan-primary, gencral election, and nonpartisan election:
The Board may alss sequire that the voting: sysleny be u;.ed inan actunl election as
a condition of the approval: WIS "ADMIN. CODE 'GAB:§§ 7.01, ]_(’009)

[After the £AC completes and issues the 2008 Election Administration and
Votivg Survey, information.about fielded voting systems will be added to
thiz document. In.the meantime, readers may find information on the voting,
sstems ai the following website (if available)],

htipe/felections. state. wiusfsection.asp?linkid=643&locid=47 .

State Participation in EAC Voting System CertificationProgram 59
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LJ.S. Elcction Assistance Commiission.

= GEORGIA

Stdte Participation:

.'fgpgg'qab{e Statute(s):

Applicable
Regulation(s):

State' Certification
Process:

Requires Federal Certification. GA requires that its voting systems are tested to
EAC standards by EAC accredited labs iidg certified by thie EAC.

*Any person or organization owning, mantifacturing, or selling, or being
interested in the manufacture ar.sale of, any voting machine may request the-
Secretary of State to:examine the machine: Any ten or more electors of tiis stale
may; at any time, nequest the Secretary of State to réexaming any voting machine
previously examined and: appmved by him or her. Before: any such ¢xamination or
reexamination, the person, pefsoris; or organization requesting such examination
or rcexamination shall pay to the Secretary of State the reasonable.expenses of
such examination; provided, hawever, that in the case of a request by.ten or more
electors the examination fee shall be § 250.00. The Secretary of State may, at any
time, in his or her discretion, reexamine any voling nrachine.” GA CODE ANN,

§212:338(2008).

“Prior to submitting a voting syster: for certification by the State of Georgia, the
praposed voting system’s ‘hardwiae, irmware, and software must have been

Jissued Qualification Certificates from the EAC. These EAC Qualificaticn

Certificates must indicate that the proposed voting system!] ‘has successfully
completed the EAC Quauhcanon teslmg admiinistered by EAC approved ITAs. If
for any reason, this leve! of testing is not available, the Qualification tests shall be
conducted by an agency designated by the Secretary of State. In cither event, the
Qualification tests shall comply with the specifications of the Joting Systems
Standards putlished by the EAC.™ GA. COMP.R. & RES. 590-8-1-.01 (2009).

After viic voting system has passed EAC Qualification testing, the vendor of the
voting system submits a letter Lo the Office of the Secretary of State requesting
ceatitication for the voting system along with a technical data packageto the
certification agent. An evaluation proposal is created by the certification.agent
after a preliminary view of the Téchnical Data. Package and sent to the'vendor.
Any additionz]l EAC ITA testing identified inthe ¢valuaiion praposal is arranged
by the vendor and the certification agent will perform all other tests identificd in
the evaluation proposal. The'certification agent submitsa report of their fi indings
to the Secretary of Siate. Based on these findings the Secretary of Smte will make
a final determination on-whether to centify the voling system. GA. C OWP.'R &

-RES: 590-8-1 01(2009).

‘Fielied Voting [After the EAC completes aind issues the 2008 Election -!dmmislruuan and
Systems: Voting Survey, information about fieldeéd voting systems will be added to
! this document. In the meantime, readers may find information on the voting
s;.'srems ai the fal!awmg W ebsue (i f mvailable)].
pi/arww sos. ¢
State Participation in EAC Voling System Certification Program 17
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U.S, Election-Assistance Commission

= PENNSYVANIA

State Panici}?mian‘:

Applicable Statuté(s):

‘Applicdble
Regiilation(s):

State Cerfification
Process:

Fielded Voring
Systems::

Requires Testing hy n Federally Accredited Laboratory. PA requires that its
voting systems are approved by a federally recognized independent testing
laboratory as mecting federal voting System standards.

“Any person or corporation owning, manufactuning or sciling, or being interested
in the manufacture or sale-of, any electrenic voting systent, may request the
Secretary of the Cummonwealﬂ:t to examine such-system if the voting system has
been cxamined ond approved by a fedemlly recognized independent testing
authority.and if it meets any voting systém performance and test standards
established by the Federal Government.” 25 PA. CONS.: STAT. ANN. Code § .
303 la {West 2008).

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

The Secretary of State examines voting systems, upon request, once the voting
systems have received approval by.a f',:dcmlly recognized independent testing
authority., The person(s) requesting the examination of the voling system are
responsxble for the cost of the examination, Afier the examination, the Secretary
of State issues a‘'report stating whether or not-the \otmg systems are safe and
compliant with state and federal requirements. IFthe voting systems are deemed
safe and compli:ml by:the Sccretary of State then the systems may be adopted and
approved for use i vlections by each county through a majority vote of'its
qualified electess. 23 PA: CONS: STAT. ANN. Code §§ 3031.5, 303 l 2 (West.
2008). - ‘e

[Aftertie EAC completes and issues the 2008 Election Administration and
l’s'hg Survey, iformation about fielded voting systems will be'added 10
this document. In the meantime, readers may find information on the voling
systeins at the following website (if available)].

tinp:/fwwwivotespa, curn/Hmunane!mbu 4/language/en-US/Defaullaspx.

- — = - e
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U.S. Election Assistancé Commission

= ARIZONA

State Pariicipation;

.4gplfclfbfe Stalute(s):

Applicable
Regirlationi(s):

State C ertific cation
Proce.s‘s.

Fielded Voting
Systems:,

Requires Testing by a Federally Accredited Laboratory.” AZ requires thit its
voting systems are HAVA compliant and approved by a laboratory that is
accredited purswant to HAVA..

*On completion of acquisition of michines or devices that comply with HAVA,
machines or'devices used al any clection for federal, state or county:offices may
only be certified for use in this state and may only be used in this state if they
comply with HAVA and if those machines or devices have been tested and
appmved bya lnbomtory that is accredited pursuant to HAVAL" ARIZ:'REV.

STAT..§:162442(B) (2008).

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

The Secretary of State appoinis a coramittec of three people that test different
voling systems. This-commiltee is ¢ejuired 1o submit their recommendations to
the Secretary of State who then-iniikes the final decision on which voting

system(s) to adopt. ARIZ: REV ,STAT §. I644?.[A)nnd '(C) (2008).

[After the EAC cawpletes and issiees the 2008 Election Administration and
Voting Survey, fg'brmalian about fielded voting systems will be added to
this documensi. In the meantime, readers.may find information on the vofing
systems ot e fo!!owmg website (if aﬂable)]

htep:Avsnviazsos: govfelecuon/égmgmcmld\.fnult him

Stite Participation in EAC Voting System Certification Program: 9

17.

18. Pro V& V and SLI Gaming both lack evidence of EAC Accreditation as per the Voting System
Testing and Certification Manual.

Case 2:20-cv-01771-PP Filed ERHiIt208 Page 8 of 37 Documendid-Déc. | Ex. A
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19. Pro V& V is owned and Operated by Jack Cobb. Real name is Ryan Jackson Cobb. The company
ProV&V was founded and run by Jack Cobb who formerly worked under the entity of Wyle
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
ProV&V website. The EAC and NIST (ISO CERT) issuers all have another address.

= ) A hugs cat legayae-alimnenma
Hictpuently Askod Gueslions

| searen | _aoee | S

Accredited Labs Yest and ot tibzathon Blygn.
Zresults found.
Poge 1a21
DO YOU HAVE QUESTIONS?
Pro V&V .
700 Bowevard South e X e

Sedte 107
Humywite, AL 15302

S penries
o v e g

Program Mansger: Jack Cerbb, Preaomt

tha bRz b7 P COPLKT b

Fhone:255-713-1111

tearntdive ¥
REGISTER TO VOTE!

SLI Compliance, a Division of Gaming Laboratorles Interriational, LLC Ut Nt Mad Vetee Bagreation  rm Eafegrasr 10

AT X Icutcpeninetu Strort o, v m
\Whest Rigge, COBOOI3 b, b gt weh i poRitcal party

Statn: Actretiind Rty 4

ey o Fasniy il or § L1 Boleg atckoe e 8,
Prograrm Manages: Teatd Mg, Dt extoe of Operations ot e Fodurad Wbng AuisLares Progan b0 regfates i
Phone: 303-422.1548 s

LearnMors 3 Register Today

ProVav

G705 Octyssay Drive N
Sute €
Hunizville, AL 35806
O 256-113 1111
Fax; 2567131112

Yoo Emall pegulred)
STt
Your Mssage

- B =T rq
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20. VSTLs are the most important component of the election machines as they examine the use
of COTS (Commercial 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/TIEC 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 siruple 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 systera software is done so and created with cost efficiency in mind
and therefore relies on 3™ 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 Community report in 2018
verifies that.

25. The Trump Administration made it clear that there is an absence of 2 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 of telecom 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 Telaphone: 91-B0-573-99222
Koramangala Industrial Area Fax: 91-80-575-59209
Bangalore 560 495, India Reglonal Manager: Stuart Spiteri

.Akamai Technologies - China

Suite 1560, 15th Floar Telephone: 86-10-8523-3057

NCI Tower Fax: 86-10-8523-3001

12A Jianguomenwai Avenue Regianal Manager: Stuart Spiter

Chaoyang District,

Beijing 100022

China

Akamai Japan K.K.

The Executive Centre Japan K.K. Telephone: 81-3-3216-7200 (Centre)
15F Tokyo Ginke Kyokal building B1-3-3216-7300 (Akamai
1-3-1 Marunouchi, Chiyeda-ku, Tokyo 100- direct)

0005 Fax: §1-3-3216-7350 (Centre)

Regianai Manager: Stuart Spiteri

Akamai Technolagies - Singapore

fAkamal, Regus Centre, 36-01 UOB Plaza 1 Telephone: +65 6248 4614
B0 Rafflas Flace Fax: +65 6248-4501
Singapore 048624 Regional Manager: Stuart Spiterl
[F] Driving directions

Akamai Technalagies - Australia and New Zealand

201 Sussex St Telephone: 61 2 5006 1325
Tower 2, Level 20 Fax: 61 29475 0343
Sydney, NSW 2000, Agstralia Regional Manager: Stuart Spiteri
info@au.akamai.cons

Case 2:20-cv-01771-PP Filed E46i&f203 Page 11 of 37 DocumentShks. | Ex. A
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pit.gov resolves to 4,30,228.74. According to our data this IP eddress -belongs to Level 3 Communications and is located in Alexandria, Virginia, United
States. Please have a lock at the information provided below for further details.

| =M 4.30. 228 74 |
ISPIOrganizatIon Level 3 Communications
Locatxon A!exandn'a-22304_ Virginia (VA), *=3 United States {US)
Latitude 38.8115/38°48'41° N
Lonpitude 7285077742’ W
Timezone America/New_ York
Local Time Thu, 12 Jul 2018™19:27:40 -0400
!
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L3 Level Communications is federal contrzctor that is partially owned by foreign lobbyist

George Soros. An article that AP ran in 2010 — spoke out about the controversy of this that
has been removed. (LINK) “As fot the company’s other political connections, it also appears
that none other than George Stros, the billionaire funder of the country’s liberal political
infrastructure, owns 11,300 shares of OS] 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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31. L-3 Communication Systems-East designs, develops, produces and integrates

communication systems and support equipment for space, air, ground, and naval
applications, including C4{ 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.

- Adve sements Basic Tracking Info
" Domain: Michigan.gov

| Wholy toc'am - Romatn Coumtry - Porestt To 18]
IP Address: 23-78:81.34

[P.Baciklfat Check]
Reverse DNS: 34,81.78.23.in-addr.arpa
Hostname: 3237881~

.34.deploy.static_akamaitechnologies.com

at2-s7.akam.nek »> 184.26.160.67
alt-64.akam.net »> 84.53.139.66

at-35.akam.net >> 193.108.91.35
Nameservers:
‘a5-66.akam.net »> 95.100.168.66

a18-64.akam.net >> 95,101.36.64

a24-65.akam.net »> 2,16,130,65

Continent: -North America [NA)
Country:  United States =5 {us)
Capital:  Wiashington
State: Unknowi
City
Location:
ISP: Akamai Technologies
Organization: Akamai Technoldgies
AS Number: AS1299 Telia Company AB

Unknowm

something something went wrong!
went wrong!
Geolocation on 1P Time Zone: America/North_DakotarCenter
Local Time: 13:48:46
Timezone
GMT offset: 21600
Sunrise /a7 1 1712
Sunset:

Extra Informatien for an IP: Michigan.gov

"Continent i . -
Lat/Lon: 46.07305 / -100.546
Country
Lat/Lan: 38/ -98

City Lat/Lon: (37.751) / (-97.822)
IP Langueage: Engtish
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34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.
41.

42.
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“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
According to DOMINION : 1.4.1Software and Firmware The software and firmware
employed by Dominion D-Suite 5.5-Aconsists of 2 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.

The concern is the HARDWARE and the NON — ACCREDITED VSTLs as by their own
admittance use COTS.

The purpose of VSTL’s being accredited and their importance in ensuring that there is no
foreign interference/ bad actors accessing the tally daia via backdoors in equipment
software. The core software used by ALL SCYTL related Election Machine/Software
manufacturers ensures “anonymity” .

Algorithms within the area of this “shuffiing” to maintain anonymity allows for setting
values to achieve a desired goal under the guise of “encryption” in the trap-door.

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”

Key Terms

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 mathematical proofs can determine if any votes have been
manipulated. o

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 | [Config Data| 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-voting machine 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 if there 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 2|CLEANSING | 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 3|Shuffling /Mixing | 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 deploved as the votes go into this mixing
phase, and how algorithm redistributes the votes.

47. This published PAPER FROM University College Loridon 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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49.

50.

SL

52.

53.
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Background - EIGamal encryption

Setup: Group G of prime order q with generator g
Public key: pk =y =g*

Encryption: Eg(m; 1) = (g7, y'm)

Decryption: Dy, v)=vu*

Homomorphic:

E,(m;r) x &, (M;R) = &, (mM; r + R)

Re-rencryption:
Spk(m; l‘) x 8[)1{(1’- R) = Spk(m; r+ R)

o :
When this mixing/shuffling occurs, then one doesn’t iiave the ability to know that vote coming out
on the otherend is acmally their vote; therefore, ZERO integrity of the votes.
When the votes are sent to-Scytl via Dominion Software EMS (Election Management System)'the
Trap Door is accessed by Scyt! or TRAF,DOOR keys.(Commitment Parameters).

Ieurpﬁm
-6

The encrypted data is shifted-into Scytl’s platform in the form of ciphertexts —this means it is
encrypted and a key based on commitments is needed to read the data. The ballot data can only be
read if the peison has a key that is set 6n commitnients.

A false sense of security is provided to both parties that votes are not being “REPLACED” during
the mixing phase. Basically, Scytl re-encfypts the ballot data that comes in from Dominion (_o:r any
other voting software company) as ciphertexts. Scytl is supposed to prove that votes A, B, C are
indeed X, Y, Z uhder their new re-eficryptiofi. when sending back the votes that dre tallied coding
them respectively. This is done by Scytl and the Election Software company that agrees to certain
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“Generators” and therefore together build “commitments.”

public CommitmentParams(final ZpSubgroup group, final int n){
group = group;
h = GroupTools.getRandomElement(group);
commitmentlength = n;
g = GroupTools.getVectorRandomElement{group,

this.commitmentlength);
1

/7 from getRandomElement(group)
Exponent randomExponent = ExponentTools.getRandomExponentigroup.getQ());
return group.getGenerator().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 in hardware if the parameiers 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 3 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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57. Within the trapdoor this is how the algontlnn 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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STEP 4|Decryption 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 expiained, 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 honest or free from any foreign actors within their backdoor or the Election Company (like
Dominion) that can have access to the key.

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

“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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Hence, you can’t prove anyone manipulated anything. The TRAP DOOR KEY HOLDERS can offer
you enough to verify to you what you neéd to.see without revealing anything and once again
indicating the inability to detect manipulation. ZERO PROOF of INTEGRITY OF THE VOTE.
Therefore, if decryption is chailenged, 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.

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.
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 202¢ confirm the deployment of an
algorithm due to the BEHAVIOR which is indicative of an algcrithm in play that had no pivoting
parameters applied.

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 A B points given. Point A would be the smallest. Any points outside
the A B points are not necessarily factored in vet can still be applied.

The points outside the parameters can be uiilized to a certain to degree such as in block allocation.
The algorithm geographically changed the parameters of the algorithm to force blue votes and
ostracize red.

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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ARIZONA
“FIXING” THE VOTE

.‘E.

3

Lt .

=

= Nov. 3rd

2| 8:06:40 pm
+143,100 votes

.. (Maricopa & Pima)

_Ll,l —eadae __._...I _;.1_._1___.__| ._]___._IJ___ i ..1__.._!_. 1_._A_..._HT._,| DR I T
0 " NUMBER OF YOTES PROCESSED & THE TIME AT WHICH THEY PROCESSED :
ELECTION DAY NOV4-10
1 ]

NOV 3~ 50V 10 *DATA SOURCED FROM NEW YORK TIMES

- Mathematical evidenze of the seeding “irijection” of vates at the beginning

su M M ARY - A spike meais thai a large number of votes were injected into the totals
a4 ] --A normal vote pattern would look like a natural progression —smooth without
extreme jurnps
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70. Gaussian Elimination without pivoting explains how the algorithm would behave and the election
results and data from Michigan confirm FATLURE of algorithm.

MICHIGAN
“FIXING” THE VOTE

. NOV. Tth
_ 6:31:42 am
+54,199 vote
Injection

BIDEN INJEGTION

ulﬂh lllu" I v d!
11 : l
ELECTION DAY HOV. 3 NOV4-7  BEREDEY _L'I—"-fiﬁh‘.ﬂ‘i‘lffﬂiu H ' THE DIGITAL “FIX”
LEADS BIDEN: " Daad People Vot
oyl Cinergtievoers
L -

’ -
oV 3-Nou7 *DATA SOURCED FROM NEW YORK TIMES

- Trump y:iss on election night / Polling locations in Detroit shut down at 2am
su M M AHY -Ballot «ounters-told to.go home / Voting station-windows covered
g - Daminion Exec shows up in‘Betroit polling station after midnight

- Trump's election night lead disappears / Biden “INJECTION” 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 :

U] o0 o
] S, ng g{")
[ Alloe

72.
73. Such a conjecture allows the growth factor the ability to be upper bound by values closer to n.

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 “DIGITAL 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.

I have witnessed the same behavior of the election sofiware 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.

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.

The algorithm looks to have been set to give Joe Biden a 52% win even with an initial 50K+ 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.

GEORGIA
“FIXING” THE YOTE

. > _
/] Nov.4th
»  '6:34:50 am

= +107,040 votes

g.

2

=

a

(=1

H AT ! N

L |1 ; _]
ELECTION DAY NOVA-7 R B D AT e
I M Bl - J

NOV3-NOV7

*[ATA SOURCED FROM HEW YORK TIMES

SUMMARY

- 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 injectéd into.the totals

- A normal vote pattern would look like a natural progression'— smooth without

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 DHS 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 DHS.

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.

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
5 |
? oao“d'e r.—-’Q N
I e -] -1 -~ ‘Brown and Kenosha
I counties are still counting,
(

|
o,i !

|
m —-—r -—— - —fF-- e e e e e o e ] —
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81.

82. In Wisconsin there are also irregularities in réspect to BALLOT requests. (names AND address
Hidden for privacy)
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1 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.
On or about April 2013 a one year plan was set to fund and usher elections in ---—--.

Joe Biden was designated by Barack Hussein Obama to ensure the ----- accepted assistance.

John Owen Brennan and James (Jim) Clapper were responsible for the ushering of the intelligence
surrounding the elections in —---.

Under the guise of Crisis support the US Federal Tax Payers finded the deployment of the election

software and machines in ------ signing on with Scytl.

The White House
Office of the Press Secretary

SHARE THIS:
For Immediate Release o yppil o8, g

@ TWITTER
| FACTSHEET: U.S. Crisis Support (¥) ceaoox

Package for Ukraine (=) ewa

RS IR aar have made U.S. support for Ukraine
an urgent priority as the Ukrainian government works to establish seghigilyl and
i rearealnnss el @1&&1&[@%};& and constitutional reform, revive its
economy, and ensure government institutions 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

I from outside forces. To support Ukraine, we are today announcing a new
albgfae powor el sl e

e 20 0 9 il d L B -kmr-u,.,ég'm'm

2]

package of assistance totaling &%
' Perninih Saltsai s i ik e

et B b
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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.

09. Considering that the hardware of ihe 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 of VSTLs in underrated to protect up from foreign interference by way of open
access via COTS software. Pro V& V who’s EAC certification EXPIRED on 24 FEB 2017 was
contracted with the state of WISCONSIN.

101.  In the United States each state is tasked to conduct and [V& V (Independent Verification and
Validation) to provide assurance of the integrity of the votes.

102.  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 HAVA
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. PRO V& V received a NIST certification on 26MAR2020 for ONE YEAR. Normally the NIST
certification is good for two years to align with that of EAC certification that is good for two years.

United States Department of Commerce
National Institute of Standards and Technology

VLAY

Certificate of Accreditation to ISO/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,
fisted on the Scope of Accreditation, for:

Voting System Testing
This laboratory is accredited in accordance with the recognized Internationat Standard ISOAEC 17025:2017.

This accreditation demonstrates technical competence for a defined scope and the operation of a laboratory qualily
managament system (refer fo joint 1ISO-ILAC-IAF Communigue dated January 2009).

N D

2020-03-26 through 2021-03-31

Effactiva Dates

106. : ‘ o

%')&a j Forthe Nabonal Vo!unla\xy _I}zbomtﬁ@ccredﬂamn Program

107.  The last PRO V& 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 of VSTLs being accredited and examining the HARDWARE is key. COTS
software updates 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.

Case 2:20-cv-01771-PP Filed EXBitd203 Page 29 of 37 DocumenkPHS. | Ex. A
Page 67 of 139




Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO Document 2-1 Filed 11/08/22 Page 68 of 139

“Compact Flash Cards | ***SanDisk Ultra; Meniory device for
SDCFHS-004G ICP and ICE
SDCFHS:008G tabulators.
RiData:
CFC-14A:

RDF3G-233XMCB2-1
RDF! 6G—233XMCB’? 1
RDF32G~233XMCBZ—1
SanDisk Extreme:
SDCFX-UlﬁG
SDCFX-{BZG
SanDisk:
SDFAA-008G

*Modems Verizon USB Modem Analog and wireless
Pantech UMWI90NCD modems for
transmilting

USB Modem MultiTech unofficial election
MT9234MU night results.

CellGo Cellular Modem
E-Device 3GPUSUS

AT&T USB Modem
MultiTech. GSM MTD-
H5

Fax Modem USs
Robotics 56K V.92.

110.
111.  For example and update of VerizonWSB Modem Pantech undergoes multiple software updates a

year for it’s hardware. That is most jikely 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 delsted.

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
IV&V was conducted without NIST cert for SLI being valid.
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United States Department of Commerce
National Institute of Standards and Technology

NVIAD

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, {or:

Voting System Testing

This Iaboratory Is accredited in accordance with the recognized International Standard ISOAEC 17025:2017.
This accreditation demonsirates technical competence: for a defined scope and the operation of a faboratory quality
management system (refer to joint ISO-ILAC-JIAF Communique dated January 2009).

2020-10-07 through 2020-12-31

Effective Dales

114.
115. In fact SLI was NIST ISO Certified for less than 90 days.

116. Ican personally attest that high-level officials of the Obama/Biden administration 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.

118.  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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NAME OF COMMITTEE (n Ful) ‘
JOHN-MCCAIN 2008, INC.

Full Name:-(Lest, Fist, Middie Initial)

A. 3EDC LLC Date. o Disbursemant
[P ot it B o e I Lty
Mallng Address 211 NORTH UNION ST STE 200 r 03 ] 17 l 2008
City State Zip Code Transaction ID : 5B22.10515
ALEXANDRIA VA 22314
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Stater Distriet:
Full Name (Last, Frs, Midule initlal)
¢. ADMINISTAFF Date of Dibursemient
— jwwlelo o e ffr ety
Mziling Addrass PO BOX 203332 j 03 0S5 2008 _
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HOUSTON he'd 71218 Transaction ID : 582340117
Purpose of Disbursemsant -
INSURANCE r _v—] Ambunt of Each Disburserment this.Periad
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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. (ref Item 123 Wisconsin.gov Example)

Herign Ohtgria Pam fHez lopotogy  Hou Detedy: Seany

T Vi - n
“
rhusts Gemd Srrieey Tracemmne s _
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[« =
e

Hortrarne: ' ) wracormm gov

e

Lartboot:  Wied Plow 25 1002 50 2020 (405000 peeomdr). . .
B Opetating Systrm I . F1T0GVE tewt] WA Pon VT
. .

o] 1 rer 10w

Vil portsc [20p pen ] o3 mear evivares
am N gy acimcwrwld T o), ph | by
L4 il T A} 3 ~ - . .
% F3BGIP Eage Gutewny ] = ' \
U TreedSDS2-A00AT ) - i
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127. ! : ' P

128,  Wisconsin has EDGE GATEWAY port which is AKAMAI TECHNOLOGIES based out of
GERMANY.

129.  Using AKAMALI Technologies is allowing .gov sites to obfuscate and mask their systems by way
of HURRICANE ELECTRIC (he.net) Kicking it to anonytous (AKAMAI Technologies) offshore

Servers.
Hosts Egrl_e_r.a[;%r:_fi_cs_‘s_‘ Trazeroute 'l e
wisconsin.gov{163.189.1:

I 3 300 203.89.33.137 A

4 A00 5040507
5 300 17222724 .
6. 1500 206.126.236.37 10gigabitethernet2-2.corel.ashT:henet t
(7 41.00 '18-4.105._64.1_33 100gel-T.core2.chil.he.nst i
8 27.00 184.104.192.117 100gel5-2.corel.chi].he,net ]
9 32.ODI 184,105.65.226 100géB-1.corel.msnl.henet %
10 35.90‘ 216.66,73.242  airstream-communications-lic.10gigabitethemnét2:20.corel.msn’ i
11 3700 643313057  air-cpdg-asr-to-mdsn.airstreamcomrn.net.130.33.64.in-addr.arpz}
12 37.00 64.331437188 \_Nirletail'-wi-doa'-om-Z.direct.airstreamcomm;net !
e IR
e | R — ||
130. 15 38.00-165.189.150:147 b

131.  AKAMAI Technologies has locations around the world.

132. AKAMAI Technologies has locations in China (ref item 22)

133.  AKAMAI Technologies has locations in Iran as of 2019.

134.  AKAMAI Technologies merged with UNICOM (CHINESE TELECOMM) in 2018.
135. 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 HAVA 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
HAVA ACT 2002

146.  Both Patricia Layfield (IG of EAC) and Christy McCotmick (Chairwoman of EAC) were
appointed by Barack Hussein Obama and have maintained their positions since then.

147. The EAC failed to have a quorum for over a czalendar 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 of L3-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 Yirginia National Guard's Bowling Green-based 91st Cyber OCTOBER 25,2020

Brigade completed the nationwide rollout of its ShadowNet enterprise U.S, Army STAND-TO! | Army Readines
solution July 19, 2019, with the integration of the 125th Cyber Protection Tralning l
Battalion into the solution's virtual private network. ShadowNet is a custom-

built private cloud-based out of the brigade's data center in Fairfax, Virginia, SEPTEMEER 12,2019

that uses VPN connectivity to provide'its aligned units with 24-hour, seven- September 2017 Nominative Sergeant:
days-a-week remote access to critical cyber.traininq at both the collective Majer Assignments

and individual levels. The brigade $uccessfuily integrated its three other

cyber protection battalions - the 123rd, 1 24th, and 126th Cyber Protéction SEPTEMBERIZ 20
Battalions - into the L!E:.:rih-mrhﬂiﬁmi ast January. DA ANNOUNCES ROTATIONAL

DEPLOYMENTS

“I'm extremely proud to announce that the Soldiers of the 91st Cyber Brigade
have completed the canstruttion'and rallout of ShadowNet, a world-class
enterprise selution designed to propel operational innovation in the field of
cyber training,” said Col. Adam C. Yolant, commander of the 91st Cyber
Brigade. "ShadowNet will allow us to leverage the expertise of cyber
professionals across our four cyber protecﬁon'hattaiinns to build Seldier-
centric programs and collective training environments that deliver

- Lk rmanhi in . lnuwibie and mnek abfidimnes e sabied

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 baliot in Wisconsin. We are currently

reviewing and verifying the data and will supplement.
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| [rescoviuueiee  maiy  vane || \cugpoesuou )
2328 | 20231 | Hansen {Luarlgn M (262)994-9050 -
23232 23232 | Neberman John G {262)394-9050

23233I :_2323:_!_ Reynolds Devi i‘J (262)994-9050

23234i 23234 | Rieckhoff Kathryn Susan (262)994-9050

23235, | 20295 |Edwards  |Mark | Landon | | (262)994-9050 o

523236i iz_:izasv Pfeiffer Joseph Patrick (262)994-9050

20297} | 23237 | Hines Dianna | K (262)994-9050

123238, 23238 Beachem Janice F (262)994-9050

23239! 23239 | Blackstone. | Thomas Wayne {262)894-9050

)

[23240| 23240 | Braun Patricia | Ann (262)994-9050

'23241| | 23241 | Smith Raymond | L (262)994-9050

I23242 232;2_‘ Meyer Steven“ J‘FR o {262)994-9050

23243 B -532‘,4'_33 Vincent Herbert E | 262)994-9050

!232441 23244 | Guajardo. Juan P (262)994-9050

123245| | 23245 | Wallace Kirk R (262)994-9050

23246 | 20248 Kaplan Bemard | L (262)994-8050

23247, *255; Bahrs JMiEheii; M | | @62)994-0050 -
23248] | 23248 | Shattuck | Slizabeth {L (262)994-9050

izszagf 23249 | Munoz | Rosalio  |S JR | (262)994-9050

|23250i 23250 | Strunk Amy C {262)984-9050

;_23;1: 23251 Sch;ndel Michael P JR | (262)994-9050

|zszsz} 23952 | Mack Kimberly | N (262)994-9050

23253 | 23253 | Spikes Debra |A (262)994-9050

;232543 23254 | Busarow Suzanne | M {262)994-9050

!'23255'5 23255 | Oliver Timry (262)994-9050

{23256 23256 | Wemnber Jimmy Dean (262)994-8050

123257( | 29257 | Kosterman | Michae! | Richard (262)994-9050

{23258l 23258 Szaradowski | Paul M {262)994-9050

232591 23259 | Oliver Dale - (262)894-9050

23760, | 29260 | Derango | Nancy (262)994-9050

23261 | 23261 | Smith Athur |0 (262)994-9050 | SMITH24.3059@YAHOQ 1
@ | 23262 Brown Michael | Edward (262)994-9050
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1 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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QFEFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE ELECTIONS DivisiON
SHEMIA FAGAN BRENDA BAYES
INTER!M DIRECTOR

SECRETARY OF STATE

255 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 501

CHERYL MYERS SALEM, OREGON 57310-0722

DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE

{503) 986-1518

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
BAKER X
BENTON X
CLACKAMAS X
CLATSOP
COLUMBIA
CO0S
CROCK
CURRY
DESCHUTES
DOUGLAS
GILLIAM X
GRANT X
HARNEY X
HOOD RIVER X
JACKSON X
JEFFERSON X
JOSEPHINE
KLAMATH
LAKE X
LANE X
LINCOLN X
LINN X
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County ES&S Clear Ballot HART
23 | MALHEUR X
24 | MARION X
25 | MORROW X
26 | MULTNOMAH X
27 | POLK
28 | SHERMAN
29 | TILLAMOOK
30 | UMATILLA
31 | UNION
32 | WALLOWA
33 | WASCO
34 | WASHINGTON
35 | WHEELER X
36 | YAMHILL 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 Commissionet, Ms. Lianne Thompson - Clatsop
County Commissioner, Mr. John Toyooka - Clatsap 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 - Columbiz 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 - 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 Beritn - Hood River County Commissioner, Les
Perkins - Hood River County Commissioner; is. Christine Walker - Jackson County Clerk, Mr.
Rick Dyer - Jackson County Commissicner, 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 DeYoung - 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 - Malbheur County Commissioner,
Mr. Don Hodge - Malheur County Commissioner, Mr. Don Jayce - 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 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 Lonai -
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. Eiections 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 Counfy 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 - Yambhill
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.

e (Clear ballot makes up 15 of our 36 counties
e ES & S makes up 18 of the 36 counties
s 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 esearch.

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 100% 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 gersonal interest in each office of trust surrounding our official’s.

Further expect you to thoroughlyinvestigate the election processes under federal standards and the Help
America Vote Act (HAVA) of 2002 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!

9[/? 7 CloibonsSAd el 6@;

Jennifer Gunter Christina Milcarek Chelsea Weber
Wasco County Marion County Clackamas County
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The Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of 2002 was passed by the United States Congress to make
sweeping reforms to the nation's voting process. HAVA 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.eov/107/plaws/publ252/PLAW-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. 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.

Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual, Version 2.0

3.6.1. Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificale 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. The scope of accreditation, by statiag the Federal standard or standards
to which the VSTL is competent io test;

®3.6.1-3- The effective date of the ceriification, which shall not exceed a period of
two (2) years; and

3.6.14. The technical stzmidards 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 infermation 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 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/1/28/VSTLManual%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.

United States Election Assistance Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

Pro V&YV, Inc.
Huntsville, Alabama

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission foi the testing of voting systems to the
2005 Voluntary Voting Systems Guidelines under the criteria set forth in the EAC Voting System
Testing and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation Program. Pro V&V is also
recognized as having successfully completed assessmients by the National Voluntary Laboratory
Accreditation Program for conformance ta the regiiirements of ISOAEC 17025 and the criteria
set forth in NIST Horsbooks 150 and 150-22.

. 42'-/’/2.‘.42«_/
Effective Through
D). Date: 2124018 @

E> February 24, 2017 E> Acting Execufive Directar, U8, Election Assistance Comutission

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

-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv
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United States Election Assistance Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

Driginal Accreditation Issued on: 22412015 @

Accreditation remains effective unnd revoked

by o vote of the EAC pursuant 10 52 US.C. §
f 2097 Nec)2).
A

Pro V&V, Inc.

Huntsville, Alabama

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testing of voting systems to the
2005 and 2015 Voluntary Voting Systems Guidelines (VVSG 1.0 & 1.1) under the criteria set
Jorth in the EAC Voting System Testing and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation
Program. Pro V&V is also recognized as having successfilly completed assessments by the Na-
tional Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for conformance to the requiremenis of ISO/
IEC I7025 and the criteria set forth in NIST Handbaoks 150 and 150-22.

Accreditation not to exceed 2 years per the

WMo “"‘1’:“5{:“" Dae: 2121 ¢

Mona Harsingon
Erxecutive Birceior, ULS. Election Assistance Comniission

EACL.:% Code: 1501
Not signed by the EAC Chair per the rules

{2)Approval by Commission required for revocation
The accreditation of a laboralory for purposes of this section may not be revoked unless the
revocation is approved by a vote of the Comniission.

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 tae DMV revoking an “expired license”.

https://www.eac.cov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation%e2

OCertificate.pdf

52 U.S. Code § 20971 - Certification and testing of voting systems | U.S. Code | US Law | LII / Legal

Information Institute (cornell.edu)
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Pro V&V

Pro V&Y was accredited ty the EAC on February 24, 2015, Federal lavs provides that EAC
accreditation ¢f avoting system test laboratory cannot be revoked unfess the EAC Commissloners
vote to revoke the accreditation; “The accreditation of a laboratory for purposes of this section may
not be revoked unless the revocation is approvied by A vole of the Commission” 52 U.S. Code §
2097 1[c}2). The EAC bas nover voted to revoke the accreditation of Pro V&V, Pro V&V has
undergone camlnuﬂic:redlmlon assessments and had new accreditation certificate lssusd on

February 1, 2021,
"\ - Revocation and lapse/expiration in
6705 Odyssey Dr NW/ Sulte C, . accreditation are not the same
E e Ao 13808 thing. There is no documenation
Program Manager: President that Pro V&V was accredited
Phone: 256-713-1111 -between 2017 & 2021
Lab Contact: Jack Cobb .
Related Documents

‘;g;;gﬂ:‘gg::ﬁ Zne;i;zd .« 722721 -VSTL Certificates and Accreditationld

Program Ru Iés. No further o 3710/21-Pro V&V Letter of Agreement[D)

Accreditation Certificate « 3710721 - ProV&V Certification of Conditions and Pizcilcess
was issued until 2021 - « 2/1/2021- Pro V&V Certificate of Acereditation(D) |
leaving agap in -~ 01/27/2021 < Pro VGV Accreditation Renewal Mema[s)
accreditation Between 2017 e D2724/2015 - Certlficateof Acereditation 1 |

& 20271 « 08/02/2015 - Pro VAV Leiter of Agredment )

« 0B/02/2012 - NIST Recommendat!on Letter - Pro VAV IR
o 0870272012 + Pro V&V Certiticstion of Conditions and Practices [

According to the rules, the EAC is also required to “Post Information 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 of 2020 that Pro V&V
is an EAC Accredited tester, evernr 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-equipment/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: Jerome Lovato, Voting System Testing and Certification Director

SUBJECT: Pro V&Y EAC VSTL Accreditlation EAC Letter Dated AFTER the 2020

DATE: 1/27/2021 Elechons eVén thbllgh Pro V&V
Accreditation Expired in 2017

« Pro V&V has cempleted all requirements to remain in good standing with the EAC's Testing and
Certification program per section 3.8 of the Vating System Test Laboratory Manual, version 2.0:

Expiration and Renewaol of Accreditation. A grant of occreditation is valid for o period

not ta exceed two years. A VSTL's accreditation expires on the date onnotated.on the
Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in good standing shall renew their accrediiation by
submitting on opplication pockage to the Program Director, consistent with the
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chopter, no earfier than 60 days befcre the
accreditation expiration date ond no later than 30 days before thai late. Loboratories
that timely file the renewal opplication package shall retain theiv accreditation while the
review and processing.of their applicatien is pending. VSTLs ii, good standing shall also
retain their accreditation should circumstances leave the £AC without o quorum to
conduct the vote required under Section 3.5.5.

. Due to the gutstanding circumstan ces posed by COVID-135, the renewal process for EAC:
# laboratories has been delaFed far an extended pericd. ‘While this process continues, Pro V&V
* | retains its EAC VSTL accreditation.

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

National Center for Biatechnology Information

Pub[med.gav ‘

> 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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The Secretary of State authorized Election Systems & Software (ES&S), EVS 6.1.1.0 Voting System to
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.

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE ELECTIONS Diviston
BEV CLARNO STEPHEN N. TROUT
SECRETARY OF STATE DIRECTOR
255 CARTEL STREET NE, SUrTE 501
SALEM, OREOCNSTA00722
(507 988-1518

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Election Systems & Software
EVS 6.1.1.0 Voting System

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 recorts document that the
systems meet all of the Oregon requirements and are conformant with the federal
Voluntary Voting System Guidelines (VWSG), Versicri 1.0 (2005). Election Systems
and Software has requested approval of this chaige for use in Oregon elections.

The Secretary of State partnered with Benion, Washington, Marion, Linn, Yambhill,
Clackamas and Muitnomah counties. Afier reviewing the certification application and
test lab reports we have determined that the upgraded system complies with the
statutory requirements of Oregor Revised Statutes 246.550 and 246.560, specifically
ORS 246.550(4) and Oregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350.

Accordingly, the ES&S £VS 6.1.1.0 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.

Dated this 7th day of August 2020.

M7

Stephen N. Trout
Direclor of Eteai{ans

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_165-007-0350
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 (EAC) or be examined by a federally accredited voting
systems testing laboratory (VSTL).

According to the EAC Website, Pro V&V evaluated Version 6.1.1.0 in June of 2020 and was issued a
Certificate of Conformance from the EAC in July of 2020. Given VSTL Fro 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
Suite C

Huntsville, AL 35806
Phone (256)713-1111
Fax (256)713-1112

Test Report for EAC VVSG 1.0 Cettification Testing
Election Systems & Software {ES&S)
Voting System (EVS) 6.1.1.0

EAC Project Number; ESSEVSS6110
Verslon: 01
Dale: 06/23/2020

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting_system/files/ESS%20EVS6110%20Test%20Repo
rt-01.pdf
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This document states that Pro V&V was accredited — again, no certificate of accreditation can be found
for 2020 which is a violation of a congressionally passed act.

ﬂ

United States Election Assistance Commission
VYV¥IG 1005 VIR )

Certificate of Conformance

CERTIFIED -

ES&S EVS 6.1.1.0

The voting system identified on this cestificate has been evaluated at an accredited voting system testing la-
boratory for conformance to the Voluntary Voting Systemn Guidelines Version 1.0 (VVSG 1.0) . Components
evaluated for this certification are detailed in the attached Scope of Certification document. This certificate
applics only 1o 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-
tiffcation Program Manual and the conclusions of the testing laboratory in the test repoet are congistent with
the evidence adduced. This certificate is not an endorsement of the product by any <guncy of the U.S. Gov-
ermment and no warranty of the product is either expressed or implied.

Product Name: EVS

Model or Version:  6.1.1.0
- // .
Nameof VSTL:  Pro V&V PHona ;ﬁéwwxﬁ-té»

EAC Cenification Number: ESSEVS6110 Executive Dircclar

Date Issued: July 27,200 < —]

Scope of Certification Atrached

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system/files/ES%26S%20EVS6110%20Certificat
£%20and%20Scope%200f%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.cov/sites/default/files/eac assets/1/28/VSTLManual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf
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https/fwww.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/28/VSTLManua %207 %208%2015%20FINAL pdf

Q — 4+ =) | M Pageview | A* Readaloud | (T Acdtext |

3.8, Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation, A grant of accreditation is valid for a period
not to expeed two years. A VSTL's acoreditation expires on Lhe date annotated on the
Certificate of Accreditation. Y5TLs 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

renewal application package shall retain thelr accreditation while the review and
processing of their application is pending. VSTLs in good standing shall also retain their
accreditation should circumstanees leave 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.courtlistener.com/recap/cov.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 perfortn their fiduciary duties is
imperative, so Oregonians are not underserved or marginalized.

PRO V&YV Accreditation was good through 2017, again a 5-year glaring gap.

Another glaring issue has been found by two other gentiemen in Georgia with the same findings but even
more alarming information that the EAC may have jalsified Pro V&V documents. Therefore, please
review Afttachment 1.

Additionally, ES&S authorizes the use of Commercial Off The Shelf Software (COTS) and equipment
which is an attractive point of attack forbad or foreign actors and can be hacked with a device no larger
than a piece of rice.

Bigombers

.u.n..lnmrmrp-n.nm-m—n——m-mm

Businessweek |Faalure

The Big Hack: How CYBERSECURITY
China Used a Tiny Chip gggﬁfggggg?fuu
to Infiltrate U.S.
Companies
ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂ:ﬁ"ﬂm‘ 0LS. Alerts and Tips ~ Resources
compromising America’s technoiogy supply chain,
ding 1o interviews with go and
COIporale BOUTEEn. Build Security In > LegacySystems > Security Considerations in Managing COTS Software

Per CISA:

= COTS Software Presents an Attractive Point of Attack

« It Is Difficult to Verify the Security of COTS Products
https://www.cisa.pov/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 to the system is sufficient (at 5-6). TelakelfUsttranagt

2?2 [N CAdER Y O SOtences g Aot Ve FOpArty T e e IO SElTiLy, SOUBES Iy e SVt YSi pret 51
23 EEE R T L A TGS A ST o HTHl, oA (LI &Y

24

25

26

Page2 - OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO
INTERVENE
BMY 53415308899

Dpartrunl of Justice
100 SW Market Stroat
OR 97201
(FT1) 6734840/ Fax= (97116735000

N TSRS ) S AT noL diTe Y oTNCS e O N (WO T Rs NGy AT AN CTABLC 1O attagh]
B houphpliveicalprwirelcsalqcorss.

Oregon Laws:
ORS 246.046
e “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 precincis.”
»  https://cregon.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 HAVA 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
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*  QORS 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 te unlawful machine use.

Page 11 of 11 — Last Updated 9/19/22

Carr Dec. | Ex. A
Page 93 of 139



Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO Document 2-1 Filed 11/08/22 Page 94 of 139

Exhibit C (Clear Ballot)

The Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of 2002 was passed by the United States Congress to make
sweeping reforms to the nation's voting process. HAVA 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/PLAW-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. 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.

Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual, Version 2.0

3.6.1. Certificate of Accreditation. A Certificate of Accreditation shall be issuted 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. The scope of accreditation, by stating the Federal standard or standards
to which the VSTL is competent to test;

E>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. NIST's Recommendation Letter;

3.6.2.2. The VSTL’s Letter of Agreement;

3.6.2.3. The VSTL’s Certification of Condilions and Praclices;
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/1/28/VSTLManual%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.

United States Election Assistance Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

Pro V&V, Inc.

Huntsville, Alabama

set forilt in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22.

é 26./’&42«—/
Effective Through

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testing of voting systems to the
2005 FVoluntary Voting Systems Guidelines wnder the criteria set forth in the EAC Voting System
Testing and Certification Program and Laboratory Accreditation Program. Pro V&V is also
recognized as having successfully cempleted assessments by the National Voluntary Laboratory
Accreditation Program for conforsnance to the requirements of ISO/IEC 17025 and the criteria

Date: 22415 <:|
P

E> February 24, 2017 E> Acting Executive Director, ULS. Election Assis

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. [t 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

-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vv
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United States Election Assistance Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

Pro V&YV, Inc.
Huntsville, Alabama

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testing of voting systems to the
2005 and 2015 Voluntary Voting Systems Guidelines (1'VSG 1.0 & 1.1) under the criteria set
Jorth in the EAC Yoting System Testing and Ceriification Program and Laboratory Accreditation
Pragram. Pro V&V is also recognized as having successfully completed assessments by the Na-
tional Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for canformance to the requirements of ISOf
IEC 17025 and the criteria set forth in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22.

Accreditation not to exceed 2 years per the

rules
/ ]

Original Aceseditation fsstred an: 2/24/2015 ¢ Woas Farriastin Date: 2121 ¢

—— 3 - - Moo ficmington
Acereditation remains effective until revoked 4 . - . .
by a vote of the EAC pursunnt 10 52 US.C. § Exrcirive Director, US. Election Assisance Commission
20971 (cH2). HAC Lab Code: 1501
N Not signed by the EAC Chairper the rules

{2)Approval by Commission required for revocation
The accreditation of a laboratory for purpvses of this section may not be revoked unless the
revocation is approved by a vole of the Gommission.

You cannot “revoke an accreditatien 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.oov/sites/default/files/voting system test lab/files/Pro%20V%26V%20Accreditation®s2
OCertificate.pdf

52 11.5. Code § 20971 - Certification and testing of voting systems | U.S. Code | US Law | L1I / Legal
Information Institute (cornell.edu)
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Pro V&V

Pra V&V was accredited by the EAC on February 24, 2015. Federal law provides that EAC
accreditation of a veting system test labovatony canngt be révoked unless the EAC Cormmissionars
vote Lo revoke the accreditation; “The atcreditation of alaboratory for purposcs of this section may
notberevoked unless the revocation is approved by 3 vote of the Commlssion” 52U.5. Coce §
20971(c)2). The EAC has never voted to revake the accreditation of Pro VAV, Pro V&V hag

undergone continuing acereditation astessments and had newvs accreditation certificate lsswed an
February 1, 2021. g
: Revocation and lapse/expirationin,

6705 Odysscy Or N\ Sulte C, . accreditaﬂon are not the same
Huntsville, Alabama 35508

Status: Acredited thing. There.is no.documenation
Program Manager: President that Pro V&V was accredited
Phane: 256-713-1111 between 2017 & 2021

Lab Contact: Jack Cobb ' o

Related Documents

201?08!1;:'58!6 exp ired in d « 7722721 - VSTL Certificates and Accreditation[R)

i%gg f; Rf”gs ‘f‘z’:fgf;';r o 3/10721-ProV&V Letter of Agreement D)
Accreditation Certificate « 3710721 - Pro V&Y Centification of Conditlores and Practices[d)
wvas issued until 2021 €=+ 2172021 - ProVV Certifeate of Acereditation( |
leaving a gap in "o 01777/2021 = Pro VEV Accreditation Renewal Menma {1}
accreditation between 2017 «_02/24/2015 - Certifieate of Acareditation 18] |

& 2021 « 08/02/2015 -Pro V&V Letter o3 Agreement [
« 08/0272012 » NIST Recommendation Letter - Pro VGV
« 08/02/2012 - Pro V&V {artification of Conditlons and Practices )

According to the rules, the EAC is also required to “Post Information 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 of 2020 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?

hitps://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/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.

U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
639 3nd Se. NW, Safne 200
Wasbingten, DC 20001

FROM: lerome Lovate, Voting System Testing and Certification Director

SUBJECT: Pro V&V EACVSTLAccredit"atinn EAC Letter Dated AFTER the 2020

DATE: 1/27/2021 Electlons EVGI'I t.'hOUgh Pro V&V
Accreditation Expired in 2017

» 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 Laboratary Manual, version 2.0:

Expiration and Renewol of Accreditation. A gront of accreditation is valid for o period
ot to exceed two years. A VSTL's occreditgtion expires en the date annataied on the
Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in good stending shall renew their uccreditation by
submitting an opplication package to the Program Director, consistent with the
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60 dows before the
occreditation expiration date and no loter than 30 days before ‘that date. Laboratories
that timely. ﬁie the renewal application package shall retara their accreditation while the
review and processing of their application is pending. \/STLs in good standing shall also
retgin their accreditation should circumstances lecve the EAC without a quorum to
“Conguct the vote required nder section3.8.8

 Due to the nutstandmg circumstances-posed by £ £OVID- -10; the renewal process fen FAC -
laboratories has been dela!ed for an extended period. While this process continues, Pro V&V
" yetains its EAC VSTL accreditation.

hitps://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

National Canter for Blotechnology infarmatior

Pubmed.gov |

Advanced

» Acta Biomed. 2020 Mar 19;91(1):157-160. doi: 10.23750/abmx91i1,9397.

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 THE SECRETARY OF STATE ELECTIONS DIviSION
BEV CLARNO STEPHEN N. TROUT
SECRETARY OF STATE DIRECTOR
255 CARITCL BTREET NE, S1aTs 6
SALEW, OREGGN 073100722
(503) 088-1518

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Clear Ballot Group
Clear Vote Voting System {Clear Count 2.1 and Clear Design 2.1)

Clear Ballot has made upgrades to their ClearVote Voling System. Specilically they have submifted
ClearCount version 2.1 and ClearDesign version 2.1 along with theirtest tab report by EAC Certified
tester Pro V&V. The test report documents that the systems meet ali of the Oregon requirements and
ara conformant with the federal Voluntary Voting System Guidaiines (VW3G), Version 1.0 (2005).
Clear Ballot has requested approval of this change for use i Oregon elections.

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washirigton, Lihn, 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
QOregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350 i that these changes do not impair the accuracy,
efflciency, 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 provisiors of applicable Oregon statutes and all Secretary of State, Election
Division rules and directives.

Dated this 18 day of February 2020.

R —

Stephen N. Trout Exhibit D
https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/Clear-Ballot-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 (FAC) or be examined by a federally accredited voting
systems testing laboratory (VSTL).

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 testing laboratory (VSTL). Which leaves many years of a
gap with VSTL accreditation for Pro V & V expiring in February of 2617.

https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/certified-voting-systems

&) [aflhitps//www.eac.govivoting-equipment/certified-voting-systems|
mm/dd/yyyy = |

Apply
9 . :
Voting System (N3®&/Version) Manufacturer Testing Standard Date Certified

, ClearVote 1.4 Clear Ballot Group, Inc. VVSG 1.0 (2005} 2018-02-03 \
: ClearVatal5 Clear Ballot Group, Inc. VVSG 1.0 {2005) 2019-03-17 !
l - - - - - - —_ - - - -
. CizarVote 2.0 Clear Ballot Group, Inc. VVSG 1.0 (2005) 2019-10-21 |
- - - I

]

i ClearVote 2.2 Clear Ballot Group, inc. VVSG 1.0 (2005) 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/Pagcs/voting_ -systems.aspx
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The SOS website lists the ClearVote Test Report by Pro V&V which was dated 2/5/20.

B  https//sos.aregon.govfelectians/Pages/voting-systems.aspx

r

! & ClearVote 1.4 Voting System Test Report
ClearVote 2.1

& Clear Ballot 2.1 Certification

| . ClearVoté 2:1 Voting System Test Report

https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/vote-systems/CBG-ClearVote-2-1-Test%20Report-00-
FINAL.pdf

Phone (256)713-1111
Fax (256)713-1112

PrRO V&YV 0 O il AL 35506
Ly
)

Test Report for State Certification Testing
Clear Ballot GrouprClearVo;e 2.1 Voting System

Version: 00 (Initial Release)
Date: 02/05/2020

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 renewa! 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/1/28/VSTLManual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf

hitpsy/fwww.eac.gov/sites/defautt/filesfeac_assets!1/28/VSTLManuai%207 %208%2015%2CFINAL pdf

a — 4+ ) B | D Pageview | A* Readaloud | (0 Addtent |

II 38. Espiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid fora period

I | notlnexceed two years. A VSTL's accraditation 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 wilh the

1 proondur&s of Section 3.4 of this Chapler no earlicy than 60 days bel‘om the ancmdltaﬁon

1 o
[

renewal agghcaum package shall retain their ac mm.-dx!ahan while the seview and

of their application is pendin Vs‘ﬂ.smgmdslandmgshalla!sotemnlheir
., accreditation should circumstances teave the EAC without a quorum to conduct the vote
1 required under Section 3.5.5.

e e -
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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/pov.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.

-_—-ﬂ

United States Election Assistance Commission
YvyiG 20085 VEN. )

Certificate of Conformance

CERTIFIED

Clear Ballot ClearYote 2.2

The voting system identificd on this certificate has been/'evaluated at an accredited voting system testing la-
boratory for conformance to the Voluntary Yoting Sysicm Guidelines Version 1.6 (VVSG 1.0} . Componcnts
cvaluated for this certification are detailed in the atiached Scope of Certification document. This certificate
applics only to the specific version and release of the product in its evaluated configuration. The evaluation
has been verified by the EAC in accordancy with the provisions of the EAC Voting System Testing and Cer-
tification Prograrm Manualand the concfusions of the testing laboratary in the test report are consistent with I|
the evidence adduced. This certificate iz 'not an endorsement of the praduct by any agency of the U.S. Gov-
crmment and no warranty of the product is either expressed or implicd.

Product Name: ClearVote

Model or Version: 2.2

Name of V§TL: Pro V&V MHomna dééé Q%Q,E

EAC Centification Number: CBG-CV-22 Executive Direetar

Date Issued: December 23, 2021 Scape of Certification Antzched

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system/files/CBG%20ClearVote%202.2%20Certificate%s2
0and%20Scope%200f%20Conformance%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

US Editionv

@ LivaNow I Markets Techntlogy Politics Wealth Pursuits Cplnlon Buslnessweek Equality Gren

Businessweek|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 chzin,
according to extensive interviews with governivient and
corporate sources.

CYBERSECURITY ©)
& INFRASTRUCTURE D
SECURITY AGENGY (

AlertsandTips  Resources

Build Security In > Legacy Systems > Security Considerations in Managing COTS Software

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/articies/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 accessto the system is sufficient (at 5-6). [TAKcjustMANMSLexampc e tqaenall
2 {B‘ﬁﬂéﬁmﬁnﬁmﬁmﬁE.Enl]i'o‘ntaﬁvcircpéﬁ. {oﬁiglﬁim;l T E Iy,-i'éjec -’,'L[B pEls]

23 EnihaticybeEsecuntviistanmecessaryforamysteny tnthynoticonnected Loi heiinternetRoee]
24
25
26
Page 2 - OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO
INTERVENE
HM Ve 3415408899
Dupartmest ol hustice
100 SW Marlef Strect
Portlaml, OR 97201

(9T1) 673180 / Fax: (97116735000

N B TR M a R aireal Y Lo NTE g Ca o netRaT ket ey Atpvlneraple fa atack
B Yhronghiysienl erWireleseAecess g

Oregon Laws:
ORS 246.046
o “The Secretary of State and each county clerk shall diligently seek out any evidence of
violation of any election law. [Farmerly 260.325]"
*  https://oregon.public.law/statuies/ors_246.046

ORS 246.530 '

*  “A governing body may adopt, purchase or otherwise procure, and provide for the use. of,
any voting machitie or vote tally system approved by the Secretary of State in all or a
portion of the precinets,”

*  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.

s  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 seck out election violations —
= Non accreditation is a violation of the EAC Program and violates Federal Standards as set
forth in the HAVA Act 0of 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
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*  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 consers to unlawful machine use.
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Exhibit C (Hart)

The Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of 2002 was passed by the United States Congress to make sweeping
reforms to the nation's voting process. HAVA 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/PLAW-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. 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.

Voting Systern Test Laboratery 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. Thename of the VSTL;

3.6.1.2. The scope of accreditation, by stating the Federal standard or standards
to which the VSTL is competent to test;

|:>3.6.13. The effective date of the certification, which shall not exceed a period of
two (2) years; and

3.6.14. The technical standards to which the laboratory was accredited.

3.6.2. |Post Information on Wek Eite, The Program Director shall make information
pertaining to each accrédited 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. The VSTL’s Certification of Conditions and Practices;

3.6.24. The Commissioner's Decision on Accreditation; and

3.6.2.5. The Certificate of Accreditation.

hitps://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/28/VSTI.Manual%207%208%201 5%20FINAL.pdf

Page 1 of 10 — Last Updated 9/19/22

Carr Dec. | Ex. A
Page 106 of 139



Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO Document 2-1 Filed 11/08/22 Page 107 of 139

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 of 2 years” so
this accreditation was set to expire on 1/10/2020. 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/SLI Compliance Certificate of Ac
creditation011018.pdf

United States Election Assistance Cominission

Certificate of Accreditation

'SLY Compliance,
Division of Gaming Laboratories International, LL.C
Wheat Ridge, Colorado

is mcog}u':ed by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission for the testing of voting systems to the
2002 Voting Systems. Standards, the Yolumary Voting Systems Guidelines versions 1.0 and 1.1
unider the criteria set forth in the EAC Vating System Testing and Certification Program and
Laboratory Accreditation Program. SLI Compliance is also recognized as having successfully
completed assessments by the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program for
.conformance to the requirements of ISOAEC 17025 and the criteria set forth in NIST Handbooks

150 and 150-22.
Effective Through (’79 L\Q
! Date: 111018 I
Januvary 10, 2021 , Brian Newby,
Executive Director, U.8, Election Assistance Commivion

EAC Lab 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.

United States Election Assistunce Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

SLI Compliance

Division of Gaming Laboeratories International, LLC
Wheat Ridge, Colorado

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistaiice Commission_jor the testing of voting sys-
tems to.the 2005 and 2015 Voluntary Voting Systems Guidelines (VVSG 1.0 & 1.1) under
the criteria set forth in the EAC l’biir_zg System Testing and Certification Program and
Laboratory Accreditation Program. SLI Compliaice is also recognized as having suc-
cessfilly completed assessments by the Natiova! Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation
Program for conformance to the requiremenis of ISO/IEC 17025 and the criteria set
Jorth in NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22.

2 'Accreditation notto axceed 2 years per Section 3.6.1.?/

7
_ i F) .; M&n& uf-ﬂ{ﬁﬂﬁﬂs Date: 271121
Original Acereditation Issued on: 2282007 g —
Accrediinion Temains effective LAt revoned, | Mona Harrington
i o, q ¥/ Assist
byt vate of the EAC pursuant to 52 U5, § Exccutive Director, U.S, Efection Assistance Commissien
2697 Hc)(2). EAC Lab Code: 0701
b A
. {. .

{2)Approval by Commisaion required for revocation ) ] o
The accreditation of a labaratoery for purposes of thla section may not be revoked unless the revocation is
approved by a vote of the Commiasion.

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting system_test lab/files/SLI%20Certificate%200f%20Accreditation%
202021.pdf '

hitps:/fwww.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/52/20971
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As you can see from the EAC Website for SLI Compliance, they only list the two certificates as noted
above, then in between, they list a document called “SLI Compliance Accreditation Renewal Memo”

which is dated 1/27/2021 (a full year after the 2020 expiration).

https://www.eac.cov/voting-equipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/sli-compliance-division-

laboratories
SLI Compliance, a Division of Gaming Laboratories International,
LLC State Informati
5LI Compliance was accredited by the EACon ;:ebruary 28, 2007, Federat law provides that EAC Managing Ele
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.5. Code § Correspondend
20971(c)(2). The EAC has never voted to revoke the accreditation of SL! Compliance. SL! Compliance
has undergone continuing accreditation assessments and had a new accreditation certificate Issued Press Releases
an February 1,2021.
: Revoca_tiop and lapse/expiration i_n Frequently Ask
4720 Independence Street ,‘i‘_;crec!‘tat"'g \ W “°ttt:t‘i3 satr;:e t““s'clg'
Wheat Ridge, Colorado 80033 ere I_S no Zocumen _On ; a Manuals and F
Status: Accredited Compliancz was accredited in 2020 nor
Program Manager: Director of Operations ~ @Pplied for re-accreditation.
Phone: 303-422-1566
Eab Contact: Traci Mapps
Related Documents This memo uses COVID-19 as the
reason why the renewal process
for SLI Compliance was delayed -
eclared a
o 7/22/21VSTL 2r(ificates and Accreditation[£) covib was ngt decl
: pandemic until March of 2020
« 2/14/21 - 5Ll Compliance Letter ongreement
Both s 2{12/21 - S5L1 Compliance Certification of Laboratory Conditions and Practices
Certificates « 2/1/2021 - SLI Compliance Certificate of Accreditation|[£) |
exceed the « 01/27/2021 - SLI Compliance Accreditation Renewal Memo[£)
2year rule « 01/11/18 - SLI Compliance Certificate of Accreditation|s] |

» 01/11/2014 Letter on Company Name/Address Change|L)
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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/SLI_Compliance Accreditation Renewal de
lay memoQ12721.pdf

U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
633 3rd St. NW, Suite 200
Washington, DC 20001

FROM: Jerome Lavato, Vating System Testing and Certification Director

SUBJECT: SU Compliance EAC VSTL Accreditation

DATE: 1/27/2021 Created in 2021 after the fact?

SLI Compliance, a division of Gaming Laboratories Internatinirzl, LLC (SLI) has completed all
requirements to remain in goad standing with the EAC's Tsting and Certification program per
section 3.8 of the Voting System Test Labaratary Manal, version 2.0:

Expiration and Renewa! of Accreditation. /4 grant of accreditation is valid for a period

not to exceed two- years. AVSTL's accreditation expires on the date annotated on the
30 to 60 Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in good standing shall renew their accreditation by
days prior Submitting an opplication package to the Program Director, consistent with the

to procedures of Section 3.4 of tiis Chapter no earlfer thon 60 days before the
expiration occreditation exp}'ran’an gate ond no later than 30 doys bejore that date. Laborotories
ia Nov- that t?me?y file the rencwa application package shall retain their accreditotion whnle the

Dec 2019° review ond processing of their application is pending. VSTLs in good standing shall olso
retain their accreditation should circumstonces leave the EAC without a quorum to
conduct the vote required under Section 3.5.5.

Due to the outstanding circumstances posed by.COVID-19, the renewal process for EAC

laboratories has been delazedfor an-extended period. While this process continues, SLI retains
its EAC VSTLaccreditation.

The WHO did NOT declare a Pandemic until Mar 2020

M) National Library of Medicine
Natienal Centor foF Blurwchnglogy informutian f

Pub[med.gov |

Advanced

|
3 Acta Blomed. 2020 Mar 19,31(1x157-160. dok 10.23750/abmv91i1 5397,

WHO Declares COVID-19 a Pandemic 1 inq-//submed.nebi.nlm.nih.gov/32191675/
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The Secretary of State Authorized Hart InterCivic, Verity 2.4 Voting System in June of 2020 for use in
the November 2020 Elections. The VSTL is SLI Compliance yet the Secretary of State lists SLI
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.

If words matter, then the mis-naming the VSTL on her Certificate of Approval MATTERS.

QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE ELECTIONS DMSION
BEV CLARNO STEPHEN M. TROUT
SECRETARY OF STATE DIRECTOR
255 CAPTOL STREET NE, SLTE 801
SALEW, OREGOH 97310-0722
(503) 9861518

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Hart InterCivic
Verity 2.4 Voting System

Hart InterCivic 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 SLI Laboratories. The test report documents that the system meets all of the
Oregon requirements and are conformant with the iederal Voluntary Voting System
Guidelines (VVSG), Version 1.0 (2005). Hart intercivic has requested approval of
this change for use in Oregon elections.

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washington, Linn, Marion, Yambhill,
Clackamas and Multnomah courifigs. After reviewing the certification application
and test lab reports we have dstermined that the upgraded system complies with
the statutory requirementsof Oregon Revised Statutes 246.550 and 246.560,
specifically ORS 246.550({4) and Oregon Administrative Rule 165-007-0350.

Accordingly, the Hart InterCivic Verity 2.4 Voting System is certified for sale, lease or
use in all elections in Qregon. 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 15th day of June 2020.

P

Stephen N. Trout
Director of Elections

https://sos.oregon.cov/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 orby 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)  Allvoting 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).

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/filesrHRT-VERITY-
2.4%20Certificate%20and%20Scope%2002-21-2020.pdf

United States Election Assistance Commission
v¥3G 2005 VER. |

Certificate of Conformance

Hart Verity Voting 2.4

CERTIFIED

‘The voting system identified on this certificate has been evaluated at an accredited voting system testi
Iaboratory for conformance to the Voluntary Voting System Guidelines Version 1.0 (VVS(G 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 relcase of the product in its evaluated configuration. The evaluation
has been verificd by the EAC in accordance with the provisions of the EAC Voting System Testing and
Certification Pragram Manual and the conclusions of the testing laboratory in the test report are consistent
with the cvidence 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 cither expresscd or implied.

Product Name: Verity Voting

Model or Version: 2.4

Name of VSTL: SLI Compliance :M“: z 254’21 : :.!; '?& £
EAC Cestification Numberr  HRT-VERITY-2.4 Acting Exccutive Directer

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.cac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/28/VSTL.Manual%207%208%2015%20FINAL.pdf

https/fwnwv.eat.gov/sitesfdefault/filesfeac_assetsf1/28/VSTLManual%20756208%2015%20FINAL pdf

Q — < ) B | (B Pageview | A‘ Readafoud | (0 Addtext |

3.8, Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid for a period
nat bo exceed tivo years. A VSTL's accreditation expires an the date annotated on the
Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in good standing shall renew Lheir accreditation by
submilting an application package to the Program Dircclor, consistent with the
prooedums of Section 3.4 of this Chap!er no e;u'lk:r Ilmn 60 da}'s befure the amdnahon

Tenewal amhmlmn Eackase shnll rotain theu' acu'edlhhm whlk the review and

processing of their application is pending, VSTLs in good standing shall also retain their
accreditation should cincumstances leave 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 inihe 2nd Judicial District of the Denver District
Court in Denver, Colorado.

https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.wied.9271 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, 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.
Blgomberg

-m—lmwmmmm—mmﬁ-

Businessweek|feature

The Big Hack: How

China Used a Tiny Chip
| to Infiltrate U.S.

Companies

The attack by Chinese spies reached aimest 30 1LS,
Mertsand Tips  Resources comparles, Icluding Amazon and Agple, by
compromising America’s technofogy supply chain,
N . . . according o extensive interviews with governmant and
Buiid Securinyty > Legacy Systems > Security Considerations in Managing COTS Softvare 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

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 1 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-VERITY-
2.4%20Certificate%20and%20Scope%2002-21-2020.pdf

COTS Software and Firmware
Bexription “} Vertion
Verlty Cata, Bulld, Contral, Count, Raksy, Pring, Sean = Paper Balat Scannsr {addional item Below], Toudh

Writer = Elgctronit BMD Device, Touch Wiiter Doo - ﬂcamkluom Controler, Toudh = nedrmxm !
Device, Touth with Accets - Electronic DRE Devico !

M-acwu Windowi Embedded Standud 7, Service Pack ] 6.1.7&0!
Microsott SOL Server 2012 for [mbrecdded Syitemd Literne 11.00.2100
M:wec Anpﬂmm(:mud Ior Devites W.u.!re So:daﬁcr_l ‘ B21.1:143

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-13-2020-kb45803 87-security-only-update-978leaSe-
4fab-9f66-7528-

77e9¢564908 1 #:~:text=For%20Windows%20Embedded%20Standard%207%2C%20extended%20supp
ort%20ends.on%20the%20screen%20untii%20vou%20interact%20with%20it.

Also, to quote our own Oregon AG’s office based on OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE’S REPLY
IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTIOX TO INTERVENE in Case No. 22CV(7782, page 2:

21 physical access to the system is sufficient (at 5-6).
s IO T T e T N g T S 7S LS 35 LB T D)

p X I 5 T S G R T
24 « Nt ERdeEieST RS iom

ecwsary“o,ni’sy&tem‘l}lat g napeohnectediigthe inte et g

26

Pape 2 - OREGON SECRETARY OF STATE'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO

INTERVENE
BMYsv 3413408599
Dypartmeny of Judtiee
100 SW Mashot Sueet
Postlam), QR 97201
{971Y673-186D ! Fax: (371} 673 -5000

§ (IEYenwHeAsYMtems/areorditcetlyconnected 1o mevorkEN I arcilnerablo foTardck)
B YErousk phySICHlOEWIrC eSS HoCEsep] Y
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Laws:
ORS 246.046
e “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 precinets.”
* 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 Progrant and violates Federal Standards as set
forth in the HAVA 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 integrify of Oregon elections

*  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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Kevin M. Moncla David Cross
824 Lake Grove Drive , 4805 Spring Park Circle
Little Elm, TX 75068 Suwanee, GA 30024
469-588-7778 678-925-6983
KMoncla@gmail.com DCross108@protonmail.com

September 12, 2022

Georgia State Election Board Mrs. Sara Tindall Ghazal
2 MLK Jr. Drive SaraGhazal.seb@gmail.com
Suite 802 Floyd West Tower
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 Mr. Edward Lindsey
Edwardlindsey.seb@gmail.com
Mr. Matt Mashburn
mmashburn@georgia-elections.com Ex officio:
Mr. Brad Raffensperger
Dr. Jan Johnston Secretary of State
JJohnstonMD.seb@gmail.com 214 State Capitol

Atlanta, Georgia 30334

RE: OFFICIAL COMPLAINT

Board Members:

We are submitting this official complaint regarding the circumstances surrounding the
official certification of Georgia’s siectronic 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 clectronic voting system. !

When the Georgia State legislature passed 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 (HAVA).? Efforts to conceal this fact have only magnified
the damage, perpetuated a fraud upon the American people, and prevented correction or

! Ga. Code § 21-2-300 (“(3) The state shall firnish 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| 1.8, Election Assistance Commission
"—'—C‘m—Bec—f‘E;. TA
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Georgia State Election Board
Complaint — August 26, 2022
Page 2

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&YV 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 HAVA 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.* The EAC is also charged with establishing those Federal Standards.®

I HAVA is codified at 52 U.S.C. 20901 to 21145

4 Help America Vote Act (HAVA) of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 15371(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 of 2002 (HAVA) requires the U.S. Election Assistance Commission
(EAC) to periodically adopt standards for voting systems in the form of Voluntary Voting System Guidelines
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From the EAC’s website:

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.
HAVA also established the Election. Assistance Commission (EAC) fo 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).®

2. Voting system certification does mot include testing for penetration, intrusion or
system manipulation (doesn’t test if the machines can be used to cheat).’

3. The Voting System Testing Labs (VSTLs) responsible for testing the voting systems
for the EAC are not psid by the EAC but by the voting system manufacturers
(Dominion, ES&S, Hart); therefore, an inherit conflict of interest exists.?

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, ete.).’

5. There are only 2 VSTLs currently recognized by the EAC; Pro V&V and SLI
Compliance. '

1. PROV&V’S ACCREDITATION EXPIRED IN 2017

6 Certified Voting Systems | U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov
T Voluntary Voting Systemn Guidelines | U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov)
# Frequently Asked Questions | U.S. Election Assistance Commission (eac.gov)

¢ Chain of Custody Best Practices (eac.gov)

10 yoting System Test Laboratories (VSTL) | U.S. Election Agsistance Commission (eac.gov)
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The VSTL Program Manual'! explicitly states:

3.8. Expiration and Renewal of Accréditation. 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 Cerfificate 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 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.

The fact is that Pro V&V was not in good standing. The first Certificate of Accreditation
issued to Pro V&YV is below:

United States Election Assistance Commission

Certificate of Accreditation

Pro V&Y, Inc.
Huntsville, Alabayaa

is recognized by the U.S. Election Assistance Comnussion for the testing of voting systems to the
2005 Voluntary Yeiing Systems Guidelines unier the criteria set forth in the EAC Voting System
Testing and Certification Program and Latoratory Accreditation Program, Pro V&V is also
recognized as having successfully completzd assessments by the National Noluntary Laboratory
Accreditation Program for conformaice to the requirements of ISO/IEC 17025 and the criteria
set fortlrin NIST Handbooks 150 and 150-22,

Effective Thromsb .52"/' Hetlar—e

Dte: 224105

Febnrary 23, 2017 Aeting Execusive Director, U.S. Election Assistance Commission

EAC Lah Code: 1501

Y A

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&YV 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 PRO V& 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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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 EAC?”

Pane i
From: Robent McGulre <ram@lawram.coms
To: Geormany, Ryan <rgermany(@<0y.ga.qov>
Dato:  9/11/2019 1:10:57 PM 3
Subject: Secretary of State's Dac) Examine BMD System

'EXTERNAL EMAIL: Do noi Llick any links or open an
fluww the content 5 safs.
Ryan,

chiments unless you lrust the sander and

I am counsel for Coalition for Good Governance in the angoing voting syatem litigation in the
.5, District Court for the N.D. Ga. before Judge Amy Totenberg.

Josh Belinfante, one of the Secretary’s lawyors in that litigation, directed us to send our
queations directly to the Sceretary’s office concerning the pending petition for re-examination of
the Dominion BMD voting system.

Pleaso ses Josh's email attacked. I am contacting your as instructed by Josh’s email. We have
three questions:

1. What is the status of the reczomination request and the expected timing implications of
the re-cxamination for deployment of the Dominion voting system?

2. Has Seerotary Raffensperger agreed to waive feea for the reexamination in view of the
petition’s ossertion of deficiencies in the initial certification examination? Are the
petitioners meant to have recelved somo response to the petition at this Eint?

3. Finally, wo understand that Pro V+V scrved ns 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 n current EAG certificate of acereditation for Pro V4V, The certificates
seem to have been removed from the EAC website, and the latest ones wo can loeate
expired in 2017. Can you please advise whether Pro V+V ia currently an accredited testing
lah, certified by the EAC?

Con you {or whoover else might be the right person) please reapond to these questions at yaur
carliest convenience?

Thank you very much.

Best,
Robert McGuire

bt —— b Rl S ekl e S L O e ge—
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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 of 2015 and expired in February of
2017.

A review of Pro V&V’s records posted on the EAC’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):

PROV&V
53 Pro V&V, Inc.
‘J % 700 Boulevards South, Suite 162
4 ' Huntsvitla, AL 35802
e '

U.S Election Assistance Commission
1201 New York Avenue, N.W.

Suite 300

Washington DC 20005

Attention: M. Brian J. Hancock, Director Voting System Certification

Subject: Letter of Agreement for Vating System Test Laboratory Accreditation

Dear Mr, Hancock:

The undersigned representative of Pro V&V, Inc. {hereinafter "Laboratory”), being hawfully
authorized to hind Laboratory and having read the EAC Voting System Test Laboratory Program
Manual, accepts and agrees on hehalf of Laberatory 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 policies; 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. Laboratory 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&Y, 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 o
agreement as part of its application. To that end, applicant laboratories are required
to submit a Letter of Application requesting 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; (2) a
signed letter of agreement; and (3) a signed 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 ori the EAC’s website was created six (6) days
after the email seeking the status of Pro V&% s accreditation.

EAC Welcomes New Testing & Certification Director
Jerome Lovato

Crmeing Map9, XM

8y Brian Weiwtny

_ ! Yesterday, the EAC appointed Jeronee Lovato asits
" © o8 new Testing & Certification Director. lerome came
to the EAC In September 2017 after more than 10
ot yeiars of warkiong at the Colorado Secretary of

State's Office [$0O5), where his positions [ngluded

Jerome Lovato . s S
Testing and Cerifcation Voting Systems Certification Lead and Risk-Limiting
Audit Project Manager.

Directar
‘5 ‘ ' As amember of the EAC, Jerome has tested and
L : certified numerous voling systems 2nd has been

Integral to the development of the newest

What’s more, the Letter of Agreement that Mr. Lovato seemingly created on September 17,
2019, was addressed to Mr. Brian J. Hancock. The problem is that Mr. Hancock had retired
in February of 2019, or nearly seven months before the letter was created.
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Additionally, the file’s metadata shows that the document was not authored by Jack Cobb of
Pro V&YV, but by the EAC’s own Tésting 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 adlded by Jerome Lovato as shown in Adobe Photoshop:

e L

-
P RO V &V R R
SA  EEEREEREEnannR e vay, nc i

‘9' Y, ::ll:n:::n:::::n:u::n"u:u:n:-nu:u:::n:(:u:n:::u:n'n::nunu:n: :I:f;n:n 700 Boulevards South Suite 162 r:n:

<2 0. :;?.;::'-E;:-:E:::. =.::;:::=:::=..=:E:::::"E-Z;-::::::;EE";::"Z-E:. Huntsville, AL 35802 ::E:
s E:f;:;"a.;:,,.;..:::'ﬂ;ﬁ R ,S:E:‘S::zn": e n:,;-gn.ﬁ':-' e e e
Inuﬂybnnﬂnn‘ﬂnﬁ- Il!%lnlnlinl- ﬂ' 'ﬂhﬂuﬂ ﬂn n‘.ﬂnﬂnﬂ a o l.Enﬂnﬂ Il‘ﬂ oo Euﬂn BD"D. g .ﬂ H D.ﬂnu'ﬂn U:‘:-ul.ﬂuﬂ-ﬁ

----- U ] '-Hn-.ﬂuﬂﬂﬂ.lﬂﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬁi:nnn -ﬂ.ﬂ 'ﬂnﬂaﬂ.lﬂﬂﬂuﬂnﬂﬂ nuc-nunuuuuu::nn:‘:\' fl.'ﬂl:'nllﬂnﬂ:uﬂnlllnﬂ.
R O R
e e e R

?, Hﬁﬂ H‘H.I.E-U-D‘H-H-IJ -ﬂ-ﬂuﬂ-ﬂ-ﬂ-ﬂ-ﬂ-ﬂ-H-ﬂnn.ﬂ’-ﬂ-ﬂ;ﬂ-u;‘sﬂ-ﬂq.-u-BJ'l'l-ﬂ-ﬂ-u-ﬂ-“l’nﬂ-.ﬂ-n-uduai-n‘n-ﬂ“nﬁ-' .ﬂ-u.ﬂ.]-H.-ﬂ-%l.ﬂ.ﬂnﬂ-uﬂ.ﬂnﬂ-nuﬂﬂﬂnﬂ.ﬂul; -ﬂ--ﬂ‘ﬂ‘

Document Header from the 2020 Letter of Agreement as shown in Adobe Fhotoshop using the same process:

Fro V&V, Inc.
6705 Odyssey Drive, Suite C
Huntsville, AL 35806

If the Letter of Agreement was in-fact created by Pro V&YV, they didn’t include their phone
number, email, and misspelled their own address on their “letterhead”:

Pro V&V, Inc.
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 days 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 PRO V&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

3.8 Expiration and Renewal of Accreditation. A grant of accreditation is valid for
a_period not fo_exceed two years. A VSTL'’s accreditation expires on the date
annotated on the Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs ingood standing shall renew
their accreditation by submitting an application package to the Program Director,
consistent with the procedures of Séction 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlier than 60
days before the accreditation expiration date ond 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 « sonduct 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 fo 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. 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.

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

Carr Dec. | Ex. A
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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:

U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
833 3rd St N'W, Saite 200
Washington, DC 20001

FROM: Jerome Lovato, Vating System Testing and Certification Director
SUBJECT: Pro V&V EAC VSTL Accreditation

DATE: 1/27/2021

Pro V&V has completed all requirements to remain [n good standing with the TAC's Testing and
Certification program per section 3.8 of the Voting System Test Laboratory Vianual, version 2.0:

Expiration and Renewal of Ac'.t.redirarlon. A grant of ecereditution is valld for a period
not to exceed two years. A V5TL’s accreditation expites on the date annotated on the
Certificate of Accreditation. VSTLs in good standing ska'! zenew their acereditation by
submitting an application package to the Program Director, consistent with the
procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chapter, no earlicr'than 60 days before the
accreditation expiration date and no later ther 30 days before that date, Laboratories
that timely file the renewal application pacizge sholl retain their accreditation while the
review and processing of thelr epplicoticy is pending. VST1s In good stonding shall olse
retain their accreditation should cirzuimstances leave the EAC without a quorum to
conduct the vote required under Seciion 3.5.5.

r*—--—-&m -
Elabumtnnes ‘has been de{ayaggr@
retains its EAGVSTL accredr.gpurﬂ

Lovato states:

Pro V&V has completed all requirements fo 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:

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 that the pandemic is the cause of any accreditation
deficiency:

Due to the outstanding circumstances posed by COVID-19, the renewal
process for EAC 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 if we 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 COVID-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 siot issue an updated
certificate to Pro V&V causing confusion with some peorle 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 202 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 SLI Compliance
remained in good standing with the regitivements of our program and retained
their accreditation. In addition, the EAC has placed appropriate procedures and
qualified staff to oversee this aspect of the program ensuring the continued quality
monitoring of the Testing and Cerﬁﬁéaﬁon 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 swe Certificates, for Accreditation- one for 2017 and another for 2019.
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. REVOCATION EXCUSE

In the same memo cited above, Mr. Lovato disingenuously attempts to address the concerns
of expiration with the prospect of revocation. From the memo:

Carr Dec. | Ex. A
Page 126 of 139



Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022._

Case 3:22-cv-01743-MO Docurjnent 2-1 Filed 11/08/22 Page 127 of 139

Georgia State Election Board
Complaint — August 26, 2022
Page 12

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 VS’II’ L’s accreditation status.

Pro V&V was accredited by the EAC on February 24, 2015, and SLI 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 Pro V&Y. Pro V&V has undergone

continuing accreditation assessments and had new accreditation certificate issued
on February 1, 2021.

The EAC raises the matter of revocation and that such action refjuires a “vote of the
Commission”. It goes on to say “The EAC 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 license 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. Furthermore, to accept such a prospect would require
ignoring the clearly defined prescription of time “...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 Svstem Test Laboratories (VSTL) - Voting Equipment | US FElection 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 5.5A(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 20" 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 EAC’s deceptive practices have fostered a false sense of security
and materially violated their responsibilities under the HAVA 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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U.S. Election Assistance Commission
.&1. 633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200
e Washington, DC 20001
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VIA EMAIL
August 17, 2022

Jennifer Gunter
jennof4@gmail.com

Greetings:

This ackr}owledges 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 BEAC test reports for Clear
Ballot and also named/referred to as Clear Vote for the Verston 2.1.”

The EAC does not possess records responsive to your requesi. EAC Testing and Certification has
confirmed that ClearVote 2.1 is not an EAC certified systém 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 iv the Election Assistance Commission. Your
appeal must be in writing and sent to the adiitess 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.

.S, Election Assistaice 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 fo 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.

1f you have any questions please contact my office at your convenience,

Sincerely,
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Washington, DC 20001

Camdon ellfion

Camden Kelliher, Associate Counsel
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
ckelliher@eac.gov
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VIA EMAIL
August 17, 2022

Jennifer Gunter
Jjennofd@gmail.com

Greetings:

This acknowledges the U.8. Election Ass

istance Comraission’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 Ballof) 2.2.1.”

The EAC does not possess records resperisive 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 ang 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_(QGIS) 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.
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If you have any questions please contact my office at your convenience.

Sincerely,

Comcdon. Kellsbon

Camden Kelliher, Associate Counsel
U.S. Electlon Assistance Commission
ckelliher@eac.gov
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Exhibit F
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE ELECTIONS DIVISION
|
BEV CLARNO STEPHEN N. TROUT
SECRETARY OF STATE DRECTOR

255 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 501
SALEM, CREGON 973100722

(503) 086-1518

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Clear Ballot Group
Clear Vote Voting System (Clear Count 2.1 and Clear Design 2.1)

Verified Correct Copy of Original 11/4/2022.

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 meét all of the Oregon requirements and
are conformant with the federal Voluntary Voting System Guidelines (VVSG), Version 1.0 (2005).
Clear Ballot has requested approval of this change for usg in Oregon elections.

The Secretary of State partnered with Benton, Washington, Linn, Yamihill, Marion and Multnomah
counties and Pro V&Y. 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 165-007-035C 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.

R~

Stephen N. Trout
Director of Elections
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U.S. Election Assistance Commission
633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200
Washington, DC 20001

. L AW R

VIA EMAIL
July 21,2022

Jennifer Gunter
jennof4@gmail.com

Greetings:

This acknowledges the U.S, Election Assistance Commission’s receipt of your Freedom of
Information Act request:

“’I‘he: 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 originat (unedited) EAC-issued Certificate of
Accreditation for the listed VSTLs

3) From 2016 thru December 2020 - ali EAC commissioner meeting minutes, where VSTL
accreditation was discussed

4) From 2016 thr December-2.020 - all applications for accreditation renewal or supplemental
information the VSTLs previded to the EAC”

Pursuant to 11 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 fre¢ hours of search time. Therefore, the EAC
does not anticipate that there will be fees associated with this request.

Your request for expedited processing has been denied pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 9405.7(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, 41-Fayed v. CI4, 254 F.3d 300, 310 (D.C.Cir. 2001).

All Pro V&V certificates of accreditation are available here:
hitps://www.eac.zov/sites/default/files/foiar Pro_Vee26V_Cerlificates of Accredidation.pdf, All
SLI certificates of accreditation are available here:

hitps://mw v eac.gov/sites/defaultAfiles/foiasSLI_Certilicates of Accredidation.pdf. Additionally,
a one page overview of the EAC certification process has been made available here:
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g % U.S. Election Assistance Commission
2 & = 633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200

: @ ' Washington, DC 20001

fsites/default/filesffoin/Hevy, a8 Veting System Becomes EAC Certified
Overview of the FEAC Certification Process,pd!,

We have determined we will process your request pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act
and EAC regulations, This request has been assigned file number 22-00084, Please be advised
that due to the coronavirus pandemic we are experiencing additional delays in processing
Freedom of Information Act requests. You have the right to 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 electronicelly transmitted within 90 days from
the date of the response to your request. Please include your reasons fot reconsideration and
attach a copy of this and subsequent EAC responses.

U.S. Election Assistance Commissici
FOIA Appeals

633 3rd Street NW, Suite 200
Washington, DC 20001 -

Additionally, you may contazi 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 QGIS 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; toli 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,

Caimalon Kollitar.

Camden Kelliher, Associate Counsel

U.S. Election Assistance Commission
ckelliher@eac.gov
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Cancel Re: Records Request- Public... &}

On Aug 31, 2022, at 1:01 PM, Camden Kelliher
<ckelliher@eac.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon,

The EAGC 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.

Sincaraly,
Camdsn Kelllher

Camden Kelliher | Associale Counsel
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
633 3rd Strect NW, Suite 200 | Washington. DC 20001

From: Jennlfer Gunter <jennof4 @gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2022 2:41 PM
To: Camden Keliiher <ckelliher@eac.gov>
Subject: Rs: Records Request- Public FOIA

Caution: This email is from an external source.
Piease take care when clicking links or opening
attachments. If the message looks suspicious,
please use the Phish Alert Report button for the
security tearn to review.

Good day-

Camden, | wanted to check back in as it has
been quite sometimea to see if the estimated

completed response time formy records
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