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To Whom It May Concemn:

Attached please find an Open Letter in which a collective of Ohio voters informed the Ohio Attorney General as
well as the majonity of County Boards of Elections (who in turn notified the Ohio Secretary of State), from February
to April 2024, of concerns which the collective believes warmant immediate investigation and resolution prior to the
MNovember 2024 elections. The concerns addressed HAVA implementation in Ohio, particularly whether the
electronic voting machines currently in use are properly certified under Ohio law {using 2005 EAC standards) and
whether they can produce valid results which can be confirmed with mathematical proofs. It also appears that the
EAC lab acereditation system is not functional or compliant. [ no longer have confidence that my state and local
government can administer free and transparent elections and believe that my civil rights will be violated without
swilll intervention before the upcoming November elections. If these elections proceed under the current system, |
believe Ohio voters face a real risk of irreparable harm.

Despite expressing these concemns to state and local govermments in the Open Letter, the Ohio General Assembly is
currently introducing legislation in the State House and Senate which does not address these issues or the lack of
transparency inherent in the current electronic voting systems for the upcoming MNovember elections. [ see no
apparent effort to investigate or respond to the concerns raised in the Open Letter, which addresses fundamental
issues of HAVA compliance and the constitutional rights of Ohio voters,

The Open Letter highlights the Ohio Secretary of State™s Everest Report from 2007, which concluded that “[t]he
security of the studied election systems is crippled by flaws in its design and implementation, Therefore, after an
extensive analysis, the teams unanimously believe that such faws mandate fundamental and broad reengineering
before the technical protections can approach the goal of guaranteeing trustworthy elections.” In addition, the Open
Letter discusses that, as early as 2004, Ohio was placed on notice by

whistleblower testimony that it was possible to manipulate source code in tabulating machines and to manipulate
results without such manipulation being easily detectable {and some code could self-delete upon execution). That
problem remains a coneern 1o this day. Dr. Alex Halderman similarly concluded in Curling v. Raffensburger (per
Judge Totenberg) that, even with the “updated” machines in Georgia:

Diespite the addition of a paper trail, ICX malware can still change individual votes
and most election outcomes without detection . . . Although outcome-changing fraud

condueted in this manner could be detected by a risk-limiting audit, Georgia requires a



risk-limiting audit of only one contest every two years, so the vast majority of elections
and contests have no such assurance, And even the most robust risk-limiting audit can
only assess an election outcome; it cannot evaluate whether individual votes counted as
intencded. .

Additionally, in March 2024, the Barry County (Michigan) Sheriff, Dar Leaf, raised “national security concerns™
based on his investigation. He submitted supporting documents to the 1U.5. House of Representatives through
Representative Jim Jordan. Sheriff Dar Leaf has made documents from his investigation publicly available. We call
upon you to take careful heed of the growing amount of evidence bringing the security of these systems under
greater serutiny. We urge vou to contact and interview the experts and whistleblowers cited in the Open Letter

Elon Musk commented as recently as June 15, 2024, that *We should elimmate electrome voting machmes. The nsk
of being hacked by humans or AL while small, is still too high.” Rebert F. Kennedy Jr. stated that: “U.S. Citizens
need to know that every one of their votes were counted, and that their elections cannot be hacked. We need them to
return to paper ballots to avoid electronic interference with elections.” Donald J. Trump called for the use of paper
ballots in his speech on February 17, 2024, and commented that paper ballots cost 9% of what it costs to use
machines! The Open Letter clearly points out that returning to counterfeit-proof, senalized paper ballots counted by
hand is the only acceptable way to restore trust in what is now a very broken and unnecessarily litigious system.

This matter 15 now time sensitive with the upcoming November 2024 elections. The core concems discussed here
and in more detail in the Open Letter have not been addressed by state and local povernment and are still not being
addressed by the General Assembly in the current so-called reforms being contemplated in Chic HE 472 and 5B
274. Each bill persists in maintaining a highly flawed and non-transparent certification system for voting svstems
and provides a token gesture of an additional layer of unknown and unaccountable third-party technical experts.
Indeed, the General Assembly's current legislative solution would bring less transparency when the opposite is
needed. It should be self-evident that the answer to breaking down non-transparent and unaccountable bureaucratic
structures is not to add even more layers of bureaucracy or, worse still, to outsource such serious responsibility
outside the government to persons who cannot be held democratically accountable. [ believe this is entirely
inconsistent with my First Amendment right to be heard as a voler and to be assured that my vote 15 counted, Indeed,
Ohio law required that the counting of votes is to be observed by people, not indirectly by technical experts (see
O.RC. sections 3505.21 and 3505.32),

The General Assembly's proposed “solution”™ of bringing in unaceountable “experts” brings even less transparency
to the certification and compliance process and undermines accountability and public trust in the election process.
This is alarming and unacceptable. Chio law contains a right to observe the actual counting of the vote, and
machines, which tally scanned ballots through an unaccountable and non-transparently programmed and maintained
“black bow,” deprive Ohio voters and candidates of this night 1 am holding you responsible for ensuring that Ohio
voters are heard and that their votes can be observed to be counted, as contemplated in Chio and federal law. Tt 1s
vour responsibility to ensure that Ohio elections are administered consistent with the U.S. Constitution and HAVA.

GGiven the above concerns and those raised in the Open Letter, I urge you to investigate and if necessary, act on this
matter as a matter of national security and as a voter rights issue which requires resolution prior to the November
2024 elections,

I appreciate your attention to these critical issues and look forward to your prompt action on this matter.

Sincerely,



1.5, Election Assistance Commission
Office of Inspector General

633 3rd Strect NW, Suite 200
Washington, DC 20001
EACOIGimeac gov

To Whom It May Concem:

Attached please find an Open Letter in which a collective of Ohio voters informed the Ohio Attorney General as
well as the majority of County Boards of Elections {who in turn notified the Ohio Secretary of State), from February
to April 2024, of concerns which the collective believes warmant immediate investigation and resolution prier to the
November 2024 elections. The concerns addressed HAVA implementation in Chio, particularly whether the
electronic voting machines currently in use are properly certified under Chio law (using 2005 EAC standards) and
whether they are capable of producing valid results which can be confirmed with mathematical proofs. It also
appears that the EAC lab accreditation system 15 not functional or compliant. I no longer have confidence that my
state and local government are capable of adm inistering free and transparent elections and believe that my civil
rights will be viclated without swift intervention before the upcoming November elections. If these elections
proceed under the current system, [ believe Ohio voters face a real risk of irreparable harm,

Despite expressing these concerns to state and local governments in the Open Letter, the Ohio General Assembly is
currently introducing legislation in the State House and Senate which does not address these issues or the lack of
transparency inherent in the current electronic voting systems for the upecoming November elections. [ see no
apparent effort to investigate or respond to the concerns raised in the Open Letter, which addresses fundamental
issues of HAVA compliance and the constitutional rights of Ohio voters,

The Open Letter highlights the Ohio Secretary of State’s Everest Report from 2007, which concluded that “t]he
security of the studied election systems is crippled by flaws in its design and implementation. Therefore, after an
extensive analysis, the teams unanimously believe that such flaws mandate fundamental and broad reengineering
before the technical protections can approach the goal of guarantesing trustworthy elections.” In addition, the Open
Letter discusses that, as early as 2004, Ohio was placed on notice by

whistleblower testimony that it was possible to manipulate source code in tabulating machines and to manipulate
results without such manipulation being easily detectable (and some code could self-delete upon execution). That
problem remains a concern io this day. Dr. Alex Halderman similarly concluded in Curling v. Raffensburger (per
Judge Totenberg) that, even with the “updated” machines in Georgia;

Despite the addition of a paper trail, ICX malware can still change individual votes
and most election outcomes without detection . . . Although ouwtcome-changing fraud
conducted in this manner could be detected by a risk-limiting audit, Georgia requires a
nisk-limiting audit of only one contest every two vears, so the vast majority of elections
and contests have no such assurance. And even the most robust risk-limiting audit can

only assess an election outcome; it cannot evaluate whether individual votes counted as



intended. . . .

Additionally, in March 2024, the Barry County (Michigan) Sherifl, Dar Leal, raised “national security concerns™
based on his investigation. He submitted supporting documents to the U3, House of Representatives through
Representative Jim Jordan, Sheriff Dar Leaf has made documents from his investigation publicly available. We call
upon you to take careful heed of the growing amount of evidence bringing the security of these systems under
greater scrutiny. We urge vou to contact and interview the experts and whistleblowers cited in the Open Letter

Elon Musk commented as recently as June 15, 2024 that “We should eliminate electronic voting machines. The risk
of bemng hacked by humans or Al while small, is still too high.” Eobert F. Kennedy Jr. stated that: “11.5. Citizens
need to know that every one of their votes were counted, and that their elections cannot be hacked. We need them to
return to paper ballots to avoid electronic interference with elections.” Donald J. Trump called for the use of paper
ballots in his speech on February 17, 2024, and commented that paper ballots cost 9% of what it costs to use
machines! The Open Letter clearly points out that returning to counterfeit-proof, serialized paper ballots counted by
hand is the only acceptable way to restore trust in what is now a very broken and unnecessarily liigious system.

This matter is now time sensitive with the upcoming November 2024 elections. The core concems discussed here
and in more detail in the Open Letter have not been addressed by state and local government and are still not being
addressed by the General Assembly in the current so-called reforms being contemplated in Ohio HE 472 and 5B
274, Each bill persists in maintaining a highly flawed and non-transparent certification system for voling systems
and provides a token gesture of an additional laver of unknown and unaccountable third-party technical experts,
Indeed, the General Assembly's current legislative solution would bring less transparency when the opposite 1s
needed. It should be self-evident that the answer to breaking down non-transparent and unaceountable bureaucratic
structures is not to add even more layers of bureaucracy or, worse still, to outsource such serious responsibility
outside the government to persons who cannot be held democratically accountable. I believe this is entirely
inconsistent with my First Amendment right to be heard as a voter and to be assured that my vote 1s actually
counted. Indeed, Ohio law required that the counting of votes is to be observed by people, not indirectly by technical
experts (see O.R.C. sections 3505.21 and 3505.32).

The General Assembly's proposed “solution” of bringing in unaccountable “experts” brings even less transparency
to the certification and compliance process and undermines accountability and public trust in the election process.
This 1s alarming and unacceptable. Chio law contains a right to observe the actual counting of the vote, and
machines, which tally scanned ballots through an unaccountable and non-transparently programmed and maintained
“black box,” deprive Ohio voters and candidates of this night I am holding you responsible for ensuring that Ohio
voters are heard and that their votes can be observed to be counted, as contemplated in Chio and federal law. It is
vour responsibility to ensure that Ohio elections are administered consistent with the U5, Constitution and HAVA.

Given the above concerns and those raised in the Open Letter, [ urge vou to investigate and, if necessary. act on this
matter as a matter of national security and as a voter rights issue which requires resolution prior to the November
2024 elections.

[ appreciate your attention to these critical issues and look forward to vour prompt action on this matter.

Sincerely,



U.5. Department of Justice
Mational Security Division
950 Pennsy lvania Avenue NW
Washington D 20530

nsd publici@iusdo) gov

To Whom It May Concem:

Attached please find an Open Letter in which a collective of Ohio voters informed the Ohio Altorney General as
well as the majority of County Boards of Elections (who in turn notified the Ohio Secretary of State), from February
to April 2024, of concerns which the collective believes warmant immediate investigation and resolution prior to the
November 2024 elections. The concerns addressed HAVA implementation in Ohio, particularly whether the
electronic voting machines currently in use are properly certified under Ohio law (using 2005 EAC standards) and
whether they are capable of producing valid results which can be confirmed with mathematical proofs. [t also
appears that the EAC lab accreditation system 15 not functional or compliant. I no longer have confidence that my
state and local govemment are capable of administering free and transparent elections and believe that my civil
rights will be violated without swift intervention before the upcoming November elections, If these elections
proceed under the current system, [ believe Ohie voters face a real risk of irreparable harm,

Despite expressing these concemns to state and local governments in the Open Letter, the Ohio General Assembly is
currently mtroducing legislation in the State House and Senate which does not address these 1ssues or the lack of
transparency inherent in the current electronic voting systems for the upcoming Movember elections, [ see no
apparent effon o investigate or respond to the concerns raised in the Open Letter, which addresses fundamental
issues of HAVA compliance and the constitutional rights of Ohio voters,

The Open Letter highlights the Ohio Secretary of State’s Everest Report from 2007, which concluded that “[t]he
security of the studied election systems is crippled by flaws in its design and implementation. Therefore, after an
extensive analysis, the teams unanimously believe that such flaws mandate fundamental and broad reengineering
before the technical protections can approach the goal of guarantesing trustworthy elections.” In addition, the Open
Letter discusses that, as early as 2004, Ohio was placed on notice by

whistleblower testimeny that it was possible 1o manipulate source code in tabulating machines and to manipulate
results without such manipulation being easily detectable (and some code could self-delete upon execution). That
problem remains a coneern 1o this day. Dr. Alex Halderman similarly concluded in Curling v. Raffensburger (per

Judge Totenberg) that, even with the “updated™ machines in Geongia:

Diespite the addition of a paper trail, ICX malware can still change individual votes

and most election outcomes without detection . . . Although outcom e-changing fraud
condueted in this manner could be detected by a risk-limiting audit, Georgia requires a
risk-limiting audit of only one contest every two years, so the vast majority of elections
and contests have no such assurance. And even the most robust risk-limiting audit can
only assess an election outcome; it cannot evaluate whether individual votes counted as

intended. . . .



Additionally, in March 2024, the Barry County (Michigan) Sherift, Dar Leaf, raised “national security concerns™
based on his investigation, He submitted supporting documents to the U5, House of Representatives through
Representative Jim Jordan. Sheriff Dar Leaf has made documents from his investigation publicly available. We call
upon you to take careful heed of the growing amount of evidence bringing the security of these svstems under
greater scrutiny. We urge vou to contact and interview the experts and whistleblowers cited in the Open Letter.

Elon Musk commented as recently as June 15, 2024 that “We should eliminate electromic voting machines. The risk
of being hacked by humans or Al, while small, is still too high.” Robent F. Kennedy Ir. stated that: “U.3. Citizens
need to know that every one of their votes were counted, and that their elections cannot be hacked. We need them to
return to paper ballots to avoid electronic interference with elections.” Donald J. Trump called for the use of paper
ballots in his speech on February 17, 2024, and commented that paper ballots cost 9% of what it costs to use
machines! The Open Letter clearly points out that returning to counterfeit-proof, serialized paper ballots counted by
hand is the only acceptable way to restore trust in what is now a very broken and unnecessarily litigious system.

This matter is now tme sensitive with the upcoming November 2024 elections, The core concems discussed here
and in more detail in the Open Letter have not been addressed by state and local government and are still not being
addressed by the General Assembly in the current so-called reforms being contemplated in Ohio HE 472 and 5B
274, Each bill persists in maintaining a highly flawed and non-transparent certification system for voting systems
and provides a token gesture of an additional layer of unknown and unaceountable third-party technical experts.
Indeed, the General Assembly's current legislative solution would bring less transparency when the opposite is
needed. It should be self-evident that the answer to breaking down non-transparent and unaccountable bureaucratic
structures is not to add even more layers of bureaucracy or, worse still, to outsource such serious responsibility
outside the government to persons who cannot be held democratically accountable. [ believe this 1s entirely
inconsistent with my First Amendment right to be heard as a voter and to be assured that my vote is actually
counted. Indeed, Ohio law required that the counting of votes is to be observed by people, not indirectly by techmnical
experts (see O K.C. sections 350521 and 3505.32).

The General Assembly’s proposed “solution”™ of bringing in unaceountable “experts” brings even less transparency
to the certification and compliance process and undermines accountability and public trust in the election process.
This is alarming and unacceptable. Ohio law contains a right to observe the actual counting of the vote, and
machines, which tally scanned ballots through an unaccountable and non-transparently programmed and maintained
“black box,” deprive Ohio voters and candidates of this right. [ am holding you responsible for ensuring that Ohio
voters are heard and that their votes can be observed to be counted, as contemplated in Chio and federal law. It s
vour responsibility to ensure that Chio elections are administered consistent with the U3, Constitution and HAVA,

Given the above concemns and those raised in the Open Letter, I urge vou to investigate and, if necessary, act on this
matter as a matter of national security and as a voter rights issue which requires resolution prior to the November
2024 elections,

I appreciate your attention to these critical issues and look forward to vour prompt action on this matter.

Sincerely,



1.8, Department of Justice
Civil Rights Division

Voting Section

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
4CON Sth Floor

Washington, DC 20530

volinge section'@usdoygoy

To Whom It May Concern:

Attached please find an Open Letter in which a collective of Ohio voters informed the Ohio Attorney General as
well as the majority of County Boards of Elections {(who in turn notified the Ohio Secretary of State), from February
to Apnl 2024, of concemns which the collective believes warrant immediate investigation and resclution prior to the
November 2024 elections. The concems addressed HAVA implementation in Ohio, particularly whether the
electronic voting machines currently in use are properly certified under Ohio law (using 2005 EAC standards) and
whether they are capable of producing valid results which can be confirmed with mathematical proofs. It also
appears that the EAC lab accreditation system is not functional or compliant. [ no lenger have confidence that my
state and local government are capable of administering free and transparent elections and believe that my civil
rights will be violated without swift intervention before the upcoming November elections. If these elections
proceed under the current system, | believe Ohio voters face a real risk of irreparable harm.

Diespite expressing these concerns to state and local govemments in the Open Letter, the Chio General Assembly is
currently mtroducing legislation in the State House and Senate which dees not address these 1ssues or the lack of
transparency inherent in the current electronie voling svstems for the upcoming November elections. [ see no
apparent effort to investigate or respond to the concerns raised in the Open Letter, which addresses fundamental
issues of HAVA compliance and the constitutional rights of Ohio voters,

The Open Letter highlights the Ohio Secretary of State’s Everest Report from 2007, which concluded that “[t]he
security of the studied election systems is crippled by flaws in its design and implementation, Therefore, after an
extensive analysis, the teams unamimously believe that such flaws mandate fundamental and broad reengineering
before the technical protections can approach the goal of guaranteeing trustworthy elections.” In addition, the Open
Letter discusses that, as early as 2004, Ohio was placed on notice by

whistleblower testimony that it was possible to manipulate source code in tabulating machines and to manipulate

results without such manipulation being easily detectable {and some code could self-delete upon execution). That
problem remains a concern to this day. Dr. Alex Halderman similarly concluded in Curling v. Raffensburger (per

Judge Totenberg) that, even with the “updated” machines in Georgia:

Despite the addition of a paper trail, ICX malware can still change individual votes

and most election outcomes without detection . . . Although outeome-changing fraud
conducted in this manner could be detected by a risk-limiting audit, Georgia requires a
risk-limiting audit of only one contest every two years, so the vast majority of elections

and contests have no such assurance. And even the most robust risk-limiting audit can



only assess an election outeome; it cannot evaluate whether individual votes counted as
intended. . ..

Additionally, in March 2024, the Barry County (Michigan) Sheriff, Dar Leaf, raised “national security concerns”
based on his investigation. He submitted supporting documents to the 1.5, House of Representatives through
Representative Jim Jordan. Sheriff Dar Leaf has made documents from his investigation publicly available, We call
upon vou to take careful heed of the growing amount of evidence bringing the security of these systems under
greater serutiny. We urge vou to contact and interview the experts and whistleblowers cited in the Open Letter,

Elon Musk commented as recently as June 15, 2024 that “We should eliminate electronie voting machines. The risk
of being hacked by humans or Al while small, is still too high.” Robert F. Kennedy Jr. stated that: “U.5. Citizens
need to know that every one of their votes were counted, and that their elections cannot be hacked. We need them to
refurn to paper ballots to avoid electronic interference with elections.” Donald J. Trump called for the use of paper
ballots in his speech on February 17, 2024, and commented that paper ballots cost 9% of what it costs to use
machines! The Open Letter clearly points out that returning to counterfeit-proof, serialized paper ballots counted by
hand is the only acceptable way to restore trust in what is now a very broken and unnecessarily litigious system.

This matter is now time sensitive with the upcoming November 2024 elections, The core concerns discussed here
and in more detail in the Open Letter have not been addressed by state and local government and are still not being
addressed by the General Assembly in the current so-called reforms being contemplated in Ohio HB 472 and 5B
274. Each bill persists in maintaining a highly flawed and non-transparent certification system for voting systems
and provides a token gesture of an additional laver of unknown and unaccountable third-party technical experts,
Indeed, the General Assembly's current legislative solution would bring less transparency when the opposite is
needed, [t should be self-evident that the answer to breaking down non-transparent and unaccountable bureaucratic
structures is not to add even more layers of bureaucracy or, worse still, to outsource such serious responsibility
outside the government to persons who cannot be held democratically accountable, [ believe this 15 entirely
inconsistent with my First Amendment right to be heard as a voter and to be assured that my vote is actually
counted. Indeed, Ohio law required that the counting of votes is to be observed by people, not indirectly by technical
experts (see O.R.C. sections 3505.21 and 3505.32).

The General Assembly's proposed “solution” of bringing in unaccountable “experts” brings even less transparency
to the certification and compliance process and undermines accountability and public trust in the election process.
This 1s alarming and unacceptable. Ohio law contains a right 1o observe the actual counting of the vote, and
machines, which tally scanned ballots through an unaccountable and non-transparently programmed and maintained
“black box.” deprive Ohio volers and candidates of this right. T am helding you responsible for ensuring that Chio
voters are heard and that their votes can be observed to be counted, as contemplated in Ohio and federal law. It is
your responsibality to ensure that Ohio elections are administered consistent with the U5, Constitution and HAVA.

Given the above concerns and those raised in the Open Letter, I urge you to investigate and, if necessary, act on this
matler as a matter of national security and as a voter rights issue which requires resolution prior to the November
2024 elections.

[ appreciate your attention to these critical issues and look forward to your prompt action on this matter.

Sincerely,
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