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Smartmatic's electoral technology was called “Sistema de Gestion
Electoral” (the “Electoral Management System”). Smartmatic was a
pioneer in this area of computing systems. Their syvstem provided for
transmission of voting data over the internet to a computerized central
tabulating center. The voting machines themselves had a digital display,
fingerprint recognition feature to identify the voter, and printed out the
voter’'s ballot. The voter’s thumbprint was linked to a computerized record
of that voter's i1dentity. Smartmatic created and operated the entire
system.

Chavez was most insistent that Smartmatic design the system in a way
that the system could change the vote of each voter without being
detected. He wanted the software itself to function in such a manner that
if the voter were to place their thumb print or fingerprint on a scanner,
then the thumbprint would be tied to a record of the voter’s name and
identity as having voted, but that voter would not tracked to the changed
vote. He made it clear that the system would have to be setup to not leave
any evidence of the changed vote for a specific voter and that there would
be no evidence to show and nothing to contradict that the name or the
fingerprint or thumb print was going with a changed vote. Smartmatic
agreed to create such a system and produced the software and hardware
that accomplished that result for President Chavez.

After the Smartmatic Electoral Management System was put in place, 1
closely observed several elections where the results were manipulated
using Smartmatic software. One such election was in December 2006
when Chavez was running against Rosales. Chavez won with a landslide
over Manuel Rosales - a margin of nearly 6 million votes for Chavez versus
3.7 million for Rosales.

On April 14, 2013, I witnessed another Venezuelan national election in
which the Smartmatic Electoral Management System was used to
manipulate and change the results for the person to succeed Hugo Chavez
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company that could guarantee results in Venezuelan elections for the
party 1n power.

I want to point out that the software and fundamental design of the
electronic electoral syvstem and software of Dominion and other election
tabulating companies relies upon software that 13 a descendant of the
Smartmatic Electoral Management Svstem. In short, the Smartmatic
software 12 1n the DNA of every vote tabulating company's software and
system.

Dominion 15 one of three major compames that tabulates votes m the
United States. Domimion uses the same methods and fundamentally same
software design for the storage, transfer and computation of voter
identification data and voting data. Domimion and Smartmatic did
buziness together. The software, hardware and svstem have the same
fundamental flaws which allow multiple opportunities to corrupt the data
and mask the process in a way that the average person cannot detect any
fraud or mamipulation. The fact that the voting machine displays a voting
result that the voter intends and then prints out a paper ballot which
reflects that change does not matter. It is the software that counts the
digitized vote and reports the results. The software itself 15 the one that
changes the information electronically to the result that the operator of
the software and vote counting system intends to produce that counts.
That's how 1t 18 done. So the software, the software itself configures the
vote and voting result -- changing the selection made by the voter. The
software decides the result regardless of what the voter votes.

All of the computer controlled voting tabulation 1z done in a closed
environment 20 that the voter and any observer cannot detect what 1=
taking place unless there 1s a malfunction or other event which causes the
observer to question the process. [ saw first-hand that the manipulation
and changing of votes can be done in real-time at the secret counting
center which existed in Caracas, Venezuela. For me it was something
very surprising and disturbing. [ was in awe because I had never been
present to actually see it occur and [ saw 1t happen. So, | learned first-
hand that it doesn't matter what the voter decides or what the paper
ballot savs. It's the software operator and the software that decides what
counts — not the voter.
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which Smartmatic had possession of all the votes and the voting, the votes
themselves and the voting information at their disposition 1n Venezuela.
R N N NI ERE
B b s assuring that the voting system implemented or used
by Smartmatic was completely secure, that it could not be compromised,
was not able to be altered.

But later, in 2017 when there were elections where Maduro was running
and elections for legislators in Venezuela, ] and Smartmatic broke
their secrecy pact with the government of Venezuela. He made a public
announcement through the media in which he stated that all the
Smartmatic voting machines used during those elections were totally
manipulated and they were mamipulated by the electoral council of
Venezuela back then. | stated that all of the votes for Nicholas
Maduro and the other persons runmng for the lemszlature were
manipulated and thev actually had lost. So [ think that's the greatest
proof that the fraud can be carried out and will be demed by the software
company that | 2dmitted publicly that Smartmatic had created,
used and still uses vote counting software that can be mampulated or
altered.

I am alarmed because of what is occurring in plain sight during this 2020
election for President of the United States. The circumstances and events
are eerlly remuimscent of what happened with Smartmatic software
electronically changing wvotes in the 2013 presidential election 1n
Venezuela. What happened in the United States was that the vote
counting was abruptly stopped in five states using Domimion software. At
the time that vote counting was stopped, Donald Trump was significantly
ahead in the votes. Then durnng the wee hours of the morning, when there
was no voting occurring and the vote count reporting was off-line,
something signmificantly changed. When the vote reporting resumed the
very next morning there was a very pronounced change 1n voting in favor
of the opposing candidate, Joe Biden.

I | have worked in gathering

information, researching, and working with information technology.
That's what I know how to do and the special knowledge that [ have. Due
to these recent election events, | contacted a number of reliable and
intelhgent ex-co-workers of mine that are still informants and work with
the intelligence community. [ asked for them to give me information that
was up-to-date information in as far as how all these businesses are
acting, what actions they are taking.
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