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No. ___ _ 

In the 

SUPREME COURT OF UNITED STATES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk 

Petitioner. 

SCOTUS Rule 22·3 Application to Chief Justice John 

Roberts with time as the essence and imminent 

irreparable harm as if a Rule 20 Petition for an 

Extraordinary Writ with 28 USC § 1651(a) for an 

Emergency Writ of Mandamus and Injunctive Equity 

Relief pursuant to the National Emergency 

Mandate(s) issued by the Commander-In-Chief, 

Donald John Trump, for protection of U.S. Citizen 

Voters at the 6 November 2018 National Mid-Term 

General Election, for an Order of all States of the 

several States and territories that: 

Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, in propria persona 
l 41 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne. New York Zip code excepted [12846] 

Ph: 518-416-8743; Email: chris@privateamerciancitizen.org 

1 



CHRISTOPHER EARL STRUNK, in esse Sui juris 
141 Harris Avenue 

Lake Luzerne, New York 12846 
518-416-8743 Email: chris@privateamericancitizen.org 

THE HONORABLE CHIEF JUSTICE JOHN ROBERTS 
The SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
1 FIRST STREET N.E. 
Washington DC 20543 

In Re: Christopher Earl Strunk Petitioner, 

Subject SCOTUS Rule 23-3 Application for an Extraordinary WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
APPLICATION taken from the 29 October 2018 denial of hearing taken from the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 

Dear Chief Justice Roberts, 

Undersigned propria persona has been directed by the Clerk's office to resubmit the 
corrected application for equity relief, having been denied on 29 October 2018 hearing from 
the US Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces of our 28 USC 1651 Petition for a Writ of 
Mandamus and Injunctive Relief inter alia preserving the 6 November 2018 Mid-Term 
Election Paper Ballots and convening a Court of Inquiry pursuant to the letter and intent of 
the National Emergency Mandates issued by the Commander-in-Chief, Donald John 
Trump; see the accompanying: 

• Original double sided Petition with signatures at page 11 with three 
exhibits including the Writ Appendix within Exhibit C, 

• two (2) true and correct back and front printed copies 
• Certificate of Compliance 
• Certificate of Service 

As undersigned affirms that the urgent relief sought is reasonable in that time is of the 
essence with imminent irreparable harm were the relief not granted. 
The Undersigned states and declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing 
application copy is true and correct with attac · true and correct py nder 28 USC 
17 46; Respectfully yours, 

Dated: November 12 2018 
Brooklyn, New York 

Attachments 

cc: Vice President Michael Pence 

'l'Q.t~l"n-lER EARL STRUNK, in esse Sui Juns 
All Rights Reserved Without Prejudice 

Noel Francisco, Solicitor General of the United States, 
DHS Office of General Counsel John M. Mitnick 
William A. DeCicco, Clerk of the USCAAF 
Harold William Van Allen 



2720 words 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

No. ___ _ 

In the 
SUPREME COURT OF UNITED STATES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk 

Petitioner. 

As required by Rule , the Undersigned certifies that the SCOTUS Rule 22-3 

PETITION WITH 28 USC §1651 FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND INJUNCTION 

EQUITY RELIEF IN THE MATTER OF FOREIGN MEDDLING DURING THE 6 

NOVEMBER 2018 ELECTION CYCLE; contains 2720 words including the Petition 

Text and Footnotes, excluding the parts of the petition that are exemp_ted by rules, 

and uses Century font with 12 Point type in the Text and no Footnotes. 

The undersigned states and declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 

true and correct under 28 usc §1746: r 
Dated: November '2 , 2018 0 p \ (_ / 4 

Brooklyn, New York ~ ~_...,) \/V-~ 
Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, 

141 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne, NY 12846 
Ph: 518-416-87 43; Email: chris@privateamerciancitizen.org 

All Rights Reserved Without Prejudice 



In the 
SUPREME COURT OF UNITED STATES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk, 

Petitioner 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

On November 2, 2018, I, Christopher Earl Strunk, under penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 
USC 1746, caused the service of a copy of the SCOTUS Rule 22-3 PETITION UNDER RULE 
67(C) FOR A 28 USC §1651 SPECIAL WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND INJUNCTIVE EQUITY 
RELIEF IN affirmed November 1, 2018 and placing a true copy of each bound copy in an 
envelope marked "urgent legal process" with proper postage for delivery by the USPS upon: 

Vice President of the U.S.A. 
Michael R. Pence 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Noel Francisco, Solicitor General of the 
United States, 
Room 5616, Department of Justice, 
950 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W., 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

John M. Mitnick, 
DRS General Counsel 
245 Murray Lane, SW 
Mail Stop 0485 
Washington, DC 20528-0485 

Phil Murphy NJ Governor 
PO Box 001 
Trenton, NJ 08625 

Governor John Bel Edwards 
Office of the Governor 
PO Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Dated: November '2 , 2018 
Brooklyn New York 

Nathan Deal 
Governor of Georgia 
203 Capitol Place SW, 
Atlanta, GA 30334 

Henry McMaster, Governor 
of South Carolina State House 
1100 Gervais Street 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 

John Carney Governor of Delaware 
Carvel State Office Building 
820 N. French Street, 12th Floor 
Wilmington, DE 19801 

The Inter-American Commission on Human 
Rights of the Organization of American 
States (OAS) 
1889 F Street N.W. 
Washington, DC 20006 

William A. DeCicco, Clerk of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces 
450 East Street NW, 
Washington, DC 20442. 
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No. __________ 

 

 

In the  

SUPREME COURT OF UNITED STATES  

 

__________________________________________________________________ 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk 

Petitioner. 

__________________________________________________________________ 

       SCOTUS Rule 22-3 Application to Chief Justice John 

Roberts with time as the essence and imminent 

irreparable harm as if a Rule 20 Petition for an 

Extraordinary Writ with 28 USC §1651(a) for an 

Emergency Writ of Mandamus and Injunctive Equity 

Relief pursuant to the National Emergency 

Mandate(s) issued by the Commander-In-Chief, 

Donald John Trump, for protection of U.S. Citizen 

Voters at the 6 November 2018 National Mid-Term 

General Election, for an Order of all States of the 

several States and territories that: 

__________________________________________________________________ 

  
Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, in propria persona 

141 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne, New York Zip code excepted [12846] 
Ph: 518-416-8743; Email: chris@privateamerciancitizen.org 
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Parties in Interest: 
 
Harold William Van Allen 
351 North Road  
Hurley New York 12443 
 
Vice President of the U.S.A. 
Michael R. Pence   
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20500 
 
John M. Mitnick,  
DHS General Counsel 
245 Murray Lane, SW 
Mail Stop 0485 
Washington, DC 20528-0485 
 
Noel Francisco, Solicitor General of 
the United States,  
Room 5616, Department of Justice,  
950 Pennsylvania Ave., N. W.,  
Washington, DC 20530-0001  

 
Phil Murphy NJ Governor  
PO Box  001 
Trenton, NJ 08625 
 
Governor John Bel Edwards 
Office of the Governor  
PO Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

 
 
 

Nathan Deal  
Governor of Georgia  
203 Capitol Place SW,  
Atlanta, GA 30334 

 
Henry McMaster, Governor  
of South Carolina State House  
1100 Gervais Street 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 

 
John Carney Governor of Delaware  
Carvel State Office Building 
820 N. French Street,  12th Floor 
Wilmington, DE  19801  

 
The Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights of the Organization of 
American States (OAS) 
1889 F Street N.W.  
Washington, DC 20006 

 
William A. DeCicco, Clerk of the  
United States Court of Appeals for 
the Armed Forces 
450 East Street NW,  
Washington, DC 20442.  

Jurisdiction 

 
 The Constitution for the United States of America (CUSA) Article 3 Section 2 

Supreme Court of the United States (SCOTUS) Rule 22-3: "...An application shall be 

addressed to the Justice allotted to the Circuit from which the case arises. An 

application arising from the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 

shall be addressed to the Chief Justice. .." 
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Table of Authorities 

Statutes 

 28 USC §1651(a) 

 28 USC §2201 

 28 U.S. Code §1251 - Original jurisdiction (b) The Supreme Court shall have 

original but not exclusive jurisdiction of: (2) All controversies between the 

United States and a State; and (3) All actions or proceedings by a State against 

the citizens of another State or against aliens. 

 10 U.S. Code §801 Definitions - 9 The term "accuser" 

 10 U.S. Code § 253 - Interference with State and Federal law 

 Title 10 §935. Art. 135. Court of Inquiry 

 U.S. Army Civil Affairs Operations FM 3-57 dated 31 October 2011 applies with 

Chapter 4 Section 52 as to the civilian event of the early voting ongoing mid-

term "elections" 

 18 U.S. Code §7-7 

 12 USC 95(a): 50 USC App. 5(b) still a National Emergency of Executive 

Proclamations 2039 and 2040 by authorization of Congress by 12 USC 95(b) 

 The Emergency Powers Act of Sept. 14, 1976 PL 94-412 90 Stat. 1255, expressly 

retained 12 USC §95(a) with 50 USC Appendix §5(b) 

 The International Emergency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA) (50 U.S.C. 1701-

1707), EBRA remains the law of the land over banking and commerce 

internationally cited by the Congressional Research Service Report to Congress 

98-505 “National Emergency Powers” update September 18, 2001. 
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 The Sedition Act of 1918 (Pub.L. 65–150, 40 Stat. 553, enacted May 16, 1918) 

that was an Act of the United States Congress that extended the Espionage Act 

of 1917  

 the Miller Act  (40 U.S.C. §§ 3131-3134) 

 50 USC 212: Confiscation of property employed to aid insurrection 

 Administrative Procedures Act Pub.L. 79–404, 60 Stat. 237, of June 11, 1946,  

 The Sherman Antitrust Act of 1890 (26 Stat. 209, 15 U.S.C. §§ 1–7)  

 Robinson–Patman Act of 1936 (or Anti-Price Discrimination Act, Pub. L. No. 74-

692, 49 Stat. 1526 (codified at 15 U.S.C. § 13)) is a United States federal law that 

prohibits anticompetitive practices by producers, specifically price 

discrimination 

 Civil Service Reform Act of October 13, 1978, (Pub.L. 95–454, 92 Stat. 1111)  

 Executive Order 13714 of December 15, 2015 Strengthening the Senior 

Executive Service 

Related Cases 

 In Re: Schulz etal. v State of New York etal. NDNY 07cv00943 (LEK) file a very 

large set of multidistrict cases one in each State of the several states with a 

separate Plaintiff in each State, therein challenging the unconstitutional use of 

electronic voting rather than paper ballots with a chain of custody for counting 

and tally and for which the corrupt civil courts buried the cases and terrorized 

Robert Schulz for the past 6 years; 

 In re: Strunk etal USCAAF Dkt. NO.16-0413  
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 In re: Strunk eta. USCAAF Dkt. NO.16-0512 

 In Re: STRUNK v. THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA etal. NYND 16-cv-1496 (BKS/ 

DJS) was a challenge to the vote fraud involving illegal voters in California and 

New York to no avail in anticipation of results obtained by the Presidential 2016 

Election Integrity Commission ordered 11 May 2017 that Judge Sannes 

dismissed the case without prejudice on 15 May 2017. 

 Washington State Courts Appellate Court Case Summary for Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus,  James M. Miller v. Secretary of State, Kim Wyman  No. 96235-9 

filed on 28 August 2018. 

Constitutional Violation Issues 

 Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, (October 13, 1978, Pub.L. 95–454, 92 Stat. 

1111) inter alia is constitutionally questionable because it creates a fourth 

branch of government that falls under foreign control and denies substantive 

due process under APA by eliminating the single complaint review agency, and s 

conceals SES member Plum Book listings by encryption and obfuscation. 

 Executive Order 13714 of December 15, 2015 Strengthening the Senior 

Executive Service (SES) by a non US Citizen SES member defacto POTUS 

 Non US Citizen SES members quid pro quo arranged non-bid contracts for 

SERCO INC. violates the Sherman Anti-trust and Robinson Patman Acts 

 Removing human beings from ballot counting with use of software /electronics. 
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Statement of Facts 

1. Petitioner in  anticipation of vote fraud in this 2016 election cycle, was aware 

that according to Don Inbody, a senior lecturer in political science at Texas State 

University (before entering academia, he served 28 years on active duty in the 

Navy, retiring as a captain) that in the 2012 presidential election, some 250,000 

overseas and military voters who apparently wanted to vote were unable to 

navigate the system, and  while overall the military population will vote at a higher 

rate than the general population, those stationed overseas vote at a significantly 

lower rate. The voting rate among overseas military personnel for that election was 

probably less than 20 percent, a sure sign that there’s more work needed to ensure 

the full enfranchisement of Americans serving their country abroad. 

2. In March 2016, Petitioner filed a writ In re: Strunk etal USCAAF Dkt. 

NO.16-0413 to protect the absentee ballots in the 2016 election cycle (see Exhibit A).  

3. In April 2016, Petitioner filed for a writ In re: Strunk etal. USCAAF Dkt. 

NO.16-0512 (see Exhibit B). 

4. On 15 December Petitioner filed STRUNK v. THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

etal. NYND 16-cv-1496 (BKS/ DJS) was a challenge to the vote fraud involving 

illegal voters in California and New York to no avail in anticipation of results 

obtained by the Presidential 2016 Election Integrity Commission ordered 11 May 

2017 that Judge Sannes dismissed the case without prejudice on 15 May 2017. 

5. On 29 October 2018, in  anticipation of vote fraud in this 2018 election cycle 

and based upon filing success at the USCAAF, Petitioner's Writ of Mandamus filing 
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was barred by the Docket Clerk Memorandum attached with my letter to SCOTUS 

Chief Justice John Roberts see Exhibit C quote:  

Upon receipt and review of a petition produced by Mr. Christopher E. 
Strunk, in reference to paper ballots and alleged meddling in the mid-
term general election, 1 informed Mr. Strunk that the Court of 
Criminal Appeals for the Armed Forces may not be the appropriate 
Court in which to file. The Court, is an independent tribunal 
established under Article I of the Constitution, which regularly 
interprets federal statutes, executive orders, and departmental 
regulations. The Court also determines the applicability of 
constitutional provisions to members of the armed forces. Through its 
decisions, the Court has a significant impact on the state of discipline 
in the armed forces, military readiness, and the rights of service 
members. The Court plays an indispensable role in the military justice 
system." 
 

6. That in anticipation of vote fraud in this 2018 election cycle Petitioner 

on 22 October 2018 mailed his absentee ballot for the 6 November 2018 National 

Mid-Term General Election as shown in Exhibit C at APX 095.  

7. That based upon information and belief without belaboring the point, 

Petitioner has no reason to believe that vote fraud and or interference with the 

election cycle has improved; but is worse to the point of social unrest. 

Questions Presented in aid of Review 

8. Does the jurisdiction of this court apply only to this court under 12 

USC 95(a): 50 USC App. 5(b) for all due process under National Emergency  

Proclamations 2039 and 2040 by authorization of Congress by 12 USC 95(b) and by 

Executive Orders under The Emergency Powers Act of Sept. 14, 1976 PL 94-412 90 

Stat. 1255, expressly retained 12 USC §95(a) with 50 USC Appendix §5(b) and The 

International Emergency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA) (50 U.S.C. 1701-1707), 
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EBRA remains the law of the land over banking and commerce internationally cited 

by the Congressional Research Service Report to Congress 98-505 “National 

Emergency Powers” update September 18, 2001? 

9. To the extent that the Constitution still applies under the 85 year 

continuing emergency, as the only constitutional Article 3 express Court of equity, 

does this court have jurisdiction for protection of all U.S. Citizen Voters at the 6 

November 2018 National Mid-Term General Election, and for issuing an Order of 

all States of the several States and territories? 

10. Under continuing National Emergency, do Commander-in-chief (CINC) 

executive orders broaden jurisdiction of the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Armed Forces use of 28 USC §1651(a)?  

11. During the on-going national emergency military administrative 

occupation, does any other Article 1 Court have the jurisdiction to convene a Title 

10 §935. Art. 135. Court of Inquiry into Foreign Meddling during the 6 November 

2018 Election Cycle under 10 U.S. Code § 253 - Interference with State and Federal 

law other than the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces? 

12. During the on-going national emergency, does any other Article 1 

Court have the jurisdiction to convene a Title 10 §935. Art. 135. Court of Inquiry 

into Foreign Meddling during the 6 November 2018 Election Cycle under 10 U.S. 

Code § 253 - Interference with State and Federal law other than the United States 

Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces? 
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13. What court of inquiry other than under 10 USC § 935 would derive 

from the purpose and use of The Sedition Act of 1918 (Pub.L. 65–150, 40 Stat. 553, 

enacted May 16, 1918) that was an Act of the United States Congress that extended 

the Espionage Act of 1917 to cover a broader range of offenses that Petitioners 

contend is related to the subject 2018 Election cycle foreign interference? 

14. To the extent that the United States of America remains a member  of 

the Organization of American States (OAS) and that this Court nor any other court 

under the emergency executive order takes jurisdiction over of the protection 

against Foreign Meddling during the 6 November 2018 Election Cycle, would 

remedy be found in a court of inquiry created at the Inter-American Commission on 

Human Rights with its headquarters in Washington, D.C. that exists for the 

promotion and protection of human rights and has a duty to review this writ and 

the imminent irreparable harm? 

Relief Sought 

        Pursuant to the National Emergency Mandate(s) issued by the 

Commander-In-Chief, Donald John Trump, warned by the 12 September 

2018 Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of 

Foreign Interference in a United States  Election the need for protection of 

U.S. Citizen Voters at the 6 November 2018 National Mid-Term General 

Election, that affect military operations CINC for an Order of all States of 

the several States and territories that relief sought is listed in the Petition 

Verification Affidavit as follows:: 

User
Cross-Out



PETITION VERIFICATION AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
) SS. 

COUNTY OF KINGS ) 

Accordingly, I, Christopher Earl Strunk, being duly sworn, depose and say under 

penalty of perjury: 

I have read the foregoing Petition for an Extraordinary Writ with 28 USC 

§1651(a) under SCOTUS Rule 20 with time as the essence and imminent i:rrepaTable 

ha1·m for an Emergency Writ of Mandamus and Injunctive Equity Relief Pursuant to 

the National Emergency Mandate(s) issued by the Commander-In-Chief, Donald John 

Trump, for protection of U.S. Citizen Voters at the 6 November 2018 National Mid· 

Term General Election, for an Order of all States of the several States and territories 

that: 

A. Five states in the United States - Louisiana, Georgia, South Carolina, New 
Jersey, and Delaware, that only run their elections using dll·ect 1·ecording elect1·onic 
machines (DREs), shall pmvide notice to all individual U.S. Citizen voters at the 
polls to 0 NL Y use Provisional Paper Ballots under the Help America to Vote Act 
(HA VA) as applies to all States of the several States and territories (Authorities); 
and 

B . Authorities are to preserve, safeguard and count all absentee paper ballots along 
with all paper ballots cast on 6 November 2018 by U.S. Citizen Vote1·s at the 
National Mid·Term General Election in the State of New Ym·k and the several 
States and territories, until further notice by this Cour t; and 

C. Due to the failure of the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity to 
prevent election fraud and interference, The United States Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces shall Convene a Title 10 §935. Art. 135. Cow·t of Inquiry into foreign 
meddling during the 6 November 2018 Election Cycle; and 

D. The Court of Inquiry shall issue a report for the Department Of Homeland Security 
Secretary Kirstjen M. Nielsen; and for 

E. Such other and different relief deemed necessary. 



JIVhereas a.ffirmant Petitioner is an Accuser defined by 10 USC 801-9 for 

offenses against nationals of the United States outside the jurisdiction of any nation 

defined by 18 USC §7 -7 as if for special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the 

United States using Court Rule 67(c) as to Civil Affairs under the 12 USC §95(a) 

amended 50 USC App. §5(b) ongoing emergency with the Military Government U.S. 

Army duties in the Community under the Honorable Donald J. Trump POTUS I 

Commander-in-Chief (CINC), as is defined by the U.S. Al·my Field Manual (FM) now 

amended into Civil Affairs Opez·ations FM 3-57 dated 31 October 2011 applies with 

Chapte1· 4 Section 52 as to the civilian event of the early voting ongoing mid-term 

"elections" with the deadline of 6 November 2018 that affect military operations CINC 

warned of with the 12 September 2018 Executive Orde.1· on Imposing Certain 

Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Intezt'erence in a United States Election and that 

time is of the essence with imminent iTreparable harm; and 

Affirmant knows the contents thereof apply to me by misapplication and 

administration of laws a nd that the same is true to my own knowledge, except as to 

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and as to those 

matters I believe it to be true, am available for testimony. The grounds of my beliefs as 

to all matters not stated upon information and belief are as follows: 3rd parties, books 

and records, and personal know ledge. 

Subscribed and Sworn to before me 
This~ day ofNovember 2018 

ZEMIN WU 
NQ7A~Y PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ ~Y6228541 

No Y Pub~ollfied In Queens County 
My Commission Expire& September 20. 2012. 

Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris 
All Rights Reserved Without Prejudice 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT  A 
In re: Strunk etal USCAAF Dkt. NO.16-0413  

to protect the absentee ballots in the 2016 election cycle 

  





In re 
Christopher E. 
Strunk, 

Christopher B. 
Garvey, 

and 

Harold W. 
Van Allen, 

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Armed Forces 

Washington, D.C. 

USCA Dkt. No. 16-0413 

DOCKETING NOTICE 

ORDER 

Petitioners 

Notice is hereby given that a petition under 28 USC § 1651 for writ of 
mandamus and injunction equity relief in the matter of the New York Republican 
Party POTUS Primary on April 19, 2016, and the National General Election on 
November 8, 2016, was filed under Rule 27(a) on March 18,2016, and placed on 
the docket this 24th day of March, 2016. On consideration thereof, it is, by the 
Comt this 24th day of March, 2016: 

ORDERED: 

That said petition is hereby dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. 

cc: Petitioners (Pro Se) 

For the Court, 

Is/ William A. DeCicco 
Clerk of the Court 



REC l i ED 
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16- -OP 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk, Christopher Blaise Garvey, 

and Harold William Van Allen, 

Petitioners. 

PETITION WITH 28 USC §1651 FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
INJUNCTION EQUITY RELIEF IN THE MATTER OF THE NEW YORK 

REPUBLICAN PARTY POTUS PRIMARY ON APRIL 19,2016 AND 
NATIONAL GENERAL ELECTION ON NOVEMBER 8, 2016; PURSUANT 

TO THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY MANDATE BY THE DE-FACTO 
COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF, BARACK HUSSEIN OBAMA II, UNDER THE: 

HAGUE CONVENTION, UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE, 
INTERNATIONAL COVENANT OF CIVIL AND POLITICAL RIGHTS, 

AND CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, in propria persona 
c/o 315 Flatbush Avenue- PMB 102 

Brooklyn, New York Zip code excepted [11217] 
Ph: 718-414-3760; Email: suretynomore@gmail.com 

Christopher Blaise Garvey in esse, in propria persona 
16 Nicoll A venue 

Amityville, New York 11701 
Ph: 631-598-0752; Email: chrisgarveyl@verizon.net 

RECEIV ED 

Harold William Van Allen in esse, in propria persona 
351 North Road 

Hurley New York 12443 RECEIVED 

'Hi KMl 1 Ph: 845-389-4366; Email: hvanallen@hvc.rr.com 
'16 t:.\r. 1 



PARTIES IN INTEREST 

Roger J. Bernstein, Esq. 
535 Fifth Avenue, 35th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

Brian L. Quail, Esq. and Kimberly Galvin, Esq. 
for New York State Board of Elections 

40 North Pearl Street, 5th Floor 
Albany, New York 12207 

Grant M. Lally, Esq. 
Lally & Misir, LLP 

for Ted Cruz 
220 Old Country Road 

Mineola, New York 11501 

Marco Rubio 
P.O. Box 55870 1 

Miami Florida 33255 870 l 

JINDAL FOR PRESIDENT 
P.O.BOX 5101 

BATON ROUGE, LA 70821-5101 

Barack Hussein Obama II 
President of the United States' 

The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W. 

Washington DC 20500 



Introduction 

Relief Sought 

Petitioners 

Issues Presented: 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

1 

7 

10 

25 

A The New York State Board of Elections illegally changed the eligibility of a 
candidate for President of the United States (POTUS) without benefit of any law 

B To be a .. natural-born Citizen .. under the U.S. Constitution Article 2 Section I 
Clause 5 (A2S 1 C5) a person must be born in the United States of US Citizen 
Parents pursuant to the definition in The Law of Nations Book I Section 212 

C Notwithstanding a write-in vote as a speech issue, all US Citizens registered to 
vote and who vote for office of POTUS have a personal right and are entitled to an 
accurate ballot, must rely on the government to guarantee that all candidates are 
eligible to protect against infringement and or taking of a Citizen's vote property 

D. Notwithstanding whether we have a National Emergency defacto martial 
process or have a dejure civilian due process, a Citizen is entitled to postliminy 
relief for return of personal right property guaranteed by the Bill of Rights. 

E The Armed Forces Absentee Ballot for both the Primaries and General Election 
must use only candidates who are "natural-born Citizens" have a write-in choice 

F. The State Courts' decision imposes an undue burden on litigants Federal rights 

Conclusion 

Statutes 
28 usc §1651 

28 usc §2201 

10 U.S. Code§ 932- Art. 132. Frauds against the United States 

10 U.S. Code§ 907- Art. 107. False official statements 

10 U.S. Code§ 881- Art. 81. Conspiracy 

10 U.S. Code§ 878- Art. 78. Accessory after the fact 

10 U.S. Code§ 877- Art. 77. Principals 

ii 

27 



12 USC 95(a): 50 USC App. S(b) still a National Emergency of Executive Order 
2039 and 2040 by authorization of Congress by 12 USC 95(b) 

The Emergency Powers Act of Sept. 14, 1976 PL 94-412 90 Stat. 1255, expressly 
retained 12 USC §95(a) with 50 USC Appendix §5(b) 

The International Emergency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA) (50 U.S.C. 1701-
1707), EBRA remains the law of the land over banking and commerce 
intemationally cited by the Congressional Research Service Report to Congress 
98-505 "National Emergency Powers" update September 18, 2001. 

US Constitution 

U.S. Constitution Article 2 Section 1 Clause 5 (A2S 1 C5) 

U.S. Constitution Article 1 Section 8 Clause 10 

Cases 

Scott v. Sanford, 60 U.S. 393 

Minor v.Happersett, 88 U.S. (21 Wall.) 162 (1875) 

US. v. Wong Kim Ark, 169 U.S. 649 (1898) 

Rogers v. Bellei, 401 U.S. 815 (1971) 

Michigan v. Long, 463 U.S. 1032 

Fox Film Corp. v. Muller, 296 U.S. 207, 210 (1935) 

Staub v. Citv of Baxley, 355 U.S. 313, 319-20 (1958), or (2) impose an undue 
burden on the ability of litigants to protect their federal rights, see, e.g., Felder v. 
Casey, 487 U.S. 131, 138 (1988) 

Treaties 

Laws of War: Laws and Customs of War on Land (Hague IV) of October 18, 1907, 
especially Section III Military Authority Over the Territory of the Hostile State 
Articles 42 through 56 

International Covenant of Civil And Political Rights (ICCPR) especially Articles 2 
and25 

Other Sources 

The Law ofNations, by Emer de Vattel (b. 25 Apri11714- d. 28 December 1767) 
was published in 1758 

Original Draft of the Declaration of Independence 

APPENDIX annexed with pages APX- 001 through APX - 434 
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In re 
Christopher E. 
Strunk, 

and 

Eric J. 
Phelps, 

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Armed Forces 

Washington, D.C. 

USCA Dkt. No. 16-0512 

DOCKETING NOTICE 

Petitioners ORDER 

Notice is hereby given that a petition under Rule 67 (C) for a 28 USC § 1651 

special writ of mandamus and injunctive equity relief in the matter of the breach of 

contract in 1999 with repeal ofthe Glass-Steagall Act during the National Banking 

Emergency or Time Of War and National Emergency Mandates by the Defacto 

Commander-in-Cruet: under the Hague Convention, United States Army Field 

Manual for Civil Mfairs Operations, Uniform Code of Military Justice, and 

Constitution of the United States of America was filed under Rule 27(a) on May 2, 

2016, and placed on the docket this 5th day of May, 2016. On consideration 

thereof, it is, by the Court this 5th day of May, 2016, 

ORDERED: 

That said petition is hereby dismissed for lack of jurisdiction; and 



Strunk, et al., Docket No. 16-0512 

That, no further filings will be accepted or docketed by the Court on this 

matter. 

cc: Petitioners (Pro Se) 

For the Court, 

Is/ William A. DeCicco 
Clerk of the Court 
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CJ IRISTOPHER E. STRUNK 
do 315 Flatbush A venue PMB 1 02 
Brooklyn New York l12 I 7 
Ph: 718-414-3760 Email surctynomnore@gmail.com 

vs p ~~ fi:A-CJ< I rJG 
Bon. William A. DeCicco, Clerk ofthe 
United States Court of Appeals tor the Armed rorccs 
450 "E" Street NW 
Washington District ofColumhia 20442 

Rt:garding: In Rc: STRUNK and PHELPS, Petitioners 

q ~-c~( 5" r l.f(c 2$ ttJ(, I J.ft&8i.f'L 7 

Subject: Application for Petition for Special Writ of Mandamus and Jnjuncti\'e Eqllity Relief 

Dear Clerk of the Court 

Attached herewith is The Original of the PETITION UNDER RULE 67(C) FOR A 28 USC 

n651 SPECIAL WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND INJUNCTIVE EQUITY RELIEF 

f.\ THE MA ITER OF THE BREACH OF CONTRACT IN 1999 \VITH REPEAL 

OF THE GLASS-STEAGALL ACT DURJNG THE NATIONAL BANKJNG 

E\IFRGE~CY OR TIME OF WAR AND NATIONAL EMERGENCY 

~1:\:\TIATES BY THE DE-FACTO COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF. UNDER THE: 

HAGl-E CONVENTION, UNITED STATES ARMY FIELD MANUAL FOR 

CI\.IL AFFAIRS OPERATIONS, UNJFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 

A"'D CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA affinncd Apri~ cf7 

2o 16 ,,;ih 7 copies. along with the Certificate of Compliance and Certificate Of Service. 

n'"ea' April;z Y 2016 G['/w; c~ , \c_/t 
9rooklvnNewYork ~ \.. ~- ,..,. ____ , 

Chris ~pher Earl Strunk m esse Stu Jtms. m propna personu 
cio 31 5 Flatbu.sh A venue - PMB 1 02 
Brooklyn, New York Zip code excepted [ 112171 
Ph: 718-414-3760~ Email: suretynomore@gmail.com 



CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

No. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk~ and Eric Jon Phelps, 
Petitioners. 

As required by Rule . the Undersigned certifies that the PETITION UNDER RULE 
67(C) FOR A 28 USC §1651 SPECIAL WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 

lNJUNCTIVE EQUITY RELIEF IN THE MATTER OF THE BREACH OF 
CONTRACT IN 1999 WITH REPEAL OF THE GLASS-STEAGALL ACT 

DURING THE NATIONAL BANKING EMERGENCY OR TIME OF WAR 
AND NATIONAL EMERGENCY MANDATES BY THE DE-FACTO 

COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF, UNDER THE: HAGUE CONVENTION, UNITED 
STATES ARMY FJELD MANUAL FOR CIVIL AFFAIRS OPERATIONS, 
UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTJCE, AND CONSTITUTION OF 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. contains 7263 words on 22 pages 
including the Petition Text and Footnotes, excluding the parts of the petition that are 
exempted by rules, and uses Times New Roman tont with 14 Point type in the Text 

and 12 Point type in Footnotes. 

The undersigned states and declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 
and correct under 28 USC § 1746: 

Dated: Aprilzt 2o1s 

Brooklyn, New Yot·k 
L 

Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, 
in propria persona 
c/o 315 Plat bush Avenue- PMB I 02 
Brooklyn. New York Zip code excepted [ 112171 Ph: 
718-414-3760~ Email: surctynomore@gmai l.com 
All Rigbrs Reserved Witllout Prejudice 



UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
JtOR THE ARMED FORCES 

ln re: Christopher Earl Strunk, and Eric .Jon Pbclps, 

Petitioners 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

On April 24, 2016, I, Christopher Earl Strunk, under penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 USC 1746, 
caused the service of a copy of the PE'll'llON UNDER RULE 67(C) FOR A 28 USC *1651 
SPECLA.L WRlT OF MANDAMUS AND INJUNCTfVE EQI.J ffY RELIEF fN THE M~TfER OF 
TL IE OREACil Of CONTRACT IN I 999 WfT11 REPEAL Of THE GLASS-STEAGALL ACT 
DURfNG 1HE NATIONAL BANKING EMERGENCY OR TfNlE OF WAR AND NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY tvlANDATES BY TI fE DE-FACTO COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF. UNDER THE: 
HAGUE CONVENTION, UNITED STATES ARMY FIELD MANUAL FOR CIVIL AFFAIRS 
OPERATIONS. UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUS11CE. AND CONSTITUTION OF THE f 
UNITED STATES OF .4J\1ERJCA affirmed April 21, 2016 and placing a true copy of each bound 
copy in an envelope marked "Urgent L\.:gal Papers" with proper postage tor delivery by the USPS 
upon: 

GE~ERAL MARK ALEXANDER MILLEY 
Chief of Staff of the United States Army 

:!04 Amty Pentagon Washington, DC 203 I 0-0204 
Certified Mail: 700518200007o10880686 

BARACK HUSSEfN OBAMA ll. Commander in Chief, 
Pres idem of the United States of America 

Tlle White House 1600 Penn&ylvania Avenue. N.W. 
Washington Districr of Columbia [20500] 

Certified Mail: 70051820000740880693 

JACUB JOSEPH LEW. Secretary of the US Treasury 
-- Department of1h~: Treasury 

l500Pennsylvania Avenue, N.\\'. 
Washington District of Columbia [20220] 

Certitied Mail: 70051820000740880709 

JOHN 1'-0SKJNEN, Commissioner 
Internal Revenu\; Service Office ofCon:missioner, 

II ll Constitution ;\ vennc, NW 
Washington. DC (20224j 

Certified Mail: 70051820000740880716 

ROBERT DRUSKrN, cxccuuvc Chaim1an of the 
Depository Trust & Clearing Corpordtion 

55 Water Street, 1-Sl. 
Nu\.\ Yu1k New YoJk [1004 -00041 

Ce1tified Mail: 70051820000740880723 

.do-declare and- certify un er penalty of peijury: 

Dated:April2Y,2016 E .... ·" ~ 
3rooklvn New Yorl<' ( ~ ---~ 

· Chris op er arl Strunk in esse Sui j ris, in propria persona 
cto 315 Flatbush A venue - PMB 102 

Brooklyn,. New York Zip code excepted (1121 7] 
Ph: 7 I 8-414-3760; Email: suretynomore@gmail.com 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk, and 

Eric Jon Phelps, 

Petitioners. 

PETITION UNDER RULE 67(C) FOR A 28 USC § 1651 SPECIAL WRIT OF 

MANDAMUS AND INJUNCTIVE EQUITY RELIEF IN THE MA ITER OF 

THE BREACH OF CONTRACT IN 1999 WITH REPEAL OF THE GLASS-

STEAGALL ACT DURING THE NATIONAL BANKING EMERGENCY OR 

TIME OF WAR AND NATIONAL EMERGENCY MANDATES BY THE DE

FACTO COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF, UNDER THE: HAGUE CONVENTION, 

UNITED STATES ARMY FIELD MANUAL FOR CIVIL AFFAIRS 

OPERATIONS, UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE, AND 

CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

Christopher Earl: Strunk in esse Sui juris, 
in propria persona Petitioner 

c/o 315 FlatbushAvenue- PMB 102 
Brooklyn, New York Zip code excepted (11217] 

Ph: 718-414-3760; Email: suretynomore@gmail.com 

Eric Jon: Phelps, in esse Sui juris, 
in propria persona Petitioner 

c/o 203 South Fort Zellers Road 
Newmanstown, Pennsylvania ZIP Code Excepted [17073] 

Ph. 610-589-5300 Email: rbpbchurch@comcast.net 



PETITIONERS 

Christopher Earl: Strunk in esse Sui juris, in propria persona 
c/o 315 Flatbush Avenue- PMB 102 

Brooklyn, New York Zip code excepted [11217] 
Ph: 718-414-3760; Email: suretynomore@gmail.com 

Eric Jon: Phelps~ in esse Sui juris, in propria persona 
c/o 203 South Fort Zellers Road 

Newmanstown, Pennsylvania ZIP Code Excepted [17073] 
Ph. 610-589-5300 Email: rbpbchurch@comcast.net 

PARTIES IN INTEREST 

GENERAL MARK ALEXANDER MILLEY 
Chief of Staff of the United States Army 

204 Army Pentagon 
Washington, DC 2031 0-0204 

BARACK HUSSEIN OBAMA II, Commander in Chief: 
President of the United States of America 

The White House 1600 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington District of Columbia [20500] 

JACOB JOSEPH LEW, Secretary of the United States Treasury 
--- Department of the Treasury 

1500 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington District of Columbia [20220] 

JOHN KOSKINEN, Commissioner 
Intetnal Revenue Service Office of Commissioner, 

11 11 Constitution Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC [20224] 

ROBERT DRUSKIN, Executive Chailman of the 
Depository Trust & Clearing Corporation 

55 Water Street, 1-SL, 
NewYorkNew York [10041-0004] 
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EXHIBIT  C 
Petitioner on 29 October 2018 Writ of Mandamus filing was prevented based upon 

the Memorandum by the Docket Clerk  attached with my letter to the SCOTUS 
Chief Justice John Roberts 

 

 





CHRISTOPHER EARL STRUNK, in esse Sui juris 

141 Harris Avenue 

Lake luzerne, New York 12846 

518-389-8743 Email: chris@privateamericancitizen.org 

THE HONORABLE CHIEF JUSTICE JOHN ROBERTS 

The SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

1 FIRST STREET N.E. 

Washington DC 20543 

In Re: Christopher Earl Strunk and Harold William Van Allen SCOTUS Rule 20 Procedure Application for an 

Extraordinary WRIT OF MANDAMUS APPLICATION taken from the 29 October 2018 denial of hearing 

taken from the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 

Dear Chief Justice Roberts, 

Undersigned along with Harold William Van Allen are the propria persona petitioners that hereby 

make this emergency application for equity relief, having been denied on 29 October 2018 hearing from 

the US Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces of our 28 USC 1651 Petition for a Writ of Mandamus and 

Injunctive Relief inter alia preserving the 6 November 2018 Mid-Term Election Paper Ballots and 

convening a Court of Inquiry pursuant to the letter and intent of the National Emergency Mandates 

issued by the Commander-in-Chief, Donald John Trump; see the accompanying: 

• ORIGINAL 29 October 2018 Memorandum by Kristen Haloj, USCAAF Docket Room Supervisor, 

and 

• Petition Original single sided with signatures at pages 31, thru 33 and the 333 pages Appendix, 

• two (2) true and correct back and front printed copies 

• Copy of the above Memorandum with the post-it phone number of DHS Attorney "Sara" having 

been served w ith a copy at DHS Headquarters at noon today, 

As undersigned confirms at Petition page 31, that the urgent relief sought is reasonable in that time 

is of the essence with imminent irreparable harm were the relief not granted. 

The Undersigned states and declares under penalty of perjury that the for go-tAg is true and correct 

under 28 USC 1746; Respectfully yours, 

Dated: October 24 2018 
Washington District of Columbia 

Attachments 

cc: Vice President Michael Pence 
OHS Office of General Counsel John M. M itnick 
Harold William Van Allen 

CHRISTOPHER EARL STRUNK, in esse Sui juris 

141 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne, New York 12846 
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED WITHOUT PREJUDICE ----



MEMORANDUM 

Upon receipt and review of a petition produced by Mr. Christopher E. Strunk, in reference to 
paper ballots and alleged meddling in the mid-term general election, I informed Mr. Strunk that 
the Court of Criminal Appeals for the Armed Forces may not be the appropriate Court in which 
to file. The Court. is an independent tribunal established under Article I of the Constitution, 
which regularly interprets federal statutes. executive orders, and depanmental regulations. The 
Court also determines the applicability of constitutional provisions to members of the armed 
forces. Through its decisions, the Court has a significant impact on the state of discipline in the 
armed forces, military readiness, and the rights of service members. The Court plays an 
indispensable role in the military justice system. 

-15~ .,. ~SleO OJ 

Docket Room Supervisor 
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No. __________ 
 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

__________________________________________________________________ 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk, and Harold William Van Allen, 

Petitioners. 
__________________________________________________________________  

       PETITION WITH 28 USC §1651 FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
INJUNCTIVE EQUITY RELIEF PURSUANT TO THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY MANDATE(S) ISSUED BY THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF, 
DONALD JOHN TRUMP FOR AN ORDER: 

A.  TO PRESERVE, UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE BY THIS COURT, ALL 
PAPER BALLOTS CAST ON 6 NOVEMBER 2018 BY U.S. CITIZEN 
VOTERS AT THE  NATIONAL MID-TERM GENERAL ELECTION IN THE 
STATE OF NEW YORK AND THE SEVERAL STATES AND 
TERRITORIES; AND  
 

B. TO CONVENE A TITLE 10 §935. ART. 135. COURT OF INQUIRY INTO 
FOREIGN MEDDLING DURING THE 6 NOVEMBER 2018 ELECTION 
CYCLE; AND  
 

C. TO ISSUE A REPORT FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY SECRETARY KIRSTJEN M. NIELSEN; AND FOR 
 

D. SUCH OTHER AND DIFFERENT RELIEF DEEMED NECESSARY. 

__________________________________________________________________ 
  

Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, in propria persona  
141 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne, New York Zip code excepted [12846] 

Ph: 518-416-8743; Email: chris@privateamerciancitizen.org  
 

Harold William Van Allen in esse Sui juris, in propria persona 
351 North Road Hurley New York 12443 

Ph: 845-389-4366; Email: billvanallen@icloud.com  
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INTRODUCTION 

 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE That the honorable judges of this Court: Scott W. 

Stucky (Chief Judge.); Margaret A. Ryan; Kevin A. Ohlson; John E. Sparks; 

Gregory E. Maggs; are petitioned by Accusers defined by 10 USC 801-9 (1) for 

offenses against nationals of the United States outside the jurisdiction of any nation 

defined by 18 USC §7 -7 as if for special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the 

United States using Court Rule 67(c) as to Civil Affairs (2) under the 12 USC §95(a) 

amended 50 USC App. §5(b) ongoing emergency (3) with the Military Government 

(4) U.S. Army duties in the Community under the Honorable Donald J. Trump 

POTUS / Commander-in-Chief (CINC), as was defined by the clarity of the U.S. 

Army Field Manual (FM) 41-10-1962 now amended into Civil Affairs Operations 

                                                            
1   10 USC §801 Definitions (9) The term “accuser” means a person who signs and swears to 
charges, any person who directs that charges nominally be signed and sworn to by another, and 
any other person who has an interest other than an official interest in the prosecution of the 
accused. 
 
2  FM 41-10-1962  Chapter 1 Paragraph 2 Definitions  a. Civil Affairs. Those phases of the 
activities of a commander which embrace the relationship between the military forces and the 
civil authorities and people in a friendly (including US home territory) or occupied area where 
military forces are present. In an occupied country or area this may include the exercise of 
executive, legislative, and judicial authority by the occupying power. 
 
3  FM 41-10-1962  Chapter 1 Paragraph 2 Definitions  d. Civil Emergency. Emergencies 
affecting public welfare as a result of enemy attack, insurrection, civil disturbance, earthquake, 
fire, flood, or other public disasters or equivalent emergencies which endanger life and property 
or disrupt the usual process of government. (Emphasis by Petitioners) 
 
4   FM 41-10-1962  Chapter 1 Paragraph 2 Definitions- g. Military Government. Form of 
administration by which an occupying power exercises executive, legislative, and judicial 
authority over occupied territory.  
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FM 3-57 dated 31 October 2011 applies with Chapter 4 Section 52 as to the 

civilian event of the early voting ongoing mid-term "elections" with the deadline of 

November 6. 2018 that affect military operations (5) CINC warned of with the 12 

September 2018 Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of 

Foreign Interference in a United States  Election (see APX 001 thru APX 008); 

and 

 Further accordingly, as now applies with Civil Affairs Operations FM 3-57 

is changed in keeping with the Hague and Geneva Conventions with related law, as 

FM 41-10-1962 was used prior to the International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights (ICCPR) that adopted and opened for signature, ratification and 

accession by the United Nations General Assembly resolution 2200A (XXI) of 16 

December 1966, with entry into force on 23 March 1976 in accordance with 

Article 49 that does not apply within the United States per se; and  

 Further, ICCPR was adopted, with reservations by Canada in 1982 

concurrent with its Constitution, without recourse in the United States in 1992, and 

in the Russian Federation with its Constitution in 1992 without reservations; and  

                                                            
5    US Army FM 3-51 Chapter 4-52. Just as there are different categories of civilians, there are 
different categories of civilian events that may affect military operations. Some examples are 
planting and harvest seasons, elections, riots, and  evacuations (both voluntary and involuntary). 
Likewise, there are military events that affect the lives of civilians in an AO. Some examples are 
combat operations, including indirect fires, deployments, and redeployments. CAO/CMO 
planners determine what events are occurring, and analyze the events for their political, 
economic, psychological, environmental, and legal implications. 
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 Further, without even ICCPR protection posed on paper for U.S. Citizen 

voters in this ongoing Mid-term 2018 election cycle - ICCPR does not apply 

herein; and furthermore, in the absence of any expectation of due process of law 

relief in any State and or Federal court to afford all voters national equal protection 

of the law plus being subject to the complete and utter absence of a so-called 

Justice Department (DOJ) with Attorney General Jeff Sessions (the Mr. Magoo of 

our time) who is absent without leave; and DOJ operates a vast criminal enterprise 

run by the 500 Senior Executive Service (SES) (6) member DOJ central committee 

(see APX 009 thru APX 036) under the FISA warrant 'Robo-Signer'  

                                                            
6 The Senior Executive Service (SES) is a position classification in the civil service of 
the United States federal government, equivalent to general officer or flag officer ranks in 
the U.S. Armed Forces; created in 1979 when the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978 went into 
effect under President Jimmy Carter, Zbigniew Brzezinski and Stansfield Turner. 
 According to the Office of Personnel Management, the SES was designed to be a corps of 
executives, who may not be U.S. Citizens or even qualify under a rigorous security background 
check, selected for their leadership qualifications, serving in key positions just below the top 
Presidential appointees as a link between them and the rest of the Federal (civil service) 
workforce. SES positions are considered to be above the GS-15 level of the General Schedule, 
and below Level III of the Executive Schedule. Career members of the SES ranks are eligible for 
the Presidential Rank Awards program. 
 Up to 10% of SES positions can be filled as political appointments rather than by career 
employees. About half of the SES is designated "Career Reserved", which can only be filled by 
career employees. The other half is designated "General", which can be filled by either career 
employees or political appointments as desired by the administration. Due to the 10% limitation, 
most General positions are still filled by career appointees. 
 Senior level employees of several agencies are exempt from the SES but have their own 
senior executive positions; these include the Federal Bureau of Investigation,  Central 
Intelligence Agency, Transportation Security Administration, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Government Accountability Office, Members of the Foreign Service, and 
government corporations. 
 Unlike the General Schedule (GS) grades, SES pay is determined at agency discretion 
within certain parameters, and there is no locality pay adjustment. The minimum pay level for 
the SES is set at 120 percent of the basic pay for GS-15 Step 1 employees ($126,148 for 2018).  
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Rod Jay Rosenstein who affords silence for Christopher Wray, Gina Haspel, and 

General Paul M. Nakasone, USA (who assumed NSA command from Admiral 

Mike Rogers, USN) for the fifth Director of National Intelligence (DNI) Daniel 

Coats who was sworn in on March 16, 2017 (who seems pre-occupied to hide 

under the National Security rubric the $21 trillion of off balance sheet debt for a 

total $52 Trillion of indebtedness under the 85 year bankruptcy), all ignore AAG 

Rosenstein with his henchmen of the Chinese / Globalist intelligence community 

that includes Senator Diane Feinstein and other Congress persons whose staffers 

such as the Pakistani Awan Brothers are of the 10000 plus members of the 

constitutionally questionable fourth branch of government listed in the Plum Book, 

the Senior Executive Service and post employment SES Association who serve 

quid pro quo for SERCO INC. (see APX 037 thru APX 079), and in effect warned 

of in Remarks by Vice President Pence on the Administration’s Policy Toward 

China issued on October 4, 2018 at the The Hudson Institute of Washington, D.C. 

(see APX 080 thru APX 092), stated quote:  

VP Pence: The Chinese Communist Party is rewarding or coercing 
American businesses, movie studios, universities, think tanks, scholars, 
journalists, and local, state, and federal officials. 

And worst of all, China has initiated an unprecedented effort to 
influence American public opinion, the 2018 elections, and the 
environment leading into the 2020 presidential elections. To put it 
bluntly, President Trump’s leadership is working; and China wants a 
different American President. 
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There can be no doubt: China is meddling in America’s democracy. As 
President Trump said just last week, we have, in his words, “found that 
China has been attempting to interfere in our upcoming [midterm] 
election[s].” 

Our intelligence community says that “China is targeting U.S. state and 
local governments and officials to exploit any divisions between federal 
and local levels on policy. It’s using wedge issues, like trade tariffs, to 
advance Beijing’s political influence.” 

And as such with this said, Petitioners seek available remedy, afford fair notice 

only in this remaining true Article 1 court to obtain a Writ of Mandamus, and 

based upon our nearly forty years experience in the State and Federal judicial 

system along with SCOTUS, all appear to remain politically and ideological 

compromised.  

 RELIEF SOUGHT  
 

         Petitioners seek relief with 28 USC §1651 for a writ of mandamus 

with injunctive equity relief pursuant to the national emergency mandate(s) issued 

by the Commander-In-Chief, Donald John Trump for an order: 

A. To preserve, until further notice by this court, all paper ballots cast on 6 

November 2018 by U.S. Citizen voters at the  national mid-term general election 

in the State of New York and the several states and territories; and  

B. To convene a Title 10 §935. Art. 135. court of inquiry (7) into foreign meddling 

during the 6 November 2018 election cycle; and  

                                                            

7      Title 10 §935. Art. 135. Courts of inquiry 
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C. To issue a report for the Department of Homeland Security Secretary Kirstjen M. 

Nielsen; and for 

D. Such other and different relief deemed necessary. 

PETITIONERS 
 

1. Petitioner Christopher Earl Strunk  in esse Sui juris (Strunk), in propria 

                                                                                                                                                                                                

(a) Courts of inquiry to investigate any matter may be convened by any person authorized to 
convene a general court-martial or by any other person designated by the Secretary concerned for 
that purpose, whether or not the persons involved have requested such an inquiry. 

(b) A court of inquiry consists of three or more commissioned officers. For each court of 
inquiry the convening authority shall also appoint counsel for the court. 

(c) Any person subject to this chapter whose conduct is subject to inquiry shall be designated 
as a party. Any person subject to this chapter or employed by the Department of Defense who 
has a direct interest in the subject of inquiry has the right to be designated as a party upon request 
to the court. Any person designated as a party shall be given due notice and has the right to be 
present, to be represented by counsel, to cross-examine witnesses, and to introduce evidence. 

(d) Members of a court of inquiry may be challenged by a party, but only for cause stated to 
the court. 

(e) The members, counsel, the reporter, and interpreters of courts of inquiry shall take an oath 
to faithfully perform their duties. 

(f) Witnesses may be summoned to appear and testify and be examined before courts of 
inquiry, as provided for courts-martial. 

(g) Courts of inquiry shall make findings of fact but may not express opinions or make 
recommendations unless required to do so by the convening authority. 

(h) Each court of inquiry shall keep a record of its proceedings, which shall be authenticated 
by the signatures of the president and counsel for the court and forwarded to the convening 
authority. If the record cannot be authenticated by the president, it shall be signed by a member 
in lieu of the president. If the record cannot be authenticated by the counsel for the court, it shall 
be signed by a member in lieu of the counsel. (Aug. 10, 1956, ch. 1041, 70A Stat. 76.) 

In subsection (a), the words “Secretary concerned” are substituted for the words “Secretary of 
a Department”. 

In subsection (b), the word “commissioned” is inserted for clarity. The word “consists” is 
substituted for the words “shall consist”. 

In subsection (c), the word “has” is substituted for the words “shall have”. 
In subsection (e), the words “or affirmation” are omitted as covered by the definition of the 

word “oath” in section 1 of title 1. 
In subsection (g), the word “may” is substituted for the word “shall”. 
In subsection (h), the word “If” is substituted for the words “In case”. 
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persona, with place for service at 141 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne, New York Zip 

Code 12846 Ph: 518-416-8743; Email: chris@privateamerciancitizen.org 

(hereinafter "Petitioner" among the "Petitioners");  

2. Strunk is a Vietnam Era Veteran having served honorably in the United 

States Air Force with rank of E-5 from December 7, 1966 thru December 6, 1972. 

3. Strunk has a Public U.S. Citizen registration to vote in Warren County at 

New York's Federal Mid-term General Election scheduled for 6 November 2018, 

and Strunk cast a vote by mail on 22 October 2018 (see APX 093 thru APX 097); 

and  

4. Petitioner Harold William Van Allen in esse sui juris, in propria persona           

(Van Allen) with place for service at 351 North Road Hurley New York 12443    

Ph: 845-389-4366; Email: billvanallen@icloud.com (hereinafter "Petitioner" 

among the "Petitioners"); and 

5. Van Allen is a service related disabled Vietnam Era Veteran having served 

honorably in the United States Navy with rank of  O-2 - June 1972 thru June 1978. 

6. Van Allen has a Public U.S. Citizen registration to vote in the Ulster County 

New York's Federal Mid-term General Election scheduled for 6 November 2018 

with the candidates shown in Exhibit (see APX 098 thru APX 099). 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

7. That Petitioners are aware of what General and then CINC Dwight D. 
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Eisenhower meant as he left Office on Jan. 17, 1961, warned the world about 

danger for tyranny arising from the Congressional Military-Industrial Complex.(8) 

                                                            
8  Military-Industrial Complex Speech, Dwight D. Eisenhower, 1961. Quote: 

"My fellow Americans: 
Three days from now, after half a century in the service of our country, I shall lay down the 

responsibilities of office as, in traditional and solemn ceremony, the authority of the Presidency 
is vested in my successor. 

This evening I come to you with a message of leave-taking and farewell, and to share a few 
final thoughts with you, my countrymen. 

Like every other citizen, I wish the new President, and all who will labor with him, Godspeed. 
I pray that the coming years will be blessed with peace and prosperity for all. 

Our people expect their President and the Congress to find essential agreement on issues of 
great moment, the wise resolution of which will better shape the future of the Nation. 

My own relations with the Congress, which began on a remote and tenuous basis when, long 
ago, a member of the Senate appointed me to West Point, have since ranged to the intimate 
during the war and immediate post-war period, and, finally, to the mutually interdependent 
during these past eight years. 

In this final relationship, the Congress and the Administration have, on most vital issues, 
cooperated well, to serve the national good rather than mere partisanship, and so have assured 
that the business of the Nation should go forward. So, my official relationship with the Congress 
ends in a feeling, on my part, of gratitude that we have been able to do so much together. 

II. 
We now stand ten years past the midpoint of a century that has witnessed four major wars 

among great nations. Three of these involved our own country. Despite these holocausts America 
is today the strongest, the most influential and most productive nation in the world. 
Understandably proud of this pre-eminence, we yet realize that America's leadership and prestige 
depend, not merely upon our unmatched material progress, riches and military strength, but on 
how we use our power in the interests of world peace and human betterment. 

III. 
Throughout America's adventure in free government, our basic purposes have been to keep 

the peace; to foster progress in human achievement, and to enhance liberty, dignity and integrity 
among people and among nations. To strive for less would be unworthy of a free and religious 
people. Any failure traceable to arrogance, or our lack of comprehension or readiness to sacrifice 
would inflict upon us grievous hurt both at home and abroad. 

Progress toward these noble goals is persistently threatened by the conflict now engulfing the 
world. It commands our whole attention, absorbs our very beings. We face a hostile ideology -- 
global in scope, atheistic in character, ruthless in purpose, and insidious in method. Unhappily 
the danger is poses promises to be of indefinite duration. To meet it successfully, there is called 
for, not so much the emotional and transitory sacrifices of crisis, but rather those which enable us 
to carry forward steadily, surely, and without complaint the burdens of a prolonged and complex 
struggle -- with liberty the stake. Only thus shall we remain, despite every provocation, on our 
charted course toward permanent peace and human betterment. 



14 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                

Crises there will continue to be. In meeting them, whether foreign or domestic, great or small, 
there is a recurring temptation to feel that some spectacular and costly action could become the 
miraculous solution to all current difficulties. A huge increase in newer elements of our defense; 
development of unrealistic programs to cure every ill in agriculture; a dramatic expansion in 
basic and applied research -- these and many other possibilities, each possibly promising in itself, 
may be suggested as the only way to the road we wish to travel. 

But each proposal must be weighed in the light of a broader consideration: the need to 
maintain balance in and among national programs -- balance between the private and the public 
economy, balance between cost and hoped for advantage -- balance between the clearly 
necessary and the comfortably desirable; balance between our essential requirements as a nation 
and the duties imposed by the nation upon the individual; balance between actions of the 
moment and the national welfare of the future. Good judgment seeks balance and progress; lack 
of it eventually finds imbalance and frustration. 

The record of many decades stands as proof that our people and their government have, in the 
main, understood these truths and have responded to them well, in the face of stress and threat. 
But threats, new in kind or degree, constantly arise. I mention two only. 

IV. 
A vital element in keeping the peace is our military establishment. Our arms must be mighty, 

ready for instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to risk his own 
destruction. 

Our military organization today bears little relation to that known by any of my predecessors 
in peacetime, or indeed by the fighting men of World War II or Korea. 

Until the latest of our world conflicts, the United States had no armaments industry. American 
makers of plowshares could, with time and as required, make swords as well. But now we can no 
longer risk emergency improvisation of national defense; we have been compelled to create a 
permanent armaments industry of vast proportions. Added to this, three and a half million men 
and women are directly engaged in the defense establishment. We annually spend on military 
security more than the net income of all United States corporations. 

This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms industry is new in the 
American experience. The total influence -- economic, political, even spiritual -- is felt in every 
city, every State house, every office of the Federal government. We recognize the imperative 
need for this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave implications. Our toil, 
resources and livelihood are all involved; so is the very structure of our society. 

In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted 
influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military industrial complex. The potential for the 
disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist. 

We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or democratic 
processes. We should take nothing for granted. Only an alert and knowledgeable citizenry can 
compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial and military machinery of defense with our 
peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper together. 

Akin to, and largely responsible for the sweeping changes in our industrial-military posture, 
has been the technological revolution during recent decades. 

In this revolution, research has become central; it also becomes more formalized, complex, 
and costly. A steadily increasing share is conducted for, by, or at the direction of, the Federal 
government. 
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Today, the solitary inventor, tinkering in his shop, has been overshadowed by task forces of 
scientists in laboratories and testing fields. In the same fashion, the free university, historically 
the fountainhead of free ideas and scientific discovery, has experienced a revolution in the 
conduct of research. Partly because of the huge costs involved, a government contract becomes 
virtually a substitute for intellectual curiosity. For every old blackboard there are now hundreds 
of new electronic computers. 

The prospect of domination of the nation's scholars by Federal employment, project 
allocations, and the power of money is ever present 

and is gravely to be regarded. Yet, in holding scientific research and discovery in respect, as 
we should, we must also be alert to the equal and opposite danger that public policy could itself 
become the captive of a scientific technological elite. 

It is the task of statesmanship to mold, to balance, and to integrate these and other forces, new 
and old, within the principles of our democratic system -- ever aiming toward the supreme goals 
of our free society. 

V. 
Another factor in maintaining balance involves the element of time. As we peer into society's 

future, we -- you and I, and our government -- must avoid the impulse to live only for today, 
plundering, for our own ease and convenience, the precious resources of tomorrow. We cannot 
mortgage the material assets of our grandchildren without risking the loss also of their political 
and spiritual heritage. We want democracy to survive for all generations to come, not to become 
the insolvent phantom of tomorrow. 

VI. 
Down the long lane of the history yet to be written America knows that this world of ours, 

ever growing smaller, must avoid becoming a community of dreadful fear and hate, and be 
instead, a proud confederation of mutual trust and respect. 

Such a confederation must be one of equals. The weakest must come to the conference table 
with the same confidence as do we, protected as we are by our moral, economic, and military 
strength. That table, though scarred by many past frustrations, cannot be abandoned for the 
certain agony of the battlefield. 

Disarmament, with mutual honor and confidence, is a continuing imperative. Together we 
must learn how to compose differences, not with arms, but with intellect and decent purpose. 
Because this need is so sharp and apparent I confess that I lay down my official responsibilities 
in this field with a definite sense of disappointment. As one who has witnessed the horror and the 
lingering sadness of war -- as one who knows that another war could utterly destroy this 
civilization which has been so slowly and painfully built over thousands of years -- I wish I 
could say tonight that a lasting peace is in sight. 

Happily, I can say that war has been avoided. Steady progress toward our ultimate goal has 
been made. But, so much remains to be done. As a private citizen, I shall never cease to do what 
little I can to help the world advance along that road. 

 
VII. 

So -- in this my last good night to you as your President -- I thank you for the many 
opportunities you have given me for public service in war and peace. I trust that in that service 
you find some things worthy; as for the rest of it, I know you will find ways to improve 
performance in the future. 
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8. Petitioners have been involved in dozens of State (see APX 100) and 

Federal election / suffrage rights related cases ourselves and by our associates for 

the sake of brevity some of which are listed without a description:  

 In Re: Schulz etal v. The State of New York etal. NDNY 95cv133 (CGC)  

with Dr. Walker F. Todd Ph.D. Esq. as counsel for Plaintiffs; 

 In Re: STRUNK v. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 

COMMERCE BUREAU OF THE CENSUS et al (1:09-cv-01295) (NG) 

 In Re: Strunk v. US Dept of Housing Urban Development etal. EDNY 

99cv6480 (NG) 

 In Re: Loeber etal v. Spargo etal. NDNY 04cv1193 (LEK)  

 In Re: Forjone etal v California etal. WDNY 06cv0080 / NDNY 06cv01002 

 In Re: USA v NYS Board of Elections etal. NDNY 04cv0263 (GLS) 

 In Re: Schulz etal. v State of New York etal. NDNY 07cv00943 (LEK) file a 

very large set of multidistrict cases one in each State of the several states 

with a separate Plaintiff in each State, therein challenging the 

                                                                                                                                                                                                

You and I -- my fellow citizens -- need to be strong in our faith that all nations, under God, 
will reach the goal of peace with justice. May we be ever unswerving in devotion to principle, 
confident but humble with power, diligent in pursuit of the Nation's great goals. 

To all the peoples of the world, I once more give expression to America's prayerful and 
continuing aspiration: Source: Public Papers of the Presidents, Dwight D. Eisenhower, 1960, p. 
1035- 1040 See https://youtu.be/orEurY6HdXU  and text at 
http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_centuryeisenhower001. 
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unconstitutional use of electronic voting rather than paper ballots with a 

chain of custody for counting and tally and for which the corrupt civil courts 

buried the cases and terrorized Robert Schulz for the past 6 years; 

 In Re: STRUNK V. C.I.A. EDNY Civil Action No. 08cv01196 (ARR) 

 In Re: Jah Thomas, Basil Guilavigui and Christopher Earl Strunk v  

the Federal Reserve Bank of New York etal. DNY2007cv01171 (ARR)  

 In Re: Strunk v NYS Board of Elections etal. NYS Kings Cty Sup. 6500-11 

 In Re: Strunk v. DOS et al. DCD 08-cv-2234 (RJL)    

 In Re: STRUNK v. U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE BUREAU OF 

THE CENSUS et al (1:09-cv-01295) (RJL) 

 In Re: Strunk v New York State Board of Elections, et al., Index No. 08-

CV4289 (US Dist Ct, EDNY, Oct. 28, 2008, Ross, J.)   

 In Re: Apr 24, 2016 - Strunk v DTCC etal USCA 2nd Circuit 15-3199. 

Strunk v DTCC, Robert Druskin etal  SDNY 15cv6817. 

 In Re: STRUNK v. THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA etal. NYND 16-cv-

1496 (BKS/ DJS) was a challenge to the vote fraud involving illegal voters 

in California and New York to no avail in anticipation of results obtained by 

the Presidential 2016 Election Integrity Commission ordered 11 May 2017 

that Judge Sannes dismissed the case without prejudice on 15 May 2017. 

9. Our compatriot engineer, Michael T. McKibben founder of Americans For 
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Innovation (AFI) and Leader Technologies Inc., is the actual inventor of social 

network scaling software that was stolen from the SERCO INC. controlled U.S. 

Patent Office and its agents for Google, Facebook and other social network 

platforms; and 

10. Further, AFI investigation has proven the theft has affected every election 

cycle -since 2008, and that since Sep. 29, 1999 started when the C.I.A. began 

investing in hardware and software companies, thus essentially nationalizing 

largely in secret, America's emerging digital infrastructure; and  

11. Further, having exhausted available remedy Mr. McKibben filed a Miller 

Act claim with CINC Trump (see APX 101 thru APX 126); and 

12. Further, based upon information and belief, in that the theft gave the C.I.A. 

an unprecedented and unaccountable ability to spy on everyone without a warrant, 

and given the C.I.A. theft has created government liability under the Miller Act 

 (40 U.S.C. §§ 3131-3134) evidenced by voluminous spreadsheet summaries 

compiled by Leader Technologies, Inc. within the last week, available to this court 

upon request, are the contracts acquired by SERCO INC.  between 20 September 

2005 and 11 May 2018 (9) with the Department of Commerce (DOC), the U.S. 

                                                            

9      Serco-All-Federal-Agency-Prime-Contracts-between-Sep-30-2005-to-May-01-2018-USAspending-May-11-2018. 

         Serco-DOD-Prime-Contracts-between-Aug-14-2006-to-Apr-01-2018-USAspending-May-11-2018.csv 

         Serco-OPM-Contracts-between-Nov-28-2007-to-Nov-20-2015-USAspending-May-11-2018.csv 

         Serco-DUNS-014387489-Department-of-Homeland-Security-DHS-between-Jan-25-2008-to-Jan-25-2018-                                           
                    accessed-May-12-2018.csv 
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Office of Personnel Management (OPM), DOC Bureau of Census (BOC) DOC 

Patent Trademark Office (PTO), Department of Defense (DOD), Department of 

Homeland Security (DHS), Federal Acquisition Service (FAS) and other too 

numerous prime contracts too numerous to list herein but germane as to espionage; 

and 

13. That based upon information and belief as a matter of foreign meddling and 

interference during the 6 November 2018 election cycle, there are no bid SERCO 

INC. contracts with Federal entities, since 2005 with reference to Footnote #9, that 

among other egregious exceptions to law are in violation of the Sherman and 

Robinson Patman Antitrust Acts that with impunity have afforded access and 

opportunity by Foreign enemies of the United States of America and its member 

States and Territories to conduct the crime of espionage by foreign enemies, and  

14. Further that proof of these allegations as to spying have in part been 

established judicially in several cases heard before SES member Richard J. Leon, a 

District Court Judge in the District of Columbia, who at least regards proven 

egregious 4th amendment spying violations as unconstitutional, and  

15. Further the said contracts summarized at Footnote #9 also involves the huge 

                                                                                                                                                                                                
   Serco-Federal-Acquisitions-Service-FAS-between-Apr-20-2008-to-May-01-2018-USAspending-May-11-2018.csv 

   Serco-DOS-Prime-Contracts-between-Dec-29-2011-to-Dec-28-2015-USAspending-May-11-2018.csv 

   Serco-DOD-Subcontracts-between-Feb-04-2011-to-Mar-20-2018-USAspending-May-11-2018.csv 
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DOD and OPM personnel file theft disclosed in 2015 (10) affording jurisdiction of 

this Court over the Petitioners' Petition as a probable cause legal standard of proof 

above mere reasonable suspicion that the SES components of Government serving 

SERCO Inc., run by the Queen's Privy Council coordinated with the People's 

Republic of China (PRC) Communist Central Committee, and of course ALL the 

entities through their SES managers working with the SERCO INC. contracts 

referenced in Footnote #9 thereby actually facilitate election tampering in the 

United States and elsewhere that creates a civil responsibility properly based upon 

a major degree of military intrusion into the field of government; and  

16. Further correspondingly, the scope of military authority under Civil Affairs 

Operations FM 3-57, is circumscribed here by the necessities of the ongoing 

national emergency or time of war with martial law provisions of the 12 USC 

§95(a) amended 50 USC App. §5(b) for extraordinary circumstances since March 

6, 1933 beyond the control capability of normal government officials in application 

of International Law(11); and whose duty falls upon the U.S. Army Chief of Staff's 

                                                            

10 https://www.opm.gov/cybersecurity/cybersecurity-incidents/ e.g. Earlier in 2015,  
OPM discovered that the personnel data of 4.2 million current and former Federal government 
employees had been stolen. ... may also have been impacted by the separate but related incident 
involving personnel records. 

 
11   FM 41-10-1962 Chapter 1 Paragraph 8. Application of International Law. (a.) International 
law is usually regarded as having two branches, one dealing with the peaceful relations between 
states and the other concerned with armed hostilities between states. This division is not, 
however, absolute, and there are many facets of international relations that are difficult to regard 
as belonging to the law of peace or the law of war. Both branches as well as the undefined grey 
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authority over Civil Affairs Functions with civil agency(s) and the cabinet of the 

Commander-in-chief, with alleged dereliction of duty inter alia, for effective civil 

government, public finance, legal due process (12) . 

                                                                                                                                                                                                

area in between apply to civil affairs relations. The law of peace deals with such matters as 
recognition of states and governments, jurisdiction, nationality, diplomatic protocol, the 
prerequisites for and construction of international agreements, and, generally, the practices and 
standards observed by friendly states in their mutual relations. Evidence of the law of peace is to 
be found in law making treaties, the decisions of international and national judicial bodies, the 
writings of jurists, diplomatic correspondence, and other documentary material concerning the 
practice of states. The law of peace is particularly relevant to define the rights and obligations of 
a military force that is deployed in the territory of an allied state not only where there is a civil 
affairs agreement, but also where there is no applicable agreement or with respect to matters on 
which such agreement is silent. (Emphasis by Petitioners) 

(b.) The law of war governs such matters as the conduct of hostilities on land, in the sea, and in 
the air; the status and treatment of persons affected by hostilities, such as POW'S, the sick and 
wounded, and civilian persons; the occupation of enemy territory, flags of truce, armistices and 
surrender agreements, neutrality, and war crimes. The law of war is derived from two principal 
sources, law making treaties, such as the Hague and Geneva Conventions, and custom, a body of 
unwritten law that is firmly established by the practice of nations and well defined by recognized 
authorities on international law. Ordinarily, a provision of an international agreement is binding 
on a state only to the extent that it has consented to be bound. However, a humanitarian principle 
enunciated in a law making treaty is binding. (Emphasis by Petitioners) 

(e.) Of these' agreements, the NATO Status of Forces Agreement is particularly significant 
because of the precedent it has established concerning the law applicable to visiting military 
forces when they are in the territory of a friendly state. The Hague Regulations are important 
because they are regarded as declaratory of law applicable between belligerents. The 1949 
Conventions supplement the Hague Regulations, which by their literal terns applied only to a 
"war" between parties signatory thereto, by broadening the scope of the Treaty law to cover not 
only "war" but also "any other armed conflict" and "any partial or total occupation," involving 
their signatories (see FM 27-10). An international agreement of particular significance to CA 
personnel is the Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed 
Conflict. The United States became a signatory to this agreement at the Hague in 1954. This 
Convention outlines the measures which armed forces shall take in the preservation of historical, 
cultural, and scientific properties in any enemy territory. As CA personnel will have principal 
responsibility for measures to be taken concerning cultural property, they should be thoroughly 
familiar with the legal obligations of the United States respecting artistic objects, archives, 
monuments, shrines, and other types of cultural property. (Emphasis by Petitioners) 
12  FM 41-10-62 CHAPTER 2  CIVIL AFFAIRS FUNCTIONS Paragraph 11 Governmental 
Functions. Included in this grouping of functions are those dealing with matters customarily 
involving governmental activity or control. The general areas of concern include the organization 
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and conduct of local government, political activities; review, advice, or correction of civil 
officials in accordance with competent directives, and implementation of policy decisions with 
respect to control or other relationships with government in the area of operations. 

(a.) Civil Government. This function is concerned with the structure and conduct of local 
government. It encompasses methods of establishing legislative and executive agencies from 
national to local levels and the processes of these agencies in the administration of civil 
government. Included are such considerations as political. parties, eligibility for franchise, 
elections, tenure, and all other aspects of the development and operation of the apparatus of 
government. Commanders having area responsibility, their staffs, and CA units are charged, as 
appropriate, with  

(1) Surveying governmental organization at all levels. 

(2) Surveying lines of authority and influence having impact on political matters. 

(3) Analyzing effectiveness of existing agencies of government or social control. 

(4) Studying effectiveness of governmental officials and employees and of other community 
leaders; removing persons who are inimical to the United States or who are not in sympathy with 
its policies and objectives, and securing the appointment of leaders who will further desired 
programs. 

(5) Negotiating to gain support or cooperation for United States forces. 

(6) Recommending organization, functioning, staffing, and authority of agencies of government 
or social control. 

(7) Advising, conducting liaison with, supervising, controlling, or replacing organs of 
government. 

(8) Participating on joint commissions, committees, or councils concerned with governmental 
affairs. 

(b.) Legal. This function is concerned with the legal system of the area and the application of 
international law in CA operations. Commanders having CA area responsibility, their staffs, and 
CA units are charged, as appropriate with- 

(1) Translation of the legal aspect of CA operations into plans and directives. 

(2) Analysis and interpretation of the civil and criminal laws of the territory, particularly 
restraints imposed upon the civil populace. 

(3) Study of the organization of the judicial system including determination of legal status and 
jurisdiction of civil courts and law. 

(4) Review of the local organization of the bar and determination of reliability of its members. 

(5) Examination of locally accepted forms of judicial procedure including rules of evidence and 
rights of the accused. 

(6) Assistance to commanders and staffs in the preparation of proclamations, ordinances, orders 
and directives, and as otherwise may be required. 
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(7) The establishment of necessary civil affairs tribunals and other judicial and administrative 
agencies, including their number, types, jurisdiction, procedures, and delegation of appointing 
authority. 

(8) The closure or reopening of local tribunals, including courts, boards, and commissions; their 
jurisdiction, organization and procedure, and the class of cases triable therein. 

(9) Recommendations concerning the suspension or abrogation of laws and procedural rules 
applicable to local courts. 

(10) Recommendations concerning the alteration, suspension, or promulgation of laws to include 
civil legislation for the government of the area in which military forces are deployed. It may be 
necessary to deny enforcement effect to local legislation or to adopt new laws essential to the 
control of the area in question and the protection of U.S. forces. Such legislation must conform 
to applicable provisions of U.S. law and international law as, for example, the 1949 Geneva 
Civilian Convention. 

(11) Supervision of the administration of civil and criminal laws by local officials. 

(12) Provision of members for civil affairs tribunals. 

(13) Review or administrative examination of cases tried in CA courts before referral to higher 
headquarters for final review. 

(14) Arrangements for transmittal of civilian claims against the United States to the proper 
agency. 
 
(f.) Public Finance. This function is of vast importance in the conduct of economic welfare and 
economic stabilization measures and assists in reducing support contributions by the United 
States. It includes control, supervision, and audit of fiscal resources; budget practices, taxation, 
expenditures of public funds, currency issues, and the banking agencies and affiliates. It is 
essential that the function be performed in an integrated and uniform manner within each 
national area. Commanders having area responsibility, their staffs, and CA units may be charged 
with tasks such as: 
(1) Analysis of taxation systems and other sources of revenue, governmental expenditures, and 
estimates of adequacy of public funds for performance of governmental functions. 

(2) Review of public laws and agencies regulating banking and financing. 

(3) Analysis of financial structures including types and conditions of financial institutions. 

(4) Analysis of types and amounts of circulating currencies, acceptance by population of such 
currencies, and current foreign exchange rates. 

(5) Recommendations as to designation of type of circulating local currency. 

(6) Recommendations as to provisions for military currency. 

(7) Recommendations as to establishment of currency exchange rates. 

(8) Establishment and enforcement of restrictions on exportation of currencies. 

(9) Recommendations for control of foreign exchange. 
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17. Further, in addition Mr. McKibben has provided a copy of the Washington 

State Supreme Court Petition for Writ of Mandamus,  James M. Miller v. Secretary 

of State, Kim Wyman  No. 96235-9 filed on 28 August 2018 (Petition No. 96235-

9), to safeguard paper ballots cast in the Federal Mid-term General Election 

scheduled for 6 November 2018, shown in Exhibit (see APX 127 thru APX 240) 

for relief to:  

(1) eliminate electronic voting systems in Washington and require hand        
tabulation of ballots,  

(2) implement in-person voting with fingerprint verification, and  

(3) require “bipartisan groups” (rather than election officials) to process and 
tabulate ballots, all for the 2018 general election and future elections. 
 

18. Further therein Petition 96235-9 Exhibit D (see APX 186), on July 16 2018 

New York Governor Andrew Cuomo joined with Washington State Governor Jay 

Inslee (that arguendo defer their ineffectual individual State authority / power over 

the election process to Federal Jurisdiction) demand that CINC Trump protect the 
                                                                                                                                                                                                

(10) Establishment of controls over budget, taxation, expenditures, and public funds and 
determination of appropriate fiscal accounting procedures. 

(11) Reestablishment or revision of taxation systems in accordance with policy directives. 

(12) Liquidation, reorganization, opening, or closing of banks. 

(13) Supervision over credit and provisions for credit needs. 

(14) Regulation or supervision of governmental fiscal agencies, banks, credit cooperatives, and 
other financial institutions. 

(15) Recommendations for advances of funds to governmental or private financial institutions. 

(16) Recommendations as to emergency declaration of debt suspensions for specific types of 
debts. 

(17) Recommendations for protection of public and private financial institutions and 
safeguarding funds, securities, and financial records. 
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electoral process from Foreign interference with the Federal Mid-term General 

Election cycle scheduled for 6 November 2018; and  

19. Further, on 26 July 2018 House Intelligence Committee Chairman Devin 

Nunes (R-Calif.) called for a ban on electronic voting systems in an interview that 

aired Thursday in Washington Examiner (see APX 265); quote 

"The one thing we've been warning about for many, many years on the 
Intelligence committee is about the electronic voting systems," Nunes told 
Hill.TV's Buck Sexton, who sat with the lawmaker on Wednesday. 
 
"Those are really dangerous in my opinion, and should not be used. In  
California — at least in the counties that I represent — they do not use an 
electronic system," he continued. 
"I think anybody that does that, and that's communicating over the web, it's 
going to be a challenge. So you have to make sure that you limit that as 
much as possible, and we need a paper trail so that you can go back in case 
you have to do a manual recount," he said. 
 
In February, a DHS cybersecurity officials said that Russia had “in a small 
number of states in 2016" and warned California and 21 other states that 
Russia attempted to breach their systems. 
 

20. Further yet to wit, on 31 July 2018 the Department of Homeland Security 

Secretary Kirstjen M. Nielsen issued at the National Cyber-security Summit by her 

Keynote Speech pledging to safeguard the Federal Mid-term General Election 

scheduled for 6 November 2018 from foreign interference (see APX 266); and  

21. That in response to Petition No. 96235-9, on October 12, 2018, REBECCA 

R. GLASGOW, WSBA 32886  Deputy Solicitor General maneuvered to 

postponed hearing until after 6 November 2018, in CONCLUSION (see APX 262) 
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alleged that quote: 

"The Petition for Extraordinary Writ of Mandamus does not state a claim for 
relief because it does not identify any lawful basis for mandamus. The 
Secretary of State respectfully asks the Court to dismiss the petition with 
prejudice." 
 

22. That following the 15 December 2016 filing of Strunk's election law case 

STRUNK v. THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA etal. NYND 16-cv-1496 (BKS/ DJS) 

dismissal without prejudice on 15 May 2017, that coincided with the President 

Donald J. Trump signed an Executive Order on 11 May 2017, establishing the 

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity. Vice President Mike 

Pence chairs the Commission, and Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach serves as 

the vice chair, see the time line at APX 276, and in which members of the 

Commission sabotaged the inquiry with court cases that resulted in cancellation of 

the inquiry on 3 January 2018 (see APX 281). 

23. That on 1 October 2018, Michael T. McKibben and his researchers at 

American for Innovation, Leader Technologies, Inc and American Intelligence 

Media update the 15 September 2018 report inter alia on electronic espionage and 

foreign interference in the current 2016 Election cycle titled HILLARY CLINTON 

CONTROLS 50,000 FBI ENCRYPTION KEYS—PROVES MUELLER’S WITCH 

HUNT IS TREASONOUS and involving the foreign controlled entity ENTRUST 

(see APX 282). 

24. Importantly, the Report shown starting at APX 282 explains the TIMELINE: 
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for how BILL & HILLARY CLINTON BEGAN ORCHESTRATING 

UNFETTERED ACCESS TO THE FBI’S ENCRYPTION KEYS IN 1993 for the 

PRC etal. in regards to ENTRUST and foreign espionage starts at APX 290. 

25. That Michael T. McKibben of Leader Technologies, Inc. provided Strunk on 

13 September 2018 his research done into the ENTRUST entity at the Securities 

Exchange Commission Edgar web facility to determine all the overlapping 

potential espionage / interference connections using an (ENTU 1998-2009) 10-K, 

Customer, Partner, Director, Officer, Dependent, Subsidiary (see APX 308). 

26. That germane to this 2018 Election Cycle meddling / interference danger 

that is associated with ENTRUST etal., especially the psychological warfare intent 

of foreign interference in the ongoing election cycle, is the 24 October 2018 THE 

HILL article: Officials prepare for potential of claims of election interference by 

Jacqueline Thomsen (see APX 331).  

27. That Petitioners based upon our New York experience (especially since the 

Clinton's PRC / Maoist crime machine moved here in the 1990s), allege that PRC 

national Jack Ma, the richest person on the PRC Central Committee, who had asset 

stripped ROC / Taiwan Industry to the PRC Mainland, and as the CEO of the 

PRC's Alibaba propaganda organization (13)  just purchased 28,000 acres of New 

York Adirondack forest from the International Paper Company with the blessing of 

                                                            
13 http://www.nydailynews.com/news/ny-news-jack-ma-alibaba-stepping-down-20180910-
story.html 
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New York Governor Andrew Cuomo, and that a Court Inquiry would be fruitful. 

28. Based upon Petitioners experience, information and belief, the Indonesian 

poseur defacto President Barry Soetoro, Soebarkah, a.k.a. Barack Hussein Obama 

is a member of the Senior Executive Service from his time working for the Central 

Intelligence Agency at Business International Corporation as a non US Citizen, 

and as a SES member Indonesian Citizen who questionably issued Executive Order 

13714 of December 15, 2015 Strengthening the Senior Executive Service. 

ISSUES RAISED 

 Petitioners raise a series of troubling issues that are to be properly resolved 

in this Court related to 10 U.S. Code § 253 - Interference with State and Federal 

law (14) and or 10 U.S.C. 333 - Interference with State and Federal law, and as 

                                                            

14  §253.1 Interference with State and Federal law. 
The President, by using the militia or the armed forces, or both, or by any other means, shall 

take such measures as he considers necessary to suppress, in a State, any insurrection, domestic 
violence, unlawful combination, or conspiracy, if it- 

(1) so hinders the execution of the laws of that State, and of the United States within the 
State, that any part or class of its people is deprived of a right, privilege, immunity, or 
protection named in the Constitution and secured by law, and the constituted authorities of that 
State are unable, fail, or refuse to protect that right, privilege, or immunity, or to give that 
protection; or 

(2) opposes or obstructs the execution of the laws of the United States or impedes the course 
of justice under those laws. 

 
In any situation covered by clause (1), the State shall be considered to have denied the equal 
protection of the laws secured by the Constitution. 

(Aug. 10, 1956, ch. 1041, 70A Stat. 15 , §333; Pub. L. 109–364, div. A, title X, §1076(a)(1), Oct. 
17, 2006, 120 Stat. 2404 ; Pub. L. 110–181, div. A, title X, §1068(a)(1), Jan. 28, 2008, 122 Stat. 
325 ; renumbered §253, Pub. L. 114–328, div. A, title XII, §1241(a)(2), Dec. 23, 2016, 130 Stat. 
2497 .) 
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would apply to the application and administration of  50 USC 212: Confiscation of 

property employed to aid insurrection (15). 

 That these troubling issues require a court inquiry that derive from the 

purpose and use of The Sedition Act of 1918 (Pub.L. 65–150, 40 Stat. 553, enacted 

May 16, 1918) that was an Act of the United States Congress that extended 

the Espionage Act of 1917 to cover a broader range of offenses that Petitioners 

contend is related to the subject 2018 Election cycle foreign interference in the 

broader context of the Constitutionality of the Senior Executive Service per se that 

was created by the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, (October 13, 1978, Pub.L. 

95–454, 92 Stat. 1111) (CSRA), that reformed the civil service of the United States 

federal government, partly in response to the Watergate scandal, and in which 

CSRA questionably varied from the requirement of the Administrative Procedures 

Act (APA) from the due process standpoint and, in which CSRA abolished the 

U.S. Civil Service Commission and distributed its functions primarily among three 

                                                            

15  §212. Confiscation of property employed to aid insurrection 

Whenever during any insurrection against the Government of the United States, after the 
President shall have declared by proclamation that the laws of the United States are opposed, and 
the execution thereof obstructed, by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the ordinary 
course of judicial proceedings, or by the power vested in the marshals by law, any person, or his 
agent, attorney, or employee, purchases or acquires, sells or gives, any property of whatsoever 
kind or description, with intent to use or employ the same, or suffers the same to be used or 
employed in aiding, abetting, or promoting such insurrection or resistance to the laws, or any 
person engaged therein; or being the owner of any such property, knowingly uses or employs, or 
consents to such use or employment of the same, all such property shall be lawful subject of 
prize and capture wherever found; and it shall be the duty of the President to cause the same to 
be seized, confiscated, and condemned. 
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new agencies: the Office of Personnel Management, the Merit Systems Protection 

Board, and the Federal Labor Relations Authority, and that has taken over as a 

foreign controlled fourth branch of government unconstitutionally. 

CONCLUSION 

 Petitioners have been here previously on a related election issue during the 

2016 cycle, and to the extent that Christopher Blaise Garvey is now on the 2018 

Ballot in New York for its Attorney General otherwise he would be here too. 

However in this 2018 cycle, we have exhausted our available remedies below in 

both the State and Federal civil system to no avail under the continuing emergency 

government, and because time is of the essence with imminent irreparable harm 

that will permanently impact the entirety of our fellow citizens of each of the 

States of the several States and the ability of the limited republic of the United 

States of America to continue, we beseech this Court for the good of the entire 

country to grant the relief sought; and to the extent that there are Five states in the 

U.S. — Louisiana, Georgia, South Carolina, New Jersey, and Delaware that run 

their elections using direct recording electronic machines (DREs) only each must 

be ordered under the Help America to Vote Act to provide Paper Ballots 

accordingly to serve our Commander-in Chief during this time of upheaval with 

the special notice to the danger posed by the warning given by The Hill shown at 

APX 331 that  Officials prepare for potential for claims of election interference.   



PETITION VERIFICATION AFFIDAVIT 

STATEOFNEWYORK ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF WARREN ) 

Accordingly, I, Christopher Earl Strunk, being duly sworu, depose and say under penalty of peijury: 

I have read the foregoing Petition and 
Appendix Exhibits marked APX 001 thru APX 
333 under 28 USC §1651 and related law for a 
writ of mandamus and injunctive equity relief 
pw·suant to the national emergency mandate(s) 
issued by the commander-in-chief, Donald 
John Trump for an order: 

A. TO PRESERVE, UNTIL FURTHER 
NOTICE BY THIS COURT, ALL PAPER 
BALLOTS CAST ON 6 NOVEMBER 2018 
BY U.S. CITIZEN VOTERS AT THE 
NATIONAL MID-TERM GENERAL 
ELECTION IN THE STATE OF NEW 
YORK AND THE SEVERAL STATES 
AND TERRITORIES; AND 

J3. TO CONVENE A TITLE 10 §935. ART. 
135. COURT OF INQUIRY INTO 
FOREIGN MEDDLING DURING THE 6 
NOVEMBER 2018 ELECTION CYCLE; 
AND 

C. TO ISSUE A REPORT FOR THE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY SECRETARY KIRSTJEN M. 
N1ELSEN; AND FOR 

D. SUCH OTHER AND DIFFERENT RELIEF 
DEEMED NECESSARY. 

Whereas afjirmant Petitioner is an Accuser 
defmed by 10 USC 801-9 for offenses against 
nationals of the United States outside the 
jurisdiction of any nation defined by 18 USC 
§7 -7 as if for special maritime and territorial 
jurisdiction of the United States using Comi 

Subscribed and Sworn to before me 
This ~day of October 2 18 

( 

Rule 67(c) as to Civil Affairs under the 12 USC 
§95(a) amended 50 USC App. §5(b) ongoing 
emergency with the Military Government U.S. 
Army duties in the Community under the 
Honorable Donald J. Trump POTUS I 
Commander-in-Chief (CINC), as is defined by 
the U.S. Atmy Field Manual (FM) now 
amended into Civil Affairs Operations FM 3-57 
dated 31 October 20 11 applies with Chapter 4 
Section 52 as to the civilian event of the early 
voting ongoing mid-term "elections" with the 
deadline of 6 November 2018 that affect 
military operations CINC warned of with the 
12 September 2018 Executive Order on 
Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of 
Foreign Interference in a United States 
Election Certain Sanctions in the Event of 
Foreign Interference in a United States 
Election and that time is of the essence with 
imminent irreparable harm; and 

Aftirmant knows the contents thereof 
apply to me by misapplication and 
administration of laws and that the same is true 
to my own knowledge, except as to the matters 
therein stated to be alleged on information and 
belief, and as to those matters I believe it to be 
true, am available for testimony. The grounds 
of my beliefs as to all matters not stated upon 
information and belief are as follows: 3rd 

parties, books and records, and personal @e.C 
Christopher Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris 
All Rights Reserved Without Prejudice 
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KIMBERLY A. ROSS 
Notary Public, State of New York 

warren Co. #01R06303916 1 
Commission Expires May 19, 2o0lil 



PETITION VERIFICATION AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF ULSTER ) 

Accordingly, I, Harold William Van Allen, being duly swam, depose and say under penalty of pe1:jury: 

I have read the foregoing Petition and 
Appendix Exhibits mru·ked APX 001 thru APX 
333 under 28 USC § 1651 and related law for a 
writ of mandamus and injunctive equity relief 
pursuant to the national emergency mandate(s) 
issued by the commander-in-chief, Donald 
John Trump for an order: 

A. TO PRESERVE, UNTIL FURTHER 
NOTICE BY THIS COURT, ALL PAPER 
BALLOTS CAST ON 6 NOVEMBER 2018 
BY U.S. CITIZEN VOTERS AT THE 
NATIONAL MID-TERM GENERAL 
ELECTION IN THE STATE OF NEW 
YORK AND THE SEVERAL STATES 
AND TERRITORIES; AND 

B. TO CONVENE A TITLE 10 §935. ART. 
135. COURT OF INQUIRY INTO 
FOREIGN MEDDLING DURING THE 6 
NOVEMBER 2018 ELECTION CYCLE; 
AND 

C. TO ISSUE A REPORT FOR THE 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY SECRETARY KIRSTJEN M. 
NIELSEN; AND FOR 

D. SUCH OTHER AND DIFFERENT RELIEF 
DEEMED NECESSARY. 

Whereas affirmant Petitioner is an Accuser 
defined by 1 0 USC 801-9 for offenses against 
nationals of the United States outside the 
jurisdiction of any nation defined by 18 USC 
§7 -7 as if for special maritime and territorial 
jurisdiction of the United States using Cotu·t 

Subscribed and Sworn to before me 
This ~day of October 2018 

}~It~~ 
Notary Public 5"//+T{ tft F Al£k) Yb~ /c 

Rule 67(c) as to Civil Affairs under the 12 USC 
§95(a) amended 50 USC App. §5(b) ongoing 
emergency with the Military Government U.S. 
Anny duties in the Community under the 
Honorable Donald J. Trump POTUS I 
Commander-in-Chief (CINC), as is defined by 
the U.S. Army Field Manual (FM) now 
amended into Civil Affairs Operations FM 3-57 
dated 31 October 20] J applies with Chapter 4 
Section 52 as to the civiliru1 event of the eady 
voting ongoing mid-term ''elections" with the 
deadline of 6 November 2018 that affect 
military operations CINC warned of with the 
12 September 2018 Executive Order on 
imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event o{ 
Foreign Intederence tn a United States 
Election Cerrain Sanctions in the Event of 
Foreign lnterfi;rence in a United Stales 
Election and that time is of the essence with 
imminent irreparable harm; and 

Affirmaot knows the contents thereof 
apply to me by misapplication and 
administration of laws and that the same is true 
to my own knowledge, except as to the matters 
therein stated to be alleged on information and 
belief, and as to those matters T believe it to be 
true, am available for testimony. The grounds 
of my beliefs as to all matters not stated upon 
information and belief are as follows: 3rd 

pruties, books and records, and personal 
kno g 

aroJd William Van Allen in esse Sui juris 
AU Rights Reserved Without Prejudice 

F/Jif<.LfAJ<£ C . ((;:; /JtNOtf 32 

Q[.;../J-l-1 r-1 to 1 IJ [) u 7Cif'i ~ <; CCJu A.J /Y 
(?2.C- #o lPJtSob lt:ttl/ co~m, t>MW ~/1~£s J-v, IV£ 13 0< () ;;l.;J.. 



10287 words 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

No. __ _ 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

In re: Christopher Earl Strunk, and Harold William Van Allen, 

Petitioners. 

As required by Rule , the Undersigned certifies that the PETITION WITH 28 USC 

§ 1651 FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND INJUNCTION EQUITY RELIEF IN 

THE MATTER OF FOREIGN MEDDLING DURING THE 6 NOVEI\ffiER 2018 

ELECTION CYCLE; contains 10287 words including the Petition Text and 

Footnotes, excluding the parts of the petition that are exempted by rules, and uses 

Times New Roman font with 14 Point type in the Text and 12 Point type in 

Footnotes. 

The undersigned states and declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 

true and correct under 28 USC § 17 46: 

Dated: Octobe/21. 2018 

Brooklyn, New York 

LlHFI8ftm er Earl Strunk in esse Sui juris, 
141 Harris Avenue Lake Luzerne, NY 12846 

Ph: 518-416-8743; Email: chris@privateamerciancitizen.org 
All Rights Reserved Without Prejudice 
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APX 001

EXECUTIVE ORDERS 

Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in 
the Event of Foreign Interference in a United States 

Election 
- F'OREIGN POLICY 

Issued on: September 12, 2018 

* * * 
By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws oft he United States of 

America, including the International Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) 

(IEEPA}, the National Emergencies Act (50 U.S. C. 1601 et seq.) (NEA), section 212(f) of the 

Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952 (8 U.S.C. 1182(f}), and section 301 of title 3, United States 

Code, 

I, DONALD J. TRUMP, President of the United States of America, find that the ability of persons 

located, in whole or in substantial part, outside the United States to interfere in or undermine 

public confidence in United States elections, including through the unauthorized accessing of 

election and campaign infrastructure or the covert distribution of propaganda and disinformation, 

constitutes an unusual and extraordinary threat to the national security and foreign policy of the 

United States. Although there has been no evidence of a foreign power altering the outcome or vote 

tabulation in any United States election, foreign powers have historically sought to exploit 

America's free and open political system. In recent years, the proliferation of digital devices and 

internet-based communications has created significant vulnerabilities and magnified the scope 

and intensity of the threat of foreign interference, as illustrated in the 2017 Intelligence Community 

Assessment. I hereby declare a national emergency to deal with this threat. 

Accordingly, I hereby order. 
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Section 1. (a) Not later than 45 days after the conclusion of a United States election, the Director of 

National Intelligence, in consultation with the heads of any other appropriate executive 

departments and agencies (agencies), shall conduct an assessment of any information indicating 

that a foreign government, or any person acting as an agent of or on behalf of a foreign 

government, has acted with the intent or purpose of interfering in that election. The assessment 

shall identify, to the maximum extent ascertainable, the nature of any foreign interference and any 

methods employed to execute it, the persons involved, and the foreign government or 

governments that authorized, directed, sponsored, or supported it. The Director of National 

Intelligence shall deliver this assessment and appropriate supporting information to the President, 

the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Defense, the Attorney General, 

and the Secretary of Homeland Security. 

(b) Within 45 days of receiving the assessment and information described in section l(a) of this 

order, the Attorney General and the Secretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the heads 

of any other appropriate agencies and, as appropriate, State and local officials, shall deliver to the 

President, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of Defense a 

report evaluating, with respect to the United States election that is the subject of the assessment 

described in section l(a): 

(i) the extent to which any foreign interference that targeted election infrastructure materially 

affected the security or integrity of that infrastructure, the tabulation of votes, or the timely 

transmission of election results; and 

(ii) if any foreign interference involved activities targeting the infrastructure of, or pertaining to, 

a political organization, campaign, or candidate, the extent to which such activities materially 

affected the security or integrity of that infrastructure, including by unauthorized access to, 

disclosure or threatened disclosure of, or alteration or falsification of, information or data. 

The report shall identify any material issues of fact with respect to these matters that the Attorney 

General and the Secretary of Homeland Security are unable to evaluate or reach agreement on at 

the time the report is submitted. The report shall also include updates and recommendations, 

when appropriate, regarding remedial actions to be taken by the United States Government, other 

than the sanctions described in sections 2 and 3 of this order. 
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(c) Heads of all relevant agencies shall transmit to the Director of National Intelligence any 

information relevant to the execution of the Director's duties pursuant to this order, as appropriate 

and consistent with applicable law. If relevant information emerges after the submission of the 

report mandated by section l(a) of this order, the Director, in consultation with the heads of any 

other appropriate agencies, shall amend the report, as appropriate, and the Attorney General and 

the Secretary of Homeland Security shall amend the report required by section l(b), as 

appropriate. 

(d) Nothing in this order shall prevent the head of any agency or any other appropriate official from 

tendering to the President, at any time through an appropriate channel, any analysis, information, 

assessment, or evaluation of foreign interference in a United States election. 

(e) If information indicating that foreign interference in a State, tribal, or local election with in the 

United States has occurred is identified, it may be included, as appropriate, in the assessment 

mandated by section l(a) of this order or in the report mandated by section l(b) of this order, or 

submitted to the President in an independent report. 

(f) Not later than 30 days following the date of this order, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 

Treasury, the Attorney General, the Secretary of Homeland Security, and the Director of National 

Intelligence shall develop a framework for the process that will be used to carry out their respective 

responsibilities pursuant to this order. The framework, which may be classified in whole or in part, 

shall focus on ensuring that agencies fulfill their responsibilities pursuant to this order in a manner 

that maintains methodological consistency; protects law enforcement or other sensitive 

information and intelligence sources and methods; maintains an appropriate separation between 

intelligence functions and policy and legal judgments; ensures that efforts to protect electoral 

processes and institutions are insulated from political bias; and respects the principles of free 

speech and open debate. 

Sec. 2. (a) All property and interests in property that are in the United States, that hereafter come 

within the United States, or that are or hereafter come within the possession or control of any 

United States person of the following persons are blocked and may not be transferred, paid, 

exported, withdrawn, or otherwise dealt in: any foreign person determined by the Secretary of the 

Treasury, in consultation with the Secretary of State, the Attorney General, and the Secretary of 

Homeland Security: 
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(i) to have directly or indirectly engaged in, sponsored, concealed, or otherwise been complicit 

in foreign interference in a United States election; 

(ii) to have materially assisted, sponsored, or provided financial, material, or technological 

support for, or goods or services to or in support of, any actiVity described in subsection (a)(i) 

of this section or any person whose property and interests in property are blocked pursuant to 

this order; or 

(iii) to be owned or controlled by, or to have acted or purported to act for or on behalf of, 

directly or indirectly, any person whose property or interests in property are blocked pursuant 

to this order. 

(b) Executive Order 13694 of Aprill, 2015, as amended by Executive Order 13757 of December 28, 

2016, remains in effect. This order is not intended to, and does not, serve to limit the Secretary of 

the Treasury's discretion to exercise the authorities provided in Executive Order 13694. Where 

appropriate, the Secretary of the Treasury, In consultation with the Attorney General and the 

Secretary of State, may exercise the authorities described in Executive Order 13694 or other 

authorities in conjunction with the Secretary of the Treasury's exercise of authorities provided in 

this order. 

(c) The prohibitions in subsection (a) of this section apply except to the extent provided by statutes, 

or in regulations, orders, directives, or licenses that may be issued pursuant to this order, and 

notwithstanding any contract entered into or any license or permit granted prior to the date of this 

order. 

Sec. 3. Following the transmission of the assessment mandated by section l(a) and the report 

mandated by section l(b): 

(a) the Secretary of the Treasury shall review the assessment mandated by section l(a) and the 

report mandated by section l(b), and, in consultation with the Secretary of State, the Attorney 

General, and the Secretary of Homeland Security, impose all appropriate sanctions pursuant to 

section 2(a) of this order and any appropriate sanctions described in section 2(b) of this order; and 

(b) the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, in consultation with the heads of other 

appropriate agencies, shall jointly prepare a recommendation for the President as to whether 
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additional sanctions against foreign persons may be appropriate in response to the identified 

foreign interference and in light of the evaluation in the report mandated by section l(b) of this 

order, including, as appropriate and consistent with applicable law, proposed sanctions with 

respect to the largest business entities licensed or domiciled in a country whose government 

authorized, directed, sponsored, or supported election interference, including at least one entity 

from each of the following sectors: financial services, defense, energy, technology, and 

transportation (or, if inapplicable to that country's largest business entities, sectors of comparable 

strategic significance to that foreign government). The recommendation shall include an 

assessment of the effect of the recommended sanctions on the economic and national security 

interests of the United States and its allies. Any recommended sanctions shall be appropriately 

calibrated to the scope of the foreign interference identified, and may include one or more of the 

following with respect to each targeted foreign person: 

(i) blocking and prohibiting all transactions in a person's property and interests in property 

subject to United States jurisdiction; 

(ii) export license restrictions under any statute or regulation that requires the prior review and 

approval of the United States Government as a condition for the export or re-export of goods 

or services; 

(iii) prohibitions on United States financial institutions making loans or providing credit to a 

person; 

(iv) restrictions on transactions in foreign exchange in which a person has any interest; 

(v) prohibitions on transfers of credit or payments between financial institutions, or by, 

through, or to any financial institution, for the benefit of a person; 

(vi) prohibitions on United States persons investing in or purchasing equity or debt of a person; 

(vii) exclusion of a person's alien corporate officers from the United States; 

(viii) imposition on a person's allen principal executive officers of any of the sanctions 

described in this section; or 
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(ix) any other measures authorized by law. 

Sec. 4. I hereby determine that the making of donations of the type of articles specified in section 

203(b)(2) of IEEPA (SO U.S.C. 1702(b)(2)) by, to, or for the benefit of any person whose property and 

interests in property are blocked pursuant to this order would seriously impair my ability to deal 

with the national emergency declared in this order, and I hereby prohibit such donations as 

provided by section 2 of this order. 

Sec. 5. The prohibitions in section 2 of this order include the following: 

(a) the making of any contribution or provision of funds, goods, or services by, to, or for the benefit 

of any person whose property and interests in property are blocked pursuant to this order; and 

(b) the receipt of any contribution or provision of funds, goods, or services from any such person. 

Sec. 6. I hereby find that the unrestricted immigrant and nonimmigrant entry into the United States 

of aliens whose property and interests in property are blocked pursuant to this order would be 

detrimental to the interests of the United States, and I hereby suspend entry into the United States, 

as immigrants or non immigrants, of such persons. Such persons shall be treated as persons 

covered by section 1 of Proclamation 8693 of July 24, 2011 (Suspension of Entry of Aliens Subject to 

United Nations Security Council Travel Bans and International Emergency Economic Powers Act 

Sanctions). 

Sec. 7. (a) Any transaction that evades or avoids, has the purpose of evading or avoiding, causes a 

violation of, or attempts to violate any of the prohibitions set forth in this order is prohibited. 

(b) Any conspiracy formed to violate any of the prohibitions set forth in this order is prohibited. 

Sec. 8. For the purposes of this order: 

(a) the term "person" means an individual or entity; 

(b) the term "entity" means a partnership, association, trust) joint venture, corporation, group, 

subgroup, or other organization; 
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(c) the term "United States person'' means any United States citizen, permanent resident alien, 

entity organized under the laws of the United States or any jurisdiction within the United States 

(including foreign branches), or any person (including a foreign person) in the United States; 

(d) the term "election fnfrastructure'' means information and communications technology and 

systems used by or on behalf of the Federal Government or a State or local government in 

managing the election process, including voter registration databases, voting machines, voting 

tabulation equipment, and equipment for the secure t ransmission of election results; 

(e) the term "United States election" means any election for Federal office held on, or after, the date 

of this order; 

(f) the term "foreign interference," with respect to an election, includes any covert, fraudulent, 

deceptive, or unlawful actions or attempted actions of a foreign governmeht, or of any person 

acting as an agent of or on behalf of a foreign government, undertaken with the purpose or effect of 

Influencing, undermining confidence in, or altering the result or reported result of, the election, or 

undermining public confidence in election processes or institutions; 

(g) the term "foreign government" means any national, state, provincia(, or other governing 

authority, any political party, or any official of any governing authority or political party, in each 

case of a country other than the United States; 

(h) the term ''covert," with respect to an action or attempted action, means characterized by an 

intent or apparent intent that the role of a foreign government will not be apparent or 

acknowledged publicly; and 

(I) the term "State'' means the several States or any of the territories, dependencies, or possessions 

of the United States. 

Sec. 9. For those persons whose property and interests in property are blocked pursuant to this 

order who might have a constitutional presence in the United States, I find that because of the 

ability to transfer funds or other assets instantaneously, prior notice to such persons of measures to 

be taken pursuant to this order would render those measures ineffectual. I therefore determine 

that for these measures to be effective in addressing the national emergency declared in this order, 

there need be no prior notice of a listing or determination made pursuant to section 2 of this order. 
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Sec. 10. Nothing in this order shall prohibit transactions for the conduct of the official business of 

the United States Government by employees, grantees, or contractors thereof. 

Sec. 11. The Secretary of the Treasury, in consultation with the Attorney General and the Secretary 

of State, is hereby authorized to take such actions, including the promulgation of rules and 

regulations, and to employ all powers granted to the President by IEEPA as may be necessary to 

carry out the purposes of this order. The Secretary of the Treasury may re-delegate any of these 

functions to other officers within the Department of the Treasury consistent with applicable law. All 

agencies of the United States Government are hereby directed to take all appropriate measures 

within their authority to carry out the provisions of this order. 

Sec. 12. The Secretary of the Treasury, in consultation with the Attorney General and the Secretary 

of State, is hereby authorized to submit the recurring and final reports to the Congress on the 

national emergency declared in this order, consistent with section 401(c) of the NEA (SO U.S.C. 

164l(c)) and section 204(c) of IEEPA (SO U.S.C. 1703(c)). 

Sec. 13. This order shall be implemented consistent with SO U.S. C. 1702(b)(1) and (3). 

Sec. 14. (a) Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect: 

(i) the authority granted by law to an executive department or agency, or the head thereof; or 

(ii) the functions of the Director of the Office of Management and Budget relating to budgetary, 

administrative, or legislative proposals. 

(b) This order shall be implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the availability of 

appropriations. 

(c) This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or 

procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its departments, 

agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person. 

DONALD J. TRUMP 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
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Type or appointment: 

PAS Presidentia l appointment. by ancl with c.he ath•ice and consen t of tbe Senate. 
PA Presidootial appointment. 
PL Position excepted from the competitive civil service by statute. 
SES P~ition in lhe Senior E~ec11tiv~ Servi~e. 
NEA Posit ion at GS-16, 17, or sa which the Oflioe of Personnel Management has auttJori:z.ed to bf! 

filled by Noncareer Executive .1\~ipment. 
A Po~ition excepted from the competitive civil eervice by the (){fice of Personnel Management 

which is not of 1:1 conftdentiel or policy determin inr chl!lracter and for which it i.s not 
pncl.ictsble to hotel tm examintstion. 

B Posit ion excepted from the competitive dvil aervice by the Office of Pe1110nnel Man11gernent 
which is not of a confidential or policy determining character and CO'I' which it iJ not 
practics.ble to hold a competitive examination. 

C Pasilion of a confidentilll or policy determinipg chor~:~Cter which is e~~:cepted from the 
competitive ~;ivil ~~ervice by the (){lice of Personnel Mt.nagement and to which appoint
ments may be made without enminalioo by that Office. 

Level, Grll.de, or Salary: 

Level E~tecutive Level. 
GS Gcner~ Sc:hedule. 
GG Administrative grade aimilar &o GS. 
GM Meri\ Pay. 
NE Grade not established. 
p.d. Per diem-daily rate of pey. 
p.h. Per hour-hoorl.y rate of pay. 
W.c. Without eompen&ation. 
Ill Int.ermittent, when actually employe<!. 
WO Blue t?llar ll%it ion ror which pay is establ isltl!d at the local prevailing rate in the eom-

mumty. 
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Type of appointment: 

PAS 
PA 
PL 
SES 
NEA 

c 

P-residential appointment, by and with the adlvice and conse:nt of the Senate. 
Presidential appointment. 
Position excepted from the competitive civil service by statute. 
P:osition in the Senior Executive Service. 
Position at G5-16, 17, or 18 which the Office of Personnel Management has authorized to be 

filled by Nonc.areer Executiv·e Assignment. 
P:osition of a confidential or policy determining character which is excepted from the 

competitive civil service by the Office of Personnel Management and to which appoint· 
mente may be made without e.xamination by that Office. 

Level, Grade, or Salary: 

Level 
GS 
GG 
GM 
NE 
p.d. 
p.h. 
W.c. 
m 
WG 

Executive Level. 
General Schedule. 
Administrative grade similar to GS. 
Merit Pay. 
Grade not established. 
Per diem-daily rate of pay. 
Per hour-hourly rate of pay. 
Without compensation. 
Intermittent, when actually employed. 
Blue collar position for which pay is established at the local prevailing rate in the 

community. 
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Type of Appoi:otmeut (CoiWIID 5) 

Listed are letter codes tha~ denote the type or appointment under which the position incumbent 
is servinJ. Note that aeveral categories of positions ean be fiRed by more than one type of appointment, 
e.g., SES position• listed in thia publication may be filled by uaing career, noncareer; limited eme~ncy, 
or limited tann appointment authorities. Therefore, no "l'ype at Appointment" is shown for aueh poattiona 
when they are vacant. 

P.AS = Presidential Appointment with Senate Confirmation 
PA Presidential Appointment (without Senate eonfinnation) 
CA = Career Appointment 
NA = Noncareer Appointment 
EA = Limited Emergency Appointment 
TA = Limited Term Appointment 
SC Scl>edule C Excepted Appointment 
XS = Appointment Excepted by Statute 

Pay Pla.D (Colwmt 4) 

Listed are letter code• tha~ denoCe the Federal salary a.:hedule or pay ay1tem under wbicb poajl;ioo 
incumbents are paid. Tables showing the salary rangee for each pay system are oontained in Appendix 4. 

EX Executive Schedule 
ES Senior Executive Service 
SL Senior Level 
GM Performance Management and Recognition System (Merit Pay) 
GS General Sehedule 
FE Senior Foreign Service 
FP Foreign Service Specialist 
OT Other Pay Plan (all those no~ listed aeparately) 
PD Daily Pay Rate• (per diem) 
WC Withou~ Compensation• 
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Type of Appointment (Column 5) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the type of appointment under which the position incumbent is serving. 

Note that several categories ofpositions can be filled by more than one type of appointment (e.g ., SES positions 
listed in this publication maybe filled by using career, noncareer, limited emergency, orlimited term appointment 

authorities) . Therefore, no "Type of Appointment" is shown for such positions when they are vacant. Note a lso 

that some part-time Presidential Appointments are no t included in this listing s uch as thoseservingon temporary 

commissions or those boards and commissions which are governed by the Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

PAS 

PA 

CA 

NA 

EA 
TA 
sc 
xs 

Pay Plan (Column 4) 

Presidential Appointment with Senate Confirmation 

Presidential Appointment (without Senate confirmation) 

Career Appointment 

Noncareer Appointment 

Limited Emergency Appointment 

Limited Term Appointment 
Schedule C Excepted Appointment 

Appointment Excepted by Statute 

Listed are letter codes that denote the Federal salary schedule or pay system under which pos ition 

incumbents are paid. Tables showing the sa lary ranges for each pay system are contained in Appendix 4 . 

EX 
ES 

SL 

AD 

GS 

FE 
FP 

VH 

TM 

CG 

OT 
PD 
we 

Executive Schedule 

Senior Executive Service 
Senior Level 

Administratively Determined 

General Schedule 
Senior Foreign Service 

Foreign Service Specialist 

Farm Credit Administration Pay Plan 

Federal Housing Finance Board Merit Pay 

Corporate Graded at Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 

Other Pay Plan (all those not listed separately) 
Daily Pay Rate* (per diem) 

Without Compensation* 
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Type of Appoint m ent (Column 4 ) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the type of appointment under which the position incumbent 
is serving. Note that several categories of positions can be filled by more than one type of appointment, 
e.g., SES positions listed in this publication may be filled by using career , noncareer, limited emergency, 
or limited term appointment authorities. Therefore, no "Type of Appointment" is shown for such positions 
when they are vacant. 

PAS Presidential Appointment with Senate Confirmation 
PA Presidential Appointment (without Senate confirmation) 
CA Career Appointment 
NA Noncareer Appointment 
EA Limited Emergency Appointment 
TA Limited Term Appointment 
SC Schedule C Excepted Appointment 
XS Appointment Excepted by Statute 

P ay Pla n (Col umn 5) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the Feder al salary schedule or pay system under which position 
incumbents are paid. Tables showing the salary ranges for each pay system ar e contained in Appendix 4. 

EX Executive Schedule 
ES Senior Executive Service 
SL Senior Level 
GM Performance Management and Recognition System (Merit Pay) 
GS General Schedule 
FE Senior Foreign Service 
FP Foreign Service Specialist 
OT Other Pay Plan (all those not listed separately) 
PD Daily Pay Rate* (per diem) 
WC Without Compensation* 
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Type of Appointment (Column 4) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the type of appointment under which the position incumbent 
is serving. Note that several categories of positions can be filled by more than one type of appointment, 
e.g., SES positions listed in this publication may be filled by using career, noncareer~ limited emergency, 
or limited term appointment authorities. Therefore, no "Type of Appointment" is shown for such positions 
when they are vacant. 

PAS 
PA 
CA 
NA 
TA 
sc 
xs 

Presidential Appointment with Senate Confirmation 
Presidential Appointment (without Senate Confirmation) 
Career Appointment 
Noncareer Appointment 
Limited Term Appointment 
Schedule C Excepted Appointment 
Appointment Excepted by Statute 

Pay Plan (Col umn 5) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the Federal salary schedule or pay system under which the 
position incumbents are going to be paid. Tables showing the salary ranges for major pay systems 
are contained in Appendix 4 . 

AD 
ES 
EX 
FA 
FE 
FP 
GS 
PD 
SL 
TM 
VH 
we 
OT 

Administratively Determined Rates 
Senior Executive Service 
Executive Schedule 
Foreign Service Chiefs of Mission 
Senior Foreign Service 
Foreign Service Specialist 
General Schedule 
Daily Pay Rate* (per diem) 
Senior Level 
Federal Housing Finance Board Merit Pay 
Farm Credit Administration Pay Plan 
Without Compensation* 
Other Pay Plan* (aill those not listed separately) 
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Type of Appointment (Column 4) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the type of appointment under which the position incumbent 
is serving. Note that several categories of positions can be filled by more than one type of appointment, 
e.g., SES positions listed in this publication may be filled by using career, noncareer~ limited emergency, 
or limited term appointment authorities. Therefore, no "Type of Appointment" is shown for such positions 
when they are vacant. 

PAS 
PA 
CA 
NA 
EA 
TA 
sc 
xs 

Presidential Appointment with Senate Confirmation 
Presidential Appointment (without Senate Confirmation) 
Career Appointment 
Noncareer Appointment 
Limited Emergency Appointment 
Limited Term Appointment 
Schedule C Excepted Appointment 
Appointment Excepted by Statute 

P ay Plan (Column 5) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the Federal salary schedule or pay system under which the 
position incumbents are going to be paid. Tables showing the salary ranges for major pay systems 
are contained in Appendix 4. 

AD 
ES 
EX 
FA 
FE 
FP 
GS 
PD 
SL 
TM 
VH 
we 
OT 

Administratively Determined Rates 
Senior Executive Service 
Executive Schedule 
Foreign Service Chiefs of Mission 
Senior Foreign Service 
Foreign Service Specialist 
General Schedule 
Daily Pay Rate* (per diem) 
Senior Level 
Federal Housin/!~ance Board Merit Pay 
Farm Credit A · "stration Pay Plan 
Without Compensation* 
Other Pay Plan* (all those not listed separately) 
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Type of Appointment (Column 4) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the type of appointment under which the position incumbent 
is serving. Note that several categories of positions can be filled by more than one type of appointment, 
e.g., SES positions listed in this publication may be filled by using career, noncareer ; limited emergency, 
or limited term appointment authorities. Therefore, no "Type of Appointment" is shown for such positions 
when they are vacant. 

PAS 
PA 
CA 
NA 
EA 
TA 
sc 
xs 

Presidential Appointment with Senate Confirmation 
Presidential Appointment (without Senate Confirmation) 
Career Appointment 
Noncareer Appointment 
Limited Emergency Appointment 
Limited Term Appointment 
Schedule C Excepted Appointment 
Appointment Excepted by Statute 

P ay Plan (Column 5) 

Listed are letter codes that denote the Federal salary schedule or pay system under which the 
position incumbents are going to be paid. Tables showing t he salary range for major pay systems 
are contained in Appendix 4. 

AD 
ES 
EX 
FA 
FE 
FP 
GS 
PD 
SL 
TM 
VH 
we 
OT 

Administratively Determined Rates 
Senior Executive Service 
Executive Schedule 
Foreign Service Chiefs of Mission 
Senior Foreign Service 
Foreign Service Specialist 
General Schedule 
Daily Pay Rate* (per diem) 
Senior Level 
Federal Housing Finance Board Merit Pay 
Farm Credit Administration Pay Plan 
Without Compensation* 
Other Pay Plan* (all those not listed separately) 
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We stand corrected. We have reported that we are ghting the Second American
Revolution. But our continuing research shows us that this is not the case. It appears
that the rst American Revolutionary War was never won, and we are still under British
rule, in ways more sinister than the average person is aware.

It all started in our research of the Senior Executive Service. We showed you how this
unconstitutional shadow government is highly organized and well paid. Its members are
positioned within our civil service bureaucracies to overthrow the Republic in plain sight
and establish itself as the governing body of Marxist globalists whose SES members
work daily to thwart the will of the people, ignore and bastardize the rule of law, and
destroy the Republic from within.

.

 so that you could name these individuals speci cally and
expose their bureaucratic spider holes.

We call Senior Executive Service Obama’s Army

SES is the shadow government.

We gave you research tools
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We thought the story was over until we started researching a group that lands most of
the government’s contracts thanks to its close relationship to Senior Executive Service.
Together – SES and SERCO – operate the United States government with the purpose of
destroying our nation and giving our country away to the Queen of England.

Citizens of the world, not just Americans, are still subjects of the British Monarchy.

Let us explain why.

This video below will give you an overview before diving into the article:

The Biggest Company You've Never Heard Of

THE BIGGEST COMPANY YOU’VE NEVER HEARD OF
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BRITISH CROWN AND BRITISH EAST INDIA COMPANY RULE
AMERICA
The British Crown and the British East India Company have never left America, and in
fact, they have a stranglehold on the U. S. economy that is a death grip. The Bank of
England, the City of London, and ultimately the British Monarchy – Queen Elizabeth II,
own and control U. S. data management, corporate banking, resources of gas, uranium,
gold, and many strategic resources and systems in the United States.

This system, called SERCO, is widely
known and many researchers and authors
precede us in their reporting; however, it is
our intent in this series of articles and
videos to show the speci c rat lines that
make Senior Executive Services and
SERCO the evilest system in the world. We
will be showing you the big picture of
SERCO in this series.

In subsequent articles, posts, and videos, we will show you the connections of named
SES agents who make sure that SERCO controls the systems and services of the United
States government.

We will show you how Serco is not only an enemy of the United States, but an enemy of
countries and people around the world. In the end, we hope you conclude, as have we,
that the British Monarch has no place in the United States government and any of its
services. The cozy relationship that Serco has with SES must be eliminated and laws be
written to prevent this quiet overthrow of the Republic by SES and Serco.

For example, did you know that the U. S. Patent O ce is controlled by Serco? That’s right,
a BRITISH based company controls the creative efforts of American entrepreneurs and
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creators. Serco was the company awarded the Obamacare data management system
that cost America’s over $2 billion.

SES employees in charge of selecting contracts for this lucrative data management
system didn’t nd U.S. based companies to do the work. Instead they cherry-pick their
buddies at British owned and controlled Serco to deliver Obamacare management.

The American corporate mechanism for the continued enrichment of the British Crown is
the same one used for the corporate sell-out of the American Republic – corporate
lobbyists controlling Congress, corporate pay-to-play through the executive branch (such
as Hillary’s Department of State), and the Senior Executive Service to maintain the
bureaucratic status quo, selling out to global corporatism at every turn with no bid
contracts and cronyism.

SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICES AND SERCO ARE THE PEOPLE AND
ORGANIZATIONAL SYSTEMS THAT THE BRITISH MONARCH USES TO
CONTROL AMERICA.

Senior Executive Service aligns with the imperialistic intents of Serco and numerous
other corporations that are listed in this report (BP, Shell, ICAP, British American Tobacco,
SABMiller, American Standard Life, Rio Tinto, Ixstrata, etc.).

Here are a few highlights of what Serco does already in our government. To our friends in
other parts of the world, don’t be surprised when you see similar structures in your own
country run by the British Monarch through Serco:

SSerco manages all patents for the U. S. Patent and Trademark O ce. Brits have the
rst shot at stealing American’s intellectual property rights. This is shocking but

true.
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SSerco controls the most sensitive data management systems in all branches of the
military, federal government, and state and local municipalities.

Serco controls air tra c management, airlines security, airport management and all
aspects of ticketing, visa data management, and timetable management.

Serco is called, “the largest company no one has ever heard of.”

Serco’s e ciency rating in England, Canada, and Australia is below 65% and many
lawsuits have been led against the company for egregious fraud and
mismanagement.

Serco was paid $1.2 billion to management the data of Obamacare — British
company handling American’s private medical information.

.

Serco goes by many names so always look under the hood in their corporate documents
to nd its trail back to Queen Lizzie. In America, it operates as Serco Inc. and claims on
its website that it “is a leading provider of professional, technology, and management
services for the federal government”. Headquartered in Reston, Virginia, Serco Inc. has
approximately 10,000 employees, annual revenue of $2.5 billion, and is ranked in the top
35 of the largest federal prime contractors.

Piercing the corporate veil, we nd that Serco Inc. is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Serco
Group plc, a $7 billion international business that works with government and public
services around the world.

Many researchers say that Serco runs the United Kingdom (UK), Canada, and Australia.
Serco has over 60,000 people in 35 countries across the world. To our international
readers, it is highly doubtful that they are not operating in your country.

Serco is a leading provider of public services of all types. Serco operates internationally
across ve sectors and four geographies: defense, justice, immigration, transportation,
health and human services. Its services are delivered in UK, Europe, North America, Asia
Paci c, and the Middle East.
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Serco delivers records management and processing support services for many U. S.
government agencies. Major programs include processing and classifying of patent
applications for the U.S. Patent and Trademark O ce; records management and process
of applications and petitions at U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services’ Service
Centers; processing visa applications at the U.S. Department of State’s National Visa
Center and Kentucky Consular Center; and, records management services at the U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Services’ National Bene ts Center, among others.

Ninety percent of Serco’s business is with the federal government with 10,000 workers
across 45 states. Serco’s experience is in paper pushing, records management,
processing applications, processing visas, handling patents with the U.S. Patent and
Trademark O ce. There are more than 60 million records that Serco handles for the
Department of Homeland Security.

Serco Inc. is indeed part of Serco Group, an international contracting rm headquartered
near London and partly owned by the UK government itself. Serco Inc. is the North
America division of Serco Group, plc. In North America, Serco Inc. serves federal, state
and local governments, along with the Canadian government and commercial
customers, and over 14,000 in North Americas.

Digest that for a moment: U.S. federal records, personal medical records, patents, and
visas are held by a company owned and directed by the British Monarch. Its “soldiers on
the ground” are employees of SES who guarantee that Serco gets the contracts, and then
manages and oversees their continued involvement.

America is not a sovereign nation with this arrangement. We are still subjects of the
British Monarchy.

HOW DID THE BRITISH MONARCH GAIN CONTROL OF THE U.S.
GOVERNMENT?
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In 1897, Guglielmo Marconi’s successful development of trans-Atlantic radio
communications and his drive to expand this capability resulted in the establishment of
an American communications company named Radio Corporation of America (RCA).
RCA assumed all the assets of the Marconi Wireless Company in America so that all
technological development of radio communications for the U.S. Armed Forces would
come under the auspices of the U.S. Government via a wholly-owned American entity.

RCA’s success in America soon turned to the market on the other side of the Atlantic. On
September 10, 1929, RCA set up the rst RCA subsidiary in the UK – this is what is
traditionally considered to be the “start” of Serco. In 1959, an RCA subsidiary in Great
Britain negotiated a contract to install and commission an early warning radar station at
RAF Flyingdales as part of the Ballistic Missile Early Warning System project. This
contract, awarded in 1960, secured the future for RCA in the UK. RCA now had evolved
with demonstrable capabilities in the eld of technical support for the most complex
antenna and radar communication networks.

In 1969, RCA organized itself into operational divisions, one of which was focused on
service, and so it came about that the RCA Service Division was formed – the part of the
company that would eventually be purchased by its management and staff and renamed
Serco.

Serco established its North American foothold in 1988 when it was incorporated,
acquiring companies that shared a similar vision. In 2005, Serco acquired Resource
Consultants Inc. (RCI), which expanded its capabilities in IT services, systems
engineering, strategic consulting and HR-focused business process management. In
2008 Serco acquired SI International, further broadening its capabilities in IT and
professional services in North America and gaining new federal government and DoD
relationships.

Serco Inc. now employs approximately 14,000 people across the U.S. and Canada. The
company delivers services to all branches of the U.S. military, federal and civilian
agencies, state and local agencies, and commercial customers.
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In July of 2013, Serco was awarded a contract by the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services’ Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) to support the
health bene t exchanges. The contract had a one-year base period and four one-year
option periods.  As posted on the Federal Business Opportunities website, the contract
value was approximately $1.25 billion.

Serco manages approximately 1,500 staff in Arkansas, Alabama, and Kentucky who
support CMS with the routing, automated processing, reviewing, and troubleshooting of
applications submitted for enrollment into a Quali ed Health Plan. Serco also provides
records management, and veri cation support.

SSerco is so deeply embedded in our governmental operations that we have concluded
that its take-over of the Republic is complete. Unless the unconstitutional Senior
Executive Service is totally eliminated and new laws written to prevent international
companies like Serco from ever operating within the government, we might as well y
the British ag over the Capitol building.  

To see more on Serco and its paper trail back to RCA Photophone see:

.

SERCO TENTACLES ALL OVER THE WORLD
Serco’s reach is not just in the UK and the US. As one of the leading providers of public
sector services in the world, Serco’s UK and Europe region employs more than 31,700
people across 11 countries including Belgium, France, Germany and Italy. Serco advises
policy makers, designs innovative solutions, integrates systems and delivers front-line
services. Within the UK and Europe, Serco works across public service sectors in justice,
immigration, healthcare, defense, transport and citizen services.

WHAT IS THE REAL TRUTH ABOUT SERCO?
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After reading about how Serco is entrenched in
the U.S. government, we encourage international
researchers to unmask these British Monarch
tentacles in their own countries. If we all work
together globally in exposing Serco, we might be
able break free of the Queen’s rule over the world
where she still believes that the sun never sets
on her Empire. Then we can go after her
handlers – the CityofLondon, the Knights of
Malta, and the Vatican.

SERCO’S DEATH GRIP ON THE U.S. PATENT OFFICE
On March 18, 2013, Serco Inc., announced that their Pre-Grant Publication (PGPubs)
Classi cation Services team recently processed their 2 millionth patent application for
the U.S. Patent and Trademark O ce (USPTO). Each application was also processed
within the contractually required 28-day window.

USPTO is the government agency that grants U.S. patents and registers trademarks. In
2006, Serco was awarded the contract with USPTO to manage their Pre-Grant
Publication (PGPubs) Classi cation Services. Serco’s PGPubs team has since been
responsible for analyzing the claims made in patent applications and assigning the
appropriate U.S. and international classi cations to key aspects of proposed inventions.

In a single day, Serco’s PGPubs Patent Classi ers processed approximately 1,450 patent
applications by analyzing more than 21,800 patent claims and assigning more than
7,900 U.S. and international classi cations. Since 2006, the team has built a virtually
paperless classi cation operation. The operation, they claim on their website, “includes a
secure facility with IT infrastructure, procedures for recruiting and training highly skilled
staff, and implementation of a set of automated tools that streamlined the classi cation
process”. The facility is located in Harrisonburg, Virginia.
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On November 30, 2015, Serco was awarded a patent classi cation services contract with
the United States Patent and Trademark O ce (USPTO). The recompete contract has a
one-year base period with four one-year option periods, and is valued at $95 million over
the ve-year period, if all options and award terms are exercised.

Serco has supported the USPTO under this program since its inception in 2006, and
currently processes approximately 1,600 applications a day, and over 400,000
applications annually. Under the contract, Serco has been instrumental in assisting the
USPTO as it transitioned to a new international classi cation standard called Cooperative
Patent Classi cation (CPC) and will continue to provide services within CPC that enables
the USPTO to align and lead within the global intellectual property environment.

SSerco Patent Processing System

In reading about how Serco’s patent processing system works, we peel back another
layer of how 

, the U.S. Patent o ce, and all corrupt attorneys involved in this
patent heist of all times.

Michael McKibben and Leader Technologies were ripped off by the IBM
Eclipse Foundation
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Zuckerberg’s Theft of Social Media

Below is a description of how the patent process works and shows you how Serco is part
of the process from start to nish. What Serco added to the process was the new key
element of making all American patents t an international format. Serco has rst
“choice” on what patents may be an issue of “national security” and thus con scated and
eventually weaponized by the Department of Defense or the Central Intelligence Agency.

The description below is the initial process Serco uses to “screen” all U. S. patents. It is
taken from the U.S. Department of Commerce Privacy Impact Assessment called the
Serco Patent Processing System (Unique Project Identi er: [1858] PTOC-016-00)

Introduction

System Description. Provide a description of the system that addresses the following
elements:
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a general description of the information in the system. This system processes inbound
electronic images of patent applications received by Serco Inc. from USPTO. The
system consists of a variety of application review, research tools and data entry tools
to facilitate the evaluation and classi cation of the application creating a series of US
Patent Classi cation (USPC) system and Cooperative Patent Classi cation (CPC)
system classi cation data elements that describe the application.

a description of a typical transaction conducted on the system. Serco PPS receives
patent applications directly from the United States Patent and Trademark O ce
(USPTO).

any information sharing conducted by the system. Serco PPS does not share any
information with other agencies, individuals, or organizations. The information
provided by USPTO is used by Serco for authorized activities performed by internal
personnel only.

a citation of the legal authority to collect PII and/or BII. The PII and BII data is collected
by the USPTO to enable identi cation of the inventory and facilitate the patent
application process. It is provided to the Serco PPS so that classi cation activities can
be performed on the collected patent application.

the Federal Information Processing Standard (FIPS). 199 security impact categories
for the system.

.

As you can read in the description of the initial process Serco uses to screen patents, the
entire nature of the patent is provided to Serco. If Serco doesn’t approve a patent, it
doesn’t go forward. In other words, Serco controls American innovation and has the
opportunity to steal any patent that is desirable to them. America is feeding British
innovation and we pay Serco to conduct this theft of intellectual property.

If you thought the theft of IP by China was bad, Serco’s complete control of our patents is
much worse. Below, you will read our case study of one entrepreneur who was ripped off
royally by this corrupt patent system. And we happen to know many others like
McKibben, especially in the energy sector, who aren’t able to make theri stories public…
yet.
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.

SERCO SERVICES IN AMERICA – IN ITS OWN WORDS
It is often best to see what a corporation says about itself on its own website. Serco
reveals the extensive controls they have established in all aspects of American life
through bragging about their accomplishments. Once you have seen the pervasive
control that Serco has on the U. S. military and all aspects of government, you may be
shocked.

You can read these descriptions about Serco at: . The
descriptions are lifted from their website, in their own words:

Comprehensive Support for Mission-Critical Communications and IT Systems

Serco provides comprehensive support for mission-critical communications and IT
systems used by military, intelligence and civilian government clients. From information
architecture to installation and maintenance, Serco covers the full technology life cycle in
some of the most demanding and secure IT environments in the world.

Serco is known for our deep domain knowledge, ability to handle large scale projects,
and exceptional customer focus. We have played an important role in evolving critical
C4ISR systems that continue to make information superiority a key advantage of the U.S.
armed forces.

We work with a range of federal civilian agencies and every branch of the armed forces
to deliver solutions that advance their missions. Our exible, comprehensive offering
covers IT modernization efforts, including software application development, database

FACEBOOK UNMASKED: HOW THE WORLD’S MOST RELEVANT
ENTREPRENEUR WAS SCREWED BY ZUCKERBERG

https://www.serco-na.com/
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management, systems/network engineering and administration, Information Assurance,
and Help Desk services.

Engineer, Furnish, Install & Test Services – From command and control centers to
sensors and antennas, Serco supports the critical communications infrastructure that
underpins defense, homeland security, and intelligence capabilities. We provide design
engineering, installation, testing, Operations and Maintenance (O&M) services for new,
upgraded or elded systems and equipment in a range of mission-critical environments
for the U.S. Air Force, U.S. Army, U.S. Navy, DHS and other federal agencies.

Ship Modernization Services – Serco supports the ongoing modernization of the eet to
incorporate the latest technology, minimize downtime, and meet exacting budgets and
timelines. Serco’s support for the U.S. Navy and U.S. Coast Guard has grown quickly
based on our ability to assemble high quality teams, anticipate client needs, and
consistently deliver on our promises.

Serco provides systems integration, installation, repair, and testing for the systems that
advance operational capabilities globally.

Hardware Production & Test Services – Serco builds and delivers “mission-ready” IT,
networking and communications systems adapted to the needs of clients in defense,
intelligence, and homeland security.

Application & Eligibility Support – Serco has experience processing millions of
applications in a highly e cient and secure manner to achieve high levels of citizen
satisfaction. We provide application processing, decision support, bene ts management,
case management, call centers, and fraud prevention.

Document Management – Serco provides full life-cycle support for document conversion,
data entry, content management and records management required for large-scale
programs and complying with all applicable regulations.
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Workforce Development – Serco provides workforce management services across the
entire hire-to-retire journey, including recruitment, workforce analytics and planning,
bene ts, training, consulting, leader development, incentives and compensation,
organizational design, and change management.

Facilities Management Solutions – Serco provides full lifecycle facilities and asset
management solutions, utilizing IBM TRIRIGA, to enable data driven-decisions that
achieve cost savings, provide superior work places, and ensure regulatory compliance for
organizations.

Cyber Architecture – We employ an Enterprise Architecture-based approach to cyber
operations that provides a powerful means to integrate cyber security within the
framework of your mission and critical systems, so as to promote effective governance,
standardized infrastructure, and consistent execution.

Cyber Awareness – We help our clients develop the ability to effectively monitor, detect,
and react to cyber intrusions before they cause signi cant damage. This includes
maintaining global situational awareness and undertaking effective defensive and
offensive countermeasures.

Cyber Education – Because the human actor often remains the most vulnerable link in
the chain, Serco provides an integrated approach to training, compliance, and monitoring
of cyber security policies and procedures.

IT Infrastructure, including:

Application Development

Cloud Migration

Datacenter Operations

Database Development & Maintenance

Information Assurance
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Helpdesk & IT Support

Virtualization

Wireless Mobility & BYOD

Cloud Migration

Core Networking

Data Center Consolidation

LAN/WAN Networks

Satellite Communications

Voice & Video Networks

Wireless Communications

.

Acquisition Logistics – Serco provides acquisition support to our military clients on a
variety of advanced weapons systems, with a focus on maximizing operational
readiness.

Emergency Response – Serco has assisted with large scale emergency response efforts,
including establishing rapid deployment medical facilities in Haiti and Chile following
natural disasters. We help the Navy to deploy transportable hospitals that include
laboratory, radiology, pharmacy, patient wards, and operating wards.

Logistics Data Management – Serco has the expertise required to design and manage
large-scale logistics data systems to provide our clients with asset visibility, controls, and
analytics required for complex operations.

Logistics Planning & Engineering – Serco has helped manage the large-scale movement
of equipment and assets as a trusted agent on behalf of the military, with a focus on
program e ciency, cost avoidance, and repurposing of valuable property.
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Supply Chain Management – Serco manages advanced IT systems and databases to
provide total visibility across the military supply chain to enable real-time monitoring and
forecasting of materiel needs in dynamic environment.

Warehouse & Depot Management – We provide comprehensive ISO 9001:2000 certi ed
support for sustainment, maintenance, and repair at depots and warehouses to maintain
a high degree of inventory accuracy and reduce waste at warehouses and depots.

Systems Engineering Capabilities, include:

Aviation and ATM systems

Complex simulation & 3D modeling

C4I Systems

Intelligent tra c management

Integrated logistics support

Missile defense

Safety & environmental engineering

Space-based communications

Survivability engineering

Tactical datalinks

Personnel Services – Serco has helped to design and run some of the most sophisticated
government, military personnel, and military family support programs, including the US
Army Career and Alumni Program (ACAP), VA for Vets, Army OneSource, the USA
Wounded Warrior Advocate Program, and others.

Planning – Whether your work force is military or civilian, we have the analytic experience
and associated models to develop a strategic plan operating within your constraints
which supports your mission and readiness.
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Analysis – Our Team has conducted policy, compensation, incentives, and retention
consulting for the Army and Navy for decades. Incentives take many forms, but the
bottom line of the analysis is to determine the optimal mix of controls to produce the
highest readiness at lowest cost within the legal, policy, and budgetary constraints.

Recruitment – We understand military and government life and have the skills and
experience necessary to effectively draw in top talent while communicating the rewards
and bene ts of military service.

Processing and Administration – From processing to bene ts administration to
discharging, our administrative support experts enable organizations to remain
operationally e cient, reduce errors and cycle times, and improve satisfaction of military
members and their families.

Military Career Transition – Serco understands the challenges of transitioning from
military to civilian life. We have pioneered programs to promote employment and
address common family stresses. Serco’s military career transition specialists work with
soldiers to help them establish a foothold in the civilian world, maximizing the skills and
abilities that made them successful in the military.

Service Member and Family Counseling – Millions of family members encounter unique
challenges associated with government and military life – long deployments, relocations,
and related stresses. We are there for service members and their families and our people
bring understanding, empathy, and ability to personally connect through supportive
counseling.

Wounded Warrior Support – Warriors have the courage to overcome any challenge. We
support courageous solders that have sustained serious injuries in every way we know
how – through one-on-one counseling, emotional support, family counseling and related
services.
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Training and Learning Solutions

Serco develops training programs and learning solutions that enable our clients to
improve mission readiness, incorporate lessons learned, and hone the skills that directly
contribute to mission success.

Mission Command Training – We operate a state-of-the-art simulation center used by the
U.S. Army for mission command training.

War ghting Exercises – Serco supports the U.S. Marine Corps with programs covering
war ghting skills, technology training, mission exercises, joint operations, and combat
simulation.

Healthcare Support Services

Serco provides non-clinical support services that enable hospitals and medical centers to
deliver clinical services more e ciently, while improving patient satisfaction and bottom
line performance.

Environmental services – Our cleaning services provide a uniformly high standard of
cleaning across the entire facility, creating the impression of a high quality, well run, and
safe environment.

Switchboard & operations center – At the heart of our solution is a centralized “command
center” in which all incoming calls are routed, dispatch and service requests are made,
and complaints are logged and quickly resolved.

Patient transport & logistics – Using our standardized platform, transport resources are
optimized across the facility to improve on-time starts, reduce wait times, and improve
the patient experience.
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Transportation

Serco keeps critical transportation systems operating safely and e ciently. On the
ground, we integrate the latest technology with our experience in running some of the
world’s most advanced tra c management programs. In the air, Serco has expertise in a
full range of air transportation solutions, which includes air tra c control, airport
management and aviation related technology and equipment.

Smart highways. Safe skyways. Wired metros. Shared bikes. Whether you travel by
airplane, car, rail, boat, or bicycle, Serco can help you get there faster, safer, smarter.

With an outstanding safety record, Serco currently manages over 192,000 square miles
of airspace worldwide, more than any other private company, and controls over 7 million
aircraft movements a year. We operate 63 Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Visual
Flight Rules Air Tra c Control Towers in the United States. In the United States alone, we
help more than 10 million commercial passengers each year reach their destinations
safely.

Intelligent Transportation Systems– Serco is a global leader in design and operation of
intelligent transportation systems. This includes tra c management centers, bridge and
tunnel operations, tra c signal maintenance, incident management and safety service
patrols, and tolling services.

Transit Services – Serco has decades of experience providing operations, maintenance
and marketing support for commuter rail, light rail, rapid transit, trams, and street cars.

Parking Management Services– Serco provides total management for parking systems
including installing and operating parking meter systems, managing parking space
availability, and managing parking enforcement and citations.
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Aviation Operations – Serco provides air tra c control operations at en route centers,
radar approach control, airport towers, and airline ramp towers. We are experts in
designing and implementing Safety Management Systems (SMS) to support safety
excellence across all our aviation operations.

Infrastructure Services – Serco provides engineering and support for a full range of
aviation infrastructure, including ground electronics maintenance, engineering and
installation of ATM systems, and related communications, navigation, surveillance and
weather systems.

Flight Support Services – Serco provides a range of ight support services including
weather forecasting, pilot brie ngs, and aeronautical information management. We offer
instructional services in subjects including air tra c control, ight safety, and safety
management systems. Serco is the only non-state organization authorized to issue Air
Tra c Control licenses on behalf of an ICAO signatory state.

Intelligent Transportation Systems

Serco has 30 years of experience developing and operating transportation solutions for
national highways, states, major cities, and local roads.

Road, Tunnel, Bridge & Tra c Management

System development & integration

Operational control center development

Incident detection & management

Lane control signals

CCTV control & surveillance

Intelligent congestion management

Manual & automated toll collection

Road-side infrastructure
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Tra c signals & management

Tunnel management

Vehicle recovery & emergency services

Equipment & vehicle maintenance

Air pollution monitoring

Bus tracking

Passenger mobile information services

Asset management systems

Transit Services

Serco is internationally recognized as one of the most experienced providers designing
and managing heavy rail, light rail, metro and bus eets.

Heavy rail – Serco manages over 7,404 miles of heavy rail services. We draw from the
best practices learned from across decades of operations, on eight unique rail contracts,
to help our clients achieve world-class service.

Light rail – Serco is a global leader in light rail systems with the expertise in developing
and managing this important element of an integrated transportation system.

Metro – Metro systems continue to play a critical role in high-density urban areas. Serco
has achieved unmatched performance in operating large-scale metro systems across
the globe.

Bus Service – Our services encompass urban city buses, inter-urban express and coach
buses, metro rail feeder services, emergency replacement services, bus rapid transport,
and airport landside transportation.

Serco Transit Services, include:
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Train, metro, bus & ferry operations

Control center operations

Security management

Transportation mode integration

Rail depot facility management

Rolling stock maintenance

Asset planning & deployment

Track, signaling & traction power maintenance

Passenger real-time information

Trip planning technology

Station layout & design

Ticketing information & pricing

Car park management

Passenger demand management

Bus network development, scheduling & management

Vehicle maintenance

Bus depot, stations, and control center operations

Driver training & education

Aviation Operations & Management

Serco offers an integrated approach to airport operators who wish to achieve highly
e cient operations, improved passenger ow, and on time performance, while operating
at the highest levels of safety and security.

Key Services, include:

Air Tra c Control

Airport facilities management & maintenance
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Airport security

Airport advertising & retailing

Training – Aviation management & security

Ground handling

Passenger handling

Safety Management Systems

Freight/cargo handling

Ramp/apron services

Baggage handling

Grounds management

Airport ground lighting management

Fuel management

Bird control

Aircraft ground support equipment maintenance

Air eld & roads management

Vehicle eet management

Asset & stock management

Logistics services

Snow & ice removal

SERCO’S SERVICE ABILITIES ARE HIGHLY EXAGGERATED
It may come as a shock to you that SERCO seems to be able to “do anything” in all areas
of business and warfare. What company can say that they have all of this “expertise” in
so many diverse eld of knowledge? No one can do so and still be effective and e cient.
Serco is well known for being about 65% e cient. This should be expected. No company
has the know-how and expertise to be e cient at “all things.”
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Essentially, Senior Executive Service members throughout the U. S. federal government
simply grant contracts and Serco tries to “keep up.” A recent example of its
incompetence is in the Obamacare website rollout which was extremely costly, yet, to
this day, is highly unfunctional to the average user.

Essentially, SERCO is like a monopoly of U. S. data management run by a foreign nation.
This “selling out” of U. S. government contracts is corrupt cronyism that is well hidden
from the public. These deals happen as no bid contracts are shu ed across SES
members’ desks and follow the common pattern of choosing the usual government
contractor that pays-to-play.

SERCO U. S. GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
It may be hard to imagine all of the contracts that Serco has with the U. S. government
so we listed some of the most obvious ones for you. The list of U. S. contracts is on the
Serco website, with additional information on Wikipedia. It is not a secret that Serco gets
any contract it wants and often with no other companies bidding.

PATRIOTS MIGHT ASK, “WHY WOULD WE CONTINUALLY GIVE
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS TO FOREIGN NATIONS AND CORPORATIONS
THAT HAVE A TERRIBLE TRACK RECORD OF EFFICIENCY?”

We do not know a good answer to that question. Any America would respond by saying
that it is wrong, crazy, and economically unsound to pay foreigners to manage sensitive
American interests. Patriots around the world do not support Queen Elizabeth and the
British Monarchy in operating, managing, and nancially bene tting from our countries
any longer.

The list below is not comprehensive and there are many ways to hide the extensive
number of Serco contracts with the U. S. military and government.
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AAir Force

Air Combat Command 
Air Force Director of Personnel 
Air Force District of Washington 
Air Force Electronics Systems Center 
Air Force Education and Training Command 
Air Force Information Warfare Center 
Air Force Institute for Advanced Distributed Learning 
Air Force Materiel Command 
Air Force Research Lab 
Air Force Space Command 
Space and Missile System Center 
Tinker Air Force Base

Army

Army Communications Electronics Command 
Army Defense Ammunition Center 
Army Enterprise Information Systems 
Army Human Resources Command 
Army IMCEM 
Army Materiel Command/Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Army Medical Department 
Army Research Labs 
Army Research, Development & Engineering Center 
Army Space and Missile Defense Command 
Army Training & Doctrine Command 
National Ground Intelligence Center 
Army Family and Morale, Welfare and Recreation Command 
Army Medical Command 
Army Installation Management Command 
Army Recruiting Command
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DDepartment of Defense

Defense Acquisition University 
Defense Ammunition Center 
Defense Information Systems Agency 
Defense Logistics Agency 
Defense Threat Reduction Agency 
Missile Defense Agency 
National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 
National Security Agency 
National Security Personnel System Program Executive O ce 
O ce of Intelligence & Analysis 
O ce of the Secretary of Defense 
United States Air Force 
Washington Headquarters Service

Joint Central Command

J6, Joint Staff 
Joint Advanced Distributed Learning Co-Laboratory 
Joint Forces War ghting Center 
North American Aerospace Defense Command 
Northern Command 
Southern Command 
Strategic Command (Space Command)

Navy

Center for Surface Combat Systems – Dahlgren 
Commander Navy Installations Command 
Financial Management and Comptroller 
Naval Air Systems Command 
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Naval Education and Training Command 
Naval Inventory Control Point 
Naval Sea Systems Command 
Naval Supply Systems Command 
Naval Surface Warfare Center 
Navy O ce of the Chief of Human Resources 
Navy Public Works Center 
Navy Recruiting Command 
O ce of Naval Intelligence 
Space and Naval Warfare Systems Command 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
Naval Reserves

MMarine Corps

Marine Corps Reserve 
Marine Corps Systems Command

Department of Agriculture

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 
Forest Service 
Risk Management Agency

Department of Commerce

National Weather Service 
Patent & Trademark O ce 
United States Census Bureau

Department of Energy
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NNational Nuclear Security Administration

Department of Health & Human Services

Center for Medicare & Medicaid Services

National Institutes of Health

Indian Health Service

Department of Homeland Security

Customs & Border Protection 
Directorate of Preparedness 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
Federal Protective Service 
Immigration & Customs Enforcement 
Transportation Security Administration 
United States Citizenship & Immigration Services 
US-VISIT O ce of Policy 
U.S. Coast Guard

Department of Housing and Urban Development

Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Public and Indian Housing

Department of Interior
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NNational Park Service 
O ce of Inspector General

Department of Justice

Antitrust Division 
Bureau of Prisons 
Civil Rights 
Criminal Division 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
Executive O ce for the U.S. Attorneys 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Justice Management Division 
Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force 
United States Marshals Service

Department of Labor

Occupational Safety & Health Administration 
O ce of the Chief Information O cer

Department of State

Bureau of Consular Affairs 
Foreign Service Institute 
Population, Refugees, and Migration

Department of Transportation

Federal Aviation Administration 
National Highway Tra c Safety Administration 
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VOLPE Transportation System Center

DDepartment of Treasury

Comptroller of the Currency 
Internal Revenue Service 
United States Secret Service

Department of Veterans Affairs

Board of Veterans Appeals 
Veterans Bene t Administration 
Veterans Health Administration

General Services Administration

Federal Supply Service 
Federal Technology Service

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System 

Central Intelligence Agency

Congressional Commission on China

Congressional Research Service

Director of National Intelligence
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FFederal Communications Commission

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation

Federal Trade Commission

Government Accountability O ce

Government Printing O ce

International Trade Commission

Library of Congress

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Pension Bene t Guaranty Corporation

Smithsonian Institution

U.S. Postal Service

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission

Social Security Administration

U.S. Army

APX 069



5/24/2018 Tentacles of SERCO Strangle America – American Intelligence Media

https://aim4truth.org/2018/04/11/tentacles-of-serco-strangle-america/ 34/44

UU.S. Air Force

U.S. Coast Guard

U.S. Department of Health & Human Services

U.S. Department of Homeland Security

U.S. Department of Justice

U.S. Department of State

U.S. Intelligence Agencies

U.S. Marine Corps

U.S. Navy

U.S. Patent and Trademark O ce

City of Chicago

City of Colorado Springs

City of Palo Alto, CA

City of San Francisco
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GGeorgia Department of Transportation

Louisiana Department of Transportation

Montgomery County, MD

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency

The list above does not include the many contracts Serco has with U. S. corporations,
states, cities, or other companies. No one knows the true extent of the strangle-hold
Serco has on America. If you pay attention closely you will notice that when a serious
data management problem arises, it is usually Serco that has the contract to safeguard
that data.

SERCO’S FUTURE IN AMERICA
It is obvious to see from the presentation above that Serco has spread its tentacles into
every aspect of the U. S. government and the U. S. military. Serco has also dominated
many other industries in the U. S. economy and yet their name and in uence is little
known or recognized. Any American, when presented with this information above, would
immediately conclude that there is no good reason to let Brits do what Americans can do
quite nicely, thank you.

Why would we sell out our most sensitive data to a foreign country who has, quite
frankly, not really been our friend from the beginning. Indeed, it does look like the
American Revolution has not really ended and that the “Crown” still taxes every American
for business deals that the common citizen is not aware of.  No American chooses
“Britain First” when it comes to providing services for our military or government — that
makes no sense at all.
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Serco is simply the ‘tip of the iceberg’ when it comes to British “interests” in America.
Many of the old English, Dutch, and German bankers have bene ted greatly by
institutions like the U. S. Federal Reserve, U. S. Central Banks, the World Bank, the World
Trade Organization, and the International Monetary Fund. Once you consider the UK’s
part in these multi-national (global) organizations, you can track billions of dollars owing
out of America and into the pocket of the British Crown.

The British Crown “Agents” are indeed a long-standing set of monopolies that America
has had to contend with since the founding of the British inspired Council on Foreign
Relations, the chief body that creates U. S. foreign policy for the U. S. State Department.
Britain is always considered to be our closest partner in all things war, military
intelligence, and global domination. We share our military “intelligence” with the UK. But it
might surprise some people to learn that the British-American (Anglo-American)
connection reaches deep into the pockets of U. S. tax payers through companies like
Serco.

Serco, and other foreign corporations are the usual “no-bid” contractors always selected
by the Senior Executive Service members throughout the federal government who make
sure the status quo is not disturbed and that the “old boys” get their piece of the pie. This
type of selling-out of America is an erosion of the U. S. Republic and an assault on the U.
S. Constitution and the U. S. Bill of Rights. Tax-payers are being sold out to foreign
countries while services for U. S. soldiers decline and the data being managed by Serco
and others is consistently compromised.

It is time to re Serco and let Americans do the work and gain the bene t of receiving the
hard-earned dollars of U. S. tax-payers. The Crown of England, the Bank of England, the
City of London, and British owned companies “NEED NOT APPLY.”

FFor Further Information on Serco, go to:

The American Intelligence Media is a digital resource for truth news creators all around
the world. We do the deep research for you and provide you resource materials so that
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you can educate and enlighten your audience with your unique talents and voice.  Please
repost our article in any way you feel best to spread out this intel around the world.

Also link to this post below where we keep an ongoing dump of Serco material that is
di cult to nd on the internet:

Use these additional resources, including Abel Danger websites, to shine a big, bright,
global light on this corruption. We are ushering in a new age of peace and prosperity.

.

SERCO Owns the World, | Big Brother Watch

SERCO Intel Dump Page

Join our movement

SERCO OWNS THE WORLD, | BIG BROTHER WATCH
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.

.

OMG Serco Wins Bid For Obamacare Contract, WAKE UP!!

.

This video was done in 2014. The YouTuber is astonished to nd how many corporations
are attached to Serco. Start the video at 3:12 mark. Then go to Muckety and see how
different the chart looks now.

Serco outsources to governments all over the world

OMG SERCO WINS BID FOR OBAMACARE CONTRACT
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Chrissy Chat - Lets Muckety Around Serco

.

Recommended resources:

GRETA: THE OBAMACARE SERCO DEAL SMELLS ROTTEN

CONGRESS BEGINS SCRUTINY OF OBAMACARE WEBSITE’S
PROBLEMS

WHAT IS SERCO HIDING?

Electronic Tagging
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Serco Associated with The GEO Group

SERCO AND IMMIGRATION

SECURITY GIANT SERCO CHIEF RESIGNS

VICIOUS SERCO? UK PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY ENTWINED IN
MAJOR FRAUD SCANDAL

G4S AND SERCO FACE £50 MILLION FRAUD
INQUIRY

G4S and Serco woes deepen with British fraud investigation

PRESS THIS TWITTER FACEBOOK 230

GOOGLE

 Reblog  Like

8 bloggers like this.

Comments  ADD YOURS35
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Older Comments…

christopherearlstrunk on April 23, 2018 at 2:18 pm Reply

Good work!

In the best of all possible worlds, this is su cient for a beginning outline for 18 USC
1961 according to https://www.scribd.com/document/106931000/USDOJ-RICO-
Manual-of-Federal-Prosecutors-1993. THKS!

Still Cogitating!

Like

RRi-chard on April 23, 2018 at 2:30 pm Reply

Please consider 3i and Blackrock are the giants not SERCO and SES.

Like

R Seymour on May 18, 2018 at 9:50 am Reply

Good work! 
After you completely expose the British Crown angle in the plunder of USA, you might
examine the JEWISH angle. As far as I can tell, it is far more destructive…..

http://republicbroadcasting.org/news/homeland-security-another-jewish-racket/

Like

Ri-chard on May 18, 2018 at 12:34 pm Reply

Who feeds the Crown/i believe it those who control movement of money and land
ownership. always follow the money and you will connects the dots to the Jewish
Zionist Khazarian money changers. 
There is much info out there from those that chase SERCO and SES. they are small

1

2

3

4
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fry ans way too far away from the head of the snake. consider exploring 3i or
Blackstone. As the feeder bags for the Crown – Note the in your face message of the
3i logo> https://www.3i.com/ and there list of friendlie$ Jews and Zionist
https://ir.blackstone.com/investors/events/default.aspx

Like

Our Spirit on May 18, 2018 at 12:36 pm 

Send us YOUR research. Make sure to include actual documents and indictable
evidence that proves these claims. We have our hands full right now with other trails.

Like

sorgfelt on May 18, 2018 at 11:59 am Reply

Please don’t equate SES with SERCO. SES is to civil service as o cers are to enlisted.
SES are appointed by the President to manage the government and can be red at
will. Deep State members can be SES, but the reverse is not true.

Like

Our Spirit on May 18, 2018 at 12:29 pm Reply

If you have been following our research, this comment would not have been
necessary. Your assessment is naive and doesn’t capture the true purpose and intent
of SES or Serco. SES has in ltrated our government as a separate unit. We have
posted the Plum Books and you can check out the names yourself – Mueller,
Rosenstein, Freidrich, Page, Strzok, McCabe, Podesta….and soooo many more. They
award no-bid contracts to foreign aligned and owned Serco – which all tracks back to
the Crown Agents, the Golden Share, and the Brits. The good patriots of both
countries are being controlled by evil forces of the Queen to the Pope. Put any name
in our search bar and see what we have uncovered so far. And for those of you that
scream “the Queen is being controlled-it’s not her fault” then tell her that she needs to
step up and reveal her handlers.
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5/24/2018 Tentacles of SERCO Strangle America – American Intelligence Media

https://aim4truth.org/2018/04/11/tentacles-of-serco-strangle-america/ 43/44

sorgfelt on May 18, 2018 at 12:45 pm 

I know some SES members. They basically got themselves promoted into those
positions from civil service by making formal applications and being accepted by the
Department for which they work. I am quite sure they have nothing to do with either
SERCO or royalty.

Our Spirit on May 18, 2018 at 12:53 pm Reply

You are so wrong. SES is an enemy of We the People. They are a unit of government
outside of the rule of law, the constitution…they are obstructionists. They receive
clandestine training at Senior Executive Institute and they most certainly don’t tell
YOU what they are up to. They are: Robert Mueller, Rod Rosenstein, Jeff Sessions,
Lisa Page, Dabney Friedrich, Peter Strzok, Christopher Wray, Trey Gowdy, Andrew
McCabe, John Podesta….and we could go on. The list is long. But if you had been
doing your homework and research for yourself in the Plum Books, you would see
that they are the ‘stink of the swamp’….all the while giving no-bid contracts to Serco
which is tied to the British Crown. They are more than Obama’s army; they are the
hidden army of the British Crown.

We do our homework here at AIM4Truth. If you want to leave comments in the future,
don’t be ignorant. Know what you are talking about.

Older Comments…

·

Leave a Reply

Enter your comment here...Enter your comment here...
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The Hudson Institute 

Washington, D.C.

11:07 A.M. EDT

THE VICE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Ken, for that kind introduction. To the Members of the Board of

Trustees, to Dr. Michael Pillsbury, to our distinguished guests, and to all of you who, true to your

mission in this place, “think about the future in unconventional ways” –- it is an honor to be back at

the Hudson Institute.

For more than a half a century, this Institute has dedicated itself to “advancing global security,

prosperity, and freedom.” And while Hudson’s hometowns have changed over the years, one thing

has been constant: You have always advanced that vital truth, that American leadership lights the

way.

And today, speaking of leadership, allow me to begin by bringing greetings from a great champion

of American leadership at home and abroad –- I bring greetings from the 45th President of the

United States of America, President Donald Trump. (Applause.)

From early in this administration, President Trump has made our relationship with China and

President Xi a priority. On April 6th of last year, President Trump welcomed President Xi to Mar-a-
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Lago. On November 8th of last year, President Trump traveled to Beijing, where China’s leader

welcomed him warmly.

Over the course of the past two years, our President has forged a strong personal relationship with

the President of the People’s Republic of China, and they’ve worked closely on issues of common

interest, most importantly the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula.

But I come before you today because the American people deserve to know that, as we speak,

Beijing is employing a whole-of-government approach, using political, economic, and military

tools, as well as propaganda, to advance its influence and benefit its interests in the United States.

China is also applying this power in more proactive ways than ever before, to exert influence and

interfere in the domestic policy and politics of this country.

Under President Trump’s leadership, the United States has taken decisive action to respond to

China with American action, applying the principles and the policies long advocated in these halls.

In our National Security Strategy that the President Trump released last December, he described a

new era of “great power competition.” Foreign nations have begun to, as we wrote, “reassert their

influence regionally and globally,” and they are “contesting [America’s] geopolitical advantages and

trying [in essence] to change the international order in their favor.”

In this strategy, President Trump made clear that the United States of America has adopted a new

approach to China. We seek a relationship grounded in fairness, reciprocity, and respect for

sovereignty, and we have taken strong and swi  action to achieve that goal.

As the President said last year on his visit to China, in his words, “we have an opportunity to

strengthen the relationship between our two countries and improve the lives of our citizens.” Our

vision of the future is built on the best parts of our past, when America and China reached out to

one another in a spirit of openness and friendship.

When our young nation went searching in the wake of the Revolutionary War for new markets for

our exports, the Chinese people welcomed American traders laden with ginseng and fur.
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When China su ered through indignities and exploitations during her so-called “Century of

Humiliation,” America refused to join in, and advocated the “Open Door” policy, so that we could

have freer trade with China, and preserve their sovereignty.

When American missionaries brought the good news to China’s shores, they were moved by the

rich culture of an ancient and vibrant people. And not only did they spread their faith, but those

same missionaries founded some of China’s first and finest universities.

When the Second World War arose, we stood together as allies in the fight against imperialism. And

in that war’s a ermath, America ensured that China became a charter member of the United

Nations, and a great shaper of the post-war world.

But soon a er it took power in 1949, the Chinese Communist Party began to pursue authoritarian

expansionism. It is remarkable to think that only five years a er our nations had fought together,

we fought each other in the mountains and valleys of the Korean Peninsula. My own father saw

combat on that frontier of freedom.

But not even the brutal Korean War could diminish our mutual desire to restore the ties that for so

long had bound our peoples together. China’s estrangement from the United States ended in 1972,

and, soon a er, we re-established diplomatic relations and began to open our economies to one

another, and American universities began training a new generation of Chinese engineers, business

leaders, scholars, and o icials.

A er the fall of the Soviet Union, we assumed that a free China was inevitable. Heady with

optimism at the turn of the 21st Century, America agreed to give Beijing open access to our

economy, and we brought China into the World Trade Organization.

Previous administrations made this choice in the hope that freedom in China would expand in all of

its forms -– not just economically, but politically, with a newfound respect for classical liberal

principles, private property, personal liberty, religious freedom — the entire family of human rights.

But that hope has gone unfulfilled.

The dream of freedom remains distant for the Chinese people. And while Beijing still pays lip

service to “reform and opening,” Deng Xiaoping’s famous policy now rings hollow.
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Over the past 17 years, China’s GDP has grown nine-fold; it’s become the second-largest economy

in the world. Much of this success was driven by American investment in China. And the Chinese

Communist Party has also used an arsenal of policies inconsistent with free and fair trade,

including tari s, quotas, currency manipulation, forced technology transfer, intellectual property

the , and industrial subsidies that are handed out like candy to foreign investment. These policies

have built Beijing’s manufacturing base, at the expense of its competitors -– especially the United

States of America.

China’s actions have contributed to a trade deficit with the United States that last year ran to $375

billion –- nearly half of our global trade deficit. As President Trump said just this week, in his words,

“We rebuilt China” over the last 25 years.

Now, through the “Made in China 2025” plan, the Communist Party has set its sights on controlling

90 percent of the world’s most advanced industries, including robotics, biotechnology, and artificial

intelligence. To win the commanding heights of the 21st century economy, Beijing has directed its

bureaucrats and businesses to obtain American intellectual property –- the foundation of our

economic leadership -– by any means necessary.

Beijing now requires many American businesses to hand over their trade secrets as the cost of

doing business in China. It also coordinates and sponsors the acquisition of American firms to gain

ownership of their creations. Worst of all, Chinese security agencies have masterminded the

wholesale the  of American technology –- including cutting-edge military blueprints. And using

that stolen technology, the Chinese Communist Party is turning plowshares into swords on a

massive scale.

China now spends as much on its military as the rest of Asia combined, and Beijing has prioritized

capabilities to erode America’s military advantages on land, at sea, in the air, and in space. China

wants nothing less than to push the United States of America from the Western Pacific and attempt

to prevent us from coming to the aid of our allies. But they will fail.

Beijing is also using its power like never before. Chinese ships routinely patrol around the Senkaku

Islands, which are administered by Japan. And while China’s leader stood in the Rose Garden at the

White House in 2015 and said that his country had, and I quote, “no intention to militarize” the

South China Sea, today, Beijing has deployed advanced anti-ship and anti-air missiles atop an

archipelago of military bases constructed on artificial islands.

APX 083



China’s aggression was on display this week, when a Chinese naval vessel came within 45 yards of

the USS Decatur as it conducted freedom-of-navigation operations in the South China Sea, forcing

our ship to quickly maneuver to avoid collision. Despite such reckless harassment, the United

States Navy will continue to fly, sail, and operate wherever international law allows and our

national interests demand. We will not be intimidated and we will not stand down. (Applause.)

America had hoped that economic liberalization would bring China into a greater partnership with

us and with the world. Instead, China has chosen economic aggression, which has in turn

emboldened its growing military.

Nor, as we had hoped, has Beijing moved toward greater freedom for its own people. For a time,

Beijing inched toward greater liberty and respect for human rights. But in recent years, China has

taken a sharp U-turn toward control and oppression of its own people.

Today, China has built an unparalleled surveillance state, and it’s growing more expansive and

intrusive – o en with the help of U.S. technology. What they call the “Great Firewall of China”

likewise grows higher, drastically restricting the free flow of information to the Chinese people.

And by 2020, China’s rulers aim to implement an Orwellian system premised on controlling virtually

every facet of human life — the so-called “Social Credit Score.” In the words of that program’s

o icial blueprint, it will “allow the trustworthy to roam everywhere under heaven, while making it

hard for the discredited to take a single step.”

And when it comes to religious freedom, a new wave of persecution is crashing down on Chinese

Christians, Buddhists, and Muslims.

Last month, Beijing shut down one of China’s largest underground churches. Across the country,

authorities are tearing down crosses, burning bibles, and imprisoning believers. And Beijing has

now reached a deal with the Vatican that gives the avowedly atheist Communist Party a direct role

in appointing Catholic bishops. For China’s Christians, these are desperate times.

Beijing is also cracking down on Buddhism. Over the past decade, more than 150 Tibetan Buddhist

monks have lit themselves on fire to protest China’s repression of their beliefs and their culture.

And in Xinjiang, the Communist Party has imprisoned as many as one million Muslim Uyghurs in

government camps where they endure around-the-clock brainwashing. Survivors of the camps
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have described their experiences as a deliberate attempt by Beijing to strangle Uyghur culture and

stamp out the Muslim faith.

As history attests though, a country that oppresses its own people rarely stops there. And Beijing

also aims to extend its reach across the wider world. As Hudson’s own Dr. Michael Pillsbury has

written, “China has opposed the actions and goals of the U.S. government. Indeed, China is

building its own relationships with America’s allies and enemies that contradict any peaceful or

productive intentions of Beijing.”

In fact, China uses so-called “debt diplomacy” to expand its influence. Today, that country is

o ering hundreds of billions of dollars in infrastructure loans to governments from Asia to Africa to

Europe and even Latin America. Yet the terms of those loans are opaque at best, and the benefits

invariably flow overwhelmingly to Beijing.

Just ask Sri Lanka, which took on massive debt to let Chinese state companies build a port of

questionable commercial value. Two years ago, that country could no longer a ord its payments,

so Beijing pressured Sri Lanka to deliver the new port directly into Chinese hands. It may soon

become a forward military base for China’s growing blue-water navy.

Within our own hemisphere, Beijing has extended a lifeline to the corrupt and incompetent Maduro

regime in Venezuela that’s been oppressing its own people. They pledged $5 billion in questionable

loans to be repaid with oil. China is also that country’s single largest creditor, saddling the

Venezuelan people with more than $50 billion in debt, even as their democracy vanishes. Beijing is

also impacting some nations’ politics by providing direct support to parties and candidates who

promise to accommodate China’s strategic objectives.

And since last year alone, the Chinese Communist Party has convinced three Latin American

nations to sever ties with Taipei and recognize Beijing. These actions threaten the stability of the

Taiwan Strait, and the United States of America condemns these actions. And while our

administration will continue to respect our One China Policy, as reflected in the three joint

communiqués and the Taiwan Relations Act, America will always believe that Taiwan’s embrace of

democracy shows a better path for all the Chinese people. (Applause.)

Now these are only a few of the ways that China has sought to advance its strategic interests across

the world, with growing intensity and sophistication. Yet previous administrations all but ignored
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China’s actions. And in many cases, they abetted them. But those days are over.

Under President Trump’s leadership, the United States of America has been defending our interests

with renewed American strength.

We’ve been making the strongest military in the history of the world stronger still. Earlier this year,

President Trump signed into law the largest increase in our national defense since the days of

Ronald Reagan -– $716 billion to extend the strength of the American military to every domain.

We’re modernizing our nuclear arsenal. We’re fielding and developing new cutting-edge fighters

and bombers. We’re building a new generation of aircra  carriers and warships. We’re investing as

never before in our armed forces. And this includes initiating the process to establish the United

States Space Force to ensure our continued dominance in space, and we’ve taken action to

authorize increased capability in the cyber world to build deterrence against our adversaries.

At President Trump’s direction, we’re also implementing tari s on $250 billion in Chinese goods,

with the highest tari s specifically targeting the advanced industries that Beijing is trying to

capture and control. And as the President has also made clear, we will levy even more tari s, with

the possibility of substantially more than doubling that number, unless a fair and reciprocal deal is

made. (Applause.)

These actions — exercises in American strength — have had a major impact. China’s largest stock

exchange fell by 25 percent in the first nine months of this year, in large part because our

administration has been standing strong against Beijing’s trade practices.

As President Trump has made clear, we don’t want China’s markets to su er. In fact, we want them

to thrive. But the United States wants Beijing to pursue trade policies that are free, fair, and

reciprocal. And we will continue to stand and demand that they do. (Applause.)

Sadly, China’s rulers, thus far, have refused to take that path. The American people deserve to

know: In response to the strong stand that President Trump has taken, Beijing is pursuing a

comprehensive and coordinated campaign to undermine support for the President, our agenda,

and our nation’s most cherished ideals.
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I want to tell you today what we know about China’s actions here at home — some of which we’ve

gleaned from intelligence assessments, some of which are publicly available. But all of which are

fact.

As I said before, as we speak, Beijing is employing a whole-of-government approach to advance its

influence and benefit its interests. It’s employing this power in more proactive and coercive ways to

interfere in the domestic policies of this country and to interfere in the politics of the United States.

The Chinese Communist Party is rewarding or coercing American businesses, movie studios,

universities, think tanks, scholars, journalists, and local, state, and federal o icials.

And worst of all, China has initiated an unprecedented e ort to influence American public opinion,

the 2018 elections, and the environment leading into the 2020 presidential elections. To put it

bluntly, President Trump’s leadership is working; and China wants a di erent American President.

There can be no doubt: China is meddling in America’s democracy. As President Trump said just last

week, we have, in his words, “found that China has been attempting to interfere in our upcoming

[midterm] election[s].”

Our intelligence community says that “China is targeting U.S. state and local governments and

o icials to exploit any divisions between federal and local levels on policy. It’s using wedge issues,

like trade tari s, to advance Beijing’s political influence.”

In June, Beijing itself circulated a sensitive document, entitled “Propaganda and Censorship

Notice.” It laid out its strategy. It stated that China must, in their words, “strike accurately and

carefully, splitting apart di erent domestic groups” in the United States of America.

To that end, Beijing has mobilized covert actors, front groups, and propaganda outlets to shi

Americans’ perception of Chinese policy. As a senior career member of our intelligence community

told me just this week, what the Russians are doing pales in comparison to what China is doing

across this country. And the American people deserve to know it.

Senior Chinese o icials have also tried to influence business leaders to encourage them to

condemn our trade actions, leveraging their desire to maintain their operations in China. In one
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recent example, China threatened to deny a business license for a major U.S. corporation if they

refused to speak out against our administration’s policies.

And when it comes to influencing the midterms, you need only look at Beijing’s tari s in response

to ours. The tari s imposed by China to date specifically targeted industries and states that would

play an important role in the 2018 election. By one estimate, more than 80 percent of U.S. counties

targeted by China voted for President Trump and I in 2016; now China wants to turn these voters

against our administration.

And China is also directly appealing to the American voters. Last week, the Chinese government

paid to have a multipage supplement inserted into the Des Moines Register –- the paper of record of

the home state of our Ambassador to China, and a pivotal state in 2018 and 2020. The supplement,

designed to look like the news articles, cast our trade policies as reckless and harmful to Iowans.

Fortunately, Americans aren’t buying it. For example, American farmers are standing with this

President and are seeing real results from the strong stands that he’s taken, including this week’s

U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement, where we’ve substantially opened North American markets to U.S.

products. The USMCA is a great win for American farmers and American manufacturers. (Applause.)

But China’s actions aren’t focused solely on influencing our policies and politics. Beijing is also

taking steps to exploit its economic leverage, and the allure of their large marketplace, to advance

its influence over American businesses.

Beijing now requires American joint ventures that operate in China to establish what they call

“party organizations” within their company, giving the Communist Party a voice –- and perhaps a

veto -– in hiring and investment decisions.

Chinese authorities have also threatened U.S. companies that depict Taiwan as a distinct

geographic entity, or that stray from Chinese policy on Tibet. Beijing compelled Delta Airlines to

publicly apologize for not calling Taiwan a “province of China” on its website. And it pressured

Marriott to fire a U.S. employee who merely liked a tweet about Tibet.

And Beijing routinely demands that Hollywood portray China in a strictly positive light. It punishes

studios and producers that don’t. Beijing’s censors are quick to edit or outlaw movies that criticize

China, even in minor ways. For the movie, “World War Z,” they had to cut the script’s mention of a
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virus because it originated in China. The movie, “Red Dawn” was digitally edited to make the

villains North Korean, not Chinese.

But beyond business and entertainment, the Chinese Communist Party is also spending billions of

dollars on propaganda outlets in the United States and, frankly, around the world.

China Radio International now broadcasts Beijing-friendly programs on over 30 U.S. outlets, many

in major American cities. The China Global Television Network reaches more than 75 million

Americans, and it gets its marching orders directly from its Communist Party masters. As China’s

top leader put it during a visit to the network’s headquarters, and I quote, “The media run by the

Party and the government are propaganda fronts and must have the Party as their surname.”

It’s for those reasons and that reality that, last month, the Department of Justice ordered that

network to register as a foreign agent.

The Communist Party has also threatened and detained the Chinese family members of American

journalists who pry too deep. And it’s blocked the websites of U.S. media organizations and made it

harder for our journalists to get visas. This happened a er the New York Times published

investigative reports about the wealth of some of China’s leaders.

But the media isn’t the only place where the Chinese Communist Party seeks to foster a culture of

censorship. The same is true across academia.

I mean, look no further than the Chinese Students and Scholars Association, of which there are

more than 150 branches across America’s campuses. These groups help organize social events for

some of the more than 430,000 Chinese nationals studying in the United States. They also alert

Chinese consulates and embassies when Chinese students, and American schools, stray from the

Communist Party line.

At the University of Maryland, a Chinese student recently spoke at her graduation of what she

called, and I quote, the “fresh air of free speech” in America. The Communist Party’s o icial

newspaper swi ly chastised her. She became the victim of a firestorm of criticism on China’s

tightly-controlled social media, and her family back home was harassed. As for the university itself,

its exchange program with China — one of the nation’s most extensive — suddenly turned from a

flood to a trickle.
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China exerts academic pressure in other ways, as well. Beijing provides generous funding to

universities, think tanks, and scholars, with the understanding that they will avoid ideas that the

Communist Party finds dangerous or o ensive. China experts in particular know that their visas will

be delayed or denied if their research contradicts Beijing’s talking points.

And even scholars and groups who avoid Chinese funding are targeted by that country, as the

Hudson Institute found out firsthand. A er you o ered to host a speaker Beijing didn’t like, your

website su ered a major cyberattack, originating from Shanghai. The Hudson Institute knows

better than most that the Chinese Communist Party is trying to undermine academic freedom and

the freedom of speech in America today.

These and other actions, taken as a whole, constitute an intensifying e ort to shi  American public

opinion and policy away from the “America First” leadership of President Donald Trump.

But our message to China’s rulers is this: This President will not back down. (Applause.) The

American people will not be swayed. And we will continue to stand strong for our security and our

economy, even as we hope for improved relations with Beijing.

Our administration is going to continue to act decisively to protect America’s interests, American

jobs, and American security.

As we rebuild our military, we will continue to assert American interests across the Indo-Pacific.

As we respond to China’s trade practices, we will continue to demand an economic relationship

with China that is free, fair, and reciprocal. We will demand that Beijing break down its trade

barriers, fulfill its obligations, fully open its economy — just as we have opened ours.

We’ll continue to take action against Beijing until the the  of American intellectual property ends

once and for all. And we will continue to stand strong until Beijing stops the predatory practice of

forced technology transfer. We will protect the private property interests of American enterprise.

(Applause.)

And to advance our vision of a free and open Indo-Pacific, we’re building new and stronger bonds

with nations that share our values across the region, from India to Samoa. Our relationships will

flow from a spirit of respect built on partnership, not domination.
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We’re forging new trade deals on a bilateral basis, just as last week President Trump signed an

improved trade deal with South Korea. And we will soon begin historic negotiations for a bilateral

free-trade deal with Japan. (Applause.)

I’m also pleased to report that we’re streamlining international development and finance

programs. We’ll be giving foreign nations a just and transparent alternative to China’s debt-trap

diplomacy. In fact, this week, President Trump will sign the BUILD Act into law.

Next month, it will be my privilege to represent the United States in Singapore and Papua New

Guinea, at ASEAN and APEC. There, we will unveil new measures and programs to support a free

and open Indo-Pacific. And on behalf of the President, I will deliver the message that America’s

commitment to the Indo-Pacific has never been stronger. (Applause.)

Closer to home, to protect our interests, we’ve recently strengthened CFIUS — the Committee on

Foreign Investment — heightening our scrutiny of Chinese investment in America to protect our

national security from Beijing’s predatory actions.

And when it comes to Beijing’s malign influence and interference in American politics and policy,

we will continue to expose it, no matter the form it takes. We will work with leaders at every level of

society to defend our national interests and most cherished ideals. The American people will play

the decisive role — and, in fact, they already are.

As we gather here, a new consensus is rising across America. More business leaders are thinking

beyond the next quarter, and thinking twice before diving into the Chinese market if it means

turning over their intellectual property or abetting Beijing’s oppression. But more must follow suit.

For example, Google should immediately end development of the “Dragonfly” app that will

strengthen Communist Party censorship and compromise the privacy of Chinese customers.

(Applause.)

It’s also great to see more journalists reporting the truth without fear or favor, digging deep to find

where China is interfering in our society, and why. And we hope that American and global news

organizations will continue to join this e ort on an increasing basis.

More scholars are also speaking out forcefully and defending academic freedom, and more

universities and think tanks are mustering the courage to turn away Beijing’s easy money,
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recognizing that every dollar comes with a corresponding demand. And we’re confident that their

ranks will grow.

And across the nation, the American people are growing in vigilance, with a newfound appreciation

for our administration’s actions and the President’s leadership to reset America’s economic and

strategic relationship with China. Americans stand strong behind a President that’s putting America

first.

And under President Trump’s leadership, I can assure you, America will stay the course. China

should know that the American people and their elected o icials in both parties are resolved.

As our National Security Strategy states: We should remember that “Competition does not always

mean hostility,” nor does it have to. The President has made clear, we want a constructive

relationship with Beijing where our prosperity and security grow together, not apart. While Beijing

has been moving further away from this vision, China’s rulers can still change course and return to

the spirit of reform and opening that characterize the beginning of this relationship decades ago.

The American people want nothing more; and the Chinese people deserve nothing less.

The great Chinese storyteller Lu Xun o en lamented that his country, and he wrote, “has either

looked down at foreigners as brutes, or up to them as saints,” but never “as equals.” Today, America

is reaching out our hand to China. And we hope that soon, Beijing will reach back with deeds, not

words, and with renewed respect for America. But be assured: we will not relent until our

relationship with China is grounded in fairness, reciprocity, and respect for our sovereignty.

(Applause.)

There is an ancient Chinese proverb that reads, “Men see only the present, but heaven sees the

future.” As we go forward, let us pursue a future of peace and prosperity with resolve and faith.

Faith in President Trump’s leadership and vision, and the relationship that he has forged with

China’s president. Faith in the enduring friendship between the American people and the Chinese

people. And Faith that heaven sees the future — and by God’s grace, America and China will meet

that future together.

Thank you. God bless you. And God bless the United States of America. (Applause.)

END
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SAMPLE BALLOT
INSTRUCTIONS:
(1) Mark only with a writing 
instrument provided by the Board 
of Elections.
(2) To vote for a candidate 
whose name is printed on this 
ballot fill in the oval to the right 
of the candidate, like: ●
(3) To vote for a person whose 
name is not printed on this ballot 
write or stamp his or her name 
in the designated Write-In area 
for that office.
(4) Any other mark or 
writing, or any erasure made 
on this ballot outside the 
voting ovals or blank spaces 
provided for voting will void 
this entire ballot.
(5) Do not overvote. If you select 
a greater number of candidates 
than there are vacancies to be 
filled, your ballot will be void for 
that public office or proposition.
(6) If you tear, or deface, or 
wrongly mark this ballot, return 
it and obtain another. Do not 
attempt to correct mistakes on 
the ballot by making erasures or 
cross outs. Erasures or cross outs 
may invalidate all or part of your 
ballot. Prior to submitting your 
ballot, if you make a mistake in 
completing the ballot or wish 
to change your ballot choices, 
you may obtain and complete a 
new ballot. You have a right to a 
replacement ballot upon return of 
the original ballot.
(7) Review both sides of the 
ballot.
(8) After completing the ballot, 
insert it into the ballot scanner 
and wait for the notice that your 
ballot has been successfully 
scanned. If no such notice 
appears, seek the assistance of 
an election inspector .
NOTE: Do not let anyone take 
your ballot to the scanner.

ULSTER COUNTY
General Election
November 6, 2018

SHEET# 1
63 Election Districts
County of Ulster
19th Congressional District
46th Senatorial District
103rd Assembly District
City of: Kingston
Ward 1
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Ward 2
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Ward 3
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Ward 4
E.D.(s): 1, 2
Ward 5
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Ward 6
E.D.(s): 1 - 3

Ward 7
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Ward 8
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Ward 9
E.D.(s): 1 - 3
Town of: Esopus
E.D.(s): 1 - 7
Town of: Hurley
E.D.(s): 1 - 8
Town of: Kingston
E.D.(s): 1
Town of: Marbletown
E.D.(s): 1 - 7
Town of: Ulster
E.D.(s): 1 - 14
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WebCivil Supreme - Case Search Results
Report created on: October 24, 2018 at 01:32 PM

5 Case(s) Match Your Search. Page 1 of 1 pages

Court
Index
Number

Case
Status Plaintiff

Plaintiff
Firm Defendant

Defendant
Firm

Appearance
Date

Justice

1 Albany
Supreme
Court

5888-02. Disposed Van Allen H. William Van
Allen

Patricia L
Murray

08/25/2003 THOMAS J.
MCNAMARA

Democratic
State Comm

2 Albany
Supreme
Court

3044-04 Disposed Van Allen Young Sommer Corporation
Counsel

07/19/2004 LOUIS C. BENZACity Of Albany
Zoning

3 Albany
Supreme
Court

1433-12 Disposed Van Allen H. William Van
Allen,  SRL

Eric T.
Schneiderman

07/26/2012 ROGER D.
MCDONOUGH

MSilver

4 Albany
Supreme
Court

1787-12 Disposed Van Allen H. William Van
Allen SRL

NYS Board Of
Elections

08/20/2012 RICHARD M.
PLATKIN

MNYS Board Of
Elections

5 Albany
Supreme
Court

6418-13 Disposed Van Allen H. William Van
Allen,  SRL

NYS Attorney
General

08/25/2016 KIMBERLY A.
O'CONNOR

NYS Secretary
Of State, et al
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Donald J. Trump 
Pr·csiden t & Chief E:.xecul ive 
The Wmle House 
J6oo Pennsylvania A~enue NvV 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

202-456-1414 

Dear Mr. President: 

Request& Win-Win Tax Rejbtnt Strategy 

My fellow Leader Technologies, Inc. shareholders (Columbus, Ohio) and I ask for your 
help in getting paid for a great benefit that we provided to the U.S. government for 
which we have not been paid. I sent you my registered Miller Act Notice previously. 

This unprecedented situation m·cates an el1ual1y unprecedented revenue opportunity for 
the U.S. government for which there does not appear to be a downside. Allow me to 
explain. 

The federal government confiscated Leade1''s social networking invention fmm the very 
moment we met our patent attorney James P. Chandler, III in 2000. See Miller Act 
Notice, pp. 6, l5· Even though Chandler was Leacler's allorney, he did nol arrange for 
the government to license J .euder's invention. fnstead, the federal government silently 
stole Leader's invention for ils use as well as for lhe benefit o[ ils mmtary-industrial 
complex partners. 

These collaborators then created the "social networking" market out of whole cloth 
using Leader's invention as jls foundation. This e(fort bas been heavily financed by 
C.I.A. In-Q-Tel and IBM. The social networking market that emerged is valued today at 
over $4 trill ion with 7· 7 billion users. 1 

A Win-Win Tax Reform Strategy 

The lrulh is lhal, Mr. Presidenl, both Lhe federal governmenl and lhelechnology world 
have become accustomed to enjoying the bene fils of social networking without paying 
for it. Remarkably, this historical injustice to Leader Technologies creates a tremendous 
tax reform opportunity. 

1 Social apps users now use 30 apps per month. See Sarah Perez. (May 4, 2017). Report: Smartphone 
owners are using 9 apps per day, 30 per month. Tech Crunch. 
https ://techcrunch .com/2017/05/04 Ire po rt-sma rtphone-owners-a re-using-9·a pps-per-da y-30-per
month/. However, for the purposes of this discussion we will use a 30:1ratio and use 7.7 billion users 
and not 7.7x30=231 billion users. 
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The governme nt has never tapped into the reve nue stream pot entia l that 
socia l networking ••cpresents. 

The technology world has generated literally trillions of dollars in value from social 
networking, and yet bas never paid a dime in fees to Leader Technologies for using their 
inventions. 

I propose a win-win solution that genemtcs substaotjal Oe\>\1 revenues for Lhe fedeml 
government and properly compensates l.eader for the tremendous value we have 
provided: 

•· Fo r ward-looking Consume r Use Fee@ $N( useJ'fm onth: 

We 1n'Opose that the federal government surcharge each social networking 
provider (''Providct·") a "Consumer Usc Fee'' of $N/usct•/month for each user 
worldvvide. This fee shall be paid to the collecting federal agency each month 
by the Provider. The payment shtlll be comprised of: 

so% from the Provider 

so% from the Technology suppliers to Provider pro rata (e.g., 
hardware, software, firmware) 

So for example, a $2.50/month surcharge will generate $231 billion per year 
in revenue for lhe feueml government 

The surcharge shall be collected fTom the Providers. A precedent collection 
model is the Uruversal Service Fund (USF) (fee) collecled by Lhe Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) to subsidize phone rates fot' rut-a) phone 
companies, rural healthcare, libraries and schools. The 50% paid by the 
Technology suppliers shall be determined by lhe Provider. 

2. J•'orward-looking Leader Innovation Surcharge@ $2.0 0 /u ser/month: 

[n addHion, for the privilege of using Leader's innovations, each Provider 
shaJI collect and pay a $2/month blanket 1 icense surcharge from each user for 
all social apps used by lhal person on aU devkes. Thjs annual fee of $185 
billion per yean~m be paid to Leader forlhe use of its patented inventions 
("Leader Innovation Surcharge"). 

3· One-tim e Histo rical Fee Payment to Leader 

Lender is prepared lo ncccpt a $40 billion one-time payment as a compromise 
for the hlslorical damages, even though this is a frac tion oflhc value. 

As a supporter of the effort to reform the U.S. hue laws, l support the following 
slalemenl by (oTIDer President Ronald Reagan: 

"If you want more of something, subsidize it; if you want less of 
something, lax it." 
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Our current reliance on im;ome (both personal and cotporale) as a basis for la.'Cation has 
led to a stagnant economy w ith small growth and stagnant wage rates. 

I believe President Donald Trump is correct in saying that lowering the corporate tax 
rate to 15% ant11owcring personal income tax rates will unle~1sh the U.S. economy and 
provide for growth of wages and Gross Domestic Product. 

Unfortunately, the cut·rcnt prospects (or passage of Tax Reform are hampered by those 
in Congt·ess who are concerned that the lowering the tax rates on income will result in 
lowering of tax revenues and increases in the deficit and National Debt 

Lowering tax t·ates increases tax revenues in the long-run; this is the essential concept 
of Reaganomics. 

What 1 p ropose here iss win-win strategy and could become a key part in the effort to 
implement Tax Reform. 

You can aothori2e these payments pursuan lto our Miller Ad Notiee. Leader would 
finally be nble to enjoy a return on its investment of "social networking.'' lt would allow 
Congress lo impose a Consumer Use Fee tagged lo sucialnelworl-.-ing ins lead of income. 

As everyone in public pol icy knows, no one li kes additional taxes, and Congress will be 
~.:ribcized for- imposing a new income la-x on ils own in lhe currenl Tax Reform dialogue. 
However, this proposal is factors better, I believe. It corrects the injustices visited upon 
inventor Leader Technologies while also allowing Congress to tap into a new source of 
revenue at the same lime. 

Additionally, paying Leader what Leader· is due will make Leader as big as Apple. lt 
would enable Leader- lo become a major- job creator and per-haps the nwnber- one up and 
coming employer in Ohio. 

This idea is a win-win-win propositioTL 

I would like lo meet with you Lo diswss how you can assist us lo receive lhe Miller Acl 
Notice payments. 

Sim:erely, 

Yours s incerely, 

/S/ 

Reference: 

• Miller Acl Notice for FederaJ Works Projects 40 LTSC §31.31 ET SEQ filed l1y 
'ier II re Cl of Leader Technologies, Inc. includ ing 



1

pre-tax

after-tax
Source: U.S. Census Bureau

                                                           
1 Notices: Any errors and omissions are inadvertent. Claimant reserves the right to amend this Notice and the Claim(s). 
No claims are made to third party rights. All footnotes and endnotes are incorporated as if fully written herein. 
2 Source: President Trump’s Opening Remarks, American Technology Roundtable, WH, Jun. 19, 2017 (“We have 
approximately $3.5 trillion dollars of market value in this room.”) See WH, Jun. 19, 2017 Attendees, Endnote [i].  
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After-Tax

                                                           
3 Claimant reserves the right to reassert up to the full value of Claimant’s property used without compensation. 
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Fletcher v. Peck

Manual of Patent Law A
Summary of the Law of Patents

 

Figure 1: Timeline of events related to this Leader Technologies, Inc. claim.

                                                           
4 Professor James P. Chandler biography, http://www.nipli.org/1/1-3-2.html. 
5 James P. Chandler, The Chandler Law Firm Chartered, Leader Technologies Director Services and Engagement 
Letters, Apr. 6, 2000, May 5, 2000, Mar. 01, 2001, May 25, 2001; Chandler signed a Leader Directors Services 
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Agreement on May 5, 2000 in which he specifically committed to the Business Judgment Rule duties of diligence, 
loyalty, obedience, accountability, disinterestedness, due care, good faith, abuse of discretion, e.g., "prohibited 
from using their position of trust and confidence to further their private interests" and "may not engage in 
undisclosed personal transactions of a material nature.” Sec. 1(2), 1(2)(d). 
6 U.S. Pat. No. 7,139,761, Dynamic Association of Electronically Stored Information with Iterative Workflow Changes, 
McKibben et al, awarded by Jon W Dudas, Director, USPTO, Nov. 21, 2006. 
7 U.S. Pat. No. 7,925,246, Context Instantiated Application Protocol, McKibben et al, awarded by David J. Kappos, 
Director, USPTO, Jun. 5, 2012, 
8 U.S. Pat. No. 8,195,714, Radio/Telephony Interoperability System, McKibben et al, signed by David J. Kappos, Director, 
USPTO, Apr. 12, 2001. 
9 S. Hrg. 104-499 (Feb. 28, 1998). Economic Espionage Act Hearing, testimony of FBI Director Louis Freeh acknowledging 
James P. Chandler. U.S. Senate. 
10 Chandler, J. P. (Mar. 28, 2001). Trade Secrets and Enforcement of Intellectual Property Rights Conference. NIPLI 
(highlighted then Assistant Attorney General Eric H. Holder who was collaborating with Chandler on trade secrets and 
economic espionage cases, along with Robert S. Mueller, James B. Comey and Rod J. Rosenstein, among others). 
11 United States v. James Hsu, 155 F.3d 189 (1998) (James P. Chandler, III, for the Justice Department, and Paul 
Mogin, Williams & Connolly LLP, concluded the first prosecution of the Economic Espionage Act of 1996 ("EEA") 
drafted by Chandler for President Bill Clinton). 
12 Petition for Writ of Certiorari (Nov. 16, 2012), Leader Technologies, Inc., v. Facebook, Inc., No. 12-617 (U.S. 
Supreme Court 2012) (Gibson Dunn LLP, White & Case LLP, Blank Rome LLP  and Cooley Godward LLP represented 
Facebook and had personal relationships with Chief Justice John G. Roberts, Jr. who hold substantial Facebook 
financial interests, as do all of the lower court judges in this case). 
13 Graham, S. (May 23, 2014). Rader Steps Down as Chief, Apologies for Reines Email. The Recorder. 
14 Former Patent Office Director David J. Kappos’s current law firm. 
15 James P. Chandler, John D. Podesta. (Jun. 07, 1993). Third CPSR Cryptography and Privacy Conference. Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace (“to require [for the FBI] that telecommunications manufacturers and service 
providers redesign their systems to facilitate wiretapping.”). 
16 Chandler bio, fn. 4. 
17 Id. 
18 Id. 
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Figure 2: On Jun. 8, 2000, James P. Chandler, III, and his legal assistant Kelley E. Clements (L/R, right rear, seated), 
participated, along with co-inventors Jeffrey Lamb and Michael McKibben (L/R, left rear, standing), in Leader 
invention design sessions in Columbus, Ohio where he learned the essences of Leader’s social networking invention. 
Photo: Leader Technologies, Inc.Figure 1: On Jun. 8, 2000, James P. Chandler, III, and his legal assistant Kelley E. 
Clements (L/R, right rear, seated), participated, along with co-inventors Jeffrey Lamb and Michael McKibben (L/R, 
left rear, standing), in Leader invention design sessions in Columbus, Ohio where he learned the essences of 
Leader’s social networking invention. Photo: Leader Technologies, Inc. 

                                                           
19 Report of the Secretary (Mar. 14, 2001). Report of the Proceedings of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States. Judicial Conference (Organizer of change to mutual fund reporting rules for federal judges and judicial 
employees: Jan Horbaly, Fed. Cir. Executive). 
20 National Press Office. (Sep. 2, 2016). https://vault.fbi.gov/hillary-r.clinton, Part 04 of 11, p. 56, ¶1. FBI. 
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21 James P. Chandler. (Jun. 5, 2002). LLNL-CRADA. CRADA No. TC-2030-01. The Regents of the University of California 
(Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory) under its U.S. Department of Energy Contract No. W-7405-ENG-48 and 
Leader Technologies, LLC for RAPIDLY DEPLOYABLE SECURITY SYSTEM, signed by Jeffrey Wadsworth for Director C. 
Burce Tartar. The Chandler Law Firm Chartered, PDF p. 36, Sec. 5, ¶5. 
22 Executive Order 13130, Sec. 2(1); Executive Order 13231, Secs. 1(b), 10(c). 
23 Version 2.0.1 (Aug. 29, 2002). Source code release including Leader Technologies' inventions marked with IBM 
copyrights. IBM Eclipse Foundation. 
24 Kelley E. Clements. (Aug. 30, 2002). Chandler Executive Assistant Clements’ stenographer's minutes from meetings 
and events surrounding meeting among James P. Chandler and Montgomery County, Maryland development officers 
Dave Edgerley (Director), Janis Peters and May Webster (with the knowledge of Doug Duncan, County Executive) to 
negotiate use of $500-1,000,000 in federal budget support for a 40,000 sf. office space facility to be used by his 
organization NIPLI (National Intellectual Property Law Institute), the U.S. Patent Office archives, classified material 
(mentions CIA) and IBM, says no involvement of Congress and even used the phrase "(kind of a 'coup' of sorts)." 
25 Eclipse.org Consortium. (Nov. 29, 2001). Eclipse.org Consortium Forms to Deliver New Era Application 
Development Tools [Press release]; See also The Eclipse Foundation (Sep. 17, 2008). The Members of Eclipse, 
Minutes of the Eclipse Board Meeting, Sep. 17, 2008; The Eclipse Foundation (Sep. 09, 2008). Membership Logos 
[Board minutes]; IBM. (2001). 2001 IBM annual report, Armonk NY, p. 21 (“We donated more than $40 million in 
application development tools to a new, independent, open-source software community called Eclipse.”). 
26 Executive Order 13718. (Feb. 09, 2016). Commission on Enhancing National Cybersecurity, Sec. 3(a)(ii). Barack Obama 
(“(ii) ensuring that cybersecurity is a core element of the technologies associated with the Internet of Things and cloud 
computing, and that the policy and legal foundation for cybersecurity in the context of the Internet of Things is stable 
and adaptable.”). 
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Figure 1: Timeline of events related to this Leader Technologies, Inc. claim.

                                                           
30 James P. Chandler, The Chandler Law Firm Chartered, Leader Technologies Director Services and Engagement 
Letters, Apr. 6, 2000, May 5, 2000, Mar. 01, 2001, May 25, 2001; Chandler signed a Leader Directors Services 
Agreement on May 5, 2000 in which he specifically committed to the Business Judgment Rule duties of diligence, 
loyalty, obedience, accountability, disinterestedness, due care, good faith, abuse of discretion, e.g., "prohibited 
from using their position of trust and confidence to further their private interests" and "may not engage in 
undisclosed personal transactions of a material nature.” Sec. 1(2), 1(2)(d). 
31 U.S. Pat. No. 7,139,761, Dynamic Association of Electronically Stored Information with Iterative Workflow Changes, 
McKibben et al, awarded by Jon W Dudas, Director, USPTO, Nov. 21, 2006. 
32 U.S. Pat. No. 7,925,246, Context Instantiated Application Protocol, McKibben et al, awarded by David J. Kappos, 
Director, USPTO, Jun. 5, 2012, 
33 U.S. Pat. No. 8,195,714, Radio/Telephony Interoperability System, McKibben et al, signed by David J. Kappos, Director, 
USPTO, Apr. 12, 2001. 
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34 S. Hrg. 104-499 (Feb. 28, 1998). Economic Espionage Act Hearing, testimony of FBI Director Louis Freeh acknowledging 
James P. Chandler. U.S. Senate. 
35 Chandler, J. P. (Mar. 28, 2001). Trade Secrets and Enforcement of Intellectual Property Rights Conference. NIPLI 
(highlighted then Assistant Attorney General Eric H. Holder who was collaborating with Chandler on trade secrets and 
economic espionage cases, along with Robert S. Mueller, James B. Comey and Rod J. Rosenstein, among others). 
36 United States v. James Hsu, 155 F.3d 189 (1998) (James P. Chandler, III, for the Justice Department, and Paul 
Mogin, Williams & Connolly LLP, concluded the first prosecution of the Economic Espionage Act of 1996 ("EEA") 
drafted by Chandler for President Bill Clinton). 
37 Petition for Writ of Certiorari (Nov. 16, 2012), Leader Technologies, Inc., v. Facebook, Inc., No. 12-617 (U.S. 
Supreme Court 2012) (Gibson Dunn LLP, White & Case LLP, Blank Rome LLP  and Cooley Godward LLP represented 
Facebook and had personal relationships with Chief Justice John G. Roberts, Jr. who hold substantial Facebook 
financial interests, as do all of the lower court judges in this case). 
38 Graham, S. (May 23, 2014). Rader Steps Down as Chief, Apologies for Reines Email. The Recorder. 
39 Former Patent Office Director David J. Kappos’s current law firm. 
40 James P. Chandler, John D. Podesta. (Jun. 07, 1993). Third CPSR Cryptography and Privacy Conference. Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace (“to require [for the FBI] that telecommunications manufacturers and service 
providers redesign their systems to facilitate wiretapping.”). 
41 Chandler bio, fn. 4. 
42 Id. 
43 Id. 
44 Report of the Secretary (Mar. 14, 2001). Report of the Proceedings of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States. Judicial Conference (Organizer of change to mutual fund reporting rules for federal judges and judicial 
employees: Jan Horbaly, Fed. Cir. Executive). 
45 National Press Office. (Sep. 2, 2016). https://vault.fbi.gov/hillary-r.clinton, Part 04 of 11, p. 56, ¶1. FBI. 
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Figure 2: On Jun. 8, 2000, James P. Chandler, III, and his legal assistant Kelley E. Clements (L/R, right rear, seated), 
participated, along with co-inventors Jeffrey Lamb and Michael McKibben (L/R, left rear, standing), in Leader 
invention design sessions in Columbus, Ohio where he learned the essences of Leader’s social networking invention. 
Photo: Leader Technologies, Inc. 
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(Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory) under its U.S. Department of Energy Contract No. W-7405-ENG-48 and 
Leader Technologies, LLC for RAPIDLY DEPLOYABLE SECURITY SYSTEM, signed by Jeffrey Wadsworth for Director C. 
Burce Tartar. The Chandler Law Firm Chartered, PDF p. 36, Sec. 5, ¶5. 
47 Executive Order 13130, Sec. 2(1); Executive Order 13231, Secs. 1(b), 10(c). 
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(mentions CIA) and IBM, says no involvement of Congress and even used the phrase "(kind of a 'coup' of sorts)." 
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Figure 1: Timeline of event s relat ed to this Leader Technologies, Inc. claim. 
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Executive Donald J. Trump and his predecessors W illiam J. Clinton, George W. Bush and Barack H. Obama. M ILLER ACT 
NOTICE FOR FEDERA L WORKS PROJECTS 40 USC §3131 ET SEQ., July 22, 2017. 
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Courts Home  | Search Case Records Search | Site Map | eService Center

 Appellate Court Case Summary

Case Number: 962359
Filing Date: 08-28-2018 
Supreme Court

Event Date Event Description Action
08-28-18 Original Action Against State Officer Filed
08-28-18 Case Received and Pending Status Changed
08-28-18 Other filing Filed
08-29-18 Letter Sent by Court
09-06-18 Filing fee Received by Court
09-10-18 Notice of Appearance Filed
09-11-18 Consideration on Action Against State Filed
09-12-18 Letter Sent by Court
09-17-18 Motion to Extend Time to File Filed
09-18-18 Ruling on Motions Filed
09-19-18 Motion for Reconsideration Filed
09-20-18 Ruling on Motions Filed
09-20-18 Letter Sent by Court
09-20-18 Letter Sent by Court
09-20-18 Motion - Other Filed
10-09-18 Notice of Association of Counsel Filed
10-12-18 Answer to motion Filed
10-23-18 Reply to Response Due

 About Dockets

About Dockets
You are viewing the case docket
or case summary. Each Court
level uses different terminology
for this information, but for all
court levels, it is a list of
activities or documents related
to the case. District and
municipal court dockets tend to
include many case details, while
superior court dockets limit
themselves to official documents
and orders related to the case.

If you are viewing a district
municipal, or appellate court
docket, you may be able to see
future court appearances or
calendar dates if there are any.
Since superior courts generally
calendar their caseloads on local
systems, this search tool cannot
display superior court
calendaring information.

Directions
Supreme Court 
Location: 415 12th Ave SW 
Olympia, WA 98501-2314 
Map & Directions
360-357-2077[General
Information]

[Office Email]

Visit Website

Disclaimer

What is this website? It is a
search engine of cases filed in
the municipal, district, superior,
and appellate courts of the state
of Washington. The search
results can point you to the
official or complete court record.

How can I obtain the
complete court record? 
You can contact the court in
which the case was filed to view
the court record or to order
copies of court records.

How can I contact the court? 
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James M. Miller 
1 Blue Sky PI 
Omak WA 98841 

Dear Mr. Miller, 

Okanogan (;ounty Auditor 

Laurie rrTioma.s, jluaitor ?Yf.i{a Jury, Cfiiej (J)eputy )'lzufitor 
PO Box 1010 

Oknnogau WA ~0 
509-422-7240 

June7.2018 

As l understand it your request was for the entire "e lection process manual''. To fulfill this request I 
am attaching the "desk reference'' instructions compiled and utilized by Okanogan County staff. 

A few "screen shots" have been redacted from the instructions due to the inclusion of security 
passwords, passcodes and other security sensitive information exempt from disclosure under R.CW 
42.56.420(4). 

We are also withholding proprietary information, including specific instruction manuals for HART 
and VOTEC at tbe instruction of the vendors we contract with because their documents are exempt 
from disclosure under the Public Records Act. RCW 42.56.270. 
Lfyou should disagree about the applicability oftbe "tinancial, commerc ial, and proprietary 
information" exemption, then the companies that created the records can set tbe matter for a court 
hearing and ask for a declaration from the coun that the exemption applies, and an inj tmction 
preventing disclosure. 

Please consider this response 1br records as defined in RCW 42.56.01 0(3) timely pursuant to the 
requirements ofRCW 42.56. I believe this fulfills your request and will consider this matter closed. 
Ifyou object to any withholding of records you must follow the administrative procedures described 
in Okanogan County Code 2.88.070 before seeking judicial review. Feel free to contact this office if 
you require further assistance in this matter. 

Cordially, 
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7131/2018 RE: RE: PDR #18H-165 Public Records request for electronic votingprocedures 

RE: RE: PDR #18H-165 Public Records request for electronic votingprocedures 
from: Holmes, Stuart <stuart.holmes@sos.wa.gov> 
Sent: Fri, Jun 29, 2018 at 3:14 pm 
To: Jim Miller, Galarza, Brenda 
Cc: Condotta, Rep. Cary, mike.steele@leg.wa.gov, brad.hawkins@leg.wa.gov, Kretz Joel 

fmageOOl.png (30.2 KB) image002.jpg (5.3 KB) lmage003.jpg (7.9 KB) 1mage004,png (10.3 KB) imageOOS.png (10.3 KB) - Download all 

Jim, 

Happy to answer your questions. Additionally, in the State of washington a paper b~llot is required by law. Ea'h and every voter's ballot has a voter-
1. Please provide the list of vendors of voting machines used in t he state election process for each county? 

a. A list of voting equipment used by each county is available on our website here: https:/ /www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/voting 

2. Specifically name the 3rd party testers and how they are certified, and how they maintain unbroken bipartisan chain of custody if bipartisar 
in person and then creating a report based on 'empirical observable phenomena? this question was not answered. 

a. According to the Election Assistance Commission (EAC) website, SLI Compliance, a Division of Gaming Laboratories International, Ll 
b. For more information about how they become accredited please refer to the EAC's website: https:/ /www.eac.gov/ voting-equipmen 
c. Additionally, you can review all the testing documentation on the EAC's website here: https:/ /www.eac.gov/ voting-equipment/syste 

4. Please provide the public record that states that multi-partisan chain of custody of ballots and tally totals Is maintained, and is 'never secret 
then, by the Grace of God. 

a. As I mentioned before, it is required that counties use numbered seals and logs, or other security measures which will detect any in 
materials and must be accompanied by at least two county auditor staff at all times. (WAC 434-261-045, WAC 434-250-110 & RCW 2 
retention schedule. (https:/ /www.sos.wa.gov/ _assets/archives/county-auditor-rrs-ver-S.O.pdf). The Secretary of State's Office doesn 
custody' documents. However, you could certain view or get more information about those documents from each county auditor. 

b. Ballots are also maintained according to the retention schedule. (https://www.sos.wa.gov/_assets/archives/county-auditor-rrs-ver-~ 
c. Audits are observable by the public and required to be conducted prior to the certification of each election. logic and Accuracy test 

29A.60.170, WAC 434-335-240 & RCW 29A.12.130). 

Stuart Holmes I Voting Information Systems Manager 
Office of the Secretar:y~ 
(360) 725-5794 I www.vote.wa.gm:: 

Office of the Secretory of Stole 

Sections Division 

From: Jim Miller [mailto:jimomak@leader.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2018 2:39 PM 
To: Holmes, Stuart <stuart.holmes@sos.wa.gov>; Galarza, Brenda <brenda.galarza@sos.wa.gov> 
Cc: Condotta, Rep. Cary <cary.condotta@leg.wa.gov>; mike.steele@leg.wa.gov; brad.hawkins@ieg.wa.gov; Kretz Joel <kretzranch@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: RE: POR #lSH-165 Public Records request for electronic voting procedures 

Public Records Request of the following: 
1. Please provide the list of vendors of voting machines used in the state election process for each county? 

2. Specifically name the 3rd party testers and how they are certified, and how they maintain unbroken bipartisan chain of cus 
present to witness such testing in person and then creating a report based on 'empirical observable phenomena? this questi 

4. Please provide the public record that states that multi-partisan chain of custody of ballots and tally totals is maintained, an• 
will go away, and not until then, by the Grace of God. 

I cannot accept that multi-partisan chain of custody can be maintained in 'any computer system'_ Citizens 'cannot' observes 
chain of custody is not maintained, and by law ... the election process is by logic invalid. We simply MUST perform elections VI 

custody. Ballot tallies must 'never' go to 'silicon' because they are then 'hidden and secret'_ 

https://leader.mymailsrvr.com/verslons/webmaiV15.4 .0-RC/popup .php?wsid=fbb48b 17fl4ca8e 75006d0ee4 704509b4a05c29f#1533094545251 1/6 
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7/31/2018 RE: RE: PDR #18H-165 Public Records request for electronic votingprocedures 

--Original Message----
From: "Holmes, Stuart" <stuart.holmes@sos.wa.gov> 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2018 9:47am 
To: "Jim Miller'' <jimomak@leader.com> 
Subject: RE: RE: PDR #18H-165 FOIA request for electronic voting procedures 

Jim, 

First, thank you for reaching out to our office with you questions. I just want to make it clear that not Smartmatic voting system or equipment is not 

1. specifically name the 3rd party tester (and the actually testers themselves) and how that company and those people are certified by a blpar 
a. Independent testing authorities (or commonly known as Voting System Testing Laboratories (VSTL)) are designated by the United St 

2. When the memory stick is delivered to the county auditor by the vendor what 'proof exists', other than a 'certification piece of paper' that t 
a. County Auditors are required to do acceptance testing of their voting system prior to use as well as Logic and Accuracy Testing ofth· 

system, including hardware and software, Is the certified voting system. Each voting system can produce a hash value that would cor 
Laboratory. This hash value would show that the software in use has not been changed. (WAC 434-33S-240 & RCW 29A.12.130). Log 
observers. 

3. Is the 'memory stick, on which the tally at each county is entered and sent to the state, tested against an encrypted part number sent to the 
such as certified mail to ensure that the proper 'memory stick' has been delivered to the auditor by comparison(a phone call recorded)? 

a. If the 'memory stick' is part of the voting system, then yes that can be done. However, not all voting systems have 'memory sticks' a 
method they'd like to transfer election results from the tabulation system. For example, some counties use one-write media like COs 
formatted prior to use. In either case, they are secured before and after the election. 

4. What programs exist on the memory stick? 
a. None. They are only used to transfer files in some counties depending on the voting system and procedures In place for that county 

5. What circuits exist on the memory stick, and what circuits are 'blue printed' as the baseline as the 'official circuits', and how is this tested ar 
a. This would be county specific based on the 'memory sticks' in use for the voting system and procedures in place for that county. 

6. Are the 'memory sticks' impounded after the election, and are they available for inspection after the election and for how long, or is the evi 
a. This is county specific depending on the voting system and procedures in place for that county because not all counties use the sam 

related to the election have a retention and must be retained for their entire retention period. (https://www.sos.wa.gov/_assets/arc 
7. Is there a 'micro-voltage' activation 'count' embedded in the memory stick's program, so that when it is received at the county auditor's site 

been reprogrammed during 'transport', by a 'man In the middle'? (this would make the whole voting procedure a magic act as it exists) 
a. Election Results are verified using a paper copy ofthe results. When results are transported from the tabulation equipment to be u1 

the results are appearing accurately. Additionally, that same paper copy is provided to the state to ensure that after the results were 
several methods and opportunities, as stated in our previous response, for auditing during the election canvassing to ensure the tab 

8. Is each county auditor required to create a 'bipartisan human hand tally' as well as a PCOS/Smartmatic machine tally to audit each 'tally co~ 
unbroken bipartisan chain of custody tallies? 

a. Smartmatic voting systems are not certified or used in the State of Washington. 

Stuart Holmes ! Voting Information Systems Manager 
Office of the Secretary of State 
(360) 725-5794 I www.yote.wa.gQY 

Office of I he Secretary of stale 

Sections Division 

From: Galarza, Brenda 

Sent: Friday, June 29, 2018 9:39AM 
To: Jim Miller <jimomak@leader.com> 
Cc: Holmes, Stuart <stuart.holmes@sos.wa.gov> 
Subject: RE: RE: PDR #18H-165 FOIA request for electronic voting procedures 

Mr. Miller, 

Washington State follows the Public Records Act RCW 42.56. FOIA is for federal records request. Your questions do not constitute a records request 
Stuart Holmes. He will respond to your additional questions. 

Regards, 

https://leader.mymailsrvr.com/verslons/webmaii/15.4.0-RC/popup.ph p?wsid=fbb48b 17f7 4ca8e 75006d0ee4 704509b4a05c291#1533094545251 2/6 
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Fnlm:Jlm MIIIer~ 
s.nt: Frtd~, June29, 20119:15 /1M 
111: Galilru, lrende <bn;nda.pllru8.a.D.II!lt> 
Sull,lecl: 11£: RE: PDR HIH·165 FOtA requelt for electronic: votins pro&:edUAll 

I do haw additional qUMtlons, ul have not received sailsfactDry or conc:luelw wldence U,at blpertlun chain of custody Is ~ 
electronic ct.vlcea of any kind In WA atate'e votng process.. It Ia the 'people's' ~Mponslblllty tD enaure unbroken blpartlean ch 
under the Federal and U,e WA ltat. conattutlon to know that thle 11 true. We are not stating tl1at ltlenJ II 'voter fraud', we are 
lain reality-not brok8n be)')nd • 'ehadow of doubt'. N!y action taken, whereby the 'tally' or 'counts' of any voUng procedure l 
when It II performed and tranamltted by 'eleclnlns'ln a 'digital form' falla the teat of 'unbroken blparUaan chain of custody obi 
blpertl1811 ohaln of cullody be eubject to 'FArrH', 'law', 'vendor cerUnoatJon', tMtlng' or any pi'C)OIItAt' that le 'hidden from emp 
'certification', It by logic, and phyelcallaw falls lle t.st. The will of the people cennot be .ubjeat 'FAmi' from govemment, U,e 
wlllout fellu,.. Eleotronlo devtcee depend upon 'failure modee' or '8bltletlcel outcomN'Itlat depend upon 'eoftware programs 
which .,. 'hidden from obeervetlon, and thus fall lle test by default of logic of 'unbroken bipartisan dleln of custody'. Thus, t1 
the tMt for oertflcatlon. It Is open to 'man In the middle attacks', and corruption. 14 eudl, the 'WII of the people' can be clrcur 
th10ugh eleolronlc rnNI1S. This little undeltylng logic of my FOIA NqUNta. 

FOIA ~question: 
1. speclftoally name lhe 3fd party ...,. (and the actually testers thamselw.) and how t~ company and those people are c 
WA? 
2. When h memory sick Is dei1Ywad to the county auditor by the vendor what 'proof ~. other.,., • 'oartflcsllon place 
~ 
3. Is the 'm.mory stldc, on whldllhe tally at each CJ:JUJty Is ent8red and ..,t 10 the state, tend ~an encrypted pert nL 
oommun1c11t1on chennel such .. certified maR to ensure 1hat the proper 'memory sick' Nit been ~ to ttw audltar by c 
.4. What progi'MIS eldst on h memory sticlt'1 
6. What oin::IUb eJiat on the memory atick. and wbat cirouits-. 'blue pl'inWd' • the bPeline • the 'official circuits', and how 
8. Are the •memory dcks' lmpoundecl.n.r the election, and are they awllable for ln$pi!Ctlon after the election and for how kl 
7. Is there a 'mlo~' activdon 'counf embedded in the memory stick'$ program, 10 that..._, it is ~ et the cou 
to .U..t that It has not been reprogranuned during 'lransport'. by e 'men In the middle'? (this would malat the whole voting pr 
8. Ia •ott county auditor 111QUinld to 1211818 a 'bipartisan human hand tally' .. w.ll u a PCOS/Smar1matlo ITlllchine laity to at 
preserving both tally counts as unbroken bipartisan chain of custndy tallies? 

Plaaa provide 'lhe public racorda for lhasa quastitms aa a continuance of the original FOIA request as notad by your statam1 

--Qrlglnal Meuage--
From: "Galarza. Brenda" <.br.al:lda.gallfZB@aol :wa.~> 
Sent Thureday, June 28, 201811:18am 
To: , lmomakOJoader,cam• <j~> 
Subject: RE: RE: PDR I18H-1 85 FOIA requeat for electronic voting procedure& 

Mr. Millet; 

Below It lnformltlcm pr<Nidcd by wr Elections DMIIon. 

1. How do you .wn t»-pll'lls8n 'dwln af ll.IStDdv' on anv ~ di!Yic:e that Sits --.,.. ttl• wter and the 'lxlunty/dty/ spedll district' for loCI 
lildlon' for fldlnl pollllons? 

lb -your question, I'm lntwpretlnc "eledrtmkdev~ esan frt.slerson bllatrnaridni'JS'IIII!I that m.rns en eledronk:wttncA!CDI"d c 
rnKII kw. end the county's wttr-.: ~m that tabulates returned blllcb. 
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Befort any wt1rw tYSttin can be used In the State ClfWllshll\tiDn It first must be t&tld lnd c:ertlfled bv an Independent testln& au1flol1ty de! 
- • • lnsl*l*l and t.111c1 bv theSeawtary of State's Oflfce (RCW 29A.l2.080). Dul1nr h Sacnltary of Sta's lnlpadlon afthe votfng ~ 
(WK. oU4.33~ which Include "Sacwa til tt.wter ftCI1!ICY In 1M let of Vl:lt1rw" and •~e CIIPilbll of balna HCUI'1Id wl!tl lodt and seal wt 

lhe Secmary of Stltlr'J Oflb requires thl! use c;/ Sii!CUI'I! Stlll'qe wlllc:h II'1IISI: employ the use af numberwd ... and lop, OC' ather A!Cidy D 

-.til the MltUI'IId bdot marlals and must be~ bv It lust two county IUdltllr atr It II t!mu. (WN:. 434-161-045, WK. 4i 
UMd bv -v -.r~ty doc:umant tfle chiln of custody for who acc.essed the ACIII'ad IMI!oa whldllncluda& elactronk votllliJ devlcl8s that rete 
c.rtmc:atlon raqulremanb of anv ldlnr system Is 1tlilt the votlns devlcll must produCIIa vot11r ¥111flable paper bilao.. 

2. H- do 'YOU ensYr. thlt the 'llectronlc: dwi08S' are monitored by 'blp;utlsan' dtlans, trained tv monltDr the blllot Qlly totals? 

Prior tv aad! elactlon. the County Auditor mi.ISt request observers be appointed by the m-.lor polltiGI partl• til be prwent durlnrthe proce 
rtquested til appoint obsaM!no. The County Auditor c:an train observe!'$ w!Uirespac:t til bel lot proCIISSinr procedures and the YObl tallylns S! 

3. do 'YOU ensYn: the blpartiAn election monitors/.jud!p;es Qn affirmatively verify thlt each vote Is entered, rcportc!l, and tallied wf111ollt intcr;entioc 
be empirically obsorvablc7 

Prlor'lo c:cl1lflgatlon afthc olcc:tlon thCl Coynty Auditor must audit of results of votes cast on any dln:c:t n:wrdlng eloc:tronlc: votlna deviCII$ u 
countin~ cqylpment, 1nd an audit af duplicated ballots. 

In 2019, Rlllt Llmitfnc Auditl will become an option for c:ounties til use to aud'lt their votlna equipment. Rules for conduc:t1111: a Risk Umiting # 
Auditl pi'VYidc stltirtkal evidence and c:onlidenc:e that 111e count wvs 1cwrate whllo keeplns tho n:toui'CIDI noedtd by the c:ounty to • tittle 

4. I request the 'public recordl' that llfCIYO the above qumions reprdinl the usaee of 1R 'elec:tronl~ de¥ic:es' IUed In the votin1 proa:s5 ... 111 5taaes w 
ofttle~ proc:edun:th.t A:Aifts In a 'summ~n', 'llddition', 's~on', 'tilly', 'vote count' •en 'ol'll'ci•l' record afthell0ti1111 prvc:ea. 

If vou'~ lnterw1ted In ttte ' h' ln of 'USIIOdy lop. observer proceclures. 1udit proceduru, Of •PICiflc: dOQ.IIIIents about the u:te of the liCitinB ') 
Auditor bec:liUM the Sec~ ry ol Slate's otlice does not process ;my ballots. c:ondud tablllltlon. « optl'llte t wt1re .fY$1ertl. 

If you're lntcrest~td In lt!e Electlon ~Commission testirc Uldte~n of the 'IIOiina ....--.. tt.c:.a t.at I"'!PP'1$ and -lil'iwtiuic 
CQNipmtQWi!rqrljfie MlcntP' II 

I m..t you wiA tlnd lhls lnlomlatlon useful. If you ha¥e ;myfwtherqutStiDns. please let me know. <>thenriu,I M'I dosin& this request today. 

Reflrdt, 

BN*'- Cfll11.n• 
Aecord~bll( Olsdosur. otllaer 
PO 8ax402:Z4 I Olympia, WA 98504-0224 
!fi0.704-S:UO Phone 1 3fi0.704-71130 FIDC 
brenda planaAIQUII p 

®sns 
Ofllc:e or lho Sllcreiocy ol Siotr.; 

7fofi"!--

FramsJimMlHer~ 

11M: Frtdly, Jul'll U, 2011101445 AM 
1b:Gt'-ra, lllllnda~IW> 
ec: bblntsep!DIIg;brpolc!t mm· ~. llep. Clry"RryC"'dc"'IPI'f• p>; m11at ..., .. I_. p; ~ 
SllbJed: FW: RE: POIU111+155 FOIA requltltforelec:tronk:wtinl procedure 

PleMe c:onek1er thll e FOIA request with the questions as 81ated: 

I 1. How do you eneure bi-peltiMn 'd'lain d CUIIody' on arry elecl01 ic device that lb between the vow and the 'CCU11ylcityh 
etate ellclion8, and the '1edetal eledion' for federal poailiOi IS? 
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2. How do you ensure that the 'electronic devices' are monitored by 'bipartisan' citizens, trained to monitor the ballot tally tot 

3. do you ensure the bipartisan election monitors/judges can affirmatively verify that each vote is entered, reported, and tallie 
whose operations do not appear to be empirically observable? 

4. I request the 'public records' that prove the above questions regarding the usage of all'electronic devices' used in the votir 
any manner by non-humans. as part of the voting procedure that results in a 'summation','addition', 'subtraction'. 'tally'. 'vote 1 

-Original Message--
From: "Public Records, House" <House.PublicRecords@(§g.wa,g~> 
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 10:19am 
To: "Jim Miller" <j!!n.!m:rnk@leader.com> 
Cc: "Public Records, Senate" <Senate.PubllcRecords@!§g.wsLgov>, "Condotta, Rep. Cary" <!&fy,Condotta@tgg&a,gQ.'l>," 
"Hawkins, Sen. Brad" <Brad.Hawklns@tgg~Q'i> 
Subject: RE; PDR #18H-165 

Dear Mr. Miller: 

I understand you are requesting "documentation of the processes utilized statewide at each county, including confidential sol 
utilized in the election process". If this is correct, then you will need to direct your request to the Public Records Officer for th1 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 

Thank you, 

Samina M Mal:JS 
Public Records OAker 
W as h1ngton State Hou.<e o f Representatives 
360.786.7'127 I Samma.Maya@kg&~~.gm: 

From: Jim Miller <j~leadercom> 
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 4:28 PM 
To: Public Records, House <House,PublicRecords@J.eg,wg_,gQY:> 
Cc: Public Records, Senate <Senate.PublicRecords@_kg~gQIL>; Condotta, Rep. cary <~ry.Condotta@leg.wa,gQ'!>; Steele, Rep. Mike <Mike.SteeleCC 
Subject: RE: PDR #18H-165 

What we have in play is a 'catch-22'. My FOIA request is for 'information' that exists as a public record, most likely as an 'elec 
designation', which makes it 'hidden and secret', and thus not a 'public record' by definition. So, by definition, what the voters 
not available, to the voters. What a perfect legal 'black box' behind which to hide. 

Therefore, I must conclude, that the 'election process'. in total, has 'no bipartisan chain of custody' which can be viewed by t~ 
'certified' when chain of custody cannot be proven, and the Secretary of State, by law cannot '·certify' that which is 'secret anc 

If we cannot view that which is hidden and secret, then we have no recourse but to serve to the state an injunction to stop th4 
can be replace with an 'open and honest' election process from registration to tally count total, such that the 'will of the peopl• 
election. What this means, is that, in the end, no electronic machines of any type can be utilized in the voting process. 

This is a FOIA request, to provide the documentation of the processes utilized statewide at each county, including confidenth 
utilized in the election process. 

-Original Message---
From: "Public Records, House" <House.PyblicRecords@~g.Y!Sl.gov> 

https:JIIeader.mymailsrvr.comlversionslwebmaii/15.4.0-RC/popup.php?wsid=fbb48b17f7 4ca8e75006d0ee4704509b4a05c29f#1533094545251 5/6 
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Sent: Thursday. June 21,2018 10:35am 
To: "j~@leader.com" <ji.!nQrna!s.@leader.com> 
Cc: "Public Records, Senate" <Senate.PtJblicRecords@~.wa.gov> 

Subject: PDR #18H-165 

Dear Mr. Miller: 

As the records custodian for the House of Representatives, the Office of the Chief Clerk has received your FOIA request for Representati 
have assigned your request tracking number lSH-165. Please put this number on all future correspondence regarding this request. 

You requested the following information: 
How do you ensure bi-parrisan 'chain of custody' on any electtonic device that sits between the voter and tbe ' county/city/special district 
the ' federal election' for federal positioJJs? 
How do you ensure that the ' electrowc devices' are monitored by ' bipartisan' citizens, trained to monitor the bl!IJot taiJy totals? 
How do you ensure the bipartisan election monitors/judges can affiJ'IJlatively verify that each vote is entered, reported, and tallied witbou 
do not appear to be empiricalJy observable? 

It appears that your request is for information only and not for an "identifiable record" under the Public Records Act (RCW 42.56,(18(1, ar 
so I can help id.entify which records you wish to obtain. Twill now consider this request closed. Please contact me if you have any questic 

Thank you, 

Samina M Ma.ys 
Public Records Ofiiccr 
Washington State House of Representatives 
360.786.7227 I Samina.May~g~gy 

Please note: A specffic definition of ''public records "applies to the Legislature under the Public Records Acl. RCW 42.56 U/ 0 and RCW 

Your email security and privacy matter. 

Your email security and privacy matter. 

Your email security and privacy matter. 

Your email security and privacy matter. 

hltps:l/leader.mymailsrvr.com/versions/webmaiii15.4.0.RC/popup.php?wsid=fbb48b17fT 4ca8e75006d0ee4704509b4a05c29f#1 533094545251 6/6 
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115TR CONGRESS 
2D SESSION 

S.L.C. 

s. 
'Po arru. ucl Lh~ Help A.t.nerica Vote ..A.e.t of' 2002 t.o eeq ture papllr ba.lloi:~ 

and risk limiting audits h1 a.IJ Federal eleut.ious, and J.Or ot.her pmposes. 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED ,_'TATES 

Mr. WYDEN (ror himself, Mrs. GILLlliRAND, Ms. WARREN1 Mrs. MLTRM\'1 Mr. 
MA.RlmY, and Mr. MERKLEY) inLrodt1ced ~he following bill; wbicb was 
read Lwice und t·eCcn:eu lo Lite CQtnmiLtee ou 

A BILL 
To amend the U el1J America VoLe Act of ~002 l.o require 

paper ballots and l'isk li..m..iting' audits in all Fecle.ral elee

~ions, and fol' other pul'pose.s. 

1 Be it. e11.ctcted by the Senate o/nd IIou,se of Represe-nta-

2 m:ve.s of tl'I.P Unit eel States of A met'ica. in Oong1-ess assMnbled, 

3 SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

4 'J'his Act may be. citorl as thn ''Prot.ect.ing American 

5 Vot.es and Elect.ions Act. of' 201 ,. 

6 SEC. 2. I<' JNDJNGS. 

7 Congress make Lh e following· findings: 

8 (1) Acce8S Lo the balloL, u·e~ and fair elect.ious, 

9 and a trnst\.-vorthy election process al'e at the core of 
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2 

1 American D emocracy. JLlSt as Lhe Founding Fathers 

2 sig·ned their names to paper supporting then· views 

3 for a govern.rneni, by and for the people, acc.ess Lo 

4 the paper ballot is the best way to ensure elections 

5 stay by and for the American people. Using paper 

6 provides an easily auditable, tamper pr oof, and sim-

7 pie way for citizens to access tbeir b<'lllot. It is for 

8 these r easons and mo1·e that using paper ballots to 

9 ensure resilient aud fail· election should be the pri-

10 oriLy of Lhis NaLion. 

11 (2) Risk-liruiLing audit.s will help Lo protect om· 

12 elections from cyberattacks, by ensuring that if Lhe 

13 electoral outcome is incorrect., for imrLance because 

14 someone tampe1·ed with the electronic counts or r e-

15 porting, the audit has a large, known probability of 

16 co1·recting the outcome by requjring a full hand 

17 count. P ap er ballots are vital to th e audit process 

18 since, otber than thr ough matmal inspection of a 

19 sampl e of paper ballot.s, there is currently no reliable 

20 way to determiue whether an election was hack ed or 

21 Lhe outcome was JuiscalcoJa.ted. 

22 (3) Risk-limiting audits are a cost, effective way 

23 of auditing· election r esults. They generally r equire 

24 inspect.ing only a small p ercentage of the ballots cast 

25 in au election, and proceed to a full baud count only 
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1 when sampling does not. provid~ stroug· evidence l.h<;~.t 

2 Lhe t·ep orted ou tcome is corrMt. This will ensure 

3 Lhat Arnarica.us have confidence in their l\lecijou re-

t1 suJts, without. the cost of a fulJ J'ccount of every bal 

5 lot in the country. 

6 SEC. 3. PAPER BAI~LOT AND MANUAJ,. COUN1'ING REQUlRE-

7 MENTS. 

8 (a) IN GENERAL.- Section 30l(a)(2) of the H Pip 

9 America Vote Act of 2002 (52 U.S.C. 21081 (a)(2)) is 

10 amc.uded t.o read as follows: 

11 u(2) P APER B.ALLO'f REQUIREMEN'f.-

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

. (A.) VO'l'ER-VERlFll?m PAPER B.ALLOTS.-

11(i) PAPER .ru.LLOT REQUIREME.NT.

(1) The voting system shall l'eqnire the use 

of an individual, chu-ahle, vot er--verified) 

paper baUot, of thP votm·'s vote that sha ll 

be marked and me~de availa,ble for inspec

t,ion and verificat.jou by thP. voter before 

the voLer's voLe is cast. and counlecl, and 

which shall be couu led by haud or 1·ead by 

an optical character· recogniLion d ~vice or 

other counting device. For PLU'poses of this 

subclause, the term 'individuali durable, 

voter-verifier.!, pii~per ballot' means a pa})er 

ballot mt~,rked by the votP.r by hand or a 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

S.L.O. 

4 

paper ballot. marked through the use of a 

nontabulating lJallot marking device or sys

tem, so long· as the vot.er shall have the op

tion to mark his or h er ballot by hand. 

"(II) The vot.ing system sh~:~ll provide 

the voter with au opportunity to correct 

any error 011 t be paper ballot before the 

permanent voter-verified paper ballot. is 

preserved in accordance with clause (ii). 

"(TII) The voiing system shall not. 

preserve the voier-ve1·ified paper ballot.s in 

any manner that makes it. possible, at. any 

lime aft.er the ballot. has been cast, Lo asso

ciate a voter with the r ecord of the voter's 

vote without the voter's consent. 

·'(:ii) PRESERVATION AS OFFlCIAJJ 

RECORD.-The individual, durable, voter

ver ified, paper ballot used in accordance 

with clause (i) shaJI cons tit.uLc the official 

ballot. aud shall be preserved aud used as 

the official ballot Cor purposes oJ auy re

count or audit conrlLlcted with r esp ect to 

any election for F ederal office in which the 

voting system is used. 
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2 

3 
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5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

S.L.O. 

5 

"(iii) MAN UAL COUN'l'ING BEQOll\E

MEN'rS FOR RECOUN'fS AND AUDITS.- (1) 

Each paper ballot. used pursuant to clause 

(i) shall be suit..<tble f01· a manual audit1 

and shall be counted by ha.ucl in any r e

count or i'ludit. conducted with res1)ect to 

any election for Feel er::~! office. 

"(IT) 1 n t hP eve11t of any iuconsist.

encies or irrcg·ul al'ities b13tweon any elec

tronic vole tallies and the vote tallies de

Lerrniued hy cot.W.Liug by hand the inrli

vidual, dura.blo, voter-verified, 1~a1Jer ballo Ls 

llSecl pmsuaut to claUS\:' (i), and sur~ject. Lo 

subpaJ·agraph (B), the individual, durable, 

voter-verified, paper ballots shall be the 

truP and coJTect record of t lw votes cast. 

" (iv) APPLICATION TO ALL BAL

fJOTS.-'rhe eequiremeJ1ts of this subpara

gT<:Lph :,hall apply Lo a ll ballots casL i11 ehlc

Lious for F cdei"al oiTiucl, including bttllots 

cast IJy a.bSCllt. UJJjJormed Sel'ViCeS VOterS 

and overse.as voters Lmder th13 Uniformed 

and OveTseas Citizens Absentee Voting Ac.t 

and otb.e1· absentee votl:\rs. 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 
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24 

25 
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"(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR 'l'REA'l'M.EN'l' OF 

DISPUTES "'WHEN P~<\PER BALLOTS HAVE BEEN 

SHOVvN 'l'O BE COMPlWMISED.-

" (i) IN GENERAL.- In 

that-

the event 

"(J) there is any inconsistency 

between any electronic vote taJLies and 

the vote tallies determined by count

ing by hand the Lndividual, durable, 

voLer-vorilied, paper ballots used pur

suant, Lo subparagraph (A)(i) wit.h r e

sp ect to any election for Federal of-

fi.ce; and 

"(II) it, is demonstrated by clear 

and conviuci.I.l.g ~vidence (as deter

mined in t\.Ccordance with t.he applica-

ble standards in the jUl'isdiction in-

volved) in any r·ecount, audit, or cou-

Lest. of the r esult of' tl1 e election that 

the paper ballo ts have been com

promised (by damage or mischief or 

otherwise) and that a sufficient num

ber of the ballots have been so com-

promised that the result of the elec-

tjon could be changed, 
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1 tlle determinaliou of the aJJJ.>ropriate rem-

2 edy wi.th respect to the election shall ·be 

3 made in accordance with applicable State 

4 law, c~'Ccopt. that the electrouic tally shall 

5 not. be used as the exclusive basis for de-

6 tel'mining t.be official certifjed 1·esult. 

7 ''(ji) H.ULE E"OR UONSIDERA'l'lUN OF' 

8 BAU ... O'I'S ASSOCIATED WT'I'H E.~OFf VOTING 

9 MAUHfNE.-B'm· purposes of clause (i), 

10 only the paper ballots deemed com-

11 ptomised, ii au.y, shall be cons i1lered. iu the 

12 calculation of whether or not the result. of 

13 tha election c.ould be changad due to 1h~ 

14 compromised paper ballots.". 

15 (b) CONFORMJNG AMENDMENT CLARIFYING A..PPLI-

16 CABlLT'rY OF Al!PE.RNA'l'TVE LANGUAGE AOCESSTBlT_,TTY.-

17 Section 30l(a)(4) of such Act (52 U.S.C. 2108l(a)(4)) 

18 is arnencled by insel't.ing "( inclucling the paper ballots re-

19 qni,·ccl Lobe used unde t• pa.J'agTaph (2))" aftet· "voLiug· sys-

20 tom". 

21 (c) OTHER CoNFOR.iVUNG AMEJNDMENTS.~Seclion 

22 30l(t~.)(l) of such Act (52 U.S.C. 31081(a)(l)) is ameml-

23 ed-
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1 (1) iu subparagraph (A)(i), by striking "coUlll.-

2 ed11 and inserting "counted. in accordance with 

3 paragrapw ( 2) aod ( 3) "; 

II (2) in su])paJ't:i.gJ'aph (A)(ii), by striking "count 

5 ed' ' and inserting "counted, in accordance with 

6 paragTapbs (2} and (3)' '; 

7 (3) in subparag~'aph (A)(iii), by stl'iking "count-

8 ed" each placP it. appeal'S and inserting "couutPd, in 

9 accorclance with parag~raphs (2) and (3)"i and 

10 (4) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by sLriking "count-

11 eu" anrl iusertiug· ' 'countHl. in a.ccorrlHnct: with 

12 paragTaphs (2) and (3)". 

13 (d) E PFECTIVE DA.TE.-Notwithstand.i.ng· section 

14 301(d) of the H elp America. Vote Act of 2002 (52 lT.S.C. 

15 210 l{d)), each ~.:'tate and jurisdiction shall be required 

16 to comply ·with the amendments made by this section for 

17 the regulaJ·ly scheclnled election for F ederal office in No

]~ vember 2020, and for each subseq1.umt election for F ederal 

19 office. 

20 SEC. 4. ACUE SSIDJLlrry AND BALLOT VERiFICATION F OU IN -

~1 D JVIDUALS WITH O ISAB.fi,J'f'ffiS. 

22 (a) L'J GENER..o\.L.-Section :301(a )(3)(B) of th~ llelp 

23 America Vote Act. of 2002 (52 U.S.C. 21081 (a)(3)(B)) is 

24 amend,~cl to read as follows: 
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1'(B)(i) salis.ty lhe requirement of subpara

gTaph (A) through the use of at least 1 voting· 

syslem equipJ:H~d fo1· individuals with disa.bil

ities, including n onvisual and enhanced visual 

acces-sibility for the blind and visually impaired, 

and nonmauual and enhanced manual accessi

bHity for t he mobility and dextmity impa.iTed, at 

each polling place; and 

11 (ii) meet the requirements of subpara

graph (A) and paragraph (2){A) by using a sys

t,em tha~ 

''(I) allows Lhe voter to privaiely and 

independently veruy the permanent paper 

ballot through the presentation, in acces

sible form, of the printecl or marked vote 

selectio11s from the same pr'intecl or 

ma.rked information that would be used for 

any vote com1ting or auditing; a1Jcl 

"(ll) a ll ows Lhe voter· to privately and 

independently verify and cast the perma

ucnt paper ballot without reqLli:ring t.he 

voter to manually handle the paper ballot; 

and". 
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1 (b) SPECIE'IC REQUIREMEN'l' OF STUDY, T ES'l'ING, 

2 AND DEVELOPMENT OF A CGESSIBLE PAPER BA.LLO'l' 

3 VERIFlt.:ATlUN MEUJ-:LA.Nl SMS.-

11- (1) STUDY AND REPORTING.- 8nht.itle C of 

5 title II of such Act (52 U.S.C. 21081 et seq.) L'3 

6 amended by inserting after sect ion 24F.i the following 

7 new section: 

8 ''S'EC. 246A. STUDY AND REPORT ON ACCESSffiLF; PAPER 

9 BALLOT VERJFICATLON MECHANISMS. 

10 "(a) 8 '1'1IDY AND REPOR'l' .-Tlte Di..re!.;Lot' of lhe Na-

Il t.ional Scjeuce Founclatiou shall make grants to uot. fewe1· 

12 Lhau 3 eligible entities Lo study, test, and dcvclop acces-

13 sible l)ap er ballot voting, verification, and casting mecha-

14 nisms and Jeviees and best practices t.o enhance the acces-

15 sibilit.y of paper ballot voting and verification mechauili>11'.1S 

16 for i~ld ividuFtl s with disabilities, for voters whose primary 

17 language is not, English , and for voters with diffictllties 

18 il1 literacy, includ ing best pract ices fol' t.he mechanism$ 

19 themselves and Lhe processes through which l.ht! me<;h<l-

20 uisms a,re used. 

21 11(b) E LIGIBILIT¥.-An entity is nligib]e to r l:lceivo a 

22 grant t.mder this part il it submits t o the Direcl.or (aL such 

23 time and in such form as the Director may require) au 

34 application cont.aiuiug-
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1 "(1) cert.ificaLions that. the eutily shall specifi-

2 cally investigate enhanced methods or devices 1 in-

3 eluding non-electronic devices, Lhat will assist. such 

4 individuals and voters in marh"ing voter-verified 

5 paper ballots and presenting or transmitting the in-

6 formation printed or marked on such ballots bach: to 

7 such individuals and voters1 and casting such ballotsi 

8 '((2) a certification that the entity shall com-

9 plete the activities carried out with the grant not 

10 later than December 31, 2020; and 

11 "(3) such other lnformaLion and cel·t.ifications 

12 as the Director ma.y r equire. 

13 ''(c) AVAILABILITY OF TECHNOLOGY.-Any Lech-

14 nology develo1)ed with the gTants macle undet· this section 

15 shall be treated as non-proprietary and shall be made 

l6 available to the pubjjc, il1cJuding to manufacturers of vot-

17 ing systems. 

18 ' 1(d) COORDJN.A'I'TON WlTH GRANTS li'OR TECH-

19 NOLOGY 1MPROVEMEN'I'S.-1'h~ .Dil'ecio l' shall carry out. 

20 this sect.iou so that. the activities ca!'ricd ouL with the 

21 gra.nls made w1der subsection (a) are coordjnaLecl wiLh Lbe 

22 research conducted under the grant program carried out. 

23 by the Commission under section 271, to the extent that 

24 the Director and Commission determine necessary to pro-

25 vide for the advancement of accessibJe voting technology. 
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1 "(e) AU'l'HORIZA'l'lON OF 1\..PPROPRlA'l'lONS.-There 

2 is authorjzed to be appropriated to carry out subsection 

3 (a.) $10,000,000, to remain available until expended.". 

4 (2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.- The table of con 

5 t.ents of such Act is amended by inserting after the 

6 item relating to section 246 the folJowing new item: 

"Sec. 246A. Study and report on accessible paper ballot. vcrificaLion rnecha
ni~>ms.'' . 

7 SEC. 5. RlSK-LlMlTING AUDITS. 

8 (a) LN GENT~RAL.-rl'itle Lil o{' tht"\ Help Amel'ica 

9 Vote Act. of 2002 (52 U.S.C. 21081 e(. seq.) is amended 

10 by insel'Ling after section 303 tJ1e following new ect.ion: 

11 "SEC. S03A. RISK-LIMITING AUDJfS. 

12 1 '(a) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 

13 "(1) RISK-LIMITING AUDIT.-

14 "(A) IN GENERAL.-The term 'ris.k-lim-

15 iting audit' means a post-election process such 

16 that, if the l'epot·ted outcome of the contest is 

17 i11co t'J'ect, there is at least a 95 percent chance 

18 t,hat. lhe audit. will r eplace the inconecl. outcome 

l9 with the concct outcome as determined by a 

20 full, hantl-to-eye tabulation of all votes valiclly 

21 cast. in that, elect.iou conies!. thaL ascerl.ains 

22 voter intent manually and directJy from voter-

23 verifiable paper records. 
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1 "(B) REPOR'l'ED O'J'l'CO.l\1E.-The term 're-

2 ported outcome' means the outcome of an elec-

3 lion contest which is determined according to 

4 the canvass and which will become the offiaial, 

5 certified outcome unless it is revised by an 

6 audit, r ecount, or other legal process. 

7 "(C) INCORRECT OU'J'COME.-'Pbe term 

8 'h1con ect outcome1 means an outcome that clu-

9 fers from t he outcome tl1at would be determined 

10 by a full tabulation of all votes validly cast in 

11 LhaL election contest, detennining voter intent. 

12 manually, uirec.ily from votel·-verifiable papcl' 

13 records: . 

14 "(D ) 0 UTC01VIE.-Tbe t erm 'outcome' 

15 means the winner or set of winners of an elec-

16 tion contest, which might be candidates or pos:i-

17 t.ions. 

18 "(2) BALLOT MANIFEST.-The term ' bal lot 

19 mar1ifest' means a reco rd maint£tined hy each eounLy 

20 Lhatr---

21 (((A) is created wi.thout. r eliance O:L1 any 

22 part of the voting system used to tabulate 

23 votes; 

24 "(B) functions as a sampling frame for 

25 conducting a rjsk-limiting audit; and 
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1 "(C) conLains the following information 

2 about ballots cast and counted: 

3 11 (i) The lot.al number of ballots cas t. 

4 and counted in tho election (including· 

5 unclervotes, overvotes, and other invalid 

6 votes). 

7 "(ii) rrhe total number of ballots cast 

8 m each contest in the election (including-

9 m1dervotes, overvotes, a.ncl ot-her invalid 

10 votes). 

11 u(ili) A ptecise desc1·ip~ion of the 

12 manner .in which the ballots arc physically 

13 stored, ineluding the total number of phys-

14 ical groups of ballots, the numbering sys-

15 tern for each group, a unique label for each 

16 gl'oup, and the number of ballots in eaeh 

17 such group. 

18 ' .(b) REQUIREMENT.-

19 "(1) lN GENERAJJ.-

20 ''(A) AUDI'l'S.-Each Siat.c and jm·isdic-

21 Lion shall administer r.isk-limiting audits of the 

22 results of all elections for Federal office held in 

23 the State in accordance with the requirements 

24 of paragTaph (2). 
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''(B) F ULL MANUAL 'l'ALLY.-If a risk-lim

iting audit conducted 1mder subparagraph (A) 

leads lo a full manual tally of a-n election con

test, the Stat e or jm'isrtiat.ion shall usc ihc r e 

sults of the full manual tally as the official r e

sults of the electjon contest. 

<t(2) AUDIT REQUJEEMEN'l'S.-

:tA.) RULES AND PROGEDURES.-

{I(i) TN GENERAL.- R isk-lirniting au

dits shall be couducted in accordance with 

the r ules and procedures es i.ablished by t.he 

chief State election official of the StaLe not 

later than l year after the date of the en

actment. of this section. 

H(ii) .MATTERS INCL UDED.-The rules 

and procedures esta blished 1mcler clause (j) 

may include the following: 

"(I) Rules for ensuring the secu

r ity of ballots a nd cl oeumenting that. 

prescribed procedures were followed. 

"(II) Rules and procedures for 

ensuring the acctnacy of ballot mani

fests produced by jurisdictions. 

''(III) Rules and procedures for 

governil1g the format of ballot mani-
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fests, cast. vote recor ds, and other 

data involved in risk-limiting audits. 

11 (IV) Meth ods to ensttre that. 

any cast vote r ecords used in a risk 

limiting audit are those used by the 

-voting system to tally the election r e

sults sent to the Secretary of State 

and made public. 

(((V) Procedtu·es for t he l'andom 

selection of ballolrs to be insp ected 

manually dm'ing· each audit. 

11 (Vl) Rules for the calculatious 

and other methods to be used .in the 

audit. and to determine whether and 

when the audit of each contest is com

plete. 

" (VII) Procedures and r equire

ments for testing any software used to 

conduct. r isk-limiti ng audi ts. 

1'(B) TnvnNG.- The risk-limiting· audit 

shall be complet ed not later tba11 the dale that. 

t.he r esult of the election is certified by the 

State. 

11 (C) PuBLIC R.EPORT.- After t.he comple

tion of the risk-limiting audit, t.he State shall 
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publish a report, on the results of the audit1 Lo

gether with such information as necessary to 

confirm that the audit was conducted properly. 

4 "(c) EFFECTIVE DA'l'E. - Each State and jurisdiction 

5 shall be required to comply with the requirements of this 

6 section for the regulaTly scheclulecl eJection for Federal of-

7 fice in November 2020, and for each subsequent election 

8 for F ederal office.". 

9 (b) CoNFORlVITNG AlvrENDMEN'rs RELA'rED 'l'O EN-

10 FORCEMEN'r .- Section 401 ofsuchAct. (52 U.S.C. 21111) 

11 is amended by striking uand 303" aud insert.ing "303, and 

12 303.A". 

13 (c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT .-The table of contents 

14 for such Act is amended by inserting after the item relat-

15 ing to section 303 the following new item: 

"Sec. 303A. Ris\,-lirr;iting audits.". 



APX 186



                

July 19, 2018 

President Donald. J. Trump 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear President Trump: 

We write with complete and total dismay and alarm over your comments at the summit with 
Russian President Vladimir Putin and your failure to both recognize and denounce his attacks on 
American democracy. Never, in the course of our nation's history, has a president sided with a 
foreign adversary—one responsible for a coordinated attack on our free and open elections—
over our own U.S. intelligence community. 

We now know, unequivocally, that—on the order of President Putin—Russian officials 
attacked at least 21 state systems during the 2016 election, as part of a coordinated effort to 
influence our elections. Last week, FBI special counsel Robert Mueller indicted twelve Russian 
intelligence officers accused of interfering in the 2016 election. The U.S. intelligence community 
confirmed these facts in no uncertain terms. Your inconsistency in accepting those facts, and 
your inability to confront President Putin, poses a direct threat to our national security and to our 
freedoms. 

Our election systems remain targets of foreign interference. On February 13, 2018, Director of 
National Intelligence Dan Coats, testifying before the Senate Intelligence Committee, said that 
“persistent and disruptive cyber operations” would continue “using elections as opportunities to 
undermine democracy” in the United States in 2018 and beyond. In that same hearing, he 
affirmed that he had already seen evidence Russia was targeting U.S. elections in November 
2018. 

As governors, we remain committed to protecting our states’ election systems. There is nothing 
more fundamental to the enduring success of our American democracy, and we take seriously 
our responsibility to protect the integrity and security of our elections. Through the National 
Governors Association and public-private partnerships, we have led a number of bipartisan 
initiatives on cybersecurity to bolster the security of our election infrastructure. States are leading 
the way in protecting voters, but more has to be done to send a clear message: Interference in our 
elections will not be tolerated. 
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We cannot take a passive stance while a hostile foreign government continues to undermine our 
democracy. And we certainly cannot defend or actively condone Russia’s actions, which is what 
you are choosing to do. Ignoring the real threats Russia poses to our elections is, quite frankly, 
un-American. This is an imminent national security threat that transcends party lines. This is a 
matter of protecting and preserving fair elections—the underpinning of our democracy. 

As governors, we are committed to ensuring that every vote is protected and counted. Americans 
need a president who is willing to stand-up to a foreign adversary that continues to threaten our 
basic rights and freedom. 

We call on you to stand with the American people and lead by denouncing the Russian 
government’s assault on the fundamental and basic right of Americans to elect their leaders 
without interference. We call on you to enforce and strengthen sanctions against Russia and hold 
them accountable for their continued attacks. Lastly, we call on you to support strong 
congressional action to help states secure our elections and protect our democracy from Russian 
cyberattacks. The American people deserve better. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Inslee      Andrew Cuomo 
Governor      Governor  
State of Washington     State of New York 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAl PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20460 

11.1 CERTIFIED \IAIL 
RETUR."-.1 /?ECEIPT REQUI:,:t:;TED 

Volkswagen AG 
Audi AG 
Volksvvagen Group ot'America. Inc. 
Thru: 

David Geanacopoulos 

SEP t B 2015 

Executive Vice President Public ffairs and General Counsel 
Volkswagen Group of America. Inc. 
2200 Ferllinand Porsche Drive 
Herndon. VA 20 171 

Stuan Johnson 
General Manager 
Engineering and Environmental Office 
Volkswagen Group of America. Inc. 
3800 I !amlin Road 
Auburn I I ills. Ml 48326 

R(}: otit:e of Violatillll 

Dear Mr. Geanacopoulos and Mr. Johnson: 

OFFICE OF 
ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE 1\SSURANCE 

The United States Enviroruncntal Protection Agency {EPA) has investigated and continues to 
investigate Volkswagen AG. Audi AG. and Volkswagen Group of America (collectively. VW) 
for compliance with Lbe Clean Air Ac1 (CAA), 42 U.S.C. ** 7401 - 767 1 q. and its implementing 
regulations. /\s detailed in this Notice of' Violation (NOV). the 13PA has determined thai VW 
manufactw·ed and installed defeat devices in certain model year 2009 through 20 l5 diesel light
duty vehicles equipped with 2.0 liter engines. These defeat devices bypass. defeat. or render 
inoperatiw elements 0fthc vchicl~s· emission control system thai exist to cnmply with C/\A 
emission standards. l'heretore. VW violated sedion 203(a)(3)( B) ol'the CAA. 42 U.S.C. 
§ 752J(a)(3)(8). Additionally. tbe EPA has determined that. due to the existence of the ddcat 

lmo!T10t Addtess (UAL) • nttp./lwww.epa.gO\I 
RocyciOdll'lor.ycl•blo • Pnnled Wllh Vegolbble Ool Bas9d lnl!s oo l 00"4 Po~eonswner, ProcoS$ ChiOriM<! f-ree Aecyetod Paeo~t 
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devices in Lhesc vehicles, these vehicles do not conJonn in all material respects to the vehicle 
spedt1cations described in the applications for the certificates of confom1ity that purportedly 
cover them. Therefore. VW also violated section 203(a)( 1) of the C.A.A. 42 U.S.C. § 7522(a)c I), 
by selling. offering for sale. introducing into commerce. delivering for introduction into 
commerce. or importing these vehicles. or for causing any of the foregoing nets. 

L!\\\ Governing Alleg,~d Violations 

This NOV ruises under Part A of Title II of the CAA. 42 U.S.C. §§ 7521 - 7554. and the 
regulations promulgated thereunder. In creatmg the C AA. Congress found. in part. that ·•the 
incrcasmg use of motor vehicles ..• has resulted in mounting dangers to the public health and 
welfare ... CAA § l01(a)(2). 42 U.S.C. § 7401(a)(2). Congress· purpose in creating the CAA. in 
purl. was ··to protect and enhance the quality or the Nation '!I ai r resources so as to promote the 
public health ami welfare am! the productive capacity or its population_·· ami "to initiate and 
accelerate a national research dnd development program to ach1eve the prevention and control of 
air pollution:· CAl\ § 10 I (b)( 1 )- (2). 42 U. S.C. § 7401 (h)( 1 )-(2). I he CAA and the regulations 
promulgated thereunder mm to protect human health and the cnviwnmcnt by reducing cmissioos 
of nitrogen Oi\idcs {NOx) and other pol lutants from mobile sources of air pollution. Nitrogen 
Ol\itl\!:s arc a family of highly reactive ga:-cs that play a major role in th~.:: atmospheric.: reactions 
with volatile organic compounds (VOCs) thut product: o:wne (sme>g) on hot summcr days. 
Breathing ozone can trigger a variety or health problems incluuin~ chest pain. coughing, throat 
irritation. and congestion. £3n:athing ozone can also Wl)rsen bronchitis. emphysema. and asthma. 
Children are at greatest risk or e.xperiencing negative health impacts from exposure to ozone. 

Tht: rP/\ 's all~gations here concern light-duty motor vehicles for which ~0 C.F.R. Part 86 :;ets 
emission standards and test pl'occdures and section 203 of the C/\A, 42 U.S.C. § 7522. sets 
compliance provisions. LighH.It•ty vehicles must satisl) emission standards f(,r certain air 
pollutants. induding NOx. 40 C.F.R. § 86.1 S 11-04. The EPA administers a certilication program 
to ensure that every veltide Introduced into United Slates commerce satisfies applicable emission 
standards. Under this program, the EPA issues certificates of'confonnity (COC!>), and thereby 
uppnwcs the intwcJuction ol' vchiclc:s into United Slates commerce. 

Tu obtain a COC. a lig.ht-dut_:. \chide manutacLUrer must submit a('()(' application to the t::PA 
ror each test group of vehicles that it intends to enter into United tates commerce. 40 C.F.R. 
§ 86.1 8~3-0 l. ·1 he COC application must include. among other rhings. a list of all auxiliary 
emission control devices (AECDs) installed on the vehicles. 40 (' F.R. § 86.1 R44-0 1 (d)( II). An 
AECD is "any element or design ""hich senses temperature. vehidt! speed. engine RPM. 
transmission gear. manifold vacuum. or ~my other puramell'r forth~ purpos~ of activating. 
modulatjng. delaying. or deactivnting the operation or any m1rt of the emission colltrol system:· 
40 C.F.R. § ~6.1 R03-01. The COC application must also include ··ajustilication for each A F.(' f) . 

the panuneters thl!y sense mtd control. a detailed justification of L-ach AECD Lhat results in a 
reduction in cffccliYcncss of the emission cont.rol system. and fal rationale J()r \\ hy his not a 
dclcat Jevic.:e ... 40 C'.F.R. § 8(>.1 H44-0 I (d)( 11). 

A defeat device is !111 AECD ''that reduces th~.: cflcctivcncss ol the emission control system unJer 
conditions which ma) reasonably be expected to be c:ncountered in normal vehicle operation and 

l 



APX 203

liSe. lmless: (1) Such conditions are substantially included in the Fctlcral emission test proccdur~· : 
{2) The need for the AECD is justified in tcnns ofprotccting.Lhe vehicle against damage or 
accident; (3) The AECD does not go beyond the requirements orcngim: starting; or l4) rhe 
AECD applies only for emergency vehicles .. . : · 40 C.F.R. § 86.1803-0 I. 

Motor vehicles equipped with dcfcHt devices. such as those at issue here. cannot be ccrtltied. 
EPA, Athti.,·o' ;)' Circular Numher 2.J. Prohihitw11 ( Ill use fi/Emlssiuu Control Dejiwr D e1•ice 
(Dec. 1 L 1972): see olso 40 C.F.R. ~§ 86-1809-01. H6- J809-10. 86-180'>-12. l::lcctronic wntrnl 
systems '>vhich may recei ve inputs from multiple sensors and control multiple actuators thut 
affect the emission control system 's performance ore A£ COs. EPA. AdvixOty Circulor Numhl.!r 
U-1: T'mhihirion of Emission Control Defeat Derices Uptioll(lf ObfectiVC! Crfteri(l (Dec. 6. 
lt:l78). "Such clements of design could be control system logic (i.e .. comp11tcr $(ltlwarc), and/or 
calibrations. and/or hardware items:· ltl. 

··Vc:hiclcs arc covered by a ccrtifivatc tlf conformity only if they arc in all material respects as 
uescribetl in the manufacturer'!\ application !'or certification ...... 40 C.F.R. § 86. 1848-1 O(c)(6 ). 
Similar!). a COC issued by EPA. including those 1ssued to VW. state expressly. ·'lllhis 
ce11i llcatc covers only those new motor vehicles or vehicle engines which conform. in al l 
m•llerial respects. to the design specifications'' described in the applicatio1t for that COC. See 
also 40 C.F.R. §§ 86.1844-01 (listing required content for COC applications). 86.1848-01 (b) 
(authOI'izing the EPA tO issut: COCs on any terms that are necessary or appropriate t.o assun: thot 
new motor vehicles satisfy th~.: requirements ol'thc CAA ami its regulations). 

The CAA makes it a violation ··for any persort 10 manul'acture or selL or offer to sell. or install. 
any part or component intended for use with. or ;c; part of. any motor vehicle or motor vehic le 
engine. where a principal effect nf the pan or component is w bypass. defeat.. or rendt:r 
inoperative any device or clement of design instalkd on or in a motor vehicle or motor ' chjcle 
engine in compliance vvith rcg,ulations u.ndcr this subchapter. and '"'here tl1e person knows or 
should k.t10"' that such part 0r compom:nl is being offered for sale nr installed for such usc or put 
to such use:· CA/\ ~ :!03(a)(3 )(B). 42 ' .S.C.~ 7522(a)(3)( 13); 40 C.F.R. * 86.1854-12(a)(J)(ii). 
Additionally. manufacturers are prohibited from sell ing. offering fi>r sale. introducing into 
c<lmmerce. delivering for introduction into commerce. or importing. any new m()tor vchick 
unless that vehicle is covered by au EPA-issued COC. CAl\§ 103(a)( 1 ). 42 U.S.C. * 75'2'2(a)(1 ). 
40 C.l· .R. § 86.J854-12(a)(l ). 1l is also a violation to cause any of !he foregoing acts. CAA 
§ 203la). 42 U.S.C. § 7522(a): 40 C.F.R. § 86-1854-1 2(a). 

Alleged Violations 

Each VW vehicle identified by the table below has AF.CDs that were not dt:scribcd in the 
spplication lor the COC that purportedly covers the vehicle. Specifically. VW manufactured and 
installed sufiware in the electronic control module (EC M) of these vehicles that sensed when the 
vehicle was being tested for compliance with EPA emission standards. ror ease of rel'ert:nce. the 
EPA is call ing this the -switch." fhc .. switch" senses whether the vehicle is hcing tested or not 
based on various inputs including the position of the steering wheeL vehicle speed. the duration 
of the engine's operation. and barometric pressure. These inputs precise!) track lhe parameters of 
the federal test rroccdure u ·cd 1tlr em iss ion testing for EPA certi ficutkll1 purposes. During EPA 
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emission testing, the vehicles· ECM ran sot!ware which produced compliant emission results 
under an ECM calibration that VW rdcrrcd to as the '·dyno cal ibration·· (referring to the 
equipment used in emissions testing. called~ dynamometer). At all other times during normal 
vehicle operation. the ··switch·· was activated and the vehicle ECM software ran a separate ··road 
calibration .. which reduced the effectiveness of the emission con1rol system (specifically the 
selective catalytic reduction or the lean NOx trap). As a result, emissions ofNOx increa')ed by a 
factor of I 0 to 40 times above the EPA compliant levels. depending on the type of drive cycle 
(e.g .. city. highway). 

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) and the EPA were alerted to emissions problems 
with these vehicles in May 2014 when the West Virginia University's (WVU) Center for 
Alternative Fuels, Engines & Emissi<.ms published results or a study commissioned by the 
International Council on Clean Transportation that found significantly higher in-use emissions 
!'rom two light duty diesel vehicle~ (a 2012 .JeHa Md a 2013 Passat). Over the course of the year 
following the publication of the WVU study. VW conti nued to asserlto CARB and the EPA that 
the increased emissions from these vehicles could be attributed to various technical issues and 
ttnexpected in-use conditions. VW issued a voluntary recall in December 2014to address the 
issue. CARS. in coordination with the EPA. conducted follow up testing oftnese vehicles both 
in the laborator) and during normal road operation to confirm the efficacy of the recall. When 
the testing showed only a limited benefit to the recall. CARB broadened the testing to pinpoint 
ihe exact technical nature of the vehicles· poor performance. and to investigate why the vehicles' 
onboard diagnostic system was not detecting the increased emissions. lone of the potential 
technical issues suggested by VW explained the higher test results consistent ly conJirmed during 
CARB's testing. It became clear that CARB and the EPA would not approve certificates of 
conform it}' lor vw· s 2016 model year diesel vehicles until VW could adequately explain the 
anomalous emissions and ensure the agencies that the 2016 model year vehicles would not have 
similar issues. Only then did VW admit it had designed and installed a defeat device in these 
vehicles in the form of a sophi:-ticated software algorithm that detected when a vehicle was 
undergoing emissions testing. 

VW knew or should have known that its .. road calibration" and "switch" together bypass. defeat. 
or render inoperative elements of the vehicle design related to compliance with the CAA 
emission standards. This is apparent given the design or these deleat devices. As described 
above. the software was designed to track the parameters of the federal test procedure and cause 
emission control systems to undcrpcrform when the software determined that the vehicle was not 
undergoing the federal test procedure. 

VW's '·road calibration" and ·'switch'' are AECDs 1 that were neither described nor justified in 
the applicable COC applications. and are illegal defeat devices. Therefore each vehicle identified 
by the table below does not conform in a material respect to the vehicle speciJications described 
in the COC application. As such, VW violated section 203(a)( J) of the C.t\.A. 42 U.S.C. 
§ 7522(a)(l). each lime it sold. offered for sale. introduced into commerce. delivered for 
introduction into commerce, or imported (or caused any of the foregoing "v1th respect to) one or 
the hundreds of thousands of new motor vehicles within these test groups. Additionally. VW 

1 There may be numerous .:ngine maps associated \\~th vw·s "road calibration" lh<tt are ACCDs. and rh~t may also 
be defeat devices. For ease of description. the EPA is referring to these maps collcclively ns the "road calibration:' 
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violated section 203(a)(J)tl3) nrthe CJ\A. 42 U.S.C. § 7522(a)(3)( l3). each time it manufactured 
and installed into these vehicles an ECM equtpped with the .. switch"' antl .. road calibration." 

The vehicles are iJemitied b: the tabk below. All vehicles are equipped with 2.0 liter diesd 
engines. 

Model Year EPA Test Group Make ami Modcl(s) 

:!009 9VWXY02.035N YW Jetta. VW Jetta Sportwagen 
2009 9YWXY02.0USN VW Jctta. VW Jctta Sportwagcn 
2010 A V\VA'V02.0U5N VW Goff. VW Jetta.. VW .leila Sportwagen. Audl A3 
2011 BVWXV02,0USN VW Golf. VW Jt!tta. VW Jetta Sportwagen. Audi /\3 
20 12 CVWXV02.0USN VW Beetle. VW Beetle Convertible. VW Golf. VW 

Jerta. VW .lelia Sportwagen. Audi A3 
2011 CVWXV02.0U4S VW Passm 
20 13 DVWXV02.0USN VW Beetle. VW Beetle Convertible. VW Golf. VW 

Jetta VW Jetta Sportwagcn. /\udi A3 

20l3 DVWA'VO:!.OL'4S VW Passat 
20 14 CV WXV02.0U5N VW Beetle, YW Bcl!tk Convertible. VW Golf'. VW 

Jella. VW .!ella Sportwagcn. Audi A3 
2014 EVWXV02.0U4S VW Passat 
20 15 FVGA V02.0V AL VW Beetle. VW Beetle Convertible. VW Golf. VW 

GolfSpomvagcn. VW Jctta. VW Passat. Audi A3 

F.n forcemcnt 

The EPA· s investigation into this lllaller is continuing. The above table represents specific 
violations that the EPA believes. at this poinL are sufticientl) supported b) evidence to warrant 
the allegations in this OV. I he PPJ\ may find additional violations as the investigation 
continues. 

-

fhe EPA is authorized tn refer this matter to the United States Depurtm~nt llf Justice for 
initiation or appropriate enlorcem~;:ill action. Among other things. persons who violate St!clion 
203{a)(3)(8) or the C AA. 42 U.S.C. § 7522(u)(3 )(B). are subject to a civil penalty or up to 
$3.750 for each violation that occurreJ on or after January 13. 2009:11 l CAJ\ § 205(a). 4:! U .• . C. 
§ 7524(a): 40 C.F. R. § 19.4. ln addition. an) manufacturer who. on llr after January 13.2009. 
sold. offered for sale. introduced into commerce. delivered for introduction into commerce. 
imported, or cau~t:d any of the fo regoing acts with respect It> any new motor vehicle that was not 
covered by an El)/\-issued COC is subject. among other things. ro a civi l penalty of up to 
$37.500 for each vtolation.121 CAA § 205(a). 42 U.S.C. § 7524(a): 40 C.F.R. § 19.4. J'bc EPA 
may seck. and district courts may order. equitable remedies to further address these alleged 
vil)lations. CM § 204(a). 42 U.S.C. § 7523{a) 

t 'I Sl. ?50 for viol at ions uccnrnng prior to January 13, 1009 
111 S32.500 for vio llltions occurring prior to January 13. 1009. 
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The EPA is available to discuss lhis matter with you. Please contact Meetu KauJ. the EPA 
anomey assigned to this mancr. to discuss this NOV. Ms. Kaul can be reached as l'ollows: 

Cop)' : 

Mcetu Kaul 
U.S. EPA. Air Enforcement Division 
1200 Pennsylvanin. /\venue. NW 
William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building 
Wash ington. DC 20460 
(202) 56+-5471 
kaul.mcctu@epa.gov 

Todd Sax. Cali fornia Air Resources Board 
Walter Benjamin Fisherow. United tales Departmentnf Justice 

tuart Drake. Kirkland & Ellis LLP 
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July 11, 2018

Wyden: Paper Ballots and Audits are Essential to Secure
American Elections Against Foreign Hackers

Testifying at Senate Rules Committee, Wyden Blasts Voting
Machine Manufacturers, Calls for Passage of His Bill Mandating
Paper Ballots

WWashington, D.C. – Sen. Ron Wyden, D-Ore., sounded the alarm about the urgent need

for paper ballots to secure American elections against foreign hackers, in testimony at

the Senate Rules Committee today.

Wyden called on the Senate to pass his Protecting American Votes and Elections Act,

which requires paper ballots and effective audits for all federal elections, and has been

endorsed by leading cybersecurity experts. View his full testimony here.

“At least 44 million Americans - and perhaps millions more - have no choice but to use

insecure voting machines that have foreign hackers salivating,” Wyden said.  “It is

inexcusable that American democracy depends on hackable voting technology made by

a handful of companies that have evaded oversight and stonewalled Congress. That

must end.”

Wyden blasted voting machine companies for refusing to answer basic questions about

their cybersecurity practices. ES&S continued to stonewall Wyden’s questions even

after the New York Times reported the company had sold voting technology with

remote monitoring software installed.

“The only way to make this worse would be to leave unguarded ballot boxes in Moscow

and Beijing,”” Wyden said.  “Americans must move to paper ballots, marked by hand.

Until that system is adopted, every election that goes by is an election that Russia could

hack.”
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8/112018 Top Voting Machine Vendor Admits It Installed Remot&-Access Sallware on Systems Sold to states- Motherboard 

PCANYWHERE 

Top Voting Machine Vendor Admits 
It Installed Remote-Access Software 
on Systems Sold to States 
Remote-access software and modems on election 
equipment •is the worst decision for security short of 
leaving ballot boxes on a Moscow street corner.· 

By Kim Zetter I jul17 2018, 5:00am 

--· 
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8/112018 Top Voting Machine Vendor Admits It ln&talled Remot&-Access Saflware on Systems Sold to state6 - Motherboard 

The nation's top voting machine maker has admitted in a letter to a 

federal lawmaker that the company installed remote-access software on 

election-management systems it sold over a period of six years, raising 

questions about the security of those systems and the integrity of 

elections that were conducted with them. 

In a letter sent to Sen. Ron Wyden (D-OR) in April and obtained recently by 

Motherboard, Election Systems and Software acknowledged that it had 

"provided pcAnywhere remote connection software ... to a small number 

of customers between 2000 and 2006/' which was installed on the 

election-management system ES&S sold them. 
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The statement contradicts what the company told me and fact checkers 
for a sto[Y. I wrote for the New York Times in February. At that time, a 

spokesperson said ES&S had never installed pcAnywhere on any election 

system it sold. "None of the employees, ... including long-tenured 

employees, has any knowledge that our voting systems have ever been 

sold with remote-access software," the spokesperson said. 

ES&S did not respond on Monday to questions from Motherboard, and 

it's not clear why the company changed its response between February 

and April. Lawmakers, however, have subpoena powers that can compel a 

company to hand over documents or provide sworn testimony on a 

matter lawmakers are investigating, and a statement made to lawmakers 

.., UP NEXT X 
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811/2018 Top Voting Machine Vendor Admits It Installed Remota-Access Software on Systems Sold to States - Motherboard 

MOIHERBQARD 

Trump's Stupid Where Is the DNC Server?' Conspiracy Theory, 
Explained 

Trump refuses to believe all the evidence that Russia hacked the DNC, because he 
understands nothing about how digital forensics works. 

Cl Motherboard jason Koebler jul16 

ES&S is the top voting machine maker in the country, a position it held in 

the years 2000-2006 when it was installing pcAnywhere on its systems. 

The company's machines were used statewide in a number of states, and 
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The company told Wyden it stopped installing pcAnywhere on systems in 

December 2007, after the Election Assistance Commission, which 

oversees the federal testing and certification of election systems used in 

the US, released new voting system standards. Those standards required 

that any election system submitted for federal testing and certification 

thereafter could contain only software essential for voting and tabulation. 

Although the standards only went into effect in 2007, they were created in 

2005 in a very public process during which the security of voting machines 

was being discussed frequently in newspapers and on Capitol Hill. 

ADVERTISEMENT 

Election-management systems are not the voting terminals that voters 

use to cast their ballots, but are just as critical: they sit in county election 
_ zr. ___ __ _. ___ .... _:_--A..··- ··- ....... _ .... :_---- __ .. _ ... : __ :_· ·-- -' .... _-·---- ---" 
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upgraoe or an:er son:ware. t)Ul. ereuron-managemem: syst:ems ano vm:rng 

machines are supposed to be air-gapped for security reasons-that is, 

disconnected from the internet and from any other systems that are 

connected to the internet. ES&S customers who had pcAnywhere installed 

also had modems on their election-management systems so ES&S 

technicians could dial into the systems and use the software to 

troubleshoot, thereby creating a potential port of entry for hackers as 

well. 

In May 2006 in Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, ES&S technicians used the 

pcAnywhere software installed on that county1S election-management 

system for hours trying to reconcile vote discrepancies in a local election, 

according to a report filed at the time. And in a contract with Michigan. 
which covered 2006 to 2009, ES&S discussed its use of pcAnywhere and 

modems for this purpose. 

11ln some cases, the Technical Support representative accesses the 

customer's system through PCAnywhere-off-the-shelf software which 

allows immediate access to the customer's data and network system from 

a remote location-to gain insight into the issue and offer precise 

solutions," ES&S wrote in a june 2007 addendum to the contract. 11ES&S 

technicians can use PCAnywhere to view a client computer, assess the 

exact situation that caused a software issue and to view data files.~~ 

Motherboard asked a Michigan spokesman if any officials in his state ever 

.., UP NEXT 
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sec:urn:y vuJneraoun:Ies. nan auac:Ker can ga1n remo1:e access 1:0 an 

election-management system through the modem and take control of it 

using the pcAnywhere software installed on it, he can introduce malicious 

code that gets passed to voting machines to disrupt an election or alter 

results. 

Wyden told Motherboard that installing remote-access software and 

modems on election equipment "is the worst decision for security short of 

leaving ballot boxes on a Moscow street corner." 

In 2006, the same period when ES&S says it was still installing 

pcAnywhere on election systems, hackers stole the source code for the 

P-cAnY.here software. though the public didn't learn of this until years 

later in 2012 when a hacker posted some of the source code online, 

forcing Symantec, the distributor of pcAnywhere, to admit that it had 

been stolen years earlier. Source code is invaluable to hackers because it 

allows them to examine the code to find security flaws they can exploit. 

When Symantec admitted to the theft in 2012, it took the unprecedented 

step of warning users to disable or uninstall the software until it could 

make sure that any security flaws in the software had been patched. 

AOVERTlSEMENT 
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Learn more >> 

Around this same time, security researchers discovered a critical 
vulnerability in pcAnywhere that would allow an attacker to seize control 

of a system that had the software installed on it, without needing to 

authenticate themselves to the system with a password. And other 

researchers with the security firm Rapid7 scanned the internet for any 

computers that were online and had pcAnywhere installed on them and 

found nearly 150,000 were configured in a way that would allow direct 

access to them. 

It's not clear if election officials who had pcAnywhere installed on their 

systems, ever patched this and other security flaws that were in the 

software. 

"[l]t's very unlikely that jurisdictions that had to use this software ... 

updated it very often," says joseph Lorenzo Hall, chief technologist for the 

Center for Democracy and Technology, "meaning it's likely that a non-
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omy 1:0 01a1 ou1, no1: recetve ca11s, so 1na1: omy e1ect1on orr1cta1s cou1a 

initiate connections with ES&S. But when Wyden's office asked in a letter 

to ES&S in March what settings were used to secure the communications, 

whether the system used hard-coded or default passwords and whether 

ES&S or anyone else had conducted a security audit around the use of 

pcAnywhere to ensure that the communication was done in a secure 

manner, the company did not provide responses to any of these 

questions. 

Even if ES&S and its customers configured their remote connections to 

ES&S in a secure manner, the recent US indictments against Russian 

state hackers who tried to interfere in the 2016 presidential elections, 

show that they targeted companies in the US that make software for the 

administration of elections. An attacker would only have had to hack ES&S 

and then use its network to slip into a county's election-management 

system when the two systems made a remote connection. 

In its letter to Wyden, ES&S defended its installation of pcAnywhere, 

saying that during the time it installed the software on customer 

machines prior to 2006, this was ~~considered an accepted practice by 

numerous technology companies, including other voting system 

manufacturers. ~~ 

Motherboard contacted two of the top vendors-Hart lnterCivic and 

Dominion-to verify this, but neither responded. However, Douglas jones, 
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1ne1r com:rac~:s Wll.n cus1:omers Jnc1uoeo l.ne reqwremen1: or a remot:e

login port allowing [the company] to have remote access to the customer 

system in order to allow customer support." 

He notes that election officials who purchased the systems likely were not 

aware of the potential risks they were taking in allowing this and didn't 

understand the threat landscape to make intelligent decisions about 

installing such software. 

All of this raises questions about how many counties across the US had 

remote-access software installed-in addition to ES&S customers-and 

whether intruders had ever leveraged it to subvert elections. 

Although Wydenls office asked ES&S to identify which of its customers 

were sold systems with pcAnywhere installed, the company did not 

respond. ES&S would only say that it had confirmed with customers who 

had the software installed that they uno longer have this application 

installed.~~ 

The company didn1t respond to questions from Motherboard asking when 

these customers removed the software-whether ES&S had instructed 

them to do so back in 2007 when the company says it stopped installing 

the software on new systems it sold or whether it had only recently told 

customers to remove it following concerns raised in the 2016 presidential 

elections that Russian hackers were targeting election networks in the US. 
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System Security
Voters can rest assured that Washington’s Election system is secure.

We have embarked on an unprecedented opportunity to work collaboratively with the
Department of Homeland Security to ensure that our election systems remain secure. This
partnership allows us to work together, elections and IT experts working hand in hand to
ensure our systems are secure.

We are thrilled to partner with DHS to –

 Assess vulnerabilities and identify mitigation plans

 Share information

 Rely on DHS for local in person support

 Report incidents or threats

Some highlights of the programs already underway –

The Risk and Vulnerability Assessment (RVA) -  The RVA encompasses a wide range of
security services including –

Penetration testing

Web application testing

Social engineering

Cyber Resilience Review (CRR) - The CRR measures and enhances the implementation of key
cybersecurity capacities and capabilities of critical infrastructure and SLTT governmental
entities. This is a non-technical assessment helps the assessed organization to develop an
understanding of their operational resilience and ability to manage cyber risk to critical services
during normal operations and times of operational stress or crisis.

This DHS partnership provides all of these services to us at no cost.

In addition, Washington employs the recommendations raised by security experts, and have
done so for years. Such as –

Paper-based systems, including voter veri able paper audit trails.

Independent testing.

Pre- and post-election audits.

Physical security of tabulation equipment.

Before a tabulation system can be used in Washington, we require testing at a federally
approved independent testing lab. These expert testers include security reviews as a part of
their overall testing e orts.  Then, systems are tested here at the state level and reviewed by
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our own voting systems certi cation board, comprised of technology experts, accessibility
experts, and county election o cials.

Counties must then perform acceptance testing and logic and accuracy testing prior to every
election. In addition, we conduct post-election audits, where we draw precincts and races at
random and compare the vote totals from the tabulator to a hand count of ballots before the
election is certi ed.

Counties that optically scan ballots prior to Election Day have approved tabulation security
plans in place and on le with our o ce. Additionally, counties maintain continuity of
operations plans so that they can be ready in the event of a disruption. We are present at logic
and accuracy tests where we review and ensure, both visually and through hash testing, that
the equipment and software in use hasn’t changed from the version certi ed both federally
and in Washington.

We use a paper-based system, which always allows Washington elections o cials the
opportunity to see rst-hand the voter’s intent. We can go back to the paper ballot marked by
the voter and hand count a race, particularly when the races are very close. And for the few
voters who are voting on touch screen voting systems, we require a paper audit trail veri ed by
the voter.

In addition, we work proactively and closely with IT and security experts to routinely review,
identify, and correct any vulnerabilities with our technical systems.

Washington has a long-standing tradition of balancing this physical security with technical
system security and providing accessible systems to our voters.

In addition to the security of our tabulation systems, Washington takes great pride in securing
our other vital systems. The Voter registration Database (VRDB) and Washington Elections
Information (WEI) systems are secured by highly skilled O ce of the Secretary of State (OSOS)
IT sta , using state of the art equipment and following IT industry best practices.

Network Based Security:

All elections systems are protected by state of the art Intrusion Prevention Systems (IPS)
and rewalls. Only authorized Internet Protocol (IP) address are allowed access to these
systems.  This access is running on a network that is only used by authorized partners and
the accessible web servers are isolated on a network demilitarized zone (DMZ) with the
database servers placed in another secured inside a isolated network.

Physical Security:

The servers are housed in a secure single tenant modern facility with dual redundant
alarms, security cameras, and FM200 protection.  Physical access to the data center is
restricted to only three authorized OSOS full-time IT sta  members using security proximity
cards and unique keypad pin numbers. The data center is located next door to the police
station and response times for alarms average 2 to 8 minutes.
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Patch Management:

The Quality Assurance (QA) system is patched the day after any “patches”, “hot xes”, or
“cumulative” updates are received from Microsoft.  Production (prod) servers are patched
after the system updates are fully tested in QA and authorized for deployment. In most
cases, the production system patched two weeks after QA to allow for testing and
veri cation.

Security Audit:

Regular security scans by OSOS IT security sta  are performed to test and verify the security
of the rewalls, IPS, and servers.

Periodic 3  party contracted security audits are performed to test and verify the security
and e ectiveness of the rewalls, IPS, servers, and facility.

Log Review:

Daily rewall logs are reviewed at least 4 times a day and weekend logs are reviewed every
Monday morning.

Daily system event logs are reviewed at least twice a day and weekend logs are reviewed
every Monday morning.

Elections Results Site

The elections results are hosted in Microsoft’s Azure cloud, which provides server and
geographic redundancy.

Results data is retrieved from a secure location provided by Washington Election
Information System (WEI) at speci ed times (intervals).

Elections results data is parsed and presented to users graphically in read-only and compact
web les (html) for speed and performance under heavy user access.

Graphic representation of the results is not connected to WEI system or network and is not
dependent on it after results have been securely transmitted at aforementioned intervals.

Tabulation Systems

Before a system can be considered for state certi cation, it must be rst tested by an
independent testing authority that has been accredited by the Election Assistance Commission.
There currently are three test labs (certi ed independent testing authorities) that are
accredited by the Election Assistance Commission. NTS Huntsville, Pro V&V, and SLI
Compliance. You can nd more information about those accreditations here:

All voting system testing documentation, which includes the test lab identi cation, can be
found here: 

. When reviewing these testing

rd

https://www.eac.gov/testing_and_certi cation/accredited_test_laboratories.aspx
(https://www.eac.gov/testing_and_certi cation/accredited_test_laboratories.aspx)

https://www.eac.gov/testing_and_certi cation/default.aspx
(https://www.eac.gov/testing_and_certi cation/default.aspx)
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documents, keep in mind that not all of these systems are certi ed for use in the State of
Washington. The list of systems certi ed for using the State of Washington can be found here:

. A
list of voting systems that are in use by county can be found here:

No tabulation equipment is connected to the internet or capable of wireless communication.
Additionally, WAC 434-261-045 requires that security measures be employed to detect any
inappropriate access to protect the physical security of the system. That could include video
surveillance, however, that is not required. Counties can employ multiple layers of physical
security that would detect inappropriate access, for example, logs and seals.

https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/Voting-System-Testing-and-Certi cation.aspx
(https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/Voting-System-Testing-and-Certi cation.aspx)

https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/Voting-Systems-by-County.aspx
(https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/Voting-Systems-by-County.aspx)
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This Website Graded Apple, Google, Amazon, Microsoft, and
Samsung on Their Political Leanings

By DON REISINGER October 17, 2017

A site that ranks companies based on their commitment to conservative values

has some problems with some of Silicon Valley’s biggest names.

On Tuesday, Bloomberg published an interview with David Black, the co-

founder and former CEO of Aegis Science, and the husband to Republican

representative Diane Black, herself a co-founder in Aegis. In that interview,

Black described a site that he’s built with more than $1 million of his money

called 2ndVote. The goal: to determine how closely companies hold

conservative values and rank them on a scale of one to ve, with one being

most liberal and ve as most conservative.

In its look at rankings, 2ndVote appears to have given some of the most major

tech companies generally have low scores.

Amazon

Amazon (AMZN, +0.33%) generated a score of 1.9 out of ve in the 2ndVote test.

According to 2ndVote, the e-commerce giant scored low marks for prohibiting

the sale of rearms on its site and its support for the “liberal 2015 Paris climate

deal” as a problem.

However, Amazon got some points back for supporting the Salvation Army,

which 2ndVote describes as “a group supporting traditional marriage” and “a

pro-life organization.”
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Apple

Apple (AAPL, -0.32%) came in at the bottom of the 2ndVote scale with a rating of

one out of ve.

In every metric 2ndVote considers, including gun rights, the environment,

marriage, life, and immigration, among others, Apple scored a one.

In the marriage measure, for instance, Apple was cited for supporting same-sex

marriage. The site also gave Apple low marks for being a corporate supporter of

Center for American Progress, “a liberal think tank” that “supports abortion as

an equal right for women.”

There’s even a button on the site said to direct site visitors to e-mail Apple

CEO Tim Cook directly.

Get Data Sheet, Fortune’s technology newsletter

Google

It’s a similar story for Google (GOOG, -0.49%), which earned the lowest-possible

one out of ve from 2ndVote.

The site criticized Google for matching gifts to the Brady Campaign, an effort

that 2ndVote says opposes “Stand Your Ground laws and concealed carry.”

In its discussion on the environment, 2ndVote says Google “engages with the

World Wildlife Fund, which is an organization that supports a carbon tax and

also supports the 2015 Paris climate deal.”

Microsoft

Microsoft (MSFT, -0.31%) also couldn’t break from its competitors and ultimately

scored a one out of ve in the 2ndVote test.
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Microsoft is another supporter of the Brady Campaign, which earned it low

marks on 2nd Amendment rights. The tech giant was also hit for being “a

partner of The Nature Conservancy, a liberal and active proponent of cap-and-

trade and a carbon tax.”

In its evaluation of Microsoft, 2ndVote also says that the company supports

organizations, like Center for American Progress and the League of United

Latin American Citizens, which support sanctuary cities.

Samsung

Not even the Korea-based Samsung (SSNLF, +242224.56%) could sidestep a

2ndVote rating. And like many others in the technology space, Samsung

received a one out of ve from 2ndVote.

Interestingly, 2ndVote didn’t have much to say about Samsung. While other

companies were tapped for having relationships with multiple “liberal”

organizations, Samsung’s score was based on its support for one organization:

the Center for American Progress.

From the 2nd Amendment to religious liberty, it was Samsung’s support for the

Center that earned it just one point in all the metrics. No other evidence was

cited by 2ndVote, nor were other organizations with which Samsung might be

involved.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Mr. Miller asks this Court to exercise its original jurisdiction to issue 

a writ of mandamus ordering the Secretary of State to: (1) eliminate 

electronic voting systems in Washington and require hand tabulation of 

ballots, (2) implement in-person voting with fingerprint verification, and 

(3) require “bipartisan groups” (rather than election officials) to process and 

tabulate ballots, all for the 2018 general election and future elections.  

As a matter of law, Mr. Miller has failed to allege any claim for 

which an order of mandamus would be appropriate. This Court may issue a 

writ of mandamus to compel a state officer to perform a nondiscretionary 

act that the law clearly requires as part of the official’s duties. The Secretary 

of State’s decision to adopt regulations ensuring the security and accuracy 

of Washington’s elections, including certification of certain voting and 

tabulation systems, is discretionary, and thus not subject to mandamus or 

prohibition. Moreover, state law expressly authorizes using electronic 

voting and tabulation systems with appropriate safeguards, state law 

requires mail-in voting with signature match verification, and state law 

requires that ballot processing and tabulation must be conducted by election 

officials. Therefore, mandamus cannot lie.  

In addition, to the extent Mr. Miller believes that the Secretary of 

State has adopted election regulations that are unconstitutional or beyond 
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the agency’s statutory authority, he has other remedies at law to solve this 

alleged problem, making mandamus inappropriate.  

Mr. Miller may wish to change Washington’s election statutes, but 

that is the legislature’s prerogative. Mr. Miller’s original action cannot 

proceed and his petition should be dismissed under RAP 16.2. 

II. ISSUES

1. As a matter of law, is Mr. Miller entitled to an extraordinary 

writ of mandamus against the Secretary of State where he shows no failure 

to perform a clear, nondiscretionary duty and his requested remedies 

conflict with state law? 

2. Is there another adequate remedy at law that Mr. Miller can 

exercise, making a writ of mandamus inappropriate?

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Washington’s System for Ensuring Election Security and 
Accuracy 

Unlike many states, Washington has a paper-based ballot system 

because Washington votes by mail. See RCW 29A.40.010, .091. Even 

where a person chooses to vote on a disability access voting unit at a 

county’s in-person voting center, a paper record of each vote is printed so 

that the voter can verify their votes. RCW 29A.40.160; RCW 29A.12.085, 

.150.
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Washington ensures that only registered voters will vote by 

verifying the signature attesting to the voter’s oath on the ballot envelopes. 

Election officials check each signature against the signature on file in the 

voter registration database. See RCW 29A.40.091, .110(3). Where 

signatures do not match, the voter is notified, and if they do not provide a 

matching signature, the ballot is rejected. RCW 29A.60.165(2). A matching 

signature or identification is also required to vote in person at a voting 

center. RCW 29A.40.160(7). 

Each county must use only voting and tabulation systems that have 

been certified by federally-approved, independent testing labs. 

RCW 29A.12.040, .080(5). Systems are also tested and approved at the state 

level. RCW 29A.12.010, .020, .050. Voting and tabulation systems must be 

approved by the Secretary of State and a state certification board comprised 

of people with expertise in election systems, technology, and accessibility 

for people with disabilities. RCW 29A.12.080, .101; WAC 434-335-020,

-040, -090. 

Before every election, counties must perform logic and accuracy 

testing on their tabulation equipment in the presence of Secretary of State 

staff. RCW 29A.12.130. The public can observe this testing.

RCW 29A.12.130. Ballot processing and tabulation are conducted at 

centralized ballot counting centers in each county, and the public can 
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observe as long as they follow security rules. RCW 29A.40.100;

RCW 29A.60.170; WAC 434-261-010. Official party observers can call for 

a random check of ballot counting equipment during processing and 

tabulation if they choose. RCW 29A.60.170(3).  

Once tabulation is complete, the county auditor must prepare and 

make publicly available detailed reports that precisely reconcile the number 

of ballots received, counted, and rejected, including specific accounting for 

various ballot types (for example, provisional ballots). RCW 29A.60.235.

In addition, election officials conduct audits, randomly selecting precincts 

and races and comparing a hand count with the vote totals from the 

tabulator. RCW 29A.60.185. 

Only election officials, their employees, and those authorized by the 

county auditor can touch any ballot, ballot container, or vote tabulation 

system. RCW 29A.12.120; WAC 434-261-010. Ballots, voting machines, 

and tabulation equipment must be physically secured at all times, strategies 

like video cameras and uniquely numbered seals are used to detect improper 

access, all access is logged (including seal numbers), and no election official 

is permitted to be alone with a container of ballots. RCW 29A.40.110(2),

.160(13); RCW 29A.60.125; RCW 29A.12.110; WAC 434-261-045, -120. 

Tabulation equipment cannot be connected to the internet or capable of 

wireless communication. WAC 434-335-040. 
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After the election, ballots are stored securely for at least 60 days, 

and longer for a federal election. RCW 29A.60.110; 52 U.S.C. § 20701; 

WAC 434-262-200. After tabulation is complete, only the canvassing board 

can access ballots, and only in four specific circumstances: “[1] as part of 

the canvass, [2] to conduct recounts, [3] to conduct a random check under 

RCW 29A.60.170 . . . or [4] by order of the superior court in a contest or 

election dispute.” RCW 29A.60.110. 

Election security has always been a matter of nationwide concern, 

but since the 2016 election, public focus has increased. The Secretary of 

State has been working closely with the Department of Homeland Security 

and with county auditors to ensure there is no tampering with Washington’s 

election systems. Information about Washington’s ongoing security efforts 

is posted for the public to view on the Secretary of State’s website: 

https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/system-security.aspx. The Secretary of 

State has also posted the list of voting systems certified for use in 

Washington State, as well as a list of systems used by each county. 

https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/voting-system-testing-and-certi

fication.aspx; https://www.sos.wa.gov/elections/research/Voting-Systems-

by-County.aspx. In addition, the federal Election Assistance Commission

has posted all accredited voting systems as well as documentation about 
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their accreditation process. https://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-

system-test-laboratories-vstl/.  

Mr. Miller’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus

Mr. Miller, apparently concerned about election security, brought a 

petition for a writ of mandamus in Okanogan County Superior Court asking 

the court for the same relief requested here. Miller v. Wyman, Okanogan 

County Superior Court Cause No. 18-2-00370-24, Pet. at 23-24. Without 

calling for an answer from the Secretary of State, the Superior Court 

dismissed the petition without prejudice. Miller v. Wyman, Okanogan 

County Superior Court Cause No. 18-2-00370-24. Mr. Miller then sought a 

writ imposing the same relief through a new petition filed directly in this 

court.

Mr. Miller requests that this Court require the Secretary of State to:

(1) Stop using electronic voting machines in Washington, and 

require hand tabulation of ballots (Req. for Remedy Nos. 1, 3, 6); 

(2) Verify voter identity and qualification to vote in person (Req. for

Remedy Nos. 2, 4, 5); 

(3) Implement an “unbroken bipartisan chain of custody” where 

“bipartisan groups” conduct elections, rather than county election officials, 

including verifying the qualifications of each voter, performing tabulation, 
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and transporting tallies to the “state tabulator.” (Req. for Remedy Nos. 6, 7, 

8, 9). See Pet. for Writ of Mandamus at 23-24. 

IV. ARGUMENT

Under RAP 16.2, a petition originating an action in the Washington 

Supreme Court is first evaluated by the Commissioner or Clerk. 

RAP 16.2(b), (d). The petition is treated as a motion, and RAP 17 governs 

the procedure for the hearing and decision on the petition. RAP 16.2(c). The 

Commissioner or Clerk will “determine if the petition should be decided by 

the Supreme Court, transferred [to the superior court], or dismissed.” 

RAP 16.2(d)

The Secretary of State respectfully requests that the Commissioner 

or Clerk dismiss Mr. Miller’s petition because he fails to state a claim upon 

which relief can be granted, and no development of fact can cure the 

petition’s legal defects.

Mr. Miller Has Not Met the Strict Requirements for Showing 
That an Extraordinary Writ Is Appropriate  

A writ of mandamus is an extraordinary remedy available “only to 

compel an official to do a nondiscretionary (i.e., ‘ministerial’) act” pursuant 

to a mandatory duty. City of Seattle v. McKenna, 172 Wn.2d 551, 555, 259 

P.3d 1087 (2011). “A mandatory duty exists when a constitutional provision 

or statute directs a state officer to take some course of action.” Brown v. 
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Owen, 165 Wn.2d 706, 724, 206 P.3d 310 (2009). A writ of mandamus will 

not be issued in anticipation of some future failure to perform a duty—“it 

must appear that there has been an actual default in the performance of a 

clear legal duty then due at the hands of the party against whom relief is 

sought.” Walker v. Munro, 124 Wn.2d 402, 409, 879 P.2d 920 (1994).

(internal quotation marks omitted). Mandamus is available only when there 

is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy at law. Staples v. Benton County,

151 Wn.2d 460, 464, 89 P.3d 706 (2004). 

Thus, in order to justify a writ of mandamus here, Mr. Miller must 

show that the Secretary of State has actually defaulted on a clear legal duty 

that “ ‘ leave[s] nothing to the exercise of discretion or judgment.’ ” SEIU 

Healthcare 775NW v. Gregoire, 168 Wn.2d 593, 599, 229 P.3d 774 (2010)

(quoting State v. City of Seattle, 137 Wash. 455, 461, 242 P. 926 (1926)).

He must establish the Secretary has a clear legal duty under a statute or the 

constitution: to require elimination of electronic voting and tabulation 

systems; to require in person verification of registered voters’ qualification 

to vote; and to require ballot tabulation by bipartisan groups rather than 

election officials. 

The Secretary of State has no clear legal, ministerial duty to do any 

of these things, nor has she violated a clear legal duty related to the 2018 

election. The legislature has granted the Secretary broad discretion to 
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develop regulations to ensure election accuracy and security, and in fact, 

Mr. Miller’s requested remedies would violate state election law. 

1. The Secretary has discretion to adopt rules that ensure 
secure and accurate ballot processing and tabulation

Washington law gives the Secretary of State significant discretion 

in developing regulations to ensure election security and accuracy. The 

Washington legislature has specifically delegated to the Secretary of State 

the authority, as the state’s chief election officer, to make reasonable rules 

for the orderly, timely, and uniform conduct of elections. RCW 29A.04.611.

The Secretary must create rules establishing standards and procedures “to 

ensure the accurate tabulation and canvassing of ballots,” “to prevent 

fraud,” to ensure the security of ballots, and to “guarantee the secrecy of 

ballots” in all circumstances. RCW 29A.04.611(9), (11), (13), (33), (34),

(39). The Secretary has exercised her discretion to do just that by adopting 

numerous regulations that ensure secure and accurate ballot processing and 

tabulation. E.g., WAC 434-250-110 (processing ballots), -120 (signature 

verification), -130 (audit trail); WAC 434-260 (election review process); 

WAC 434-261 (counting and tabulation procedures); WAC 434-264 

(recount procedures); WAC 434-335 (testing and certification of voting 

systems). 

APX 256



10

The development of these election regulations falls squarely within 

the discretion that the legislature granted to the Secretary, and mandamus 

cannot require her to exercise her discretion differently. See SEIU 

Healthcare 775NW, 168 Wn.2d at 599, (quoting City of Seattle, 137 Wash. 

at 461).

2. Washington law permits electronic tabulation of ballots 
with mandated safeguards, as well as voting on voting 
machines with a paper ballot printout

Rather than mandate only hand tabulation of ballots, Washington 

law expressly allows counties to use electronic tabulation equipment. 

Washington law also mandates at least one electronic voting unit in each 

county to provide access to individuals who are blind or visually impaired, 

enabling them to vote with privacy and independence. 

Washington law expressly allows electronic vote tabulation 

systems, so long as the system has been approved under RCW 29A.12.

RCW 29A.12.010. The law also mandates specific safeguards to ensure 

accuracy. See, e.g., RCW 29A.12; WAC 434-335. A writ ordering that 

counties hand count ballots would directly contradict this legislative 

authorization. 

Further, each county must make available at least one electronic 

voting machine, certified by the secretary of state, that provides access to 

people who are blind or visually impaired. RCW 29A.40.160(4). Such 
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devices must produce a paper record of each vote that the voter can then 

review for accuracy, and which must be retained for tabulation. 

RCW 29A.12.085, .150. While Mr. Miller seeks an order from this court 

eliminating the use of these electronic voting machines, Pet. at 23, doing so 

would directly contradict a requirement in state law and improperly hinder 

access for visually impaired voters.  

Mr. Miller is not entitled to a writ ordering the Secretary of State to 

stop using electronic voting machines or to require hand tabulation of 

ballots. Pet. at 23-24 (Req. for Remedy Nos. 1, 3, 6). The Secretary has no 

mandatory duty under the law to impose such restrictions on counties, and 

in fact, the Secretary cannot prohibit something that the legislature has 

plainly and expressly authorized, so long as the statutory conditions are met.

See Brown, 165 Wn.2d at 724.

3. Washington law requires mail-in ballots and voter 
verification through signature matching

Mr. Miller asks the court to order that a “bipartisan group” verify 

the identity and qualification of each person to vote. Pet. at 23-24 (Req. for 

Remedy Nos. 4, 5). He also insists on in-person voting. Pet. at 23-24 (Req. 

for Remedy No. 4). But Washington law expressly allows ballot return by 

mail. RCW 29A.40.010, .091.
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Washington law also permits election officials to ensure that only 

registered voters have voted by verifying the voter’s signature on the ballot 

envelope. See RCW 29A.40.091. Election officials check each signature 

against the signature on file in the voter registration database. 

See RCW 29A.40.091, .110(3). A matching signature or identification is 

also required to vote in person at a voting center. RCW 29A.40.160(7).

Where signatures do not match, the voter is notified, and if they do not 

provide a matching signature, the ballot is rejected. RCW 29A.60.165(2).

Nothing in Washington’s vote by mail statutes allows the Secretary of State 

to suddenly require in-person voting. 

There is no mandatory duty that the Secretary require counties to 

cease acceptance of mailed ballots. Nor is the Secretary authorized to permit 

“bipartisan groups” to vet the qualifications of voters attempting to vote. 

Absent a mandatory duty requiring the Secretary to impose Mr. Miller’s 

proposed limitations, this Court cannot use its mandamus power to order 

her to do so. See Walker, 124 Wn.2d at 409.

4. Washington law requires a strict chain of custody for 
ballots that does not allow anyone other than election 
officials to tabulate or handle ballots 

Finally, even though members of the public can observe ballot 

processing and tabulation, Washington law expressly forbids people other 

than election officials to handle or tabulate ballots.
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Only election officials, their employees, and those authorized by the 

county auditor can touch any ballot, ballot container, or vote tabulation 

system. RCW 29A.12.120; WAC 434-261-010. Ballots, voting machines, 

and tabulation equipment must be physically secured at all times, and 

counties use security precautions like video cameras and uniquely 

numbered seals to detect improper access. RCW 29A.40.110(2), .160(13);

RCW 29A.60.125; RCW 29A.12.110; WAC 434-261-045, -120.  

While Mr. Miller asks this Court to mandate that “bipartisan groups” 

perform tabulation and transport tabulation results by hand to the Secretary 

of State, Washington law does not permit people who are not election 

officials, their employees, and those authorized by the county auditor to 

touch any ballot, much less tabulate ballots by hand. See Pet. at 23-24 (Req.

for Remedy Nos. 6-9); RCW 29A.12.120; WAC 434-261-010. Nor does 

state law require existing election officials and employees to be checked for 

bipartisanship. Instead state law includes significant safeguards to prevent 

individuals from being able to tamper with election results, and to ensure 

any attempted tampering is detected. E.g., RCW 29A.40.100;

RCW 29A.60.170; WAC 434-261-010 (public observation); 

RCW 29A.60.170(3) (random checks of ballot counting equipment); 

RCW 29A.60.235 (detailed reconciliation reports); RCW 29A.60.185

(random audits). There is no mandatory duty that the Secretary require 
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“bipartisan groups” to tabulate ballots or otherwise participate in ballot 

processing or tabulation.  

Absent a mandatory duty, this Court cannot issue a writ of 

mandamus against a state officer. Mr. Miller has not identified a mandatory 

duty with which the Secretary of State has failed to comply.

Washington Law Provides Other Mechanisms for Mr. Miller to 
Challenge Secretary of State Regulations

Mr. Miller appears to argue, in part that, Washington’s election 

regulations are unconstitutional or the result of administrative overreach. 

See Pet. at 1 (citing Const. art. I, § 19 requiring free and equal elections). 

But mandamus is available only when there is no plain, speedy, and 

adequate remedy at law. Staples, 151 Wn.2d at 464. There are other ways 

to challenge the validity of a Washington regulation, short of a writ of 

mandamus. For example, the Administrative Procedure Act provides a 

mechanism for a challenge if a person believes a regulation is 

unconstitutional or outside of an agency’s statutory authority. See 

RCW 34.05.570(2).  

Moreover a writ of mandamus will not issue in anticipation of some 

future failure to perform a duty—“it must appear that there has been an 

actual default in the performance of a clear legal duty then due at the hands 

of the party against whom relief is sought.” Walker, 124 Wn.2d at 409 
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(internal quotation marks omitted). Thus, mandamus would not be 

appropriate to address speculative harm that Mr. Miller thinks might occur 

in the 2018 general election. Instead, if a registered voter believes that there 

has been fraud or error in the course of an election, the proper remedy is to 

contest the election under RCW 29A.68. The election contest is the singular 

method for challenging an election. RCW 29A.68; Reid v. Dalton, 124 Wn. 

App. 113, 122, 100 P.3d 349 (2004). 

Because these alternative remedies exist, even if Mr. Miller’s 

allegations were correct (which they are not), mandamus would not be 

appropriate.

V. CONCLUSION

The Petition for Extraordinary Writ of Mandamus does not state a 

claim for relief because it does not identify any lawful basis for mandamus. 

The Secretary of State respectfully asks the Court to dismiss the petition 

with prejudice. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 12th day of October, 2018. 

ROBERT W. FERGUSON
Attorney General

s/ Rebecca R. Glasgow
REBECCA R. GLASGOW, WSBA 32886 

Deputy Solicitor General

PO Box 40100  
Olympia, WA 98504-0100
RebeccaR@atg.wa.gov
360-664-3027
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of 

Washington, that on this date I served a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing document via the United States Postal Service postage prepaid 

and electronic mail on the following: 

James M. Miller
1 Blue Sky Place
Omak, WA 98841 
jmiller@leader.com

DATED this 12th day of October 2018. 

s/ Stephanie N. Lindey 
STEPHANIE N. LINDEY

Legal Secretary
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Devin Nunes calls for ban on electronic voting
systems
by Caitlin Yilek | July 26, 2018 09:38 AM

House Intelligence Committee Chairman Devin Nunes wants to ban electronic voting
systems, calling them “really dangerous.”

"The one thing we've been warning about for many, many years on the intelligence
committee is about the electronic voting systems," Nunes, R-Calif., told Hill.TV's Buck Sexton.

"Those are really dangerous in my opinion, and should not be used. In California … at least in
the counties that I represent, they do not use an electronic system," he added.

Electronic voting systems can be susceptible to hackers, so a paper trail is needed in case of a
recount, Nunes said.

The head of cybersecurity at the Department of Homeland Security said in February that
Russians successfully penetrated voter registration rolls in several states ahead of the 2016
presidential election. There has been no evidence that any of the registration rolls were
changed, U.S. of cials have said.

Congress has allocated $380 million in 2018 to fund election security in the states. House
Republicans voted last week against including additional funding for election security grants
to states in a spending bill, infuriating Democrats. Republicans argued that states already had
plenty of funding from previous congressional allotments to upgrade election security.

U.S. Election Assistance Commission Commissioner Thomas Hicks told lawmakers Tuesday
that about 75 percent of funding provided to states is going toward voter registration, cyber
upgrades, and the purchase of new voting equipment.
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Introduction

Thank you Chris for that kind introduction, and for giving us a beautiful roadmap for

everything we look to accomplish today.

It is my great honor and pleasure to welcome you here today, it’s so wonderful when an idea

with such passion actually comes to fruition, so it’s very much a pleasure of mine to see you all

here today.

We have a lot of serious threats to discuss today. Americans are worried about what our digital

enemies might do…whether it is taking down the power grid…holding healthcare systems

hostage…or the nightmare scenario: blocking access to the web the day a new TV show drops

on Netflix. I often hear about this from folks that that keeps them up at night.

But I’d like to thank Secretary Perry, Director Wray, and General Nakasone, who will join me on

stage in just a little bit, for bringing their expertise and leadership to this discussion as well.

What you will see before you today is a true effort from the United States government, to work

with the private sector, and academia to combat these threats.

I’d also like to Director Alles of the United States Secret Service who is here bringing his level

of expertise, of course Under Secretary Krebs, and those of you in the audience, and who are

watching from home so-to-speak, to the men and women from DHS, for everything you do to

protect our country, thank you. And whether you represent government, industry, or

academia, we are glad to have you on our team, and I want to thank you for your continued

collaboration and for the time you’re giving us today, and your future efforts to work with us

as we look at these threats.

   Official website of the Department of Homeland Security

Enter Search Term

On DHS.gov  
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This afternoon, we will also have the pleasure of hearing from Vice President Pence. He will lay

out how this Administration is strengthening cybersecurity across the board—and why we will

be relentless against our cyber adversaries.

This event is the first of its kind. Today we are coming together—government leaders, CEOs,

academics, and cyber experts—to send a message to these online threat actors: Game. Over.

Our team is formed, our team is ready and we are ready to combat you wherever you might

manifest your threat.

We are not waiting for the next intrusion before we act. We are taking a clear-eyed look at the

threat and taking action—and notably, as Under Secretary Krebs mentioned—collective action

to combat them.

And, that’s truly the only way we’ll win this struggle.

Today is a watershed moment, a chance for us to cement partnerships in order to protect our

networks and repel digital invaders together.

Roadmap

This morning I’m going to give you a stark overview of the threat landscape. I won’t sugar-coat

it.

But I will also tell you how DHS and this Administration are fighting back.

And I’d like announce bold new efforts—starting today—that will make the digital

infrastructure of our country more resilient.

The Threat

So let me give you the bottom line up front: we are facing an urgent, evolving crisis in

cyberspace. Our adversaries’ capabilities online are outpacing our stove-piped defenses.

In fact, I believe that cyber threats collectively now exceed the danger of physical attacks

against us. This is a major sea change for my Department and for our country’s security.

Indeed, most Americans go about their daily lives without fear of personal injury or harm from

our adversaries. But our digital lives are now in danger every single day.

And these virtual threats can have very real-world consequences. When the bad guys can

remotely turn off the lights, steal money from your bank account, and shut down emergency

services, the impacts go far beyond our smartphone screens.
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But don’t get me wrong. Terrorists and criminals still pose a serious threat to our lives, we take

this mission at DHS very seriously, and they are plotting against Americans daily; however, the

“attack surface” in cyberspace is now broader and under more frequent assault.

This has forced us to rethink homeland security.

DHS was founded fifteen years ago to prevent another 9/11, but today I believe the next major

attack is more likely to reach us online than on an airplane.

DNI Intelligence Dan Coats recently said that “the warning lights are blinking red” in

cyberspace. I agree. Intruders are in our systems, they are seeking to compromise more of

them every day, and they represent a very active threat to our digital security as a nation.

Everyone and everything is a target: individuals …industries …infrastructure …institutions …

and our international interests. And the scope of the problem keeps getting wider.

The cyber-threat landscape is different today because cyberspace is not only a target. Cyber

can also be used as a weapon, an attack vector, or a means for which nefarious activity can be

conducted.

Today, our innovations can be stolen and used to diminish our prosperity…our infrastructure

can be hijacked and used to hold us hostage…and our institutions can be compromised and

used to undermine our democratic process.

Our smartphones and computers can be turned into bad-guy force multipliers without us even

realizing it. Your compromised computer can become part of the bot army. Or your CPU power

can be commandeered to steal Bitcoin to finance a rogue regime.

I wish I could tell you that we’ve rounded a corner. But last year was the worst-ever in terms of

cyberattack volume. The headlines seemed never-ending, and not to be the Debby Downer

but I think continue to see them this year. 

 

Nearly half of all Americans had sensitive personal information exposed online in 2017. But

that wasn’t the total for 2017. That resulted from a single breach, when cybercriminals hacked

a major credit bureau.

We witnessed North Korea’s WannaCry ransomware spread to more than 150 countries, which

held healthcare systems hostage and brought factories to a halt.

And we saw Russia probing our energy grid, compromising thousands of routers around the

world, and unleashing NotPetya malware, which wreaked havoc and ended up being one of

the costliest cyber incidents in history.
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These incidents, though, are only the beginning. Rogue regimes and hostile groups are

probing critical systems worldwide every moment as we speak. And without aggressive action

to secure our networks, it is only a matter of time before we get hit hard in the homeland.

It’s not just risks to our prosperity, privacy, and infrastructure we have to worry about.

Our democracy itself is in the crosshairs. Let me take just a moment to touch on these because

I think it’s important to do so.

Two years ago, as we all know, a foreign power launched a brazen, multi-faceted influence

campaign to undermine public faith in our democratic process and to distort our presidential

election.

That campaign was multifaceted and involved cyber espionage, leaks of stolen data, cyber

intrusions into voter registration systems, online propaganda, and more.

Let me be clear: Our intelligence community had it right. It was the Russians. We know that,

they know that. It was directed from the highest levels. And we cannot and will not allow it to

happen again.

Although NO actual votes were changed in 2016, let me be clear in this, ANY attempt to

interfere in our elections is a direct attack on our democracy, it is unacceptable, and it will not

be tolerated.

Mark my words: America will not tolerate this meddling.

Key Challenges

So it’s clear that we are in a tough fight right now. The cybersecurity headwinds are against us.

I could talk about this all day but let me give you a few examples.

First, increased connectivity has led to increased systemic risk.

There’s no getting around it. The wider and deeper the web gets, the more vulnerable we

become.

The “internet of things”—which is really now the “internet of everything”—has compounded

the problem by giving cyber criminals a direct route onto our doorsteps and into our homes.

Wherever and whenever you are connected to the internet, you are unlocking doors and

windows you may not even be aware of to let the bad guys in.
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What’s more, our growing digital dependence means that vulnerabilities can have

widespread, unpredictable, and cascading consequences when they are exploited.

Whether it’s common tools such as GPS or payment systems, everything is closely intertwined.

An attack on a single tech company, for instance, can rapidly spiral into a crisis affecting the

financial sector, the energy grid, water systems, or the healthcare industry.

Secondly, our cyber rivals are getting more sophisticated.

Several years ago, a cyber-intrusion by a foreign adversary might be similar to a sloppy home

break-in. The window would be broken, furniture would be overturned, and missing jewelry

would be a dead giveaway that someone had been in your house— that you had been hit.

But they are getting savvier. Now when you get home, the door is still locked, and your house

appears exactly as you left it. But no, in reality, the intruder has been inside for hours, perhaps

days and weeks, and will remain in hiding, waiting for the right moment to strike.

That’s what we’re up against.

So, to prevent cyber intrusions today, we don’t just need an alarm system. Or a neighborhood

watch. Or security cameras. Or armed guards constantly roaming the hallways. We need it all.

Third, similar to the pre-9/11 days, and this is where we’ll focus today, we still have trouble

“connecting the dots.”

Between all of us—government, the private sector, and individuals—we do have the data to

disrupt and prevent cyberattacks.

But we aren’t sharing fast enough or collaborating deeply enough to make it happen.

This is partly because we are operating in a legal and operational paradigm designed for a

different era—long before brand-name breaches could threaten to cripple entire industries.

We still have the walls up and we still have stovepipes, and we still have sidewalks.

How We Are Responding

So what are we doing about it?

First and foremost, let me say this: we are replacing complacency with consequences. To deter

bad behavior, you have to punish it. And we cannot wait for “the big one” to do just that.

APX 270



Our adversaries have the capability to destroy. So we cannot afford to bide time as they prep

the battlefield and identify our hidden digital evacuation routes or try to outmaneuver us. We

must act now.

That starts with calling out the offenders. Whether it is the North Koreans or the Russians, we

are identifying countries that have compromised our systems or have unleashed destructive

malware.

And we are imposing costs—whole of government costs, diplomatically, financially, legally,

and through other means.

The United States possesses a wide range of response options—some of them seen, and some

unseen—and we will no longer hesitate to use them to hold foreign adversaries accountable

and to deter cyber hostility.

Let me also again take this opportunity today to issue a warning, as I have in other speeches,

to any foreign power that would consider meddling in our networks or in the affairs of our

democracy: The United States will no longer tolerate your interference. You will be exposed.

And, you will pay a high price.

Second, we are changing our posture and setting course to confront systemic risk head on.

Traditionally, DHS, and our sector specific agencies, has focused primarily on protecting

individual “assets,” companies, individual systems or “sectors.” But now we are looking more

across government, across sectors, across government-private, at those nationally critical

“functions.” What are they? These are the lifeblood of our economy, of our national security,

and of our day-to-day lives.

We must identify single points of failure, concentrated dependencies and interdependencies

that can create those ripple effects across sectors.

To do this, we are launching voluntary supply-chain risk management programs. Under

Secretary Krebs will talk about that later. And we are partnering with companies to hunt down

unseen security weaknesses and to limit our attack surface.

I urge you to join us and lend your expertise to these efforts.

Third, we are reorganizing ourselves for a new fight.

I am working with Congress to pass legislation to establish the Cybersecurity and

Infrastructure Security Agency within DHS.
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This would recast what is now NPPD, or the National Protection and Programs Directorate—

our cybersecurity arm—into an ambitious operational agency capable of better confronting

digital threats.

But we all know that waiting for Congress to act is like waiting for a new Game of Thrones

book to come out. You really, really want it—but you don’t hold your breath.

So in the meantime we are taking other steps—including one that I will announce today—to

make sure we keep up and stay ahead of our online adversaries.

This also includes dramatically ramping up efforts to protect our election systems, including

through a new Elections Task Force and deploying a vast array of services, programs, and

partnerships nationwide to help our partners secure our election infrastructure.

Finally, we are embracing a “collective defense” posture.

As I’ve said many times before, in a hyper-connected world, and as Chris mentioned in his

introduction, your risk is now my risk and my risk is your risk. Each of us is on the frontlines of

the digital battlefield, so we must work together to protect ourselves.

Any of us could be the weak link that not only allows adversaries to infect our systems but

allows them to use our systems to spread further into others.

The adversary’s approach is like a flood. It will find every crack, crevice, and seam. Even if I

place sandbags around my house to prepare for the flood, if my neighbors don’t do it too, my

house will be underwater.

Collective defense calls for all of us to use sandbags, if you will—to optimally configure our

systems, to employ patch management, to share, receive, and act on threat indicators.

To that end, DHS is improving and expanding our information-sharing programs, including

those focused on sharing threat indicators.

And we are developing novel ways for government and industry to collaborate to identify

threats before they hit our networks and to respond more quickly and effectively to incidents,

which we will discuss throughout the day.

Taking the Next Step & Call to Action

We’ve made a lot of progress. But it’s simply not enough.
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We must move beyond routine information sharing. And we must do better at teaming up

with the private sector to combat our common enemies in cyberspace—to understand their

goals, to understand their actions, to understand the operational effects and implications of

their intrusions, manipulations, and disruptions.

As we all here know, the majority of U.S. infrastructure is owned and operated by the private

sector—not the government.

So we must be working to enable those in this room—across industries—to better defend your

systems and our critical functions.

For far, far too long we have lacked a single focal point to bring government agencies and

industry together to assess the digital dangers we face—and to counter them…a place where

analysts and network defenders can address these risks together through the full myriad of

mission sets when we address cyber.

I am pleased to announce that we are going to change that.

This week the Department of Homeland Security is launching the National Risk Management

Center—an initiative driven by industry needs and focused on fostering a cross-cutting

approach to defend our nation’s critical infrastructure.

It will employ a more strategic approach to risk management borne out of the re-emergence

of nation-state threats, our hyperconnected environment, and our survival and its need to

effectively and continually collaborate with the private sector.

So what does that actually mean in practice?

Housed at DHS, the Center will bring together government experts with willing industry

partners so that they can influence how we support them. Our goal is to simplify the process—

to provide a single point of access to the full range of government activities to defend against

cyber threats.

I occasionally still hear of companies and locals that call 9-1-1 when they believe they’ve been

under a cyberattack, the best thing to do would be to call this center. This will provide that

focal point, we will work with our partners in government who will be on stage today, and

others, to provide you what you need to help repel, to help mitigate, to root out the adversary

from your systems.

We will be able to take a piece of intelligence, and with the help of the private sector, ask

ourselves “so what,” and determine what we’re going to do about it—together.
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These days, cyber threat data is like a puzzle piece, for those of you when you started to begin

a puzzle with your children and they pick up a puzzle piece, the first question is, “what puzzle

does that puzzle piece belong to?” Having the private sector with us will help us to determine

what puzzle it belongs to, and then determine how it fits into the puzzle so we can see the

trend, we can see the thread, and we can see the purpose, perhaps, of the attack, but certainly

the implications and effects. So this is where the expertise of the private sector comes in, to

help us contextualize the threat both in the planning phase as well as in the response and

recovery. The private sector also knows its operational environment better than we will ever

know in the government, so we will look to their expertise to help us understand how the

pieces fit together.

So, we will welcome industry experts, side-by-side with ours, to break down the silos and

engage daily to develop actionable solutions to defend our critical infrastructure.

We will begin with a tri-sector model focusing on financial services, telecommunications, and

energy sectors.

We will push this effort forward in 90-day “sprints” starting immediately to identify key

priorities and to conduct joint risk assessments. And we will have a major cross-sector

exercise this fall.

We will look to you to influence how we can support you best…to help us tailor our

assessments, plans, and playbooks that you can then action.

As I often say from a Department with myriad missions – let’s do what we do best and partner

with you to do the rest.

But time is not on our side. So we are moving quickly. I ask all of you to consider working with

us to develop the Center and deepen engagement so that we can fortify our defenses.

I would also ask that everyone here—whether you are from a federal agency, a Fortune 500

company, a think tank, or a university—identify at least one new actionable, operational way

you can contribute to our nation’s collective cyber defense.

That’s why we are here today. Think about it now. Think about it throughout the day. Commit

to it this afternoon. And follow through on it when you leave.

We don’t put together summits to keep admiring all the problems. We do it to solve them.

Our adversaries are crowdsourcing attacks, and today I am pleased to say we will

crowdsource our response.
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Closing

I am sure I speak for my colleagues when I say we do not take your presence here lightly. We

appreciate your time, your efforts, your commitment, your leadership, and we thank you for

being here. And we hope to enlist your continued efforts in this fight if you’re not already in it

with us.

Our digital enemies are taking advantage of all of us. They are exploiting our open society to

steal, to manipulate, to intimidate, to coerce, to disrupt, and to undermine. They are using our

interconnectedness to attack us—but let’s use the fact that we are all connected to our

advantage.

As I noted at the beginning, we are in crisis mode—the “Cat 5” hurricane has been forecast.

And now we must prepare.

That leaves us with a choice: admit defeat and assume that our devices and networks will

always be compromised—OR respond decisively and dramatically in order to restore security

and resiliency to the web. If we prepare individually, we will surely fail collectively.

You’re here today because you believe in working together with clear-eyed urgency. And

together, I have no doubt we will turn the tide. So thank your attendance today, thank you for

your participation, we look forward to many conversations to come, and we look at the end of

the day to announce some very tangible actions that we will agree to throughout the day. So

thank you very much and again thank you for joining us at this summit.
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On May 11, 2017, President Donald J. Trump signed an Executive Order establishing the

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity. Vice President Mike Pence chairs the

Commission, and Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach serves as the vice chair.

Please check back regularly for further updates regarding the Commission and its future

meetings and agendas.

Statements & Releases

MAY 2017

• President Announces Formation of Bipartisan Presidential Commission on Election

Integrity (5/11/2017)

JUNE 2017

• Readout of the Vice President’s Call with the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election

Integrity (6/28/2017)

JULY 2017

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election
Integrity
July 13, 2017 5 minute read
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• Statement from Kris Kobach, Kansas Secretary of State and Vice Chair of the Presidential

Advisory Commission on Election Integrity (7/05/2017)

• Remarks by President Trump and Vice President Pence at the Presidential Advisory Commission

on Election Integrity Meeting (7/19/2017)

• Remarks by Vice President Pence and Elected O icials at the First Meeting of the Presidential

Advisory Commission on Election Integrity (7/19/2017)

AUGUST 2017

• Announcement of September 12, 2017 Meeting in New Hampshire (8/24/2017)

Commission Members

• Vice President Mike Pence, Chair

• Kris Kobach, Secretary of State of Kansas, Vice-Chair

• Connie Lawson, Secretary of State of Indiana

• Bill Gardner, Secretary of State of New Hampshire

• Matthew Dunlap, Secretary of State of Maine

• Ken Blackwell, Former Secretary of State of Ohio

• Christy McCormick, Commissioner, Election Assistance Commission

• David Dunn, Former Arkansas State Representative

• Mark Rhodes, Clerk of Wood County, West Virginia

• Hans von Spakovsky, Senior Legal Fellow and Manager of Election Law Reform Initiative, Edwin

Meese Center for Legal & Judicial Studies, The Heritage Foundation

• J. Christian Adams, President and General Counsel, Public Interest Legal Foundation

• Alan King, Probate Judge, Je erson County, Alabama
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Meetings

• Meeting Notice for September 12, 2017 Meeting

• Updated Agenda for September 12, 2017 Meeting (With Clerical Change to Presenter Title)

This meeting will be livestreamed for remote viewing at the following

link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=l93GoVJTR5Q.  Please be advised that this link WILL

NOT be live BEFORE 10 a.m. EST on Tuesday, September 12.

Press Credentials for September 12, 2017 Meeting in New Hampshire

To request Press credentials for the September 12, 2017 meeting of the President’s Advisory

Commission on Election Integrity at the New Hampshire Institute of Politics (NHIOP) at Saint

Anselm College, Please submit the form at this link: http://www.anselm.edu/Academics/Institutes-

Centers-and-the-Arts/NH-Institute-of-Politics/Election-Integrity-Request-for-Press-

Credentials.htm. Due to limited physical space, the NHIOP will do its best to accommodate all

requests, however a request for credentials does not guarantee approval of credentials.

The Advisory Commission’s meeting will be livestreamed for remote viewing as well as at the

NHIOP. Journalists’ assignments within the NHIOP, including potential access to the Advisory

Commission meeting room, will be determined upon a final configuration of table, seating and

equipment requirements for Commission members, panelists, witnesses and elected o icials.

You will be notified of approval prior to the event along with additional instruction for directions,

parking, etc.

Commission Documents

• Commission Charter

• Federal Register Notice – Meeting Announcement

• Meeting Agenda
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• Revised Meeting Agenda

• Meeting Materials

• Public Documents

Any member of the public wishing to submit written comments for the Commission’s consideration

may do so at any time at www.Regulations.gov via the Federal eRulemaking portal at the following

link: https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=GSA-GSA-2017-0002-0180. Click “Comment Now”

and then follow the instructions provided. Please include your name, organization (if any), and the

notice number on your attached document. Please note that any information, including personal or

contact information, that you provide on the www.Regulations.gov comment form or in an

attachment will be publicly disclosed as it is entered, searchable on the Internet, and included in

any paper docket. Commenters may also choose to remain anonymous.

Public comments may also be submitted via mail. Please address public comments to: Presidential

Advisory Commission on Election Integrity, 1650 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Eisenhower Executive

O ice Building (EEOB), Rm. 268, Washington, D.C. 20504. Please note that any written comments

received via mail will be uploaded to the docket on www.Regulations.gov, where they will be

viewable in full by the public, including any personal or contact information. The Commission

values public comments and input.

Please check back soon for further updates regarding the Commission and its future meetings and

agendas.

Mission

Pursuant to Executive Order 13799, the Commission shall, consistent with applicable law, study the

registration and voting processes used in Federal elections. The Commission shall be solely

advisory and shall submit a report to the President that identifies the following:

(a) those laws, rules, policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance the American

people’s confidence in the integrity of the voting processes used in Federal elections;

APX 279



(b) those laws, rules, policies, activities, strategies, and practices that undermine the American

people’s confidence in the integrity of the voting processes used in Federal elections; and

(c) those vulnerabilities in voting systems and practices used for Federal elections that could lead

to improper voter registrations and improper voting, including fraudulent voter registrations and

fraudulent voting.
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Despite substantial evidence of voter fraud, many states have refused to provide the Presidential

Advisory Commission on Election Integrity with basic information relevant to its inquiry. Rather

than engage in endless legal battles at taxpayer expense, today President Donald J. Trump signed

an executive order to dissolve the Commission, and he has asked the Department of Homeland

Security to review its initial findings and determine next courses of action.

STATEMENTS & RELEASES

Statement by the Press Secretary on the Presidential
Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Issued on: January 3, 2018
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HILLARY CLINTON CONTROLS 50,000 FBI
ENCRYPTION KEYS—PROVES MUELLER’S WITCH
HUNT IS TREASONOUS
With these encryption keys, nothing in our digital lives is off
limits to the Clinton's and their conspirators

President Trump’s new executive order can be sabotaged
with these keys; alternatively, he can use the order to
prosecute these criminals

Many foreign powers have conspired with the SES and their
Queen’s Privy Council overlords since before 1993

CONTRIBUTING WRITERS | OPINION | AMERICANS FOR INNOVATION | SEP. 16, 2018, UPDATED OCT. 01, 2018 |
PDF | https://tinyurl.com/y9yhgksg

HILLARY-MUELLER FBI
ENCRYPTION TREASON

DEEP STATE
SHADOW
GOVERNMENT
POSTER
Harvard | Yale | Stanford Sycophants  

 

Bookmark: #stand-with-roger-stone

ROGER STONE SPEAKS: On Nov.

18, 2017, Twitter censored  best-
selling author Roger Stone completely. Every
red-blooded American should be outraged,
Republican, Democrat and Independent alike. If
Roger's voice is silenced today, yours is next. We
must  this embargo. Click here to read and
share Roger's latest perspectives on the Battle
for our Republic, including his responses to his
critics (who have not been censored).

 

 

This timeline shows how insiders sell access

& manipulate politicians, police, intelligence,

judges and media to keep their secrets

Clintons, Obamas, Summers were paid in cash for
outlandish speaking fees and Foundation donations.
Sycophant judges, politicians, academics, bureaucrats
and media were fed tips to mutual funds tied to insider
stocks like Facebook. Risk of public exposure,
blackmail, pedophilia, “snuff parties” (ritual child sexual
abuse and murder) and Satanism have ensured silence
among pay-to-play beneficiaries. The U.S. Patent Office
is their toy box from which to steal new ideas.

Updated Sep. 26, 2018. 

CLICK HERE TO SEE
COMBINED TIMELINE OF THE
HIJACKING OF THE INTERNET

 More suretynomore@gmail.com  Dashboard  Sign Out
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DECIPHERING HILLARY'S ENCRYPTION KEYS THAT
HAVE KEPT HER ONE STEP AHEAD OF THE SHERIFF

Updated Mar. 19, 2014

CONGRESS CONTACT LOOKUP

FOLLOW BY EMAIL

Email address... Submit
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UPDATE MAR. 25, 2014

FIVE CRITICAL AFI POSTS ON JUDICIAL
COMPROMISE

HOW PATENT JUDGES GROW
RICH ON THE BACKS OF
AMERICAN INVENTORS

WAS CHIEF JUSTICE ROBERTS BLACKMAILED

JUSTICE ROBERTS MENTORED

JUSTICE ROBERTS HOLDS

JUDGE
LEONARD
STARK
FAILED

BARACK OBAMA'S DARK POOLS
OF CORRUPTION
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WHERE DID HILLARY SEND JERRY C. JONES
AFTER SHE TOOK CONTROL OF ENTRUST?
ACXIOM (LITTLE ROCK, AR)—A CARBON COPY
OF CAMBRIDGE ANALYTICA & SCL LIMITED
(SIR GEOFFREY E. PATTIE)

CLICK HERE FOR WASHINGTON'S ETHICAL
DISEASE DISCOVERIES RE. FACEBOOK "DARK
POOLS"

STOP FACEBOOK PROPERTY THEFT

ASK CONGRESS: PASS THE
INVENTOR PROTECTION ACT!
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HILLARY HAS ALL YOUR ENCRYPTION KEYS

HILLARY'S PRISON PLANET UNLOCKED

Trump's September Surprise is a Doozy

Hillary's PRISON PLANET Unlocked

LEADER V. FACEBOOK
BACKGROUND

APX 286



NEW! OCT. 1, 2018: ACXIOM MOVING TO
CHINA—SPOOKED U.S. EMPLOYEES—WE
ARE AT WAR WITH CHINA

NEW! OCT. 1, 2018: WHILE WE WERE
DISTRACTED. . .

We are at war with China

While We Were Distracted

GIBSON DUNN LLP exposed as one
of the most corrupt law rms in
America

POPULAR POSTS
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WHAT IS AN ENCRYPTION KEY WHY IS THIS
DISCOVERY SO DEVASTATING TO THE DEEP
STATE SHADOW GOVERNMENT?

WHAT ARE ENCRYPTION KEYS?

EDITORIALS
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MORE HARD PROOF THAT HILLARY CLINTON
IS A DIGITAL MONSTER

THE EVIDENCE PROVIDED IS “JUDICIALLY
RECOGNIZABLE” AND INDICTABLE, WE
BELIEVE

OUR MISSION

CURRENT EDITORIAL FOCUS
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TIMELINE: BILL & HILLARY CLINTON BEGAN
ORCHESTRATING UNFETTERED ACCESS TO THE
FBI’S ENCRYPTION KEYS IN 1993

WELCOME TO DONNA KLINE NOW!
READERS!
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HILLARY HID THE 1993 ENCRYPTION
MEETING ATTENDEE LIST

THE ENCRYPTION KEY SET UP

THEFT & WEAPONIZATION OF U.S.
INVENTIONS

CODE OF CONDUCT FOR U.S.
JUDGES

Judge Leonard P. Stark

GALLERY OF JUDICIAL
MISCONDUCT
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Judge Alan D. Lourie

Judge Kimberly A. Moore
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LAWS CHANGED TO PREPARE FOR THE
PATRIOT ACT ABOLISHMENT OF THE BILL OF
RIGHTS

JAMES P. CHANDLER, III HAS DRIVEN THE
FBI ENCRYPTION KEY SCAM FOR THE

CLINTONS

Judge Evan J. Wallach
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Clerk of Court Jan Horbaly

Judge Randall R. Rader
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FIG. 11–

Updated May 22, 2015

NOTICE: Opinion

AFI LOGO (with text)

AFI LOGO (no text)
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FIG. 12–

FIG. 13–

CORRUPTION WATCH LIST
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FIG. 14–
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WHITE HOUSE ROGUE INTELLIGENCE NOC
(NETWORK OPERATING CENTER): NATIONAL
INFRASTRUCTURE ASSURANCE COUNCIL
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FIG. 15–
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FIG. 16—ON JUN. 08, 2000, JAMES P. CHANDLER, IIII, BILL CLINTON SPY MASTER
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FIG. 17—
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FIG. 18—
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FIG. 19—

FIG. 20
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FIG. 21

FIG. 22
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FIG. 23

CONCLUSIONS:
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HOW TO FILE A FRAUD
COMPLAINT AGAINST A
UNIVERSITY
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O icials prepare for potential f
claims of election interference
BY JACQUELINE THOMSEN - 10/24/18 06:00 AM EDT

Just In...

Uber to o er $10 o
ride to the polls on
Election Day
TECHNOLOGY — 3M 35S AGO

Pelosi to appear on
'Late Show' one week
before midterms
IN THE KNOW — 3M 53S AGO

Dem analysis: More
than 15 million could
lose coverage if Trump-
backed lawsuit
succeeds
HEALTHCARE — 10M 55S AGO

NY governor says
suspicious device sent
to his Manhattan o ice
NEWS — 16M 43S AGO

Apple's Tim Cook: Being
gay is 'God's greatest
gift to me'
TECHNOLOGY — 17M 2S AGO

Dems hold 6 point lead
on generic ballot ahead
of midterms
WHAT AMERICA'S THINKING
— 17M 33S AGO

Trump vs Obama: The
economic tale of the
tape
OPINION — 18M 23S AGO

$2 million ad buy
targets Republicans on
entitlements
HEALTHCARE — 20M 37S AGO

VIEW ALL
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State and federal o icials say they are well prepared for the possibility of a
cyberattack on American election systems Nov. 6, but experts warn that
even a false claim of interference by foreign actors on Election Day could
undermine the public’s faith in the voting process.

The top cyber o icial at the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) said
it’s a very real possibility that groups will announce they successfully
hacked certain election results. That would require swift action from
federal authorities to decisively refute any unsubstantiated declarations of
election meddling, analysts say.

“I could absolutely envision a scenario where someone claims to have had
access or claims to have hacked” an election, Christopher Krebs, the
undersecretary of the National Protection and Programs Directorate
(NPPD), told reporters last week.

Krebs said if such a claim were made, federal o icials would contact the
state and local o icials running the election to see if they could verify it. If
the allegation is shown to be false, he said federal o icials would do their
best to help spread the word.

“If they need independent veri ication, my teams are ready to go,” he said.
“The FBI and the Department of Justice are ready to help out as well.”

Another cybersecurity o icial at DHS, Jeanette Manfra, said Tuesday that a
hacker could undermine the legitimacy of a race just by misrepresenting

© Getty
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Ex-adviser worries
McCain was last…

Top Dem calls on
Kavanaugh to take a lie…

by

the results posted on a state’s website.

“Are they actually manipulating the vote tally? No, but could you have then
confusion or concern?” said Manfra, undersecretary for cybersecurity and
communications at NPPD.

She said DHS will be in close contact with the media on Election Day to
ensure accurate information is being shared and reported.

But widespread worries of a potential election hack could make false
claims of meddling more e ective than they otherwise might be, even if
they’re rebuked by election o icials, experts said.

“I think no matter what happens, I think there are going to be parties who
are going to claim they’ve broken into systems and did something to
monkey with the results in one shape or form,” said Paul Kurtz, CEO of the
threat intelligence irm TruSTAR who served on the White House’s National
Security and Homeland Security councils under former Presidents Clinton
and George W. Bush.

Clint Watts, a former FBI agent who has testi ied before the Senate on
Russian disinformation campaigns, said a hacker only needs to get into a
voter database and then publicly claim that they changed votes in order
to raise concerns about the veracity of election results.

He said even if o icials can disprove the claim with evidence, people who
want to believe an election was hacked will probably do just that.

“That’s the crazy thing about in luence,” Watts said. “You don’t actually
have to change any votes, you don’t actually have to break into any
systems. You just have to create the perception of it.”

O icials across all levels of government say they are signi icantly more
prepared this time around to counter any election interference compared
with 2016, when Russia was determined to have meddled in the election.

But fears of election interference were ampli ied Friday when the Justice
Department unsealed its irst charge against a Russian national tied to the
midterm elections. About the same time, several U.S. agencies released a
statement warning of ongoing in luence campaigns from countries such
as Russia, North Korea and Iran that are designed to sow distrust in the
American political systems.

Kurtz said he didn’t believe a foreign actor like Russia would openly admit
to interfering in U.S. elections since doing so would likely be met with
severe penalties like sanctions.

“I don’t see a nation-state owning up to hacking the United States,” he
said. “On the other hand, I can see more ambiguous statements about
hacking to kind of create trouble when they have not hacked.”

Josh Geltzer, former senior director for counterterrorism at the National
Security Council during the Obama administration who is now executive
director of Georgetown Law’s Institute for Constitutional Advocacy and
Protection, said the 2018 midterms could give a cyber actor like Russia the
chance to test using a false claim of a hack as a possible tool to in luence
elections. If it’s successful, he said, they could use it during the 2020
presidential election.

“The overarching goal would be to continue to make democracy seem
vulnerable and leading us to cast doubt on the vibrancy of our own
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system,” Geltzer said.

To e ectively counter an unsubstantiated claim of election interference,
state and local o icials would need to act quickly to prevent the spread of
misinformation, experts said, adding that many states have systems in
place that could be used to fact-check a fake interference claim, such as a
paper trail for ballots cast on digital voting machines.

But states such as Delaware, Georgia, Louisiana, New Jersey and
Pennsylvania rely on digital systems for voting, without a veri ied paper
record for every ballot cast.

“Those states, they can’t even go back and count the ballots, to say ‘Hey
look, we counted the ballots. We know what the total is. Here’s what it is,’ ”
said Jake Braun, a DHS liaison in the Obama White House who’s now an
organizer of the Def Con Voting Village. “It would have a devastating
impact on voter con idence, and that’s with them changing not one vote.”
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