
1 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

According to a Rasmussen poll conducted immediately after the election, 47 percent of 

voters said it’s likely that the election was tampered with in several states to ensure a Biden 

victory.1  In the following months, this number increased to 51 percent.2 Americans are unsure 

whether the election was honest.  This is a tragedy given our entire form of governance is 

based on the right of American citizens to choose our leaders. It is the duty of elected 

officials to make certain that the laws they swore to uphold are defended and assure 

their constituents that our elections are safe and secure. 

Since the November 2020 election, citizens across the country, from all political parties, 

have scrutinized the election process in their states. Likewise, New Mexicans have rallied 

around the common goal of ensuring our election results are accurate and free of systemic 

election fraud. 

The investigators and producers of this report take no pleasure in stating in no uncertain 

terms, that massive election fraud has taken place in New Mexico. There is sufficient evidence 

presented in this report to demand that a full forensic audit of election processes and 

equipment in New Mexico statewide. A full forensic audit of the paper ballots, electronic 

equipment, and voter registration database is the only meaningful way to understand 

what will be required to restore faith in our elections.  Each county must use its authority 

over its county voter rolls, election equipment, and election processes to mitigate the illegal 

practices, whether intentional or unwitting, taking place throughout the state.   

This report presents clear and convincing evidence highlighting the most likely paths 

where systemic fraud is taking place, and are as follows:   

(1) The outcome of the election for certain races and issues is decided ahead of time. 

(2) Estimates are made to determine how many “phantom votes” must be cast to 

overcome the will of the people and install the selected candidates. “Phantom 
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votes” may be cast on behalf of genuine eligible voters on the rolls or fictitious 

entries not tied to a real person. 

(3) The registration database is inflated leading up to the election to create an 

adequate credit line of phantom voters and also keep the predicted total turnout 

within a reasonable range. 

(4) The voting system is pre-programmed to perform the monitoring and manipulation 

activities required to achieve the desired outcome on election day. The individual 

tabulators may be connected to the internet, but don’t need to be to accomplish 

this. 

(5) The voter rolls are backfilled with enough phantom votes to match the pre-

determined outcome.  

(6) In the months following the election, some percentage of phantom registrants are 

removed. 

 

The investigators reserve the right to amend, revise, or modify conclusions as more 

information becomes available.  These conclusions are supported by the evidence uncovered 

during the current investigation, and falls into four categories: 

 

1. Patterns in the data reveal calculations at work and could not have come 

from natural, human behavior 

• The relationship between population, registration, and votes is too closely 

correlated to have occurred naturally. Portions of the registration database 

and vote totals are calculated.  

• The voter registration database shows fraudulent activity has been 

occurring for years and is automated with an equation to produce desired 

outcomes. 

• The election data broadcast by the media on election night show votes were 

being calculated and not counted in every state.  
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2. There are serious anomalies throughout voter registration database and 

election results.  

• More people are registered and voted than even live in most New 

Mexico counties for certain age groups. 

• Voter registration trends do not correlate with election results. These trends 

have been used for decades to accurately predict election results. The fact 

that trends did not correlate with election results in 2020 provides 

independent evidence that all was not right in 2020. 

• 50,000 voters are listed as having registered after election day; voters as 

old as 120 voted in November. 

• Registration and turnout rates in all counties exceed historical norms and 

are high enough to indicate fraud. Some counties had more people voting 

than even live in the county for certain age groups. 

• There are serious anomalies in the data for absentee ballot voting. 

• Tabulator tapes checked in nine counties do not match the total votes 

reported by the SOS. 

• The voter registration rolls are currently being canvassed across the state. 

Preliminary estimates of results indicate a minimum error rate of 6 percent 

up to 40 percent depending on the county.  

3. Vulnerable voting registration database and sloppy policies and practices 

have left our election system corrupt and exposed.  

• 1,198 third-party groups were given enhanced access to add voters to the 

registration database by the Secretary of State (SOS), Maggie Toulouse 

Oliver. 

• Third-party organizations sent ridiculous numbers of voter registration and 

absentee ballot forms to New Mexico residents, encouraging fraud. The 

mailers were coercive and sent without any attempt reach only to eligible 

voters. 

• Numerous addresses have excessive numbers of voters and preliminary 

canvassing results indicate many of these are fraudulent. 

• Secretary of State is not performing her duty to purge voter rolls of 

deceased voters. 
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• In some counties, poll watchers and presiding judges are being cut out of 

the election process and not allowed meaningful access or supervision of 

the election. 

4. Voting machines provided by Dominion Voting Systems have illegal 

features and are vulnerable to hacking. 

• The “adjudication” feature was never contemplated by the legislature and 

produces illegal error rates and results in anomalous outcomes in counties 

where it was used. 

• Election equipment is possibly connected to the internet, which may include 

tabulators. Examination of the same voting machines used in New Mexico 

revealed cellular modems hidden in the hardware. The Secretary of State 

does not deny the tabulators may have capability to connect to the internet. 

• Dominion Voting Systems’ software fractionalizes votes in violation of state 

law. 

• Dominion Voting Systems provides tens of thousands of pre-printed official 

ballots in addition to test ballots. It is unclear what these are used for. 

 

It is the solemn duty of county government officials to ensure elections are free of 

corruption. This report demonstrates overwhelming evidence that our elections are not in 

compliance with protections recognized and afforded by the New Mexico State and U.S 

Constitution.  A state-wide full forensic audit is hereby demanded.  If the evidence presented in 

this report is found to be corroborated by full forensic audits, law enforcement is required to 

investigate, and in conjunction with the District Attorney, prosecute all that are responsible for 

violation of the law. 

 

 

 


