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TRUMP CAMPAIGN NEWS CONFERENCE 1 

ON LEGAL CHALLENGES 2 

 3 

 4 

November 19, 2020  5 

 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 
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 11 

 12 

 13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

Video File: 19 

https://www.c-span.org/video/?478246-1/trump-campaign-20 

alleges-voter-fraud-states-plans-lawsuits  21 

 22 

This transcript was created from a video recording by 23 

Nathan Wertz, Certified Electronic Recorder for the 24 

State of Michigan. 25 
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APPEARANCES: 1 

 2 

Narrator 3 

Rudy Giuliani 4 

Sidney Powell 5 

Jenna Ellis 6 

Female Speaker(s) 7 
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 (Trump Campaign News Conference on Legal 1 

Challenges Begins.) 2 

 3 

 NARRATOR:  The Trump campaign gave an 4 

update on their legal challenges to the election results 5 

from the headquarters of the Republican National 6 

Committee.  Rudy Giuliani, personal attorney for 7 

President Trump, said the campaign would likely file a 8 

lawsuit in Georgia and were looking into filing lawsuits 9 

in New Mexico and Virginia.  This is 90 minutes.   10 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Good afternoon and thank 11 

you very much for coming.  This is representative of our 12 

legal team.  We’re representing President Trump and 13 

we’re representing the Trump campaign.  When I finish, 14 

Sidney Powell and then Jenna Ellis will follow me.  And 15 

we will present, in brief, the evidence that we’ve 16 

collected over the last – I guess it is two weeks.  17 

Also, Joseph and Jennifer, Victoria Toensing here with 18 

me.  There are a lot more lawyers working on this, but 19 

where the – I guess we’re the senior lawyers.  And Boris 20 

Epshteyn.   21 

 So, I guess the best way to describe this 22 

is when we began our representation of the President, we 23 

certainly were confronted with a very anomalous set of 24 

results, the President way ahead on election night, 7 or 25 
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800,000 in Pennsylvania.  Somehow, he lost Pennsylvania.  1 

We have statisticians willing to testify that that’s 2 

almost statistically impossible to have happened in the 3 

period of time that it happened.  But, of course, that’s 4 

just speculation.  5 

 As we started investigating, both our 6 

investigations and the very patriotic and brave American 7 

citizens that have come forward are extraordinary.  8 

Extraordinary number of people, extraordinary number of 9 

witnesses.  And what emerged very quickly is this is not 10 

a singular voter fraud in one state.  This pattern 11 

repeats itself in a number of states, almost exactly the 12 

same pattern, which to any experienced investigator, 13 

prosecutor, would suggest that there was a plan from a 14 

centralized place to execute these various acts of voter 15 

fraud specifically focused on big cities and 16 

specifically focused on, as you would imagine, big 17 

cities controlled by Democrats.  And particularly 18 

focused on big cities that have a long history of 19 

corruption.  The number of voter fraud cases in 20 

Philadelphia could fill a library.   21 

 Just a few weeks ago there was a 22 

conviction for voter fraud and one two weeks before 23 

that.  And I've often said, I guess, sarcastically, but 24 

it’s true, the only surprise I would have found in this 25 
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is if Philadelphia hadn’t cheated in this election.  1 

Because for the last 60 years they’ve cheated in just 2 

about every single election.  You could say the same 3 

thing about Detroit.  Each one of these cities are 4 

cities that are controlled by Democrats, which means 5 

they can get away with anything they want to do.  It 6 

means they have a certain degree of control over – 7 

certainly control the election board completely and they 8 

control law enforcement.  And, unfortunately, they have 9 

some friendly judges that will issue ridiculously 10 

irrational opinions just to come out in their favor.  11 

 So let’s start with the specifics.  12 

Pennsylvania.  In Pennsylvania, the margin of victory 13 

now for Biden, which is not a victory, it’s a fraud, is 14 

69,140 votes.  The reality is that we are now at a count 15 

of 682,770 ballots, for which we have affidavits, that 16 

there was no inspection of that ballot at the time that 17 

it was entered in the vote.  It was a mail ballot.  Mail 18 

ballots are particularly prone to fraud.  We were warned 19 

about that by Jimmy Carter, President Jimmy Carter, and 20 

Secretary Baker in a report about a dozen years ago, in 21 

which they said that mail balloting is particularly 22 

susceptible of fraud, that we should very carefully 23 

consider ever doing it, and that it can be taken 24 

advantage of.  Justice Souter warned us of the same 25 
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thing in a comment in an election law case.  And even 1 

the New York Times wrote articles about how dangerous 2 

mail in voting was.   3 

 And this is the first time we ever did it 4 

en masse and I think we proved that all three are 5 

prophets.  It’s not only susceptible to fraud; it is 6 

easily susceptible to fraud particularly if you have a 7 

plan or scheme which sounds eerily similar to what Joe 8 

Biden told us a few days before the election, that he 9 

had the best voter fraud team in the world.  Well, they 10 

were good.  I don’t know if they were that good because 11 

they made significant mistakes, like all crooks do, and 12 

we caught them.   13 

 One of them was pushing out the public 14 

inspectors.  Every state, almost every civilized 15 

country, even Tanzania and places that you wouldn’t 16 

think of, have rules about inspectors particularly for 17 

mail in ballots.  And why, particularly for mail in 18 

ballots?  Because they can more easily be defrauded and 19 

you can't check on it.   20 

 People who have never done a mail in 21 

ballot, I'm gonna show you why it’s so easy.  Well, you 22 

fill out an envelope like this.  You put your – usually, 23 

in New York, it would be your assembly district and the 24 

precinct in which you're voting.  You fill out your name 25 
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and your address and you sign it.  You then use an inner 1 

envelope and you put the ballot inside the inner 2 

envelope.  You seal it all and you send it in.   3 

 When it’s being – when it’s being counted, 4 

almost invariably in the United States, up until the 5 

mass cheating that when on in this election, a 6 

Republican and a Democrat inspector, as well as others 7 

if there are other parties, is allowed to watch the 8 

unsealing of this ballot.  It used to go on all over 9 

America when we conduct honest elections.  Because the 10 

only time you can ever find out if it’s a fraudulent 11 

ballot is when it is looked at.   12 

 The minute you approve this it’s thrown 13 

away, gone for eternity, the only thing left is to vote.  14 

That could have been Mickey Mouse, that could have been 15 

a dead person, that could have been not filled out 16 

properly, that could have been the same person 30 times, 17 

that could have been – and all these things have 18 

happened, by the way.  That could have been nothing 19 

filled out.  We never know.  20 

 So, for example, the recount being done in 21 

Georgia will tell us nothing because these fraudulent 22 

ballots will just be counted again because they wouldn’t 23 

supply the signatures to match the ballots.  So it means 24 

nothing to have counted these ballots because, for 25 
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example, in Pennsylvania, where we have probably our 1 

most precise evidence, 682,770 of these ballots were 2 

cast, put in, and they weren't inspected, which renders 3 

them ballots that are null and void, cannot be counted, 4 

have to be removed from the vote.   5 

 Why?  For several reasons, not the least 6 

of which is that was basically only one of two places in 7 

the state where it was done.  So when the other parts of 8 

the state, there was a legitimate inspection of the 9 

ballots.   10 

 So if you have two different standards in 11 

different parts of the state, one favoring one part of 12 

the state, the other disfavoring the other part of the 13 

state, that’s a classic violation of the Equal 14 

Protection Clause of the United States Constitution, 15 

Bush v. Gore being the most recent case that teaches 16 

that.  17 

 That’s not the only fraud that went on in 18 

Pennsylvania.  All of the other frauds carried out in 19 

the other states by the Democrat bosses happened there 20 

as well.  For example, if you made a mistake in that 21 

ballot and you lived in Philadelphia or in Pittsburgh, 22 

you were allowed to fix the mistake.  But if you lived 23 

in what would be considered more Republican or Trump 24 

parts of the state, you were given no such right.   25 
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 One of our plaintiffs, Mr. Henry, cast an 1 

absentee ballot and he failed to put it in the secure 2 

envelope inside.  He just put it in open, naked.  That 3 

ballot was cast aside because it was invalid because 4 

that breaks the privacy of the vote.   5 

 In Pittsburgh and in Philadelphia, if they 6 

noticed that there wasn’t an inner envelope, they’d 7 

contact the vote and allow him to vote again.  Or if he 8 

didn’t fill it out completely or if he made a mistake 9 

and didn’t sign his full name, he was allowed to cure 10 

it.  There is no such provision under the law of 11 

Pennsylvania.  The Democrat Secretary of State made that 12 

up in order to maximize the votes in Philadelphia and 13 

Pittsburgh and to minimize the votes in the other parts 14 

of the state.  Clearly illegal, clearly voter fraud, 15 

easily provable, hundreds of witnesses, maybe thousands.   16 

 We have – I’ll give you another example.  17 

We have 17,000 provisional ballots cast in Pittsburgh.  18 

Do you know what a provisional ballot is?  Provisional 19 

ballot usually happens this way, and about 15 of the 20 

17,000 happened this way: You walk in and you say, I'm 21 

here to vote today.  Oh, Mr. Giuliani, you already 22 

voted.  I did?  I don’t remember voting.  Oh, yes, yes, 23 

you cast an absentee ballot.  No, I didn’t.  Yes, you 24 

did.  No, I didn’t.  Yes, you did.   25 
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 So why does that happen 17,000 times in 1 

Pittsburgh?  People walked in thinking they – actually 2 

15,000 to be precise.  Why did it happen 15,000 times 3 

that people in Pittsburgh walked in to vote and they had 4 

already voted according to the Democrat election 5 

machine?  Did they forget that many people with bad 6 

memories in Pittsburgh or is the following correct?   7 

 That, as witnesses will testify, they were 8 

instructed by the Democrat bosses when they had a ballot 9 

in which there was no one registered, just assign it to 10 

somebody.  Just assign it to Rudy Giuliani.  So when 11 

Rudy – and maybe Rudy Giuliani wouldn’t show up to vote.  12 

And if he does show up to vote, we’ll give him a 13 

provisional ballot.  That is what we call circumstantial 14 

evidence of the fraud.   15 

 The direct evidence of the fraud of the 16 

people who will testify that in fact that’s what 17 

happened to them.  As well as the 50 to 60 witnesses we 18 

have for the way they were treated and not allowed to 19 

inspect the ballots.  They weren't just not allowed to 20 

do it.  They were pushed, a few cases they were 21 

assaulted.  In all cases they were put in a corral so 22 

far away – probably the closest they got is from here to 23 

the back of that room.   24 

 We could do like a – did you all watch My 25 
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Cousin Vinny?  You know the movie?  It’s one of my 1 

favorite law movies because he comes from Brooklyn.  And 2 

when – the nice lady who said she saw and then he says 3 

to her, how many fingers do I – how many fingers have I 4 

got up?  And she says, three.  Well, she was too far 5 

away to see there was only two.  These people were 6 

further away than My Cousin Vinny was from the witness.  7 

They couldn’t see a thing.   8 

 Now, I don’t know, you're gonna tell me 9 

that 60 people are lying?  They didn’t just tell me 10 

this; they swore under penalty of perjury, which is 11 

something no Democrat has ever done.  You don’t even ask 12 

Biden about this.  You don’t put him under penalty of 13 

perjury.  He doesn’t even get asked questions about it.  14 

He doesn’t get asked questions about all the evidence of 15 

the crimes that he committed.   16 

 These people are under penalty of perjury.  17 

Their names are on an affidavit.  They swear that they 18 

weren't allowed to carry out their function as 19 

inspectors.  And it’s not just a technical thing.  20 

There's a reason they did it.  Why would you not allow 21 

people to carry out the function they've been allowed to 22 

do for 50 years, 60 years?  Why wouldn’t you allow 23 

inspections of those ballots?  Because you knew you were 24 

gonna use those ballots to catch Biden up and you had a 25 
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big road ahead of you.  You had to catch him up for 1 

700,000 to 800,000 votes that he was behind.  And the 2 

only way you were gonna do it were with the mail in 3 

ballots.  You couldn’t have a Democrat and Republican 4 

inspector around.  They don’t even have Democrats 5 

watching because they'd be afraid that there’d be honest 6 

Democrats who would say, you're cheating. 7 

 So that takes us to Michigan, where there 8 

was an honest Democrat who said they were cheating.  And 9 

we’ll show you her affidavit because I know you keep 10 

reporting, falsely, that we have no evidence, that we 11 

have no specific acts of fraud.  That’s because the 12 

coverage of this has been almost as dishonest as the 13 

scheme itself.  The American people are entitled to know 14 

this.  You don’t have a right to keep it from them.  You 15 

don’t have a right to lie about it.  And you are.  I 16 

mean you don’t report to them that a citizen of this 17 

country, a very fine woman, who was willing to allow me 18 

to give her – give you her name.   19 

 And I can't give you all of these 20 

affidavits because if I do these people will be 21 

harassed, they’ll be threatened, they may lose their 22 

job, they will lose their friends.  We’ve lost lawyers 23 

in this case because they’ve been threatened.  We’ve had 24 

lawyers that need protection.  What's going on in this 25 
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country is horrible and the censorship that you're 1 

imposing is making it worse.   2 

 But Jessy Jacob is an adult citizen and a 3 

resident of the State of Michigan.  She's been an 4 

employee of the City of Detroit for decades.  I know her 5 

age, but she can tell you her age.   6 

 She was assigned to voting duties in 7 

September and she was trained by the City of Detroit and 8 

the State of Michigan.  She's basically trained to 9 

cheat.  She said that I was instructed by my supervisor 10 

to adjust the mailing date of these absentee ballot 11 

packages to be dated earlier than when they were 12 

actually sent in.  The supervisor made that announcement 13 

for all workers to engage in that fraudulent practice.   14 

 That’s not me saying that.  That’s just an 15 

American Citizen saying that under oath.  I don’t know, 16 

maybe you could say she’s lying, but you can't say 17 

there's no evidence.  This is what we call evidence.  18 

This is direct evidence, not circumstantial.   19 

 I tried many, many cases, as did all my 20 

colleagues here.  You put a witness on a witness stand, 21 

the witness is testifying to their own knowledge.  This 22 

witness goes on the witness stand and she will say, I 23 

was told to adjust the date on the absentee ballots.  I 24 

witnessed election workers and employees going over to 25 
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the voting booth with voters in order to watch them vote 1 

and coach them for whom to vote.  Completely illegal.  2 

She will testify to that.   3 

 I don’t know, Biden’s people can cross-4 

examine her, but you can't just throw it – gee, there's 5 

no evidence.  Next time you say that, you'll be lying 6 

because there is evidence.   7 

 This – oh, by the way, this is public.  8 

You can all get it.  It’s attached to the complaint in 9 

Constantino v. the City of Detroit.   10 

 Then she was instructed by my supervisor 11 

not to ask for a driver’s license or any photo ID when a 12 

person was trying to vote.  Don’t ask for 13 

identification.  Why would you not ask for 14 

identification?  Because you knew that a lot of people 15 

not entitled to vote were gonna come in and early vote 16 

because you knew that illegal immigrants were gonna be 17 

allowed to vote.  You knew, if you lived in 18 

Philadelphia, unless you do not (phonetic) (0:19:00), 19 

that’s an Italian expression for stupid.  Unless you're 20 

stupid, you knew that a lot of people were coming over 21 

from Camden to vote.  They do every year.  Happens all 22 

the time in Philly.  It’s about as frequent as getting 23 

beaten up at a Philadelphia Eagle basketball – football 24 

game.  Happens all the time.  All the time.  And it’s 25 
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allowed to happen because it is a Democrat corrupt city 1 

and has been for years, many, many years.   2 

 And they carried it out in places they 3 

could get away with it.  They didn’t carry it out in 4 

neutral places.  They didn’t carry it out in Republican 5 

places.  They didn’t carry it out where the law is 6 

respected.  They carried it out in corrupt – in a 7 

corrupt city where the district attorney releases 8 

criminals en masse, which is why it has so much crime.   9 

 She also said I observed a large number of 10 

people who came to the satellite location to vote in 11 

person, but they had already applied for and submitted 12 

an absentee ballot.  So she observed a lot of people 13 

voting twice.   14 

 Again, this is Jessy Jacob, not me.   15 

 I was instructed not to – not to 16 

invalidate any ballots and not to look for any 17 

deficiency in the ballots.  And why would you do that?  18 

Because you're cheating, on purpose cheating, 19 

intentionally cheating.  You're cheating as an 20 

institution.  This is an instruction from the election 21 

commission or the employer to the worker.  Don’t look 22 

for any deficiencies in the ballots.  I was instructed 23 

not to look at any of the signatures on the absentee 24 

ballots.  If she was instructed to look – not to look 25 
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for any of the signatures on the absentee ballots, why 1 

the heck do you sign it in the first place in order to 2 

identify it?   3 

 She was instructed not to do that because 4 

many of the absentee ballots were fraudulent and they 5 

knew that and they didn’t want to have a count to that.   6 

 On November 4, 2020, I was instructed to 7 

improperly predate the absentee ballots when the receipt 8 

date was actually November – was after November 3rd, 9 

2020.  Now, this is really significant because Justice 10 

Alito of the Supreme Court instructed Pennsylvania that 11 

any ballot that comes in after 8:00 on November 3rd, 12 

2020, had to be put aside and not opened because there's 13 

a question as to its legality and its constitutionality.   14 

 What she's telling you is that they 15 

blatantly disregarded that order.  That they took 16 

ballots that were marked the 4th and the 5th and the 6th 17 

and they marked it down for the 3rd, in blatant disregard 18 

of the order of the United States Supreme Court.  19 

 This is – I don’t know if she's a Democrat 20 

or Republican.  I assume if she's working – if she's 21 

working for the – I assume if she's working for the City 22 

of Detroit that she's a Democrat.  I assume, but I may 23 

be wrong.  She's a citizen.  I've never met her, never 24 

coached her.  And I’d like you to note that it’s signed 25 
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under penalties of perjury.   1 

 We have a hundred more of these.  I can't 2 

show them to you because those people don’t want to be 3 

harassed, they don’t want to have their lives torn apart 4 

by the goons on the other side.  We don’t do that to 5 

them.  They’ve done that to a lot of our people and 6 

they’ve done it for four years and it’s outrageous that 7 

it’s tolerated.  And it’s tolerated because you condone 8 

it in the press and you don’t cover it and you don’t 9 

condemn it.  And it shouldn’t happen to a Republican or 10 

a Democrat.  A lawyer shouldn’t have to withdraw from a 11 

case because he's representing the President of the 12 

United States.   13 

 There were many more affidavits here.  I'd 14 

like to read ‘em all to you, but I don’t have the time.  15 

You should have had the time and energy to go look for 16 

them.  That’s your job.  Like it’s my job to defend the 17 

President and to represent the President.  It’s your job 18 

to read these things and not falsely report that there's 19 

no evidence.   20 

 Do you know how many affidavits we have in 21 

the Michigan case?  220 affidavits.  They're not all 22 

public, but eight of them are.  For affiants here, those 23 

are people who give affidavits, report an incident that 24 

under any other circumstances would have been on the 25 
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front page of all your newspapers if it didn’t involve 1 

the hatred that you have, the irrational pathological 2 

hatred that you have for the President.   3 

 What they swear to is that at 4:30 in the 4 

morning a truck pulled up to the Detroit Center where 5 

they were counting ballots.  The people thought it was 6 

food, so they all ran to the truck.  It wasn’t food.  It 7 

was thousands and thousands of ballots.  And the ballots 8 

were in garbage cans, they were in paper bags, they were 9 

in cardboard boxes, and they were taken into the Center.  10 

They were put on a number of tables.  At that time, they 11 

thought all the Republican inspectors had left, all but 12 

two had, and an employee of Dominion, who we’ll address 13 

a little bit later, Dominion.   14 

 And here's what they jointly swear to: 15 

That every ballot that they could see, everything they 16 

could hear, these were ballots for Biden.  When they saw 17 

a ballot, these were ballots only for Biden, meaning 18 

there was no down ticket, just Biden.  Many of them 19 

didn’t have anything on the outer envelope because these 20 

ballots were produced very quickly, very swiftly, and 21 

they're estimated to be a minimum of 60,000, a maximum 22 

of 100,000.  Many of them were triple counted, which 23 

means they were put into the counting machine this way.  24 

Once, twice, three times.  I didn’t see that.  I don’t 25 
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know that, but for the fact that three American citizens 1 

are willing to swear to it.  And we’re not gonna let 2 

them go to court and do that?  We’re gonna let this 3 

election go by when there are, in this case, 60 4 

witnesses that can prove what I'm saying to you and 5 

other acts of fraud in Michigan?  I mean what's happened 6 

to this country, if we’re gonna let that happen?  What 7 

happened to this country if we’re gonna cover that up?   8 

 We let Al Gore carry on an election 9 

dispute longer than this one has been going on for one 10 

state and for chads.  This happened in Pennsylvania, it 11 

happened in Michigan.  Michigan probably, right now, if 12 

I count up the affidavits, just one case alone Trump v. 13 

Benson, a case that we dismissed today because that case 14 

was attempting to get the Wayne County Board of 15 

Supervisors to decertify.  Well, they did.  They 16 

decertified.   17 

 That case has a hundred affidavits and the 18 

hundred affidavits show essentially what I've talked to 19 

you about.  Counting ballots, improperly counting them 20 

three and four times, having people vote three and four 21 

times, changing and backdating ballots to the point of 22 

at least 300,000 illegitimate ballots that we can 23 

specifically identify.  The margin in Michigan was 24 

146,121 and these ballots were all cast basically in 25 
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Detroit that Biden won 80/20.  So you see it changes the 1 

result of that – of the election in Michigan if you take 2 

out Wayne County.  So it’s a very significant case.   3 

 That is being raised in the case of 4 

Costantino v. the City of Detroit.  Not by us, but by an 5 

individual plaintiff we are helping and assisting in 6 

that case, however.  And you can find all the affidavits 7 

that you want filed in that case and you can find out 8 

they're not just allegations, they're allegations 9 

supported by sworn testimony, which is a lot better than 10 

Joe Biden has ever done on anything.  He doesn’t answer 11 

questions, much less give you sworn affidavits.   12 

 Wisconsin.  Wisconsin had a very small 13 

margin.  21 -- 20,544 last time I looked.  In Wisconsin, 14 

without going into great detail, very similar plan, 15 

Republicans shut out in the City of Milwaukee and also 16 

in Madison.  Republicans almost uniformly shut out from 17 

the absentee process, not allowed to inspect, not 18 

allowed to look at the ballots.  We have in Milwaukee 19 

and in the State of Wisconsin a much stricter law.  20 

Wisconsin doesn’t allow mail in ballots.  They didn’t 21 

buy into the big mail in ballot situation.  Wisconsin, 22 

when you look at their constitution, almost seems to not 23 

like absentee ballots.  They state it’s not a right, a 24 

privilege, and they have very, very strict procedures.  25 
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And the strict procedure says that you can't be given an 1 

absentee ballot.  You have to personally apply for it.  2 

 It’s illegal basically to solicit a vote.  3 

And they have actually many reasons for it that probably 4 

goes back to their progressive days.  When I saw 5 

progressive, I mean late 19th century, early 20th century 6 

progressive, when that really meant progressive, not 7 

retrogressive.   8 

 So there were 60,000 ballots in Milwaukee 9 

County and 40,000 ballots in Madison that, as far as we 10 

can tell -- and this is why we’re auditing, because we 11 

have very good information that the numbers are gonna 12 

come out about here that don’t have applications.  Under 13 

the law of the State of Wisconsin, already decided, if 14 

there's no application for an absentee ballot, the 15 

absentee ballot is thrown away.  This all happened in 16 

two places in Wisconsin.  It didn’t happen in Northern 17 

Wisconsin, didn’t happen in Republican Wisconsin, it 18 

didn’t happen in neutral Wisconsin, whether an equal 19 

number of Republicans say Democrats -- it happened in a 20 

place where the vote was 75, 80 percent for the 21 

Democrat.  You take away any number of those and that 22 

20,000 lead disappears.   23 

 In other words, if you count the lawful 24 

votes, Trump won Wisconsin by a good margin.  Indeed, if 25 
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you count the lawful votes in Pennsylvania, he won it by 1 

about 300,000 votes.   2 

 Also, in the lawsuit filed in Wisconsin, 3 

which is really a petition because of their procedures, 4 

there were no inspectors provided for the count of the 5 

illegal ballots.  There were numerous backdated ballots; 6 

we’re just counting them now.  Run over into the 7 

thousands and there were many precincts in which there 8 

was an overvote.   9 

 Now, let me explain to you what an 10 

overvote is, which is something you should have 11 

explained to the American people because it’s about the 12 

clearest circumstantial evidence of massive fraud that 13 

you can have.  An overvote is if 200 percent of the 14 

people who were registered in a district vote.  Think 15 

about that?  200 percent of the registered voters in a 16 

district vote.  What does that mean?  That means 17 

somebody voted twice.  That means somebody who is not 18 

entitled to vote, voted, an illegal.  A person from 19 

another city or state, a person who is not registered.  20 

But what it means is that those are illegitimate votes.   21 

 You don’t have an overvote of 200 percent 22 

or 300 percent.  You don’t have an overvote of 100 23 

percent.  Most precincts don’t have 100 percent turnout.  24 

In fact, classically, it’s considered to be an overvote 25 



Page 23 
 

if you go over 80 percent.  1 

 Well, in Michigan and Wisconsin, we have 2 

overvotes in numerous precincts of 150 percent, 200 3 

percent, and 300 percent.  One of the reasons why the 4 

two Republicans did not certify in Wayne, Michigan, 5 

Wayne County, Michigan, is because the overvote was so 6 

high, monstrously high, in about two thirds of the 7 

precincts in the City of Detroit.  Which means, 8 

magically, two and three times the number of registered 9 

voters turned out to vote.   10 

 In fact, we have precincts in which two 11 

times the number of people who live there, including 12 

children, voted.  That’s absurd.  The frustration of 13 

this is what I'm describing to you is a massive fraud.  14 

It isn't a little teeny one.  It isn't a hundred votes 15 

switched here or there.  16 

 Georgia, we’re about to file a major 17 

lawsuit in Georgia.  That’ll be filed probably tomorrow.  18 

I don’t need to go through it.  Virtually the same 19 

things that I've told you before.  Very -- in the City 20 

of Atlanta Republicans were not allowed to watch the 21 

absentee mail in ballot process.  Inspections completely 22 

cast aside and we have numerous double voters.  We have 23 

numerous out of state voters and we have specific 24 

evidence of intimidation and changes of vote.  That'll 25 
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all be in the lawsuit that comes out tomorrow.   1 

 Arizona is a state that we’re looking at 2 

very, very carefully.  I would say we’re probably gonna 3 

bring a lawsuit in Arizona.  More than probably.  I 4 

think we are gonna bring a lawsuit in Arizona.  We’re 5 

still collecting that evidence.  And the state that 6 

we’re looking at that would surprise you is we have 7 

very, very significant amount of fraud allegations in 8 

the State of New Mexico, which -- and we have a 9 

significant number of allegations in the State of 10 

Virginia.  I don’t know yet whether the number in 11 

Virginia will reach a number that can turn the election.   12 

 In the states that we have indicated in 13 

red: Georgia, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Wisconsin, Nevada, 14 

and Arizona, we more than double the number of votes 15 

needed to overturn the election.  In terms of provable, 16 

illegal ballots.  All you gotta do to find out if I'm 17 

misleading you at all is to look at the lawsuits.  Look 18 

what's alleged, look at the affidavits.  Maybe we can 19 

supply more affidavits.  In order to do it, I had to get 20 

permission from the people.  But in the materials that I 21 

have here, there were at least ten that come from 22 

citizens.  We have a thousand at least and we’re getting 23 

more every day.   24 

 And there are other aspects of this fraud 25 
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that at this point I really can't reveal.  This is 1 

really enough.  It’s enough to overturn any election.  2 

It’s disgraceful what happened. 3 

 And I’ll conclude by asking you to just 4 

think about this for a minute.  What happened on the 5 

morning of November 3rd when they were gonna count this 6 

new kind of ballot, this mail in ballot?  Did every 7 

Democrat leader in Pennsylvania and in Michigan and in 8 

Wisconsin and in Georgia and in Nevada and in Arizona, 9 

they all wake up and all separately have the same idea?  10 

Did they all separately have the idea that we are going 11 

to -- we’re gonna put Republican inspectors in pens, 12 

we’re not gonna let them look at mail in or absentee 13 

ballots?  They all independently come up with that.  14 

Like, just by coincidence?   15 

 They say, hey, you know, we’re gonna put 16 

the Republicans in pens and corrals.  We’re gonna do it 17 

in Pittsburgh and we’re gonna do it in Philadelphia.  18 

We’re gonna do it in Detroit, we’re gonna do it in 19 

Milwaukee, we’re gonna do it in Las Vegas, we’re gonna 20 

do it in Phoenix.  What did I miss?  Oh, we’re gonna do 21 

it in Atlanta.   22 

 Or isn't the logical conclusion that I 23 

think any jury would accept is they heard this evidence 24 

that somebody had this plan?  Maybe that was always the 25 
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plan to do these -- this very, very questionable form of 1 

voting, which has been criticized by President Carter, 2 

by Secretary Baker, by most experts on election reform.  3 

I think the logical conclusion is this is a common plan, 4 

a common scheme, that comes right directly from the 5 

Democrat party and it comes from the candidate.  6 

Clearly.  That’s the reason why Hillary Clinton said, 7 

don’t concede even if you're losing.  That’s the reason 8 

we had a Freudian slip by the candidate when he said the 9 

best voter fraud team in the country.  That’s the reason 10 

why he probably didn’t have to go out and campaign.  He 11 

had to have known what they were gonna do.  This had to 12 

be planned in advance.  I'm kind of checking do they go 13 

to the same contracted to get the corrals to put the 14 

Republicans in? 15 

 And this is a disgraceful thing that was 16 

done to this country.  Probably not much more 17 

disgraceful than the things these people did in office, 18 

which you didn’t and don’t bother to cover and you 19 

conceal from the American people.   20 

 But we let this happen.  You know we use 21 

largely a Venezuelan voting machine, in essence, to 22 

count our vote.  We’re gonna let this happen, we’re 23 

gonna become Venezuela.  We cannot let this happen to 24 

us.  We cannot allow these crooks, because that’s what 25 
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they are, to steal an election from the American people.   1 

 They elected Donald Trump.  They didn’t 2 

elect Joe Biden.  Joe Biden is in the lead because of 3 

the fraudulent ballots, the illegal ballots that were 4 

produced and that were allowed to be used after the 5 

election was over.  Give us an opportunity to prove it 6 

in court and we will.   7 

 Now I'm gonna ask Sidney Powell to 8 

describe to you what we can describe about another 9 

totally outrageous situation.  I don’t think most 10 

Americans know that our ballots get calculated, many of 11 

them, outside the United States and are completely open 12 

to hacking, completely open to change, and it’s being 13 

done by a company that specializes in voter fraud.  I’ll 14 

let Sidney describe that to you.  15 

 MS. POWELL:  Thank you, Rudy.  What we are 16 

really dealing with here and uncovering more by the day 17 

is the massive influence of Communist money through 18 

Venezuela, Cuba, and likely China in the interference 19 

with our elections here in the United States.  The 20 

Dominion Voting Systems, the Smartmatic technology 21 

software, and the software that goes in other 22 

computerized voting systems here as well, not just 23 

Dominion, were created in Venezuela at the direction of 24 

Hugo Chavez to make sure he never lost an election after 25 
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one constitutional referendum came out the way he did 1 

not want it to come out.  2 

 We have one very strong witness who has 3 

explained how it all works.  His affidavit is attached 4 

to the pleadings of Lin Wood and the lawsuit he filed in 5 

Georgia.  It is a stunning, detailed affidavit because 6 

he was with Hugo Chavez while he was being briefed on 7 

how it worked.  He was with Hugo Chavez when he saw it 8 

operate to make sure the election came out his way.  9 

That was the expressed purpose for creating this 10 

software.  He has seen it operate.  And as soon as he 11 

saw the multiple states shut down the voting at the -- 12 

on the night of the election, he knew the same thing was 13 

happening here, that that was what had gone on.   14 

 Now the software itself was created with 15 

so many variables and so many backdoors that can be 16 

hooked up to the internet or a thumb drive stuck in it 17 

or whatever, but one of its most characteristic features 18 

is its ability to flip votes.  It can set and run an 19 

algorithm that probably ran all over the country to take 20 

a certain percentage of votes from President Trump and 21 

flip them to President Biden, which we might never have 22 

uncovered had the votes for President Trump not been so 23 

overwhelming in so many of these states, that it broke 24 

the algorithm that had been plugged into the system.   25 
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 And that’s what caused them to have to 1 

shut down in the states they shut down in.  That’s when 2 

they came in the backdoor with all the mail in ballots, 3 

many of which they had actually fabricated.  Some were 4 

on pristine paper with identically matching perfect 5 

circle dots for Mr. Biden.  Others were shoved in in 6 

batches.  They're always put in in a certain number of 7 

batches and people would rerun the same batch.  This 8 

corresponds to our statistical evidence that shows 9 

incredible spikes in the vote counts at particular 10 

times.  And that corresponds to eye witness testimony of 11 

numerous people who have come forward and said they saw 12 

the ballots come in the backdoor at that time.   13 

 Notably, the Dominion executives are 14 

nowhere to be found now.  They are moving their offices 15 

overnight to different places.  Their office in Toronto 16 

was shared with one of the Soros entities.  One of the 17 

leaders of the Dominion Project overall is Lord Malloch-18 

Brown, Mr. Soros #2 person in the UK and part of his 19 

organization.  There are ties of the Dominion leadership 20 

to the Clinton Foundation and to other known politicians 21 

in this country.  22 

 Just to give you a brief description of 23 

how this worked, I'm gonna quote from a letter that was 24 

written and I will read that to make sure I get the 25 
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quotes right.   1 

 This person was objecting to the United 2 

States acquisition of Sequoia Voting Systems by 3 

Smartmatic, a foreign-owned company.  I believe this 4 

transaction raises exactly the sort of foreign ownership 5 

issues that CFIUS is best positioned to examine for 6 

national security purposes.  It’s undisputed that 7 

Smartmatic is foreign-owned and it is acquired Sequoia.  8 

They keep changing the names as they go along.  9 

Different times, when a problem comes up, they just 10 

create another corporation and call it a different name.   11 

 But it was a voting machine company doing 12 

business in the United States.  Sequoia voting machines 13 

were used to record over 125 million votes during the 14 

2004 presidential election in the United States.  15 

Smartmatic now acknowledges that Antonio Mugica, a 16 

Venezuelan business man, has controlling interest in 17 

Smartmatic, but the company has not revealed who all the 18 

Smartmatic owners are.   19 

 According to the press, Smartmatic’s 20 

owners are hidden through a web of offshore private 21 

entities.  And that is, in fact, true.  Smartmatic has 22 

been associated with the Venezuelan government led by 23 

Hugo Chavez, which is openly hostile to the United 24 

States.  And, of course, as we all know, communistic and 25 
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really brutalizing its own people.  The system has been 1 

continued there by Mr. Maduro and ensured his election.  2 

 Smartmatic’s possible connection to the 3 

Venezuelan government poses a potential national 4 

security concern in the context of its acquisition of 5 

Sequoia because electronic voting machines are 6 

susceptible to tampering and insiders are in the best 7 

position to engage in such tampering.   8 

 This letter expresses concern of the 9 

Chicago 2006 primary election and it ends by saying the 10 

products and services that are of Venezuelan origin and 11 

evaluate Smartmatic’s ownership to determine who could 12 

have influence and control over these and other Sequoia 13 

products and services are important to the national 14 

security of the United States.  This letter was written 15 

to Hank Paulson on October 6th, 2006, by congresswoman 16 

Carolyn B. Maloney.   17 

 Senators Klobuchar and Warren have raised 18 

these concerns as recently as December 2019.  Why our 19 

government has not taken them seriously is beyond my 20 

comprehension, unless they have some of the three letter 21 

agencies have used them themselves in other parts of the 22 

world.  We know that the technology was exported to 23 

affect an election in Argentina.  That’s admitted by our 24 

friend who wrote the affidavit about Hugo Chavez and his 25 
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interest in Smartmatic.  1 

 Again, in 2006, Carolyn Maloney wrote the 2 

Honorable John Snow, the Secretary of the Treasury, 3 

about the issues.  Speaking of Smartmatic’s leadership, 4 

one of the Smartmatic patent holders, Eric Coomer, I 5 

believe his name is, is on the web as being recorded in 6 

a conversation with Antifa members saying that he had 7 

the election rigged for Mr. Biden.  Nothing to worry 8 

about here.  And he was going to -- they were going to 9 

“F” Trump.  His social media is filled with hatred for 10 

the President and for the United States of America as a 11 

whole, as are the social media accounts of many other 12 

Smartmatic people.   13 

 There has been widespread use of this.  14 

Dominion itself is utilized in 2000 jurisdictions in 30 15 

states.  It has been uncertifiable in multiple states 16 

who realized all the problems that it had, including 17 

Texas.  Experts have described it across the board from 18 

a Princeton group of three professors to experts that we 19 

have talked to about its end-user vulnerabilities.  20 

People can admittedly go in and change whatever they 21 

want.  They can set the ratio of votes from one thing to 22 

another.  They can say that a Biden vote counts as 1.25 23 

and a Trump vote counts as .75.  And those may be the 24 

numbers that were actually used here.  It’s not just the 25 
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swing states that were affected.  The algorithm was 1 

likely run across the country to affect the entire 2 

election.   3 

 Like I said, we only discovered it this 4 

year because of the overwhelming number of votes for 5 

President Trump in the swing states that caused the 6 

machines to have to shut down for them to backfill 7 

adding votes.   8 

 We have evidence of different numbers of 9 

votes being injected into the system, the same 10 

identical, unique six-digit number multiple times in at 11 

least two states that we've analyzed so far.  And I'm 12 

talking about like 341,542 votes for Biden and 100,012 13 

for Trump.  There's no explanation, no logical 14 

explanation for the same numbers being injected 20 15 

minutes apart into the machine.  16 

 The software manual itself, you can 17 

download it from the internet and I would encourage you 18 

all to read it because it specifically advertises some 19 

of these things as features of the system.  Why it was 20 

ever allowed into this country is beyond my 21 

comprehension and why nobody has dealt with it is 22 

absolutely appalling.   23 

 The machines were easily accessible to 24 

hackers.  There's video on the net that will explain to 25 
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you how a kid with a cellphone can hack one of these 1 

voting machines.   2 

 There's been no oversight of Dominion or 3 

its software.  Workers in each county were trained by 4 

Dominion, but there's no evidence of any monitoring 5 

otherwise.  We have testimony of different workers 6 

admitting that they were trained how to dispose of Trump 7 

votes and add to Biden votes.  The software has a 8 

feature pursuant to which you can drag and drop any 9 

number of batches of votes to the candidate of your 10 

choice or simply throw them away.  So we have 11 

mathematical evidence in a number of states of massive 12 

quantities of Trump votes being trashed, just simply put 13 

in the trash like you would on your computer with any 14 

file, and Biden votes being injected.  15 

 That’s addition to the flipping.  I mean 16 

it really happens in two ways.  There's an algorithm 17 

that runs, that automatically flips all the votes, and 18 

then each operator has the ability to go in, override 19 

settings.  They can ignore a signature, they can ignore 20 

the topline of the ballot, they can go down ballot and 21 

select who they want to change the results for.   22 

 Mr. -- the gentleman who founded 23 

Smartmatic, there's video of him on the internet 24 

explaining that, yes, in at least one occasion he admits 25 
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they changed a million votes with no problem.   1 

 Many of the jurisdictions that have had 2 

this problem might not have known of the issues, but 3 

many did.  And I think a full-scale criminal 4 

investigation needs to be undertaken immediately by the 5 

Department of Justice and by every state’s equivalent 6 

attorney general’s office or state investigatory unit 7 

because there are -- there's evidence of different 8 

benefits being provided to the people who spent 9 

$100,000,000 of taxpayer money at the last minute for 10 

their state to get the Dominion Voting Systems put in in 11 

time for this election in different ways.  There's one 12 

person that a lawyer told me got, quote, election 13 

insurance, meaning that he would be able to make sure he 14 

was elected.  I'm sure they explained that feature in 15 

detail to many people who expressed interest in putting 16 

this voting system in.  17 

 Texas denied certification of the Dominion 18 

system in 2019, but there are no doubt issues with the 19 

software that Texas did use, unbeknownst to Texas, I 20 

would imagine, since they went to great trouble to 21 

examine the Dominion systems and reject them.  But other 22 

software and the source code that does the alterations 23 

is embedded, we’ve been told, in the source code all 24 

across the country in all the voting machines.  25 
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 There's no doubt it has been used to alter 1 

elections in other countries.  We know specifically that 2 

Venezuela exported it for that purpose to Argentina and 3 

other Latin American companies to make sure that the 4 

corrupt rulers who were willing to pay the highest price 5 

for being in office were allowed to rig their elections.  6 

 This is stunning, heartbreaking, 7 

infuriating, and the most unpatriotic acts I can even 8 

imagine for people in this country to have participated 9 

in, in any way, shape, or form.  And I want the American 10 

public to know right now that we will not be 11 

intimidated.  American patriots are fed up with the 12 

corruption from the local level to the highest level of 13 

our government and we are going to take this country 14 

back.  We are not going to be intimidated, we are not 15 

going to back down.  We are going to clean this mess up 16 

now.  President Trump won by a landslide.  We are going 17 

to prove it and we are gonna reclaim the United States 18 

of America for the people who vote for freedom.  19 

 MALE SPEAKER (0:52:41):  How come you're 20 

not suing in the Wisconsin counties that use this?  Why 21 

are you only doing a recount --  22 

 MS. ELLIS:  Excuse me.  That we’re not out 23 

to the questions at this point.   24 

 MALE SPEAKER (0:52:50):  But why are you 25 
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not --  1 

 (Crosstalk.)  2 

 MS. ELLIS:  So excuse me, we’re not at the 3 

questions at this point.   4 

 (Crosstalk.) 5 

 MS. ELLIS:  My name is Jenna Ellis and I'm 6 

the senior legal advisor to the Trump campaign and I'd 7 

like to just explain now where we’ve been and where 8 

we’re at and what you can expect from this process.   9 

 So what you have heard I'm sure in the 10 

fake newspapers tomorrow will be one of two things.  11 

Either there was not sufficient evidence that we’ve 12 

presented or we spoke too long.  Okay?  So what you’ve 13 

heard now is basically an opening statement.   14 

 This is what you can expect to see when we 15 

get to court to actually have a full trial on the 16 

merits, to actually show this evidence in court and 17 

prove our case.  This is not a Law & Order episode where 18 

everything is neatly wrapped up in 60 minutes.   19 

 For those of you who are here in this room 20 

or have maybe tuned out in other networks, clearly 21 

you’ve never been court reporters.  Trials take time.  22 

Putting on evidence takes time.  This is basically an 23 

opening statement so the American people can understand 24 

what the networks have been hiding and what they refuse 25 
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to cover because all of your fake news headlines are 1 

dancing around the merits of this case and are trying to 2 

delegitimize what we are doing here.   3 

 Let me be very clear that our objective is 4 

to make sure to preserve and protect election integrity.  5 

President Trump has been saying from day one that this 6 

is about maintaining free and fair elections in this 7 

country.  It is not about overturning an outcome.  It is 8 

about making sure that election integrity is preserved.   9 

 And every American should want that.  If 10 

every American is not onboard with that, you have to ask 11 

yourself why.  And if your fake news network is not 12 

covering this or allowing you to cover it fairly and 13 

accurately, you should ask yourself why.   14 

 This is absolutely a legitimate legal 15 

basis.  We have been asked to provide an entire case 16 

that generally would take years in civil litigation.  17 

I've been a prosecutor.  I have tried cases with far 18 

simpler facts.  One thing happened in a matter of 19 

minutes and it still takes days.  And we go through a 20 

jury process.   21 

 This is the court of public opinion right 22 

now.  We are not trying our case in the court of public 23 

opinion because if we were we would get unbiased jurors.  24 

I would strike 99 percent of you from the jury and I 25 
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would be allowed to because of the fake news coverage 1 

you provide.  You're not unbiased jurors.  And until you 2 

step out of your role as a journalist and actually go 3 

into a courtroom and you are a judge on a bench that has 4 

sworn an oath to be unbiased in our separation of 5 

powers, then your opinion does not matter.  The facts 6 

matter, the truth matters, and if you are fair 7 

reporters, you will cover that fairly and appropriately 8 

and you will allow coverage of our media team here and 9 

our legal team.   10 

 That is absolutely shocking that all you 11 

cover are around the margins.  And I've seen all of you 12 

taking pictures right now and I can anticipate what your 13 

headlines are going to be.  If you are not willing to 14 

talk about the evidence that has been presented, then 15 

that is absolutely unacceptable for journalistic 16 

standards.   17 

 This is an opening statement.  This is 18 

something where we have told you what the evidence will 19 

show and we have given you a brief description.  That 20 

happens in a courtroom all the time where that’s not the 21 

fact-finding process.  That is just an overview.  That 22 

is what we have given you today because the American 23 

people deserve to know what we have uncovered in the 24 

last couple of weeks.   25 
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 Remember, this is such a short timeframe 1 

and this is an elite strike force team that is working 2 

on behalf of the president and the campaign to make sure 3 

that our constitution is protected.  We are a nation of 4 

rules, not a nation of rulers.  There is not someone 5 

that just gets to pick who the next President is outside 6 

the will of the American people.   7 

 And that is our task because when we talk 8 

about voter fraud it’s actually election official fraud.  9 

That cannot stand.  The constitution requires that the 10 

state legislatures are the ones that make election law.  11 

It still has to go by the US Constitution.  But what has 12 

happened in this case is that state and local level 13 

officials and all the way up have changed the rules.  14 

That’s what the Democrats do.  If they don’t like the 15 

rules, they change them.  And they change them at the 16 

last minute, they manipulate them, they want to tear 17 

down our American system.   18 

 Our founders were so brilliant that they 19 

anticipated this, that there would be corruption.  There 20 

would be foreign influence.  There would be attempts to 21 

manipulate the outcome of the election, especially with 22 

who they called our chief magistrate.  I would encourage 23 

all of you to go home and actually read Alexander 24 

Hamilton’s Federalist 68 and see what he described as an 25 



Page 41 
 

advocacy position to adopt and ratify the electoral 1 

college and the process by which we select our 2 

president.   3 

 We select our president through the 4 

electoral college not because it disenfranchises voters, 5 

but because it is a security mechanism for exactly the 6 

type of corruption that we are uncovering.  And every 7 

American should be grateful and thankful that our 8 

founders had the foresight to put in those protections 9 

and provisions to make sure that your legitimate legal 10 

vote is not disenfranchised.   11 

 That is what we are advocating for.  We 12 

want to make sure to protect election integrity and your 13 

president, President Trump, we are so proud that he is 14 

in this fight because he understands that when he swore 15 

his oath of office, he swore an oath to uphold and 16 

defend the United States Constitution.  That is what he 17 

is doing and that is what we are doing.   18 

 We are confident that through this 19 

multiple pathways to victory we will get to the actual 20 

outcome that the evidence shows.  But this is not about 21 

overturning an election on our part.  It’s about making 22 

sure that we protect and preserve free and fair 23 

elections for all future American elections.  If the 24 

United States caves to corruption or this type of 25 
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election integrity disaster, then no election will be 1 

secure from here on out.  And we all need to be keenly 2 

aware of that.  We are the representatives here that are 3 

standing in this gap and defending President Trump and 4 

defending you, the American people at the end of the 5 

day.   6 

 This is ultimately about the United States 7 

of America and we want to make sure to protect and 8 

defend that.  And as my colleagues have said, we will 9 

not back down, we won't be intimidated.  President Trump 10 

will not be intimidated.  You, the American people, 11 

should not be intimidated.  You, the press, should cover 12 

this fairly and should know that this matters to 13 

election integrity and it matters to the future of our 14 

nation.   15 

 So we have given you an overview, but 16 

recognize this is not a court of law.  We will get there 17 

and we have time and we have constitutional provisions 18 

that will step in when we show the corruption and the 19 

irredeemably challenged and overturned votes that are 20 

absolutely corrupt in all of these counties.  It is 21 

irredeemably compromised.  We will show that, but you 22 

have to give us that opportunity.   23 

 This has been just our opening statement 24 

and we have an opportunity to get there and we have time 25 
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and we will do that.  This is the United States of 1 

America and we stand proudly for President Donald J. 2 

Trump.  Thank you. 3 

 MR. GIULIANI:  One more point? 4 

 MS. POWELL:  Yep.  The world is watching 5 

this.  I have gotten multiple emails from people in 6 

other countries who watched the same pattern happen 7 

there.  We have witness testimony that the same things 8 

were done in those countries, as this was exported from 9 

Venezuela and by Maduro and by Mr. Chavez and by Cuba.   10 

 And, of course, we know China also has a 11 

substantial presence in Venezuela and substantial 12 

interest in making sure that President Trump does not 13 

continue in office.  This is the consummate foreign 14 

interference in our election in the most criminal way 15 

you can possibly imagine.  It must be shut down.   16 

 We know, for example, that one of the 17 

Dominion’s highest-level employees or officers went to 18 

Detroit himself to man the Detroit Operation Center, 19 

where he could watch the votes coming in real time and 20 

decide what file folder in the system to put those votes 21 

into.  That’s why you see massive spikes after hours 22 

when people were told that all the votes were in and all 23 

the votes were counted.  Many Dominion employees have 24 

already reached out to us to tell us the truth.  They 25 
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are Americans who want to ensure election integrity like 1 

we do.   2 

 I would encourage every Dominion or 3 

Smartmatic employee who is fed up with the corruption in 4 

this country to come forward as soon as possible because 5 

these are serious federal offenses that I am confident 6 

the Department of Justice will be in pursuit of in very 7 

short order, if they are not already.   8 

 MR. GIULIANI:  All right, a few questions? 9 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:02:19):  Yeah.  Mayor 10 

Giuliani, this sort of reminds of 30 years ago they had 11 

federal judges doing (inaudible) (1:02:26) over 12 

elections.  So you got a federal judge overseeing the 13 

election (inaudible) (1:02:31).  Will you be asking that 14 

in Georgia, where you have the two senate races, that 15 

has the (inaudible) (1:02:36) US district court judges 16 

and federal authorities monitoring elections? 17 

 MR. GIULIANI:  I can't say what's gonna be 18 

done about --  19 

 (Crosstalk.)  20 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:02:44):  (Inaudible) 21 

(1:02:43) we have sort of an operation --  22 

 MR. GIULIANI:  I'm sorry.  In what county? 23 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:02:49):  (Inaudible) 24 

(1:02:48) County, Pennsylvania.  25 
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 MR. GIULIANI:  Yes.  1 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:02:48):  -- (Inaudible) 2 

(1:02:49) Operation Greylord.  I don’t know if you were 3 

(inaudible) (1:02:52) with that.  4 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Yep, I know about it.  I 5 

really can't give you an opinion on that.  I think, 6 

obviously, every election official should learn 7 

something from this and be very, very careful with the 8 

next election.   9 

 I know this is a lot of information that 10 

we've given you.  Probably because we’re frustrated with 11 

what we keep reading and hearing in the censored press, 12 

which is that we have no evidence, we have no specifics, 13 

we have no backup for what we’re saying.  And you 14 

largely ignore the affidavits that are filed.   15 

 Whether you agree or disagree with an 16 

affidavit, it’s evidence.  You can't say -- I mean 17 

you're just lying to the American people when you say 18 

there's no evidence.  Sidney was giving you information 19 

that come from affidavits from other people that are 20 

given under oath.  I was explaining things to you from 21 

affidavits that come from other people, American 22 

citizens who swear under oath that they saw 100,000 23 

ballots come in and that they were all for Joe Biden and 24 

that, I should point out now that Sidney has spoken, 25 
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that those happened just around the time that the 1 

Dominion or Smartmatic people call the halt to the 2 

election and then you can also trace it with a very big 3 

spike in the vote count at exactly that time.  Right up. 4 

 So what we’re telling you is supported by 5 

evidence.  And we’re going to have to present these 6 

because of the procedures that exist, according to the 7 

different voting laws of the different states.  8 

 For example, you asked us about Wisconsin.  9 

We have to first create a contest in Wisconsin before we 10 

can move to bringing a fulsome federal lawsuit.  The 11 

contest, from everything I can see, is gonna overturn 12 

the vote because it’s gonna show somewhere around 13 

100,000 illegal ballots in two counties that Biden 14 

carried by 75, 80 percent.  And you know how close 15 

Wisconsin is.  And what I'm talking about is the 16 

absentee ballots for which there were no applications.  17 

And that’s not just a small matter.  The reason for the 18 

application and the reason to keep all these things 19 

together is precisely to avoid what the Democrats did in 20 

this election, which is to misuse the absentee ballot 21 

process and the mail in ballot process in order to 22 

cheat.   23 

 So they really cheated in two respects.  24 

They cheated with the machines.  Instead of asking me 25 
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are we gonna bring a lawsuit in Wisconsin, which we will 1 

if we have to, you should have asked me and you should 2 

be more astounded by the fact that our votes are counted 3 

in Germany and in Spain by a company owned by affiliates 4 

of Chavez and Maduro.  Did you ever believe that was 5 

true?  Did any of you here believe that that was 6 

possible?  Of course, it’s not -- of course it shouldn’t 7 

be possible.   8 

 I don’t know if we’re gonna have time to 9 

develop all that, in time to fill the requirements of 10 

all these cases.  We have enough evidence without that 11 

to overturn this election.  We have it from the 12 

affidavits of American citizens.  But that’s a matter of 13 

national security that we’re talking about now.  Very, 14 

very serious matter of national security.  Please don’t 15 

make light of it and don’t act like you knew it.  Don’t 16 

act like it isn't a surprise.  If that’s not a headline 17 

tomorrow, then you don’t know what a headline is.   18 

 There isn't a single person in this 19 

country that would have believed that we have states 20 

that are stupid enough to have our vote sent out of this 21 

country.  You couldn’t possibly believe that the company 22 

counting our vote with control over our vote is owned by 23 

two Venezuelans who are allies of Chavez or present 24 

allies of Maduro with a company whose chairman is a 25 
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close associate and business partner of George Soros, 1 

the biggest donor to the Democrat party, the biggest 2 

donor to Antifa, and the biggest donor to Black Lives 3 

Matter.  My goodness, what do we have to do to get you 4 

to give our people the truth?   5 

 Yes? 6 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:07:40):  Thank you, 7 

Giuliani.  My name is (inaudible) (1:07:41) and some on 8 

this legal team have mentioned before that people close 9 

to the Trump campaign are pressuring them to drop the 10 

investigation into Dominion.   11 

 Can you go further into detail and tell us 12 

specifically who those people are?  Also, if it’s 13 

possible, can you tell us if they work with some of our 14 

powerful defense groups in the United States, such as 15 

the CIA? 16 

 MR. GIULIANI:  The last part was do they 17 

work? 18 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:08:08):  With defense 19 

groups? 20 

 MR. GIULIANI:  With defense groups and the 21 

CIA.  First, I've -- I'm in charge of this investigation 22 

with Sidney and the people that you see here.  There's 23 

been no pressure to stop investigating Dominion.  24 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:08:22):  No one --  25 
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 MR. GIULIANI:  In fact there's --  1 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:08:21):  -- pressuring 2 

you all to (inaudible) (1:08:24) --  3 

 MR. GIULIANI:  No, there's pressure to go 4 

as fast as we can.   5 

 I mean I think there was uniform shock 6 

when we first heard it.  I think when I first heard it, 7 

I didn’t believe it, until Sidney showed me the 8 

documents.  And, in fact, I feel kind of stupid and you 9 

all should because all you had to do is go online and 10 

find out that Smartmatic is owned by Venezuelans close 11 

to Chavez.  You can Google it.  Well, unless they take 12 

it down.  I preserved it so you can find it.   13 

 And, by the way, the Coomer character who 14 

is close to Antifa took off all of his social media.  15 

Ah-ah, but we kept it, we’ve got it.  The man is a 16 

vicious, vicious man.  He wrote horrible things about 17 

the President.  He is completely -- he is completely 18 

biased.  He's completely warped and he specifically says 19 

that they're gonna fix this election.  I don’t know what 20 

you need to wake you up, to do your job, and inform the 21 

American people, whether you like it or not, of the 22 

things they need to know.   23 

 This is real.  It is not made up.  It is 24 

not -- there's nobody here that engages in fantasies.  25 
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I've tried a hundred cases.  I prosecuted some of the 1 

most dangerous criminals in the world.  I know crimes.  2 

I can smell them.  You don’t have to smell this one.  I 3 

can prove it to you 18 different ways.  I can prove to 4 

you that he won Pennsylvania by 300,000 votes.  I can 5 

prove to you that he won Michigan by probably 50,000 6 

votes.   7 

 When I went to bed on election night he 8 

was ahead in all those states, every single one of those 9 

states.  How is it they all turned around?  Every single 10 

one of them turned around or is it more consistent that 11 

it was a plan to turn them around?  And since there are 12 

witnesses who say there was a plan to turn them around 13 

and it’s kind of -- begs credulity to say that it all 14 

happened in every single state.  My goodness, this is 15 

how you win cases in a courtroom.   16 

 (Crosstalk.) 17 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:10:32):  Sir, is it your 18 

goal (inaudible) (1:10:33) lawmakers in these 19 

battleground states to block or delay certification so 20 

the GOP can pick their own electors (phonetic) 21 

(1:10:39)?  Is that the end game here? 22 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Our goal here is to go 23 

around the iron curtain of censorship that -- what 24 

publication are you with? 25 
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 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:10:51):  CNN. 1 

 MR. GIULIANI:  It’s to go around the 2 

outrageous iron curtain of censorship and get facts to 3 

the American people.  That if you were a fair and honest 4 

network, you would have been reporting for the last two 5 

weeks.  These are facts.  These are things that actually 6 

happen.  These people really wrote these affidavits.  7 

These affidavits are really part of the public record.  8 

You're concealing them, you're covering them up, and our 9 

role here is to do your job because you don’t do it.   10 

 (Crosstalk.) 11 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Chanelle (phonetic) 12 

(1:11:30)? 13 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:11:31):  Mr. Mayor, 14 

thank you.  And to Ms. Powell as well.  Where is our FBI 15 

and have they expressed any interest whatsoever in 16 

looking into allegations of voter fraud and election 17 

fraud that you have pointed out in these big states? 18 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Come on, you have to have a 19 

little humor.  Where is the FBI.  20 

 MS. POWELL:  We have witnesses who have 21 

actually reported --  22 

 (Crosstalk.) 23 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Where are you, FBI? 24 

 MS. POWELL:  -- the FBI and nothing 25 
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happened as a result of it.   1 

 MR. GIULIANI:  I don’t know where the FBI 2 

has been for the last three years.  I have no idea where 3 

the FBI has been for the last four years.  Explain to me 4 

how the FBI concealed a memo in the hand of Brennan to 5 

Obama saying that Hillary basically made up the Russian 6 

collusion plot?  They withheld that for four years and 7 

cost our country $40 million and two impeachment -- one 8 

attempted, one actual, and then an acquittal proceeding.  9 

I don’t know where they’ve been.   10 

 I don’t know where they were on the hard 11 

drive.  They got it eight, ten months ago.   12 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:12:32):  Mr. Mayor --  13 

 MR. GIULIANI:  There are clear crimes 14 

revealed on it.  Didn’t do anything with that.  I don’t 15 

know where they are now.  Our country has had its 16 

ballots counted, calculated, and manipulated in a 17 

foreign country with a company controlled by friends of 18 

an enemy of the United States.  What do we have to do to 19 

get the FBI to wake up?  Maybe we need a new agency to 20 

protect us.  I have no idea.   21 

 MS. POWELL:  And if I may speak for just a 22 

minute.  In terms of the level of corruption we are look 23 

at here, we have no idea how many Republican or 24 

Democratic candidates in any state across the country 25 
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paid to have the system rigged to work for them.  These 1 

people didn’t do this just to take control.  They make 2 

one heck of a lot of money off of it.   3 

 Think about the global interests behind 4 

your own news organizations.  Think about the pressure 5 

being brought to bear on -- from the social media 6 

companies to shut down free speech on any challenge to 7 

the election.  This is a massive well-funded, 8 

coordinated effort to deprive we the people of the 9 

United States of our most fundamental right under the 10 

Constitution to preserve this republic that we all 11 

cherish.  It is of the greatest concern.  It is the 1775 12 

of our generation and beyond.   13 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:14:03):  Sidney? 14 

 MS. POWELL:  Yes? 15 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:14:04):  Speaking of 16 

ballots being held and processed, tabulated overseas.  17 

There's reports that there was a piece of hardware, 18 

possibly a server picked up in Germany. Is that true and 19 

is it related to this? 20 

 MS. POWELL:  That is true.  It is somehow 21 

related to this, but I do not know whether good guys got 22 

it or bad guys got it.  23 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:14:21):  So we don’t 24 

know who picked it up? 25 
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 MALE SPEAKER (1:14:24):  Why are you --  1 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:14:22):  Sidney, I have 2 

a question --  3 

 (Crosstalk.)  4 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:14:24):  --why are you not 5 

requesting recounts in Wisconsin --  6 

 (Crosstalk.)  7 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:14:27):  -- with the 8 

counties that used Dominion systems? 9 

 MS. POWELL:  I can only hear one person at 10 

the time.  I'm gonna take the one with the hands raised.   11 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:14:34):  I'm with Just 12 

the News --   13 

 MS. POWELL:  Yes.   14 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:14:34):  (Inaudible) 15 

(1:14:35).  So question for you, Sidney.  First, on the 16 

issue of the machines, do you plan to have -- are you 17 

seeking a court order to either seize or subpoena or 18 

just to gain access to any of these machines in any of 19 

these contested districts?  Have you begun that process 20 

and when can we expect a timeline on that?   21 

 And then for you, Mr. Mayor, you mentioned 22 

in Wisconsin and in Michigan these issues of overvoting.  23 

Where can we learn more about this -- you're saying 150, 24 

200 percent --  25 
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 (Crosstalk.)  1 

 MS. POWELL:  Up to 350 percent in some 2 

places.  3 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:15:06):  Sure.  Where 4 

would we get access to that data?  And then to what 5 

extent were those people who showed up to vote in 6 

person?  Because in Michigan, for example, they did 7 

allow same day registration.   8 

 MS. POWELL:  Yes.  Well, the same day 9 

registration causes problems with the vote signature and 10 

the registration itself.  That’s a whole different 11 

system that makes it impossible, really, to validate the 12 

signature.  I mean one person could sign the same name.  13 

I mean I could sign John Smith, I could sign Kay Smith, 14 

I could sign, you know, on both things and run 50 15 

ballots that way.  And we’ve got some evidence of that 16 

being done as well.   17 

 Rudy, do you want to speak to the other 18 

part of it? 19 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Sure.  We have now three 20 

overvote analyses done.  One for Pennsylvania, one for 21 

Michigan, and one for Wisconsin.  We’re in the process -22 

- oh, I'm sorry, Georgia.  And we’re in the process of 23 

doing the others.  I’ll check to see if it’s appropriate 24 

for us to make it public.  I imagine it is, but you 25 
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could actually do it.   1 

 MS. POWELL:  Yeah.  2 

 MR. GIULIANI:  You could do it yourself.  3 

 MS. POWELL:  A lot of the analysis comes 4 

from the real-time data that came through to the news 5 

medias the night and following the election.  And some 6 

entrepreneurs out there have started crunching data 7 

themselves in addition to multiple experts who could 8 

easily recognize with the mathematical brain that I do 9 

not have.  The beyond explicable deviations to the point 10 

of mathematical impossibility that 186,000 votes come in 11 

at once all for Joe Biden.   12 

 That’s like flipping a coin 186,000 times 13 

and it lands on the same -- it lands on heads every 14 

time.  That does not happen.  There is no reasonable 15 

explanation for the upshoots, the straight lines up.  16 

I'm not even talking about an angle.  I'm talking about 17 

some massive straight lines up in the vote tallies in 18 

the middle of the night after they’ve supposedly stopped 19 

counting.   20 

 And that’s when the Dominion operators 21 

went in and injected votes and changed the whole system.  22 

And it affects votes around the country, around the 23 

world, and all kinds of massive interests of globalist 24 

dictators, corporations, you name it.  Everybody is 25 



Page 57 
 

against us except President Trump and we the people of 1 

the United States of America.  2 

 (Crosstalk.)  3 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:15:57):  You’ve spoken of 4 

unleashing the kraken.  Is the country ready for this?  5 

I mean Americans should be astonished of what you're 6 

saying here today.  Is the country on the verge of an 7 

electoral breakdown? 8 

 MS. POWELL:  We’ve already had it.  We 9 

have already had that electoral breakdown, but the 10 

Constitution, as Jenna explains, has provisions in it 11 

for how you fix this.  And there should never be another 12 

election conducted in this country -- I don’t care if 13 

it’s for a local dog catcher, using a Dominion machine 14 

and Smartmatic software.  We have got to have an 15 

American company that uses paper ballots that we can all 16 

verify so every one of us can see that our vote is our 17 

vote.  18 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:18:19):  Why are you not 19 

requesting recounts in Wisconsin counties that used 20 

Dominion software?  You're requesting recounts in two 21 

counties that don’t use the software --  22 

 (Crosstalk.)  23 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Because this case is not 24 

only about -- remember, this case didn’t begin with 25 
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Dominion.  This case began and this case can be proven 1 

the old-fashioned way.  It can be proven based on just 2 

good old-fashioned Democratic tactics that go back to 3 

Mayor Daley in the 1960s, when he held the vote back in 4 

Chicago so that he could elect John F. Kennedy.  Or, as 5 

recently as last year, when they held the vote back in 6 

Palm Beach County and Broward County in order to see if 7 

they could steal that election for the senate and 8 

governor and then got caught manufacturing ballots.  9 

 Democrats have been doing this for years 10 

on a small scale.  When they passed a -- the mail in 11 

voter statute, which all the sudden multiplied by ten 12 

times the number of mail in votes, they realized they 13 

could have a field day.  They could do precisely what 14 

Jimmy Carter and Secretary Baker warned us about.  All 15 

you have to do is own an election board and you can get 16 

away with it.   17 

 And unlike what Sidney is talking about, 18 

where you could have a paper trail, a paper ballot, I 19 

tried to point out to you the minute that you separate 20 

the outer envelope from the ballot, you can no longer 21 

trace it, which is why the count, whatever the count in 22 

Georgia today is, is totally ridiculous.  They're 23 

counting the same fraudulent ballots one more time.  And 24 

we’re still very close.   25 
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 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:19:56):  Mr. Mayor, so 1 

far no single (inaudible) (1:19:58) has found evidence 2 

of fraud.  That’s got to be disappointing for you and 3 

the President.  How would you describe his mood at the 4 

moment?  And do you and him still genuinely believe you 5 

can overturn this election or is it about something 6 

bigger than you? 7 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Well, it’s both.  It is 8 

about something.  Let’s go from the big picture to the 9 

smaller picture.  The most important thing here is that 10 

this has been a massive attack on the integrity of the 11 

voting system in the greatest democracy on earth.  The 12 

people who did this have committed one of the worst 13 

crimes that I've ever seen or observed.  14 

 One of the things we’re the most proud of 15 

in this country is that we've been such a longstanding 16 

democracy, based on the right to vote.  They have 17 

trashed the right to vote, they’ve dishonored the right 18 

to vote, they’ve destroyed the right to vote in their 19 

greed for power and money.   20 

 And there's no doubt about it.  This was 21 

not an individual idea of 10 or 12 Democrat bosses.  22 

This is a plan.  You would have to be a fool not to 23 

realize that.  They do the same thing in exactly the 24 

same way in ten, big Democrat-controlled, in most cases, 25 
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crooked city.  And when I say crooked city, go look at 1 

how many of their officials have gone to jail in the 2 

last 20 or 30 or 40 or 50 or 60 years that they have 3 

dominated and destroyed those cities.  They picked the 4 

places where they could get away with it.  They picked 5 

the places where whether or not Republicans testified to 6 

something judges would just dismiss it.  Because judges 7 

are pointed politically and too many of them are hacks.  8 

They pick places where they could get a sheriff that 9 

refused to enforce a court order.  10 

 When we got a court order that we could be 11 

ten feet closer, our representatives were told if you 12 

try to do it, I’ll arrest you.  13 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:21:56):  You're painting 14 

a portrait of a national conspiracy (inaudible) 15 

(1:22:00).   16 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Part one, part one.  It 17 

began as a national conspiracy.  Clearly, that evidence 18 

emerged very, very quickly.  The minute I saw that it 19 

was the same thing in ten states, just using logic, I 20 

said this can't be an accident.  And then when I was 21 

surprised about it, there's the dimension of it.   22 

 I mean not inspecting almost 700,000 23 

ballots is astounding.   24 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:22:31):  Are you 25 
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suggesting that Joe Biden was part of that conspiracy?  1 

I just wondered what your evidence is. 2 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Honestly, I don’t know what 3 

Joe Biden is aware of or not aware of.  And I mean that 4 

as a lawyer, not trying to be -- not trying to be cute.  5 

I've watched him; I've observed him.  I honestly don’t 6 

know how much he's aware.  I don’t know how much he 7 

decides and how much things are decided for him.  So I -8 

-  9 

 (Crosstalk.)  10 

 MS. ELLIS:  Let me address one other 11 

thing, to your question about the process.  Your 12 

question is fundamentally flawed when you're asking 13 

where is the evidence.  You clearly don’t understand the 14 

legal process.  What we have asked for in the court is 15 

to not have the certification of false results.   16 

 And so to say, hold on a minute, we have 17 

evidence that we will present to the court.  We haven't 18 

had the opportunity yet to present that to the court.  19 

We’re giving you an overview and a preview of what we've 20 

discovered, but no court yet has had -- we’ve had that 21 

opportunity.  So when we have a -- we’ve had -- and we 22 

have fraud allegations pending.  So what we’ve asked for 23 

are temporary restraining orders or injunctions to not 24 

certify false results.   25 
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 We’re very happy that Michigan, why -- the 1 

reason we dismissed that lawsuit today is because the 2 

Michigan county in Wayne County, they're not going to 3 

certify that because 71 percent of counties have 4 

inconsistent data.  No person in this room or in this 5 

country should want states to rush through and coronate 6 

a president with false results.   7 

 (Crosstalk.)  8 

 MS. ELLIS:  We have to make sure that the 9 

results are accurate --  10 

 MR. GIULIANI:  We’ll take --  11 

 MS. ELLIS:  -- and that’s what we will 12 

prove.  13 

 MR. GIULIANI:  -- two more questions.   14 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:24:05):  The Secretary 15 

of State says that that can't actually happen, that 16 

those votes can't be rescinded and (inaudible) (1:24:08) 17 

in Michigan currently stands.   18 

 MR. GIULIANI:  The Secretary of State 19 

where? 20 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:24:13):  In Michigan.  21 

 MS. POWELL:  Yeah, well, there are 22 

problems in Michigan.  Follow the money.   23 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Follow the political party, 24 

ma’am.  I mean you're actually seriously gonna want me 25 
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to take seriously the Secretary of State of Michigan --  1 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:24:25):  Well, you're 2 

saying --  3 

 (Crosstalk.)  4 

 MR. GIULIANI:  -- when Michigan -- when 5 

Michigan -- when the Secretary of State of Michigan 6 

never bothered to find out that the votes in her state 7 

were being counted in Germany by a Venezuelan company?  8 

And you want me to take her seriously or him seriously?   9 

 I mean I was in government.  If I were the 10 

governor of that state, I'd fire everybody that was 11 

involved in this election.  They didn’t come and tell me 12 

that my state was gonna be embarrassed, made a fool of, 13 

because I'm sending my votes of people in Michigan over 14 

to Germany to be counted by a company that is owned by 15 

people who are allies of Maduro and Chavez?   16 

 By the way, Carolyn Maloney, who wrote 17 

that, is my congresswoman.  A Democrat pointed that out.  18 

They didn’t do the darndest bit of due diligence.  If 19 

you bought a $10 million company you would have done 20 

more due diligence than that.  Maybe they're incompetent 21 

or maybe they didn’t want to know.  But you're not gonna 22 

have me take seriously anything that comes from anyone 23 

involved in the election the way it was conducted in 24 

Michigan.  25 
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 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:25:34):  You guys are 1 

saying that those votes have been rescinded.  They 2 

haven't.  The Secretary of State there says that they 3 

can't be.  4 

 MR. GIULIANI:  The Secretary of State can 5 

say whatever she wants to say.  Of course, she's gonna 6 

say that.  She's a Democrat.  She could also credit the 7 

affidavits of the two people and say that the Board is 8 

tied and therefore the vote hasn’t been certified.  So 9 

because she's a Democrat she's saying that.   10 

 Do you think she has any credibility 11 

having run the kind of election they ran in Michigan?  12 

Do you think anyone in that government has credibility 13 

after using a machine and fooling their citizens?  There 14 

can't be a person in Michigan who thought their vote was 15 

being sent outside the United States so somebody could 16 

play with it.  I mean it’s disgraceful what the 17 

government of Michigan did to its citizens.  Absolutely 18 

disgraceful.  19 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:26:20):  Mr. Mayor? 20 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:26:21):  Last question.  21 

 (Crosstalk.)  22 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:26:24):  -- just to go 23 

back to the citizens.  Are you going to be able to get 24 

your hands on the -- sorry, the voting machines or those 25 
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servers in -- are you going to have to see why --  1 

 (Crosstalk.)  2 

 MR. GIULIANI:  We’re not -- we are limited 3 

in what we can do.  We’re not the FBI, we’re not the 4 

government.  We don’t have that kind of subpoena power.  5 

We don’t have the power to just go subpoena anything we 6 

want.  The government does.  We would have to subpoena 7 

it in line with a case.  Our first case, we’re asking 8 

for that authority in Pennsylvania and in Michigan.  But 9 

you have to get that authority from the court.  We’re 10 

private citizens.  We’re not the government.   11 

 If I were the government like I used to 12 

be, there would probably be a lot of people arrested by 13 

now.  Because there's plenty of probable cause, plenty 14 

of probable cause.  15 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:27:14):  All right, thank 16 

you, everybody.  17 

 MR. GIULIANI:  No, no, no.   18 

 (Crosstalk.)  19 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:27:19):  Thank you, thank 20 

you, thank you. 21 

 MR. GIULIANI:  We’ll take --  22 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:21):  You alleged 23 

that Donald Trump has won by a landslide.  We’ve seen 24 

that a lot of your lawsuits and in fact lawyers have 25 
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been kind of dropping like flies.  What do you say to 1 

those people who call this a (inaudible) (1:27:34).   2 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:32):  Dropping like 3 

flies? 4 

 (Crosstalk.)  5 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:33):  -- 2.0 just on 6 

the other side?  Why didn’t this and also why didn’t the 7 

--  8 

 MR. GIULIANI:  What fake network do you 9 

come from? 10 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:41):  I don’t have a 11 

-- from a fake network.  In fact, I am completely 12 

independent and have no one above my head.  13 

 (Crosstalk.)  14 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Oh, my goodness.  Well, 15 

first of all, our cases haven't been dismissed.  We only 16 

have --  17 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:52):  Over 20 --  18 

 MS. ELLIS:  Look at the plaintiffs who 19 

were involved in those.   20 

 MR. GIULIANI:  It’s not our case, ma’am.   21 

 (Crosstalk.)  22 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:58):  There were 23 

many, many lawyers --   24 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Don’t lie to people.  25 
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 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:27:59):  I'm saying what 1 

do you say to --  2 

 (Crosstalk.)  3 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Ma’am, ma’am, ma’am, you 4 

are lying.   5 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:28:02):  I think that we 6 

--  7 

 (Crosstalk.)  8 

 MR. GIULIANI:  You're lying.  You're 9 

lying.  Oh, continue to lie.  I'm not --  10 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:28:10):  (Inaudible) 11 

(1:28:11) way over their head.   12 

 (Crosstalk.)  13 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Ma’am, ma’am, ma’am, ma’am.  14 

Ma’am, ma’am.  Okay.  Let me answer the question.  15 

 (Crosstalk.)  16 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Let me answer the question.  17 

The answer to the question is we don’t have a lot of 18 

lawsuits.  We only have three.  Our lawsuits have not 19 

been dropped all over the place.  20 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:28:27):  (Inaudible) 21 

(1:28:28).   22 

 MR. GIULIANI:  We just -- we just --  23 

 (Crosstalk.)  24 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:28:29):  Let him finish, 25 
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please.  1 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:28:30):  -- go away 2 

because they were afraid to --  3 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Okay.  Well, you're a 4 

totally discourteous person.  I'm gonna finish my 5 

answer.  So --  6 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:28:35):  I'm actually 7 

really nice.  8 

 MR. GIULIANI:  I'm gonna finish my answer.  9 

The fact is we have very, very few lawsuits.  The 10 

lawsuits you're talking about have been brought by 11 

private individuals and groups.  Most of them were 12 

dismissed for lack of standing.  Probably correctly 13 

because they were brought before the election took 14 

place.  The election is now over.  The only lawsuit we 15 

have withdrawn is the one where we got the release that 16 

we wanted and that’s the one in Michigan.  We also have 17 

another lawsuit in Michigan that will accomplish the 18 

other objectives of what we want to do in Michigan.  So 19 

it’s silly to have two competing lawsuits.  20 

 The only lawyer that left a case left 21 

because he was threatened.  His family was threatened.  22 

His children were threatened and so was the other 23 

lawyer.  Yeah, that’s true.  We have a little difficulty 24 

getting lawyers because our lawyers get threatened with 25 
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being killed because of the ridiculous way in which you 1 

cover this and the ridiculous way in which you cover --   2 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:29:27):  But you haven't 3 

seen how I've covered this.  Now, what --  4 

 MR. GIULIANI:  I'm not talking about you.  5 

I'm talking about everybody, but I get it a pretty good 6 

sense from you, the way you handle yourself, how you 7 

cover it.  8 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:29:35):  (Inaudible) 9 

(1:29:35).   10 

 MR. GIULIANI:  All right, we’re finished 11 

with you now.  One last question.  12 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:29:39):  Mr. Mayor? 13 

 MR. GIULIANI:  One last question from a --  14 

 (Crosstalk.)  15 

 MR. GIULIANI:  One last question.  One 16 

last question.  17 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:29:45):  (Inaudible) 18 

(1:29:45).   19 

 MR. GIULIANI:  One last question from a 20 

reasonable, civil person.   21 

 (Crosstalk.)  22 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Yeah, you are not.  Yes? 23 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:29:51):  I'm not a 24 

reasonable person?  25 
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 MR. GIULIANI:  No, her.  She isn't.   1 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:29:53):  All right.  2 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Well, we’ll find out.  3 

 (Crosstalk.)  4 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:29:54):  I'm from the 5 

Daily Caller, for the record.   6 

 FEMALE SPEAKER (1:29:56):  Oh, there we 7 

go.  Great.   8 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:29:57):  If the courts 9 

don’t let you present these cases like Jenna just said, 10 

will you give the entire bulk of the evidence to the 11 

media to review?  And if so, when?  Are you gonna drag 12 

this thing out like the Hunter Biden hard drive again? 13 

 MR. GIULIANI:  We’re not gonna drag it 14 

out.  I mean this is ridiculous for you to say we’re 15 

dragging it out.  Al Gore --  16 

 (Crosstalk.)  17 

 MR. GIULIANI:  Al Gore had a lot more time 18 

than we’ve had.  And we’ve had two weeks to investigate.  19 

So that’s also completely unfair to say we’re dragging 20 

it out.   21 

 Also, if we’re gonna present things in 22 

court, if we present it to you, judges are not gonna be 23 

very happy with us.   24 

 And finally, I have to tell you, our 25 
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witnesses don’t want to be exposed to the tender mercies 1 

of a vicious press.  I have great difficulty getting 2 

those witnesses that I did reveal to allow me to do it.  3 

They don’t trust you, they don’t like you, they think 4 

you put their lives in jeopardy with the spin that you 5 

put on what's going on here and with the unfairness in 6 

which you cover it.  It’s not easy to reveal the things 7 

that they tell me.  8 

 MALE SPEAKER (1:30:56):  So the answer is 9 

no? 10 

 MR. GIULIANI:  The answer is I can't do it 11 

because I can't -- I can't put a witnesses’ life in 12 

jeopardy or a person who thinks their life is in 13 

jeopardy.  This woman tells me we have lawyers dropping 14 

out of the case.  We have lawyers dropping out of the 15 

case because they're being threatened with destruction 16 

of their careers, destruction of their livelihood, and 17 

in some cases destruction of their lives.  That comes 18 

about because of the hysterical way in which you have 19 

covered Donald Trump and his administration.  But we’re 20 

gonna change all that.  We’re gonna go to court and 21 

we’re gonna prove it in court.   22 

 I would love to release all the 23 

information that I have.  I would love to give it to you 24 

all.  Except, most of you wouldn’t cover it.  A few of 25 
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you would.  And then we have half the American people 1 

probably informed.   2 

 The censorship that is going on in this 3 

country right now by big tech and by big media is almost 4 

as dangerous as the election fraud that we’re revealing.  5 

Maybe just as dangerous.  We’re headed to a very bad 6 

place and it is not inappropriate [sic] that a 7 

Venezuelan company counted our votes.  Thank you. 8 

 9 

 (Trump Campaign News Conference on Legal 10 

Challenges Begins.) 11 

 12 

 13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

 19 

 20 

 21 

 22 

 23 

 24 

 25 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
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SUMMARY OF THIS LAWSUIT1 

Our United States Constitution provides that state legislatures 

determine the manner in which presidential electors are selected. U.S. 

Const. Article II, Section 1.  See also Chiafalo, et al. v. Washington, 591 

U.S. ___ (2020).  Justice Kagan, for a unanimous Court, wrote, “Every four 

years, millions of Americans cast a ballot for a presidential candidate.  

Their votes, though, actually go toward selecting members of the Electoral 

College. Those few ‘electors’ then choose the President.” Id.  The 

Constitution assigns state legislatures the authority to prescribe each 

state’s process for selection of electors. 

The United States Constitution guarantees due process of law and 

equal protection under the law.  In an election for President and Vice 

President of the United States, this means that states must conduct the 

election in a manner that equally values each eligible citizen’s lawfully-cast 

vote.  The process for choosing Michigan’s sixteen presidential electors is 

governed by the election code the Michigan Legislature adopted. 

Michigan’s election code contains a host of provisions intended to 

prevent fraudulent ballots from being counted. A fraudulent ballot, if 

counted, disenfranchises a lawful voter.  Michigan’s election code vests 

Secretary of State Jocelyn Benson, as Michigan’s “chief election officer,” 

with the responsibility to direct and oversee Michigan’s counties, 

townships, and villages’ conduct of elections. 

Unfortunately, Wayne County did not conduct (and is not 

conducting) this election as required by Michigan law, and Secretary of 

State Benson did not require Wayne County to follow Michigan’s election 

code.  Among other things, election officials in Wayne County refused to 

permit statutorily designated challengers to observe the conduct of the 

election and the processing of ballots.  Some election officials pre-dated 

ballots that were not eligible to be counted by altering the date the ballot 

was received. 

 Ballots that are ineligible to be counted will cancel out ballots 

Michigan eligible voters cast, effectively disenfranchising the votes cast by 

Michigan citizens.  The Michigan Election Code provides detailed rules for 

the conduct of elections, and the Michigan Election Code should be 

uniformly and equally followed by all Michigan election authorities so that 

all Michigan voters have an equal opportunity to cast a lawful ballot. 

We ask this Court to enjoin the Michigan board of state canvassers 

and the Wayne County canvassing boards from certifying any tally of 

 
1 This summary is not part of the Complaint but is provided for the convenience of the 

Court and parties. 
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ballots containing fraudulent or unlawfully cast ballots.  Likewise, we ask 

the Court to enjoin the Wayne County canvassing board and the state 

canvassing board from certifying any tally that includes ballots received 

after election day and ballots that were processed when statutorily 

designated challengers were excluded from a meaningful opportunity to 

observe the processing of ballots.  And finally, ballots that were tabulated 

with defective or malfunctioning tabulating machines or software must be 

excluded from the tally or hand-counted to confirm they are accurately 

counted and may be included in any certified canvass. 

 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

 

1. This Court has subject matter under 28 U.S.C. 1331 which provides, “The 

district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions arising under the 

Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States.” 

2. This Court also has subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 1343 

because this action involves a federal election for President of the United States.  “A 

significant departure from the legislative scheme for appointing Presidential electors 

presents a federal constitutional question.”  Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 98, 113 (2000) 

(Rehnquist, C.J., concurring); Smiley v. Holm, 285 U.S. 355, 365 (1932). 

3. The jurisdiction of the Court to grant declaratory relief is conferred by 28 

U.S.C. 2201 and 2202 and by Rule 57, Fed. R. Civ. P. 

4. This Court has jurisdiction over the related Michigan constitutional claims 

and state-law claims under 28 U.S.C. 1367. 

5. Venue is proper because Secretary Benson and the board of state canvassers 

are located in Lansing, Michigan.  The Office of the Secretary of State is in Lansing, 

Michigan.  The board of state canvassers meets in Lansing, Michigan.  28 U.S.C. 1391(b) 

& (c). 
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PARTIES 

6. The entity, Donald J. Trump for President, Inc., is the campaign committee 

for the reelection of President Donald J. Trump and Vice President Michael R. Pence.  

President Trump and Vice President Pence have a substantial interest in assuring that 

Michigan election officials process and count Michigan citizens’ ballots as required by the 

United States Constitution, the Michigan Constitution, and Michigan law so that every 

Michigan voter’s lawfully-cast ballot is fairly and equally counted. 

7. Matthew and Alexandra Seely, Philip O’Halloran, Eric Ostergren, Marian 

Sheridan, Mercedes Wirsing, and Cameron Tarsa are Michigan citizens and registered 

voters.   Matthew and Alexandra Seely, Philip O’Halloran, Eric Ostergren, Marian 

Sheridan, and Mercedes Wirsing voted in the November 3, 2020 presidential election and 

served as credentialed election challengers in that election.  Matthew and Alexandra Seely 

are residents and registered voters in Wayne County, Michigan.  Philip O’Halloran is a 

resident and registered voter in Oakland County, Michigan.  Eric Ostergren is a resident 

and registered voter in Roscommon County, Michigan.  Marian Sheridan is a resident and 

registered voter in Oakland County, Michigan.  Mercedes Wirsing is a resident and 

registered voter in Oakland County, Michigan.  Cameron Tarsa is a resident and registered 

voter in Leelanau County, Michigan. 

8. Jocelyn Benson, Michigan’s Secretary of State, is a defendant in her official 

capacity.  Jocelyn Benson is the “chief elections officer” responsible for overseeing the 

conduct of Michigan elections.  MCL 168.21 (“The secretary of state shall be the chief 

election officer of the state and shall have supervisory control over local election officials 

in the performance of their duties under the provisions of this act.”); MCL 168.31(1)(a) 
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(the “Secretary of State shall … issue instructions and promulgate rules … for the conduct 

of elections and registrations in accordance with the laws of this state”).  Local election 

officials must follow Secretary Benson’s instructions regarding the conduct of elections.  

Michigan law provides that Secretary Benson “[a]dvise and direct local election officials 

as to the proper methods of conducting elections.”  MCL 168.31(1)(b).  See also Hare v. 

Berrien Co Bd. of Election, 129 N.W.2d 864 (Mich. 1964); Davis v. Secretary of State, 

2020 Mich. App. LEXIS 6128, at *9 (Mich. Ct. App. Sep. 16, 2020).  Secretary Benson is 

responsible for assuring Michigan’s local election officials conduct elections in a fair, just, 

and lawful manner.  See MCL 168.21; 168.31; 168.32.  See also League of Women Voters 

of Michigan v. Secretary of State, 2020 Mich. App. LEXIS 709, *3 (Mich. Ct. App. Jan. 

27, 2020); Citizens Protecting Michigan's Constitution v. Secretary of State, 922 N.W.2d 

404 (Mich. Ct. App. 2018), aff’d 921 N.W.2d 247 (Mich. 2018); Fitzpatrick v. Secretary 

of State, 440 N.W.2d 45 (Mich. Ct. App. 1989). 

9. The Michigan board of state canvassers is “responsible for approv[ing] 

voting equipment for use in the state, certify[ing] the result of elections held statewide ….”  

Michigan Election Officials’ Manual, p. 4.  See also MCL 168.841, et seq. 

10. Wayne County is a political subdivision of the State of Michigan.  Wayne 

County has an Elections Division that conducts elections taking place within Wayne 

County under and subject to Secretary of State Benson’s supervision and direction. 

11. The Wayne County board of county canvassers is “responsible for 

canvassing the votes cast within the county [it] serve[s].  The Board members certify 

elections for local, countywide and district offices which are contained entirely within the 

county they serve.  The Board members are also responsible for inspecting the county’s 
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ballot containers every four years.”  Michigan Election Officials’ Manual, p. 5.  See also 

MCL 168.821, et seq. 

THE RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES AND 

MICHIGAN CONSTITUTIONS AND MICHIGAN STATUTE 

 

12. The Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution provides “nor 

shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; 

nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” 

13. Article I, Section 4 of the United States Constitution provides that “[t]he 

Times, Places, and Manner of holding Elections for Senators and Representatives, shall be 

prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof.” 

14. Article II, Section 1 of the United States Constitution provides the manner 

in which the President and Vice President are chosen: 

Each State shall appoint, in such Manner as the Legislature thereof may 

direct, a Number of Electors, equal to the whole Number of Senators and 

Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress…. 

The Congress may determine the Time of chusing the Electors, and the Day 

on which they shall give their Votes; which Day shall be the same 

throughout the United States. 

15. The Twelfth Amendment to the United States Constitution provides: 

The Electors shall meet in their respective states and vote by ballot for 

President and Vice-President … they shall name in their ballots the person 

voted for as President, and in distinct ballots the person voted for as Vice-

President, and they shall make distinct lists of all persons voted for as 

President, and of all persons voted for as Vice-President, and of the number 

of votes for each, which lists they shall sign and certify, and transmit sealed 

to the seat of the government of the United States, directed to the President 

of the Senate…. 

16. Michigan’s Constitution declares that “[n]o person shall be denied the equal 

protection of the laws ….”  Mich. Const. 1963, art 1, §2. 
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17. The Michigan Constitution’s “purity of elections” clause states that “the 

legislature shall enact laws to regulate the time, place and manner of all nominations and 

elections, to preserve the purity of elections, to preserve the secrecy of the ballot, to guard 

against abuses of the elective franchise, and to provide for a system of voter registration 

and absentee voting.”  Mich. Const. 1963, art 2, §4(2). 

BACKGROUND 

I. Secretary Benson and Wayne County election officials did not follow 

Michigan’s Election Code and allowed fraud and incompetence to corrupt the 

conduct of the 2020 general election. 

A. Michigan law requires Secretary Benson and local election officials to 

provide designated challengers a meaningful opportunity to observe 

the conduct of elections. 

18. Challengers representing a political party, candidate, or organization 

interested in the outcome of the election provide a critical role in protecting the integrity 

of elections including the prevention of voter fraud and other conduct (whether maliciously 

undertaken or by incompetence) that could affect the conduct of the election.  See MCL 

168.730-738. 

19. Michigan requires Secretary of State Benson, local election authorities, and 

state and county canvassing boards to provide challengers the opportunity to meaningfully 

participate in, and oversee, the conduct of Michigan elections and the counting of ballots.  

20. Michigan’s election code provides that challengers shall have the following 

rights and responsibilities: 

a.  An election challenger shall be provided a space within a polling place 

where they can observe the election procedure and each person applying to 

vote.  MCL 168.733(1). 

b.  An election challenger must be allowed opportunity to inspect poll books 

as ballots are issued to electors and witness the electors’ names being 

entered in the poll book.  MCL 168.733(1)(a). 
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c.  An election Challenger must be allowed to observe the manner in which the 

duties of the election inspectors are being performed.  MCL 168.733(1)(b). 

d.  An election challenger is authorized to challenge the voting rights of a 

person who the challenger has good reason to believe is not a registered 

elector.  MCL 168.733(1)(c). 

e.  An election challenger is authorized to challenge an election procedure that 

is not being properly performed.  MCL 168.733(1)(d). 

f.  An election challenger may bring to an election inspector’s attention any of 

the following: (1) improper handling of a ballot by an elector or election 

inspector; (2) a violation of a regulation made by the board of election 

inspectors with regard to the time in which an elector may remain in the 

polling place; (3) campaigning and fundraising being performed by an 

election inspector or other person covered by MCL 168.744; and/or (4) any 

other violation of election law or other prescribed election procedure.  MCL 

168.733(1)(e). 

g.  An election challenger may remain present during the canvass of votes and 

until the statement of returns is duly signed and made.  MCL 168.733(1)(f). 

h.  An election challenger may examine each ballot as it is being counted.  

MCL 168.733(1)(g). 

i.  An election challenger may keep records of votes cast and other election 

procedures as the challenger desires.  MCL 168.733(1)(h). 

j.  An election challenger may observe the recording of absent voter ballots on 

voting machines.  MCL 168.733(1)(i). 

 

21. The Michigan Legislature adopted these provisions to prevent and deter 

vote fraud, require the conduct of Michigan elections to be transparent, and to assure public 

confidence in the outcome of the election no matter how close the final ballot tally may be. 

22. Michigan values the important role challengers perform in assuring the 

transparency and integrity of elections.  For example, Michigan law provides it is a felony 

punishable by up to two years in state prison for any person to threaten or intimidate a 

challenger who is performing any activity described in Michigan law.  MCL 168.734(4).  

It is a felony punishable by up to two years in state prison for any person to prevent the 
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presence of a challenger exercising their rights or to fail to provide a challenger with 

“conveniences for the performance of the[ir] duties.”  MCL 168.734. 

23. The responsibilities of challengers are established by Michigan statute.  

MCL 168.730 states: 

(1) At an election, a political party or [an organization] interested in preserving 

the purity of elections and in guarding against the abuse of the elective 

franchise, may designate challengers as provided in this act.  Except as 

otherwise provided in this act, a political party [or interested organization] 

may designate not more than 2 challengers to serve in a precinct at any 1 

time.  A political party [or interested organization] may designate not more 

than 1 challenger to serve at each counting board. 

(2) A challenger shall be a registered elector of this state. . . . A candidate for 

the office of delegate to a county convention may serve as a challenger in a 

precinct other than the 1 in which he or she is a candidate. . . . 

(3) A challenger may be designated to serve in more than 1 precinct.  The 

political party [or interested organization] shall indicate which precincts the 

challenger will serve when designating challengers under subsection (1).  If 

more than 1 challenger of a political party [or interested organization] is 

serving in a precinct at any 1 time, only 1 of the challengers has the authority 

to initiate a challenge at any given time.  The challengers shall indicate to 

the board of election inspectors which of the 2 will have this authority.  The 

challengers may change this authority and shall indicate the change to the 

board of election inspectors. 

 

24. Secretary Benson and Wayne County violated these provisions of Michigan 

law and violated the constitutional rights of Michigan citizens and voters when they did 

not conduct this general election in conformity with Michigan law and the United States 

Constitution. 

25. More than one hundred credentialed election challengers provided sworn 

affidavits.  These affidavits stated, among other matters, that these credentialed challengers 

were denied a meaningful opportunity to review election officials in Wayne County 

handling ballots, processing absent voter ballots, validating the legitimacy of absent voter 
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ballots, and the general conduct of the election and ballot counting.  See Exhibit 1 

(affidavits of election challengers). 

B. Michigan voters were denied a fair, honest, and transparent election 

because, among other things, election challengers were denied 

opportunity to meaningfully observe the processing and counting of 

ballots. 

 

26. Wayne County excluded certified challengers from meaningfully observing 

the conduct of the election.  This allowed a substantial number of ineligible ballots to be 

counted.  The following affidavits describe the specifics that were observed.  This conduct 

was pervasive in Wayne County as attested to in the affidavits attached at Exhibit 1. 

27. Many individuals designated as challengers to observe the conduct of the 

election were denied meaningful opportunity to observe the conduct of the election.  For 

example, challengers designated by the Republican Party or Republican candidates were 

denied access to the TCF Center (formerly called Cobo Hall) ballot counting location in 

Detroit while Democratic challengers were allowed access.  Exhibit 1 (Deluca aff. ¶¶7-9, 

16-18; Langer aff. ¶3; Papsdorf aff. ¶3; Frego aff. ¶9; Downing aff. ¶¶2-9, 11, 15, 22; 

Sankey aff. ¶¶5-8; Ostin aff. ¶¶5-7; Cavaliere aff. ¶3; Cassin aff. ¶4; Rose aff. ¶18; 

Zimmerman aff. ¶8; Langer aff. ¶3; Poplawski aff. ¶3; Henderson aff. ¶7; Fuqua-Frey aff. 

¶5; Ungar aff. ¶4; Eilf aff. ¶¶9, 17; Jeup aff. ¶¶6-7; Tietz aff. ¶¶9-18; McCall aff. ¶¶5-6; 

Arnoldy aff. ¶¶5, 8-9 (unlimited members of the media were also allowed inside regardless 

of COVID restrictions while Republican challengers were excluded)). 

28. Many challengers stated that Republican challengers who had been 

admitted to the TCF Center but who left were not allowed to return.  Exhibit 1 (Bomer aff. 

¶16; Paschke aff. ¶4; Schneider aff., p. 2; Arnoldy aff. ¶6; Boller aff. ¶¶13-15 (removed 

and not allowed to serve as challenger); Kilunen aff. ¶7; Gorman aff. ¶¶6-8; Wirsing aff., 
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p. 1;  Rose aff. ¶19; Krause aff. ¶¶9, 11; Roush aff. ¶16; M. Seely aff. ¶6; Fracassi aff. ¶6; 

Whitmore aff. ¶5).  Furthermore, Republican challengers who left the TCF Center were 

not allowed to be replaced by other Republican challengers while Democratic challengers 

were replaced.  See id. 

29. As a result of Republican challengers not being admitted or re-admitted, 

while Democratic challengers were freely admitted, there were many more Democratic 

challengers allowed to observe the processing and counting of absent voter ballots than 

Republican challengers.  Exhibit 1 (Helminen aff. ¶12 (Democratic challengers out-

numbered Republican challengers by at least a two-to-one ratio); Daavettila aff., p. 2 (ten 

times as many Democratic challengers as Republican); A. Seely aff. ¶19; Schneider aff., p. 

2; Wirsing aff., p. 1; Rauf aff. ¶21; Roush aff. ¶¶16-17; Topini aff. ¶4). 

30. Many challengers testified that election officials strictly and exactingly 

enforced a six-foot distancing rule for Republican challengers but not for Democratic 

challengers.  Exhibit 1 (Paschke aff. ¶4; Wirsing aff., p. 1; Montie aff. ¶4; Harris aff. ¶3; 

Krause aff. ¶7; Vaupel aff. ¶5; Russel aff. ¶7; Duus aff. ¶9; Topini aff. ¶6).  As a result, 

Republican challengers were not allowed to meaningfully observe the ballot counting 

process.  Id.   

31. Many challengers testified that their ability to view the handling, 

processing, and counting of ballots was physically and intentionally blocked by election 

officials.  Exhibit 1 (A. Seely aff. ¶15; Miller aff. ¶¶13-14; Pennala aff. ¶4; Tyson aff. ¶¶12-

13, 16;  Ballew aff. ¶8; Schornak aff. ¶4; Williamson aff. ¶¶3, 6; Steffans aff. ¶¶15-16, 23-

24; Zaplitny aff. ¶15; Sawyer aff. ¶5; Cassin aff. ¶9; Atkins aff. ¶3; Krause aff. ¶5; Sherer 
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aff. ¶¶15, 24; Basler aff. ¶¶7-8; Early aff. ¶7; Posch aff. ¶7; Chopjian aff. ¶11; Shock aff. 

¶7; Schmidt aff. ¶¶7-8; M. Seely aff. ¶4; Topini aff. ¶8).   

32. At least three challengers said they were physically pushed away from 

counting tables by election officials to a distance that was too far to observe the counting.  

Exhibit 1 (Helminen aff. ¶4; Modlin aff. ¶¶4, 6; Sitek aff. ¶4).  Challenger Glen Sitek 

reported that he was pushed twice by an election worker, the second time in the presence 

of police officers.  Id. (Sitek aff. ¶4).  Sitek filed a police complaint.  Id. 

33. Challenger Pauline Montie stated that she was prevented from viewing the 

computer monitor because election workers kept pushing it further away and made her 

stand back away from the table.  Exhibit 1 (Montie aff. ¶¶4-7).  When Pauline Montie told 

an election worker that she was not able to see the monitor because they pushed it farther 

away from her, the election worker responded, “too bad.”  Id. ¶8. 

34. Many challengers witnessed Wayne County election officials covering the 

windows of the TCF Center ballot counting center so that observers could not observe the 

ballot counting process.  Exhibit 1 (A. Seely aff. ¶¶9, 18; Helminen aff. ¶¶9, 12; Deluca 

aff. ¶13; Steffans aff. ¶22; Frego aff. ¶11; Downing aff. ¶21; Sankey aff. ¶14; Daavettila 

aff., p. 4; Zimmerman aff. ¶10; Krause aff. ¶12; Sherer aff. ¶22; Johnson aff. ¶7; Posch aff. 

¶10; Rauf aff. ¶23; Luke aff., p. 1; M. Seely aff. ¶8; Zelasko aff. ¶8; Ungar aff. ¶12; Storm 

aff. ¶7; Fracassi aff. ¶8; Eilf aff. ¶25; McCall aff. ¶9). 

35. Many challengers testified that they were intimidated, threatened, and 

harassed by election officials during the ballot processing and counting process.  Exhibit 1 

(Ballew aff. ¶¶7, 9; Gaicobazzi aff. ¶¶12-14 (threatened repeatedly and removed); 

Schneider aff., p. 1; Piontek aff. ¶11; Steffans aff. ¶26 (intimidation made her feel too afraid 

Case 1:20-cv-01083-JTN-PJG   ECF No. 1,  PageID.12   Filed 11/11/20   Page 12 of 31
FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 04/19/2021 04:47 PM INDEX NO. 150701/2021

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 55 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 04/19/2021



- 13 - 

 

to make challenges); Cizmar aff. ¶8(G); Antonie aff. ¶3; Zaplitny aff. ¶20; Moss aff. ¶4; 

Daavettila aff., pp. 2-3; Tocco aff. ¶¶1-2; Cavaliere ¶3; Kerstein aff. ¶3; Rose aff. ¶16; 

Zimmerman aff. ¶5; Langer aff. ¶3; Krause aff. ¶4; Sherer aff. ¶24; Vaupel aff. ¶4; Basler 

aff. ¶8; Russell aff. ¶5; Burton aff. ¶5; Early aff. ¶7; Pannebecker aff. ¶10; Sitek aff. ¶4; 

Klamer aff. ¶4; Leonard aff. ¶¶6, 15; Posch aff. ¶¶7, 14; Rauf aff. ¶24; Chopjian aff. ¶10; 

Cooper aff. ¶12; Shock aff. ¶9; Schmidt aff. ¶¶9-10; Duus aff. ¶10; M. Seely aff. ¶4; Storm 

aff. ¶¶5, 7; DePerno aff. ¶¶5-6; McCall aff. ¶¶5, 13).  Articia Bomer was called a “racist 

name” by an election worker and also harassed by other election workers.  Id. (Bomer aff. 

¶7).  Zachary Vaupel reported that an election supervisor called him an “obscene name” 

and told him not to ask questions about ballot processing and counting.  Id. (Vaupel aff.  

¶4).  Kim Tocco was personally intimidated and insulted by election workers.  Id. (Tocco 

aff. ¶¶1-2).  Qian Schmidt was the target of racist comments and asked, “what gives you 

the right to be here since you are not American?”  Id. (Schmidt aff. ¶9).  Other challengers 

were threatened with removal from the counting area if they continued to ask questions 

about the ballot counting process.  Id. (A. Seely aff. ¶¶6, 13, 15; Pennala aff. ¶5). 

36. Challenger Kathleen Daavettila observed that Democratic challengers 

distributed a packet of information among themselves entitled, “Tactics to Distract GOP 

Challengers.”  Id. (Daavettila aff., p. 2).  An election official told challenger Ulrike Sherer 

that the election authority had a police SWAT team waiting outside if Republican 

challengers argued too much.  Id. (Sherer aff. ¶24).  An election worker told challenger 

Jazmine Early that since “English was not [her] first language…[she] should not be taking 

part in this process.”  Id. (Early aff. ¶11). 
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37. Election officials at the TCF Center in Detroit participated in the 

intimidation experienced by Republican challengers when election officials would 

applaud, cheer, and yell whenever a Republican challenger was ejected from the counting 

area.  Exhibit 1 (Helminen aff. ¶9; Pennala aff. ¶5; Ballew aff. ¶9; Piontek aff. ¶11; 

Papsdorf aff. ¶3; Steffans aff. ¶25; Cizmar aff. ¶8(D); Kilunen aff. ¶5; Daavettila aff., p. 4; 

Cavaliere aff. ¶3; Cassin aff. ¶10; Langer aff. ¶3; Johnson aff. ¶5; Early aff. ¶13; Klamer 

aff. ¶8; Posch aff. ¶12; Rauf aff. ¶22; Chopjian aff. ¶13; Shock aff. ¶10). 

C. Illegal and ineligible ballots were counted. 

 

38. There is a difference between a ballot and a vote.  A ballot is a piece of 

paper.  A vote is a ballot that has been completed by a citizen registered to vote who has 

the right to cast a vote and has done so in compliance with Michigan election law by, 

among other things, verifying their identity and casting the ballot on or before Election 

Day.  It is the task of Secretary Benson and Michigan election officials to assure that only 

ballots cast by individuals entitled to cast a vote in the election are counted and to make 

sure that all ballots cast by lawful voters are counted and the election is conducted in accord 

with Michigan’s Election Code uniformly throughout Michigan. 

39. Challengers provide the transparency and accountability to assure ballots 

are lawfully cast and counted as provided in Michigan’s Election Code and voters can be 

confident the outcome of the election was honestly and fairly determined by eligible voters. 

40. Unfortunately, this did not happen in Wayne County.  Many challengers 

testified that their challenges to ballots were ignored and disregarded.  Exhibit 1 (A. Seely 

aff. ¶4; Helminen aff. ¶5; Miller aff. ¶¶10-11; Schornak aff. ¶¶9, 15; Piontek aff. ¶6; 

Daavettila aff., p. 3; Valice aff. ¶2; Sawyer aff. ¶7; Kerstein aff. ¶3; Modlin aff. ¶4; Cassin 
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aff. ¶6; Brigmon aff. ¶5; Sherer aff. ¶11; Early aff. ¶18; Pannebecker aff. ¶9; Vanker aff. 

¶5; M. Seely aff. ¶11; Ungar aff. ¶¶16-17; Fracassi aff. ¶4).  

41. As an example of challenges being disregarded and ignored, challenger 

Alexandra Seely stated that at least ten challenges she made were not recorded.  Id. (A. 

Seely aff. ¶4).  Articia Bomer observed that ballots with votes for Trump were separated 

from other ballots.  Id. (Bomer aff. ¶5).  Articia Bomer stated, “I witnessed election workers 

open ballots with Donald Trump votes and respond by rolling their eyes and showing it to 

other poll workers.  I believe some of these ballots may not have been properly counted.”  

Id. ¶8.  Braden Gaicobazzi challenged thirty-five ballots for whom the voter records did 

not exist in the poll book, but his challenge was ignored and disregarded.  Exhibit 1 

(Giacobazzi aff. ¶10).  When Christopher Schornak attempted to challenge the counting of 

ballots, an election official told him, “We are not talking to you, you cannot challenge this.”  

Id. (Schornak aff. ¶15).  When Stephanie Krause attempted to challenge ballots, an election 

worker told her that challenges were no longer being accepted because the “rules ‘no longer 

applied.’”  Id. (Krause aff. ¶13). 

i. Unlawful ballot duplication. 

42. If a ballot is rejected by a ballot-tabulator machine and cannot be read by 

the machine, the ballot must be duplicated onto a new ballot.  The Michigan Secretary of 

State has instructed, “If the rejection is due to a false read the ballot must be duplicated by 

two election inspectors who have expressed a preference for different political parties.”  

Michigan Election Officials’ Manual, ch. 8, p. 6 (emphasis added).  Thus, the ballot-

duplicating process must be performed by bipartisan teams of election officials.  It must 

also be performed where it can be observed by challengers. 

Case 1:20-cv-01083-JTN-PJG   ECF No. 1,  PageID.15   Filed 11/11/20   Page 15 of 31
FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 04/19/2021 04:47 PM INDEX NO. 150701/2021

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 55 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 04/19/2021



- 16 - 

 

43. But Wayne County prevented many challengers from observing the ballot 

duplicating process.  Exhibit 1 (Miller aff. ¶¶6-8; Steffans aff. ¶¶15-16, 23-24; 

Mandelbaum aff. ¶6; Sherer aff. ¶¶16-17; Burton aff. ¶7; Drzewiecki aff. ¶7; Klamer aff. 

¶9; Chopjian aff. ¶10; Schmidt aff. ¶7; Champagne aff. ¶12; Shinkle aff., p. 1).  Challenger 

John Miller said he was not allowed to observe election workers duplicating a ballot 

because the “duplication process was personal like voting.”  Id. (Miller aff. ¶8).  Challenger 

Mary Shinkle stated that she was told by an election worker that she was not allowed to 

observe a ballot duplication because “if we make a mistake then you would be all over us.”  

Id. (Shinkle aff., p. 1). 

44. Many challengers testified that ballot duplication was performed only by 

Democratic election workers, not bipartisan teams.  Exhibit 1 (Pettibone aff. ¶3; Kinney 

aff., p. 1; Wasilewski aff., p. 1; Schornak aff. ¶¶18-19; Dixon aff., p. 1; Kolanagireddy aff., 

p. 1; Kordenbrock aff. ¶¶3-4; Seidl aff., p. 1; Kerstein aff. ¶4; Harris aff. ¶3; Sitek aff. ¶4). 

ii. Ineligible ballots were counted – some multiple times. 

45. Challengers reported that batches of ballots were repeatedly run through the 

vote tabulation machines.  Exhibit 1 (Helminen aff. ¶4; Waskilewski aff., p. 1; 

Mandelbaum aff. ¶5; Rose aff. ¶¶4-14; Sitek aff. ¶3; Posch aff. ¶8; Champagne aff. ¶8).  

Challenger Patricia Rose stated she observed a stack of about fifty ballots being fed 

multiple times into a ballot scanner counting machine.  Id. (Rose aff. ¶¶4-14).  Challenger 

Articia Bomer stated, “I observed a station where election workers were working on 

scanned ballots that had issues that needed to be manually corrected.  I believe some of 

these workers were changing votes that had been cast for Donald Trump and other 

Republican candidates.”  Id. (Bomer aff. ¶9).  Articia Bomer further stated that she 
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witnessed the same group of ballots being rescanned into the counting machine “at least 

five times.”  Id. ¶12. 

46. Many challengers stated that the ballot number on the ballot did not match 

the number on the ballot envelope, but when they raised a challenge, those challenges were 

disregarded and ignored by election officials, not recorded, and the ballots were processed 

and counted.  Exhibit 1 (A. Seely aff. ¶15; Wasilewski aff., p. 1; Schornak aff. ¶13; Brunell 

aff. ¶¶17, 19; Papsdorf aff. ¶3; Spalding aff. ¶¶8, 11; Antonie aff. ¶3; Daavettila aff., p. 3; 

Atkins aff. ¶3; Harris aff. ¶3; Sherer aff. ¶21; Drzewiecki aff. ¶¶5-6; Klamer aff. ¶4; Rauf 

aff. ¶¶9-14; Roush aff. ¶¶5-7; Kinney aff. ¶5).  For example, when challenger Abbie 

Helminen raised a challenge that the name on the ballot envelope did not match the name 

on the voter list, she was told by an election official to “get away” and that the counting 

table she was observing had “a different process than other tables.”  Id. (Helminen aff. ¶5).   

47. Many challengers reported that when a voter was not in the poll book, the 

election officials would enter a new record for that voter with a birth date of January 1, 

1900.  Exhibit 1 (Gaicobazzi aff. ¶10; Piontek aff. ¶10; Cizmer aff. ¶8(F); Wirsing aff., p. 

1; Cassin aff. ¶9; Langer aff. ¶3; Harris aff. ¶3; Brigmon aff. ¶5; Sherer aff. ¶¶10-11; 

Henderson aff. ¶9; Early ¶16; Klamer aff. ¶13; Shock aff. ¶8; M. Seely aff. ¶9).  See also 

id. (Gorman aff. ¶¶23-26; Chopjian aff. ¶12; Ungar aff. ¶15; Valden aff. ¶17).  Braden 

Gaicobazzi reported that a stack of thirty-five ballots was counted even though there was 

no voter record.  Id. (Giacobazzi aff. ¶10). 

48. At least two challengers observed ballots being counted where there was no 

signature or postmark on the ballot envelope.  Exhibit 1 (Brunell aff. ¶¶17, 19; Spalding 

aff. ¶13; Sherer aff. ¶13).  Challenger Anne Vanker observed that “60% or more of [ballot] 
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envelopes [in a batch] bore the same signature on the opened outer envelope.”  Id. (Vanker 

aff. ¶5). 

49. Challenger William Henderson observed that a counting table of election 

workers lost eight ballot envelopes.  Exhibit 1 (Henderson aff. ¶8). 

50. At least two challengers observed spoiled ballots being counted.  Exhibit 1 

(Schornak aff. ¶¶6-8; Johnson aff. ¶4).  Another challenger observed over-votes on ballots 

being “corrected” so that the ballots could be counted.  Id. (Zaplitny aff. ¶13). 

51. At least one challenger observed a box of provisional ballots being placed 

in a tabulation box at the TCF Center.  Exhibit 1 (Cizmar aff. ¶5).  At least one challenger 

observed poll workers adding marks to a ballot where there was no mark for any candidate.  

Id. (Tyson aff. ¶17).  Another challenger observed election officials making mistakes when 

duplicating ballots.  Id. (Piontek aff. ¶9). 

52. An election challenger at the Detroit Department of Elections office 

observed passengers in cars dropping off more ballots than there were people in the car.  

Exhibit 1 (Meyers aff. ¶3).  This challenger also observed election workers at the Detroit 

Department of Elections office handing t-shirts and food to voters in cars.  Id. ¶4.  This 

challenger also observed an election worker accepting a ballot after 8:00 p.m. on Election 

Day.  Id. ¶7. 

53. One Michigan voter stated that her deceased son has been recorded as 

voting twice since he passed away, most recently in the 2020 general election.  Exhibit 1 

(Chase aff. ¶3). 

iii. Absent voter ballots were pre-dated. 

54. Jessica Connarn is an attorney who was acting as a Republican challenger 

at the TCF Center in Wayne County.  Exhibit 2.  Jessica Connarn’s affidavit describes how 
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an election poll worker told Jessica Connarn that the poll worker “was being told to change 

the date on ballots to reflect that the ballots were received on an earlier date.”  Id. ¶1.  

Jessica Connarn also provided a photograph of a note handed to her by the poll worker in 

which the poll worker indicated she (the poll worker) was instructed to change the date 

ballots were received.  See id.  Jessica Connarn’s affidavit demonstrates that poll workers 

in Wayne County were pre-dating absent voter ballots, so that absent voter ballots received 

after 8:00 p.m. on Election Day could be counted. 

55. A lawsuit recently filed by the Great Lakes Justice Center raises similar 

allegations of vote fraud and irregularities that occurred in Wayne County.  See Exhibit 3 

(copy of complaint filed in the Circuit Court of Wayne County in Costantino, et al. v. City 

of Detroit, et al.).  The lawsuit alleges the Detroit Election Commission “systematically 

processed and counted ballots from voters whose name failed to appear in either the 

Qualified Voter File (QVF) or in the supplemental sheets.”  Id. at 3.  The complaint also 

alleges the Election Commission “instructed election workers to not verify signatures on 

absentee ballots, to backdate absentee ballots, and to process such ballots regardless of 

their validity” and “instructed election workers to process ballots that appeared after the 

election deadline and to falsely report that those ballots had been received prior to 

November 3, 2020 deadline.”  Id.  The complaint further alleges the Election Board 

“systematically used false information to process ballots, such as using incorrect or false 

birthdays,” including inserting “new names into the QVF after the election and recorded 

these new voters as having a birthdate of 1/1/1900.”  Id.  The complaint includes supporting 

affidavits of witnesses. 
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iv. Ballots were deposited in remote, unattended drop boxes 

without meaningful opportunity to observe or challenge the 

ballots. 

56. Michigan’s election code, MCL 168.24j, requires that ballot containers 

meet the following conditions: 

(1) A ballot container includes a ballot box, transfer case, or other container 

used to secure ballots, including optical scan ballots and electronic voting 

systems and data. 

(2) A manufacturer or distributor of ballot containers shall submit a nonmetal 

ballot container to the secretary of state for approval under the requirements 

of subsection (3) before the ballot container is sold to a county, city, 

township, village, or school district for use at an election. 

(3) A ballot container shall not be approved unless it meets both of the 

following requirements: 

(a) It is made of metal, plastic, fiberglass, or other material, that 

provides resistance to tampering. 

(b) It is capable of being sealed with a metal seal. 

(4) Before June 1 of 2002, and every fourth year after 2002, a county board of 

canvassers shall examine each ballot container to be used in any election 

conducted under this act. The board shall designate on the ballot container 

that the ballot container does or does not meet the requirements under 

subsection (3). A ballot container that has not been approved by the board 

shall not be used to store voted ballots. 

(5) A city, village, or township clerk may procure ballot containers as provided 

in section 669 and as approved under this section. 

(6) A clerk who uses or permits the use of a ballot container that has not been 

approved under this section is guilty of a misdemeanor. 

57. In October Michigan amended its election code to allow election authorities 

to establish remote unattended ballot drop-off boxes.  See MCL 168.761d.  A remote, 

unattended ballot drop box is essentially equivalent to a polling place where a person can 

deposit a ballot.  But, unlike a polling place, there is no validation that the individual 

depositing a ballot in the box is an individual who is qualified to cast a vote or to lawfully 
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deliver a ballot cast by a lawful voter.  See, for example, MCL 168.932(f), which prohibits 

“A person other than an absent voter,” and certain others, such as an immediate family 

member, from possessing and returning an absent voter ballot.  See also Michigan Alliance 

for Retired Americans v. Secretary of State, 2020 Mich. App. LEXIS 6931, *23-24 (Mich. 

Ct. App. Oct. 16, 2020) (“On balance, the ballot-handling restrictions pass constitutional 

muster given the State’s strong interest in preventing fraud.”). 

58. MCL 168.761d(4)(c) provides that “[t]he city or township clerk” who 

establishes a remote ballot drop box “must use video monitoring of that drop box to ensure 

effective monitoring of that drop box.” 

59. An election challenger at the Detroit Department of Elections office 

observed ballots being deposited in a ballot drop box located at the Detroit Department of 

Elections after 8:00 p.m. on Election Day.  Exhibit 1 (Meyers aff. ¶6). 

v. Wayne County used ballot tabulators that were shown to 

miscount votes cast for President Trump and Vice President 

Pence and instead count them for the Biden-Harris ticket. 

 

60. On the morning of November 4, unofficial results posted by the Antrim 

County Clerk showed that Joe Biden had over 7,700 votes — 3,000 more than Donald 

Trump.  Antrim County voted 62% in favor of President Trump in 2016.  The Dominion 

Voting Systems election management system and voting machines (tabulators), which 

were used in Antrim County, are also used in many other Michigan counties, including 

Wayne County, were at fault.  

61. Secretary of State Benson released a statement blaming the county clerk for 

not updating certain “media drives,” but her statement failed to provide any coherent 
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explanation of how the Dominion Voting Systems software and vote tabulators produced 

such a massive miscount.2 

62. Secretary Benson continued: “After discovering the error in reporting the 

unofficial results, the clerk worked diligently to report correct unofficial results by 

reviewing the printed totals tape on each tabulator and hand-entering the results for each 

race, for each precinct in the county.”  Id. 

63. What Secretary Benson fails to address is what would have happened if no 

one “discover[ed] the error,” for instance, in Wayne County, where the number of 

registered voters is much greater than Antrim County, and where the tabulators were not 

individually tested. 

64. Wayne County used the same Dominion voting system tabulators as did 

Antrim County, and Wayne County tested only a single one of its vote tabulating machines 

before the election.  The Trump campaign asked Wayne County to have an observer 

physically present to witness the process.  See Exhibit 4.  Wayne County denied the Trump 

campaign the opportunity to be physically present.  Representatives of the Trump campaign 

did have opportunity to watch a portion of the test of a single machine by Zoom video. 

65. Tabulator issues occurred elsewhere in Michigan.  In Oakland County, 

Democrat Melanie Hartman was wrongly declared the winner of the commissioner's race 

by a 104-vote margin.  A computer issue at the Rochester Hills clerk’s office caused them 

 
2 https://www.michigan.gov/documents/sos/Antrim_Fact_Check_707197_7.pdf 

(emphasis in original). 
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to double-count some votes.  After elections officials caught the error, Republican Adam 

Kochenderfer was declared the winner with 1,127 more votes than Hartman.3 

66. These vote tabulator failures are a mechanical malfunction that, under MCL 

168.831-168.839, requires a “special election” in the precincts affected. 

67. Michigan’s Election Code, MCL 168.831-168.839, provides the board of 

canvassers shall order a special election as governed by those precincts affected by the 

defect or mechanical malfunction.  The board of county canvassers “is responsible for 

resolving any claims that malfunctioning voting equipment or defective ballots may have 

affected the outcome of a vote on an office appearing on the ballot.”  Michigan Manual for 

Boards of County Canvassers. 

II. The canvassing process in Michigan. 

68. Michigan has entrusted the conduct of elections to three categories of 

individuals, a “board of inspectors,” a “board of county canvassers,” and the “board of state 

canvassers.”   

69. The board of inspectors, among its other duties, canvasses the ballots and 

compares the ballots to the poll books.  See MCL 168.801.  “Such canvass shall be public 

and the doors to the polling places and at least 1 door in the building housing the polling 

places and giving ready access to them shall not be locked during such canvas.”  Id.  The 

members of the board of inspectors (one from each party) are required to seal the ballots 

and election equipment and certify the statement of returns and tally sheets and deliver the 

statement of returns and tally sheet to the township or city clerk, who shall deliver it to the 

 
3 https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/11/08/election-

misinformation-michigan-vote-antrim-county/6209693002/ 
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probate court judge, who will than deliver the statement of returns and tally sheet to the 

“board of county canvassers.”  MCL 168.809.  “All election returns, including poll lists, 

statements, tally sheets, absent voters’ return envelopes bearing the statement required [to 

cast an absentee ballot] … must be carefully preserved.”  MCL.810a and 168.811 

(emphasis added). 

70. After the board of inspectors completes its duties, the board of county 

canvassers is to meet at the county clerk’s office “no later than 9 a.m. on the Thursday 

after” the election.  November 5, 2020 is the date for the meeting.  MCL 168.821.  The 

board of county canvassers has power to summon and open ballot boxes, correct errors, 

and summon election inspectors to appear.  Among other duties and responsibilities, the 

board of county canvassers shall do the following provided in MCL 168.823(3). 

The board of county canvassers shall correct obvious mathematical errors 

in the tallies and returns.  The board of county canvassers may, if necessary 

for a proper determination, summon the election inspectors before them, 

and require them to count any ballots that the election inspectors failed to 

count, to make correct returns in case, in the judgment of the board of 

county canvassers after examining the returns, poll lists, or tally sheets, the 

returns already made are incorrect or incomplete, and the board of county 

canvassers shall canvass the votes from the corrected returns.  In the 

alternative to summoning the election inspectors before them, the board of 

county canvassers may designate staff members from the county clerk’s 

office to count any ballots that the election inspectors failed to count, to 

make correct returns in case, in the judgment of the board of county 

canvassers after examining the returns, poll lists, or tally sheets, the returns 

already made are incorrect or incomplete, and the board of county 

canvassers shall canvass the votes from the corrected returns.  When the 

examination of the papers is completed, or the ballots have been counted, 

they shall be returned to the ballot boxes or delivered to the persons entitled 

by law to their custody, and the boxes shall be locked and sealed and 

delivered to the legal custodians.4 

 
4 Emphasis added. 
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71. The county board of canvassers shall “conclude the canvass at the earliest 

possible time and in every case no later than the fourteenth day after the election,” which 

is November 17.  MCL 168.822(1).  But, “[i]f the board of county canvassers fails to certify 

the results of any election for any officer or proposition by the fourteenth day after the 

election as provided, the board of county canvassers shall immediately deliver to the 

secretary of the board of state canvassers all records and other information pertaining to 

the election.  The board of state canvassers shall meet immediately and make the necessary 

determinations and certify the results within the 10 days immediately following the receipt 

of the records from the board of county canvassers.”  MCL 168.822(2). 

72. The Michigan board of state canvassers then meets at the Secretary of 

State’s office the twentieth day after the election and announce its determination of the 

canvass “not later than the fortieth day after the election.”  For this general election that is 

November 23 and December 3.  MCL 168.842.  There is provision for the Secretary of 

State to direct an expedited canvass of the returns for the election of electors for President 

and Vice President. 

73. The federal provisions governing the appointment of electors to the 

Electoral College, 3 U.S.C. 1-18, require Michigan Governor Whitmer to prepare a 

Certificate of Ascertainment by December 14, the date the Electoral College meets.    

74. The United States Code (3 U.S.C. 5) provides that if election results are 

contested in any state, and if the state, prior to election day, has enacted procedures to settle 

controversies or contests over electors and electoral votes, and if these procedures have 

been applied, and the results have been determined six days before the electors’ meetings, 

then these results are considered to be conclusive and will apply in the counting of the 
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electoral votes.  This date (the “Safe Harbor” deadline) falls on December 8, 2020.  The 

governor of any state where there was a contest, and in which the contest was decided 

according to established state procedures, is required (by 3 U.S.C. 6) to send a certificate 

describing the form and manner by which the determination was made to the Archivist as 

soon as practicable. 

75. The members of the board of state canvassers are Democrat Jeannette 

Bradshaw, Republican Aaron Van Langeveide, Republican Norman Shinkle, and 

Democrat Julie Matuzak.  Jeanette Bradshaw is the Board Chairperson.  The members of 

the Wayne County board of county canvassers are Republican Monica Palmer, Democrat 

Jonathan Kinloch, Republican William Hartmann, and Democrat Allen Wilson.  Monica 

Palmer is the Board Chairperson. 

COUNT I 

 

Secretary of State Benson and Wayne County violated the Equal 

Protection Clause of the United States Constitution and the 

corollary clause of Michigan’s Constitution. 

 

76. The Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution provides “nor 

shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; 

nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.”  See also 

Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 98, 104 (2000) (“Having once granted the right to vote on equal 

terms, the State may not, by later arbitrary and disparate treatment, value one person’s vote 

over that of another.”); Harper v. Virginia Board of Elections, 383 U.S. 663, 665, (1966) 

(“Once the franchise is granted to the electorate, lines may not be drawn which are 

inconsistent with the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.”). 
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77. Wayne County’s failure to allow challengers and its counting of ineligible 

and illegal ballots that did not comply with the Michigan Election Code diluted the lawful 

ballots of these plaintiffs and of other Michigan voters and electors in violation of the 

United States Constitution and the Michigan Constitution guarantee of equal protection. 

78. President Trump’s campaign committee and these Michigan voters and 

challengers seek declaratory and injunctive relief requiring Secretary Benson to direct that 

Wayne County allow a reasonable number of challengers to meaningfully observe the 

conduct of the Wayne County board of county canvassers and the board of state canvassers 

and that these canvassing boards exercise their duty and authority under Michigan law, 

which forbids certifying a tally that includes any ballots that were not legally cast. 

79. In addition, President Trump’s campaign committee and these Michigan 

voters and challengers ask this Court to order that no ballot processed by a counting board 

in Wayne County can be included in the final vote tally unless a challenger was allowed to 

meaningfully observe the process and the handling and counting of the ballot. 

80. Secretary Benson violated these Michigan voters’ right to equal protection 

by allowing Wayne County to process and count ballots in a manner that allowed ineligible 

ballots to be counted and by not requiring Wayne County to conduct the general election 

in a uniform manner as required by Michigan’s Election Code as was done in other 

jurisdictions. 
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COUNT II 

 

Secretary of State Benson and Wayne County violated the rights of these Michigan 

voters under the federal Elections and Electors Clauses. 

 

81. The Electors Clause states that “[e]ach State shall appoint, in such Manner 

as the Legislature thereof may direct, a Number of Electors” for President.  U.S. Const. art. 

II, §1, cl. 2 (emphasis added). 

82. Likewise, the Elections Clause of the U.S. Constitution states that “[t]he 

Times, Places, and Manner of holding Elections for Senators and Representatives, shall be 

prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof.”  U.S. Const. art. I, §4, cl. 1 (emphasis 

added).  

83. Michigan statutes enacted by the legislature protect the purity and integrity 

of elections by allowing ballot challengers to monitor the counting and processing of 

absentee ballots.  Wayne County and Secretary Benson violated this statutory guarantee by 

preventing Republican challengers from meaningfully observing and participating in the 

ballot processing and counting process as is provided by MCL 168.730-736. 

84. It is a violation of the rights of President Trump’s campaign committee to 

have federal elections for presidential electors governed under rules prescribed by the state 

legislature for Secretary Benson and Wayne County to count ballots that are not lawfully 

cast, and it is a violation of Michigan law for the Wayne County board of county canvassers 

and the Michigan board of state canvassers to certify an election tally that includes 

ineligible or unlawfully cast ballots. 
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COUNT III 

 

Secretary of State Benson and Wayne County violated Michigan’s Election Code. 

 

85. MCL 168.730 provides: 

(1) At an election, a political party or [an organization] interested in 

preserving the purity of elections and in guarding against the abuse of the 

elective franchise, may designate challengers as provided in this act.  Except 

as otherwise provided in this act, a political party [or interested 

organization] may designate not more than 2 challengers to serve in a 

precinct at any 1 time.  A political party [or interested organization] may 

designate not more than 1 challenger to serve at each counting board. 

(2) A challenger shall be a registered elector of this state. . . . A candidate 

for the office of delegate to a county convention may serve as a challenger 

in a precinct other than the 1 in which he or she is a candidate. . . . 

(3) A challenger may be designated to serve in more than 1 precinct.  The 

political party [or interested organization] shall indicate which precincts the 

challenger will serve when designating challengers under subsection (1).  If 

more than 1 challenger of a political party [or interested organization] is 

serving in a precinct at any 1 time, only 1 of the challengers has the authority 

to initiate a challenge at any given time.  The challengers shall indicate to 

the board of election inspectors which of the 2 will have this authority.  The 

challengers may change this authority and shall indicate the change to the 

board of election inspectors.  

86. Secretary of State Benson and the election officials in Wayne County 

violated MCL 168.730-168.734 by denying Republican challengers’ rights to meaningfully 

observe and participate in the ballot processing and counting process.. 

87. Michigan Election Code, MCL 168.734 provides: 

Any officer or election board who shall prevent the presence of any such 

challenger as above provided, or shall refuse or fail to provide such 

challenger with conveniences for the performance of the duties expected of 

him, shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000.00, 

or by imprisonment in the state prison not exceeding 2 years, or by both 

such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

 

88. Wayne County’s and Secretary Benson’s denial of Republican challengers’ 

right to participate and observe the processing of ballots violates Michigan’s Election Code 
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and resulting in the casting and counting of ballots that were ineligible to be counted and 

diluted or canceled out the lawfully cast ballots of other Michigan voters. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

President Trump’s and Vice President Pence’s campaign committee and these 

Michigan citizens and voters ask this Court to enter a declaratory judgment in their favor 

as set forth in the foregoing counts and to grant the following injunctive relief: 

A.  An order directing Secretary Benson and the Michigan Board of State 

Canvassers to not certify the election results until they have verified and 

confirmed that all ballots that were tabulated and included in the final 

reported election results were cast in compliance with the provisions of the 

Michigan Election Code as set forth herein. 

B. An order prohibiting the Wayne County board of county canvassers and the 

board of state canvassers from certifying any vote tally that includes:  

(1) fraudulently or unlawfully cast ballots; 

(2) ballots tabulated using the Dominion tabulating equipment or software 

without the accuracy of individual tabulators having first been 

determined;  

(3) any ballots that were received after Election Day (November 3, 2020) 

where the postmark or date of receipt was altered to be an earlier date 

before Election Day; and  

(4) any ballots that were verified or counted when challengers were 

excluded from the room or denied a meaningful opportunity to observe 

the handling of the ballot and poll book as provided in MCL 168.733. 

C. An order directing the Wayne County board of county canvassers to 

summon and open the ballot boxes and other election material, as provided 

in MCL 168.823, and, in the presence of challengers who can meaningfully 

monitor the process, to review the poll lists, absent voter ballot envelopes 

bearing the statement required by MCL 168.761, and other material 

provided in MCL 168.811. 

D. An order directing that challengers be allowed to be physically present with 

a meaningful opportunity to observe when the accuracy of each piece of 

tabulating equipment is determined, and if the accuracy of each piece of 

tabulation equipment used by Wayne County is not confirmed to be 
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accurate, an order directing a special election be held in the affected 

precincts as provided by MCL 168.831-168.839. 

E. An order directing the board of county canvassers and the board of state 

canvassers, with challengers present and meaningfully able to observe, to 

obtain and review the video of unattended remote ballot drop boxes. 

Plaintiffs further pray the Court to grant such other relief as is just and proper, 

including but not limited to, the costs of this action and their reasonable attorney fees and 

expenses pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 1988. 

      Respectfully submitted, 

       

      TRUE NORTH LAW, LLC 

 

/s/ Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II 

Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, II (P40231) 

Stephen S. Davis (pro hac forthcoming) 

TRUE NORTH LAW, LLC 

112 S. Hanley Road, Suite 200 

St. Louis, MO 63105 

(314) 296-4000 

thor@truenorthlawgroup.com 

 

Counsel for Plaintiffs 
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EXHIBIT 

A-3 



1 
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICCT COURT, NORTHERN 
DISTRCOICT OF GEORGIA, ATLANTA DIVISION 

CORECO JA’QAN PEARSON, 
VIKKI TOWNSEND CONSIGLIO, 
GLORIA KAY GODWIN, JAMES 
KENNETH CARROLL, , CAROLYN HALL 
FISHER, CATHLEEN ALSTON LATHAM, 
and BRIAN JAY VAN GUNDY, 
 

 Plaintiffs. 

v. 

BRIAN KEMP, in his official capacity as 
Governor of Georgia, BRAD 
RAFFENSPERGER, in his official 
capacity as Secretary of State and Chair 
of the Georgia State Election Board, 
DAVID J. WORLEY, in his official 
capacity as a member of the Georgia 
State Election Board, REBECCA 
N.SULLIVAN, in her official capacity as 
a member of the Georgia State Election 
Board, MATTHEW MASHBURN, in his 
official capacity as a member of the 
Georgia State Election Board, and ANH 
LE, in her official capacity as a member 
of the Georgia State Election Board, 

 Defendants. 

 

 

 

CASE NO.   

 

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY, EMERGENCY, AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
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118. 

Plaintiffs have learned that the representation about “a water leak 

affecting the room where absentee ballots were counted” was not true. The 

only water leak that needed repairs at State Farm Arena from November 3 – 

November 5 was a toilet overflow that occurred earlier on November 3.  It 

had nothing to do with a room with ballot counting, but the false water break 

representation led to “everyone being sent home.”  Nonetheless, first six (6) 

people, then three (3) people stayed until 1:05 a.m. working on the 

computers.  

119. 

An Affiant recounts how she was present at State Farm Arena on 

November 3, and saw election workers remaining behind after people were 

told to leave.  (See Exh. 28, Affidavit of Mitchell Harrison; Exh. 29, Affid. of 

Michelle Branton) 

120. 

Plaintiffs have also learned through several reports that in 2010 Eric 

Coomer joined Dominion as Vice President of U.S. Engineering.  According to 

his bio, Coomer graduated from the University of California, Berkeley with a 

Ph.D. in Nuclear Physics. Eric Coomer was later promoted to Voting Systems 

Officer of Strategy and Security although Coomer has since been removed 

from the Dominion page of directors.  Dominion altered its website after 
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Colorado resident Joe Oltmann disclosed that as a reporter he infiltrated 

ANTIFA, a domestic terrorist organization where he recorded Eric Coomer 

representing: “Don’t worry. Trump won’t win the election, we fixed that.” – as 

well as social media posts with violence threatened against President Trump.  

(See Joe Oltmann interview with Michelle Malkin dated November 13, 2020 

which contains copies of Eric Coomer’s recording and tweets).33  

121. 

While the bedrock of American elections has been transparency, almost 

every crucial aspect of Georgia’s November 3, 2020, General Election was 

shrouded in secrecy, rife with “errors,” and permeated with anomalies so 

egregious as to render the results incapable of certification.  

MULTIPLE EXPERT REPORTS AND STATISTICAL 
ANALYSES PROVE HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS OF VOTES 
WERE LOST OR SHIFTED THAT COST PRESIDENT TRUMP 

AND THE REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES OF 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS 6 AND 7 THEIR RACES. 

122. 

As evidenced by numerous public reports, expert reports, and witness 

statements, Defendants egregious misconduct has included ignoring 

legislative mandates concerning mail-in and ordinary ballots and led to 

                                         
33  Malkin Live: Election Update, Interview of Joe Oltmann, by Michelle Malkin, November 13, 
2020, available at: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dh1X4s9HuLo&fbclid=IwAR2EaJc1M9RT3DaUraAjsycM
0uPKB3uM_-MhH6SMeGrwNyJ3vNmlcTsHxF4 
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CALDWELL, PROPST & DELOACH, LLP 
 
/s/ Harry W. MacDougald  
Harry W. MacDougald 
Georgia Bar No. 463076 
 
CALDWELL, PROPST & DELOACH, LLP 
Two Ravinia Drive, Suite 1600 
Atlanta, GA 30346 
(404) 843-1956 – Telephone 
(404) 843-2737 – Facsimile 
hmacdougald@cpdlawyers.com 
Counsel for Plaintiffs 
 
/s Sidney Powell* 
Sidney Powell PC  
Texas Bar No. 16209700 
Julia Z. Haller * 
Emily P. Newman* 
Virginia Bar License No. 84265 
2911 Turtle Creek Blvd, Suite 300 
Dallas, Texas 75219 
 
*Application for admission pro hac vice 
Forthcoming 
 
L. Lin Wood 
GA Bar No. 774588 
L. LIN WOOD, P.C. 
P.O. Box 52584 
Atlanta, GA 30305-0584 
Telephone: (404) 891-1402 
 
Howard Kleinhendler* 
NEW YORK BAR NO. 2657120Howard Kleinhendler Esquire 
369 Lexington Avenue, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
Office (917) 793-1188 
Mobile (347) 840-2188 
howard@kleinhendler.com 
www.kleinhendler.com  
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