SILICON VALLEY CARTEL CAUGHT RIGGING THE NATIONAL
ELECTION

Mark Zuckerberg Spent Half A Billion Dollars Coercing States To Adopt Pro-
Dem Turnout Measures...

e Zuckerberg Cash For Elections Included ‘Clawback’ Clauses For Counties That Didn’t Comply
With His Demands...

The Amistad Project, an election watchdog group, highlighted the undue influence of Facebook
founder Mark Zuckerberg and several left-wing nonprofits throughout the 2020 election by
funneling hundreds of millions of dollars into inflating voter turnout for Democrats, The National
Pulse can reveal.

The group details in a brand new report how Zuckerberg leveraged $500 million in funding for a “dark
money apparatus of 10 nonprofits funded by 5 foundations” that sought to “fundamentally undermine
the electoral system.”

Of his nearly half-billion-dollar sum, $350 million was funneled to the Center for Technology and
Civic Life (CTCL), which “used the money to illegally inflate turnout in key Democratic swing states
as part of this effort.” As previously reported on by The National Pulse, the group carried out an
“unequal distribution of funding that favored Democratic precincts.”

According to the Amistad project, of “the 17 cities and counties that have received the largest
“grants” from CTCL, totaling more than $51,000,000 combined, just under $300,000 was given” to
Republican-leaning counties.

In other words, 99.4 percent of Zuckerberg’s grants went to Democrat-heavy districts.

The Amistad Project links CTCL’s efforts to former campaign manager for President Barak Obama and
Zuckerberg Chan initiative strategist David Plouffe, who wrote: “A Citizen’s Guide to Defeating
Donald Trump.”

On page 81 of his book, Plouffe correctly identifies that the 2020 general election will come down to a
“block by block street fight” to turn out the vote in the urban core, a key stronghold of Democrat Party
votes. Plouffe specifically highlighted high turnouts in Milwaukee, Detroit, and Philadelphia as the key
to a Democrat victory. Soon after, we witnessed the rumblings of a previously sleepy 501(c)(3)
organization entitled the Center for Tech and Civic Life (CTCL) whose previous annual revenues never
exceeded $1.2 million.

Other dark money organizations identified as helping to “privatize elections” are The Democracy Fund,
New Venture Fund, Skoll Foundation, and The Knight Foundation. Their counterparts — CTCL, the
Center for Electronic Innovation Research, the Center for Civic Design, the National Vote at Home
Institute, the Center for Secure and Modern Elections, and Rock the Vote — played a key role in the
distribution of these funds.
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Together, these groups coerced state legislatures into adopting universal mail-in balloting, in an effort
to amplify Democratic voter turnout.

The Amistad Project alleges, however, that the premise the voter turnout groups operated under was
faulty to begin with. Through the Help America Vote Act and the CARES Act, states had sufficient
funding to conduct elections.

“The injection of private funding into county and municipal elections circumvented State and Federal
appropriations processes, violated protocols in HAVA state implementation plans, and resulted in
inaccurate reporting under HAVA 254(a)(5),” the Amistad Project also noted.

The revelation adds to growing suspicions over Zuckerberg’s meddling in the 2020 election, including
leveraging nearly all of his money to exclusively boost Democrat turnout.

Amistad Director Phill Klein explained in the group’s December 16th press conference how the Center
for Technology and Civic Life (CTCL), which received nearly $400 million from Zuckerberg, included
stipulations in its contracts with state officials and legislatures that they could demand their millions
back if their request were not adhered to:

A clawback agreement in every contract that CTCL did with Mark Zuckerberg money that says if you
do not follow our plan, we’re going to take back our money. All of it.

In short, “you have to do what we say,” according to Klein.

A fellow Amistad Project lawyer noted they found “clawback provisions in the CTCL contracts that
were executed with local governments, local electoral officials” that “had within them specific
language that said the electoral officials must spend the money on specific things.”

“Dropboxes, satellite voting, there was a whole host of things that were stipulations in the clawback
agreements. And so what we have here is a private agency giving money to a local elected official and
entering into a contract requiring these local precincts and electoral officials to do specific things,” he
added.

“The claw back language in the CTCL agreements represents a longterm, contingent liability for
counties and municipalities who received the CTCL grants. These liabilities pose long-term audit,
bonding, or pension risks to those counties who received CTCL grants,” the Amistad Project’s official
report notes.

The 2020 presidential election witnessed an unprecedented and coordinated public-private partnership
to improperly influence the 2020 presidential election on behalf of one particular candidate and party.
Funded by hundreds of millions of dollars from Facebook founder Mark Zuckerberg and other high-
tech interests, activist organizations created a two-tiered election system that treated voters differently
depending on whether they lived in Democrat or Republican strongholds. Private monies dictated city
and county election management contrary to both federal law and state election plans endorsed and
developed by state legislatures with authority granted by the United States Constitution.Moreover,
executive officials in swing states facilitated,through unique and novel contracts,the sharing of private
and sensitive information about citizens within those states with private interests, some whom actively
promoteleftist candidates and agendas.This data sharing allowed direct access to data of unique
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political value to leftist causes,and created new vulnerabilitiesfor digital manipulation of state
electronic poll books and counting systems and machines.This public-privatepartnership in these swing
states effectively placed government’s thumb on the scaleto help these private interests achieve their
objectives and to benefit the candidates of one political party.The Amistad Project began monitoring
these activities beginning in the spring of 2019, originally focusing on the digital vulnerabilities of state
election systems.Amistad became aware that states and local election officials failed to maintain the
legal right to access computer logs on the machines

counting ballots. The first step to engage any computer forensic examination is to gain access to
machine logs, yetscores of election officials failed to maintain the right to even review such
information, much less establisha method for bipartisan review.In effect, America purchased a complex
ballot box (computer) intowhich its voteswould be deposited,but didn’t have the right to open the box
and reviewthe count.As COVID escalated in March of 2020, The Amistad Project began witnessing
troubling efforts to undermine the integrity of the 2020 by assaulting laws designed to protect the
integrity of the absentee ballot.The use of absentee ballots is uniquely vulnerable to fraud, as detailed in
a special bipartisan congressional report authored by former President Jimmy Carter and James
Baker.In-person voting occurs with trained election officials present. These officials deter voter
intimidation and coercion and are trained to educate, not mislead, the voter when completing the ballot.
Moreover, in-person voting allows for voter identification. When the ballot leaves government
controls,new challenges are present. There are few identity checks and no assurance the ballot was
completed without intimidation, coercion, inducement,or by a person other than the voter.Accordingly,
states have basic,common-sense laws protecting the integrity of the absentee, advance,or mailed
ballot.Beginning in the spring of 2020, left-leaning organizations filed a massive number of lawsuits to
challenge these integrity laws. Lawsuits sought to set aside witness requirements, identification
requirements, deadlines, delivery requirements, ballot deadlines, signature requirements, application
requirements,and even argued that the Constitution required all returned ballot envelopes be postage
prepaid due to COVID.

Swing state governors also started issuing emergency executive orders shutting down in-person voting
while pouring new state resources into encouraging persons to vote in advance.Polling data revealed
this coordinated assault on in-person voting generally favored Democrat Party voters who preferred to
vote in advance,while placingRepublicans, who preferred to vote in person, at a disadvantage.These
actions represent the beginning of the formation of a two-tier election system favoring one
demographic while disadvantaging another demographic.Also in March 2020, David Plouffe, former
campaign manager for President BarakObama, published his book entitled A Citizen’s Guide to
Defeating Donald Trump.At the time, Plouffe was working for the charitable initiative of Mark
Zuckerberg and his wife Priscilla Chan.On page 81 of his book, Plouffe correctly identifies that the
2020 general election will come down to a “block by block street fight” to turn out the vote in the urban
core, a key stronghold of Democrat Party votes. Plouffe specifically highlighted high turnouts in
Milwaukee, Detroit,and Philadelphia as the key to a Democrat victory.Soon after,we witnessed the
rumblings of a previously sleepy 501(c)(3) organization entitled the Center for Tech and Civic Life
(CTCL) whose previous annual revenues neverexceeded$1.2 million.CTCL began sending agents into
states to recruit certain Democrat strongholds to prepare grants requesting monies from CTCL.For
example, CTCL inked a $100,000 grant to the Mayor of Racine, WI in May of 2020 directing the



Mayor to recruit four other cities (Green Bay, Kenosha, Madison,and Milwaukee) to develop a joint
grant request of CTCL. This effort results in these cities submitting a “Wisconsin Safe Election Plan”
on June 15, 2020 to CTCL and, in turn,

receiving $6.3 million to implement the plan. This privatization of elections undermines the Help
America Vote Act (HAVA),which requires state election plans to be submitted to federal officials and
approved and requires respect for equal protection by making all resources available equally to all
voters.The provision of Zuckerberg-CTCL funds allowed these Democrat strongholds to spend roughly
$47 per voter,compared to $4 to $7 per voterin traditionallyRepublican areas of the state.Moreover, this
recruiting of targeted jurisdictions for specific government action and funding runs contrary to
legislative election plans and invites government to play favorites in the election process.The
“Wisconsin Safe Election Plan” was not authored by the state,and considered state election integrity
laws as obstacles and nuisances to be ignored or circumvented. Moreover, CTCL retained the right, in
the grant document, to, in its sole discretion, order all funds returned if the grantee cities did not
conduct the election consistent with CTCL dictates.Effectively, CTCL managed the election in these
five cities. And this plan violated state law in, at least, the following fashion:1)The plan circumvented
voter identification requirements for absentee ballots by attempting to classify all voters as
“indefinitely confined” due to COVID and later, after Wisconsin Supreme Court criticism, by
orderingelection clerks to not question such claims.2)The plan initiated the use of drop boxes for ballot
collection, significantly breaching the chain of custody of the ballot and failing to maintain proper logs
and reviews to ensure all properly cast ballots were counted and all improperly cast ballots were not
counted.3)Initiated the consolidation of counting centers,justifying the flow of hundreds of thousands
of ballots to onelocation and the marginalization of Republican poll watchers such that bipartisan

participation in the management, handling,and counting of the ballots was compromised.These are but
examples of radical changes in election processes that opened the door for significant fraud.The
disparate impact of Zuckerberg funding is also present in the analysis of CTCL funding in
Pennsylvania. Documents obtained through court order revealed communication between the City of
Philadelphia and CTCL emphasizing that CTCL paid election judges in Philadelphia and other election
officials. CTCL mandated Philadelphia to increase its polling locations and to use drop boxesand
eventually mobile pick-up units. Moreover, Zuckerberg monies allowed Philadelphia to “cure”
absentee ballots in a manner not provided for in Republican areas of the state.In Democrat Delaware
County,Pennsylvania, one drop box was placed every four square miles and for every 4,000 voters. In
the 59 counties carried by Trump in 2016,there was one drop box for every 1,100 square miles and
every 72,000 voters. Government encouraging a targeted demographic to turn out the vote is the
opposite side of the same coin as government targeting a demographic to suppress the vote.This two-
tiered election systemallowed voters in Democrat strongholds to stroll down the street to vote
whilevoters in Republican strongholds had togo on the equivalent of a “where’s Waldo” hunt.These
irregularities existed wherever Zuckerberg’s money was granted to local election officials. In effect,
Mark Zuckerberg was invited into the counting room, and the American people were kicked
out.Additionally, Amistad became alarmed at the new vulnerabilities created in our election system
with “data sharing agreements” that gaveleft-leaning third-party organizations front door access to
electronic poll books.



Rock the Vote and other organizations inked agreements with blue state electionofficials to enter new
registrations into state poll books. Such agreements are unprecedented and unwise.Previously, voter
registrations were entered solely by election clerks, whohave three important checks on their authority.
These checks are: 1) they must be transparent subject to FOIA and open records laws; 2) they are
geographically limited rendering audits manageable; and 3) they are politically accountable. No such
checks apply to Rock the Vote.Allowing such access creates new digitalvulnerabilities easily allowing
nefarious actors to access poll books and alter entries. The Amistad Project’s concerns were amplified
by the nature of a contract offeredby Michigan’s health directorto a subsidiary of NGP VAN, a
Democrat fundraiser and data services company.Michigan granted the COVID tracing contract to
Michigan VANas a subsidiary of NGP VAN. The contract allowed this leftist organization to demand
sensitive information from Michigan citizens at the threat of arrest. Citizens could be ordered to turn
over medical records, travel information, the names of associates and friends,and other information
with a significant privacy interest and of significant monetary value to a political fundraiser.Emails
later obtained through FOIA requests demonstrate Governor Whitmer’s political director was involved
in suggesting to the health department that they not directly contract with NGP VANbecause of
possible political fallout. Governor Whitmer’s staffer recommended NGP VANcreate a Michigan
subsidiary and that the subsidiary become a subcontractor so as to conceal NGP VAN'’s involvement.
When this information became public, Whitmer claimed she was unaware of the agreement and faced
with public pressure, she rescinded the contract.At this time, The Amistad Project decided to retain the
services of Stillwater and Mr.Carlson to develop this report. Stillwater has and will

continue to play a critical role in The Amistad Project’s understanding of the privatization of the 2020
election.Stillwater has engaged in extensive research of law, procedures, city documents,and public
documents to reveal the workings of these private interests directing the 2020 election. This report
reveals those relationships and the method in which public officials partnered with private interests to
improperly influence the 2020 election. Managing elections is a core government function that cannot
be trusted to private interests. We must not privatize our elections. Such privatization threatens
democracy, silencesthe voice of the electorate,and undermines election integrity.These concerns should
transcend party affiliation and this threat requires a bipartisan response.
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