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STATE 
 

OF 
 

MICHIGAN 

IN 
 

THE 
 

CIRCUIT 
 

COURT 
 

FOR 
 

THE 
 

COUNTY 
 

OF 
 

WAYNE 

MELLISSA  A.  CARONE, AFFIDAVIT OF  MELLISSA   A. 

Plaintiff, CARONE 

-vs-

CITY  OF  DETROIT:  DETROIT  ELECTION 

COMMISSION; 
 

JANICE 
 

M. 
 

WINFREY, in  -----   

 

FILE NO: -AW 

her  official  capacity  as  the  CLERK  OF  THE 

CITY 
 

OF 
 

DETROIT 
 

and 
 

the 
 

Chairperson 
 

of JUDGE 

The  DETROIT  ELECTION  COMMISSION; 

CATHY 
 

M. 
 

GARRETT, 
 

in 
 

her 
 

official 

Capacity 
 

as 
 

the 
 

CLERK 
 

OF 
 

WAYNE 
 

COUNTY 

BOARD  OF  CANVASSERS, 

BOBBY 
 

TENORIO 
NOTARY 

 

PUBLIC 
 

• 
 

STATE 
 

OF 
 

MICHIGAN 
COUNTY  OF WASHTENAW Defendants,  

My 
 

Commission 
 

'Expires 
 

February 
 

19, 
 

2021 
Acting  In  the  Cou~. of 4>?:ykq 

-----------------I  

 

David  A.  Kallman  (P43200) 

Erin  E.  Mersino  (P70886) 

Jack  C.  Jordan  (P46551) 

Stephan  P.  Kallman  (P75622) 

GREAT 
 

LAKES 
 

JUSTICE 
 

CENTER 

Attorneys 
 

for 
 

Plantiff 

5600  W.  Mount  Hope  Hwy. 

Lansing, 
 

Ml 
 

48917 

(517) 
 

322-3207/ 
  

Fax: 
 

(517) 
 

322-3208 

AFFIDAVIT 

The 
 

Affiant, 
 

Mellissa 
 

A. 
 

Carone, 
 

being 
 

the 
 

first 
 

duly 
 

sworn, 
 

hereby 
 

deposes 
 

and 
 

states 
 

as 
 

follows: 
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l.  My  name  is  Mellissa  A.  Carone,  I  was  contracted  by  Dominion  Voting  Services  to  do  IT  work  at 
the 

 

TCF 
 

Center 
 

for 
 

the 
 

November 
 

3, 
 

2020 
 

election, 
 

and 
 

I 
 

am 
 

a 
 

resident 
 

of 
 

Wayne 
 

County. 

2. 
 

I 
 

arrived 
 

at 
 

the 
 

TCF 
 

Center 
 

at 
 

approximately 
 

6: 
 

15 
 

AM 
 

November 
 

3, 
 

2020 
 

and 
 

worked 
 

until 
 

4:00 
AM  November  4,  2020.  l  went  home  to  get  some  sleep,  then  arrived  back  at  the  TCF  Center  at 
10:00 
  

AM 
 

in 
 

which 
 

l 
 

stayed 
 

until 
 

I 
 

:45 
 

PM. 
 

During 
 

this 
 

time 
 

I 
 

witnessed 
 

nothing 
 

but 
 

fraudulent 
actions 

 

take 
 

place. 

3. 
 

The 
 

counters 
 

(which 
 

were 
 

trained 
   

very 
 

little 
 

or 
 

not 
 

at 
 

all), 
 

were 
 

handed 
 

a 
 

"batch" 
 

(stack 
 

of 50) of 
mail-in 

 

ballots 
 

in 
 

which 
 

they 
 

would 
 

run 
 

through 
 

the 
 

tabulator. 
 

The 
 

tabulators 
 

would 
 

get 
 

jammed 
4-5  times  an  hour,  when  they  jammed  the  computer  would  put  out  an  error  that  tells  the  worker 
the 

 

ballot 
 

number 
 

that 
 

was 
 

jammed 
 

and 
 

gives 
 

an 
 

option 
 

to 
 

either 
 

discard 
 

the 
 

batch 
 

or 
 

continue 
scanning 

 

at 
 

which 
 

the 
 

counter 
 

should 
 

discard 
 

the 
 

batch, 
 

put 
 

the 
 

issue 
 

ballot 
 

on 
 

top of 
  

the 
 

batch 
and 

 

rescan 
 

the 
 

entire 
 

batch. 
 

I 
 

witnessed 
 

countless 
 

workers 
 

rescanning 
 

the 
 

batches 
 

without 
discarding 

 

them 
 

first 
 

which 
 

resulted 
 

in 
 

ballots 
 

being 
 

counted 
 

4-5 
 

times. 

4. 
 

At 
 

approximately 
 

midnight 
 

I 
 

was 
 

called 
 

over 
 

to 
 

assist 
 

one 
 

of 
 

the 
 

counters 
 

with 
 

a 
 

paper 
 

jam 
 

and 
noticed       his  PC  had  a  number  of over 400 ballots scanned- which  means  one  batch  was  counted 
over  8  times.  This  happened  countless  times  while  I  was  at  the  TCF  Center.  I  confronted  my 
manager, Nick Ikonomakis saying how big of 

 

a 
 

problem 
 

this 
           

was, Nick told me he 
 

didn't 
 

want 
 

to 
hear  that  we  have  a  big  problem.  He  told  me  we  are  here  to  do  assist  with  IT  work,  not  to  run 
their  election. 

5.  The  adjudication  process,  from  my  understanding  there's  supposed  to  be  a  republican  and  a 
democrat  judging  these  ballots.  I  overheard  numerous  workers  talking  during  shift  change  in 
which  over  20  machines  had  two  democrats  judging  the  ballots-resulting  in  an  unfair  process. 

6. 
 

Next, 
 

I 
 

want 
 

to 
 

describe 
 

what 
 

went 
 

on 
 

during 
 

shift 
 

change, 
 

it 
 

was 
 

a 
 

chaotic 
 

disaster. 
 

It 
 

took 
 

over 
two 

 

hours 
 

for 
 

workers 
 

to 
 

arrive 
 

at 
 

their 
 

"assigned 
 

areas", 
 

over 
 

30 
 

workers 
 

were 
 

taken 
 

upstairs 
 

and 
told 

 

they 
 

didn't 
 

have 
 

a 
 

job 
 

for 
 

them 
 

to 
 

do. 
 

These 
 

people 
 

were 
 

chosen 
 

to 
 

be 
 

counters, 
 

in 
 

which 
 

6 
workers  admitted  to  me  that  they  received  absolutely  no  training  at  all. 

7.  The  night  shift  workers  were  free  to  come  and  go  as  they  pleased,  they  could  go  out  and  smoke 
from  the  counting  room.  This is     illegal,  as  there  were  boxes  and  stacks  of ballots everywhere, 
anyone 

 

could 
 

have 
 

taken 
 

some 
 

out 
 

or 
 

brought 
 

some 
 

in, 
 

and 
 

No 
 

one 
 

was 
 

watching 
 

them. 

8. There was two vans that pulled into the garage of 
 

the 
 

counting 
 

room, 
                 

one on day shift and one on 
night 

 

shift. 
 

These 
 

vans 
 

were 
 

apparently 
 

bringing 
 

food 
 

into 
 

the 
 

building 
 

because 
 

they 
 

only 
 

had 
enough food for not even l/3                   of the workers. I never saw any food coming out of these vans, 
coincidently  it  was  announced  on  the  news  that  Michigan  had  discovered  over  100,000  more 
ballots- not  even  two  hours  after  the  last  van  left. 

9.  When  a  worker  had  a  ballot  that  they  either  could  not  read,  or  it  had  something  spilled  on  it,  they 
would  go  to  a  table  that  had  blank  ballots  on  it  and  fill  it  out.  They  were  supposed  to  be  filling 
them 

 

out 
 

exactly 
 

like 
 

the 
 

one 
 

they 
 

had 
 

received 
 

but 
 

this 
 

was 
 

not 
 

the 
 

case 
 

at 
 

all. 
 

The 
 

workers 
would a

           

lso 
 

sign 
 

the 
 

name 
 

of the person that the ballot belonged to-which is clearly illegal. 

10. 
 

Samuel 
 

Challandes 
 

and 
 

one 
 

more 
 

young 
 

man 
 

in 
 

his 
 

mid-20 
 

were 
 

responsible 
 

for 
 

submitting 
 

the 
numbers 

 

into 
 

the 
 

main 
 

computer. 
 

They 
 

had 
 

absolutely 
 

no 
 

overhead, 
 

my 
 

manager 
 

Nick 
 

would 
assist 

 

them 
 

with 
 

any 
 

questions 
 

but 
 

Nick 
 

was 
 

on 
 

the 
 

floor 
 

assisting 
 

with 
 

IT 
 

most 
 

of 
 

the 
 

time. 

BOBBY TENORIO 
NOTARY PUBLIC . STATE OF MICHIGAN 

COUNTY Of WASHTENAW 
My Comrnisslonixpires February 19. 2021 
Acting In the Cou~-C'1 ~I@. 
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11. 
 

There 
 

was 
 

a 
 

time 
 

I 
 

overheard 
 

Samuel 
 

talking 
 

to 
 

Nick 
 

about 
 

losing 
 

tons 
 

of 
 

data, 
 

they 
 

all 
 

got 
 

on 
their  phones  and  stepped  to  the  side  of  the  stage.  I  asked  Nick  what  was  going  one  and  he  told  me 
it  was  all  taken  care  of  and  not  to  worry  about  it.  1  fully  believe  that  this  was  something  very 
crucial  that  they  just  covered  up. 

12. 
 

I 
 

was 
 

the 
 

only 
 

republican 
 

working 
 

for 
 

Dominion 
 

Voting, 
 

and 
 

on 
 

the 
 

stage 
 

there 
 

was 
 

many 
 

terrible 
comments  being  made  by  the  city  workers  and  Dominion  workers  about  republicans.  I  did  not 
give 

 

out 
 

any 
 

indication 
 

that 
 

I 
 

was 
 

a 
 

republican, 
 

I 
 

have 
 

a 
 

family 
 

at 
 

home 
 

and 
 

knew 
 

I 
 

was 
 

going 
 

to 
have 

 

to 
 

walk 
 

to 
 

my 
 

car 
 

at 
 

the 
 

end 
 

of 
 

my 
 

shift. 
 

If 
 

anyone 
 

had 
 

an 
 

American 
 

flag 
 

on 
 

their 
 

shirt 
 

or 
mask,  they  were  automatically  deemed  to  be  Trump  supporters. 

13. 
 

I 
 

called 
 

the 
 

FBI 
 

and 
 

made 
 

a 
 

report 
 

with 
 

them, 
 

I 
 

was 
 

told 
 

that 
 

I 
 

will 
 

be 
 

getting 
 

a 
 

call 
 

back. 

14. 
 

I 
 

am 
 

doing 
 

my 
 

best 
 

to 
 

make 
 

sure 
 

something 
 

is 
 

done 
 

about 
 

this, 
 

I 
 

was 
 

there 
 

and 
 

I 
 

seen 
 

all 
 

of 
 

this 
take 

 

place. 

On this 8th 
 day  of  November,  2020,  before  me  personally  appeared  Mellissa        A. Carone, who in my 

presence  did  execute  the  foregoing  affidavit,  and  who,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  states  that  he 
has  read  the  foregoing  affidavit  by  him  subscribed  and  knows  the  contents  thereof,  and  that  the  same 
is  true  of  his  own  knowledge  and  belief,  except  as  to  those  matters  he  states  to  be  on  information  and 
behalf,  and  as  to  those  matters  he  believes  them  to  be  true. 

Notary  Public,  CJ~  County,  Michigan 

My  Commission  Expires:  0'1.- \  -=t  .1  <YZ  ( 

~ .  ~ e b  \  C\  , 

,1,~1-2-02~ 
 2  o-z  / 

~~ 
BOBBY  TENORIO 

NOTARY 
 

PUBLIC 
 

-
 

STATE 
 

OF 
 

MICHIGAN 
COUNTY  OF  WASHTENAW 

My 
 

Commission 
 

ixplres 
 

February 
 19  2021 Acting  in  the  Cou~.  of  ' 
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Wednesday, November 4, 2020 
Mark Meadows 

https://twitter.com/JamesOKeefell l/status/132417 418636607 4880 
10:44 PM 

Mark Meadows 

I don't know how va lid or who would be the best person to 
investigate but I thought you should be made aware of this. 
Fitton tweeted it out and it is likely to get some attention 

Tom 10:44 PM 

Me 

10:46 PM 

Tuesday, November 10, 2020 
Mark Meadows 

3:36 PM 

Carone Affidavit.pdf __/ 

Referenced FBI in affidavit 3:36 PM 

Mark Meadows 

8:07 PMhttps://twitter.com/JamesOKeefel I l/status/1326323334800437248 

Mark Meadows 

8:07 PMThe audio is troublesome 

Page4 
0008 

https://twitter.com/JamesOKeefel


Wednesday, November 11, 2020 
Mark Meadows 

4:55 PM 

124291189 _2829563397279 ... 

Dale Harrison in Colorado. May be manipulation but worth review 4:55 PM 

Mark Meadows 

9:15 PM 

Lincoln Project Targeted Har... 

This is all the Lincoln project info 9:15 PM 
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fQl The Lincoln Proj
 @Projectlincoln 

ect 
LaliJ ( Follow ) v 

Here are two attorneys attempting to help 
Trump overturn the will of the Pennsylvanian 
people. 

Ronald Hicks 
412.235.1476 
rhicks@porterwright.com 

Carolyn McGee 
412.235.1488 
cmcgee@porterwright.com 

Make them famous. fi1 

9:14 AM - 10 Nov 2020 

The Lincoln Project PersonallyTargetingThe Trump  

Campaign’s  Lawyers  

THE LINCOLN PROJECT DIRECTED ITS FOLLOWERS TO ATTACKTHE TRUMP  

CAMPAIGN’S  LEGAL TEAM  

On November 10, The Lincoln Projected Tweeted The Names, Pictures, Phone Numbers, And Email  

Addresses OfTwo Lawyers ThatHad Been Retained ByThe Trump Campaign, Telling Their  

Followers  To  “Make  Them  Famous.” (The Lincoln Project, Twitter, 11/11/20)  

The Lincoln Project SentA Tweet Encouraging Followers To Harass Lawyers Who WorkAtThe  

Firms OfJones DayAnd Porter WrightOn LinkedIn. “Defend your democracy:  1. C  areated  LinkedIn  

account. 2. Message someone who works at@JonesDay or @PorterWright. 3. Ask them how they can  

work  for  an  organization  trying  to  overturn  the  will  ofthe  American  people.”  (The Lincoln Project, Twitter, 11/10/20)  
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rfil The Lincoln Project 
LJlW @Projectlincoln 

Defend your democracy: 

1. Created a Linkedln account. 
2. Message someone who works at @JonesDay or 
@PorterWright. 
3. Ask them how they can work for an organization 
trying to overturn the will of the American people. 

linkedin.com/company/jones-... 

linkedin.com/company/porter. .. 

Jail\. Jones Day I Linkedln 
~ "!.C, 

ms 
~AV 

Jones Day I 58,574 followers on Linkedln. One Firm 
Worldwide® I One Firm Worldwide® With its singular traditio ... 

.L,,J'-~1 & linkedin.com 

12:21 PM • Nov 10, 2020 • Twitter for iPhone 

... 

The  Lincoln  Project’s Leadership PersonallyCalledForHarassmentOfLawyersAndLaw  

Firms  Working  ForThe  Trump  Campaign  

Co-Founder Reed Galen  

On November 10, Galen Retweeted A TweetThat Included The Personal Information OfTwo  

Lawyers Representing The Trump Campaign. “Yes! Please go after Porter Wright, too. Two attorney's  

here named in Philadelphia Inquirer piece  both helping Trump suppress the PA vote. Twitter, give 'em a  

shout! Ronald Hicks 412.235.1476 rhicks@porterwright.com Carolyn McGee 412.235.1488  

cmcgee@porterwright.com”  (GuyMantis, Twitter, 11/10/20)  
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t1. Reed Galen Retweeted 

GuyMantis 
@GuyMantis 

Replying to @reedgalen and @JonesDay 

Yes ! Please go after Porter Wright, too. Two attorney's 
here named in Philadelph ia Inquirer piece- -both 
helping Trump suppress the PA vote. 

Twitter, give 'em a shout ! 

Ronald Hicks 
412.235 .1476 
rhicks@porterwright.com 

Carolyn McGee 
412.235.1488 
cmcgee@porterwright.com 

1:03 AM· Nov 10, 2020 · Twitter Web App 

On November 10, Galen Tweeted OutThe Phone NumberOfThe LawFirm Porter Wright  

EncouragingHis Followers To Call The LawFirm.  “@porterwright  you can call them at 2027783000  

and  tell  them  how  you  feel  about  them  selling  out  democracy,  ifyou’  11/10/20)  re  so  inclined.”  (Reed Galen, Twitter,  
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Reed Galen 000 

@reedgalen 

.@porterwright - you can ca ll them at 2027783000 and 
te ll them how you feel about them sell ing out 
democracy, if you 're so incl ined. 

Kurt "Mask Up, Vote Early" Eichenwald O @kurteichenwald • Nov 10 

Hey @Projectlincoln @TheRickWilson @reedga len - Don't forget @PorterWright 
when you go after sleazy law fi rms fighting to undermine our democracy. Theyre 
the ones trying to disenfranchise al l Pennsylva nia mail-in voters. And they, like 
@JonesDay, have lots of corporate cl ients. twitter.com/kurteichenwald .. . 

11 :24 AM · Nov 10, 2020 · Twitter for iPhone 

Reed Galen 000 

@reedgalen 

.@j onesday is putting money over democracy. Make 

sure they know how we feel about that. 

~ Greg Sargent O @ThePlumlineGS · Nov 10 

NEW: 

@Proj ectlincoln is launchi ng a TV and social media campaign targeting 
@JonesDay for any role it plays in enabl ing Trum p's efforts to overturn the 
election, I'm told. 

Jones Day clients will also be targets, @TheRickWilson tells me. New details here: 

washingtonpost.com/opinions/ 2020/ ... 

Show this thread 

11 :19 AM · Nov 10, 2020 · Twitter for iPhone 

  Minutes Before, Galen Tweeted ThatFollowers Should “Make  Sure  [Jones  DayKnows]  How  

We  Feel  About” Its  Decision  To  RepresentThe  Trump  Campaign.  “@jonesday  is  putting  
money  over  democracy.  Make  sure  they  know  how  we  feel  about  that.”  (Reed Galen, Twitter, 11/10/20)  

On November 10, Reed Galen Retweeted A Post Encouraging Followers To Harass Jones Day  

Partner S  “Tell  haryl Reisman and Boycott Jones Day,  PostingReisman’s  Phone  Number And  Photo.  

Jones Day firmwide hiring partner Sharyl Reisman that her recruiting program is shot. No attorneywith a  

shred  of integrity  would  ever  consider  working  for  @JonesDay.  #JonesDayBoycott”  (Nancy Levine, Twitter,  

11/10/20)  
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t.1. Reed Galen Retweeted 

Nancy Levine ...
@nancylevine 

Replying to @reedgalen and @JonesDay 

Tell Jones Day firmwide hiring partner Sharyl Reisman 
that her recruiting program is shot. No attorney with a 
shred of integrity would ever consider working for 
@JonesDay. #JonesDayBoycott 

Sharyl A. Reisman 
Jones Day 

$ 
pay 

Sharyl Reisman I 
Work and Family 

phone 

1 (212) 326-3405 
Firmwide Hiring Partner/ New 
York phone 

7:45 AM· Nov 10, 2020 · Twitter for iPhone 

 

t.1. stuart stevens Retweeted 

Kurt "Mask Up, Vote Early" Eichenwald 0 ..
@kurteichenwald 

Replying to @TheRickWi lson 

.@JonesDay @PorterWright Tear these anti American 
mercenaries trying to disenfranchise 1 million voters to 
shreds @Projectlincoln @SteveSchmidtSES 
@stuartpstevens @TheRickWilson And law firms? 
Americans will fight for democracy. And make you 
radioactive to clients. For free. 

10:45 PM· Nov 9, 2020 · Twitter for iPad 

. 

S  tuart S  enior Advisor S  tevens  

On November 10, S  tevens Retweeted A TweetEncouraging Him To  Jones DayAnd  tuart S  “Tear”  

Porter Wright “To S  “@JonesDay  @PorterWright  Tear  these  anti  American  mercenaries trying to  hreds.”  

disenfranchise 1 million voters to shreds @ProjectLincoln @SteveSchmidtSES @stuartpstevens  

@TheRickWilson And law firms? Americans will  fight for democracy. And make you radioactive to  

clients.  For  free.”  (Kurt Eichenwald, Twitter, 11/10/20)  
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1."l stuart stevens Retweeted 

ffac!JS Mike Murphy 0 
onlip @murphymike 

This is a real reputa tion d isaster for Jones Day; both 
with staff and w ith t heir #FortuneS00 cl ients, especially 

those with consumer brands. Do they want to be 
associated with key lawyers in Trump effort to destroy 
fa ith in US elections? Face boycotts? 

Growing Discomfort at Law Firms Representing Trump in Elec ion Lawsuits 

Some lawyers at Jones Day and Porter Wright, which have filed suits about the 
2020 vote, said they were worried about undermining the electoral system. 

& nytimes.com 

1:53 AM • Nov 10, 2020 • Twitter for iPhone 

On November 10, S  tevens Retweeted A Post From FormerRepublican Campaign Stuart S  trategist  

Mike  Murphy Saying It Is  A “Reputation  Disaster” That Jones  Day Is  RepresentingTrump’s  Interest  

And Asserted ThatTheyWill Be  Forever Associated With Destroying Faith In U.S.  Elections.  “This  

is a real reputation disaster for Jones Day; both with staffand with their #Fortune500 clients, especially  

those with consumer brands. Do theywant to be associated with key lawyers in Trump effort to destroy  

faith  in  US  elections?  Face  boycotts?”  (Stu Stevens Retweet OfMike Murphy, Twitter, 11/10/20)  

On November 1,  Ahead OfThe Election  Stu  Stevens  Wrote  That “Every” Lawyer  “Who  Trump  Uses”  

And Their Firms  “Should Be  Held Accountable” SuggestingThat Corporate  Clients  Should Put  

Pressure On Them. “Every  one  of  the  lawyers  who  Trump  uses  in  effort  to  suppress  the  vote should be  

exposed. Their firms should be held accountable. Corporate clients should be asked why they are working  

with  lawyers  who  are  trying  to  derail  democracy.  Hold  them  responsible.”  (Stuart Stevens, Twitter, 11/1/20)  
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t."l stuart stevens Retweeted 

stuart stevens 
@stuartpstevens 

Every one of the lawyers who Trump uses in effort to 
suppress the vote shou ld be exposed. Thei r firms 
should be held accountable. Corporate clients shou ld 
be asked why they are working with lawyers who are 
trying to derai l democracy. Hold them responsib le. 

Kaitlan Collins e @kaitlancollins • Nov 1 

President Trump denies he' ll declare victory early but says, "I don't think it's fa ir 
that we have to wait for a long period of time after the election ... We're going in 
the night of - as soon as the election is over - we're going in with our lawyers." 

11:23 PM • Nov 1, 2020 • Twitter for iPhone 

  Note:  Stevens retweeted his tweetafterthe election.  

Co-Founder RickWilson  

RickWilson S  ocial Media  aid ThatThe Lincoln ProjectWould Produce TVAds And A Large S  

Campaign Targeting Jones  Day’s  Biggest Clients  Such As General Motors To CutTies with The Firm.  

“Wilson said the campaign against Jones Day includes TV ads already in production, and will include a  

large social media push against the firm and its partners. He said the effortwould also target some of  

Jones  Day’  d  like  to  know  how  General  Motors  justifies  working  with  a  company  that’  s  largest  clients.  ‘I’  s  

aggressively  seeking  to  undermine  the  validity  ofa  free  and  fair  democratic  election,’ Wilson  told  me.”  
(Greg Sargent,  “Inside The  Lincoln  Project’  ampaign Targeting  Trump’  11/10/20)  s  NewC  s  LawFirm,”  The Washington  Post,  

OTHERS FOLLOWED THE LEAD OF THE LINCOLN PROJECT TO PERSONALLYATTACK  

ANYONE WORKING TO DEFEND PRESIDENT TRUMP  

Meidas  Touch,  APAC  Aimed At Stopping PresidentTrump’s  Re-Election, Posted A Video With The  

Hashtag #S  tudents And Warning Them To NotWorkAt Jones  hameOnJonesDay, Targeting LawS  

Day. (Meidas Touch, Twitter, 11/10/20)  
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'W 
~ MeidasTouch.com 

@MeidasTouch 

NEW VIDEO 

Dear law students, when you graduate how would you 
like to work here! 

#ShameOnJonesDay 

#ShameOnJonesDay 

Our work isn 't over! We will spend every day moving forward working to fl ip both 
Senate seats in Georgia! Chip in to our efforts at the link in our video. 

10:49 PM • Nov 10, 2020 · Twitter Media Studio 

6.SK Retweets 1.SK Quote Tweets 14K Likes 

OtherTwitterUsers  Piled  On  

Note:  The following is a sampling oftweets from ordinary Americans who attacked JonesDay after the  
Lincoln  Project’s  targeting  harassment  

Claire  MasseyMessaged Jones  DayOn  LinkedIn  CallingThe  Firm  “An EmbarrassmentTo  The  

American People.” “Is  money  so  important  to  your  firm  that  you  would  throw  American  democracy  

under the bus? Is that really howyou want to be remembered in the history books? You are an  

embarrassment to the American people. We will not forget your choice and actions. And ifyou have  

forgotten,  it’  laire Massey, Twitter,s  country  over  party  and  not  party  over  country.”  (C  11/10/20)  
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Cla,i,re " 'Bear" Biden & Harris Won 000 

@clairermassey 

Replying to @Projectlinco ln @JonesDay and @PorterWrig ht 

_ _ Claire Massey 
• Truth Seeker 

now•© 

Jones Day @PorterWright 

Is money so important to your firm that 
you would throw American democracy 
under the bus? Is that really how you 
want to be remembered in the history 
books? 

I 
You are an embarrassment to the 
American people. We will not forget your 
choice and actions. And if you have 
forgotten, it's country over party and not 
party over country. 

6 ~ ~ "V 
I Like Comment Share Send 

2:15 PM • Nov 10, 2020 • Twitter for iPhone 

Tim Wegener Emailed The Managing Partners At Jones DayAnd Porter WrightTellingThem He  

Will Decline To WorkWith EitherOfThe Firms, S  hould Be Held  aying ThatThe Firms S  

Accountable. “As  the  owner ofa  small,  private  equity firm  in  Dallas,  rest assured that if I  ever  have  the  

opportunity to workwith either ofyour firms, I will decline immediately. Furthermore, ifany ofyour  

clients are involved with my firm in any way, I will immediately end any and all discussions with that firm  

until they choose new counsel. You are harming our democracy in ways thatmay be unrecoverable and  

for  that,  you  and  your  firms  should  be  held  accountable.”  (Tim Wegener, Twitter, 11/10/20)  
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Tim Wegener 000 

@timwegener 

Replying to @Projectlincoln @JonesDay a nd @Porte rWrig ht 

Here is my email to the managing partners of both 
f irms. 
Undermining our democracy D 

~ gmall.com 

1o~o0In.nIt1roous • 

0... Mr. Brogan and' Mr Tannous-

I em writing ID e:itpr865 my concern O'ief both of your &m·s cu,rent wor;r. 10 undefmlna, OtM democracy In 1h11 UAiled Sta.:n. A,s:1 yeaterda:,. Porter Wright l'iled a frtvoloua and 

dang@«ll.ls lawst.111 In Pennsytvania wftn a pmpoaed renNkfy ol Ignoring over 2 mlllkln vote& lhal v.-ere cast by mall. thereby dlsenlrand.sJno a ~I poroon o4 the lffil:ents 
W\ Penna.~a• The purpon:e<t cauae o4 eceton ts lhal mail-In Y01e& v&:. in person vodng 1, somehOW WWllid. though I note thal you and' your cient dtd not make 11"9 case priof 

eo the electlon, When you lbotJld have, but IM-:ead waited to be on the lo&tng end oe I.lie et«:tlon. 

Having worked wt11, lawyers my entire care111, I am appalfed lh81 you, firms oould even U\lnlc ot WOfklng 10 lnvslldei1111 legal votn IIICf0M lhta ~ . es It Is 110 antlt11ellcal to Iha 

oerMl$w",refll!Bke'Wtlentf'tYbeoomemembtf&ot!Mb81. 

As tbt OWl\tl Of O ~II p,lit11 equity rw-m In DaDIIS, ftSI C!ll$u:if(i that it • • ....,. hev+ 11- opponun1ry lOWOl1< wilh tlNf OI )'Olit firms. .... 6edirl,t lmmedialOly, Funhetmor., If 
eny of)'O!Jf Client.$ •rt lnvotvtd wi1h fffy fll'ffl itl '111tyv«J'f, 1 wUI lmfntdiOttl)' on6 tny Ofld OIi di$cuS$101'1$wilh !h41t firm lll'ld Chtyd'loOsf ~ covnMI. 

I wowd 18nQOOrltll8 you lo rethink your WOl"k, 

12:49 PM· Nov 10, 2020 · TweetDeck 

Brian Johns 
@TheBrianEJohns 

Replying to @Projectlincoln 

I didn 't do it through Linked In. I did send them an 
ema il. Here it is. 

-
Dear Rcnald and c.rotyn, 

lamapaak;rlgmyuunafdielW'lawya. lW1dentAndlhal ttletwDaf'fOl,lar9rep,9tenllnglNITrumpcampaignlnbWlaolP■~wlll,n11apect1Dh,...,,1 

...,.w,ooa~,.. many ilwyil!lrS, •uumt ....... l n sure l\et boet'l!Of)'OU 1D01i: ~IMiON! Lawwhllt lttending ltw ac:tc,,cx_ In additic:ln . I that boll"I Of you 10011 Elhie:s Ind Evidence during :fOIJf 

Thus tar, 11:..,.,..rsNtl'leTrut'rl>e.npavr,halnol~....,n1dolfUOfwk»IPf'NdlleclorallraudktthetrQul!IOIClca~tocwenumN.i.c..i hlltlO_,.,..rs 
fwl )VU two-~ ~p$'1g In ■ dar,gen,u1 eon~n ~ to und■rmna l'le lntogrity oft. ■-1Clnlll pro<aa and damoc:racy lbelr In 1w US. 

I rWIWICI )OJ Of )ICU' prof■uional and ■lhloll ctuty not IO 811 d■il'N WHhout rn■rk. S.. It■ Pfo ... lOMII Cod■ ol El!lc& R!Jle 3 1 M■riaiaul CWml ■nc:I Coni.m.GM 

tryOU "'-~Ol"I btNiH OfN Trumc>~n f'lall IS w'IU'IOl.il fl'lenl, I wlll klPPtl'I a motlCI\ Dy,_ p~ 91t""8soc&all0n II>~. ~ otdilbar you let 
conc:IIJcl ~ of th■ I.- profuiion, 

Nut.on ■ p■f90Nlnotel0Ma.McGeit.l .. 11■1yo11 ■r■ a,graduat■ oiSaintMary's(:dl■geln lndlan■ Sp■■~HanNO~--endL■wSchoal~. •

dil■ppolnfll!(l _,_a gr■duate al Saini Marys~ SI llligation dalglwd loundflfflnlt Iha eledonll pmcen and k bid■~ ~le. Vetydlsappml,1Bd 

La1llly, I lock locwwcl to your pt-■ conlerenc■ s SI lronl of Fc..w Seaton& TcUII LandKaplng ~ 'lriih Rud~~ and th■ l'NC of hi& legal tHm. 

2:34 PM · Nov 10, 2020 · Twitter Web App 

Brian Johns Tweeted Saying He Would “SupportA Motion ByThe Pennsylvania Bar Association To  

Censure,  Suspend Or Disbar You  For ConductUnbecomingOfThe LawProfession.” “Ifyou file  

lawsuits on behalfofthe Trump campaign that is withoutmerit, I will support a motion by the  

Pennsylvania Bar Association to censure, suspend or disbar you for conduct unbecoming ofthe law  

profession.”  (Brian Johns, Twitter, 11/10/20)  

A Twitter User ByThe Name DorahTheExplorah Emailed Jones DayWarningThat “HistoryWill  

NotBe Kind To Those Who Chose To Ignore The RightThingTo Do In This ImportantTime In Our  

History.” “I hope that you take some time to reflect on that today and that you remember that history  

0019
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DorahTheExplorah 
@PKikendall 

Rep'y:ng to @Fro~ectl.inco1r. 

12:45 PM, Nov 10, 2020, Twitter for iPhone 

2 ReMeets 24 Lke:s 

S

will not be kind to those who chose to ignore the right thing to do in this important time in our history.” 
(DorahTheExplorah, Twitter, 11/10/20) 

THE LINCOLN PROJECT RECEIVED CONS  M FORTHEIRTARGETEDIDERABLE CRITICIS  

HARRA SMENT 

The Lincoln ProjectWas CriticizedForTheirHarassmentCampaign 

The Republican National Lawyers Association PutOutA Statement CallingThe Lincoln Project’s 

Targeted HarassmentReprehensible. “The right to representation is a fundamental part ofour 

adversarial legal system that protects the rule oflaw even ifit does not always reach the outcomes people 

would prefer. The reprehensible attacks on lawyers who would have the temerity to represent the 

President ofthe United States are only part ofa widespread effort to drive those who support President 
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Trump (apparently all 71 million ofus) from all aspects ofpublic life. Even more than they have the last  

four years, liberals are going to try to make it impossible for anyone to deviate from the liberal  

orthodoxy. Under a Biden Administration, theywould not only have the support ofthe mainstream media  

and academia but also the Executive Branch. The RNLA applauds Ron Hicks and his colleagues and Linda  

Kerns for their zealous representation oftheir client and service to the American people, even in the face  

ofattacks  from  the  left  against  their  livelihoods  and  even  their  ability  to  practice  law.”  (“Attacks  On  Lawyers  

Representing  President  Trump  Are  Reprehensible,”  Republican National Lawyers Association, 11/10/20)  

LawProfessor Orin Kerr Called The Actions ByThe  Lincoln ProjectA  “Terrible  Idea.” “I have given  

money to @ProjectLincoln, and supported their work, but this strikes me as a terrible idea . . . It's a bad  

idea for two reasons, I think. 1) Going after lawyers for representing unpopular clients in unpopular legal  

claims has a really bad history, and tends to not go well. Our legal system needs lawyers to take on  

unpopular clients. Focus on the clients, not the lawyers.”  (Orin Kerr, Twitter, 11/10/20)  

The Washington Post’s Jennifer Rubin Tweeted AtThe  Lincoln  Project To  “STOP.” “I agree and  

implore my friends at@ProjectLincoln to knock this off. There are bar authorities and proper means to  

do this. Do NOT start a frenzy in an atmosphere in which death threats, unhinged behavior and verbal  

assaults  are  the  norm.  STOP.”  (Jennifer Rubin, Twitter, 11/10/20)  

TwitterIntervenedAndBlockedThe Lincoln Project’s Account  

Twitter Briefly Locked The Lincoln  Project’s  AccountAfter Their TweetThatPublicized The  

Names, Photos, And Contact Information For PorterWrightAttorneys Ronald Hicks And Carolyn  

McGee. “The  Lincoln  Projectwas  briefly locked  out ofTwitter on  Tuesday after sharing the  contact  

details  oftwo  lawyers  working on  PresidentDonald Trump's  election  challenges.”  (Bill Bostock,  “The  Lincoln  

Project, An Anti  Trump GOP Group, Got Locked OutOfTwitter For Sharing The Phone Numbers And Emails OfLawyers Working On Trump's Election  
C  siness Insider,hallenges,”  Bu  11/11/20)  
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LINDSEY 0. GRAHAM SOUTH CAROLINA, CHAIRMAN 

CHARLES E. GRASSLE¥ IOWA DIANNE FEINSTEIN, CALIFORNIA 
JOHN CORNVN, TEXAS PATRICK J. LEAHY VERMONT 
MICHAELS LEE, UTAH RICHARD J . DURBIN, ILLINOIS 
TED CRUZ, TEXAS SHELDON WHITEHOUSE. RHODE ISLAND 
BEN SASSE. NEBRASKA AMY KLOBUCHAR. MINNESOTA 
JOSHUA D HAWLEY, MISSOURI CHRISTOPHER A COONS. DELAWARE 
THOM TILLIS, NORTH CAROLINA RICHARD BLUMENTHAL, CONNECTICUT 
JONI ERNST, IOWA MAZIE K. HIRONO. HAWAII 
MIKE CRAPO, IDAHO CORY A BOOKER, NEW JERSEY 
JOHN KENNEDY, LOUISIANA KAMALA D. HARRIS, CALIFORNIA 
MARSHA BLACKBURN, TENNESSEE 

Lindsey 0. Graham 
Chairman 

tlnitcd ~totes ~cnatr 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-6275 

November 8, 2020 

The Honorable William P. Barr 
Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

The Honorable Christopher A. Wray 
Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
935 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20535 

Dear Attorney General Barr and Director Wray: 

Today, my office received the attached affidavit of Richard Hopkins, a postal worker in Erie, 
Pennsylvania.  According to the affidavit, Mr. Hopkins is reporting a scheme to backdate ballots 
in the Erie Post Office. 

I urge you to investigate these claims as soon as possible. It is imperative that the American 
people have confidence in the 2020 election and all other elections.  The expansion of voting by 
mail has placed the post office at the center of the election and we must ensure that the entire 
postal system operates with integrity.  
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AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD HOPKINS 

I, Richard Hopkins, declare as follows: 

1. I am over the age of eighteen years and am legally competent to make 

this declaration  I have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein  If called 

upon, I could and would competently testify under oath as to the facts stated herein. 

2. I am an employee of the United States Postal Service. I work as a 

carrier in the Erie, Pennsylvania post office. 

3. Although, as I understand Pennsylvania law, ballots must be 

postmarked by 8:00 p.m. on Election Day, November 3, 2020 in Pennsylvania, 

Postmaster Rob Weisenbach directed my co-workers and I to pick up ballots after 

Election Day and provide them to him  As discussed more fully below, I heard 

Weisenbach tell a supervisor at my office that Weisenbach was back-dating the 

postmarks on the ballots to make it appear as though the ballots had been collected 

on November 3, 2020 despite them in fact being collected on November 4 and 

possibly later 

4. On November 5, 2020, as I was preparing my mail for delivery, I saw 

Weisenbach with Darrell Locke, one of the supervisors for the Erie, Pennsylvania 

post office having a discussion. Weisenbach and Locke discussed how on 

November 4, 2020, they had back dated the postmark on all but one of the ballots 

collected on November 4, 2020 to make it appear as though the ballots had instead 

Case No. ________________________ 
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been collected on November 3, 2020.  I overheard Weisenbach tell Locke that they 

“messed up yesterday” – November 4, 2020 – by accidentally postmarking one 

ballot as having been collected November 4, 2020 (when it had actually been 

collected) 

5. Importantly, Weisenbach and his assistant had ordered my co-workers 

and I to continue picking up ballots after November 3 despite the requirement that 

ballots be mailed by then. Weisenbach directed that ballots be picked up through 

Friday, November 6, 2020. Moreover, Weisenbach directed that all ballots picked 

up through November 6, 2020 were to be given to him, presumably so they could be 

backdated by him and/or Locke. 

6 My understanding of Pennsylvania law is that ballots cannot be counted 

unless they were mailed by 8:00 p.m. on November 3, 2020. Weisenbach’s 

comments were deeply concerning to me and appeared to me to be an attempt by 

Weisenbach and/or Locke to improperly backdate ballots received after the legal 

deadline so these late ballots could be counted something I understand to be illegal 

and against Pennsylvania law. Accordingly, I brought Weisenbach’s information to 

the public through Project Veritas. 

7. The next day, November 6, I was interrogated by a USPS postal 

inspector who, knowing I was the whistleblower who brought Weisenbach’s 

directives to light, indicated they were investigating the matter.  I was also 

2 Case No. ________________________ 
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approached by a representative of the postal worker union who began asking me  

about old allegations against me which have long been resolved.  I refuse to be  

silenced, so I decided to reveal my identity and have pledged to testify regarding  

what I heard and what I was ordered to do   

 

I, Richard Hopkins, hereby state that the facts above set forth are true and  

correct (or are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief). 

I understand that the statements herein are made subject to the penalties of 18 

Pa.C.S. § 4904 (relating to unsworn falsification to authorities).  I further declare  

under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct   

 

Executed on this 6th day of November, 2020, at Erie, Pennsylvania. 

 

 

Richard Hopkins  

 

 
 3 Case No. ________________________ 
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JURAT 

)State/Commonwealthof TEXAS--------=--..........---------
) 

Cbty ~County of ___H_a_r_r_is____ ) 

On 11/06/2020 , before me, Joyce A Mikle Miller 
Date Notary Name 

the foregoing instrument was subscribed and sworn (or affirmed) before me by: 

Name ofAffiant(s) 

D Personally known to me -- OR -

□ Proved to me on the basis of the oath of _____________ -- OR --
Name of Credible Witness 

S Proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence: driver license 
Type of ID Presented 

Joyce A Hlkle MIiier 

IONUMBfR 

55399---3 
COMMIS5'0N EXPfRU 

De<e~t7.2022 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 
Electronic Notary Public 

Notary Public Signature: ~ 
Notary Name: Joyce~ 

Notary Commission Number: __5_5_3_9_9_-_3_____ 

Notary Commission Expires: 12/17/2022 
Notarized online using audio-video communication 

DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT 

Title or Type of Document: _____A___F___F___ID___A__V.........IT___________________ 

___.,__........__________ _ Document Date: 11/06/2020 

Number of Pages (including notarial certificate): ___4____ 

Notarized online using audio-video communication 
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November 11, 2020 

William P. Barr 
United States Attorney General 
Department of Justice 
Washington, DC 20530 

RE: ELECTION FRAUD OF JIM CONDOS 
AND STATE OF VERMONT 

Mr. Attorney General: 

As you are aware from affidavits and documentation previously provided to you, the state of 
Vermont is an outlaw territory in insurrection against the authority of laws of the United States and 
denying to its citizens the rights and equal protections of law secured to them by Constitution and laws 
of the United States. US Attorney Christine Nolan refusesP to execute and enforce the laws of the 
United States in the state of Vermont, and the State of VermoI1l rules as a despotic state under the extra
constitutional executive authority of a mentally defective governor . .. 

Television news this morning falsely asserts that there have been no complaints of election fraud in 
Vermont and that Vermont Secretary of State Jim Condos says he could not have done it without the 
cooperation of town clerks and election officials. Vermont Secretary of State Jim Condos further states 
that if anyone has any evidence of election fraud, they should bring it fon'lard. 

I have reason to allege election fraud in Vermont and I do allege election fraud in Vermont. 

There is my own reported incident involving Barre City Clerk and Treasurer Carol Dawes, and the 
mailing of documents to a fake addressee. Confronted t>y me in writing about her doings, Carol 
Dawes did not deny her hand in crime and voter fraud. (Annex 1) 

Today I learn of an incident of ballot irregularity involving (b) (6) of W'ildersburg Common, 
Barre, who received two ballots in her name. How many other multiple ballots did Vermont produce? 

The political agency of the State of Vermont has strong motive to stuff the ballot box: Vermont 
wants to run its drug rackets with impunity under the return to the Cole Memorandum that Vermont 
Democrats trust Joe Biden will provide. The Cole Memorandum levies war against the United States 
as it attempts to prevent altogether enforcement of statute as intended by legislature. 

The Cole Memorandum directs all United States Attorneys to not charge non-violent narcotics 
offenses and allows non-violent drug dealers to set-up a nationwide distribution network without fear 
of any arrest by the United States. Conspiracy to prevent altogether statute of the United States is 
treason. 
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Burlington Cit!Vermont has expressed interest in return of the Cole Memorandum, because 
Burlington, Vennont ants to pursue the "safe shoot-up sites" program of Democrat Sarah George, 
Chittenden County St te's Attorney. 

Sjnce June 2011 l rmont Secretary of State Jim Condos has been subject of complaint of document 
fraud and criminal corruption in public office. (Annex 2) 

Vermont Secretazy of State Jim Condos does not deny that he has created a fake fund, manufactured 
fraudulent documents and communkated false information to the IRS, for the purpose of retalfating 
against the complai:Jig witness to the Barre City narcotics rackets of United States Senator Patrick 
Leahy. Senator Leahfhas likewise not denied that he has funneled millions of dollars from the federal 
treasury into the hand of the known narcotics queen of Barre, Eileen Peltier and Downstreet Housing 
and Community Deve opment of Barre. 

In addition to the Jtlstozy of fraud, falsehood and lies of Vermont Secretary of State Jim Condos, 
there is the public ma er of the election fraud scheme of Jim Condos, implemented by him in Vermont 
in conspiracy with the Governor and General Assembly members of the state. (Annex 3) 

Vermont Secretary of State Jim Condos falsely asserted that a mail-in ballot system is necessary in 
Vermont due to the p blic health and safety threat of COVID-19 pandemic in Vennont. However, 
according to the scien e and data available, there is no COVID-19 pandemic condition in the state of 
Vermont and there ne r has been a COVID-19 pandemic condition threat in Vermont. The COVID-19 
"pandemic" in Vermo t is a hoax and a fraud (Annex 4); and the necessity of a revolutionary change 
to election process in yermont by reason of COVID-19 pandemic threat in Vermont is a knowing fraud 
as well. 

The revolutionary e ection process designed, developed and implemented by Jim Condos resulted in 
unprecedented electio results in Vermont. Unprecedented election results are irregular election 
results, and irregular e ection results merit investigation. 

Vennont Secreta of State Jim Condos has certified some 40,000 irregular ballots above and 
peyond typical electio history. The sweeping majority of ballots filed and received late were ballots 
for Biden. The excus that Democrats favored the mail-in ballot system implemented by Democrats 
tails to explain why pr ponents of the mail-in system would wait until the last moments to vote. 

The laws of the sc·ence of statistics and probabilities do not support the idea that ballots received 
tate would be overwh lmingly one-sided: A close contest should remain consistently close in any 
pampling of ballots, an never disproportionately flip sides at the end. 

In a "Red state" th overwhelmingly re-elected a Republican governor and ousted the Progressive
I 

liberal position from t~e State House, it is not beUevable that the conservative Vermont electorate 
1',ould vote "Blue" for the President. It is far more likely that the docwnented felon and dishonest 
~haracter, Jim Condos, has subverted election process in Vennont as an operative agent of the "Shop" 
,cting in the service of e illegal narcotics rackets of the State. 

I look forward to federal action against the outlaw state of Vermont and its political agency of crime. 
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I understand the istorical significance of prosecuting political parties, but if the republic is to 
survive, then the law use be equally and objectively applied. Government and elected officials are not 
independent of the la by reason of political affiliation. 

If the country i to be Saved, then the republic must correct itself --- Otherwise, the "Great 
Experiment of 1776" l)roves itself at law to be a failure. 

I like to believe that you will pick up the shield of law against ins1llITection and narcotics rackets, 
narcotics mafia in politics, and intelligence community traitors in elections; and I wish you good luck 
in that endeavor. 

Sincerely, 
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(b) (6) 

November S, 2020 

U.S. Department ofJustice 
950 Pennsylvania NW 
Washington DC 20530-0001 

SUBJECT: VOTER FRAUD 

The many ways a person could vote in this election was a r,.r!,ct. setup forYoter fraud. It will go down 
as the death of America's election system. The pandemic Withe perfect excuse to manipulate the 
votes. I never t hought I'd live long enough to see the destruction of America and itsvalues. As we 
celebrate Veterans Day, I think of all the lives that were given so we could live in a free country . 

•
' Maybe America has taken its freedom for granted. The last 7 months, we've gotten a little taste of what 

it's like to live in a socialist/communist country. If people vote criminals in office, they get what they 
deserve. The Democratic Socialist Party has become the party of DEATH. 

(b)(6) 
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JOHN H. RUTHERFORD COMMITTEE ON 
4TH 0JSTAICT, FLORIDA APPROPRIATIONS 

<ltongress of tbe llniteb ~tates 
j!}ou.st of 3atprcsentatibt.s 

mitasbington, 1DC 20515-0904 

November 13, 2020 

The Honorable William Barr 
Attorney General U.S. Department ofJustice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Dear Attorney General Barr, 

While each state runs its own election process, the United States Department of Justice has an 
obligation to maintain the integrity of federal elections. The American people must have the 
utmost confidence that the outcome of the presidential election is legitimate. 

Thank you for your November 9th memo authorizing inquiries into substantial allegations of 
voting irregularities that could affect the election outcome. It is important that the voting and 
vote counting process be completely transparent, so the American people have full confidence in 
the result. 

The DOJ Civil Rights Division Voting Section enforces the civil provisions of the federal laws 
that protect the right to vote. This not only means protecting access to the ballot box, but it also 
ensuring that no vote is devalued by any means of fraud. 

When it comes to a federal election, it should not matter whether those judicial orders come from 
a state or federal court. For example, ifa state court orders that observers can watch ballot 
counting in a federal election, no local election official should be able to defy that order. 

Our democracy depends on protecting the integrity ofour elections. It is my hope that, with your 
leadership, we will have a fully transparent process that counts all legally cast ballots, affords all 
candidates the ability to inspect vote counting, and allows the challenge ofany suspected 
fraudulent activity. 

(\;ncerely, 

r:l':::.n H. Rutherford 
Member of Congress 

4130 SAllSIIURY ROAi> 
1711 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUltDING SUITE 2500 

WASHINGTON DC 20515 JACKSONVILLE, fl 32216 
(202) 225-2501 (904) 831• 5205 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 
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November 14th, 2020 

Honorable Attorney General of the United States, 

I am writing to you because I have known you to be on the side of Truth and Justice. usually when 
we see instances of Election Fraud it Is quickly swept under the rug under the guise of "we must not t,, 
destroy the public's t ~'ust in the election process". We do not accept that Trump is losing this race 
fairly. I implore you t immediately investigate fraud and correct this injustice. States should have 

to re-count or forfeit he race. And there must be pole watchers that have clear rules that call for ~ v.'" 
actually being able to1SEE what is going on. -. {1) ~~ 
So far, the fraudulen\ activities seen in various states are: u }. 

1. Computer glit;ch in M ichigan. In a very Republican County, a pole worker noticed very 
unusual resulr,, After investigating the votes in question, they found that 6,000 votes for 
Trump were placed in Biden's name. This software is used by 47 Counties In Michigan and 
in some othe states. 

2. In Philadelphfa, a bundle of 27,324 votes came in and when they were processed all the 
votes were f tjr Biden. Really?? 

3. A whistleblower came forward in Philadelphia saying that they were told to backdate the 
ballots which had come in late. There were over 100 affidavits of nonconformance, 100,000 
votes counted that were received late. 

4. Another whi~tleblower before the election came forward anonymously. He said he has long 
been doing ~allot Fraud and is famous for how to cheat on mail in ballots for years and 
travels to otrier states to teach them. The process is to steam open the envelope and 
replace the ballot with one they have filled out. He said all they need is the envelope. Also,.. 
they are big n removing the postmark. I heard this once and expected it to go viral, not 
so. Somehow this information was killed. 

5. It appears that the FIX WAS IN. That is why Blden did not need to campaign. The media was 
behind him j" the way along with the BigTech. That resulted in massive suppression of 
information. 

If the Democrats gef away with this it will cause more than 50% of the public to lose all faith in the 
election process. 

Trump was so w idely loved, there is no way he did not win. We cannot allow the BigTech and the 
liberal media to ta~ over the strongest country in the world. It will weaken its foundation and, 
God forbid, will co e under the direct influence of China. I call on your faith and your love for this 
country to please d a diligent investigation of the 2020 election. 

I 

(b) (6) 
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November 14tti, 2020 

Honorable Attorney General of the United States, 

I am writing to you b~cause I have known you to be on the side ofTruth and Justice. Usually when 
we see instances of dlection Fraud it is quickly swept under the rug under the guise of "we must not 
destroy the public's ~rust in the election process". We do not accept that Trump is losing this race 
fairly. I implore you to immediately investigate fraud and correct this injustice. States should have 
to re-count or forfeit the race. And there must be pole watchers that have clear rules that call for 
actually being able to SEE what is golng on. 

So far, the fraudule~t activities seen in various states are: 

1. Computer glitch in Michigan. In a very Republican County, a pole worker noticed very 
unusual results. After Investigating the votes in question, they found that 6,000 votes for 
Trump were placed in Biden's name. This software is used by 47 Counties in Michigan and 
in some other states. 

2. In Philadelphia, a bundle of 27,324 votes came in and when they were processed all the 
votes were for Biden. Really?? 

3. A whistleblor,er came forward In Philadelphia saying that they were told to backdate the 
ballots whic~ had come in late. There were over 100 affidavits of nonconformance, 100,000 
votes counted that were received late. 

4. Another whistleblower before the election came forward anonymously. He said he has long 
been doing Ballot Fraud and is famous for how to cheat on mail in ballots for years and 
travels to ottier states to teach them. The process is to steam open the envelope and 
replace the ballot with one they have filled out. He said all they need is the envelope. Also, 
they are bigpn removing the postmark. I heard this once and expected it to go viral, not 
so. Somehow this information was killed. 

5. It appears that the FIX WAS IN. That Is why Biden did not need to campaign. The media was 
behind him all the way along with the BigTech. That res.ulted In massive suppression of 
information. 

If the Democrats get away with this it will cause more than 50% of the public to lose all faith in the 
election process. 

Trump was so widety loved, there is no way he did not win. We cannot allow the BigTech and the 
liberal media to take over the strongest country in the world. It will weaken its foundation and. 
God forbid, will come under the direct Influence of China. I call on your faith and your love for this 
country to please do a diligent investigation of the 2020 election. 

Sincerely, 
(b) (6) 
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To: Attorney General November 08, 2020 
William Barr 
US Department Of Justice ~ (b)(6) 

950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

Dear Mr. Barr, 

We the People Of the United States would like an investigation into VOTER FRAUD on our 
elections that is taking place with the Democratic Party trying to steal an election and hide the 
corruption they have commited. Beijien Biden couldn't get 10 people to show up to see him. 
Trump on the other hand had 25,000.00 +people trying to see him each and every rally he 
held. So many they were turned away for lack of space. Trump Supporters had boat rally's, car 
rally's, Parades, Tractor rally's through out the country on their own plus His big cities Rally's. 
There is NO WAY )oe Biden is a winner.? He has Dementia. Those machines and all the Postal 
Workers dumping Ballots. Pennsylvania Not letting Ballot workers see what was going on. 
Wiconsin having more Ballots then people. Georgia, penn., Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota all 

" stopping in middle of night and starting up at 2am for 136,000.00 votes for Joe Blden only. 
Someone programing the machines befor election Day all o1this is.. CORRUPTION, 
CORRUPTION, CORRUPTIONI11 Now they are trying to claim themselves the President and vice 
President. NO WAYII American people can't take anymore of the corruption. Your gonna start a 
cival war here. Please STOP this corruption. 

Why is it the" Democratic Party" gets away with all this Corruption? We The People are sick 
of it! You need to do your JOB and stop letting them get away with this CRAPI 
Why were they aloud to waste $40,000.000.00 dollars on a Russia Hoax? We should get our 

money back, what the Hell I Why isn't anyone going to jail for treason on the Obama side for 
wire tapping Trump? What happen to the Ebstien case?, he didn't kill himself. Who and how did 
the Obama team get a 150 billion dollars in cash to give to Iran? Where's the money trail on 
that. How was Hillary Clinton able to sell URANIUM to ~ussia? Why don't you get into the 
Clinton Foundation and follow the money? why did Obama admistration get away with fast 
and furious? 

Please show the American People that you will Not stand for anymore corruption. 

Thank you for your time, 

1 
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To: Attorney General November 08, 2020 
William Barr 
US Department OfJustice 
950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

Dear Mr. Barr, 

We the People Of the United States would like an investigation into VOTER FRAUD on our 
elections that is taking place with the Democratic Party trying to steal an election and hide the 
corruption they have commited. Beijien Biden couldn't get 10 people to show up to see him. 
Trump on the other hand had 25,000.00 + people trying to see him each and every rally he 
held. So many they were turned away for lack of space. Trump Supporters had boat rally's, car 
rally's, Parades, Tractor rally's through out the country on their own plus His big cities Rally's. 
There is NO WAY Joe Biden is a winner.? He has Dementia. Those machines and all the Postal 
Workers dumping Ballots. Pennsylvania Not letting Ballot workers see what was going on. 
Wiconsin having more Ballots then people. Georgia, penn., Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota all 
stopping in middle of night and starting up at 2am for 136,000.00 votes for Joe Biden only. 
Someone programing the machines befor election Day all of this is .. COIRRUPTION, 
CORRUPTION, CORRUPTION! !! Now they are trying to claim Jhemselves the President and vice 
President. NO WAY!! American people can't take anymore df the corruption. Your gonna start a 
cival war here. Please STOP this corruption. · 

Why is it the" Democratic Party "gets away with all this Corruption? We The People are sick 
of it ! You need to do your JOB and stop letting them get away with this CRAP! 

Why were they aloud to waste $40,000.000.00 dollars on a Russia Ho:ax? We should get our 
money back, what the Hell! Why isn't anyone going to jail for treason on the Obama side for 
wire tapping Trump? What happen to the Ebstien case?, he didn't kill himself. Who and how did 
the Obama team get a 150 billion dollars in cash to give to Iran? Where's the money trail on 
that. How was Hillary Clinton able to sell URANIUM to Russia? Why don't you get into the 
Clinton Foundation and follow the money? why did Obama admistration get away with fast 
and furious? 

Please show the American People that you will Not stand for anymore corruption. 

Thank you for your time, 
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November 12,2020 

The Honorable William P, Barr, Esq., 
Attorney General of The United States 

Department ofJustice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

MR. Attorney General Barr: 

Iwrite to you requesting that your office investigate the corruption that has taken place in this election. 
I believe that we all have been placed in different position for such a time as this. During the time of 
King Ahasuerus , God placed Queen Esther in the palaces as his wife to uncover the plot that was 
against God's people. t believe you have been placed in your P9Sition for such a time as this. 

' "There were 15,000,000 paper ballots illegally sent into the! Postal Service and at polling sites to 
deliberately rig the vote tallies in those States where the Electoral Votes were deliberately fixed by use 
of stuffed paper ballots, hidden concealed ballot stuffing which took place to deliberately favor the 
nominee of the Democratic Party Mr. Joseph Biden. A Federal investigation into the illegal BALLOT 
STUFFING that took place in California, Nevada, Arizona, Georgia, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
South Carolina is fully warranted and necessary". 

What does a balance scales represent in America? The balance represent impartiality and the obligation 
of the law (through its representatives) to weigh the evidence presented to the court. The Eagles is a 
symbol of power, action, speed and perception. Their vision is sharp which gives them the ability to see 
the hidden truth and spiritual principles. I know that you a~e very much aware of this and this is why I 

plead with you to have your office look into the corruption that is going on before everyone eyes. 

The Media has taken it upon them to assist those who are committing these acts of engaging in the 
illegal ballot stuffing. They have all collude together to rigged the system that we as American hold so 
sacred. There are three colors in our flag which are symbolic. Red represents hardiness and valor, white 
symbolizes purity and innocence, and blue represent vigilance, perseverance and justice. As an 
American and a Republican I stand for Justice and truth this is why I am appealing to you to please look 
into this dishonest and corrupted Illegal ballot stuffing which unlawfully resulted In a premature rush to 
name Mr. Biden as president elect when the facts show otherwise. 
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Phone (b) (6) Email: (b) (6) 

November 8, 2020 

Honorable William P. Barr 
Attorney General of the United States of America 
U.S. Department ofJustice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

RE: 2020 Presidential Election 

Dear Attorney General Barr: 

I am writing to you as a concerned citizen of the United States. I believe there has been a great 
injustice done to the donstitution and to the citizens ofAmerica. I believe there bas been grave 
voter fraud perpetrate~ to change to course ofhistory and for the destruction ofAmerica. 

I believe the Supreme Court and the Justice Department need to force a recount of the votes prior to 
mid-night ofNovember 3, 2020 election in the states ofPennsylvania, Michig~ Wisconsin, North 
Carolina, Georgia, Arizona and Nevada. 

If after that recount there is still a question of Donald J. Trump not winning all of those states, then 
the Supreme Court should set a date and time for a Special Election in those states, run by the 
Justice Department. 

I grew up in [owa in the l 940's and l 950's. The only four Presidents I have felt safe under have 
been Eisenhower, Kennedy, Reagan and Trump. All the rest have been career politicians that were 
beholding to some special interest groups, some foreign power or some One World Order ldeoJogy. 

Mr. Biden or Ms. Harris should never be allowed to control our military, our nuclear arsenal or our 
economy. They should be in prison with Obama, Soros and the Clintons for treason. 
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Obama stole the 2008 Presidential Election in the following method: 

Here are the states that were stolen in the 2008 election and the number ofElectoral Votes that each 
state provided. 

Electoral Votes Popular Votes 
Obama McCain Diff 

Florida 27 4,282,074 4,045,624 236,450 
Ohio 20 2,933,388 2,674,491 258,897 
North Carolina I 5 2,142,651 2,128.474 14,177 
Virginia 13 1,959,532 1,725,005 234,527 
lndiana 11 1,374,039 1,345,648 28,391 
Colorado 9 1.288,567 1.073,589 214,978 
NewMexico 5 472,422 346,832 125,590 
Nevada 5 533,736 4 12,827 120,909 

105 1,233,919 

ln Ohio the Democratic Secretary of State allowed absentee ballots to be cast by anyone. Over 
260,000 people were bussed in from Illinois, Indiana and Michigan to cast absentee ballots. 

Indiana is pure Motor Voter fraud. People who live in llJinois, Michigan and Ohio used relatives 
addresses in Indiana to get state IDs in order to register to vote in Indiana. 

Virginia is Motor Voter fraud, plus the pre-election voting was carried on for more than 30 days. 
People who live in Washington, DC, Maryland. North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and 
Tennessee used relatives addresses in Virginia to get state IDs in order to register to vote in 
Virginia. 

North Carolina is Motor Voter fraud, plus pre-election voting was carried on for more than 30 days. 
People who live in South Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Georgia, Tennessee and Washington DC 
used relatives addresses in North Carolina to get state IDs in order to register to vote in North 
Carolina. 

Florida is Motor Voter fraud, plus pre-election voting was carried on for more than 30 days. People 
who live in South Caf()lina, Georgia, Alabama and Mississippi used relatives addresses in Florida to 
get state IDs to registfr to vote in Florida. 

Nevada, New Mexico and Colorado were ACORN sending hundreds of thousands of fraudulent 
voters names to be added to the voting roles, which the Democratic poll workers stuffed after the 
polls closed. 

Conservative groups attempted to get the lists stopped but due to corrupt Federal judges were 
unable to get the lis~ removed prior to the general election. 
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'Here are the states that were stolen in the 2012 election. 

Ohio= 18 
Obama - 2,697,260 
Romney -2,593,779 
Diff - 103,481 

Colorado =9 
Obama- 1,238,490 
Romney - 1,125,391 
Diff- 113,099 

Nevada =6 
Obama - 528,801 
Romney - 462,422 
Diff - 66,379 

Florida = 29 
Obama- 4,235,270 
Romney -4,162,081 
Di.ff - 73,189 

Virginia ;;; 13 
Obama- 1,905,528 
Romney - 1,789,618 
Diff - 115,910 

Total Electoral Votes =75 
Would have been 
Romney = 281 
Obama = 257 

I tried to warn Amerieans about Obama in early 2008. After he was made President, he directed his 
Secretary of the Tr~to send $85 billion dollars to his Wall Street backers, to supposedly prop 
up the economy each month for 72 months. It is documented. That totals a little over $6 Trillion he 
stole from the American taxpayers. 

I contend ten percentcfthat each month went to some international bank under the name he used to 
go to college as a foreign student, Barry Soetoro, under one ofnine different SSA numbers provided 
to him from the d ishonest IRS employee who was destroying conservative business owners for 8 
years. That would be $612 Billion he has control of. I also contend he funneled $2 Trillion of that 
money to Soros through Wall Street transactions. 

Soros and Obama have been funding Antifa and Black Lives Matter since those organizations 
started. Those organfzations are anti-American and should be listed as such. 

I would hope the Suweme Court and the Justice Department would not look the other way and do 
nothing for fear ofhqge riots once Trump is declared the rightful winner of the 2020 Presidential 
Election. 
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Is there any action that can be taken against the six major networks for the lies they tell against 
Donald J. Trump and the lies tell to hide the crimes committed by the Democrats against the 
Constitution and against the American people? 

Can the executives, prclducers, directors and anchor personnel be indicted for Treason or Sedition? 

Someone needs to do ~mething to correct all ofthe misinformation that the networks are putting 
out to the American poople. 

We also need some laws changed about how Google, Facebook, Twitter and other social media 
providers have the ability to stop conservatives from telling the truth, whlle they let the lies flow 
freely. 

Can Pelosi be arrested for her wasting taxpayers money for all of the Air Force jets she used to fly 
back and forth to California on the weekends, instead of taking commercial air lines. like the rest of 
us? 

Let me leave you withthis. I am a born again Christian. I talk to God every day. On November 9, 
2016 at 4: l 5PM, while sitting at my desk at work~ God told me the following: 

God spoke to me today. He said I am one ofhis true and faithful prayer warriors. 

Donald Trump is America's Solomon. 

The Donald is not perfect, and just as I God had some problems with Solomon, 
with his number of wome~ I have some problems with Donald Trump. 

However, just as Solomon was a wise man and Israel prospered like no time in hlstory, 
Donald Trwnp is a wuie man, who will restore America and make her prosperous again. 

And, just as you faithfully prayed against Obama every day for eight years, 
I want you to pray hard every day for Donald Trump, for be is My current Solomon. 

Therefore because ofmy faith in God, I know the Department ofJustice will take the right action 
for the good ofthe Constitution. The Constitution that protects the most important minority in the 
world, that being, the individual American. 

God Bless yo~ God Bless America and God Bless Donald J. Trump the best President America bas 
ever had. 

Sincerely, 
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Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

From: Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2020 12:17 PM 

To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA); Pings, Anne (OLA) 

Subject: FW: Letter from NDOH Democratic Congressional Delegation 

Attachments: Senator Brown ltr re Election 10-26-2020.pdf 

Think this would be you Anne 

From: Herdman, Justin E. (USAOHN (b) (6)
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2020 11:50 AM 

To: Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA v(b) (6) >; Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA (b) (6)
Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA (b) (6) > 

Subject: Letter from NDOH Democratic Congressional Delegation 

Stephen, Mary Blanche, and Danielle, 

I received the attached letter from the Democratic Congressional Delegation in northern Ohio. Just sending along as 

an FYI they also apparently sent one to SDOH as well. 

Let me know if you need anything else related to this. 

Thanks, 

Justin E. Herdman 

United States Attorney 

Northern District of Ohio 

801 West Superior Avenue, Suite 400 

Cleveland, OH 44113-1852 

Offic 

Cel (b) (6)
(b) (6)

CONFIDENTIAL U.S. ATTORNEY E-MAIL COMMUNICATION 

The information contained in this electronic me sage, and any and all accompanying documents constitutes  

confidential information and may be privileged. This information is the property of the U.S. Attorney’s Office. If you are not 

the intended recipient of this information, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on this  

information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are not an intended addre see, or received this me sage in 

error, please notify us immediately at the above number to make arrangements for its return to us. 

Document ID: 0.7.3493.8017 
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Qrougres11 of t ip! Unite~ ;§tntcs 
l tTusl1iu9tou, DC!l 205 13 

October 26, 2020 

The Honorable Justin Herdman 
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Ohio 
801 West Superior Avenue, Suite 400 
Cleveland, OH 44113-1852 

Dear Mr. Herdman, 

For decades, Ohioans have been privileged to have had capable, honest U.S. Attorneys. In these 
difficult times, we are grateful that you and your staff have carried on this tradition. Since 1980, 
the Department of Justice (DOJ) has directed its prosecutors to avoid publicly announcing 
investigations in the days that lead up to an election. This policy has successfully guarded against 
investigations being used for partisan purposes, a fundamental pillar of the rule of law and our 
constitutional system. However, we are concerned by several recent events that suggest DOJ's 
longstanding practice is either being ignored or subverted. 

Fi rst, we were concerned when the U.S. Attorney for the Middle District of Pennsylvania 
announced an investigation into ballots being discarded. 1 Regardless of whether a federa l 
investigation was warranted, the public announcement of the investigation, including the release 
of information detailing which presidential candidate had been selected on those ballots, was an 
unfortunate deviation from long held practice. i,3.4 Even though the U.S. Attorney for the Middle 
District of Pennsylvania may not have been po litically motivated in announcing and prosecuting 
the investigations, the appearance of political intent undermines the public perception of the 
integrity ofDOJ's activities. We also note that Attorney General Barr's decision to personally 
brief the President on the investigations furthers the specter of political intent. 

Second, we are concerned about the Attorney General's election-year guidance and particularly 
how it will centralize decision making power with political appointees in Washington, deviating 
from longstanding DOJ policy. 5 The new policy a llows U.S. Attorneys to publicly announce 
investigations of postal workers or military employees suspected of election fraud and to do so 

I Alisa Wiersema, K endall K arson & Alexandra M all in, us ATTORNEY IN BATil.EGROUND PENNSYLVANIA 
INVESTIGATrNG 'SMALL NUMBER OF MAIL-rN BALLOTS' FOUND IN TRASH ABC 1EWS (2020), 
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/us-attomey-battleground-pennsylvania-investigating-small-number
mai l/story?id=732305 l 3 ( last visited Oct 22, 2020). 

2 Mark Scolforo, DISCARDED MlLJTARY BALLOTS WEREN'T FRAUD, PENNSYLVANIA ELECTION CHIEF SAYS MILITARY 
TIMES (2020), https://www.militarytimes.com/news/election-2020/2020/09/30/9-discarded-military-ballots-werent
fraud-pennsylvania-election-chief-says/ (last visited Oct 22, 2020). 
3 Alisa Wiersema, TEMPORARY CONTRACrQR THREW TRUMP MAIL-IN BALLOTS IN TRASH, PENNSYLVANIA COUNTY 
OFFICIALS SAY YAHOO! (2020), https://money.yahoo.com/temporary-contractor-threw-trump-mail-01 3700277.html 
( last visited Oct 22, 2020). 
~ Robert Faturechi & Justin E lliot, THE JUSTICE D EPARTMENT MAY HA VE VIOLATED ATTORNEY GENERAL BARR'S 
OWN POLICY M EMO PROPUBLICA (2020), https://www.propublica.org/article/the-justice-department-may-have
violated-attomey-general-barrs-own-policy-memo ( last visited Oct 22, 2020). 
5 Fred Wertheimer, BARR IGNORES SETTLED JUSTICE D EPARTMENT POLICIES rN RUN-UP TO 2020 ELECTIONS JUST 
SECURITY (2020 ), https:/ /www .j ustsecurity .org/70041 /barr-ignores-settled-just ice-department-po I icies-in-nm-up-to-
2020-elections/ (last visited Oct 22, 2020). 
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before polls close, without regard for the potential impact on the confidence in the election.6 

While the new guidance is neutral on its face. it could have a dangerous impact if politically
charged investigations are publicly announced as the e lection approaches. The Attorney 
General's belief that he has the authority to announce any indictment at any time in the run-up to 
the e lection is troubling especially in light of the increasing boldness with which Russian, 
Chinese and other foreign adversaries are seeking to sow discord while our nation chooses its 
leaders. 7 As a nation, we must rise ahove this discord and ensure the machinery of justice is not 
turned inward. 

With these concerns in mind, we ask that you commit to taking clear. decisive steps to ensure 
that the Ohioans you serve will have every opportunity to vote freely and fairly. Should any 
election-related litigation arise, we ask that you commit to the standa rds of care and discretion 
that have been the hallmarks of the investigations you have undertaken as U.S. Attorney and 
consistent with DOJ's longstanding practice.8 

Our nation must hold true to our cherished history of legal. societal and constitutional norms. 
Our democracy has survived because citizens have confidence that their voices will be heard and 
that the ir votes will be cou11ted, consistent with the sacred constitutional guarantee of equal 
protection under the law. We therefore implore you to continue pursuing justice in a way that 
will not risk providing fodder to those who seek to do harm to America. Thank you for your 
dedicated service to our nation. 

Sherrod B rown 
United States Senator 

~✓-~ 
Marcia L . Fudge 
Member of Congress 

Joyce Beatty 
Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Member of Congress 

~ ~ 
Tim Ryan 
Member of Congress 

CC: The Honorable David M. Devillers, United States Attorney for the Southern District of Ohio 

6 Robert Faturechi & Justin Elliott, 001 FREES FEDERAL PROSECUTORS TO TAKE STEPS THAT COULD INTERFERE 
Wrrn ELECTIONS, WEAKENlNG LONG-STANDING POLICY PROPUBLICA (2020), 
https://www.propublica.org/article/doj-frees-federal-prosecutors-to-take-steps-that-could-interfere-with-elections
weakening-long-sianding-policy (last visited Oct 22, 2020). 
71an Schwartz, AG BARR: DURHAM CAN ANNOUNCE PROBE OUTCOME DURL'IG ELECTION SEASON, NO CANDIDA TE 
IS A TARGET REAL CLEAR POLITlCS (2020), 
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2020/04/2 l /ag_ barr _ durham_ can_ announce _probe_ outcome_ during_ electi 
on_season_no_candidate_is_a_target.html (last visited Oct 22, 2020). 
8 RICHARD C. PILGER. DIRECTOR, ELECTION CRJMES BRANCH, PUBLIC INTEGRITY SECTIO , FEDERAL PROSECUTION 
OF ELECTION OFFENSES (Eighth ed.), https://www.justice.gov/criminal/ file/ 1029066/download (last visited Oct 22, 
2020). 
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I __ _cu_s_A_o_H_N_)_____________________ 

From : Sarubbi, Vincent (Brown) (b) (6) 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 202' • 11: 

To: (b)(6) per EOUSA USAOHN) 
Subject: Letter to US Attorney Herdman 
Attachments: USAO Political Interference Letter - Northern District - 10.26.20.pdf 

Hi rinrm: :·m 
It was a pleasure speaking with you earlier. Please find attached our letter. Thanks! 

-Vince 

Vincent P. Sarubbi Jr. 
Senior Legislative Aide 
Phone: 202 224m>ffl 
Office of U.S. 5'ciiatorSherrod Brown (Ohio) 
503 Hart Senate Building 
Washington, DC 20002 

11~ a 

1 

0044 

Document ID: 0.7.3493.8017-000002 



 
 




 
 

 



 
 

 
 

 
 




 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 




 
 




 
 

 
 

 
 

 



 
 

 
 




 



 



 
 

 
  
 

 
 

 



 
 




 
 

 
 

 
 




 
 

 
 




 
 

 
 

 
 







 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 






 



 
 




 
 

 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 
 




 
 




 
 

 
 i D
O
J

 
C
o
rr

e
sp

o
n
d
e
n
c
e

 
(S

M
O
)

 

F
ro

m
:

 
D
O
J

 
C
o
rr

e
sp

o
n
d
e
n
c
e

 
(S

M
O
)

 

S
e
n
t:

 
T
u
e
sd

a
y,

 
O
c
to

b
e
r

 
2
7
,

 
2
0
2
0

1
2
:4

3
P
M

 

T
o
:

 
H
a
n
k
e
y
,

 
M

a
ry

B
la

n
c
h
e

 
(O

L
A
);

 
A
n
te

ll
,

 
K
ir
a

 
M

.
 

(O
LA

);
 

D
o
u
g
la

s,
 

D
a
n
ie

ll
e

 
E
.

 
(O

L
A
);

 

S
te

p
h
e
n
s,

 
T
a
yl
o
r

 
(O

L
A
)

 

S
u
b
je

c
t:

 
F
W

:
 

C
o
n
g
re

ss
io

n
a
l

 
L
e
tt
e
r

 
to

A
tt
o
rn

e
y
G
e
n
e
ra

l
 

B
a
rr

 

A
tt

a
c
h
m

e
n
ts

:
 

L
e
tt
e
r

 
to

A
G

 
B
a
rr

_
S
ig

n
e
d
.p

d
f

 

Im
p
o
rt

a
n
c
e
:

 
H
ig

h
 

G
o
o
d

 
a
ft
e
rn

o
o
n

 

P
ls

p
ro

v
id

e
a
ss

ig
n
m

e
n
t
g
u
id

a
n
ce

.
 

I
h
a
v
e
a
ck

n
o
w

le
d
g
e
d

 
re

ce
ip

t.
 

T
h
a
n
k
s.

 

F
ro

m
:

 
F
u
lf
s,

 
D
a
n
ie
l

 

S
e
n
t:

 
T
u
e
sd

a
y
,

 
O
ct

o
b
e
r
2
7
,
2
0
2
0

1
0
:3

7
A
M

 

T
o
:

 
D
O
J
C
o
rr
e
sp

o
n
d
e
n
ce

(S
M

O
)

 
<
E
x_

D
O
JC

o
rr
e
sp

o
n
d
e
n
ce

@
jm

d
.u

sd
o
j.
g
o
v
>

 

S
u
b
je

ct
:

 
C
o
n
g
re

ss
io

n
a
lL

e
tt
e
r
to

A
tt
o
rn

e
y
G
e
n
e
ra

lB
a
rr

 

>
 

(b
) 

(6
)

H
e
llo

,
 

A
tt
a
ch

e
d

p
le
a
se

fi
n
d

 
a
le
tt
e
r
to

A
tt
o
rn

e
y
G
e
n
e
ra

lB
a
rr
.

 
P
le
a
se

co
n
fi
rm

 
re

ce
ip

t.
 

B
e
st

,
 

D
a
n
ie
lle

F
u
lf
s

 

S
e
n
io

r
Le

g
is
la
ti
v
e
A
ss

is
ta

n
t

 

O
ff
ic
e
o
f
C
o
n
g
re

ss
w

o
m

a
n

 
K
a
th

e
ri
n
e
C
la
rk

(M
A
-0

5
)

 

U
.S

.
 

H
o
u
se

o
f
R
e
p
re

se
n
ta

ti
v
e
s

 

2
4
4
8

R
a
y
b
u
rn

H
o
u
se

O
ff
ic
e
B
u
ild

in
g

 

W
a
sh

in
g
to

n
,

 
D
.C

.
 

2
0
5
1
5

 

2
0
2
-2

2
 (b

) 
(6

)

D
o

c
u

m
e

n
t

 
ID

:
 

0
.7

.3
4

9
3

.8
0

2
0

 

00
45



  

  

 

   

   

  

   

                


              


                 

           

                 


              

            


             


                 

               

               


      

             


                 


             


               


               

                 


    

              


                 


                


              


                


                  


        

 

  

<t.nngress of tqe tltnit.e?J ~fates 
?nla.sl1ingh111, i!l(C 2051" 

s

s

s

s

s

October 27, 2020 

William P. Barr 

Attorney General 

U.S. Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW 

Washington, DC 20530 

Dear Attorney General Barr: 

We write to expre s our deep alarm at your efforts to politicize the United States Department of 

Justice (DOJ) in an apparent attempt to influence the outcome of the upcoming election. While 

his  tate for the record that your actionstory will be your ultimate judge, we feel compelled to s  as  

Attorney General are incons tent with the values  of American democracy.is  and ideals  

There is no more s  titution in America than free and fair elections  the very foundationacred ins  , it is  

upon which our government is built. As our founding fathers proclaimed in the Declaration of 

Independence, governments derive their powers “from the Consent of the Governed,” and the 

vehicle through which the American people expre s their cons  our electoral s tem. Whileent is  ys  

American his  replete with examples  e of our foundingtory is  of our failure to live up to the promis  

ideals, the struggles  troy s  to the ballot, to expand sto des  lavery and eliminate racial barriers  uffrage 

to all citizens regardle s  from the s  of insof gender, and to free our elections  hackles  titutionalized 

racism is the very story of America. 

Yet, despite this, you and Pres  eem determined to undermine this acred insident Trump s  s  titution 

and roll back the clock on our hard-won progre s towards  o doing youa more perfect union. In s  

are intentionally attempting to weaken the foundation of the democratic s tem of government youys  

are s  ident you s  erve has repeatedly cast doubtworn to uphold and protect. The pres  o dogmatically s  

on the integrity of the 2020 election, he has a s  areerted without evidence that mail-in ballots  

somehow a “scam” and that voter fraud will run rampant, and he has stoked fears that the election 

will be stolen from him. 

Wors  ident Trump has  fearmongering into a rallying cry for hise, Pres  attempted to turn this  

s  to act in potentially violent ways He has urged his supporters to “go into the polls andupporters  . 

watch very carefully.”1 His s  called on s  to enlison, Donald Trump, Jr., has  upporters  t and join an 

“A  serve as a elf isrmy for Trump,” which would poll-watching brigade.2 The Trump campaign its  

now training what it is calling “Trump’s rmy” trong force the campaign plans toA  a 50,000 s  

1 Hakim, Danny, et al. “Trump Renews Fears of Voter Intimidation G.O.P. Poll Was atchers Mobilize.” The New York 

Times, The New York Times, 30 Sept. 2020, www.nytimes.com/2020/09/30/us/trump-election-poll-watchers.html. 
2 Ibid. 
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deploy to voting locations around the country. indicate that the s  3 Recent reports  ignup information 

for “Trump’s rmy” being hared within neo-Nazi, Proud BoysA  is widely s  , and other white 

s  t groups  4 Thes  Pres  ed to condemn during theupremacis  . e are the very groups  ident Trump refus  

firs  idential debate and whom he appeared to tell to prepare for action by telling the Proudt pres  

Boys to “stand back and stand by.”5 

While it would be tempting to dis  thes  tatements  carele s  t of a heatedmi s  e s  as  rhetoric in the mids  

election, we know the danger that white supremacy poses to our elections is real. In September, 

FBI Director Chris  e Committee on Homeland Security that raciallytopher Wray told the Hous  

motivated violent extremism, primarily coming from white supremacis , accountsts  for the majority 

of terrorist threats in the United States.6 Moreover, a Department of Homeland Security 

whis  recently disclosed intelligence assessment that listed “white supremacisttleblower an 

extremists” as the biggest physical threat to the 2020 election.7 

When you combine these militant calls to action with the President’s violent rhetoric is it any 

wonder that we are already s  of voter intimidation occur around the country? In Fairfax,eeing acts  

VA, the second day of early voting was dis  upportersrupted by Trump s  who were reportedly 

intimidating voters and forming blockades  to move voters  ide the, forcing election officials  ins  

building, increasing the threat of COVID-19.8 In Albuquerque, NM, law enforcement officials  

were called after a convoy of Trump supporters disrupted an early voting location.9 And in Nevada 

City, CA, Trump s  formed a blockade around a drive-up ballot drop box that preventedupporters  

voters from depos  .10iting their ballots  

While these instances  turbing, we are alsof attempted voter intimidation are dis  o deeply concerned 

by ins  of more extreme efforts  tance, intances  to interfere with the upcoming election. For ins  

Michigan, two men turned thems  in on October 8 after being charged with voter intimidationelves  

for coordinating robocalls intended to suppress the vote in Michigan’s November election. The 

calls  , fals  “allow personal, which targeted minority voters  ely claimed that mail-in voting would, 

3 Mosk, Matthew, et al. “As Trump Team Rushes to Train 'Army' of Poll Watchers, Experts on Watch for Voter 

Intimidation.” ABC News, ABC News Network, 12 Oct. 2020, abcnews.go.com/US/trump-team-rushes-train-army-

poll-watchers-critics/story?id=73542441. 
4 Margolin, Josh, et al. “Neo-Nazi and Proud Boys Groups Push Trump Campaign Poll Watching Operation Online: 

Reports.” ABC News, ABC News Network, 16 Oct. 2020, abcnews.go.com/Politics/neo-nazi-proud-boys-groups-

push-trump-campaign/story?id=73663331. 
5 CBS News. “Proud Boys Are ‘Emboldened’ by President Trump's Language, Former Member Says.” CBS News, 

CBS, 1 Oct. 2020, www.cbsnews.com/news/proud-boys-trump-stand-back-stand-by-emboldened/. 
6 Kanno-youngs, Zolan. “F.B.I. Director Warns of Russian Interference and White Supremacist Violence.” The New 

York Times, The New York Times, 17 Sept. 2020, www.nytimes.com/2020/09/17/us/politics/fbi-russia.html. 
7 Klippenstein, Ken. “White Supremacists Are a Threat to Elections, Says the DHS.” The Nation, The Nation, 18 Sept. 

2020, www.thenation.com/article/politics/white-supremacists-election/. 
8 Corasaniti, Nick, and Stephanie Saul. “Trump Supporters Disrupt Early Voting in Virginia.” The New York Times, 

The New York Times, 20 Sept. 2020, www.nytimes.com/2020/09/19/us/politics/trump-supporters-early-voting-

virginia.html?smid=tw-nytimes. 
9 Kent, Jackie. “VIDEO: County Clerk Reports Possible Voter Intimidation at the Polls.” KRQE News 13 Albuquerque -

Santa Fe, KRQE News 13, 19 Oct. 2020, www.krqe.com/news/albuquerque-metro/video-county-clerks-reports-

possible-voter-intimidation-at-the-polls/. 
10 Makaula, Walter. “Nevada County Officials Address Voter Intimidation Concerns.” KCRA, KCRA, 17 Oct. 2020, 

www.kcra.com/article/nevada-county-officials-address-voter-intimidation-concerns/34401986. 

Document ID: 0.7.3493.8020-000005 

0047

2 

www.kcra.com/article/nevada-county-officials-address-voter-intimidation-concerns/34401986
www.krqe.com/news/albuquerque-metro/video-county-clerks-reports
www.nytimes.com/2020/09/19/us/politics/trump-supporters-early-voting
www.thenation.com/article/politics/white-supremacists-election
www.nytimes.com/2020/09/17/us/politics/fbi-russia.html
www.cbsnews.com/news/proud-boys-trump-stand-back-stand-by-emboldened
https://Reports.�ABCNews,ABCNewsNetwork,16Oct.2020,abcnews.go.com/Politics/neo-nazi-proud-boys-groups
https://Intimidation.�ABCNews,ABCNewsNetwork,12Oct.2020,abcnews.go.com/US/trump-team-rushes-train-army


                 


      

               


               


                  

              

               


              


         

               


              


               


                

            

                

            


             


              


             


                


              


             


         

               

               


             


             


               


         

                


          

 

               


      

                 


           


               


       


  

s

s

s

information to become part of a s  e us  and bypecial databas  ed by police to track down old warrants  

credit card companies to collect outstanding debts.”11 

The Pres  worked tirele s  , he has refused to condemnident has  ly to undermine faith in our elections  

white supremacists and urged them to “stand by,” he is recruiting an “army” to intimidate voters  

at the polls, and his s  are already acting on his  for action. But worsupporters  militant calls  t of all, 

President Trump has recently called on you to indict his political opponent before the upcoming 

2020 election in an obvious effort to influence the outcome. take, thes  12 Make no mis  e are the 

actions of an authoritarian, and your failure as our nation’s top law enforcement official to 

condemn them as s  our democratic s tem of government.uch undermines  ys  

But you haven’t just failed to condemn the President’s efforts to weaken our democracy, you have 

actively s  could printought to aid him. You have claimed without evidence that foreign countries  

counterfeit ballots, youhave declined to say that it is illegal to followPresidentTrump’s suggestion 

that his s  vote twice, you have made up fictitious  es  elyupporters  voter fraud cas , and you have fals  

claimed that mail-in ballots allow government officials  ee who Americansto s  voted for.13 

In addition to these clear efforts to s  trus  , you have intentionally causow dis  t in our elections  ed the 

Department of Justice to pursue politically motivated inves  and have attempted to ustigations  e 

legitimate law enforcement activity for political benefit. It is now increasingly clear that you 

directed inves  into the origin of the Ru s  king of former Nationaltigations  ian inquiry and the unmas  

SecurityA  re-election. ThatdviserMichael Flynn in a transparent attempt to aid President Trump’s 

is why Pres  s  h found no irregularities in theident Trump was o angry when U.S. Attorney John Bas  

unmasking ofMichael Flynn and U.S. Attorney John Durham’s report was delayed until after the 

election. In President Trump’s own words: “Personally, I think it’s ridiculous. It’s ridiculous. It’s 

a dis  aid no indictmentsgrace. They actually s  before the election.”14 

The concerns over your loyalty to Trump at the expens  tice recently led former A s tante of jus  is  

U.S. A  “s  h obedience to Donaldttorney Phillip Halpern to quit DOJ after 36 years, citing your lavis  

Trump’s will,” your “meddling with the criminal jus  ystice s tem,” and your determination to “turn 

our democracy into an autocracy.”15 Your attempts to politicize DOJ to benefit Donald Trump 

have not only pushed career public servants out ofyour department, they have eroded the public’s 

trust in the Department’s ability to deliver impartial justice. 

11 Roth, Cheyna. “The Two Right-Wing Men Accused of Making Voter Intimidation Calls to Detroit Residents Have 

Turned Themselves in to Police.” Mlive, Mlive, 8 Oct. 2020, www.mlive.com/public-interest/2020/10/the-two-

right-wing-men-accused-of-making-voter-intimidation-calls-to-detroit-residents-have-turned-themselves-into-

police.html. 
12 https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/20/us/politics/trump-barr-biden.html 
13 Levine, Sam. “Trump's Most Powerful Ally in Undermining the Election: William Barr.” The Guardian, Guardian 

News and Media, 17 Sept. 2020, www.theguardian.com/us-news/2020/sep/17/trump-william-barr-us-election-

2020. 
14 Benner, Katie, and Julian E. Barnes. “Justice Dept. 'Unmasking' Review Finds No Irregularities and Is Given to 

Durham.” The New York Times, The New York Times, 14 Oct. 2020, 

www.nytimes.com/2020/10/14/us/politics/barr-durham-unmasking-probe.html. 
15 Halpern, Phillip. “Phillip Halpern: I W  ork in Attorney General Won't W  illiam Barr's Justice Department Any 

Longer.” Tribune, San Diego Union-Tribune, 16 Oct. 2020, 

www.sandiegouniontribune.com/opinion/commentary/story/2020-10-14/william-barr-department-of-justice-doj. 
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That is why we demand that you honor your oath to protect and defend the constitution of the 

United States and ceas  to interfere with or influence the 2020 election. Specifically,e all efforts  

we demand that you: 

• Do not act on President Trump’s demand that you investigate, indict, or arrest his 

political opponent in the upcoming election. 

• Strictly adhere to closthe DOJ’s 60-Day Rule prohibiting the public dis  ure of information 

related to electoral matters within 60 days  ee DOJ OIG report 18-of a general election (s  

04, page 17).16 This would apply both to politically motivated inves  astigations  well as  

rushing the results oflegitimate investigations to provide “victories” for President Trump. 

• Refrain from us  onnel or res  to intimidate,ing federal law enforcement pers  ources  

s  , or in any other way interfere with the ability of any U.S. citizen to lawfully casuppre s  t 

a ballot. 

• Provide s  with the res  , intelligence, and state and local governments  ources  upport 

nece s  pond to acts  upremacis  m or any other actsary to prevent and res  of white s  t terroris  

of electoral interference or intimidation. 

• Do not us  ources  onnel to intervene in legal actions stemming frome DOJ res  or pers  

dis  ults  upport of Pres  campaign.puted election res  in s  ident Trump or his  

Free and fair elections are the foundation of our democracy and far too many Americans have 

fought and struggled and sacrificed for the right to participate in thos  for use elections  to allow 

you and President Trump to roll back the progre s that has been achieved. 

Sincerely, 

Katherine M. Clark Bill Pascrell, Jr. 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Eric Swalwell 

Member of Congre s  

Earl Blumenauer Suzanne Bonamici 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

André Carson Kathy Castor 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Judy Chu Steve Cohen 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

16 Office of the Inspector General, U.S. Department of Justice, 2018, p. 17, A Review of Various Actions by the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation and Department of Justice in Advance of the 2016 Election. 
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Jim Cooper Suzan K. DelBene 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Mark DeSaulnier Bill Foster 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Sylvia R. Garcia Raúl M. Grijalva 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Deb Haaland Henry C. “Hank” Johnson, Jr. 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Marcy Kaptur Barbara Lee 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Betty McCollum James P. McGovern 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Eleanor Holmes Norton Jimmy Panetta 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Dean Phillips  Chellie Pingree 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Mark Pocan Mike Quigley 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Jamie Raskin Mary Gay Scanlon 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Janice D. Schakowsky Lori Trahan 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Nydia M. Velázquez Bonnie Watson Coleman 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Peter Welch Derek Kilmer 

Member of Congre s  Member of Congre s  

Debbie Dingell 

Member of Congre s  

0050
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Hankey,  Mary  Blanche  (OLA)  

From:  Hankey,  Mary  Blanche  (OLA)  

Sent:  Tuesday,  October  27,  2020  3:48  PM  

To:  Johnson,  Joanne  E.  (OLA)  

Subject:  RE: NSD  election  contact  

Thank  you.  

From:  Johnson,  Joanne  E.  (OLA  >  (b) (6)
Sent:  Tuesday,  October  27,  2020  3:12  PM  

To:  Hankey,  Mary  Blanche  (OLA  (b) (6)
Cc:  Thorley,  Charles  A.  (OLA  (b) (6) >;  Wahdan,  Rana  S.  (OLA  (b) (6) >;  

Gonzalez,  Gregory  R.  (OLA  v>  (b) (6)
Subject:  Re: NSD  election  contact  

Hello.  I have been  handling election  security matters and  can  advise POCs  in  NSD are Adam  Hickey an  (b)(6) per NSD.  

POCs  in  FBI  ar  (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) per FBI an  (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) per FBI .  

On  Oct  27,  2020,  at  2:49  PM,  Hankey,  Mary  Blanche  (OLA)  >  wrote:  (b) (6)

Hi  All  we  are  making  preparations  for  election  day  and  anticipate  receiving  several  inquiries  from  the  

Mary  Blanche  Hankey  

Deputy  Assistant  Attorney  General  and  Chief  of  Staff  

Office  of  Legislative  Affairs  

Hill  regarding  election  activities  in  the  local  areas.  We  largely  expect  these  to  be  related  t  r  

.  Who  is  the  best  contact  for  us  to  reach  out  to  in  NSD  on  election  day  if  we  

do  receive  these  types  of  incomings?  I  am  asking  for  OLA  use  only.  Thanks!  

(b) (5)

Offic  

Ce  (b) (6)
(b) (6)
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Collins, Cassandra (CRT) 

From: Collins, Cassandra (CRT) 

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2020 4:47 PM 

To: Murray, Claire M. (OASG); Levi, William (OAG); Wilson, Ashley (OASG); Lloyd, Matt 

(PAO); Plack, Laura (ODAG); Feith, Daniel (ODAG); Hodes, Jarad (ODAG); Bissex, 

Rachel (OAG); Day, Sean (OASG); Clark, Melissa D. (PAO); Kjergaard, Alison (OPA); 

Freeman, Lindsey (OASG) 

Cc: Dreiband, Eric (CRT); Toomey, Kathleen (CRT); Friel, Gregory B (CRT); Moossy, 

Robert (CRT); McKnight, Cynthia (CRT); Maugeri, Alexander (CRT); Daukas, John 

(CRT); Armstrong, Deanna (CRT) 

Subject: OASG/CRT Meeting Material 11 2 2020 

Attachments: OASG CRT Agenda 11 2 2020.docx; OASG CRT Read Ahead 11 2 2020.docx 

Good afternoon, 

The OASG/CRT Agenda and Report for November 2, 2020, are attached. 

Best, 

Ca sandra Collins  
Special A istant 
Civil Rights Division 
U.S. Department of Justice 

(b) (6)
(b) (6)
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Question#: I 

Topic: Use ofDHS Authorities 

Hearing: Worldwide Threats to the Homeland 

Primary: The Honorable Elissa Slotkin 

Committee: HOMELAND SECURITY (HOUSE) 

Date: SEP 17, 2020 

Question: We write with concern about the insertion of federal troops without the request or 
consent of local officials into Washington, D.C. and other cities around the country, the use of 
unmarked security forces operating without uniforms or insignia under an unclear chain of 
command; attempted censorship of intelligence analysis on Russian efforts to undermine US 
interests; and your refusal to participate in oversight hearings in accordance with your 
responsibilities. These events, particularly those in the past few months, seem to reinforce the 
idea that the President sees the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) not as a constitutionally 
established instrument ofgovernment, but as an armed force that exists to serve him personally, 
and for his own personal and political gains. 

This pains us, because we have great respect for DHS officers, intelligence analysts, and other 
personnel, and we rely on you to protect us from threats to our homeland. Based on our concerns, 
we feel compelled to ask you several critical questions that call upon you to affirm and uphold 
your nonpartisan role under our Constitution. Similar questions were provided to the Secretary of 
Defense and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs ofStaff, the latter of whom responded on August 
27. 

First, do you agree that DHS authorities, personnel, and resources should only be used to 
advance the homeland security of the United States, and not for any one President's or political 
party's political gain? Will you resist, report to Congress, and refuse to carry out any proposal by 
the President to use the authorities, personnel, and resources of DHS to carry out activities 
designed to distract or otherwise influence for political gain the American public instead of 
protecting American security? 

Response (b) (5) 
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Question#: 2 

Topic: Election Role 

Hearing: Worldwide Threats to the Homeland 

Primary: The Honorable Elissa Slotkin 

Committee: HOMELAND SECURITY (HOUSE) 

Date: SEP 17,2020 

Question: Second, what do you believe is the role ofDHS in relation to the election this fall? 
Will you pledge to support the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency's efforts to 
provide nonpartisan resources and services to protect America's election from foreign influence 
and its infrastructure from foreign cyber attacks, including by informing Congress ofany 
attempts to interfere with those efforts? Do you believe that DHS has any role in administering 
the election or tallying results? Are there any circumstances where you would deem it necessary 
to send DHS personnel, including law enforcement personnel, to be present at polling places? 

Response: (b) (5) 

0061 
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Question#: 3 

Topic: Presidential Transition 

Hearing: Worldwide Threats to the Homeland 

Primary: The Honorable Elissa Slotkin 

Committee: HOMELAND SECURITY (HOUSE) 

Date: SEP 17, 2020 

Question: Third, looking past the November Presidential election, will you commit to 
supporting a peaceful process for carrying out the Electoral College, certifying its result in 
Congress, and carrying out any transfer ofpower whoever wins in November? Specifically, will 
you commit to upholding the Constitution's 20th Amendment and the Presidential Succession 
Act in the event that a winner has not been certified by the Congress by noon on January 20? 

Response (b) (5) 
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• • 

Stephens, Taylor (OLA) 

From: Stephens, Taylor {OLA) 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 10:16 AM 

To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA); Antell, Kira M. {OLA); Douglas, Danielle E. {OLA); Pings, 
Anne (OLA) 

Subject: CRT Triage Document 

Attachments: CRT ELECTION DAY TRIAGE.docx 

Good Morning: 

Attached is the CRT Election Day Triage Document. They graciously included voting information that falls under PIN 
and NSD. We can build off what they included or just use whatever documents Anne and Joanne may provide. 

Let me know if you have any questions I 

Thanks, 
Taylor 

Ms. Taylor Stephens 

Office of Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Offic • • I Cel 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE, et al., * 

Plaintiffs, * 

v. * Civil Action No. GLR-20-2391 

LOUIS DEJOY, in his official capacity as * 

Pos  ter General, et al.,tmas  

* 

Defendants. 

****** 

MEMORANDUM OPINION 

THIS MATTER is before the Court on a Motion for Preliminary Injunction or, in 

the Alternative, Partial Summary Judgment filed by Plaintiffs National Urban League, 

Common Cause, and the League of Women Voters of the United States, on behalf of 

thems  and their members  ”) (ECF No. 49).1 The Motion iselves  (collectively, “Plaintiffs  

ripe for dis  ition, and no hearing is  ary. See Local Rule 105.6 (D.Md. 2018). Forpos  nece s  

the reasons set forth below, the Court will deny the Motion. 

I. BACKGROUND 

A. Factual Background 

Plaintiffs advance this lawsuit against Defendants Louis DeJoy, in his capacity as  

the United States Pos  ter General, and the United States  tal Service (“USPS”)tmas  Pos  

(together with DeJoy, “Defendants”), alleging that Defendants have implemented changes  

1 Als  a Motion of Members  for Leave too pending before the Court is  of Congre s  

File an Amici Curiae Brief in Support of Plaintiffs (ECF No. 50). The Court will grant the 

Motion nunc pro tunc and has taken the enclosed Amici Curiae Brief (ECF No. 50-1), 

under advisement. 

Document ID: 0.7.3493.22866-000001 
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to USPS policies and procedures  e and intent to s“with the purpos  abotage mail-in voting 

in the upcoming 2020 national elections.” (Compl. ¶ 1, ECF No. 1). As Plaintiffs explain, 

USPS “plays a critical role in every election,” and the upcoming general election will see 

an “unprecedented level of voting by mail.” (Id. ¶¶ 35 39). Plaintiffs note that according 

to some experts, “80 million votes  ubmitted by mail thiscould be s  fall, more than twice 

the number cast by mail in 2016.” (Id. ¶ 42). Polling has indicated that “voters who identify 

as Democrats and/or who intend to vote for Democratic candidates are far more likely to 

vote by mail in the November election than those who identify as Republicans and/or who 

intend to vote for Republican candidates.” (Pls.’ Mem. Supp. Mot. Prelim. Inj. [“Motion”] 

at 16, ECF No. 49-1).2 

DeJoy a sumed the position of Postmaster General in June 2020, and shortly 

thereafter “began to implement major structural and operational changes at the Postal 

Service.” (Compl. ¶ 45). These changes included: “The No Late or Extra Trips Policy”; 

“The Res  ”; the “Eliminationtricted Overtime Policy”; the “Removal of Sorting Machines  

of Collection Boxes”; and the “Deprioritization of Election Mail” (collectively, the “DeJoy 

Policy Changes  pect to the “No Late or Extra Trips”). (Motion at 16 19). With res  Policy,” 

Plaintiffs allege: 

DeJoy directed that “late trips  ” to ens” and “[e]xtra trips  ure 

timely delivery of mail “are no longer authorized or accepted.” 

Further, the Postal Service directed pos  to leavetal workers  

mail behind at dis  for delivery the followingtribution centers  

day if collecting it would delay letter carriers from their routes. 

Historically postal workers have been instructed not to leave 

2 Citations to page numbers  igned by the Court’s  erefer to the pagination a s  Cas  

Management/Electronic Cas  (“CM/ECF”) s tem.e Files  ys  

2 
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letters behind and to make multiple trips  ureif needed to ens  

that mail is delivered on tal Service itstime. The Pos  elf 

explained that “[o]ne as  e changespect of thes  that may be 

difficult for employees is  temporarily ee mailthat we may s  

left behind or mail on the workroom floor or docks . . . which 

is not typical.” 

(Compl. ¶ 49) (footnotes omitted). Plaintiffs  cribe the “Resdes  tricted Overtime Policy” as  

follows: 

Pos  ter General DeJoy ordered the elimination of overtimetmas  

for Pos  Service . to policy change,tal workers Prior the 

according to data from the American Postal Workers Union, 

almos  tal Service mailt 20 percent of all work done by Pos  

handlers delivery drivers and city carriers was done in, , 

overtime. . . tal Service informed employees. [T]he Pos  that 

“[o]vertime will be eliminated” because the Postal Service is  

“paying too much in [overtime] and it is not cost effective.” 

With the elimination of overtime, the Postal Service will have 

s  s  in mail in theignificantly reduced capacity to proce s urges  

weeks leading up to the November election. 

(Compl. ¶ 48) (footnotes omitted). Regarding the “Removal of Sorting Machines,” 

Plaintiffs allege: 

Postmaster General DeJoy moved to decommi sion one out of 

every ten Pos  orting machines  taltal Service mail s  in the Pos  

Service’s inventory, including one out of every seven Delivery 

Barcode Sorter (DBCS) machines  make up. DBCS machines  

the bulk of the Postal Service’s  orting operation and aremail s  

used to s  uch as  , pos  , andort envelope mail, s  letters  tcards  

critically ballots. Delivery Barcode Sorting machines are 

capable of s  of mail per hour.orting through 35,000 pieces  

According to Postal Service planning documents  ued underi s  

Pos  ter General DeJoy’s  tal Service plannedtmas  watch, the Pos  

to remove 671 mail sorting machines, including 502 DBCS 

machines, by September 30. Although White House Chief of 

Staff Mark Meadows dis  ly singenuous  aid in an interview on 

August 16 that the Pos  ion anytal Service would not decommi s  

more s  before the November election, by theorting machines  

time he made that s  tal Service had alreadytatement the Pos  

3 
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decommi sioned more than 95 percent of the sorting machines  

that were s  tal Servicecheduled to be removed, according to Pos  

planning documents  ignificant number of s, including a s  orting 

machines from proce s  and tribution centers ining dis  

Baltimore, Gaithersburg, and Capitol Heights. 

(Compl. ¶ 46) (footnotes omitted). Regarding the “Elimination of Collection Boxes,” 

Plaintiffs s  tmas  tal Servicepecify that “Pos  ter General DeJoy ordered the removal of Pos  

collection mailboxes throughout the country. Mailboxes have reportedly been removed in 

at leas  tates  ylvania, Oregon, and Montana.” (Compl.t four s  , including New York, Penns  

¶ 47) (footnotes omitted). Finally, Plaintiffs provide the following information regarding 

the “Deprioritization of Election Mail”: 

Pos  ter General DeJoy alstmas  o ended the practice of treating 

all election mail as priority mail. According to Postal Service 

delivery standards  t-Cla s  typically delivered in 2, Firs  Mail is  

to 5 days  delivered within 3 to 10, while Marketing Mail is  

days. Before Postmas  umed the poster General DeJoy a s  ition 

of Pos  ter General, it had been the practice of the Postmas  tal 

Service to prioritize the delivery of all election mail to meet 

First-Cla s delivery times no matter what cla s of mail was  

us  end it. According to a 2019 report from the Posed to s  tal 

Service Office of Inspector General, 95.6 percent of 2018 

election mail was delivered within a 1-to-3-day service 

s  functionally equivalent to the fas  t-tandard, which is  ter Firs  

Cla s  mail s  The tal Service informedtandard. Pos  

congre s  on Augus  endingional leaders  t 11, 2020, that it was  

the practice of prioritizing all election mail and to prepare for 

“s  ” e[d] . . . risk that voterslower delivery times and an “increas  

will not receive their ballots in time to return them by mail.” 

(Compl. ¶ 52) (footnotes omitted). At no point did USPS submit the DeJoy Policy Changes  

to the Postal Regulatory Commi sion for review. (Motion at 10).3 

3 The statute governing USPS provides that “[w]hen the Postal Service determines  

that there s  tal s  which will generally affecthould be a change in the nature of pos  ervices  

4 
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The DeJoy Policy Changes “had the cumulative effect of delaying mail delivery in 

general and specifically impeding acce s to mail ballots.” (Compl. ¶ 45). Indeed, USPS 

documentation and witne s tes  trate that “[a]lmostimony demons  t immediately after the 

‘trans  were announced, the Pos  ,formative’ changes  tal Service experienced a precipitous  

nationwide decline in service. Beginning the week of July 11, the Pos  on-timetal Service’s  

s  cores  to 80.99% (averagingervice s  fell from an average of 87.90% over the prior 6 months  

over categories of mail).” (Motion at 19). Plaintiffs explain the potential impact of election 

mail delays in their Motion: 

A delay of even a s  couldingle day in the delivery of ballots  

disenfranchise hundreds  ands  . In 31 States,of thous  of voters  

ballots mus  ent) by Election Day. Bast be received (not s  ed on 

historical data of when mail ballots are cast, between 3.7 and 

9.3 percent of all people who vote by mail are expected to cast 

their ballot on the Saturday before the election between three 

and eight million individuals. But in the 31 States with Election 

Day ballot receipt deadlines, a ballot mailed on October 31 that 

is delivered in four days rather than three will not be counted 

at all. 

(Id. at 21) (citations omitted). 

Plaintiffs further allege that Defendants’ actions were motivated by partisan bias. 

For example, Plaintiffs cite to a tweet by President Trump in which he stated, “Republicans  

should fight very hard when it comes to statewide voting by mail. Democrats are clamoring 

for it. Tremendous potential for voter fraud, and for whatever reason, doesn’t work out well 

for Republicans.” (Compl. ¶ 69). Another tweet by President Trump stated, “MAIL-IN 

service on a nationwide or substantially nationwide basis, it shall submit a proposal, within 

a reasonable time prior to the effective date of such proposal, to the Postal Regulatory 

Commi sion requesting an advisory opinion on the change.” 39 U.S.C. § 3661(b). 

5 
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VOTING WILL LEAD TO MASSIVE FRAUD AND ABUSE. IT WILL ALSO LEAD 

TO THE END OF OUR GREAT REPUBLICAN PARTY.” (Id. ¶ 71). Plaintiffs note that 

ident Trump and has  of thousDeJoy was “handpicked” by Pres  “donated hundreds  ands of 

dollars to Republican candidates  , and PACS in 2020[.]” (Id. ¶ 77)., committees  

On Augus  ued a s  everal of thet 18, 2020, DeJoy i s  tatement purporting to roll back s  

DeJoy Policy Changes (Id. ¶ 79). Plaintiffs  ert that DeJoy’s statement failed to remedy. a s  

certain critical changes “that have already impacted mail delivery and will likely have a 

devas  to vote in the upcoming election[.]” (Id.tating impact on the ability of Americans  

¶ 80). Des  , “the Pos  on-time s  have rebounded s  incepite this  tal Service’s  cores  omewhat s  

DeJoy was forced to revers  formative changese certain of the trans  .” (Motion at 21). 

Plaintiffs note, however, that “as  tal Service’s  coreof early September, the Pos  on-time s  

remained well below what it was prior to the changes implemented by DeJoy.” (Id.). 

B. Procedural Background 

Plaintiffs filed the Complaint in this  t 18, 2020. (ECF No. 1). Thematter on Augus  

four-count Complaint alleges that: Defendants impos  an undue burden on theed 

fundamental right to vote in violation of the United States Constitution (Count I); 

Defendants violated the Firs  Const Amendment of the United States  titution by engaging in 

content and viewpoint discrimination (Count II); Defendants implemented the DeJoy 

Policy Changes not in accordance with procedure required by law (Count III); and that 

Defendants DeJoy and USPS have acted ultra vires  tatutory authorityin exceeding their s  

(Count IV). (Compl. ¶¶ 82 112). Plaintiffs seek declaratory judgment, injunctive relief, 

and attorneys fees  ts (Id. at 34 35).’ and cos . 

6 

0072

Document ID: 0.7.3493.22866-000001 






            


            

   

         

        


      

     


    

         

          

           

         

          

        

     

        

       

     

             

               


               

              


              

             

          

            

    


               


  

s

Case 1:20 cv 02391 GLR Document 76 Filed 10/29/20 Page 7 of 25 

On September 25, 2020, Plaintiffs filed a Motion for Preliminary Injunction or, in 

the Alternative, Partial Summary Judgment. (ECF No. 49). In the Motion, Plaintiffs seek 

the following injunctive relief: 

[1] Defendants s  that rishould be enjoined from taking actions  k 

delaying the timely delivery of election mail including by 

changing truck, delivery, or orting chedules ress  s  ; tricting 

overtime; removing collection boxes  removing orting; s  

machines; [or] deprioritizing election mail. 

[2] Defendants s  tmark and deliver allhould be ordered to pos  

election mail mailed in the 21 days preceding the November 3, 

2020, election at leas  fas  ter than the s  fort as  t or fas  tandards  

First-Cla s Mail delivery set forth in 39 C.F.R. § 121.1. 

[3] [T]he Court should order Defendants to provide a copy of 

the order granting the injunction to all Pos  Servicetal 

employees in paper or electronic format. 

[4] [T]he Court should order Defendants to provide Plaintiffs’ 

with updates regarding the s  the ’tatus of Defendants  

implementation of the Court’s order. 

(Motion at 44). Defendants filed a Res  e to Plaintiffspons  ’ Motion on October 16, 2020. 

(ECF No. 56).4 Plaintiffs filed a Reply in support of their Motion on October 21, 2020. 

(ECF No. 65). On October 22, 2020, the Court directed Defendants to file a surreply. (ECF 

No. 66). Plaintiffs then filed a Notice of Supplemental Evidence in Support of their Motion 

on October 25, 2020. (ECF No. 72). Defendants filed their Surreply on October 26, 2020. 

(ECF No. 73). Defendants then filed a Notice of Supplemental Authority on October 27, 

4 Defendants’ Corrected Res  e, which they spons  ubmitted after the Clerk determined 

that Defendants had improperly attached exhibits  pons  filed on Octoberto their Res  e, was  

19, 2020. (ECF No. 59). 

7 
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2020. (ECF No. 74). Plaintiffs filed a Res  e to Defendantspons  ’ Notice of Supplemental 

Authority on October 28, 2020. (ECF No. 75). 

C. Related Litigation 

Before and during the pendency of this action, a hos  acro st of other plaintiffs  the 

country have filed and litigated s  s  .imilar actions eeking to enjoin the DeJoy Policy Changes  

See Was  h.); Jones  tal Serv., No.hington v. Trump, No. 20-cv-3127 (E.D.Was  v. U.S. Pos  

20-cv-6516 (S.D.N.Y.); Richardson v. Trump, No. 20-cv-2262 (D.D.C.); NAACP v. U.S. 

Postal Serv., No. 20-cv-2295 (D.D.C.); New York v. Trump, No. 20-cv-2340 (D.D.C.); 

Johnakin v. U.S. Postal Serv., No. 20-cv-4055 (E.D.Pa.); Pennsylvania v. DeJoy, No. 20-

cv-4096 (E.D.Pa.); Vote Forward v. DeJoy, No. 20-cv-2405 (D.D.C.) (collectively, the 

“Related Actions”). Like this  e eight Related Actionsaction, thes  , all of which were filed 

on or around the same date as Plaintiffs  uit, s’ laws  eek permanent and injunctive relief 

relating to the DeJoy Policy Changes, which will purportedly impact USPS’s ability to 

facilitate mail-in voting during the 2020 election. 

Unlike in this action, plaintiffs  everal of the Related Actionsin s  promptly filed 

motions for preliminary injunction and reques  chedules As  ult,ted expedited briefing s  . a res  

Plaintiffs Motion here has  in s  have’ become ripe after courts  even of the Related Actions  

granted preliminary injunctions to the plaintiffs  e cas . tandingin thos  es 5 In the one outs  

5 See Was  h.) (filed Aug. 18, 2020; mot.hington v. Trump, No. 20-cv-3127 (E.D.Was  

prelim. inj. filed Sept. 9, 2020; prelim. inj. entered Sept. 17, 2020); Jones v. U.S. Postal 

Serv., No. 20-cv-6516 (S.D.N.Y.) (filed Aug. 17, 2020; mot. prelim. inj. filed Sept. 2, 2020; 

prelim. inj. entered Sept. 25, 2020); Pennsylvania v. DeJoy, No. 20-cv-4096 (E.D.Pa.) 

(filed Aug. 21, 2020; mot. prelim. inj. filed Sept. 2, 2020; prelim. inj. entered Sept. 28, 

2020); New York v. Trump, No. 20-cv-2340 (D.D.C.) (filed Aug. 25, 2020; mot. prelim. 

8 
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Related Action, the parties s  ettlement agreementtayed the action after they entered into a s  

in which Defendants agreed to comply with the Order i sued in Pennsylvania v. DeJoy, 

No. 20-cv-4096 (E.D.Pa.). See Joint Stip. Stay Case In Light of Sett. Agmt., Johnakin v. 

U.S. Pos  e decis  aretal Serv., No. 20-cv-4055 (E.D.Pa. Oct. 8, 2020). None of thos  ions  

currently being appealed and USPS has “committed in s  to maintainettlement agreements  

its policies  .’ Resregarding election mail throughout the election[.]” (Defs  p. Mot. Prelim. 

Inj. Alt. Partial Summ. J. [“Res  e”] at 9, ECF No. 59).pons  

impos  ubsCollectively, the seven preliminary injunctions  e s  tantial requirements on 

USPS to ensure it timely delivers  tance, in Waselection mail. For ins  hington v. Trump, the 

United States District Court for the Eastern Dis  hington i strict of Was  ued an order 

enjoining USPS from, inter alia: (1) “continued implementation or enforcement of policy 

changes announced in July 2020 that have slowed mail delivery”; (2) “deviating from the 

USPS’s long-standing policy of treating election mail in accordance with First Cla s Mail 

delivery s  ”; or (3) “taking any actions  made in thetandards  in violation of the commitments  

ter General Louis  t 18, 2020, s‘Postmas  DeJoy Statement,’ dated Augus  uch as removal or 

decommi sioning of any mail s  , reducing hours  t offices, or closingorting machines  at pos  

mail proce s  [.]” See Order, Was  lip op. ating facilities  hington v. Trump, No. 20-cv-3127, s  

12 (E.D.Was  hington Order”).h. Sept. 17, 2020) (the “Was  

inj. filed Sept. 2, 2020; prelim. inj. entered Sept. 27, 2020); Vote Forward v. DeJoy, No. 

20-cv-2405 (D.D.C.) (filed Aug. 28, 2020; mot. prelim. inj. filed Sept. 8, 2020; prelim. inj. 

entered Sept. 28, 2020); Richardson v. Trump, No. 20-cv-2262 (D.D.C.) (filed Aug. 17, 

2020; mot. prelim. inj. filed Aug. 20, 2020; prelim. inj. entered Oct. 8, 2020); NAACP v. 

U.S. Postal Serv., No. 20-cv-2295 (D.D.C.) (filed Aug. 20, 2020; mot. prelim. inj. filed 

Sept. 1, 2020; prelim. inj. entered Oct. 10, 2020). 
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In Jones v. United States  tal Service, the United States  trict Court for thePos  Dis  

Southern Dis  required that USPS, inter alia: (1) “to the extent thattrict of New York has  

exce s capacity permits  Firs  Mail or Priority Mail, treat all Election Mail as  t-Cla s  

Expre s  truct, overtime to be us”; (2) “authorize, and ins  ed for the time period beginning 

October 26, 2020 and continuing through November 6, 2020 to ensure the timely delivery 

of Election Mail”; (3) “submit . . . a lis  teps  ary to res  t-Cla st of s  nece s  tore Firs  Mail and 

Marketing Mail on-time delivery s  to the highes  core each respective cla s of mailcores  t s  

has received in 2020. . . and . . . make a good faith effort to fully implement the listed 

steps”; (4) “provide . . . a weekly update that includes . . . all data and information collected 

regarding USPS’s handling of Election Mail and compliance with the USPS policies  

regarding Election Mail, USPS recommended practices regarding Election Mail, and the 

terms of this  pecifically pertaining to Election Mail”; and (5) “sOrder s  ubmit to the Court 

and Plaintiffs a proposed memorandum to all USPS managerial staff” that, inter alia, 

identifies and explains all USPS policy requirements and recommended practices  

concerning the treatment of Election Mail, and further certify that all USPS managerial 

staff have read and reviewed the memorandum. See Order, Jones v. U.S. Postal Serv., No. 

20-cv-6516, slip op. at 83 87 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 21, 2020) (the “Jones Order”), as amended 

by Order, Jones v. U.S. Pos  lip op. at 23 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 29,tal Serv., No. 20-cv-6516, s  

2020). 

In Pennsylvania v. DeJoy, the United States District Court for the Eastern District 

of Penns  and impos  on USPS.ylvania adopted the Order in Jones  ed additional requirements  

For ins  and until the Pos  ents [the DeJoy Policy Changes] totance, “unle s  tal Service pres  

10 
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the Postal Regulatory Commi sion and obtains an advisory opinion after a public hearing 

is held pursuant to 39 U.S.C. [§] 3661(b) and 39 U.S.C. [§] 3661(c),” the court enjoined 

USPS from, inter alia: (1) “continued implementation or enforcement of operational 

changes announced in July 2020 reflected in the July 10, 2020 ‘Mandatory Stand-Up Talk: 

All Employees’”; (2) “continued implementation or enforcement of the Guidelines  

regarding transportation s  identsent by Robert Cintron to Area Vice Pres  and other agency 

representatives on July 11, 2020 and July 14, 2020”; and (3) the continued implementation 

of new USPS policies concerning overtime, late and extra truck trips  tart and, and carrier s  

s  that began during the time period of June 15, 2020 until September 16, 2020.top times  

See Order, Penns  lip op. at 1 2 (E.D.Pa. Sept. 28, 2020)ylvania v. DeJoy, No. 20-cv-4096, s  

(the “Pennsylvania Order”). The court subs  order to sequently clarified its  tate that, inter 

alia: 

Defendants shall be deemed in compliance if they commit to 

and enforce the following . . portation, in the form of. Trans  

late and extra trips is  hall be usauthorized and s  ed where 

reas  ary to meet s  tandards and serviceonably nece s  ervice s  

performance targets. . . . Extra transportation resources are 

authorized and s  ed to enshall be us  ure that Election Mail 

reaches its  tination in a timely manner. . . Extraintended des  . 

delivery and collection trips are authorized and s  ed tohall be us  

ensure, to the t of the tal Service’s ability, thatbes  Pos  

completed ballots entered on Election Day reach the 

appropriate election official by the state’s designated 

deadline. . . . Overtime, including penalty overtime, is  

authorized and s  ed to s  ourceshall be us  upport all additional res  

nece s  ens  that Election Mail is prioritized andary to ure 

delivered on time. 

Order, Penns  lip op. at 1 2 (E.D.Pa. Oct. 9, 2020) (theylvania v. DeJoy, No. 20-cv-4096, s  

“Pennsylvania Order II”). These are jus  even preliminary injunctionst three of the s  in place 
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precluding USPS from implementing the DeJoy Policy Changes  trate the, but they demons  

breadth of the restrictions and requirements that have been placed on Defendants through 

the Related Actions. 

D. Plainti fs’ Reply and Subsequent Filings 

The Court is compelled to s  cu s  ’ Reply and the partieseparately dis  Plaintiffs  ’ 

s  equent filings  t-date the injunctive relief ordered in the Relatedubs  , all of which pos  

Actions and set forth in part above, and which contain the parties’ characterizations of the 

extent to which those orders adequately and fully addre s the relief sought by Plaintiffs in 

this action. Plaintiffs  particularly worthy of dis  ion becaus’ Reply is  cu s  e in it, Plaintiffs  

appear to shift the scope of the relief they seek through their Motion. 

In their Reply, Plaintiffs a s  in theert the following regarding the deficiencies  

exis  as  ’ t for relief:ting preliminary injunctions  they relate to Plaintiffs reques  

Defendants’ unlawful conduct is [not] entirely or sufficiently 

addre sed by the injunctions i s  esued in other cas . None of 

those injunctions has required Defendants to restore service 

performance to the s  ante ;tatus quo levels  enjoined 

Defendants  ,” which greatly res’ “Cintron Guidelines  trict late 

and extra trips; or required restoration of sorting capacity. 

Defendants  in thes  , which’ operational changes  e critical areas  

no existing injunction addre s , continue to ses  everely and 

negatively affect mail delivery. 

(Pls.’ Reply Supp. Mot. Prelim. Inj. Alt. Partial Summ. J. [“Reply”] at 1, ECF No. 65) 

(citations omitted).6 Later in the Reply, Plaintiffs characterize the specific relief they are 

s  lightly differently:eeking s  

6 Plaintiffs reference to the “Cintron Guidelines” appears to refer to written 

guidelines developed by Robert Cintron, USPS Vice Pres  tics (Motion at 16ident of Logis  . 

17; Motion Ex. 13 [“Cintron Decl.”] ¶ 24, ECF No. 49-15). 
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The proposed order also directs the USPS to immediately 

revers  formational changese the Trans  that remain in place. It 

specifically requires the USPS to restore on-time performance 

to the s  achieved earlier in 2020, before Defendantervice levels  

DeJoy took office. And it requires the USPS to provide daily 

reporting on its performance, including the specific actions it 

is taking to res  ervice.tore s  

(Id. at 18). As s  e reques appear to differ from the reliefet forth in more detail below, thes  ts  

Plaintiffs seek through their original Motion. 

Plaintiffs then filed a Notice of Supplemental Evidence on October 25, 2020. In it, 

they provide evidence of a “continued deterioration in performance levels on a nationwide 

basis.” (Pls.’ Notice Suppl. Evid. Supp. Mot. Prelim. Inj. Alt. Partial Summ. J. [“Notice”] 

at 1, ECF No. 72). Citing evidence from one of the Related Actions  further allege, Plaintiffs  

that “performance levels remain below the levels before Defendant DeJoy took office and 

Defendants had failed to res  .” (Id. at 3). Plaintiffs  ert thatcind the Cintron Guidelines  a s  

Defendants filings  have made clear “that they have the resources,’ in the Related Actions  

knowledge, and ability to restore the status quo ante, including restoring on-time 

performance to the s  achieved prior to Defendant DeJoy taking office.” (Id. atervice levels  

3 4). Plaintiffs then cite a list of “[e]xtraordinary [m]easures” that Defendants have 

authorized but not required their local offices to undertake pursuant to the injunction 

entered in New York v. Trump, arguing that “[m]andating implementation of these 

measures  . . likely would res  toring the s  uch that. ult in USPS res  tatus quo ante, s  

performance levels (at least for ballot delivery) would approach or exceed the on-time 

delivery levels prevalent before Defendant DeJoy took office.” (Id. at 4 5) (citing Status  

Report Ex. E, New York v. Trump, No. 20-cv-2340, ECF No. 64-1 at 22 24 (D.D.C. Oct. 

13 

0079

Document ID: 0.7.3493.22866-000001 






             

         

            

            

                 

           

               

   

 

   

               

                


                

                

             


              

             

             

             

             

             


               


  

s

s

Case 1:20 cv 02391 GLR Document 76 Filed 10/29/20 Page 14 of 25 

23, 2020)). They therefore urge this Court to require the Defendants  tore on-timeto res  

performance to s  quo ante levels (Id. at 5).tatus  . 

Because Plaintiffs appeared to seek novel relief in their Reply, the Court ordered 

Defendants to file a s  ’ tand the narrowedurreply regarding Plaintiffs Motion to better unders  

set of i sues  dis  sthe Court determined were at the core of this  pute. (ECF No. 66). As et 

forth in more detail below, Defendants’ Surreply and Notice of Supplemental Authority 

(ECF Nos  the need for the novel relief s  ’ Reply and. 73, 74) addre s  ought in Plaintiffs  

Notice of Supplemental Evidence. 

II. DISCUSSION 

A. Standard of Review 

To obtain a preliminary injunction, a plaintiff “must es  h [1] that he istablis  likely to 

succeed on the merits, [2] that he is  uffer irreparable harm in the abslikely to s  ence of 

preliminary relief, [3] that the balance of equities tips in his favor, and [4] that an injunction 

is in the public interes  . Def. Council, Inc., 555 U.S. 7, 20 (2008).t.” Winter v. Nat. Res  

Where the federal government is the opposing party, the balance of equities and public 

interest factors merge. See Nken v. Holder, 556 U.S. 418, 435 (2009). Plaintiffs in this  

matter seek an order requiring USPS to take particular actions  eeking merely, rather than s  

to pres  tatus  are intended to pres  tatuserve the s  quo. “Since preliminary injunctions  erve the s  

quo during the pendency of litigation, injunctions that ‘alter rather than preserve the status  

quo’ are particularly disfavored.” Profiles, Inc. v. Bank of Am. Corp., 453 F.Supp.3d 742, 

747 (D.Md. 2020) (quoting Mountain Valley Pipeline, LLC v. 6.56 Acres of Land, 915 
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F.3d 197, 216 n.8 (4th Cir. 2019)). In such cas , courts hould grant the requested reliefes  s  

only when the right to such relief is “indisputably clear.” Id. 

B. Analysis 

Courts evaluating motions for preliminary injunctions in the Related Actions have 

s  tive analys  of the merits  advanced by the plaintiffs  eet forth exhaus  es  of the claims  in thos  

actions, which largely subs  advanced by Plaintiffsume the claims  here. The Court adopts  

the analys  s  Dis  trict of Columbia inis et forth by the United States  trict Court for the Dis  

determining that: (a) like the National A sociation for the Advancement of Colored People 

(“NAACP”) in the D.C. action, Plaintiffs in this action are likely to be able to establish 

Article III standing; (b) Plaintiffs will likely s  tablisucceed in es  hing that USPS failed to 

comply with 39 U.S.C. § 3661(b), which requires USPS to s  that “willubmit changes  

generally affect service on a nationwide or substantially nationwide basis” to the Postal 

Regulatory Commi s  ory opinion before implementing thos  ; (c)ion for an advis  e policies  

this Court likely has ubject matter juris  ’ ’s  diction over Plaintiffs § 3661 claim; (d) Plaintiffs  

§ 3661(b) claim is likely reviewable by this  uant to the ultra viresCourt purs  doctrine; and 

(e) the balance of equities and public interest favor an injunction. See NAACP v. U.S. 

Postal Serv., No. 20-cv-2295, 2020 WL 5995032, at *4 11, 13 (D.D.C. Oct. 10, 2020). 

The Court separately adopts the analys s  Disis et forth by the United States  trict Court 

for the Southern Dis  are likely to es  htrict of New York in determining that Plaintiffs  tablis  

that the DeJoy Policy Changes violated the Firs  v. U.S. Post Amendment. See Jones  tal 

Serv., No. 20-cv-6516, 2020 WL 5627002, at *23 26 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 21, 2020). To the 

extent that Plaintiffs’ claim in this matter diverges from the plaintiffs in Jones due to 
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Plaintiffs  of viewpoint dis  that Plaintiffs’ allegations  crimination, the Court further finds  

here are likely to establis  have engaged in impermi sh that Defendants  ible viewpoint 

dis  t Amendment. In particular, the Court viewscrimination in violation of the Firs  the 

confluence of (1) DeJoy’s prolific support of the Republican party; (2) President Trump’s  

tweets concerning the detrimental impact of large quantities of mail-in voting on the 

Republican party, along with the objective data s  ion; and (3) theupporting that conclus  

temporal proximity between DeJoy becoming Pos  ter General and implementingtmas  

policies that would tend to interfere with mail-in voting, as compelling circumstantial 

evidence that the DeJoy Policy Changes were intended to s  mail-in voting basuppre s  ed on 

hostility toward the Democratic party. See R.A.V. v. City of St. Paul, 505 U.S. 377, 386 

(1992) (“The government may not regulate [speech] bas  tility med on hos  or favoritis  

towards the underlying me s  ed.”).age expre s  

It is therefore left to the Court to determine whether Plaintiffs in this action have 

es  hed that they are “likely to s  ence of preliminarytablis  uffer irreparable harm in the abs  

relief[.]” Winter, 555 U.S. at 20. At bottom, the Court finds that Plaintiffs have not 

succeeded in making that showing and for that reas  ’on will deny Plaintiffs Motion. 

“[I]rreparable harm occurs when the threatened injury impairs the court’s ability to 

grant an effective remedy.” Int’l Refugee A s tance Project v. Trump, 883 F.3d 233, 270is  

(4th Cir. 2018), vacated on other grounds, 138 S.Ct. 2710 (2018). “The lo s of First 

Amendment freedoms, for even minimal periods of time, unquestionably constitutes  

irreparable injury.” Elrod v. Burns, 427 U.S. 347, 373 74 (1976). However, the moving 

party “mus how the pres  rael, Ltd. v. Breakthrought s  ent threat of irreparable harm.” Direx Is  

16 

0082

Document ID: 0.7.3493.22866-000001 






               

            

          

              

           

             

             

           


            


        

            


          


            

             


           


            

            

          

             

           

           

               


               


  

s

s

s

s

Case 1:20 cv 02391 GLR Document 76 Filed 10/29/20 Page 17 of 25 

Med. Corp., 952 F.2d 802, 816 (4th Cir. 1991) (emphas added). The harm can be “neitheris  

remote nor speculative, but actual and imminent.” Id. at 812 (quoting Tucker Anthony 

Realty Corp. v. Schlesinger, 888 F.2d 969, 975 (2d Cir. 1989)). 

This cas  ents  ual s  . s  are alreadye pres  an unus  et of facts As et forth above, Defendants  

subject to seven s  and one separate preliminary injunctions  ettlement agreement relating to 

the DeJoy Policy Changes. The combined scope of those injunctions is broad and appears  

to encompa s s  tantially all of the relief Plaintiffs ought in their original Motion. Forubs  s  

example, Plaintiffs seek an order enjoining Defendants “from taking actions that risk 

delaying the timely delivery of election mail including by changing truck, delivery, or 

s  chedules  tricting overtime; removing collection boxes; removing sortingorting s  ; res  

machines  hington cas; [or] deprioritizing election mail.” (Motion at 44). In the Was  e, the 

court enjoined Defendants from the “continued implementation or enforcement of policy 

changes announced in July 2020 that have s  hington Order atlowed mail delivery[.]” Was  

12. The order further forbade Defendants from “taking any actions in violation of the 

commitments made in the ‘Pos  ter General Louis  t 18,tmas  DeJoy Statement,’ dated Augus  

2020, such as removal or decommi s  orting machinesioning of any mail s  , reducing hours  

at post offices or ing mail proce s  [.]” Id. Likewis, clos  ing facilities  e, the court in 

Penns  from the “continued implementation” of aylvania v. DeJoy enjoined Defendants  

s  of operational changes  ed s  tantially all of the changes et forth byeries  that encompa s  ubs  s  

Plaintiffs in the language quoted above. See Pennsylvania Order at 1 2. 

Plaintiffs als  ted that the Court require Defendants  tmark and delivero reques  to “pos  

all election mail mailed in the 21 days preceding the November 3, 2020, election at least 
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as fas  ter than the s  for First-Cla s Mail delivery[.]” (Motion at 44). In thet or fas  tandards  

Washington cas  from “deviating from the USPS’se, the court enjoined Defendants  long-

s  t Cla standing policy of treating election mail in accordance with Firs  Mail delivery 

s  [.]” Was  at 12. Similarly, the order in Jones required thattandards  hington Order 

Defendants, “to the extent that exce s capacity permits  Firs, treat all Election Mail as  t-

Cla s Mail or Priority Mail Expre s  Order at 83..” Jones  

Plaintiffs next reques  to provide a copy of anyted that the Court order Defendants  

preliminary injunction order i sued in this  e to all USPS employeescas  and provide 

Plaintiffs with ongoing updates regarding their implementation of the Court’s order. The 

injunctions entered in all of the Related Actions  ions  effect,have contained provis  to this  

and the regular updates regarding Defendants  e injunctions’ implementation of thos  are a 

matter of public record and therefore available for Plaintiffs to review. See, e.g., Jones  

Order at 85 87 (requiring Defendants to “provide . . . a weekly update that includes . . . all 

data and information collected regarding . . . compliance with . . . the terms of this Order 

specifically pertaining to Election Mail[,]” and further requiring that Defendants submit to 

the court a proposed memorandum to staff explaining the order and certifying that all 

managerial staff had reviewed the memorandum). Accordingly, there are no apparent 

distinctions between the relief s  ’ought in Plaintiffs Motion and the injunctive relief already 

granted in the Related Actions. 

Through their Reply and Notice of Supplemental Evidence, and without amending 

their original Motion, Plaintiffs appear to s  eek to certain itemshift the relief they s  they 

allege fall outs  cope of the exis  . (Compare Motion at 44, with Replyide the s  ting injunctions  

18 
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at 1, 18).7 In their Reply, Plaintiffs pecify the following deficiencies  tings  in the exis  

injunctions as  ’ ability to timely deliver election mail: “None ofthey relate to Defendants  

thos  has  to res  ervice performance to the s  quoe injunctions  required Defendants  tore s  tatus  

ante levels; enjoined Defendants’ ,’ which greatly res‘Cintron Guidelines  trict late and extra 

trips; or required res  orting capacity.” (Reply at 1). The Court cons  thestoration of s  iders  e 

items in turn. 

Firs  s  to res  ervice performancet, Plaintiffs eek an order requiring Defendants  tore s  

to the status quo ante levels  tatus, by which they mean “the s  quo that prevailed before 

DeJoy took office.” (Reply at 3). In the Proposed Order accompanying their Reply, 

Plaintiffs s  uch an order would require Defendants to “respecify that s  tore on time 

performance for first cla s  t 93.88%, the highes  coremail to at leas  t on-time delivery s  

achieved in 2020.” (Proposed Order at 3, ECF No. 65-2). 

7 Parties are generally not permitted to change the relief they seek in a reply brief. 

See Seneca Ins  I, LLC, 30 F.Supp.3d 506, 512 (E.D.Va. 2014). Co. v. Shipping Boxes  

(declining cons  rais  t time in reply becaus  ingideration of arguments  ed for the firs  e oppos  

party did not have a full opportunity to res  ee als  v. Murillo, No. 94-pond); s  o United States  

81261, 2015 WL 1780724, at *3 n.3 (E.D.Mich. Apr. 20, 2015) (“This well-settled rule 

generally is invoked where a party rais  a new argument in s  motiones  upport of the party’s  

in its reply brief; however, the rule clearly also applies  where a party 

completely changes in its  ought in itsreply brief the relief that it originally s  motion. In 

either context, the opposing party has not had an opportunity to respond to the movant’s  

reques  v. Lenawee Cnty., No. 07-11932, 2007 WL 4247639, at *1t.” (quoting Harris  

(E.D.Mich. Dec. 4, 2007))). Plaintiffs s  tead have amended their Motion, whichhould ins  

would have given Defendants the opportunity to res  ought bypond to the new relief s  

Plaintiffs. 

The Court is s  are sympathetic, however, to the fact that Plaintiffs  eeking relief 

s  ignificant time cons  and may have viewed the prospect of “resetting” theubject to s  traints  

briefing as untenable. As a result, the Court granted Defendants the opportunity to file a 

surreply in order to respond to the novel relief s  . Thusought by Plaintiffs  , the Court will 

evaluate the relief sought by Plaintiffs  .in their Reply on the merits  
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As an initial matter, the Court does not view this as a practicable or enforceable 

reques  ooner order Defendants  tore on-time performance tot. The Court could no s  to res  

93.88% on a time s  than two weeks  than it could order a bascale of le s  eball player to 

achieve a .300 batting average over his next s  . USPS’several games  on-time performance 

s  an holis  the res  t of factors omecore is  tic metric that reflects  ult of a combination of a hos  , s  

internal to and controllable by USPS, and some external and outside of USPS’s control. 

The Court cannot require a party to meet a metric it can only partially control. 

To the extent the matter is controllable by Defendants, however, it is already the 

subject of an order in a Related Action. In respons  imilar concernse to s  from the plaintiffs  

in the Jones case, the Court ordered the following: 

No later than October 1, 2020, USPS shall submit to the Court 

a lis  s  ary to tore t-Cla s Mail andt of teps nece s  res  Firs  

Marketing Mail on-time delivery s  to the highes  corecores  t s  

each respective cla s of mail has received in 2020, which are 

93.88 percent for First-Cla s Mail and 93.69 percent for 

Marketing Mail, and shall thereafter make a good faith effort 

to fully implement the listed s  .teps  

Order, Jones v. U.S. Pos  lip op. at 3 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 25, 2020)tal Serv., No. 20-cv-6516, s  

(the “Jones Order II”). This order, which is already in place and which includes ongoing 

requirements that Defendants regularly and publicly certify and describe their compliance, 

s  es  t element of relief sought by Plaintiffs in their Reply.quarely addre s  the firs  

Second, Plaintiffs s  ’ ‘Cintron Guidelineseek an order “enjoin[ing] Defendants  ,’ 

which greatly restrict late and extra trips  never[.]” (Reply at 1). Although Plaintiffs  

expre sly reference the “Cintron Guidelines” in their Motion or, indeed, the Complaint, the 

Cintron Guidelines appear to refer to written guidelines developed by Robert Cintron, 
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USPS Vice President of Logistics. (Motion at 16 17; Cintron Decl. ¶ 24). The guidelines  

were prepared “to provide guidance to managers or s  ors  tions regardingupervis  with ques  

whether running late or extra trips would improve or hinder s  .’ervice performance.” (Defs  

Surreply Supp. Defs.’ Res  .’ Mot. Prelim. Inj. Alt. Partial Summ. J. [“Surreply”] at 9,p. Pls  

ECF No. 73). 

To the extent the Cintron Guidelines “greatly restrict late and extra trips[,]” as  

Plaintiffs allege, any s  have been directly addre s  orders in theuch policies  ed by numerous  

Related Actions See, e.g., Penns  Order at 1 2 (prohibiting the continued. ylvania 

implementation of “the Guidelines regarding trans  ent by Robert Cintron to Areaportation s  

Vice Pres  and other agency repres  on July 11, 2020 and July 14, 2020” andidents  entatives  

of any new USPS policies concerning late and extra trips). In its clarifying order, the 

Pennsylvania court added that “[t]ransportation, in the form of late and extra trips is  

authorized and shall be used where reas  ary to meet s  tandards andonably nece s  ervice s  

s  .” Pennservice performance targets  ylvania Order II at 1. 

Pursuant to the orders in the Penns  e, USPS alsylvania cas  o gave another “Stand-Up 

Talk” to all employees in which it clarified that “[l]ate and extra trips  hould be us. . . s  ed 

when they would facilitate the expeditious delivery of Election Mail” and that 

“[t]ransportation, in the form of late and extra trips is  hall be usauthorized and s  ed where 

reasonably nece sary to meet s  tandards  ervice performance targets The Poservice s  and s  . tal 

Service shall use extra trips to meet service commitments when feasible.” (Surreply at 11 

12). To ensure there was no confusion following the Stand-Up Talk, Cintron e-mailed Area 

Vice Pres  and Managers  the s  who hadidents  of Operations Support ame individuals  
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received the initial Cintron Guidelines  to reiterate that “[a]t all times, including during 

this election s  on, delayed trips  s  ed as  ary to meeteas  and extra trips hould be us  nece s  

service performance standards and to ensure the timely delivery of election mail.” 

(Surreply at 12). 

Even more recently, the court in NAACP v. United States Postal Service required 

that Defendants i s  ame group of individualsue a notice to the s  who received the initial 

Cintron Guidelines s  that “[t]he guidelines  ued on July 14,tating in no uncertain terms  i s  

2020, by USPS Vice Pres  tics  e of late andident of Logis  , Robert Cintron, regarding the us  

extra trips are res  tal Serv., No. 20-cv-2295cinded[.]” Minute Order, NAACP v. U.S. Pos  

(D.D.C. Oct. 27, 2020). In light of these orders  with Defendants, the Court agrees  that it 

“need not require[] USPS to rescind the Cintron Guidelines to addre s the gravamen of 

Plaintiffs’ concern that the guidelines might interfere with the timely delivery of Election 

Mail.” (Surreply at 10). 

Third, Plaintiffs seek an order requiring USPS to restore all “sorting machines that 

have been disconnected (but not disa s  sembled and removed) ince May 1, 2020.” 

(Propos  have explained that the lo s  orting machines “risksed Order at 2). Plaintiffs  of s  

dis  ing voters  lowing the delivery of unmarked ballots  trationenfranchis  by materially s  , regis  

forms  ting court orders, and other election mail.” (Motion at 37). Once again, however, exis  

meaningfully remedy any harm this relief would tend to addre s. For example, in the 

Washington cas  . tal facility will be unable toe, the court ordered that “[i]f any . . pos  

proce s election mail for the November 2020 election in accordance with First Cla s  

delivery s  becaus  tal Service’s recent removal and decommi sioning oftandards  e of the Pos  
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equipment, s  embled, or reconnected[.]” Wasuch equipment will be replaced, rea s  hington 

Order at 12. That language was echoed by the court in the New York case. See Order, New 

York v. Trump, No. 20-cv-2340, slip op. at 5 (D.D.C. Oct. 22, 2020). 

Defendants repres  e ordersent that in the wake of thes  , “(1) no additional mail 

proce s  have been removed from s  . . inging machines  ervice . . ; (2) . . 137 mail proce s  

machines have been returned to s  tanding reques  fromervice; and (3) there are no outs  ts  

facility heads to reconnect mail proce s  , nor have any s  tsing machines  uch reques  been 

denied.” (Surreply at 17). Plaintiffs argue that the exis  are ins  eting orders  ufficient becaus  

they only require Defendants to res  orting machines  ary totore s  “only to the extent nece s  

ensure the Postal Service can comply with its prior policy of delivering election mail in 

accordance with Firs  delivery s  [.]” (Reply at 7 n.1) (internal quotationt Cla s  tandards  

marks and citation omitted). The timely delivery of election mail, however, is  ely theprecis  

alleged irreparable harm at i sue in this dispute. 

Plaintiffs s  ] rather than pres  ] the status quo.”eek an injunction that “alter[s  erve[s  

Profiles, Inc., 453 F.Supp.3d at 747 (quoting Mountain Valley Pipeline, LLC, 915 F.3d at 

216 n.8). Such injunctions “are particularly disfavored” and require the right of relief to be 

“indis  , and in theputably clear.” Id. In light of the evidence proffered by Defendants  

abs  regarding why the current injunctionsence of any clear explanation from Plaintiffs  

impos  are ins  the harm caus  ioneded on Defendants  ufficient to addre s  ed by decommi s  

sorting machines, the Court cannot conclude that it is “indisputably clear” that the absence 

of additional sorting machines is  e irreparable harm to Plaintiffslikely to caus  . 

23 

0089

Document ID: 0.7.3493.22866-000001 

https://F.Supp.3d





            

              


              

               

            


                

              


              


               

             

             

              

              


             


             

              

             


            

 

               


  

s

Case 1:20 cv 02391 GLR Document 76 Filed 10/29/20 Page 24 of 25 

Finally, to the extent that Plaintiffs truly view any remaining deficiencies in USPS’s  

ability or intent to timely deliver Election Mail as perils to our democracy, they have 

litigated this cas  is  in everye in a manner incons tent with that concern. Unlike the plaintiffs  

one of the Related Actions, Plaintiffs here waited over five weeks from the time they filed 

their Complaint to file their Motion for Preliminary Injunction. Also unlike the plaintiffs  

in the Related Actions, Plaintiffs  cas  Court for anin this  e made no effort to move this  

expedited briefing s  a res  did not file their Replychedule on their Motion. As  ult, Plaintiffs  

until le s than two weeks  appeared to sbefore Election Day. In their Reply, Plaintiffs  eek 

new relief from this Court, requiring the Court to grant Defendants  urreply.time to file a s  

Any Order by this Court that created s  tantive new obligations  an Order thatubs  for USPS 

could realis  would havetically have come no earlier than a week prior to Election Day 

done more to sew confusion than to increas  to se the ability for Plaintiffs  afely participate 

in the election. Put s  failed to demons  tingimply, not only have Plaintiffs  trate how the exis  

injunctions impos  do not cover the relief Plaintiffs eek in their Motioned on Defendants  s  

or Reply, they have also failed to convince this  ubsCourt that implementing any s  tantive 

change at this late s  e the chance that Plaintiffstage of the election would actually decreas  

are disenfranchis  election. As  ult, Plaintiffs have failed to demonstrate thated in this  a res  

they are likely to suffer irreparable harm in the absence of preliminary relief. 
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III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons  ’ Motion for Preliminary, the Court will deny Plaintiffs  

Injunction (ECF No. 49).8 A s  .eparate Order follows  

Entered this 29th day of October, 2020. 

/s/ 

George L. Ru sell, III 

United States District Judge 

8 The Court declines at this tage to rule on Plaintiffs Partial Motion for Summarys ’ 

Judgment. Accordingly, the Court will direct Defendants to res  to ’pond Plaintiffs  

Complaint within thirty days of the Order accompanying this Opinion. 
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Antell, Kira M. (OLA} 

From: Antell, Kira M. {OLA) 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 1:00 PM 

To: Hankey, Mary Blanche {OLA) 

Subject: OLA Election Document 

Attachments: TRIAGE OF ELECTION RELATED CALLS 10292020.docx 

HiMBH, 

Could you please take a qu ick look at this? It is what I th ink wou ld be helpful on Election Day but don't want to be 
overly prescriptive. I would appreciate any init ial thoughts before I distribute to the group for their ideas. 

Thanks, 
Kira 

Kira Antell 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Department ofJustice 

(b) (6) 
(b) (6) 
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Oark, M elissa D. (PAO) 

From: Clark, Melissa D. (PAO) 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 3:09 PM 

To: Hovakim ian, Patrick (ODAG); Moran, John {ODAG) 

Subject : FW: JUSTICE DEPARTMENT RELEASES INFORMATION ON ELECTION DAY EFFORTS TO 

PROTECT THE RIGHT TO VOTE AND PROSECUTE BALLOT FRAUD: TEST 

Good Afternoon, 

Just a heads up t hatthis release will be going out shortly. 

-M elissa Clark 

From: USOOJ-Office of Public Affairs <USDOJ-OfficeofP ublicAffairs@public.govdelivery.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 3:06 PM 
To: Clark, Melissa D. (PAO • • 
Subject: JUSTICE DEPARTMENT RELEASES INFORMATION ON ELECTION DAY EFFORTS TO PROTECTTHE RIGHT TO 
VOTE AND PROSECUTE BALLOT FRAUD: TEST 

lseal - centered header for gov delivery 

The United States Department of Justice 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE THURSDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2020 

WWW.JUSTICE.GOV / NEWS 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT RELEASES INFORMATION ON 
ELECTION DAY EFFORTS TO PROTECT THE RIGHT TO VOTE 

ANDPROSECUTEBALWTFRAUD 

WASHINGTON - Continuing a longstanding Justice Department tradition, 
Attorney General William P. Barr today issued the following statement: 
"Americans have the opportunity once again to help shape the future of this 
nation by exercising their right to vote. It is a right that forms the foundation of 
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our democrat  em ofgovernment  o all Americans. Theic syst  , and is precious t  
Department ofJust  irelessly alongside ot  atice will work t  her federal, St e, and 
local agencies to protec t  right  is administ  athat  as it  ered by St e and local 
jurisdict  he nations across t  ion.” 

In ant  ion oft  ions, t  ment  iceicipat  he upcoming general elect  he Depart  ofJust  
t  ion about s part  s, t  he Criminaloday provided informat  it  icular effort  hrough t  
Division, Civil Right  ional Securit  o ensure t  alls Division, and Nat  y Division, t  hat  
qualified vot  he opport  y t  t  s and have t  esers have t  unit o cas heir ballot  heir vot  
count  ion, int  ion, or fraud in t  ion process.ed free ofdiscriminat  imidat  he elect  

Criminal Division and the Department’s 94 U.S. Attorney’s Offices: 

The depart  ’s Criminal Division oversees t  offederal lawsment  he enforcement  
that criminalize cert  ion fraud and vindicat he int  y oftain forms ofelect  e t  egrit  he 
federal election process. 

The Criminal Division’s Public Int  y Sect  he depart  ’s 94 U.S.egrit  ion and t  ment  
A t  he federal criminal laws torney’s Offices are responsible for enforcing t  hat  
prohibit various forms ofelect  ruct  s, votion fraud, such as dest  ion ofballot  e-
buying, mult  ing, submission offraudulent  s or regist  ions, andiple vot  ballot  rat  
alteration ofvot  al or electes, and malfeasance by post  ion officials and 
employees. The Criminal Division is also responsible for enforcing federal 
criminal law prohibit  er int  ion for reasons ot  han race, color,ing vot  imidat  her t  
national origin, or religion (as noted below, vot  imidat  hater int  ion t  has a basis in 
race, color, nat  he Civil Rightional origin, or religion is addressed by t  s Division). 

The U.S. A t  he count  e Assist  U.S.orney’s Offices around t  ry designat  ant  
A t  rict  ion Officers (DEOs) in t  iveorneys who serve as Dist  Elect  he respect  
Dist  s. DEOs are responsible for overseeing pot  ial elect  ersrict  ent  ion-crime ma t  
in their District  ing wit  he depart  ’s elects, and for coordinat  h t  ment  ion-crime 
expert  on, D.C.s in Washingt  

From now t  he U.S. A t  hhrough Nov. 3, 2020, t  orney’s Offices will work wit  
specially t  ric t  hat  s fromrained FBI personnel in each dist  o ensure t  complaint  
t  ion fraud are handled appropriathe public involving possible elect  ely. 
Specifically: 

In consult ion wit  ors a t  egrit  ion inat  h federal prosecut  he Public Int  y Sect  

Washingt  he Dist  Elect  orney’s Offices,on, D.C., t  rict  ion Officers in U.S. A t  

FBI officials at Headquart  on, D.C., and FBI Special Agenters in Washingt  s 

serving as Elect  ors in tion Crime Coordinat  he FBI’s 56 field offices will be 

on dut  o receive complaint  he public.y while polls are open t  s from t  

Elect  s should be direct  o t  orney’sion-crime complaint  ed t  he local U.S. A t  

Offices or t  ofU.S. A t  heirhe local FBI office. A list  orney’s Offices and t  

telephone numbers can be found at  

h tp://www.justice.gov/usao/dist  s/. A listrict  ofFBI offices 

and accompanying telephone numbers can be found at  

www.fbi.gov/cont  -us.act  

Public Integrity Sect  ors are available t  and coordination prosecut  o consult  e 

with the U.S. A t  he FBI regarding torney’s Offices and t  he handling of 

elect  ions.ion-crime allegat  

All complaint  ed t  hreat  imidat  as relat  o violence, t  s ofviolence, or int  ion at  

Document ID: 0.7.3493.9190 
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polling place should be reported first to local police authorities by calling 911; 
after alerting local law enforcement to such emergencies by calling 911, the 
public should contact the department. 

Civil Rights Division: 

The Civil Rights Division is responsible for ensuring compliance with the civil 
provisions of federal statutes that protect the right to vote, and with the criminal 
provisions of federal statutes prohibiting discriminatory interference with that 
right. 

The Civil Rights Division's Voting Section enforces the civil provisions of a wide 
range of federal statutes that protect the right to vote including: the Voting 
Rights Act; the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act; the 
National Voter Registration Act; the Help America Vote Act; and the Civil Rights 
Acts. Among other things, collectively, these laws: 

• prohibit election practices that have either a discriminatory purpose or a 
discriminatory result on account of race, color, or language minority status; 

• prohibit intimidation ofvoters; 

• provide that voters who need assistance in voting because of disability or 
illiteracy can obtain assistance from a person of their choice (other than 
agents of their employer or union); 

• provide for accessible voting systems for voters with disabilities; 

• provide for provisional ballots for voters who assert they are registered 
and eligible, but whose names do not appear on poll books; 

• provide for absentee voting for absent uniformed service members, their 
family members, and U.S. citizens living abroad; and 

• provide for covered States to offer citizens the opportunity to register to 
vote through offices that provide driver licenses, public assistance, and 
disability services, as well as through the mail; and to take steps regarding 
maintaining voter registration lists. 

The Civil Rights Division's Disability Rights Section enforces the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) that prohibits discrimination in voting based on 
disability. 

The Civil Rights Division's Criminal Section enforces federal criminal statutes 
that prohibit voter intimidation and vote suppression based on race, color, 
national origin, or religion. 

On Election Day, Nov. 3, 2020, the Civil Rights Division will implement a 
comprehensive program to help ensure the right to vote that will include the 
following: 

• The Civil Rights Division will conduct monitoring in the field under the 
federal voting rights statutes. 

• Civil Rights Division attorneys in the Voting, Disability Rights, and 
Criminal Sections in Washington, D.C., will be ready to receive complaints 
of potential violations relating to any of the statutes the Civil Rights 
Division enforces. Attorneys in the Division will coordinate within the 
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Department ofJust  ake appropriat  ion concerning tice and will t  e act  hese 

complaint  er Elects before, during, and aft  ion Day. 

Individuals wit  s relat  o possible violat  he federalh complaint  ed t  ions oft  

vot  s laws can call t  ment  oll-free t  800-ing right  he depart  ’s t  elephone line at  

253-3931, and also can submit complaint hrough a link on t  

e, at  ps://civilright  ice.gov/. 

s t  he 

department’s websit  h t  s.just  

Individuals with questions or complaint  ed t  he ADA may call ts relat  o t  he 

Just  ment  oll-free ADA informat  800-514-0301 orice Depart  ’s t  ion line at  

800-514-0383 (TDD), or submit a complain t  he 

ment  e, at  

hrough a link on t  

depart  ’s ADA websit  ada.gov. 

Once again, complaints related t  hreato violence, t  s ofviolence, or 

int  ion at  ed immediat  oimidat  a polling place should always be report  ely t  

local authorities by calling 911. They should also be report  o ted t  he 

department aft  horit  acter local aut  ies are cont  ed. 

Natio  n:nal Security Divisio  

The Nat  y Division supervises t  igat  ion ofional Securit  he invest  ion and prosecut  
cases affecting or relating t  ional securito nat  y, including any cases involving 
foreign interference in elections or violent  remis t  s t  ions. In text  hreat o elect  his 
cont  :ext  

The Nat  y Division’s Count  elligence and Export Controlional Securit  erint  

Sect  ers involving a range ofmalign influence act  iesion oversees ma t  ivit  

t  foreign government  empt  er hacking ofhat  s may a t  , including comput  

election or campaign infrastruct  informat  ions (e.g., ture; covert  ion operat  o 

promulgat  ion t  effort o supporte disinformat  hrough social media); covert  s t  

or denigrate political candidat  ions; and otes or organizat  her covert  

influence operat  hat  violat  at es.ions t  might  e various criminal st ut  

The National Security Division’s Count  errorism Sectert  ion oversees 

ma t  ernat  ic t  s lawers involving int  ional and domest  errorism and support  

enforcement in prevent  s oft  hat  Americans,ing any act  errorism t  impact  

including any violent ext  hat  hreat  ion securitremism t  migh t  en elect  y. 

As in past elect  he Nat  y Division will workions, on Nov. 3, 2020, t  ional Securit  
closely with counterpart  he FBI and our U.S. A t  o prots a t  orney’s Offices t  ect  
our nat  ions from any nat  y t  s. In part  orneysion’s elect  ional securit hreat  icular, a t  
from both sections will be part  h FBI Headquart  s tnered wit  ers component o 
provide suppor t  orney’s Offices and FBI Field Offices t  er anyo U.S. A t  o count  
such threats. Again, complaint  ed t  hreats relat  o violence, t  s ofviolence, or 
int  ion at  ed immediat  o localimidat  a polling place should always be report  ely t  
aut  ies by calling 911 and, aft  horit  act  hen shouldhorit  er local aut  ies are cont  ed, t  
also be reported to t  menthe depart  . 

Bot  ect  he righ t  e and combat  ion fraud are essent  oh prot  ing t  o vot  ing elect  ial t  
maint  he confidence ofall Americans in our democrat  em ofaining t  ic syst  
government  ment  h informat  ing. The depart  encourages anyone wit  ion suggest  
voting rights concerns or ballot  o cont  he appropriat  horitfraud t  ac t  e aut  ies, and 
notes in particular t  t  ment  y plays ithat he Depart  ofHomeland Securit  s own 
import  role in safeguarding crit  ion infrast  ure from cyber andant  ical elect  ruct  
ot  hreather t  s. 
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Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

From: Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 3:28 PM 

To: Antell, Kira M . {OLA); Stephens, Taylor {OLA); Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA); Pings, 
Anne {OLA) 

Subject: RE: CRT Triage Document 

Attachments: ElectionDay QA.docx 

Haha! Some hypothetical member calls and potential answers on the CRT-related side. 

From: Antell, Kira M. (OLA , , 
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 10:58 AM 
To: Stephens, Taylor (OLA , , ; Hankey, Mary Blanche ( OLA 
Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA , , >; Pings, Anne (OLA , • 
Subject: RE: CRT Triage Document 

Guys I omitted a verb in my previous email so choose your own adventure below (thanks Anne!). I suppose I was 
stymied by the options ... 

From: Antell, Kira M. (OLA) 
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 10:22 AM 
To: Stephens, Taylor (OLA , , >; Hankey, Mary Blanche ( 0 LA • • 
Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA , , ; Pings, An ne (OLA) , • 
Subject: RE: CRT Triage Document 

This is great and I w ill incorporate Anne shared/sent/had/provided some helpful suggestions about issues and 
language to include in our own triage document. If you have thoughts please send to me today. 

From: Stephens, Taylor (OLA (b) (6) 
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 10:16 AM 
To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA , , >; Antell, Kira M. (OL 
Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA , • >; Pings, Anne (OLA 
Subject: CRT Triage Document 
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Stephens, Taylor (OLA) 

From: Stephens, Taylor {OLA) 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 3:46 PM 

To: Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA); Antell, Kira M. {OLA); Hankey, Mary Blanche {OLA); Pings, 
Anne (OLA) 

Subject: RE: CRT Triage Document 

Attachments: Election Day Scenarios.docx 

Here's mine t hat is also CRT- related. 

From: Douglas, Dan ielle E. (OL 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 3:28 PM 
To: Antell, Kira M. (OL , , >; Stephens, Taylor ( OLA • • >; Hankey, 
Mary Blanche ( OL , , ; Pings, Anne (OLA • • 
Subject: RE: CRTTriage Document 
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Collins, Cassandra (CRT) 

From: Collins, Cassandra {CRT) 

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2020 11:26 PM 

To: AGWeeklyReport (JMD); Murray, Claire M . (OASG); Levi, William (OAG); W ilson, 
Ashley (OASG); Lloyd, Matt (PAO); Plack, Laura (ODAG); Feith, Daniel (ODAG); Hodes, 
Jarad (ODAG); Bissex, Rachel (OAG); Day, Sean (OASG); Clark, Melissa D. (PAO); 
Kjergaard, Alison {OPA); Freeman, Li ndsey {OASG) 

Cc: Dreiba nd, Eric {CRT); Toomey, Kathleen {CRT); Friel, Gregory B {CRT); Moossy, 
Robert (CRT); M cKnight, Cynthia {CRT); Maugeri, Alexander (CRT); Daukas, John 
{CRT); Armstrong, Deanna (CRT) 

Subject: AG/CRT Report 10 30 2020 

Attachments: CRT Weekly Report to AG 10 30 2020.docx 

G ood evening, 

The AG /CRT Report for the week ending October 30, 2020, is attached. 

Best regards, 

Cassandra Collins 
Special Assistant 
Civil RightS D ivision 
U.S. Department of J ustice 

(b)(6) 
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WEEKLY REPORT 
October 30, 2020 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

THE OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 

THE OFFICE OF THE ASSOCIATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

FROM: Eric Dreiband 
Assistant Attorney General for the Civil Rights Division 

SUBJECT: Civil Rights Division Report for the Week Ending October 30, 2020. 

Significant Activities Last Week, This Week, Next Week 

LAST WEEK'S EVENTS 
(October 19 - October 23, 2020) 

Speaking Engagements: 

• On October 20, 2020, Assistant Attorney General Eric Dreiband and other Civil Rights 
Division personnel traveled to Minneapolis to announce, with the U.S. Attorney for 
Minnesota and head of OJP, Katharine Sullivan new National Response Center Initiative 
and offered the assistance to the Minneapolis Police Department (MPD) to support law 
enforcement, and review, enhance and reform policies and practices to prevent the use of 
excessive force. The Bureau of Justice Assistance's (BJA) Law Enforcement Training and 
Technical Assistance Response Center will be a national resource for all state, local, and 
tribal law enforcement agencies. https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/ justice-department
announces-national-response-center-and-offer-bring-assistance-minneapolis 

Appellate 

5 per C 
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(b)(5) per CRT 

(b)(5) per CRT 

Employment 

(b)(5) per CRT 

(b)(5) per CRT 
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(b)(5) per CRT 

THIS WEEK'S EVENTS 
(October 26 - October 30, 2020) 

Speaking Engagements: 

• AAG Dreiband does not have any speaking engagements for the week of October 26, 2020. 

Housing 

(b)(5) per CRT 

Speaking Engagements/Events: 

• On October 28, 2020, an attorney in the Division's Housing and Civil Enforcement Section 
(HCE) participated in a panel to discuss sexual harassment in housing as part of a webinar 
addressing enforcement of the Fair Housing Act. The webinar is being organized by the 
Civil Rights Section of the Federal Bar Association. 

NEXT WEEK'S EVENTS 
(November 2 - November 6, 2020) 

Speaking Engagements: 

• AAG Dreiband does not have any speaking engagements for the week of November 2, 
2020. 

Appellate 

(b)(5) per CRT 
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Criminal 

(b)(5) per CRT 

(b)(5) per CRT 

Housing 

(b)(5) per CRT 

b 5 per CRT 
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Voting 

(b )(5) per CRT 

30 DAY LOOK AHEAD 

Appellate 

(b)(5) per CRT 

(b)(5) per CRT 
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Criminal 

5 per CRT 

(b)(S) per CRT 

(b)(S) per CRT 

(b)(S) per CRT 
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5 per C T 

Employment 

(b)(S) per CRT 

Housing 

per CRT 

Speaking Engagements/ Events: 

• On November 18, 2020, an HCE deputy chief will speak by videoconference about the 
Division's fair lending enforcement at the annual CRA & Fair Lending Colloqu ium. 

Immigrant and Employee Rights 

(b)(S) per CRT 

8 
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Antell, Kira M. (OLA} 

From: Antell, Kira M. {OLA) 

Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 12:51 AM 

To: Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA); Stephens, Taylor {OLA); Pings, Anne {OLA) 

Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche {OLA) 

Subject: OLA Election Day Triage 

Attachments: OLA Triage of Election Calls_10302020.docx 

Hello fr iends, 

Attached is a triage document that combines much of the information provided by CRT, CRM, EOUSA, and your 
helpful suggestions/scenarios. Anne I included one question abo • 

Could everyone please take a look and see what else we should add to this? I'd like to finalize on Monday. Apologies 
in advance for any typos ... 

Thanks, 
Kira 

Kira Antell 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
DepartmentofJustice 

(b) (6) 
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Question#: I 

Topic: Use ofDHS Authorities 

Hearing: Worldwide Threats to the Homeland 

Primary: The Honorable Elissa Slotkin 

Committee: HOMELAND SECURITY (HOUSE) 

Date: SEP 17, 2020 

Question: We write with concern about the insertion offederal troops without the request or 
consent of local officials into Washington, D.C. and other cities around the country, the use of 
unmarked security forces operating without uniforms or insignia under an unclear chain of 
command; attempted censorship ofintelligence analysis on Russian efforts to undermine US 
interests; and your refusal to participate in oversight hearings in accordance with your 
responsibilities. These events, particularly those in the past few months, seem to reinforce the 
idea that the President sees the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) not as a constitutionally 
established instrument ofgovernment, but as an armed force that exists to serve him personally, 
and for his own personal and political gains. 

This pains us, because we have great respect for DHS officers, intelligence analysts, and other 
personnel, and we rely on you to protect us from threats to our homeland. Based on our concerns, 
we feel compelled to ask you several critical questions that call upon you to affirm and uphold 
your nonpartisan role under our Constitution. Similar questions were provided to the Secretary of 
Defense and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs ofStaff, the latter of whom responded on August 
27. 

First, do you agree that DHS authorities, personnel, and resources should only be used to 
advance the homeland security of the United States, and not for any one President's or political 
party's political gain? Will you resist, report to Congress, and refuse to carry out any proposal by 
the President to use the authorities, personnel, and resources ofDHS to carry out activities 
designed to distract or otherwise influence for political gain the American public instead of 
protecting American security? 

Response 
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Question#: 2 

Topic: Election Role 

Hearing: Worldwide Threats to the Homeland 

Primary: The Honorable Elissa Slotkin 

Committee: HOMELAND SECURITY (HOUSE) 

Date: SEP 17, 2020 

Question: Second, what do you believe is the role ofDHS in relation to the election th is fa ll? 
Will you pledge to support the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency's efforts to 
provide nonpartisan resources and services to protect America's election from foreign influence 
and its infrastructure from foreign cyber attacks, including by informing Congress of any 
attempts to interfere with those efforts? Do you believe that DHS has any role in administering 
the election or ta llying resu lts? Are there any circumstances where you would deem it necessary 
to send DHS personnel, including law enforcement personnel, to be present at polling places? 

Response 
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Question#: 3 

Topic: Presidential Transition 

Hearing: Worldwide Threats to the Homeland 

Primary: The Honorable Elissa Slotkin 

Committee: HOMELAND SECURITY (HOUSE) 

Date: SEP 17, 2020 

Question:Third, looking past the November Presidential election, wi ll you commit to 
supporting a peaceful process for carrying out the Electoral College, certifying its result in 
Congress, and carrying out any transfer ofpower whoever wins in November? Specifically, will 
you commit to upholding the Constitution's 20th Amendment and the Presidential Succession 
Act in the event that a winner has not been certified by the Congress by noon on January 20? 

Response 
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• • 

Pings, Anne (OLA) 

From: Pings, Anne {OLA) 

Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 3:40 PM 

To: Ante ll, Kira M . {OLA); Stephens, Taylor (OLA) 

Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche {OLA); Douglas, Danie lle E. (OLA) 

Subject: RE: Election Day Email String Question 

understanding your vision. 

From: Antell, Kira M . (OLA • • 
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 12:50 PM 
To: Stephens, Taylor (OLA • • ; Pings, Anne ( OLA • • 
Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA • • >; Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

• • > 
Subject: Election Day Email String Question 

I am t hinking t hrough who should be on our Election Day email string. I envision the string as being as opportunity to 
share intel about inqu iries we are receiving and to get that intel from OPA and others. Ideally, it wou ld work like this. 

Taylor, would you ask CRT if t hey think it wou ld be helpful to be induded? If so, t hey should let us know the small 
number of people they would want on this string. Ann (b) (5) 

, let me know! 

Thanks, 
Kira 

Kira Antell 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Department ofJustice 

(b) (6) 
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Stephens, Taylor (OLA) 

From: Stephens, Taylor {OLA) 

Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 3:41 PM 

To: Antell, Kira M. {OLA); Pings, Anne {OLA) 

Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA); Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

Subject: RE: Election Day Email String Question 

Hi, Kira: 

CRT is on board . Please include John Daukas and Chris Herren on thread. 

Hope everyone has a great Halloween weekend! 

Thanks, 
Taylo r 

From: Antell, Kira M. (OLA • • 
Sent: Friday, October 30, 202012:50 PM 
To: Stephens, Taylor (OLA • • >; Pings, Anne ( OLA • • > 
Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA • • >; Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA) 

• • > 
Subject: Election Day Email String Question 
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Day, Sean (OASG) 

From: Day, Sean {OASG) 

Sent: Friday, October 30, 2020 9:27 PM 

To: (b) (6) ; Davis, May M. EOP/WHO; Dickey, Jennifer B. (OASG); 
Murray, Claire M. (OASG); Pandya, Brian (OASG); Kazam, Alexander (OASG); 
Freeman, Lindsey (OASG); Mccotter, Trent (OASG (b)(6) - Eric Hamilton Email Address 

Beelaert, Jeffrey (OLP) 

Subject: Litigation Report 10/30 

Attachments: 2020-10-30 Litigation Look Ahead.docx 

Please see attached th is week's lit igation report. 

Sean C. Day 
Deputy Associate Attorney General 

(b)(6) (Cell) 
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Coll ins, Cassandra (CRT) 

From: Coll ins, Cassandra {CRT) 

Sent: Saturday, October 31, 2020 11:54 AM 

To: Murray, Claire M. (OASG); Levi, Wi lliam {OAG); Wilson, Ashley {OASG); Lloyd, Matt 
{PAO); Plack, Laura {ODAG); Feith, Daniel (ODAG); Hodes, Jarad {ODAG); Bissex, 

Rachel (OAG); Day, Sean (OASG); Clark, Melissa D. (PAO); Kjergaard, Alison (OPA); 
Freeman, Lindsey {OASG) 

Cc: Dreiband, Eric {CRT); Toomey, Kathleen {CRT); Friel, Gregory B {CRT); Moossy, 

Robert (CRT); McKnight, Cynthia {CRT); Maugeri, Alexander (CRT); Daukas, John 
{CRT); Armstrong, Deanna (CRT) 

Subject: RE: OASG/CRT Meeting Material 1122020 

Attachments: (Updated) OASG CRT Read Ahead 11 2 2020.docx; (Updated) OASG CRT Agenda 11 2 
2020.docx 

Afternoon, 

Attached is a revised and operative OASG report. 

Best, 

Cassandra 

From: Collins, Cassandra (CRT) 
Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2020 4:47 PM 
To: Murray, Claire M. (OASG , • >; Levi, William (0 G , , >; Wilson, 
Ash ley (OASG , • >; Lloyd, Matt (P O , • >; Plack, Laura (ODAG) 

, • >; Feith, Dan iel (OD G , • >; Hodes, Jarad (ODAG) 
, , >; Bissex, Rachel (O G , • ; Day, Sean (OASG) 
, • >; Clark, Melissa D. (P O , • ; Kjergaard, Alison (OPA) 

, • >; Freeman, Lindsey (OASG , , > 
Cc: Dreiband, Eric (CR , • >; Toomey, Kathleen (CR , • 
Friel, Gregory B (CR , • >; Moossy, Robert (CR , • 
McKnight, Cynthia (CR , • >; Maugeri, Alexander (CRT) 

• • b 6 - John Daukas Email Address >; Armstrong, Deanna 
(CR , • 
Subject: OASG/CRT Meeting Material 11 2 2020 
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• • 
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• • 

• • 

Stephens, Taylor (OLA) 

From: Stephens, Taylor {OLA) 

Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 10:23 AM 

To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA); Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA}; Pings, Anne {OLA) 

Cc: Antell, Kira M. {OLA) 

Subject: RE: Election Day Emai l String Question 

Clear. 

From: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA • • 
Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 10:20 AM 
To: Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA • • ; Pings, Anne ( OLA) 
Cc: Antell, Kira M . (OLA • ; Stephens, Taylor (OLA 
Subject: RE: Election Day Email String Question 

Good here. Thanks. 

From: Douglas, Dan ielle E. (OL • • 
Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 10:16 AM 
To: Pings, Anne (OLA • • 
Cc: Antell, Kira M . (OLA • • ; Stephens, Taylor (OL ; Hankey, 
Mary Blanche ( OL • • > 
Subject: Re: Election Day Email String Question 

Works for me! 

Danielle Douglas 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Department of Justice 

On 2 Nov 2020, at 10:14 AM, Pings, Anne (OLA >wrote: 

? 
11 works for me. 

From: Antell, Kira M. (OLA • • > 
Sent: Monday, November 02, 2020 10:04 AM 
To: Douglas, Danielle E. (OLA • • >; Stephens, Taylor (OLA) 

Cc: Pings, Anne (OL >; Hankey, Mary Blanche ( OLA) 

Subject: RE: Election Day Email String Question 

Regard less- is everyone free at 11 for a qu ick call? It shows as clear and I'll send an invite and dial in but 
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• • 

LMK if I need to push to later. 

From: Douglas, Dan ielle E. (OLA • • 
Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 9:56 AM 
To: Stephens, Taylor (OLA) • • 
Cc: Antell, Kira M. (OLA • • ; Pings, Anne (OL 
Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA) • • 
Subject: Re: Election Day Email String Question 

Danielle Douglas 
Office of Legislative Affairs 

U.S. Department of Justice 

On 30 Oct 2020, at 3:41 PM, Stephens, Taylor (OLA) > wrote: 
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Antell, Kira M . (OLA} 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

DRAFT 

Kira Antell 

Antell, Kira M . {OLA) 

Monday, November 2, 2020 11:06 AM 

Hankey, Mary Blanche {OLA); Stephens, Taylor {OLA); Pings, Anne {OLA); Doug las, 
Danielle E. {OLA) 

Elect ion Team Call 

OLA Triage of Election Calls_11022020.docx 

Office of Legislative Affairs 
Department ofJustice 

(b) (6) 
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• • 
• • 

Mollet , Kristin (Bennet) 

From: Mollet, Kristin (Bennet} 

Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 2:20 PM 

To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA} 

Subject : Re: Contact for Tuesday 

Fantastic. Grateful to you. Thank you again! 

(b) (6) 

(b) (6) 

On Nov 2, 2020, at 2:15 PM, Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA} (b) (6) > wrote: 

Good to catch up with you . As discussed, feel free to call me anytime. Some other helpful contacts are 
below. 

For voter fra ud/crimes: 
• Rebecca Weber is the District Election Office in the US Attorney's Office. She can be reached at 

303-454-0332 desk or 720-281-1734 cell. 

• The local FBI field office can be reached at 303-629-7171. 

For Civil Rights: 

• This is the reporting hotline: 800-253-3931 

From: Mollet, Kristin (Bennet) • • > 
Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 1:29 PM 
To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA • • 
Subject: Re: Contact for Tuesday 

Ha ! That is funny. Absolutely give me a call a • • . Th is is an easy one cliffs notes: we 
don't have any current/specific needs but j ust want to be prepared with contacts in case we learn of 
trouble. Ideally we could reach these contacts after hours if needed. 

On Nov 2, 2020, at 1:10 PM, Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA 

Hi Kristin, 

I hope you are well. Your Friday ema il to the US Attorney' s Office in the ND Georgia has 
made its way to my office. It is f unny that it took so long for our professiona l paths to 
cross aga in. Do you have sometime to touch base this afternoon? We want to make sure 
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• • 

you all have what you need. I'm flexible for the remainder of the afternoon, so let me 
know when is good for you. 

Mary Blanche Hankey 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General and Chief of Staff 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Offic • • 
Ce 
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Antell, Kira M . (OLA} 

From: Antell, Kira M . {OLA) 

Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 2:47 PM 

To: Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA) 

Subject: Election Day Materials 

Attachments: OLA Triage of Election Calls_11022020.docx; DEO and ECC (OPS AND INTEL).pdf 

Hi Stephen, 

Attached are the primary election materials for tomorrow. You mentioned you planned to reach out so I wanted to 
share these with you. If you'd like to catch up, just let me know what is convenient for you. I'm free all afternoon. 

Thanks, 
Kira 

Kira Antell 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Department ofJustice 

(b) (6) 
(b) (6) 
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NOVEMBER 2, 2020 VOTING PRESS RELEASE 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Monday, November 2, 2020 

Justice Department Again to Monitor Compliance with the Federal 
Voting Rig  onhts Laws Election Day 

The Justice Department today announced its plans for voting rights monitoring in jurisdictions 

around the country for the Nov. 3, 2020 general election. The Justice Department historically has 

monitored in jurisdictions in the field on election day, and is again doing so this year. The 

department will also take complaints from the public nationwide regarding possible violations of 

the federal voting rights laws through its call center. 

“Federal law entrusts the Civil Rights Division with protecting the right to vote for all 

Americans,” said E  Dreiband, Assistant Attorney General for the Civil Rights Division.ric S. 

“Our federal laws protect the right ofall American citizens to vote without suffering 
discrimination, intimidation, and harassment. The work of the Civil Rights Division around each 

federal general election is a continuation of its historical mission to ensure that all of our citizens 

can freely exercise this most fundamental American right.” 

The Civil Rights Division enforces the federal voting rights laws that protect the rights of all 

citizens to access the ballot. Since the passage of the Voting Rights Act in 1965, the division has 

regularly monitored in a variety of elections around the country throughout every year to protect 

the rights of all voters, and not just in federal general elections. 

On Nov. 3, the Civil Rights Division plans to send personnel to 4 jurisdictions in 18 states to 

monitor for compliance with the federal voting rights laws: 

 Coconino County, Arizona; 

 Maricopa County, Arizona; 

 Navajo County, Arizona; 

 Los Angeles County, California; 

 Orange County, California; 

 Broward County, Florida; 

 Duval County, Florida; 

 Hillsborough County, Florida; 

 Miami-Dade County, Florida; 

 Orange County, Florida; 

 Palm Beach County, Florida; 

 Fulton County, Georgia; 

 Gwinnett County, Georgia; 

 City of Chicago, Illinois; 

 Cook County, Illinois; 

 Montgomery County, Maryland; 

 City of Boston, Massachusetts; 
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 City  of  Lowell,  Massachusetts;  

 City  of  Malden,  Massachusetts;  

 City  of  Quincy,  Massachusetts;  

 City  of  Springfield,  Massachusetts;  

 City  of  Detroit,  Michigan;  

 City  of  Eastpointe,  Michigan;  

 City  of  Flint,  Michigan;  

 City  of  Hamtramck,  Michigan;  

 City  of  Highland  Park,  Michigan;  

 City  of  Jackson,  Michigan;  

 Shelby Township,  Michigan;  

 City  of  Minneapolis,  Minnesota;  

 Bergen  County,  New  Jersey;  

 Middlesex  County,  New  Jersey;  

 Bernalillo  County,  New  Mexico;  

 Mecklenburg  County,  North  Carolina;  

 Wake  County,  North  Carolina;  

 Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio;  

 Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania;  

 Lehigh  County,  Pennsylvania;  

 Philadelphia  County,  Pennsylvania;  

 Richland  County,  South  Carolina;  

 Harris  County,  Texas;  

 Waller  County,  Texas;  

 Fairfax  County,  Virginia;  

 Prince  William  County,  Virginia;  and  

 City  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin.  

As  in  past  years,  monitors  will  focus  on  compliance  with  the  Voting  Rights  Act,  and  the  other  

federal  voting  rights  laws  enforced  by  the  division.  Monitors  will  include  civil  rights  personnel  

from the Civil Rights Division and civil rights and civil personnel from U.S. Attorney’s Offices.  
Civil  Rights  Division  personnel  will  also  maintain  contact  with  state  and  local  election  officials.  

The Civil Rights Division’s Voting Section enforces the civil provisions offederal statutes that  
protect  the  right  to  vote,  including  the  Voting  Rights  Act,  the  Uniformed  and  Overseas  Citizens  

Absentee  Voting  Act,  the  National  Voter  Registration  Act,  the  Help  America  Vote  Act,  and  the  

Civil Rights Acts. The division’s Disability Rights Section enforces the Americans with  

Disabilities  Act  (ADA)  to  ensure  that  persons  with  disabilities  have  a  full  and  equal  opportunity  

to vote. The division’s Criminal Section enforces federal criminal statutes that prohibit voter  

intimidation  and  voter  suppression  based  on  race,  color,  national  origin  or  religion.  

On  Election  Day,  Civil  Rights  Division  personnel  will  be  available  all  day  to  receive  complaints  

from  the  public  related  to  possible  violations  of  the  federal  voting  rights  laws  by  a  complaint  

form on the department’s website https://civilrights.justice.gov/  or  by  telephone  toll-free  at  800-

253-3931.  
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Individuals with questions or complaints related to the ADA may call the department’s toll-free  

ADA  information  line  at  800-514  or  -0383  (TDD),  submit  complaint  through  -0301  800-514  or  a  

a  link  on  the  department’s ADA website, at https://www.ada.gov/.  

Complaints  related  to  disruption  at  a  polling  place  should  always  be  reported  immediately  to  

local  election  officials  (including  officials  in  the  polling  place).  Complaints  related  to  violence,  

threats  of  violence  or  intimidation  at  a  polling  place  should  be  reported  immediately  to  local  

police  authorities  by  calling  911.  These  complaints  should  also  be  reported  to  the  department  

after  local  authorities  have  been  contacted.  

Last  week,  the  Justice  Department  announced  its  overall  plans  for  the  general  election  to  protect  

the  right  to  vote  and  secure  the  integrity  of  the  voting  process  through  the  work  of  the  Civil  

Rights Division, Criminal Division, National Security Division, and U.S. Attorney’s Offices.  

More  information  about  the  federal  civil  rights  laws  is  available  on  the  Civil  Rights Division’s  

website  at  https://www.justice.gov/crt.  

Online:  https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-again-monitor-compliance-federal-

voting-rights-laws-election-day  
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OCTOBER 29,  2020 VOTING PRESS RELEASE  

FOR  IMMEDIATE  RELEASE  

Thursday,  October  29,  2020  

Justice  Department  Releases  Information  on  Election  Day Efforts  to  
Protect  the  Right  to  Vote  and Prosecute  Ballot  Fraud  

Continuing  a  longstanding  Justice  Department  tradition,  Attorney  General  William  P.  Barr  today  

issued the following statement: “Americans have the opportunity once again to help shape  the  

future  of  this  nation  by  exercising  their  right  to  vote.  It  is  a right  that  forms  the  foundation  of  our  

democratic  system  of  government,  and  is  precious  to  all  Americans.  The  Department  of  Justice  

will  work  tirelessly  alongside  other  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies  to  protect  that  right  as  it  is  

administered by state and local jurisdictions across the nation.”  

In  anticipation  of  the  upcoming  general  elections,  the  Department  of  Justice  today provided  

information  about  its  particular  efforts,  through  the  Criminal  Division,  Civil  Rights  Division,  and  

National  Security Division,  to  ensure  that  all  qualified  voters  have  the  opportunity to  cast  their  

ballots  and  have  their  votes  counted  free  of  discrimination,  intimidation,  or  fraud  in  the  election  

process.  

Criminal Division and the Department’s 94 U.S. Attorney’s Offices:  

The department’s Criminal Division oversees the enforcement offederal laws that criminalize  

certain  forms  of  election  fraud  and  vindicate  the  integrity  of  the  federal  election  process.  

The Criminal Division’s Public Integrity Section and the department’s 94 U.S. Attorney’s  

Offices  are  responsible  for  enforcing  the  federal  criminal  laws  that  prohibit  various  forms  of  

election  fraud,  such  as  destruction  of  ballots,  vote-buying,  multiple  voting,  submission  of  
fraudulent  ballots  or  registrations,  and  alteration  of  votes,  and  malfeasance  by postal  or  election  

officials  and  employees.  The  Criminal  Division  is  also  responsible  for  enforcing  federal  criminal  

law  prohibiting  voter  intimidation  for  reasons  other  than  race,  color,  national  origin,  or  religion  

(as  noted  below,  voter  intimidation  that  has  a  basis  in  race,  color,  national  origin,  or  religion  is  

addressed  by  the  Civil  Rights  Division).  

The U.S. Attorney’s Offices around the country designate  Assistant  U.S.  Attorneys  who  serve  as  

District  Election  Officers  (DEOs)  in  the  respective  Districts.  DEOs  are  responsible  for  

overseeing  potential  election-crime  matters  in  their  Districts,  and  for  coordinating  with  the  

department’s election-crime  experts  in  Washington,  D.C.  

From now through Nov. 3, 2020, the U.S. Attorney’s Offices will work with specially trained  

FBI personnel  in  each  district  to  ensure  that  complaints  from  the  public  involving  possible  

election  fraud  are  handled  appropriately.  Specifically:  
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 In  consultation  with  federal  prosecutors  at  the  Public  Integrity Section  in  Washington,  

D.C., the District Election Officers in U.S. Attorney’s Offices, FBI officials at  
headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  FBI  special  agents  serving  as  Election  Crime  

Coordinators in the FBI’s 56 field offices will be on duty while polls are open to receive  

complaints  from  the  public.  

 Election-crime complaints should be directed to the local U.S. Attorney’s Offices or the  
local FBI  office.  A list  of U.S. Attorney’s Offices and their telephone numbers can be  

found  at  http://www.justice.gov/usao/districts/.  A  list  of  FBI  offices  and  accompanying  

telephone  numbers  can  be  found  at  www.fbi.gov/contact-us.  

 Public  Integrity  Section  prosecutors  are  available  to  consult  and  coordinate  with  the  U.S.  

Attorney’s Offices and the FBI regarding the handling ofelection-crime  allegations.  

All  complaints  related  to  violence,  threats  of  violence,  or  intimidation  at  a  polling  place  should  

be  reported  first  to  local  police  authorities  by  calling  911;  after  alerting  local  law  enforcement  to  

such  emergencies  by  calling  911,  the  public  should  contact  the  department.  

Civil Rights  Division:  

The  department's  Civil  Rights  Division  is  responsible  for  ensuring  compliance  with  the  civil  

provisions  of  federal  statutes  that  protect  the  right  to  vote,  and  with  the  criminal  provisions  of  

federal  statutes  prohibiting  discriminatory interference  with  that  right.  

The Civil Rights Division’s Voting Section enforces the civil provisions ofa wide range of  

federal  statutes  that  protect  the  right  to  vote  including:  the  Voting  Rights  Act;  the  Uniformed  

and  Overseas  Citizens  Absentee  Voting  Act;  the  National  Voter  Registration  Act;  the  Help  

America  Vote  Act;  and  the  Civil  Rights  Acts.  Among  other  things,  collectively,  these  laws:  

 Prohibit  election  practices  that  have  either  a  discriminatory purpose  or  a  discriminatory  

result  on  account  of  race,  color,  or  language  minority  status;  

 Prohibit  intimidation  of  voters;  

 Provide  that  voters  who  need  assistance  in  voting  because  of  disability  or  illiteracy  can  

obtain  assistance  from  a  person  of  their  choice  (other  than  agents  of  their  employer  or  

union);  

 Provide  for  accessible  voting  systems  for  voters  with  disabilities;  

 Provide  for  provisional  ballots  for  voters  who  assert  they  are  registered  and  eligible,  but  

whose  names  do  not  appear  on  poll  books;  

 Provide  for  absentee  voting  for  absent  uniformed  service  members,  their  family  

members,  and  U.S.  citizens  living  abroad;  and  

 Provide  for  covered  States  to  offer  citizens  the  opportunity  to  register  to  vote  through  

offices  that  provide  driver  licenses,  public  assistance,  and  disability  services,  as  well  as  

through  the  mail;  and  to  take  steps  regarding  maintaining  voter  registration  lists.  

The Civil Rights Division’s Disability Rights Section enforces the Americans with Disabilities  

Act  (ADA)  that  prohibits  discrimination  in  voting  based  on  disability.  
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The  Civil  Rights Division’s Criminal Section enforces federal criminal statutes that prohibit  

voter  intimidation  and  vote  suppression  based  on  race,  color,  national  origin,  or  religion.  

On  Election  Day,  Nov.  3,  2020,  the  Civil  Rights  Division  will  implement  a  comprehensive  

program  to  help  ensure  the  right  to  vote  that  will  include  the  following:  

 The  Civil  Rights  Division  will  conduct  monitoring  in  the  field  under  the  federal  voting  

rights  statutes.  

 Civil  Rights  Division  attorneys  in  the  Voting,  Disability  Rights,  and  Criminal  Sections  in  

Washington,  D.C.,  will  be  ready  to  receive  complaints  of  potential  violations  relating  to  

any  of  the  statutes  the  Civil Rights  Division  enforces.  Attorneys  in  the  division  will  

coordinate  within  the  Department  of  Justice  and  will  take  appropriate  action  concerning  

these  complaints  before,  during,  and  after  Election  Day.  

 Individuals  with  complaints  related  to  possible  violations  of  the  federal  voting  rights  laws  

can call the department’s toll-free  telephone  line  at  800-253-3931,  and  also  can  submit  

complaints through a link on the department’s website, at https://civilrights.justice.gov/.  

 Individuals  with  questions  or  complaints  related  to  the  ADA  may  call  the  Justice  

Department’s toll-free  ADA  information  line  at  800-514  or  -0383  (TDD),  -0301  800-514  

or submit a complaint through a link on the department’s ADA website, at ada.gov.  

 Once  again,  complaints  related  to  violence,  threats  of  violence,  or  intimidation  at  a  
polling  place  should  always  be  reported  immediately  to  local  authorities  by  calling  

911.  They  should  also  be  reported  to  the  department  after  local  authorities  are  contacted.  

National Security Division:  

The  department's  National  Security  Division  supervises  the  investigation  and  prosecution  of  

cases  affecting  or  relating  to  national  security,  including  any  cases  involving  foreign  interference  

in  elections  or  violent  extremist  threats  to  elections.  In  this  context:  

 The  National  Security Division’s Counterintelligence and Export Control Section  
oversees  matters  involving  a  range  of  malign  influence  activities  that  foreign  

governments  may  attempt,  including  computer  hacking  of  election  or  campaign  

infrastructure;  covert  information  operations  (e.g.,  to  promulgate  disinformation  through  

social  media);  covert  efforts  to  support  or  denigrate  political  candidates  or  organizations;  

and  other  covert  influence  operations  that  might  violate  various  criminal  statutes.  

 The National Security Division’s Counterterrorism  Section  oversees  matters  involving  

international  and  domestic  terrorism  and  supports  law  enforcement  in  preventing  any  acts  

of  terrorism  that  impact  Americans,  including  any  violent  extremism  that  might  threaten  

election  security.  

As  in  past  elections,  on  Nov.  3,  2020,  the  National  Security  Division  will  work  closely  with  

counterparts at the FBI and our U.S. Attorney’s Offices to protect our nation’s elections from  
any  national  security  threats.  In  particular,  attorneys  from  both  sections  will be  partnered  with  

FBI Headquarters components to provide support to U.S. Attorney’s Offices and FBI Field  

Offices  to  counter  any  such  threats.  Again,  complaints  related  to  violence,  threats  of  violence,  or  

intimidation  at  a  polling  place  should  always  be  reported  immediately  to  local  authorities  by  
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calling  911  and,  after  local  authorities  are  contacted,  then  should  also  be  reported  to  the  

department.  

Both  protecting  the  right  to  vote  and  combating  election  fraud  are  essential  to  maintaining  the  

confidence  of  all  Americans  in  our  democratic  system  of  government.  The  department  

encourages  anyone  with  information  suggesting  voting  rights  concerns  or  ballot  fraud  to  contact  

the  appropriate  authorities,  and  notes  in  particular  that  the  Department  of  Homeland  Security  

plays  its  own  important  role  in  safeguarding  critical  election  infrastructure  from  cyber  and  other  

threats.  

Online  at:  https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-releases-information-election-day-

efforts-protect-right-vote-and-prosecu-1  
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• • 

Ellis, Corey (USAEO) 

From: Ellis, Corey {USAEO} 

Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 4:01 PM 

To: Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA} 

Subject: RE: OLA Election Day Prep 

Got plenty ofcom mash? 

From: Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA • • > 
Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 10:37 AM 
To: Levi, William (OAG • • >; Bissex, Rachel (OAG • • ; Newman, Ryan D. 
(OA • • >; Moran, John (ODAG • • >; Donoghue, Richard 
(ODAG • • >; Ellis, Corey ( USAEO b 6 er EOUSA ; Murray, Claire M. (OASG) 

Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OL • • > 
Subject: OLA Election Day Prep 

FYSA As some of you know, OLA will have a small working group in the office throughout the day and well into the 
evening tomorrow to handle any t ime sensitive incoming communications from Congress related to Election Day 
activities. I suspect this cou ld range from literally noth ing at all to a host of serious allegations of fraud or voter 
intimidation. 

We are not soliciting concerns, but we are prepared to be responsive. OLA has the information for the appropriate 
contacts at the FBI and USAOs compiled to ensure information is routed appropriately. 

If you or your colleagues are contacted by Members or staff, please route them d irectly to Mary Blanche or me. I of 
course defer to the AG or DAG if they want to take calls personally, but please feel free to send Members requesting 
calls to me and I' ll handle whatever comes up in an appropriate fash ion. 

Thanks, 

SB 

Stephen E. Boyd 
Assistant Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 

IIIIIIIIDIBIII 
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Kazam, Alexander (OASG) 

From: Kazam, Alexander {OASG) 

Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 5:04 PM 

To: (b)(6) (ODAG) 

Cc: Murray, Claire M. (OASG); Wilson, Ashley (OASG); Hamilton, Gene {OAG); Pandya, 
Brian {OASG); Dickey, Jennifer B. {OASG); Freeman, Lindsey (OASG); Day, Sean 
(OASG); Mccotter, Trent (OASG); Grider, Mark (OASG) 

Subject: ODAG Weekly Litigation Report 11/3 

Attachments: ODAG Report 11.3.2020.docx 

H DDm] 

Please find attached this week's litigation report. 

Thanks, 
Alex 
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• • 

• • 

• • 

• • 

Johnson, Joanne E. (OLA) 

From: Johnson, Joanne E. (OLA) 

Sent: Tuesday, November 3, 2020 3:07 PM 

To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA}; Antell, Kira M . (OLA) 

Cc: Pings, Anne {OLA); Stephens, Taylor {OLA) 

Subject: RE: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Ca l l with Congressional Staff at 2pm 

Attachments: Summary of OHS CISA Director Krebs Election Security Briefing for Congressional 

Staff.docx 

Attached please find a Summary of t he Election Security Briefing for Congressional Staff conducted by DHS CISA 
Director Krebs today from 2:00 to approximately 2:30. 

From: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OL • • 
Sent: Tuesday, November 3, 2020 12:00 PM 
To: Johnson, Joanne E. (OL • • >; Antell, Kira M. (OLA 
Cc: Pings, Anne (OLA • • >; Stephens, Taylor (OLA • • > 
Subject: RE: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Call with Congressional Staff at 2pm 

Agree. Thank you. 

From: Johnson, Joanne E. (OLA • • 
Sent: Tuesday, November 3, 2020 11:55 AM 
To: Antell, Kira M. ( OLA • • 
Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA) • • ; Pings, Anne (OLA 
Stephens, Taylo r (OLA • • 
Subject : Re: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Call with Congressional Staff at 2pm 

Will do. Thank you. 

On Nov 3, 2020, at 11:54 AM, Antell, Kira M. (OLA >wrote: 

Thanks for sharing Joanne. I think it makes sense to proceed as you normally would. I' ll be very 
interested to hear your report afterward - especially w hat kinds of questions staff had. 

Thanks so much for letting us know. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Nov 3, 2020, at 11:52 AM, Johnson, Joanne E. (OLA > wrote: 

See below. DHS has been doing these update calls during the election season. The 
interagency just learned DHS is doing another one today. Typically, Adamo mJDD are 
interested in listening in ( and have listened in). They do not have a speaking role o r are 
announced. I would typically inform them of this (as they wou ld want to know), and I 
would listen in, as well. However, I wanted to run this by the Working Group fi rst. I will 
stand by and wait to hear back from you. The call is at 2 today. 
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Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Faulkner, Charles (b)(6) per OHS 

Date: November 3, 2020 at 11:44:50 AM EST 
T (b)(3), (b)(6) per OONI 

(b)(3), (b)(6) per OONI (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) per FBI (DO) (FB (b )(6 ) (b)(7)(C ) (b)(?)(E ) per FBI 

(b )(6 ) (b)(7)(C) (b)(7 )(E ) per FBI (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) per FBI (DO) (FBI)" 
(b)(6), (b)(7)(C), (b)(7XE) per FBI "Johnson, Joanne E. (OLA) (JM D) " 

(b) (6) (b)(3) per NSA 

"Trum bull D. Soule (b)(3) per NSA 

(b)(3), (b)(6) 

Cc: "Wieczorek, Erin" (b)(6) per OHS >, "GHANI, 
M UHAMMAD" (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

i@@MAl•il@ (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 
II 

(b)(6) per OHS > 
Subject: RE: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Call with Congressional Staff 

at2pm 

Ca ll information for today's 2pm call should you wish to listen in. 

From: Faulkner, Charles 
Sent: M onday, November 2, 2020 2:11 PM 
Cc: Wieczorek, Erin (b)(6) per OHS >; GHANI, M UHAMMAD 

(b)(6) per OHS UUii•Mi•iUd 
(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS iUiM❖ i-iF@ 
(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS > 
Subject: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Call wit h Congressiona l Staff at 2pm 

INVITATION: Congressional Staff Conference Call on Election Security with 

CISA Director Krebs 

Please j oin Christopher Krebs, Director of t he Cybersecu rity and 
Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA), on Tuesday, November 3 at 2 :00 PM 
for an UNCLASSIFIED bipartisan aud io teleconf erence on Election Security. 

Director Krebs will provide congressional staff an update on w hat CISA is 
observing on election day and take questions. 

What: U NCLASSI Fl ED Briefing and Q&A for staff 
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Who: CISA Director Krebs and CISA officials. 

When: Tuesday, November 3rd at 2:00 PM-2:45 PM 

Participant Dial i (b)(6) per OHS 

RSVP: Charles Fau lkn (b )(6) per OHS ) and Muhammad 

Gha (b)(6) per OHS 

## 

CharlesFaulkner 
Senior Advisor 
Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Securi ty Agency (CISA) 

lt!l!(;tlffllli!:JI 
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Summary of DHS CISA Director Krebs Election Security Briefing 
For Congressional Staff 

November 3, 2020 {2:00 to 2:30) 

[Notes ofJoanne Johnson, OLA} 

Briefer: 
DHS Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Secur ity Agency (CISA) Directo r Krebs 

Audience: 

Congressional Staff 

Summary: 

The level of cyber activity is what we would expect. Not seeing any directed cyber activity to t ie back to 
any adversary. Since early t his morning, we have been up and running. Been in heightened awareness 
posture for last 45 days. Been shar ing with federal and state and local partners; engaging in enhanced 
coordination. Have virtual situational awareness room. Have 500 state and locals shar ing information 
as t hey see it in t he virtual awareness room. Will keep t he virtual room up through t he week. From a 
da ily perspective, have had 24-7 staffing overnight. Started out day w it h a press conference to share 
w it h American peop le what seeing and expect to see over today. Have been coordinating t hroughout 

country, including media calls to share w hat seeing. 

Have seen t he following t hree issues: 

1. Technical Disruptions/Failures of systems. These are systems not properly updated or not able 
to keep up because stressed. 

• Some systems of one vendo r were not synching up. This was addressed in t he early hours 
t his morning. 

• One county reverted to paper/manual ballots to keep vote moving forward. 

• Another vendor in Nevada had an issue but it is back up. 

• (b )(7 )(E ) per FBI 

• We expect over next several days targeting of election night reporting and den ial of service 
attacks to disrupt flow of info rmation to get Americans to lose fait h in process. Iranians are 
known for t his. Also, expect steady diet of misinformation from adversa ries to sow doubt 
with American people. DHS has a " rumor control page" to debunk claims t hat American 

people see. 

2. Some folks/poll wo rkers did not show up because of t he Fall back t ime change confusion. 

3. Broad scanning of networks happening. 

1 

0186 

Document ID: 0.7.3493.8843-000001 



Questions: 

Q: Sikorsky (HPSCI staff): Regarding cyber intrusions, you said you have not seen anything super 
significant yet. What about ransomware o r potential intrusions? Have you seen that on election 
infrastructure or voter registration? 
A: Have not seen intrusions in election network. Have seen back loaders targeting healt h ca re 
infrastructure but not seeing it on election infrastructure. 

(b)(7)(E ) per FBI 

Q: Soighan (Sen. Wyden's staff): Re Proud Boys, t he video included nonpublic information of voters of 
Alaska. What can you share and has voter information in AK been compromised? 
A: Iranian actors were scanning, found state website, and got it to reveal public data. No altering of 
data. Based on our understanding w ith state, Alaska has addressed. 
Q: Were social security numbers were stolen? 
A: Will have to get back to you on that. 

(b)(7)(E ) per FBI 

Q: Aaron Cooper (SSCI): In relation to vulnerabilit ies re scanning and intrusion of Russian acto rs, do you 
have a sense how active states and counties have been in patching that vulnerability? 
A: There have been two scanning campa igns: 1) Alaska with Iranians, and 2) Russian actors scanning 
private, state, loca l, and federal systems. Have sent out alerts on Iranian and Russian activity. Have 
shared information in election infrastructure Information Sharing and Ana lysis Centers (ISAC) and the 
multistate ISAC. We are stil l trying to get good metr ics on patching/cyber hygiene. In all matters of 
vulnerability management, part icularly at state and local level, it can certa inly be better. Look forwa rd 
to more collaboration with Hill, like administrative subpoena authority, to drive more attention to t his. 

Q: Matthew Patton (House Oversight): What is CISA expecting to see tonight and in t he coming days? 
You mentioned disinformation attempts. Please explain. Are you primarily concerned about this or 
intrusion campaigns? What are sources of activity? 
A: Yes. The things we would expect would be more on t he disinformation front over t he next day. We 
would expect actors, like Iran, Russia or others, to spread misinformation, like say that system that was 
malfunctioning in Franklin, Ohio was actually hacked by the adversary (i.e., spread of disinformation, as 
t hat would not be t rue). Website defacement/manipulation of election night reporting to change 
unofficial results could happen. Denial of service to take systems offline to create chaos could happen. 
Over next week, expect disinformation to say systems have been hacked and votes manipulated and let 
t hat spin out. Expect direct approaches to media and Congress to spread d isinformation. 2016 was a 
different t ime; we didn't have the strategic plann ing in place like we do now. We have the relationships 
w ith our state and locals and social media partners. Spent years on educating on disinformation, too. 
American public is more desensit ized and more inoculated on these effects. People can recognize 
foreign government trying to interfere (like t he Iranian Alaska issue). 
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Q:  Sikorsky (HPSCI):  Social  media  companies  have  been  trying to  detect disinformation  and  shut down  

accounts.  What if anything can  you  say we  have  learned from  social  media  in  the last 72 hours  and how  

are  they plugged  in  to  the collaboration  environment?  

A:  We  have  been  working with major social  media  platforms now for years  to  make  sure we  have  a  

playbook.  There  was  a situation  in  Ohio  in  2018 where  a voter posted  something  on  social  media  about  

a vote being manipulated.  Social  media  partners connected  with us on  that.  We  have  good  rhythm and  

ability to  coordinate  in  real  time  with our social  media  partners.  

Q:  Staff (Sen.  Carper):  Wanted  to  follow-up  on  social  media  platforms  being plugged into  operational  

center to  see  if they will be  involved  on  Election  Day re  spreading of disinformation.  How are  they  

operating today with feds,  states,  and  locals and  are  they plugged  in  to  key battleground  states who  

might be  more  subject to  a  disinformation  campaign?  

A:  Due  to  improvements  after 2016,  some  of the efforts  to  disrupt globally have been  unsuccessful (like  

on  Facebook and Twitter).  Consequently,  they use  online  journals or proxy organizations to  engage  

Americans with disinformation.  They are  force  to  evolve techniques  because  we have put “sand  in  their  

gears.”  We  will  continue  to  knock down  their efforts,  which result in  them  evolving their techniques.  

We  are  seeing less success in  operations  because  American  people  are more  discerning and  have  a  

better idea  ofwhat is  going on  out there.  Our campaign  at DHS has helped  with that.  Operationally,  the  

bad guys  have  ad  to  sh  eth to b “big and  loud” on  disinformation  or take  h  ift and determine  wh  er  e a  

quieter,  subtle  approach.  When  the Iranians  were  big and loud in  Alaska,  we  shut them  down.  

Q:  Soighan  (Sen.  Wyden):  I received  an  email from  T-Mobile  re  robo  calls,  where  T-Mobile  indicates  

that they have  not received  actionable intelligence  from  DHS on  this matter.  You  said you  felt like this is  

an  FBI  matter.  However,  carriers are  looking for contact from  DHS.  Can  you  get in  touch with them  and  

connect them  with FBI?  

A:  Will  take  for action.  

Q:  Fausett (SJC):  You  are  speaking with the campaigns throughout the day  is there  a process or  

protocol in  place to ensure that campaigns don’t amplify possible  vote  count misinformation  issues?  

A:  We  have  contacts with the RNC,  DNC,  and Congressional  committees.  We  are  pushing alerts  to  

them.  Plus  DHS has a rumor control link on  its webpage.  We  will  continue to  push out alerts and  

notifications that way.  
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• • 

• • 
• • 

Antell, Kira M. (OLA} 

From: Antell, Kira M. {OLA) 

Sent: Tuesday, November 3, 2020 3:17 PM 

To: Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA) 

Cc: Hankey, Mary Blanche {OLA) 

Subject: FW: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Ca ll w ith Congressional Staff at 2pm 

Attachments: Summary of OHS CISA Director Krebs Election Security Briefing for Congressional 

Staff.docx 

Hi Stephen, 

Joanne sat in on a CISA (DHS) call for Congressional staff at 2:00 th is afternoon on cyber election security. She shared 
this very helpful summary. Nothing of particu lar note but they do expect disinformation to occur in the next several 
days regarding t he election outcome. 

Thanks, 
Kira 

From: Johnson, Joanne E. (OLA 
Sent: Tuesday, November 3, 2020 3:07 PM 
To: Hankey, Mary Blanche (OLA • • >; Antell, Kira M. (OL 
Cc: Pings, Anne (OL • • ; Stephens, Taylor (OLA > 
Subject: RE: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Call with Congressional Staff at 2pm 

Attached please find a Summary of the Election Security Briefing for Congressional Staff conducted by DHS CISA 
Director Krebs today from 2:00 to approximately 2:30. 

From: Fau lkner, Charles 
Sent: Monday, November 2, 2020 2:11 PM 
Cc: Wieczorek, Eri (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

(b)(6) per OHS (b)(6) per OHS 

Subject: Election Day CISA Director Krebs Call w ith Congressiona l Staff at 2pm 

INVITATION: Congressional Staff Conference Call on Election Security with 
CISA Director Krebs 

Please join Christopher Krebs, Director of the Cybersecurity and 
Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA), on Tuesday, November 3 at 2:00 PM 
for an UNCLASSIFIED bipartisan audio teleconference on Election Security. 
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Director Krebs w ill provide congressional staff an update on what CISA is 
observing on election day and take questions. 

What: UNCLASSIFl ED Briefing and Q&A for staff 

Who: CISA Director Krebs and CISA officials. 

When: Tuesday, November 3rd at 2:00 PM-2:45 PM 

Participant Dial i (b)(6) per OHS 

RSVP: Charles Faulkn (b)(6} per OHS ) and Muhammad 
Gha (b)(6) per OHS 

## 

Charles Faul kner 
Senior Advisor 
Cybersecurity and InfrastructureSecurity Agency (CISA} 

mrern,•1;51 
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(b) (5) 

From: DCD_ECFNotice@dcd.uscourts.gov<mailto:DCD_ECFNotice@dcd.uscourts.gov> 
<DCD_ECFNotice@dcd.uscourts.gov<mailto:DCD_ECFNotice@dcd.uscourts.gov>> 

Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2020 12:29 PM 
To: DCD_ECFNotice@dcd.uscourts.gov<ma ilto:DCD _ECFNotice@dcd.uscourts.gov> 
Subject: Activity in Case 1:20-cv-02295-EGS NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT 
OF COLORED PEOPLE v. UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE et al Order on Motion for Order 

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system. Please DO NOT 
RESPOND to this e-mail because the mail box is unattended. 
***NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS*** Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits 
attorneys of record and parties in a case (including prose lit igants) to receive one free 
electronic copy of all documents fi led electronica lly, if receipt is required by law or directed by 
the fi ler. PACER access fees apply to all other users. To avoid later charges, download a copy of 
each document during this first viewing. However, if the referenced document is a transcript, 
the free copy and 30 page lim it do not apply. 

U.S. District Court 

District of Columbia 
Notice of Electronic Filing 

The following transaction was entered on 11/3/2020 at 12:28 PM EDT and fi led on 11/3/2020 
Case Name: 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE v. UNITED STATES 
POSTAL SERVICE et al 
Case Number: 
1:20-cv-02295-EGS<https://ecf.dcd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?221243> 
Filer: 
Document Number: 
No document attached 

Docket Text: 
MINUTE ORDER granting (67] Motion for Further Relief. It is hereby ORDERED that, beginning 
no later than 12:30 PM EST today, Defendants shall send Postal Service inspectors or their 
designees, to processing facilit ies in the following Districts and direct them to sweep the 
facilit ies between 12:30 PM EST and 3:00 PM EST to ensure that no ballots have been held up 
and that any identified ballots are immediately sent out for delivery: Centra l Pennsylvania, 

Philadelph ia, Detroit, Colorado/Wyoming, Atlanta, Houston, Alabama, Northern New England, 
Greater South Carolina, South Florida, Lakeland, and Arizona. Alternatively, Defendants may 
satisfy this paragraph if inspectors from the USPS Office of Inspector Genera l ("OIG") are 
ava ilable to oversee the sweep of processing facilit ies described in the previous sentence. No 
later than 4:30 PM EST today, Defendants sha ll fi le a status update certifying compliance with 
this paragraph upon confirm ing, in the most efficient manner ava ilable, that sweeps were 
conducted and that no ba llots were left beh ind. To be clear, the inspectors themselves need not 
provide any certifications to the Court. It is FURTHER ORDERED that by no later than 4:30 PM 
EST today, Defendants shall identify the 27 processing centers at which the OIG was onsite and 

the list of facilit ies that the Postal Inspectors have observed since October 19, 2020, unless OIG 
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raises an objection to the identif ication of these sites. Signed by Judge Emmet G. Sullivan on 
11/3/2020. (lcegs3) 

1:20-cv-02295-EGS Notice has been electronically mailed to: 

Allison Marcy Zieve azieve@cit izen.org<mailto:azieve@cit izen.org>, 
LitFileNotify@cit izen.org<mailto:LitFileNotify@cit izen.org> 

Samuel Spita I sspita l@naacpldf.org<ma ilto:sspital@naacpldf.org> 

Joseph Evan Borson joseph.borson@usdoj .gov<mailto:joseph.borson@usdoj .gov> 

John Robinson (b) (6) <mailt (b)(6) > 

Brianne Jenna Gorod brianne@theusconstitution.org<mailto:brianne@theusconstitution.org>, 
da yna@theusconsti tuti on.org<ma i lto:da yna@theusconstitution.org> 

Douglas N. Letter douglas. letter@mail.house.gov<mailto:douglas.letter@mail.house.gov>, 
ogc.ecf@mail.house.gov<mailto:ogc.ecf@mail .house.gov> 

Kunta l Virendra Cholera (b)(6) <mailt (b)(6) > 

1:20-cv-02295-EGS Notice will be delivered by other means to:: 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People, 

Plaintiff, 

Case No. 20-cv-2295 
v. 

United States Postal Service, et al., 

Defendants 

DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO 
THIS COURT'S NOVEMBER 3, 2020 ORDER 

Defendants respectfully provide the following response to this Court's November 3, 2020 

Order. 

Defendants have been working to comply with this Court's Order, which requires a 

"sweep" of postal facilities within several specified districts, while recognizing the limitations 

caused by time and the Postal Service's pre-existing Postal Inspection processes. As of the time 

of this fi ling, that process remains ongoing. 

As an initial note, pursuant to this Court's previous orders, "all clears" and successful 

certifications were conducted at all processing plants this morning by 10 a.m. local time, indicating 

that ballots were accounted for properly. Furthermore, as previously reported, U.S. Postal 

Inspectors have been present and observing operations and the security of election mail at all 

processing facilities that process ballots (i.e., those with processing operations for flats and letters) 

on a daily basis since October 29, 2020. The Inspection Service is conducting daily reviews of 

220 fac ilities handling election mail, including discussing conditions with facility managers. 
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Inspectors  are  instructed  to  walk  the  facility  and  observe  the  conditions  of mail  and  consider  a  

specific  list  of items.  These  include  reviewing Election  and Political Mail log for accuracy and  s  

completeness, reviewing stag  areas  ing  ing  forElection andPolitical Mail and areas outside the stag  

area forElection andPolitical Mail, scanning fordelayedmail, ensuringElectionMail is processed  

expeditiously,  and ensuring no ballots can  ebe held for postag due.  

Facility  sweeps,  however,  of the  type  that  occurred  this  morning are  not  undertaken  by  

Inspectors  personally,  but  are  rather  operational  responsibilities,  undertaken  by  multiple  plant  

support personnel.  There  are  only one  or two  Inspectors  in any one  facility,  and thus  they do  not  

have  the  ability  to  personally  scour  the  entire  facility.  Indeed,  doing so  would  be  impractical  

(g  Election Mail-iven the size ofthat facility)  and would take them away from their other pressing  

related responsibilities,  as  detailed above.  

This daily reviewprocess, however, occurs atdifferent times everyday, whichDefendants’  

Counsel didnot learnuntil recently, andafter this morning  , when these issueswere raised’s hearing  

for the  first  time  by Plaintiffs’  counsel.  Specifically,  on  ht,  it  is  scheduled  to  occur  Election  Nig  

from  4pm  to  8pm,  a  time  period  developed  by  Postal  Service  Management  and  the  Postal  

Inspection Service in order to ensure that Inspectors are on site to ensure compliance at the critical  

period before the polls close.  Given the time constraints set by this Court’s order, and the fact that  

Postal  Inspectors  operate  on  a  nationwide  basis,  Defendants  were  unable  to  accelerate  the  daily  

review  process  to  run  from  12:30pm  to  3:00pm  without  sig  preexisting  nificantly  disrupting  

activities on the day ofthe Election,  something which Defendants  did not understand the Court to  

invite or require.  

Moreover,  Inspectors  do  not themselves  resolve  identified deficiencies,  but rather discuss  

those  deficiencies  they  do  identify  with  facility  manag  ers  to  resolve  as  ers  for  those  manag  

2  
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expeditiously as possible. The Inspectors can thus only certify that any deficiencies which could 

include Election Mail in staging and non-staging areas have been identified and referred. 

As mentioned above, that process is now ongoing, and has been since 4pm local time. 

Defendants are thus able to certify the following at this time: 

The Postal Inspection Service is or shortly will be conducting observations of 220 
facilities for potential incidents involving Election Mail, to include reviewing 
staging and non-staging areas for ballots. These include processing facilities in the 
Central Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Detroit, Colorado/Wyoming, Atlanta, 
Houston, Alabama, Northern New England, Greater South Carolina, South Florida, 
Lakeland, and Arizona Districts. Any identified deficiencies will be reported to 
facility management for resolution. 

Inspectors will be in the identified Postal facilities throughout the evening. Defendants are 

working as expeditiously as possible to comply with th is Court's orders while recognizing physical 

and operational limitations and the need to avoid disrupting key activities on Election Day. 

Separately, Defendants also identify the 27 facilities at which OIG personnel are on site: 

Facility Name -i 
PHOENIX AZ P&DC 

JACKSONVILLE FL P&DC 

M IAMI FL P&DC 

ORLANDO FL P&DC 

TAMPA FL P&DC 

WEST PALM BEACH FL P&DC 

ATLANTA GA P&DC 

AUGUSTA GA P&DC 

NORTH METRO GA P&DC 

DES MOINES IA P&DC 

DETROIT Ml P&DC 

GRAND RAPIDS Ml P&DC .._ 

- MICHIGAN METROPLEX M l P&DC 

Area I District 

WESTERN 

SOUTHERN 

SOUTHERN 

SOUTHERN 

SOUTHERN 

SOUTHERN 

CAPITAL METRO 

SOUTHERN 

CAPITAL METRO 

WESTERN 

GREAT LAKES 

GREAT LAKES 

GREAT LAKET 

ARIZONA -
GULF ATLANTIC 

SOUTH FLORIDA 

SUNCOAST 

SUNCOAST 

SOUTH FLORIDA 

ATLANTA 

GULF ATLANTIC 

ATLANTA 

HAWKEYE 

DETROIT 

GREATER MICHIGAN -
DETROIT 

DULUTH MN P&DC WESTERN NORTHLAND 

MINNEAPOLIS MN P&DC WESTERN NORTHLAND 

SAINT PAUL MN P&DC WESTERN NORTHLAND 

CHARLOTTE NC P&DC CAPITAL METRO MID-CAROLINAS 

GREENSBORO NC P&DC CAPITAL METRO GREENSBORO 

3 
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RALEIGH NC P&DC CAPITAL METRO I GREENSBORO 

CLEVELAND OH P&DC EASTERN . NORTHERN OHIO 

COLUMBUS OH P&DC EASTERN OHIO VALLEY .
HARRISBURG PA P&DC EASTERN CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA -

PHILADELPHIA PA P&DC PHILADELPHIA METROPOLITANEASTERN 

PITTSBURGH PA P&DC WESTERN PENNSYLVANIAEASTERN 

GREEN BAY WI P&DC GREAT LAKES LAKELAND 

MADISON WI P&DC GREAT LAKES LAKELAND 

MILWAUKEE WI P&DC GREAT LAKES LAKELAND 

Dated: November 3, 2020 Respectfully submitted, 

JEFFREY BOSSERT CLARK 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 

ERIC WOMACK 
Assistant Branch Director 
Federal Programs Branch 

Isl Joseph E. Borson 
JOSEPH BORSON 
KUNTAL V. CHOLERA 
ALEXIS ECHOLS 
DENA ROTH 
JOHN J. ROBINSON 
Trial Attorney 
U.S. Department ofJustice 
Civil Division, Federal Programs Branch 
1100 L Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202) 514-1944 
E-mail: Joseph.Borson@ usdoj.gov 

Attorneys for Defendants 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Vote Forward, et al, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. Case No. 20-cv-2405 

DeJoy, et al, 

Defendants. 

DECLARATION OF DANIEL B. BRUBAKER 

I, Daniel B. Brubaker , of the United States Postal Inspect ion Service ("Postal 

Inspection Service") hereby make t he folJo-wing declar ation in lieu of an 

affidavit as permitted by 20 U.S.C. § 1746. 

1. The Postal Inspection Service is the law enforcement and security arm of t he 

U.S. Postal Service. To carry out its mission , it employs Postal Inspectors, 

Postal Police Officers, a nd support staff. 

2. I am the Inspector in Charge ONC) of the Security Group which is primarily 

located at United States Postal Service's National Headquarters in 

Washington, D.C. and have been in this role since September 28, 2019. 

3. Prior to being t he INC of the Secw·ity Group, I was the INC of the Inspection 

Service's Philadelphia Division from March 2017 to September 2019. I have 

been employed by the Inspection Service since September 1999 and have held 

1·oles as Assistant Postal Inspector in Charge, Team Leader, and Postal 

Inspector during that time. 

Case  1:20  cv  02295  EGS  Document 74  1  Filed  11/04/20  Page 1 of 6  
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4. As the INC of the Security Group I oversee t he Inspection Service's role in the 

Postal Service's Election Mail efforts. 

5. The Inspection Service consists of 17 different divisions covering all 50 states 

as well as Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. Each division has 

domiciles where personnel are physically located. The Inspection Service 

employs approximately 1,280 Postal Inspectors at approximately 190 work 

sites. 

6. The Inspection Se1·vice has conduct.ed daily reviews, caUed Observation of Mail 

Conditions ("OMCs"), of 220 mail-processing facilities handling Election Mai] 

for t he past several days according to schedules set several days before election 

day. On November 3, 2020, Inspectors were scheduled to be at their assigned 

facility from 4 p.m. to 8 p.m. Typically, one (and sometimes two) Inspector was 

assigned to each facility. The facilities are very large - in many of them, the 

processing machines are almost as large as a football field. Inspectors are 

instructed to walk throughout the facility and observe the conditions of 

Election Mail, chiefly ballots, processed and handled by employees. The 

Inspectors consider a specific list of items (attached as Exhibit 1). These 

include reviewing Election and Political Mail logs for accuracy and 

completeness, reviewing staging areas for Election and Political Mail and ai·eas 

outside the staging area for Election and Political Mail, scanning for delayed 

mail, ensuring Election Mail is processed expeditiously, and ensuring no 

ballots can be held for postage due. The overall purpose of the reviews is to do 

everything possible make sure ballots are delivered timely. Deficiencies are 

identified and reported to management for prompt resolution. 

7. In consultation with the Postal Service management, it was determined 

Inspectors were scheduled, in advance, to be at thefr processing plants from 4 

p .m. to 8 p.m. on election day, because the bulk of the mail arrives from 

Case  1:20  cv  02295  EGS  Document 74  1  Filed  11/04/20  Page 2 of 6  
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delivery units that carriers collected throughout the day after approximately 4 

p.m., and processing begins then. Inspectors had been instructed to pay 

attention to specific postmarking or baUot-in·hand rules for each state, which 

impact the processing of Election Mail on November 3, 2020. In addition to 

this role, the Inspection Service was also an overt secm ity p1·esence a t the 

facilities. 

8. \¥hen the Court issued its Order at approximately 12:30 p.m., it was not 

practicable to move OMCs earlier in the day due to logistical considerations. 

At the time the Order was issued, the Inspectors were not at the facilities. The 

OMCs are not a normal duty and Inspectors had been assigned to conduct 

them for a particular period of time. In the time prior to the OMC they were 

conducting their normal duties rela ted to their assigned team (e.g., mail theft, 

mail fraud, dangerous mail responses, etc} When the Court order was 

i ssued, there was not enough time to contact them, to have them travel 

to the processing facilities, and to assign new duties to them at the 

facilities. Notably, some of these duties they were undertaking elsewhere 

included election matters unrelated to OM Cs. 

9. The term "sweep" is used in multiple contexts in the Postal Service. It is used 

by employees in operations - it means that employees examine eve1-y place in a 

plant to make sure no ballots have not been left behind pursuant to a specific 

plan. These sweeps involve approximately one to five employees, depending on 

the size of the facility, and Inspectors did observe these sweeps in addition to 

their own efforts, and reported any deficiencies to facility management. In 

addition to this, Inspectors conducted their own "sweeps" of facilities as part of 

the OMC, where they search equipment, trailers, recyclable dumpsters, 

staging areas, empty equipment areas, bathrooms, breakrooms, locker rooms, 

Case  1:20  cv  02295  EGS  Document 74  1  Filed  11/04/20  Page 3 of 6  
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stock rooms, offices, closets, et;c. It is not possible for them to conduct the same 

type of sweep as operations employees in the time allotted. 

10. For the locations set forth in the Order (Central Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, 

Detroit, Colorado/VVyoming, Atlanta, Houston, Alabama, Northern New 

England, Greater South Carolina, South Florida, Lakeland, a nd Arizona) the 

following matters wer e discovered related to ballots: 

a. In Johnstown, PA t hree delayed ballots were discovered and were 

being expedi ted by ma nagement for delivery. 

b.In Lancaster, PA t.en ballots were discovered from collectors and 

referred to management for delivery. 

Executed at Washington, D.C., on this 4th day of November 2020. 

Daniel B. Brubaker 
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UNITED STATES POSTAL INSPECTION ~ERVICE 

Security Group 

OMC - Section 8. Processine: and Distribution (P& DC/ NDC/Other Processine: Facilities) 

Walk the facility and observe the conditions of mail and consideration items listed below. As appropriate, locate a manager and work with 

them ta identify your answers ta the questions below. Include comments far all answers ofNO or NA 

Inspector: Date: Division: 

ITEM MAIL CONDITION OBSERVED Y/N/NA ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION 

81 
EM/PM "ALL CLEAR" certification 

done on previous day? -
Ask to see the previous day's ALL CLEAR; or check for ALL 

CLEAR in USPS BLUE. https://facilitycerts.usps.gov/. 

Comments: 

82 
EM/PM log is present and properly 

completed? -
Ask to see the "Plant Political/Election Mail Log" at the dock. 

Verify it is current, complete and accurate. All Acceptance 

Employees are required to record every qualified EM/PM 

mailing accepted in the log. Comments: 

83 
EM/PM samples, copies, or 

descriptions are kept/recorded? - The expediter receives the paperwork from the driver. 
He validates the count and keeps a copy and gives a copy to 

the driver. 
Comments: 

84 
EM/PM is moved to staging area 

or positioned for processing? -
EM/PM can only move from docks to the EM/PM staging area 
or positioned by machines for processing. Plants should have 

staging areas clearly marked for EM/PM. 
Comments: 

BS 
EM/PM is found outside the staging 

or processing area? -
Observe: docks, opening unit, 010, manual flat/letter sorting, 

pouching/sack operations, other staging areas, express, registry, 

all non-floor areas, storage, offices, break rooms, etc. 
Comments: 

86 
EM/PM is found delayed? Verify 

with "Mail History" app scans -
Scan a sampling of barcode labels on placards/trays. If DELAYED 

EM/PM is found, annotate pieces/volumes in the comments 

section and the narrative. 
Comments: 

87 
EM/PM is found unworked in Nixie/ 

Hazmat unit? - Verify EM/PM in NIXIE is being worked expeditiously. 

Comments: 

88 
EM/PM is being handled 

expeditiously? -
Ensure every effort is made to process EM expeditiously. 

Confirm it is processed in order of arrival. EM staging areas are 

expected. If First In/First Out is applies, clearance tags should 

be used. Comments: 

89 
EM with postage due is handled 
properly? -

No Election Mail (ballots) can be held for postage due. 

Comments: 

810 
Tag 191 (EM/GREEN) and Tag 57 

(PM/RED) are being used? -
Use of Tags 191 and 57 is OPTIONAL. Tags identify trays and 

sacks as containing ballots (only), or PM, and increase visibility 

in the network. Once EM/PM is co-mingled in processing, tags 
are generally not expected. Comments: 
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ITEM  MAIL  CONDITION  OBSERVED  Y/N/NA  ITEMS  FOR  CONSIDERATION  

B11  
Postal  manager was  briefed?  

-
A  manager  for  the  facility  should  be  briefed  of  the  observations  

and  any issues that need  addressed.  

Comments:  

OMC - Section B. Processing and Distribution (P&DC/NDC/Other Processing Facilities)  

After  observing  all  conditions,  completing  the  questions,  and  briefing  the  manager  of  your  findings,  write  your  narrative  

summary  below.  Describe  any  observations  of  note,  approximate  volumes  of  delayed  or  curtailed  EM/PM,  or  issues  needing  

addressed.  This portion  and your report narrative is required and included in  the OMCExecutive Summary Report.  

Facility:  Manager  Briefed:  

Facility  Address:  

Date:  Time:  

OMC  REPORT  NARRATIVE  

(Insert  narrative  here)  

2  
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Vote Forward, et al., 

Plaintiffs, No. 20-cv-2405 (EGS) 

V. 

Louis DeJoy, in his official capacity, et al., 

Defendants. 

DECLARATION OF KEVIN BRAY 

I, Kevin Bray, under penalty of perjury and in lieu of affidavit as permitted by 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1746, hereby declare as follows: 

I. I have been with the Postal Service for 26 years. In that time, I have served as an 

operations specialist, manager of in-plant support, and executive manager, area, in-plant support. 

Currently I am the executive lead for mail processing, in the 2020 elections. In that role, I am 

responsible for all mail processing during the 2020 election. 

2. I am filing this declaration to explain the Postal Service's process of sweeping its 

plants to ensure that all ballots are dispatched expeditiously, and to ensure that the maximum 

number of ballots are delivered to Boards of Elections in time to hie counted. 

3. "Sweep" is the term used when Postal Service employees search plants to be sure 

that all ballots are accounted for and being processed correctly. 1 This includes searching the 

1 While not relevant to this litigation, sweeps are also intended to identify other election mail and political mail and 
ensure that it does not get lost. 

1 
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facility to be sure no ballots are in any unexpected locations, such as in manual operations 

(around 5 percent of mailpieces are rejected by automated machines and sorted by hand), as well 

as identifying ballots in the mailstream that are not moving with sufficient speed. The search is 

not limited to the interior of the plant and encompasses the surrounding area, including the docks 

and any trailers that might contain mail. 

4. During the last days of the election, when all ballots must be dispatched from 

plants under the extraordinary measures undertaken by the Postal Service, all ballots retrieved 

during sweeps are expedited through whatever means are necessary to ensure they are delivered 

in time to be counted, assuming that is physically possible. While some states allow ballots to be 

counted after election day, the Postal Service, through election day, treats all ballots as if they 

must be delivered by the close of polls. 

5. Due to the large size of postal plants and their surroundings, a sweep takes a 

considerable amount of time. Depending on the size of the plant, it could take a single employee 

several hours to complete. Some smaller plants only require 1-2 employees to sweep, while 

larger plants, such as Los Angeles, require 4-5. The size of the team is designed to make sure it 

can be completed within an hour. It is not something that a single 1:::mployee could do on an 

hourly basis, and it would prevent them from doing any other duties in that time. It would not be 

possible for a Postal Inspector or manager to sweep a plant while simultaneously observing it to 

ensure that all election procedures are followed. It would also take a Postal Inspector longer to 

sweep a plant, because they have less familiarity with the facility. 

6. Sweeps have been taking place daily, followed by an "all clear" report, where the 

facility certifies that it has been searched for ballots and either none were identified, or any that 

were identified were moved expeditiously when found. This "all c:lear" certification has been a 

2 
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requirement since January and is due at l 0:00 am local time. It ce:rtifies that the plant has been 

swept and that all mail that was processed the previous night has been dispatched. If a facility 

fails to clear it must explain why. In addition, Headquarters alerts the relevant Division Director 

or Regional Vice-President to fo llow up. All plants have been performing these throughout the 

year and are experienced with the process. 

7. For November 3rd, in addition to the 10:00 am "all clear," all plants were also 

instructed to continuously sweep the plants for ballots starting at 7:00 am (when the new shift 

starts) and continuing as long as Boards of Elections (Bo Es) contil!lued to accept mail. All plant 

staff are on high alert to find any ballots that may not be in the proper place. Any ballots 

identified in these sweeps were to be moved to the BoEs as quickly as necessary to be counted, 

outside of the Postal Service' s usual transportation network. This includes arrangements with 

some BoEs who make plans to come to plants to pick up ballots themselves. Similar hourly 

sweeps are done for other date-critical events, such as IRS Tax day, and the facilities are 

experienced with this process. On Election Day, this plan was executed, and the sweeps were 

carried out. 

8. While plants are staffed throughout the day, the vas.t bulk of mail is processed at 

the plants starting at 4:00 pm, when some retail facilities close and. begin bringing mail to the 

plant. The busiest hours at a plant are between 4:00 pm and 11 :00 pm. Because of this, the vast 

majority of ballots processed in plants on Election Day would be processed between 4:00 pm and 

the close of polls. This is why we suggested that time for the Inspection Service, so they would 

be present to observe compliance with postal operational efforts to postmark and deliver ballots 

to the Boards of Election by the respective deadlines. 

3 
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9. At the request of Plaintiffs' counsel, and consistent with our practices described 

above, the Postal Service sent the attached email to all Plant Managers last night emphasizing 

that plants must "continu[e] to do regular sweeps to ensure that all ballots can be timely 

delivered in accordance with the state's Election Day ballot deadlilne today" and that " [a]ll plants 

must ensure that we provide a final clean sweep for all Election Mail Ballots for deliveries today 

in all states for which you provide service." This process is distinct from, but complementary to, 

the review process conducted by the U.S. Postal Inspection Service. 

10. Today, I confirmed that the sweeps were carried ou1t as instructed in plants located 

in the Central Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Detroit, Colorado/Wyoming, Atlanta, Houston, 

Alabama, Northern New England, Greater South Carolina, South Florida, Lakeland, and Arizona 

districts. I confirmed this by calling and speaking to the relevant plant managers directly. 

11. Central Pennsylvania confirmed that it began sweeping the facility at 10:00 am, 

and continued during the day through the last dispatch. 

12. Philadelphia confirmed that it began sweeps at 8:00 am and continued through the 

last dispatch and pickup. 

13. Detroit confirmed that sweeps began at 11 :00 am and continued throughout the 

day through the last dispatch. 

14. Colorado/Wyoming confirmed that sweeps began at 10:00 am an continued until 

all ballots were dispatched or handed off to BoEs. 

15. Atlanta confirmed that sweeps began at 10:00 and ran throughout the day until the 

last dispatch of ballots. 
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16. I was not able to confirm the Houston start time by the time this declaration was 

drafted but confirmed that sweeps were ongoing at 12:00 pm through when the last ballots were 

dispatched. 

17. Alabama confirmed that sweeps began at 7:00 am and continued until the 12:00 

pm Alabama cutoff time. 

18. Northern New England confirmed at it began sweeps at 7:00 am and continued 

through the last dispatch. 

19. Greater South Carolina confirmed that sweeps began at 7:00 am and continued 

through the last dispatch. 

20. South Florida confirmed that sweeps began at 7:00 am and continued through the 

last dispatch and pickups of ballots. 

21. Lakeland confirmed that it began sweeping at 3:00 am and continued through the 

last dispatch of ballots. 

22. Arizona confirmed that it began sweeping at 8:00 am and continued until the last 

dispatch of ballots to the BoEs. 

23. I also understand that questions have been raised about data that identifies ballots 

that have received an initial or first processing scan within the Postal Service's processing 

network, but have not received a destination or finalization scan. The lack of a destination or 

finalization scan does not mean that the ballots were not delivered .. 

24. There are many reasons that a ballot may not receive a finalization scan. Most 

significantly, as part of the extraordinary efforts used by the Postall Service to expedite the 

delivery of ballots, we instructed plants to take ballots out of our normal processing (to "hold 

them out") for expedited delivery to the BoEs (or organize for pickup by the BoEs). This 
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process involves an expedited approach to sorting ballots by BoE on our processing equipment, 

and thus the ballots receive a first scan and are then removed, or " held out" from further 

processing. This means they would not receive a finalization scam. 

25. For example, in North Texas, the processing plant has agreements with most of 

the state's Boards of Election to hold out identified ballots for direct delivery to the BOE. In that 

circumstance, the ballots would show a first processing scan, but would not have a destination 

scan. Thus, many delivered ballots do not have final or destination scans. 

26. Additionally, as a normal part of mail processing, mail pieces sometimes will be 

rejected through automation. Mailpieces may land in a "reject" bin on a machine during 

processing, meaning that the machine was unable to sort it. For example, two mailpieces may 

stick together and the machine cannot independently read their addresses. There are also 

circumstances where a barcode will be unreadable because of a smudge. These mailpieces can be 

manually sorted and would not necessarily receive a finalization s1:;an prior to being sent to a 

delivery unit. As such, the most reliable way to tell that a facility is clear of ballots is the all clear 

process, rather than by comparing entry and exit scans. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge. 
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Executed this 4th day of November, 2020. 

Kevin Bray 
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From:  Barber, Mike L - Plano, TX  

To:  Plant Mgr - Chesapeake;  Plant Mgr - Coastal Southest;  Plant Mgr - Lakeshores;  Plant Mgr - Mid-Atlantic;  
Plant Mgr - Mid-South;  Plant Mgr - Midwest;  Plant Mgr - New England;  Plant Mgr - New York Metro;  Plant  

Mgr - Pacific Northwest;  Plant Mgr - Southern California;  Plant Mgr - Southwest;  Plant Mgr - Westshore;  
Proc Division Directors - East;  Proc Division Directors - West; Munoz, Larry P - San Diego, CA; Coleman, Dane  

Cc:  ; Williams Jr, David E - Washington, DC  

Subject:  

Date:  Tuesday, November 03, 2020 7:37:47 PM  

A - Windsor, CT;  MIPS  

Reminder: Sweeps  

Managers  

We’re  in  the  final  stretch  - as  we’ve  discussed,  please  make  sure  you  are  continuing  to  do  regular  

sweeps  to  ensure  all  ballots  can  be  timely  delivered  in  accordance  with  the  state’s  Election  Day  

ballot  deadline  today.  

If  there  are  any  questions  on  a  state’s  deadlines  or  other  requirements,  contact  the  Law  Department  

for  clarification:  ,  gov,  and  @usps.gov.@usps.  ,  

All  plants  must  ensure  that  we  provide  a  final  clean  sweep  for  all  Election  Mail  Ballots  for  deliveries  

today  in  all  states  for  which  you  provide  service.  

Consistent  with  that  mandate,  mail-in  ballots  must  be  swept  throughout  the  night  until  the  final  

dispatch  to  your  local  BOE. Ensure  ballots  are  pulled  from  all  mail  processing  and  manual  

operations,  to  include  pieces  provided  directly  by  Retail  offices,  for  all  Board  of  Elections  within  your  

service  area.  
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People, 

Plaintiff, 

Case No. 20-cv-2295 
v. 

United States Postal Service, et al., 

Defendants 

DEFENDANTS' FuRTHER RESPONSE TO 
THIS COURT'S NOVEMBER 3, 2020 ORDER 

Defendants respectfully provide the following further response to this Court's November 

3, 2020 Order. At the outset, Defendants reiterate that they take their compliance with the orders 

of this Court extremely seriously. As this Court is aware, throughout this case and the related 

cases, Defendants have undertaken significant efforts to comply with this Court's orders. As 

explained below, after this Court issued its November 3, 2020 Order, Defendants undertook further 

efforts to comply with the Court's Order to the best of their ability. 

On November 3, 2020, the Postal Inspection Service conducted inspections in the 220 mail 

processing facilities across the country that handle Election Mail, including the relevant processing 

facilities in the specific postal districts identified in this Court's November 3, 202 order. Among 

other things, they searched holding and non-holding areas for Election Mail, scaimed for delayed 

mail, and ensured that Election Mail was processed expeditiously. Any deficiencies were 

identified and reported to management for resolution. Throughout the day and into the evening, 

processing plants, including those in the postal districts required by this Court's order, were also 
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