
HONORABLE MINISTER OF THE SUPERIOR ELECTORAL COURT - TSE

COLIATION FOR THE GOOD OF BRAZIL (LIBERAL PARTY,

REPUBLICANS and PROGRESSISTS),enrolled with the CNPJ/MF under No. 

47.508.748/0001-63, hereby represented by its President, Mr. Valdemar Costa Neto,JAIR 

MESSIAS BOLSONARO,Brazilian, President of the Republic, enrolled in CPF No. 

453.178.287-91, and WALTER SOUZA BRAGA NETTO, Brazilian, divorced, enrolled in CPF nº 

500.217.537-68, all with address to receive subpoenas at SHIS QL 08, Conjunto 06, Casa 20, 

Lago Sul, Brasília/DF, CEP 71.620-265, by their subscribed lawyers at the end (attached 

powers of attorney), based on art. 51 of TSE Resolution No. 23.673/2021, propose this:

ELECTORAL REPRESENTATION
PARAVERIFICATIONANDEXTRAORDINARY

of the 2022 election, mainly due to the technical audit report carried out by the 

specialized entity INSTITUTO VOTO LEGAL - IVL in which overwhelming evidence was 

found of the malfunctioning of electronic voting machines, through events recorded in 

the files “Logs of Urn”, as will be demonstrated and explained below. In addition, as they 

are parties directly impacted and interested in the solution of this dispute, they are 

indicated, in the passive pole of this Complaint,  i)COLIGAÇÃO BRAZIL DA ESPERANÇA,

composed of the Brazilian Hope Federation - FE BRASIL (PT/PC do B/PV) / SOLIDARITY / 

PSOL REDE Federation (PSOL/REDE) / PSB / AGIR/ AVANTE / PROS, headquartered in 

SHIS, QL 26, conj. 1, house 19, Lago Sul, Brasília/DF, CEP 71.665-115, by its Legal 

Representative, GLEISI HELENA HOFFMANN,  ii) LUIZ INÁCIO LULA DA SILVA,Brazilian, 

candidate for the position of President of the Republic by the Workers' Party in the 2022 

election, registered with the CPF under number 070.680.938-68, domiciled at Quadra 

SGAN 601 Module H, 2059, Asa Norte, Brasília - DF, CEP: 70.830 -
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018, and  iii) GERALDO JOSÉ RODRIGUES ALCKMIN FILHO, Brazilian, married, candidate for 

Vice-President of the Republic in the 2022 election on the list headed by the second 

represented, registered with the CPF under nº 549.149.068-72, domiciled at SCLN 304, Bloco 

A, mezzanine 01, Entrance 63 , Brasília-DF, CEP 70736-510.

i. ÇOPENING, LEGITIMITY ANDTEMPESTIVITY

GIVESPRESENTRPRESENTATION

1.
23,673/2021 of the Superior Electoral Court, expressly states the condition of the 

Liberal Party as the supervisory entity of the 2022 election. TSE the necessary 

measures to remedy the unavoidable proven irregularities.

Firstly, pursuant to art. 6, I, of Resolution No.

two.
Electoral, specifically discipline, in its art. 51, which  the supervisory entities may request 

extraordinary verification after the claim, provided that facts are reported and evidence 

and circumstances that justify it are presented, under penalty of preliminary rejection”  

In addition, Resolution No. 23.673/2021 of this c. Superior Court

3.
inspection of the electoral process, there is the possibility of supplementary or extraordinary 

verifications. It could not be otherwise, since the complexity of the Brazilian electoral model, 

based on the massive use of technology, can trigger countless facts and circumstances that 

could not be exhaustively predicted by the Electoral Court, which was granted competence 

to establish rules that make possible the holding of elections (art. 105 of Law No. 

9,504/1997).

The legal basis, moreover, establishes that, in addition to the ordinary stages of

4.
In fact, §1 of art. 51 of TSE Resolution No. 23,673/2021 provides that the deadline for 

extraordinary verification ends 5 (five) days before the deadline for maintaining the ballot 

box seals and for releasing the uninstallation of the systems, and art. 240 of Resolution No.

Finally, the timeliness of this petition must be highlighted. In
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23,669/2021, in turn, establishes that the ballot boxes will remain sealed until January 10, 

2023. Thus, the final date for applying for extraordinary verification will be the fifth day 

before January 10, 2023.

5.
23.673/2021, interpreted in conjunction with art. 240 of Resolution 23,669/2021, the 

deadline for extraordinary verification will only end on January 5, 2023, a date not 

exceeded in this protocol.

Therefore, based on the provisions of §1 of art. 51 of Resolution No.

II. ÇOMPETENCE FOR THEJJUDGMENT OF
PRESENTRPRESENTATION  

6.
petition is strictly electoral, that is, it is not an administrative matter. This legal nature is 

essential to delimit the competence of the body that must prosecute and judge the 

process.

As will be detailed below, the matter conveyed in this

7.
of the TSE the competent body for judgment (Law nº 9.784/1999). However, when it comes to electoral 

matters, there is a need for the issue to be resolved by the Full Court, that is, the TSE must deliberate 

on the matter in a collegiate manner. On the subject, prescribes art. 8th,  H", of the Internal 

Regulations of the Superior Electoral Court,in verbis:

See that purely administrative matters have in the Presidency

Art. 8 The attributions of the Court are: 
(...)
h) determine, based on the partial results, the general result of the election for 
the offices of President and Vice-President of the Republic, proclaim those 
elected and issue their diplomas;

8.
Representation is freely distributed, so that the rapporteur of the matter is drawn 

according to random criteria previously stipulated and applied by the Electronic Judicial 

Process - PJE.

In view of this normative context, it is required that this
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III. PROLOGUE ANDPREMITTANCENoREQUIRED   MODELO

ANDREADING BBRAZILIAN   IIMPOSITION

ÇONSTITUTIONAL OFÇCERTAINTYQAS MUCH AS
HFITNESS OFPROCESSANDREADING   THEUSENCE   
ÇPROOF OFMAUFOUNCING OF
URNASANDLETRONIC   FSURVEILLANCE AND
THEAUDIT BYANDENTITYTECNICAL
QQUALIFIED   ANDESSENTIALITY OFLOG DA
URNA ÇOMOANDLEMENTTTECHNICIAN OF
THEAUDIT   DDISCLAIMER
IREPAIRABLE  

9.
story. From the solidity of traditional social institutions to the fluid character presented in 

the present era. In this direction followed the concepts of democracy and fundamental 

rights. Norberto Bobbio1teaches us thathuman rights, however fundamental they may be, 

are historical rights, that is, born in certain circumstances, characterized by struggles in 

defense of new freedoms against old powers, and born gradually, not all at once and not all 

at once. once and for all”.

Brazilian society has undergone numerous transformations over the course of

10.
fundamental premise that it is only possible to validate the results of an election when it is 

possible to confirm certainty (and not probability, whatever its intensity) that the votes of each 

citizen were recorded and counted correctly -, it is only appropriate when analyzes the essence of 

the democratic regime with the concept of popular sovereignty. In fact, it is the Constitution of 

the Republic itself that provides, as a structuring principle, the will of the constituent to establish 

a  Democratic state", is that  All power emanates from the people, who exercise it through 

elected representatives or directly.”  CRFB/88, art. 1st,caption and single paragraph).

In casu,the empirical analysis about the importance of voting – and the

11.
which a given regime cannot be considered effectively democratic:  i)The

In this way, doctrinally, some pillars are adopted without the

1BOBBIO, Norberto.The Age of Rights.1st ed. 12th edition. Rio de Janeiro: Campus, 1992. p. 5.
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subordination to the Constitution (ie,clear and universal rules established in Major Law);  ii)the 

sovereignty of the people – regardless of any social condition – in the country's political direction;  

iii)the irrevocable guarantee of free, fair and equal elections, carried out through universal 

suffrage    iv)the transience of political power;  v)unconditional respect for fundamental rights 

and guarantees, and  saw)the control and supervision of the constituted power based on the 

unrestricted protection of rights and guarantees and fundamental freedoms23  

12.
authority and legitimacy of political-state power, which brings us to the notion of popular sovereignty. 

Thus, an effectively democratic regime  it denotes the maturation of a people, who become the 

architect of their destiny and, consequently, responsible for their actions. (...) It is the people 

themselves, sovereign, who govern themselves”4  

In democracy, therefore, the people are sovereign, with the basis of

13.
democracy is constant, which imposes its frequent consolidation and elevation. In the famous and 

memorable lesson of the 3rd President of the United States of America, Thomas Jefferson,  The price 

of freedom is eternal vigilance.”  

With these premises established, it is clear that the threat to freedom and

14.
political rights such as citizens' rights to participate in government,the major premise is 

thateach individual has the same power as the others. 5, both in relation to its value and the 

result,in the sense of periodically forming its collective will and determining the final 

result of the State's political decisions.

Here, an essential point springs to mind. When framing rights

15.
american "one man, one vote”,so that the mechanisms and institutions

This is the development of the famous expression of origin

twoFLEURY, Thiago Lobo  Positive political rights. New constitutional contours of voting in Brazil: the 
(healthy) adoption of optional voting.In: Political Reform and Contemporary Electoral Law. Studies in 
Homage to Minister Luiz Fux.Carlos Eduardo Frazão, Rafael Nagime and Tarcisio Vieira de Carvalho Neto 
(coordinators). Ribeirão Preto, SP: Migalhas, 2019, Volume 2, p. 17-38.
3PATIÑO CAMARENNA, Javier.New Mexican Electoral Derecho   8th ed. Mexico, Universidad Nacional 
Autónoma de México – Instituto de Investigaciones Jurídicas, 2006, p. 06-13.
4GOMES, Jose Jairo.Electoral law.13th edition São Paulo: Atlas, 2017, p. 48.
5One man, one vote: the weight of the vote of each citizen must be the same, and each citizen has the right 
to guarantee that his vote will be considered and counted equally to all other citizens.
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democratic guarantees that the weight of each citizen's vote should be the same. 

Or rather, that each citizen has the fundamental right to guarantee that his vote 

will be considered and counted equally to all other citizens in choosing their 

representatives.

16.
Constitution of the Republic of 1988, which provides, in its art. 14,caption, that  popular sovereignty 

will be exercised by theuniversal suffrage and by direct and secret ballot  with equal value for all  

It is the founding theory of the right expressly protected by

17.
materialized in the principle of popular sovereignty, so that citizens have the immutable 

and unattainable right to participate in political choices throughfreely chosen 

representatives through authentic and fair elections, ensuring universal, direct, 

free, periodic andequal for all, to be exercised by thevote  

Consequently, the basis of a democratic regime is the will of the people,

18.
popular sovereignty guaranteed to each citizen, without distinction of any kind, Minister Cármen 

Lúcia Antunes Rocha, in a beautiful doctrinal teaching, highlights that  vote is power. Voting is 

the citizen's strongest verb. It is his voice that is sounded for the plenification of representative 

democracy "6  

Emphasizing the importance ofvote as an instrument of

19.
invote through an electoral system thatguarantee the citizen , in an effective way, free of any doubt, 

not only the freedom and secrecy of the vote, but,also,that their choice is effectively registered 

and accounted for, with the same value as other citizens, in the calculation of those who will be, 

by majority decision, the representatives in the conduct of politics and the res publica  

Indeed, the so-called active political right (ius suffragii) is the right

6ROCHA, Carmen Lúcia Antunes. Electoral Justice and democratic representation.In:ROCHA, Cármen Lucia Antunes 
and VELLOSO, Carlos Mario da Silva (coords.).Election Law   Belo Horizonte: Del Rey, 1996, p. 377.
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20.
structuring constitutional principles of the authenticity of the electoral result and maximum 

equality in the electoral dispute.

In more direct words, care is taken to combine the principles

21.
democracies, whatever their type and degree, depends on a minimal technical detail: the 

electoral process. Everything else is secondary. If the electoral regime is right, if it fits reality, 

everything goes well; if not, even if the rest is going great, everything is going wrong.  7  

On point, in the classic lesson of Jose Ortega y Gasset: “the health of

22.
called to the polls toelection of their representatives, interspersing elections at the federal and state 

levels with those at the municipal level.

In Brazil, as I say, every 2 (two) years Brazilians are

23.
of the Republic of 1988, the Brazilian elections were seriously transformed and one 

of the main modifications was the implementation of electronic voting in 1996, 

becoming the only one in the whole country in the 2000 elections. , such as the 

“halter vote”, the “formiguinha vote” and “mapismo”, Brazilian institutions sought 

ways to guarantee not only the secrecy and freedom of the vote, but also to 

guarantee each voter the effective and real calculation of your vote with equal value 

for all.

In this scenario, since the redemocratization that came with the Constitution

24.
continuous improvement/maturation of the electronic voting system – which does not have 

an end date and the entire electoral system needs to be available to debate one of the most 

relevant aspects of a democratic republic: the search for improvement of the electoral 

process, in order to reduce, as much as possible, possible weaknesses that the electronic 

voting system may contain and, as well as being able to convey greater reliability to voters.

From then on, a process of gradual implantation and

7ORTEGA Y GASSET, Jose.The rebellion of the masses.Translation by Marylene Pinto Drichael. São Paulo: Martins Fontes, 
1987, p. 134.
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25.
The current Brazilian electoral system believes that the ballot boxes and the counting/totaling 

mechanisms cannot be perfected in order to bring more and more security to the population. 

Just as an example, see that last year – 2021 – the Superior Electoral Court itself created a 

Commission to  increase the transparency and security of all stages of preparation and holding 

of elections; increase the participation of experts and civil society organizations and public 

institutions in monitoring the electoral process; and, lastly, to contribute to safeguarding the 

integrity of the electoral process”8   In addition, several proposals presented by members of the 

Electoral Transparency Commission (CTE) were accepted to improve the electoral process in the 

recent 2022 election.9  

In fact, it is unequivocal that even the most enthusiastic individual about the system

26.
in a democratic regime it has always been a ubiquitous theme in the electoral context and that 

goes beyond the national scope, it has been the object of Brazilian electoral legislation since the 

Empire. The democratic discussion of all sectors of society is absolutely necessary and imperative 

to mature and improve the electoral system, in order to mitigate, as much as possible, the 

possibility of failures or vices in the electronic voting system, removing the dogma that the 

aspects that permeate electoral suffrage are insusceptible of any discussion and improvement.

THEneed for certainty of the authenticity of the voting result

27.
of the electoral system and the constitutional guarantee of the universal suffrage of the vote with equal 

value for all (art. 14 of the CRFB/88), is the guarantee and the respect to the entities ofsupervision and audit 

of the electronic voting system.

AND,in casu, one of the most important mechanisms regarding suitability

28.
the suitability of the electoral process, due to the countless problems already narrated, but the 

audit in an abstract way –, could be carried out by any individual who could act in the counting of 

ballots and in the verification of the registration of votes in the voting map,from the

Indeed, if until 1996 the audit of the process - and this is not discussed

8 https://www.tse.jus.br/comunicacao/noticias/2021/Setembro/tse-cria-comissao-para-ampliar-fiscalizacao-
etransparencia-do-processo-eleitoral

https://www.tse.jus.br/comunicacao/noticias/2022/Julho/veja-os-aprimoramentos-do-processo-eleitoral-apartir-
das-sugestoes-da-cte

9
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With the technological revolution that came with electronic ballot boxes, auditing 

mechanisms became much more sophisticated, which imposed on democratic institutions, 

political parties, companies/entities specialized in Engineering and qualified researchers 

the mission of auditing/supervising the electoral system and translate to the population in 

general the understanding of how the registration and counting of votes are done, as well 

as the mechanisms that will ensure that the result of the elections effectively corresponds 

to the will of the voter -certainty of the authenticity of the voting result  

29.
of voting through electronic ballot boxes imposes a synergistic relationship between institutions 

and civil society, and is based on the correct functioning of electronic ballot boxes and the 

suitability of the process of counting votes, an inalienable mission of Brazilian democracy and, 

consequently, of this c. Superior Electoral Court, which has been, for at least two decades, 

making the greatest efforts to ensure the integrity of the electoral process and the protection of 

one of the most important rights of citizens: the right to vote, in its necessary extent.

Quite simply, the credibility and reliability of the process

30.
that the individual vote is auditable –the Electoral Justice has developed mechanisms for 

transparency and participation of society, allowing citizens, political parties, party 

agents, candidates, OAB and the Public Prosecutor's Office the opportunity to inspect 

and audit the electoral system during the stages of the voting process ,

ie, not only the accounting process, but also the operation of electronic voting 

machines.

In recent years – and from this commendable and inalienable requirement

31.
Eleitoral disciplined about the guarantee and respect for the inspection and auditing entities of 

the electronic voting system, expressly providing that  the electoral process has numerous 

opportunities for auditing and inspection before, during andafter the elections  10  

At that point, and for the 2022 elections, that e. Superior Court

10https://www.tse.jus.br/internet/temporarios/urna-seguranca/oportunidades-de-auditoria-e-fiscalizacao.html
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32.
laterto the elections, the TSE itself expressly indicates that, up to 3 (three) days after the 2nd Round of 

the elections, it will publish on its website:  i)the Ballot Box Bulletins - BUs,  ii)the Digital Voting 

Records - RDVs and  iii)youelectronic voting machine logs used in the election, so that,  with these 

files, it is possible to audit the results and theoperation polls across the country”   check yourself11  

In casu,regarding audit and inspection procedures

33.
Computerized 202212issued by the TSE highlights the purpose of each file made available 

after the elections to “audit the results and theoperation polls across the country  

Just to clarify the terms used, the Elections Glossary

BU
   It is with this receipt, issued and published at the end of the election in 

each polling station, that you cancheck the results , including a 
comparison with what is disclosed by the Electoral Court on the 
internet.” RDV

   The Digital Vote Record (RDV), created in 2003, allows the recount 
of votes of the electronic ballot box by political parties and 
coalitions at any time.”
LOG

11https://www.tse.jus.br/internet/temporarios/urna-seguranca/oportunidades-de-auditoria-e-fiscalizacao.html
12https://www.tse.jus.br/hotsites/catalogo-publicacoes/pdf/glossario_eleicoes_informatizadas.pdf
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   Logs are the records of activity, such as history, for any system.
It is where you can locate possible changes and accesses , as a 
history of activities developed in that program.”

   The log of the urn is aimportant audit element for political 
parties and other supervisory bodies.

   As of the 2022 Elections, the ballot box logs will alsowill be 
available on the Internet for any citizen.

34.
RDVs and LOGS), regarding the audit and inspection of theoperation correct use of 

electronic voting machines by political parties and other inspection entities, this e. The Court 

provides, for each ballot box, a file calledUrn Log (LOG) , which is nothing more than the 

record of all activities (ie,history) occurred in the equipment.

Therefore, of the three files published by the TSE after the elections (BUs,

35.
functioning of the ballot box, monitoring each activity carried out, from the point of 

view of inspection or auditing, theURN LOGaims, in theory, to ensure that institutions, 

companies/technical entities and citizens who have specific knowledge of information 

technology can, at first, guarantee the individual identification of each electronic ballot 

box used in the electoral process, and also monitor the suitability of each of the 

activities that took place in the ballot box, including:  i)the moment the urn was turned 

on;  ii)authenticity checks of installed software;  iii)keyboard testing done by the 

pollster;  iv)the loading of voting data (candidates and voters);  v)the issuance of the 

zero;  saw)the start of voting;  vii)the vote record;  viii)the completion of voting;  ix)the 

issuance of the Ballot Box (BU), etc.

If, from a technical point of view, theURN LOGallows to check the

36.
operation of electronic voting machines. So much so that, recognizing the importance 

of the information contained in these files, the Superior Electoral Court, after the 

completion of the 2022 general elections – which took place on 10/30/2022 –, and for 

the first time in the history of the electronic system of voting, published in its official 

electronic portal (results.tse.jus.br site), as well as in the Electoral Justice open data 

portal, all the files ofLOG OF THE BOXES USED  

This is an essential mechanism for auditing and supervising the
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37.
election inspector (TSE Resolution No. 23.673/2021), asked the specialized technical 

entity - specifically hired, with its own resources, to assist the association in the 

election inspection,Legal Vote Institute (IVL)13  to carry out an audit on the 

operation of the electronic voting machines for the 2022 election.

Based on this information, the Liberal Party – PL, an entity

38.
Legal had the objective of monitoring the inspection and auditing procedures of the electronic 

voting system, with the provision of an opinion and any recommendations for adaptations, 

improvements and/or improvement of the electoral system, aiming, therefore, only to 

collaborate with the efforts of this Colendo Superior Electoral Court in guaranteeing the integrity 

of the 2022 elections, as permitted by the governing legislation – and nothing more.

It should be clarified, from the outset, that the hiring of Instituto Voto

39.
by theexperts14from the Legal Vote Institute - IVL (ie, Mr. Carlos Rocha, graduated in Electronic 

Engineering from Instituto Tecnológico de Aeronáutica – ITA and President of IVL, Mr. Marcio 

Abreu, graduated in Electronic Engineering from Instituto Tecnológico de Aeronáutica – ITA and 

Vice President of IVL, and Mr. Flávio Gottardo de Oliveira, graduated in Mechanical Aeronautical 

Engineering from the Technological Institute of Aeronautics – ITA and Founding Associate of the 

IVL), presented  Technical Report on Malfunctioning of Electronic Ballot Boxes” (full text 

attached) pointing out serious and irremediable inconsistencies regarding the operation of part 

of the electronic voting machines used in the 2022 election, which need to be properly analyzed 

and resolved, with the due consequences, by this e. Superior Electoral Court.

Immediately thereafter, the contracted entity, based on a technical report prepared

40.
manufacturing UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015, which have incurable 

operating problems, with emphasis on the very serious failure to individualize each 

fileURN LOGand its repercussions in later stages, such as the Digital Record

These inconsistencies concern the urns of the models of

13INSTITUTO VOTO LEGAL - IVL, a legal entity governed by private law, headquartered at Rua Darwin nº 1000, Bloco 3, nº 
61, São Paulo, SP, CEP 04741-011, registered with CNPJ/MF under nº 44.616.362/0001- 87, who was represented by its 
President, Carlos César Moretzsohn Rocha, bearer of CI nº 14.339.372-8-SSP/SP, registered with the CPF under nº 
352.621.317-53.
14Full CVs attached.
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of the Vote (RDV) and the issuance of the Ballot Box (BU), and, consequently, in the absence of 

certainty as to the authenticity of the voting result.

41.
establish some factual premises that,ictu oculi, demonstrate the legal legitimacy of this 

representation.

Before entering into the details of the failure presented, it is necessary to

42.
practices and the consequences of the failure to individualize the LOG of the electronic ballot 

boxes for the health of the electoral process, the unavoidable and indisputable fact is that, 

contrary to what one might expect,ALL the urns of the manufacturing models UE2009, 

UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015, indicated the repetition of the same identification 

number, when, in fact, they should present an individualized number in the urn 

identification code field.

Indeed, despite differing opinions about the effects

43.
four hundred thousand electronic voting machines used in the General Elections held in 2022 

should present a valid number for the identification code of each ballot box, in each activity 

record line in the URNA LOG file, corresponding to the equipment serial number, since this "

important audit element    conceptualization of this TSE itself –constitutes, after all, the true 

identification code of the electronic voting machine, since, in addition to being immutably 

recorded in its hardware, a physical electronic voting machine compiles the record of all 

the activities carried out on that specific equipment since the beginning of the electoral 

process until the close of voting.

Now, as already highlighted in previous lines, each one of the more than

44.
identification is the only element that makes it possible, concretely and validly, to certify 

that the records indicated in a given LOG file really represent the events and human 

interventions carried out in a given electronic voting machine during the electoral 

process.

Furthermore, as will be further detailed below, the

45.
of identification of the ballot box, it is not possible to carry out,with the certainty and health that the system

That is to say: without the correct individualization of the LOG file with the number
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Brazilian electoral demands (ie,certainty, not probability), the link between the physical unit – an 

electronic voting machine – and the document generated by it.

46.
Electoral, the healthiness of the indication of the identification number of the electronic ballot box isfundamental 

so that the correct association can be made between the physical ballot box and the documents generated by it 

(BU, RDV and LOG).

Thus, as recognized by the Superior Court

47.
What can guarantee this connection – between the documents/procedures and a given urn – is 

the indication in all of them of the unique identifier code of that electronic urn.

Hence the only element of  audit of the operation of the ballot box”

48.
ALL electronic voting machines prior to the UE2020 model (ie, EU2009, EU2010, EU2011, 

EU2013 and EU2015)displayed, after closing the voting procedure, in flagrant and 

insurmountable systemic failure, the generic LOG number 67305985.

Despite this, as evidenced by the technical report presented by the IVL,

49.
verified by press vehicles and other researchers. Furthermore, a simple search on the website 

<https://resultados.tse.jus.br/oficial/app/index.html#/eleicao/dados-de-urna/> enables 

confirmation that the extracted “Urn Log” of the old electronic voting machines (prior to the 

UE2020 model) indistinctly display the number 67305985 as the equipment identification 

number.

This systemic failure, repeat, is uncontroversial and has even been

50.
yourhardwareprecisely so that it can offer voters and supervisory bodies the 

guarantee – including enabling its measurement in an audit process – that that 

equipment is part of the collection of equipment approved by the Superior Electoral 

Court.

Now, each electronic voting machine has an identification code engraved in

51.
of identification in each document issued by the ballot box also aims to ensure, 

without a shadow of a doubt, that such documents were, effectively, generated from 

the data and votes entered by each of the voters in that specific equipment.

And, in this perspective, the necessary indication of the aforementioned element
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52.
which generated the document that portrays the result of the finalization of the electoral process – and, regarding 

the functioning of the electronic ballot box, it is the “Log of Urn” –, it is essential to guarantee the strict 

correspondence between the votes deposited in the ballot box and the information released in the 

aforementioned documents.

In other words, the correct individualization of the physical electronic voting machine

53.
importance that could be replaced by other elements. Is not! As shown above, the 

electronic voting machine records in its log file all events that affect the computer 

system, in addition to all relevant events related to its operation and any failures found.

15, so that the unprecedented availability of the LOG of the electronic ballot boxes by the 

Superior Electoral Court was an extremely important measure to enable a broad audit 

of the electoral process by the supervisory bodies.

And let it not be said that the “Log of the Urn” is a minor document.

54.
robust technical report that pointed out the malfunction of the electronic voting machines and 

the unequivocal system failures in the voting machines of the manufacturing models UE2009, 

UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015,  the unique and non-repetitive identification of each LOG 

file is of fundamental importance and is essential to link each LOG file to its respective physical 

urn”  

As highlighted by the experts responsible for making the

55.
deserve a serious, thorough and impartial investigation by this e. Electoral Court   Based on 

the authoritative lesson of Olivar Coneglian, what is requested is that, within the four lines of the 

Constitution - an inalienable premise of the Applicants, the Electoral Justice fulfills its role of  

spearhead of democracy, the organism in which the politician, the voter, the entire Nation have 

placed their trust, so that the elections are clean, and their results are those chosen by the 

people16  

Thus, the flaws evidenced in the present representation

56.
or ideological, is quite simple.The way in which the Log files of the

The objective fact now pointed out, dissociated from any political connotation

15https://www.tse.jus.br/hotsites/catalogo-publicacoes/pdf/glossario_eleicoes_informatizadas.pdf
16CONEGLIAN, Olivar.electoral propaganda   3rd ed. Curitiba: Juruá, 1998, p. 55.
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Electronic ballot boxes manufactured before 2020, there is no way for the Electoral Justice to ensure 

the link between the information released in such documents and the interventions carried out in 

each of these ballot boxes, checkingcertainty of the authenticity of the voting result  

57.
democratic, that the events and interventions registered in the "LOG OF THE URNAS" 

without the correct individualization represent, in fact, the events carried out in that 

equipment if the LOG file of all the urns of the manufacturing models UE2009, UE2010, 

UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015 provided by the Superior Electoral Court indicates the 

number 67305985 as the EU “Identification Code”?Impossible, by all means.

How to secure, with the security required in an electoral process

58.
made explicit. It is a LOG file generated by an electronic ballot box (supposedly ballot box nº 

1789250, from the Ballot Box Bulletin) modelEU2015, obtained from the TSE portal <https://

resultados.tse.jus.br/oficial/app/index.html#/eleicao/dados-de-urna/>, but which does not show 

the correct number in the code field identification of the ballot box, displaying in its place the 

generic number (ie,67305985) without any valid link.

The image below exemplifies the severity of the systemic failure above
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59.
constant in the Ballot Box Log files generated with the aforementioned failure, as the 

correct identification number of the electronic ballot box does not appear in any field of any 

line of the LOG file made available by e. TSE.

It is undeniable the lack of certainty - at least - in the information

60.
(two hundred and seventy-nine thousand, three hundred and thirty-six thousand) electronic voting 

machines of models UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015, used in the Second Round of the 

General Elections of 2022.

And such inconsistency, it is worth noting, occurs inALL at 279,336

61.
electronic ballot boxes of models UE2013, UE2011, UE2010 and UE2009 obtained from the TSE 

portal <https://resultados.tse.jus.br/oficial/app/index.html#/eleicao/dados-de-urna/>, which do 

not display the correct number in the urn identification code field, displaying in its place a 

spurious number that invalidates the linkage of the LOGs to the respective urns. Check it out:

The images below show examples of LOG files generated by

UE2013
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UE2011

EU2010
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EU2009

62.
LOG files with the correct number of the respective identification code, as 

determined by the regulations of the Superior Electoral Court itself.

Only the EU2020 model electronic voting machines generated

63.
no.
(https://resultados.tse.jus.br/oficial/app/index.html#/eleicao/dados-de-urna/), and which 

correctly displays the respective urn identification code:

Let's see, as appropriate, the example of the LOG file of the 

UE2020 electronic voting machine, also obtained from the TSE portal2045194,
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EU2020

64.
Failure to indicate the individualizing number of the electronic voting machines had occurred in 

all Ballot Box Bulletins issued by equipment manufactured before 2020.

Let us now imagine, just for the sake of argument, that the

65.
1789250 (example previously raised based on an EU2015 ballot box) if the file made 

available by the Superior Electoral Court indicated the number 67305985 as “EU 

identification code”?

How to ensure the integrity of records entered in the BU of ballot box no.

66.
total votes per candidate, total blank votes, total turnout, and total nulls17, recorded 

in that Urn Bulletin represent, in a real and reliable way, the votes deposited by 

voters in urn nº 1789250?

In plain words: how to certify that the total votes per party,

17Essential data that must be included in the Ballot Box issued by each polling station after the conclusion of the 
vote, in accordance with the Brazilian Electoral Glossary, available on the Superior Electoral Court website (https://
www.tse.jus.br/eleitor/ glossary/electoral glossary)
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67.
that, with regard to the inspection and auditing of the functioning of the electronic voting machines, the 

LOG OF THE URNA is the important and essential element to verify the suitability of the electoral system in 

the moment after the election.

The serious objective failure now pointed out is precisely this, remembering

68.
identification of the electronic voting machine correct, it is impossible to univocally correlate 

the data registered there with the events actually occurred in the factual world, be they votes 

(BU/RDV) or human interventions (LOG).

Accordingly, in files that do not contain the

69.
of the EU”, it is impossible to associate each LOG file with the respective electronic voting machine 

that would have generated such file. Likewise, it is impossible to associate that LOG file with the 

corresponding BU and RDV files, that is, those documents supposedly issued by the same ballot box.

Once again: without the correct identification of the “Identification Code

70.
urns models UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015 are within the legal parameters 

established by Federal Law nº 14.063/2020 and Provisional Measure nº 2200/2001. That is to 

say, the digital certification eventually existing in those files does not adhere to legal 

frameworks (ICP-Brasil), being an internal and exclusive certification of the Electoral Justice 

systems.

Likewise, even the digital certification in the LOG files does not

71.
in all LOG files issued by the ballot boxes of models prior to the EU2020, undoubtedly 

constitutes a serious error in the process of individualizing the electronic ballot boxes and 

an unacceptable failure, for correct and certain authenticity in the electoral result, in the 

chain of custody of the data and records entered in such documents.

Indeed, the indication of a single EU identification number

72.
essentials issued by the ballot boxes and the serious consequences arising therefrom call into 

question, in an objective way, the transparency of the electoral process itself, because, once 

again, they prevent the inspection bodies from carrying out the important audit

The lack of adequate individualization of documents
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in the activities and human interventions carried out in the systems, programs and in the 

functioning of the electronic voting machines.

73.
The Superior Electoral Court itself guaranteed that, as of the 2022 General Elections, the 

URNAS LOGS would be available for consultation by any citizen and would 

consubstantiate “an important auditing element for political parties and other oversight 

entities.”18

It also represents abroken promise”, to the extent that the

74.
were made available, without the correct indication of the Identification Code of the 

respective electronic ballot box, the audit by the supervisory bodies actually remained 

impossible, insofar as, it repeats,there is no way to faithfully associate the LOG file with 

a specific ballot box and, moreover, there is no way to relate such file with the other 

elements of vote auditing (BU and RDV) supposedly issued by the same equipment.

It didn't happen. In the way in which the LOG files of the Urns

75.
by the IVL, there was, objectively, a malfunction of the electronic voting machines, as  according 

to TSE specifications, the LOG file should contain the correct number of the electronic voting 

machine identification code”.

That is why, as rightly stated in the technical report prepared

76.
it was also evidenced due to other serious findings made by the IVL after analyzing 

the events and failures recorded in the LOG files available on the TSE website.

But that's not all. The malfunction of ballot boxes manufactured before 2020

77.
models UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015, making it impossible to individualize each electronic 

voting machine, another extremely serious flaw deserves to be investigated by this e. Electoral Court.

In addition to the error in indicating the identification code of all ballot boxes

18https://www.tse.jus.br/hotsites/catalogo-publicacoes/pdf/glossario_eleicoes_informatizadas.pdf
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78.
about 800 (eight hundred) cases of violation of confidentiality of personal data, such as 

voter registration number and voter's full name",such occurrences only occurred in the 

UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015 models.

As can be inferred from the technical report prepared by the IVL,  there was

79.
ballot boxes the registration, undue and unconstitutional, of the complete registration number of the 

voter who was voting and, in some cases, the name of the voter, revealing a violation of secrecy 

regarding the act of voting.

More specifically, it was verified in several files of Log's of

80.
noted in the LOG of the ballot box, certainly have the power to violate the stony clause that 

guarantees every Brazilian citizen the secrecy of the vote, given the potential for identifying the voter.

Such data, associated with the record of the exact time when the error was

81.
delivered by e. Minister Alexandre de Moraes during the judgment of ADI 5889/DF, in which 

His Excellency recalls that  under the aegis of the Federal Constitution of 1988, the secrecy of 

the vote and, consequently, the freedom of choice, emerge as characteristics that must be 

guaranteed before, during and after the scrutiny, removing any potential for voter 

identification  

On the subject, it is necessary to bring up a judicious excerpt from the vote

82.
there is no way to deny that the existence of a systemic hypothesis that registers in the LOG of the 

electronic ballot box the time and name – or title number – of the voter who was voting when the 

equipment presented a certain type of error, objectively violates secrecy and confidentiality. freedom 

of the vote, because it emerges a high potential for identifying the voter.

In casu, although verified in about 800 (eight hundred cases), it does not

83.
from the examination, for example, of line nº 2169 of the LOG file of the electronic ballot box used in the 

municipality of Guaíra/PR, in Section nº 0088 of the Electoral Zone nº 0090 –, in addition to revealing 

another hypothesis of malfunctioning of electronic voting machines, ends up directly confronting two 

constitutional guarantees provided for both in art. 14 and in art. 60, paragraph 4 of the Magna Carta: 

freedom to vote and secret voting.

That is to say that said error –also incontrovertible, since verifiable

23



84.
checked in the URNA LOG files made available for audit by this e. Electoral Court, it is 

necessary to transcribe some of the important issues indicated by theexpertswho 

prepared the technical report that instructs this representation.Verbis  

Still on the severity of systemic malfunctions

The. Response to Question a - Should each electronic voting machine have 
an individualized identification code?
Yes, each electronic voting machine has an individualized identification 
code engraved on the hardware, to guarantee an unambiguous link 
between the physical voting machine and the files generated by the 
respective voting machine, for the BU, the RDV and the LOG.
The TSE provided the technical documentation for the format of the 
files generated by the electronic voting machine, and also the published 
table containing the ranges of the electronic voting machine 
identification codes, by manufacturing model.

B. Answer to question b - What is the importance of the LOG file of each 
ballot box being identified in a unique and non-repetitive way?
The unique and non-repetitive identification of each LOG file is of 
fundamental importance and is essential to link each LOG file to 
its respective physical urn.

ç. Answer to question c - Do the LOG files, obtained from the TSE portal, 
contain the correct value of the identification code of the electronic 
voting machine, in the field documented by the TSE, in all its lines?

Not. Only the UE2020 model urns generated LOG files that 
contain the respective identification code in the field specified by 
the TSE, that is, in the fourth field of the record from the left, in 
each line recorded in the LOG.
In ballot boxes of old models, this same field presents, in a single 
and repetitive way, in all LOG files, the value 67305985 (59.1% of 
all LOG lines). This value does not match any of the urn 
identification codes specified by the TSE.

In LOG files that do not contain the correct electronic voting 
machine identification code, it is impossible to univocally 
correlate this LOG file with the BU file, invalidating the guarantee 
of integrity of the BU content.

d. Answer to question d - Do the LOG files contain the 
identification code of the electronic voting machine, in any 
other field or line? No, the correct voting machine identification 
code number does not appear in any field of any line of the LOG 
files generated by all older model voting machines. The UE2020 
model electronic voting machines generated files
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LOG with the correct number of the respective identification 
code as specified by the TSE, in the fourth column.

and. Answer to Question e - Is it possible to associate each LOG file to the respective 
electronic voting machine that would have generated the file, through the 
identification code of the electronic voting machine?
No, in the case of electronic voting machines of older models, different 
from the UE2020 model. This is the specific purpose of the voting machine 
to generate a LOG file that contains the correct number of the electronic 
voting machine identification code. When the LOG file presents a wrong 
number, it is not possible to make such an association.

f. Answer to Question f - Is it possible to link each LOG file with the 
corresponding BU and RDV files, through the identification code of 
the electronic voting machine?
No, in the case of electronic voting machines of older models, different 
from the UE2020 model. This is the specific purpose of the electronic 
voting machine to generate BU, RDV and LOG files that contain the 
correct number of the identification code of the electronic voting 
machine. When a LOG file has a wrong number, it is not possible to 
make such a link.

g. Answer to Question g - How many electronic voting machines presented 
the invalid number “67305985”, in a single and repetitive way, in the 
fields of the identification code of the voting machine in the respective 
LOG files?
279,336 voting machines were identified with this flaw, that is, all 
the voting machines of models UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 
and UE2015 registered this invalid number in the fields of the 
identification code of the voting machine in the respective LOG 
files.

H. Answer to Question h - What are the possible technical reasons to 
justify that the identification code of the LOG files of thousands of 
electronic voting machines were not individual and non-repetitive?

In the 2022 election, some hypotheses could have caused this 
behavior:

(i) Unintentional human errors by servers and collaborators in 
the development work of the electronic voting machine 
programs.
External invasion of TSE systems, through cyber attack 
actions, at some point before the elections.

(iii) Internal invasion of voting machine programs,
through the actions of hackers who would have 
assumed access credentials from third-party servers or 
collaborators, who have permission to change program 
codes.

(ii)
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(iv) Illicit action by internal servants or outsourced 
collaborators, with the intention of manipulating the 
results of the election.

i. Answer to Question i - Considering the integrity and authorship of 
the software running on the electronic ballot box, what is the 
effect of not correctly identifying each LOG?
The absence of the correct identification of the electronic voting machine in 
each LOG file makes it impossible to associate the LOG file with the 
respective urn that generated it and, consequently, with the corresponding 
BU and RDV, making the entire operation of the electronic voting machine 
that generated a LOG invalid with glitches.

j. Response to Question j - If the LOG is not properly identified and 
linked to an electronic voting machine, can it be stated that there 
was a malfunction of the electronic voting machines?
Yup. According to the TSE specifications, the LOG file should 
contain the correct number of the electronic voting machine 
identification code in each activity record line in the LOG, and be 
generated according to the TSE specification. Failures identified 
in the LOG file indicate malfunctioning of the electronic voting 
machines.

k. Answer to Question k - If there is a malfunction of electronic voting 
machines that did not have their LOG file properly identified, does 
this failure have the potential to affect the RDV and BU files issued 
by electronic voting machines with defective software? Yup. The 
malfunction of electronic voting machines, evidenced by flaws in the 
LOG files, shows that the programs present in these voting machines 
have irreparable non-compliance, generated by programming errors, 
external or internal invasion, or cybernetic attack, which eliminates the 
guarantee of the integrity of the contents of the voting machines. BU 
and RDV files produced by these voting machines.

l. Response to Question 1 - If electronic voting machines, which 
generated LOG files with individualization problems, did not 
work properly, is it possible that the RDV and BU do not reflect 
the voter's real intention?
Yup. As there is evidence of malfunctioning of the electronic voting 
machines that generated LOG files with serious errors in the field of 
the identification code of the voting machine, the certainty of the 
results generated in these voting machines and the guarantee of 
integrity of the other files generated, by the same voting machines, 
for the BU and RDV files. As the correct operation of the voting 
machine that generated a LOG with errors can no longer be trusted, 
the files generated by the same voting machine lose the guarantee 
of certainty and integrity.
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Response to Question o - Were there any evidences of violation 
of secrecy regarding the act of voting and the possibility of 
losing the voter's vote during the voting process?
Yup. There are several cases in which the voting machine software 
crashes during operation while the voter is voting. In some cases, when 
the electronic voting machine presents an error, the LOG shows, in the 
LOG file, an error message with the name of the voter (Example: JOSE 
PAULO DE ANDRADE), causing the violation of the secrecy of the act of 
voting.
After locking, the electronic ballot box is turned off by the key, by 
the polling station, in the middle of the voting period. In Shift 2, 
there are over 75,000 occurrences of this event. In electronic voting 
machines of older models, there are several cases in which the 
software crashes, during operation and voter voting. After locking, 
the electronic ballot box is turned off by the key, by the polling 
station, in the middle of the voting period. In these crash events, 
there is an additional strong indication that the voter's votes were 
lost, because the LOG does not display the message “The voter's 
vote was computed”

85.
Report presented (full attached) by the technical team of the authorized and qualified 

Instituto Voto Legal – IVL, auditing entity contracted by the Liberal Party, it appears that 

more than 279,336 (two hundred and seventy-nine thousand, three hundred and thirty-six) 

ballot boxes Electronic files used in the Second Round of the 2022 election have chronic 

problems of irreparable non-compliance in their operation, which may even affect the RDV 

and BU files.

In fact, based on the proven assumptions and conclusions of the

86.
affects the LOG, RDV and BU files, there is a need to evaluate the measure to be taken by the 

Electoral Court to resolve the detected problem, based on the consequences, and ensure that 

the manifestation of the popular will is registered according to the required parameters of 

justice by the Brazilian democratic regime.

Once the irreparable non-compliance of the malfunction that

87.
big importance. The thing is, the electronic voting machines that generated faulty LOG files, 

presenting, therefore, irreparable non-compliance of malfunction, the votes recorded by 

these voting machines cannot be considered taking into account the certainty

At this point in the argument, the need arises for a
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which is imposed in relation to the constitutional principle of the authenticity of the voting result 

and the imposition of guaranteeing the citizen that he is sure that his vote was duly recorded 

and computed in the final result, ensuring the secrecy of the act of voting.

88.
9,504/1997 and Resolution 23,673/2021, implies total and absolute violation of the 

normative framework, directly affecting the credibility of the electoral system and, directly, 

the democratic system itself, which depends on the integrity of the vote to ensure 

alternation power and popular sovereignty.

Another solution could not be applied, because the violation of the

IV. EMPIRICAL RESULTS OF THE AUDIT AND 

TOTALIZATION OF CONSTANT VALID VOTES IN 

THE UE2020 BOXES

89.
In order to guarantee the suitability and authenticity of electoral results based on the elements 

of auditing the operation of electronic voting machines prior to the UE2020 model, it is 

important to highlight an absolutely critical fact that must be taken into account by this e. 

Superior Electoral Court – TSE.

Finally, and just to show, in a factual way, the impossibility of

90.
point eighty-two percent)19of the ballot boxes used in the Second Round of the 2022 

Elections were of the UE2020 model – the only one that generated suitable audit files 

LOG DE URNA with the correct number of the respective Identification Code, being 

able to validly attest the correctness of its results, as determined by the regulation of 

the same Superior Electoral Court – having been distributed by the Electoral Court 

itself to all the States of the Federation in an apparent proportional and equitable 

quantity.See if:

According to the attached Report and transcribed below,40.82% (forty

19In the Second Round of the 2022 Elections, 472,027 (four hundred and seventy-two thousand and twenty-seven) ballot boxes 
were used, among which 192,691 (one hundred and ninety-two thousand, six hundred and ninety-one) EU2020 model ballot 
boxes, and 279,336 ( two hundred and seventy-nine thousand, three hundred and thirty-six) urns of the previous models (ie, 
EU2009, EU2010, EU2011, EU2013 and EU2015)
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91.
arising from the EU2020 model ballot boxes (40.82% of the total number of ballot boxes used in the 2nd 

Round) – which, we reiterate, make it possible, with the necessary certainty, to validate and attest to the 

suitability of your votes –,The result that objectively presents itself attests, in this spectrum of electoral certainty 

to the election, 26,189,721 (twenty-six million, one hundred and eighty-nine thousand, seven hundred and twenty-

one) votes for President Jair Messias Bolsonaro, and 25,111,550 (twenty-five million, one hundred and eleven 

thousand, five hundred and fifty) votes for candidate Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva, resulting in 51.05% of the valid 

votes for Bolsonaro, and 48.95 % for Lula. Check it out:

From the audit carried out only based on the results
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92.
electronic ballot boxes of the UE2020 model (again, apparently distributed in a 

proportional and equitable way throughout the country by the Electoral Justice itself), 

based on valid audit elements that attest to the authenticity of the electoral result with 

the necessary certainty – in the opinion of the Court itself Superior Electoral -is that the 

valid and auditable votes of the Second Round of the 2022 election attest to a different result 

from that announced by this Superior Electoral Court on 10/30/2022, conferring a preferential 

position of 51, 05% of the population to President J air Bolsonar o.

What is sought to show with this empirical result extracted from the
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93.
essential for the health of the elections. It is absolutely unjustifiable that we have an 

electoral result that gives victory to a given candidate based on the verification of almost 

half of the ballot boxes in which an auditable ballot box model (UE2020) is used – which fully 

follows the standards and requirements set out in the inspection and auditing rules released 

by this email. TSE –, and another result, in the opposite direction, giving victory to another 

candidate, when the reliable ballot boxes are added to the results that “appear” in ballot 

boxes that prove to have serious malfunctions and that cannot be properly audited and 

inspected (ie, models UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015).

Well, Excellencies. Uniformity in the way votes are counted is

94.
Structuring principles of the authenticity of the electoral result and the maximum equality 

in the electoral dispute demand that the institutions give the citizen the certainty and the 

guarantee that his vote will be considered and computed equally to all other citizens in the 

choice of their representatives.

As already outlined in the constitutional premises of this piece,you

95.
results released by this Electoral Court referring to the ballot boxes of the models UE2009, 

UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015 may, in theory, not contain any defects in relation to the 

registration and accounting of voters' votes, which is likely not useful for the electoral process.

That is: even if one can defend the probability that the

96.
as valid, since auditable and inspectable, in the general election referring to the Second Round of 

the 2022 election are those arising from the EU2020 model ballot boxes.

As a matter of fact, the only vows that can be properly considered

97.
result of the verification of the EU2020 model ballot boxes – auditable and which express the 

certainty of the votes cast there, is that it is required that this Court, based on the evidence of 

irreparable non-compliance of malfunctioning of part of the electronic ballot boxes used in the 

Second Round of the Elections of 2020, which affects the LOG, RDV and BU audit files, which 

assesses the measure to be adopted to resolve serious proven technical failures, and from

For the above reasons, and for this further empirical evidence related to the
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of the necessary consequential measures, ensure that the manifestation of the popular will is 

registered according to the parameters of justice required by the Brazilian democratic regime.

v. REQUESTS

98.
verified in the technical audit report issued by the qualified team of the Instituto Voto Legal - IVL 

hired by the Liberal Party, which points out irreparable non-compliance with the malfunction of 

the electronic voting machines, in order to tarnish the result of the Second Round of the 2022 

Elections, it is required:

In view of all the above, especially due to the sound conclusions

i. The receipt of this Complaint, in view of fulfilling the requirements 

set forth in the governing legal system, including the presentation of 

grounds and suitable evidence, in addition to a work plan (art. 51 of 

Resolution 23.673/2021), its assessment and free distribution to a of 

the Ministers of this e. Superior Electoral Court;

ii. The subpoena of the Electoral Public Prosecutor's Office to become aware of and act 

on the fact in the capacity oflegal costs  

iii. The subpoena of the Parties indicated in the passive pole for the 

contradictory effective;

iv. Creation of an Independent Technical Commission for Extraordinary 

Verification, formed by specialized professionals, with notorious 

technical knowledge in auditing information systems, through 

system log files, who are not affiliated with any political party and are 

not employees or collaborators of the Electoral Justice , in order to 

guarantee the total transparency of the verification work.

v. In the end, that the votes resulting from the ballot boxes in which 

irreparable non-compliance due to malfunctions are proven (models 

UE2009, UE2010, UE2011, UE2013 and UE2015), determining the 

practical and legal consequences due in relation to the result of the 

Second Round of Elections from 2022.
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99.
performed on behalf of attorney Dr. MARCELO LUIZ ÁVILA DE BESSA, OAB/DF 12.330, under 

penalty of nullity.

It also requests that all publications relating to this feat be

100.
in this act, the interest in making oral support when the action is taken to the trial 

session and, for that, prepares a prior and express request, in the sense that it is 

notified in advance of the said session.

Finally, it should be noted that the Plaintiffs' defense manifests,

Terms in which, requests and waits for approval.

Brasilia/DF, November 22, 2022.
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