Election Fraud in Kootenai County
Part I : Overview
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 North Idaho has SERIOUS PROBLEMS with Election Fraud

— There is evidence the NIC Trustee Election was Stolen.
— It appears that MACHINE FRAUD was involved.



KC Election Fraud—Machine Fraud
« Machine Fraud MUCH WORSE than Absentee Fraud.

— System in place for year, coordinated, nearly undetectable
— KCRCC leaders, County Commissioners won’t touch it.
— Opens a Gigantic Can of Worms—Worse than you think!!!
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 MAGA Conservatives need to Wake Up to E-Fraud
— RINO take-over of NIC, Kootenai Health, KCRCC
— CITY Governments lost to RINOs, MAGA losing Ground!



My Involvement with E-Fraud

« Wrote Articles and emails detailing problems with election
« Informed KC BOCC, Clerk, KCRCC leaders of anomalies.
« Attended the KC BOCC Canvassing Board Meeting, 11-14-24

— Asked Commissioners to investigate/delay certification
— No one addressed issues or acknowledged problems.

Public Comment

Article: https://www.nislowgrow.org/slog-blog/was-the-nic-trustee-election-stolen

Video of BOCC Canvass, at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6pEZy8t4hNE



https://www.nislowgrow.org/slog-blog/was-the-nic-trustee-election-stolen
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6pEZy8t4hNE

E-Fraud and Election Workers

* E-fraud can happen under the nose of E-workers
— Systemic E-fraud is not under their control.

* Local Election Officials cannot be responsible for E-Fraud.
— At worst, they fail to recognize signs/sound alarms.

* Tina Peters was Mesa County Clerk
— Jailed for exposing Fraud, not committing it.
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Tina Peters found guilty in plot to hack into
Colorado's election system to prove voter fraud |...
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Election Fraud is a National Disaster

UNITED STATES

: 2\ ELECTION ASSISTANCE Help America Vote Act

: COMMISSION
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In 2002 Congress passed HAVA—Help America Vote Act
— Intended to Replace Mechanical Voting Machines with Electronics.
— Electronic tabulation is MUCH easier to rig than Mechanical
— Provides for centralized, systematic Election Fraud.

Election Assistance Commission was created by HAVA
— Run by appointed Officials—Extremely politicized!!!
— Certifies Polling machines, Sets Standards for “Election Security”.

— Dispersed 1.5 Billion to states to acquire Electronic polling devices.
— MANY measures taken to “Secure Elections” enable FRAUD

Help America Vote Act — Wikipedia Election Assistance Commission - Wikipedia



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Help_America_Vote_Act
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Election_Assistance_Commission

Many Types of Election Fraud

« Many types of Fraud, often combined, inter-coordinated
— Tabulator Fraud—tabulators falsify counts, scanned images
— Voter Roll Fraud—Manipulation of Registered Voter lists
— Mail-in Ballot Fraud—Manipulation of Absentee Votes
— Poll Book Fraud—False polling data—who actually voted.
— Voting Machine Fraud—E-Voting machines flip votes
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Election Technology Corporations

— SMARTmatic—founded by allies of Hugo Chavez, acquired U.S. election tech.

— Dominion—Proven to tamper with ballot images in Mesa County.

— ERIC—Electronic Registration Info Center—provides voter registration to Democrat Activists.
— ESS—Electronic Systems and Software—Used by Kootenai County

— Hart Intercivic—Certified, along with ESS for use in Idaho.

— TED/TENEX—Electronic Poll book software, connected to Idaho DMV.

— ACET-—Trade association founded in 2022 to advance election technology.
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Proof Dominion modifies ballot images: Fingerprints of Fraud - The Movie - Chapter 2 - The
Machines https://rumble.com/v4lwd03-fingerprints-of-fraud-the-movie-the-machines.html
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Testimony of Software Engineer who wrote a program to flip votes:
https://wakeupsheeple.net/transcript-video-clinton-curtis-sworn-testimony-before-the-u-s-house-of-
representatives-12-13-2004



https://rumble.com/v4lwd03-fingerprints-of-fraud-the-movie-the-machines.html
https://rumble.com/v4lwd03-fingerprints-of-fraud-the-movie-the-machines.html
https://rumble.com/v4lwd03-fingerprints-of-fraud-the-movie-the-machines.html
https://wakeupsheeple.net/transcript-video-clinton-curtis-sworn-testimony-before-the-u-s-house-of-representatives-12-13-2004
https://wakeupsheeple.net/transcript-video-clinton-curtis-sworn-testimony-before-the-u-s-house-of-representatives-12-13-2004

Evidence—Statistical Anomalies

— First Reports too closely match Final Outcome

— Improbable difference between Early & E-day Results
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Shock—Initial Post Matched Final Post

Hair on Fire Moment!!
All three races match EXACTLY.

Initial Results Final Election Results ‘

B Ric< Durbin B North Idaho College Trustee Zone 3

14,859 52.4C0%

This cannot happen.

]l @ Rick Durbin 4,671  52.26% | 1

l

[ William .. Lyons

13,499 47.60% B William J. Lyons 38,073 47.74% | |

| J 0.14% difference

W Eva L Krudtsen & North Idaho College Trustee Zone 4

16,035 55.47%

| | B Eve L. Knudtsen 45,396 55.73% | |

B Greg Mc<enzic

12,874 44.53% B Greg McKenzie 36,067 44.27% | [

0.26% difference

B Michae Angiletta © North Idaho College Trustee Zone 5

13,799 48.70%

I B Michael Angiletta 38,889 48.83% | |

[ Mary Havercroft

14.535 s130% | B Mary Havercroft 40,754 51.17% | |

0.13% difference

Initial Results posted 11:30 PM Tuesday included an arbitrary mix of Early and Absentee ballots.

They EXACTLY matched the Final Results, within 00.25% (1/400) for all three NIC Races.

No others come close.
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Early vs. Election Day Bias

— Very Improbable difference between Early & E-day Results
— “Early” Voters were large percent (25%) of all In-Person Voters.

— Note that CDA had a much HIGHER percentage of Early voters
than more “conservative” districts.

NIC Trustee Position #3 Election Data, Nov 5th 2024

DIST 2 DIST3 Dist4 Dist5 Total

Durbin Early 439 2025 2387 1647 6498
Lyons Early (KCRCC) 866 3199 2507 2682 9254
Early Voter % of ballots 15.9% 19.1% 23.5% 18.6% 19.8%
Lyons Share of Early Voters 66.4% 61.2% 51.2% 62.0% 58.7%
Lyons won early voting HANDILY in every District, including CDA (Dist 4) o

Durbin E-Day 2260 7359 5685 6412 21716
Lyons E-Day (KCRCC) 2715 7929 4265 7193 22102
Election-Day Voter % of ballots 60.7% 95.8% 47.8% 98.3% 94.9%
Lyons Share of E-Day 54.6% 51.9% 42.9% 52.9% 50.4%
Lyons won in-person E-Day voting by just over 50%. %;




Evidence of E-Fraud—ESS Tabulators

*— ESS Manager flew in from Omaha to run tabulators
— Proprietary software, thumb drives, operating system
— ESS produces logs files/documentation exempt from FOIA.
— No records of Software Updates, Maintenance.
— ESS owned by private Equity—not accountable.
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Why Not Request a Recount?
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« Access to Physical Ballots is strictly controlled
— Hand recounts are very limited, no access to physical ballots.

— No mechanism to detect ballot tampering.
— Only one observer, only one race is counted.

 Forensic Audit, not Recount
— Citizens must file a lawsuit to access physical ballots



Conclusion

 What can be done to fix E-Fraud?
— Watch Second Video, need to dig into details
— There are reasonably easy fixes
— Problem can be addressed at County, Precinct level.

« Should the NIC Election be Overturned?

— Yes, of course. But..
— Nothing can be done until E-Fraud is addressed.

 What other Elections are Suspicious?

— Very Difficult Question to Answer
— BIG BIG BIG Can of Worms
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