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Thank you for having me. At 
heart, I’m a voter; second, I’m an 
election commissioner, I’m a Dem-
ocrat, an election commissioner 
who takes my oath very seriously.

We have to get back to policing 
our republic. And if I would just say 
it best as a voter, what I value most 
is the post-mortem. When a candi-
date loses, they have to reassess, they 
have to figure out what happened, 
what they didn’t do right, who they 
didn’t reach, and they retool and they 
come back and they offer a better 
solution to, which would be me, the voter, at the end.

But if we can’t pursue authenticable results, then we 
don’t know if someone actually won or lost, and there can 
be no post-mortem, and the process can’t get any better; we 
can’t get any better solutions. They say, if banks compete, 

you win, but if we don’t know who 
our competitors are, and they don’t 
know if they lost or not, then they can 
never retool. And that’s going to end 
up being something very destabiliz-
ing in the region, and it’s a destructive 
process when we don’t allow those 
people to know that they have pur-
sued—you know, you can respect 
somebody you lost to. But the thing 
we see now, is it’s a large unknown, 
and that’s problematic, that’s destruc-
tive to the republic.

I’m not trying to get a Republi-
can seated or unseated: I’m trying to preserve the repub-
lic. And I think that’s what we should get back to. I think 
that’s something that’s barely germane in a lot of these 
topics; there’s a lot of partisan posturing, but this should 
be the most nonpartisan piece of the electoral process.

I want to thank the Schiller 
Institute and all the people that 
are here. It’s quite an honor. I’m 
holding in my hand what the last 
speaker was just referencing, the 
United States Constitution. 
Behind me is the Declaration of 
Independence and Bill of Rights. 
I think that they are quite formi-
dable; they give us all inspiration 
and strength. We’re all here be-
cause we are basically at the fork 
in the road. As a New York Yan-

kees catcher used to say, “When 
you come to a fork in the road, 
take it.” And so, we’re there, 
whether we take it one way or the 
other way.

Now, I’ve seen the presenta-
tions, the hearings in Pennsylva-
nia, and as I mentioned before, 
they were inspirational in the 
sense of people feeling con-
nected to the Constitution, into 
the roots, which is very impor-
tant. There was important evi-
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cause it’s super important. It’s not happening enough; it 
really isn’t.

I truly feel bad for the upcoming generation, who 
are just completely lost and are being indoctrinated by 
these left-wing institutions. Something as simple as 
public education. Only 31 states have a one-year re-
quirement for civics; ten states have half a year require-
ment, and nine states have no requirement whatsoever. 
How do you know that you’re losing your freedoms, if 
you’re not educated as to what they are? I think there 

are so many angles that we really need to attack this, 
and it’s not going to come down from our legislation, 
it’s going to come down from the people.

Thank you for letting me ramble. But this has been 
more than refreshing to speak to all of you and feel like 
I’m normal. And what I’m seeing is not a theory: It’s very 
real. I’m excited for what’s coming up—anxious and ex-
cited. Thank you again. And I just say, God bless Amer-
ica, and to everybody else across the world on this panel, 
thank you for the support: It means a lot. Thank you.
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dence being discussed. I have read Sidney Powell’s 
complaint in Georgia. She speaks about lots of evi-
dence, all kinds of evidence, in reference to Smartmatic 
and Dominion, and to the mail-in ballots, how they 
were counted, etc.

What’s important, is that we realize that the evidence 
we have before us senses an impropriety; it’s an appear-
ance of impropriety. It says nothing until we get into a 
court, and we can examine it as evidence. The com-
plaints don’t list the attachments, or you can’t really go 
into them, but there seems to be certainly a lot there. If 
you can overturn the election, in just one state, I think it 
would have a momentous carryover into the other states.

What we’re looking at here, is systematic. As Mr. 
Schlanger said, it’s really a criminal conspiracy. Espe-
cially in those swing states, it seems to be the same pat-
tern repeating itself, over and over and over and over, 
again. Now, if these brave individuals can get this into 
the courts, and get it into the public, that would be sen-
sational.

What we’re seeing, too, and I’d like to look at vari-
ous contexts in which we exist and, again, we all bring 
our own backgrounds into it, to me this is really a global 
assault on the United States, the national sovereignty; 
we’ve seen it throughout the world. There was the Arab 
Spring. They’re trying to repeat it in this country; it 
seems that way. There’s a pushback now. We’ve seen it 
in Pennsylvania and other states—a pushback. People 

are going back to their roots—going back to the Consti-
tution, the Founding Fathers, what this society was 
built on. We were built on overcoming and throwing 
out oppression, and at that time we were ruled by the 
British Empire.

So I guess to sum it up, there’s a lot of evidence, or 
a lot of appearance of fraud, without a doubt. As I said, 
an appearance of impropriety throughout all the states 
that were questionable; it seems to be a pattern, and it 
has to be investigated. It may take a while. We’ve not 
gone down this path before, so we don’t know what to 
expect. There’s both sides drawn; we probably all know 
people, good friends of ours, that are basically taking 
another position.

When the media is examined, I think we’ll find, as 
Harley Schlanger said, a very biased media—it’s 
almost a weaponized media. It’s weaponized to under-
mine the fabric of America, unfortunately. So, by 
stretching this out a bit, it draws a line for all of us to 
see, so people who were never activated at one time, or 
involved, they will tend now, to become more sensi-
tized. In order to keep a republic, people have to be 
educated, and they have to be vigilant, and because of 
these different hearings, and because people in the 
states are coming to the forefront, they’re going to 
make other people vigilant.

Again, thank you for conducting this program, and 
thank you for inviting me to be on it.

Mr. Soto spoke in Spanish. The 
following are excerpts, via an in-
terpreter, of his closing remarks.

First of all, I would like to thank 
the Schiller Institute. It’s really an 
honor to participate with this excel-
lent institution that stands for the 
greatest constitutional principles of 
the United States.

The answer to this crisis is to be 
found in the American institutions 
themselves, which have spread 
around the world as a model for de-
mocracy, and which has its own rules in the Constitu-
tion of the United States. …

The American Constitution fortunately provides 

for the Supreme Court of the 
United States; and to be able to get 
to the Supreme Court, you have to 
go through various lower courts, 
up through the appellate process. 
That is where the “deep state” has 
tried to deny the natural rights of 
citizens. …

For example, the case of Lyndon 
LaRouche, who has not been exon-
erated, and the role of Robert Muel-
ler, who is a questionable character, 
who played a role in the LaRouche 
case and also the failed impeach-

ment of Donald Trump.
And now this culminates in massive fraud. There 

is enormous evidence. What we don’t have are 
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