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Executive Summary

In 2023, a “citizen army” of hundreds of thousands of Guatemalan volunteers from the Vote Reception Boards (Juntas
Receptoras de Votos - JRV), Municipal Electoral Boards (JEM), and District Electoral Boards (JED) once again came to
polling stations to protect, with their bare hands, the Democratic Republic of Guatemala. Yet, once again, the Supreme
Electoral Tribunal (TSE) fell short, casting uncertainty over whether these essential volunteers will be willing to
participate in future elections.

Beyond injustices in candidate participation and other issues that fall within the scope of the Electoral and Political
Parties Law (LEPP), Guatemalans’ trust in the election results, as reflected in the Electoral Records, is the sole
responsibility of the TSE and the very reason for its existence (we’ll refer to them as “Actas Electorales”, “actas” or
“tally sheets” in this report). The legislative, executive, and judicial branches play no role in the design, safeguard, or
transmission of these records. They are the conduit through which a minimal national consensus is achieved: simple

addition, the most basic arithmetic. Once that trust is lost, the foundation for the peaceful transfer of power collapses.

DigitalWitness.io exists because political organizations no longer fulfill their oversight role over the Actas Electorales,
leaving the TSE weakened in its primary duty due to the absence of an effective counterweight. For the most part, party-
appointed observers (“fiscales” in Spanish) are little more than electoral ghosts, showing up occasionally to argue,
rarely to contribute, and almost always without a grasp of their duty. In practice, they have delivered little to the public
beyond confusion.

In contrast, DigitalWitness.io seeks to empower JRVs, JEMs, and JEDs by strengthening the entire system under a
simple principle: we verify every vote. We place no trust in the TSE, political organizations, media outlets, or
influencers; we verify the numbers on the Actas Electorales signed by citizen volunteers at polling stations and
compare our totals to the published results.

This year, we became the first and only elections audit initiative to verify all 145,976 tally sheets published through the
Preliminary Results Transmission System (TREP). We are proud to note that this was accomplished in under two
weeks for the June General Elections and in under 24 hours for the August Presidential Runoff.

We succeeded thanks to the support of numerous anonymous contributors who performed more than 10.4 million
machine-based readings, alongside 1,763 volunteer users who contributed over 3.1 million human-based readings.
This intensive review revealed that 98.48% of valid vote data matched between the TREP and our audit, confirming the
presidential election while exposing concerning discrepancies in municipal and legislative races.

Once again, we underscore the urgency of updating the voting system and present concrete recommendations that
the TSE can implement on its own without legislative or executive order.

Since the results of the TREP ‘have no legal effect’ we submitted multiple requests for access to the official results
through the TSE’s Office of Public Information Access (FOIA equivalent). After our request to review the original
Acta#4 tally sheets from the June General Elections was denied, even though the results had already been made
official based on Acta#8, we filed a constitutional appeal (amparo) before the Supreme Court of Justice (CSJ), which
was likewise rejected.

We are deeply concerned by the institutional practice, now upheld by the CSJ, that makes it impossible to access all
the tally sheets produced through the hard work and dedication of countless citizen volunteers. We call on all veteran
members of JRVs, JEMs, and JEDs to demand access to their original documents and to see for themselves whether
their contributions still exist or have been erased.
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We acknowledge that in 2023 the Public Ministry trampled on the sacred responsibility of the TSE by seizing the actas,
but we consider this an unacceptable excuse and a dereliction of duty. The TSE should have digitally protected the
original actas, having ample opportunity to do so between July and October 2023, using the Immutable Backup, at the
moment of delivery by the JED. Why did it not do so? As a result, most of the work of hundreds of thousands of
Guatemalans in 2023 has been lost. We demand that the TSE develop the discipline of digitally backing up and
publishing, without exception, all Electoral Records as soon as possible. We also urge the JRV, JEM, and JED to do so
with photographs published on the internet through some system that allows them to be found and verified as

matching those of the TSE.

We developed this bullet-point framework, known as

, KPI SCORE 2015 2019 2023
Key Performance Indicators (KPIs), to assess the
historical performance of the TSE. We vow to apply
this lens in every future national voting event to Release @ 11% @ 11% ® 11%
measure whether the electoral system is improving
or deteriorating. Production- :
g el Unavailable | @ 50% 90%
Our KPIs make clear that, despite significant
shortcomings under the current TSE magistrates, Metadata ® 1% ® 1% ® 10%
their performance has been considerably better than
that of the 2015-2020 magistrates. Matching
Tally Sheets . 24% . 70% . 77%
We take this opportunity to remind Julio Solérzano
and other former magistrates that their Matching
. : gist at e — ® 74% 95% 98%
administration was the worst in the TSE’s history,
that many of today’s systemic problems were Preliminary vs.
inherited from their tenure, and that we will not forget : omc_lal ® 87% 94% 95%
.. . Discrepancies
this is their legacy.
Image Scans o o o
In summary, with the resources currently available to Quality ® 26% ® 57% ® 73%
the TSE, it is po.ss1b1e to achieve much more with OCR Readability . 4 .
much less ensuring that the temporary work of JRVs, Score ending ® 70%
JEMs, and JEDs endures permanently and remains
accessible to all. Continuing with the status quo, Database [ROpTRCE 90% 95%
where most Electoral Records disappear and public
distrust deepens, amounts to a betrayal of the true Electoral
heroes of democracy: the citizen volunteers. Traceability ® 0% ® 0% ® 76%
Trust can be restored, and doing so requires no Electoral System ® 23 @ 459 ® 70
additional funding; in fact, it produces savings. Score 0 0 0

DigitalWitness demands that the TSE stop repeating the same actions while expecting different results. We

want to verify every vote!

s folls

Projec

eader
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KPI Scores according to DigitalWitness

Release Score: Release Score

Measures the total volume of Electoral Records (tally sheets) 2015 2019 2023
released and available for download online, compared to the
total number of documents generated by the Vote Reception
Boards (JRVs) and Electoral Boards (JEMs and JEDs). (Pag. 22)

® 11% ® 1% ® 1%

Production-Release Time: Production-Release Time

Ninety percent of the score is awarded for publishing at least 2015 2019 2023
99% of the tally sheets within 24 hours after the close of voting,
with the score decreasing exponentially as time passes. The
remaining ten percent is based on the delay between the date
and time of the last signature (which, to date, has never been
recorded) and the actual time of publication. (Pag. 24)

Unavailable ® 50% 90%

Metadata: Metadata

Digital files contain crucial analytical information within their 2015 2019 2023
metadata, such as SHA-256 hashes and EXIF data. This

4% 4% 10%
information is often lost during file compression and should ® % @ % @ 10%
instead be backed up in a tamper-proof manner. (Pag. 27)
Matching Tally Sheets: Matching Tally Sheets

Results from the audit of Acta#4 tally sheets conducted by 2015 2019 2023
DigitalWitness over the last three electoral cycles. This
indicator reflects the proportion of tally sheets that match
exactly with the official published data. (Pag. 31)

@ 24% ® 0% ® 7%

Matching Data Points: Matching Data Points

Based on the audit results of Actas#4 conducted by 2015 2019 2023
DigitalWitness over the last three electoral cycles, this
indicatorreflects the proportion of individual cells (vote entries
within an Acta#4) that match exactly. (Pag. 32)

® 74% 95% 98%

Preliminary vs. Official Discrepancies: Preliminary vs. Official Discrepancies

Results from the audit comparing Official Results (Actas#8) 2015 2019 2023
against Preliminary Results (SITREP and TREP) over the last
three electoral cycles. This indicator measures the magnitude
of differences in vote counts, contested positions, and
elections between the two sources. (Pag. 38)

® 37% 94% 95%
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OCR Readability Score:

Metric reflecting the percentage of Actas successfully read
using two distinct OCR engines with 99% confidence. Results
for 2019 and 2015 are still pending due to the poor image
quality in comparison to 2023. (Pag. 53)

Image Quality:

Measures the quality of scanned images of Acta#4 against the
minimum acceptable standard (3.5MP, 96 DPI, RGB), taking
into account resolution (pixel count), DPI (dots per inch), and
color storage. (Pag. 53)

Database Release Time:

Ninety percent of this metric is based on the real-time
publication of the preliminary results transmission system
databases. The remaining ten percent is divided between the
Immutable Proof Service of the initial system reset (puesta en
cero) and the final database. (Pag. 105)

Electoral Traceability Score:

This score measures the extent to which the TREP publishes
both the election results and the supporting audit trail.
Calculated across seven components: tally sheet images,
document hashes, technical metadata, OCR accuracy,
timestamps, tally sheet relationships, and an immutable
backup, it expresses the percentage of these elements present
and their overall quality.(Pag. 110)

Electoral System Score:

The absolute average score (including unavailable values) of all
previous indicators. This serves as a general metric for the
electoral year, assessing the performance of the TSE as the sole
authority responsible for upholding Guatemalans’ trust in the
election results.
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OCR Readability Score

2019

Pending

2023

® 0%

2015

@ 26%

Image Quality

2019

®57%

2023

® 3%

2015

Unavailable

Database Release Time

2019

90%

2023

95%

Electoral Traceability Score
2019
® 0%

2015
@ 0%

2023
® 5%

2015
@ 23%
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Summary of Recommendations Presented to the TSE and

the Congressional Election Affairs Commission

1. Online Publication of All Election Tally Sheets by the TSE

The TSE will publish online, in an accessible and verifiable format, all original election tally sheets from
numbers 1 to 8, including the copies of Tally Sheet 4. Citizens possess the right to review every original
document instead of relying solely on the yellow carbon-copy versions generated by the polling station
committees (JRVs) for Tally Sheet 4.

2. Integration of Tally Sheet Photographs Captured by Volunteers and Party Poll Watchers

A mobile application will allow political party poll watchers at all levels to share with the TSE photographs of
the original tally sheets they witnessed. These submissions will include their personal identification and use
their own mobile devices. This digital photograph will replace the current Tally Sheet 5, a document that
causes delays and errors while creating conflicts between the JRVs and poll watchers during the critical
scrutiny phase.

Members of the Polling Station Committees (JRVs) and the Municipal and District Electoral Boards (JEM and
JED) will also have access to the mobile application to share their versions.

Since the 2011 election, these photographs have existed on foreign platforms such as WhatsApp and TikTok.
The TSE must collect these photographs to ensure it holds more information about the electoral event than
foreign entities.

3. Modernization of All Election Tally Sheet Formats

Redesigning electoral forms will ensure compliance with optical character recognition (OCR) standards. This
change facilitates manual and automated verification while reducing error margins from irregular
handwriting or copies. The 2023 OCR reading accuracy stood at 70%, short of the optimal 99% benchmark.
Implementing this change lowers verification costs and increases the number of citizens validating the TREP.
Various sections of this report detail the necessary modifications for Election Tally Sheets 1 through 8. These
changes maximize OCR legibility and simplify the work of the JRVs, JEMs, and JEDs.

4. Preservation and Expansion of the Immutable Proof Service

In 2023, Guatemala became the first country worldwide to utilize Bitcoin as an independent notary by
employing Immutable Proof technology to secure each document with a digital fingerprint (hash) and a public
timestamp. All received images from poll watchers, citizens, and data entry operators will feature an
Immutable Proof to guarantee that anyone can verify authenticity independently. Utilizing this system
provides vital cybersecurity protection against unprecedented threats arising from the expansion of Artificial
Intelligence tools.

5. Retention of Physical Paper Ballots and Avoidance of Electronic Voting

Maintaining the physical paper ballot system and the manual creation of Election Tally Sheets by Polling
Station Committees (JRVs) remains essential. The TSE needs to focus on rebuilding institutional trust before
considering technologies that many experts view as less secure than paper ballots and handwritten
documents.
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What is DigitalWitness

Origins, Trajectory, and How it Works
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What is DigitalWitness.io?

DigitalWitness.io is a real-time digital audit of voting documents. Created in Guatemala by FundacionHCG.com, in
partnership with Stakwork.com, and built on the Immutable Proof Service (Respaldo Inalterable) of the Preliminary
Results Transmission System (TREP). The project is powered by civic participation under a simple principle: we verify
every vote.

We verify votes using smartphones through open collaboration (crowdsourcing), employing OCR, artificial
intelligence, and other technologies.

We are the only electoral audit initiative to have verified 100% of the images published by the TSE, beginning with the
2023 general elections in Guatemala. This process generated a database containing millions of vote-entry cells,
enabling full comparison of all valid votes published in TREP.

We are also the only electoral audit initiative to have compared 100% of the Official Results (Actas#8) against the
Preliminary Results (TREP and SITREP) from the 2023, 2019, and 2015 elections. This cross-cycle comparison makes
it possible to identify significant patterns for analysis and has led to the creation of Key Performance Indicators (KPIs)
that allow the public to assess whether the integrity of elections in Guatemala has improved or deteriorated over time.
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Origins: 2019 Guatemalan Elections

DigitalWitness.io was founded by veteran members of Vote Reception Boards (JRVs) in direct response to the collapse
of the SITREP system during the 2019 elections. In 2019, our initiative achieved the following;:

e Released functional open-source code within 3 weeks, thanks to the collaborative effort of several
anonymous technologists.
e  Mobilized over 1,500 volunteers to verify the 101,716 SITREP documents submitted in June 2019.

However, the effort was successful at the time due to two main reasons:
1. The project was carried out in reaction to the events of that year, rather than in preparation for them.
2. Volunteers reviewed full tally sheets (actas) on computers, instead of reviewing individual data entries from
tally sheets on smartphones.

Additionally, three formal recommendations were submitted to the 2019 Commission for the Updating and
Modernization of the Elections (CAME-2019) between November 2019 and March 2020.

Only one was adopted:
e The use of Blockchain Certifications, now known as the Immutable Proof Service (Respaldo Inalterable).

DigitalWitness 2019 Audit

@ SITREP Documents Verified Tally Sheets Pending
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DigitalWitness in 2023

FOR ACTAS#4 AND TREP FROM 2023

o Welaunched a week before the general election, not three weeks after, asin 2019.

e On July 6, we completed auditing 100% of the 2023 June 25th election results (less than two weeks after
election day). By August 22, we had audited 100% of the August 20 presidential runoff (less than 24 hours
after the runoff).

o The software is no longer open-source, but rather a donated service by a private company, available
for contracting by anyone who wishes to independently verify our work.

o We mobilized 1,763 volunteer users, this time through mobile devices with a gamified points system.

o After a quality control process, 1,074 users qualified to work with real data, generating 66,158,542
satoshis in rewards.

e The 2023 database includes 2,756,175 individual data points, compared against TREP.gt.

a) Weran 7.7 million OCR processes, resulting in 1,896,051 successfully read data points (70% OCR
success rate).

b) Our qualified volunteers performed 3,102,030 manual readings to identify the remaining 860,124
data points (30%) that OCR engines could not extract.

1,896,051 datapoints were OCR-sourced (70%)
810,616 datapoints were Crowd-Sourced (30%)

COMPARISON BETWEEN OFFICIAL RESULTS (ACTAS#8) AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS (TREP) FROM THE
2015,2019, AND 2023 ELECTIONS
e Through public information access requests (FOIA equivalent), we obtained 100% of the Actas#8 signed by

District Electoral Boards (JEDs) for the years 2015, 2019, and 2023.

e We created a database containing 381,794 data points, manually reviewed by qualified users, based on
Actas#8 (Official Results).

e These official data points were then compared against the datasets published by Preliminary Results
Transmission Systems (TREP) for the same three electoral cycles.

Regarding Actas#4 from TREP 2015 and 2019

e Due to the poor quality of the triplicated images of Actas#4 from 2015 and 2019, the development of an
independent database for those years is still in progress.
e The goalisto achieve quality metrics comparable to the 2023 audit.
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How Did DigitalWitness Work in 2023?

A

Download and Verification
Download of Acta#4 Photographs

We downloaded the official photographs from the Preliminary Results Transmission System (TREP.gt). We
only work with official images.

Download of Official Database
We downloaded the official databases published by the TSE on TREP.gt, in CSV format.
SHA-256 Hash Verification

We processed allimages downloaded in the first step to obtain their respective SHA-256 hash, which we then
compared to the “integrity code” included in the TREP databases and the Immutable Proof Service (Respaldo
Inalterable). This ensures that we are working with authentic, unaltered official images.

Image and Database Preparation
Fragmentation of Actas#4

Once the legitimacy of each Acta#4 is confirmed, it is fragmented to isolate the sections containing data to be
compared with the official databases from TREP.gt.

Creation of Comparison Database

The original dataset contained 2,756,175 valid vote entries that required verification. We proceeded to
generate a parallel comparison database, allowing us to compare each field individually, identifying
discrepancies, matches, and missing data. This database was populated using manual data entry conducted
by DigitalWitness.

This QR code links to our explainer
video on YouTube
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Consensus Through OCR
At this stage, each Acta#4 image is fragmented into 12 to 40 parts, depending on the number of fields it
contains. Then:

Standard OCR Reading
A standard OCR engine is given a photo of a handwritten number and returns a digit as output.
Al-Based OCR Reading

An artificialintelligence OCR engine is provided with a fragment of the Acta#4 containing the party code,
name, and acronym, along with the handwritten vote count field. It is then asked a question:

“How many votes does this party have?”

The Al used in this process was trained using data from the work done by DigitalWitness in 2019, which
means it has learned to recognize handwriting from Guatemalan JRV volunteers.

OCR Reading Comparison

This process yields two independent readings of the same data point, generated by two completely
different algorithms. These results are displayed in two columns. If both results match, the value is
considered valid and is entered into the parallel database, to later be compared against the official TSE
database.

This step eliminates the need for human verification in those cases, enabling fast, effective, efficient, and
low-cost data processing. This occurred for 70% of the data, meaning two-thirds of the information was
successfully read by both OCR engines. If no consensus is reached, the data is escalated for manual
verification by DigitalWitness volunteers.

Manual Data Entry and Volunteer Consensus
First Consensus by DigitalWitness Users

The same fragments shown to the Al-based OCR engine are displayed to two different users, who must
manually enter the handwritten numbers they see, using a CAPTCHA-style interface. The two entries
are then compared. If they match exactly, the data point is considered valid and entered into the
comparison database to be later checked against TREP data.

Tiebreaker and Final Consensus

If the first two entries do not match, the fragment is shown to a third user, who also enters the data they
observe. This third entry is used to seek consensus with at least one of the previous entries.

If no agreement is reached after three attempts, the data point is recorded as illegible.

Report.DigitalWitness.io
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Match Analysis and Data Comparison
The parallel database is compared with the TSE's official database

The previous steps allowed us to generate a parallel database containing 2,756,175 data points from the 2023
elections.

An exact match was found in 2,712,684 entries, resulting in a 98.48% validation rate against TREP data. This
confirmed that the methodology described above is effective and that DigitalWitness produces reliable data
for comparison and analysis. The 1.58% of unmatched data disproportionately affected the District Deputy
and Municipal Corporation elections, due to their smaller voting universes and narrower margins, compared
to national-level elections.

Without access to the original Actas#4, it is not possible to independently verify the results of many of these
elections or to eliminate all reasonable doubt.

. * oo
see & o
s e sese

. ssee
sssse

This QR code links to our explainer video on
YouTube
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What Does a DigitalWitness Contributor Do?

1

2
3
4
9
6

Registration
On the DigitalWitness website, users would click the “Participate!” button and enter their personal
information, including a valid phone number.

Validation
The user receives an SMS code, which must be entered on the website to receive a unique user ID.

Login
Users then visit jobs.stakwork.com/workers, where they can log into the data entry system using their
assigned ID.

Training
All users must complete the training tutorial before accessing real data. Only those who achieve a
sufficiently high score are invited to begin actual data verification tasks.

Data Entry
Users complete verification tasks through a series of OCR readings, in which they are shown images
with handwritten data and must type the numbers they see.

Control Questions
Randomly, control tasks are presented among normal jobs. These appear identical to regular tasks but
are used to assess trust scores. If a user makes mistakes on control questions, their trust score
decreases. If the score drops below 80%, the useris no longer allowed to participate. However, allusers
have the right to challenge a control answer if they disagree with the system’s evaluation. If the
challenge is valid, their trust score will remain unaffected. This feedback loop allows the system to
continuously learn from its users.

'7 Gamified Points

As users complete data entry tasks, they earn points, allowing them to compete with friends and family
to see who contributes the most to verifying Guatemala’s election system.

User entries in 2023
earned a total of 66,158,542 satoshis (gamified points)!
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Guatemalan Voting System

How our voting system works
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Arturo Herbruger Asturias’ Vision
Pentagon Model with Electoral Records as the Central Axis

SUPREME ELECTORAL

VOTING ROLLS TRIBUNAL (TSE)

VOTING SYSTEM

ACTA#4:
CLOSING AND
TALLYING BY

JRVs

I

VOTE RECEPTION POLITICAL PARTY
BOARD (JRV) OVERSEERS (Fiscales)

Acta#4 is the central document of the voting process and represents the culmination of collaboration among the
system’s key components: political party overseers, the Supreme Electoral Tribunal (TSE), the voting rolls, and the JRV
volunteers. In essence, Acta#4 consolidates the efforts and intentions of all stakeholders, ensuring that the election
results accurately reflect the voters’ intent.

This is made possible by leveraging inherent distrust among antagonistic actors as a consensus mechanism: don’t
trust, verify!

Unfortunately, party overseers no longer fulfill their oversight role in accurately monitoring electoral records. They
have become electoral ghosts, signing off on results merely to collect payment. As a result, the TSE is not subject to
robust oversight, leading to a significant deterioration in its performance.

10 Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Whatis Acta#4?

The term Actas#4, also referred to in Guatemala as polling station tally sheets, denotes the official document #4: the
Final Closing and Tally Report of the Vote Reception Board (JRV). Polling station overseers, representing political
organizations, sign their agreement with the numbers handwritten by the citizen volunteers in charge of each JRV.

This consensus between political party representatives and citizen volunteers ensures that the vote count reflects the
true intention of each voter. As such, Acta#4 is the final line of defense held in the hands of the Guatemalan people to
guarantee a peaceful transfer of power. It is the documentary proof of whether Guatemala is a legitimate democracy,
or not. The very legitimacy of the Guatemalan State flows from it.

Acta#4 is a document born public, and it must remain accessible to all. Citizens should have the ability to verify their
contents and validate election results independently. The more citizens who verify all Actas#4 for themselves, the
greater the public trust in the process.

Background

In both 2019 and 2023, the Supreme Electoral Tribunal (TSE) caused severe complications in the officialization of
election results. As a result, the peaceful transfer of power was placed at risk, threatening to return the country to
instability or violence. The electoral process is in urgent need of technological modernization.

DigitalWitness is the only civilian elections audit initiative to have verified all 145,976 documents published by the TSE
through the TREP system. We know that trust in election results is achievable, and it doesn’t cost a single quetzal, in
fact, it saves millions. Here, we present how to achieve this by:

e Redesigning Acta#4 based on OCR principles, and
e Ensuring public access to original (white) Actas#4 through the TREP system.

The Legacy Design of Acta#4

The background design of Acta#4 dates back to the 1980s, when fax technology represented the cutting edge of
telecommunications. At that time, under the leadership of Dr. Arturo Herbruger Asturias, the TSE stood at the
technological forefront. Since then, however, while many advances have taken place, the design and processes related
to Acta#4 have remained unchanged. The initial technological success of the TSE established a tradition among future
magistrates to leave the system untouched. As a result, institutional resistance tied to Dr. Herbruger’s legacy has
hindered modernization. DigitalWitness considers it URGENT to update the background design of Acta#4 by
incorporating modern OCR-compatible design principles. This recommendation was formally communicated to the
Commission for Electoral Updating and Modernization (CAME) of the TSE in November 2019 and again in February
2020.

Additionally, the processes related to all Electoral Records must be reviewed, particularly:

e Acta#b (Certification of Acta#4 Results),
e Acta#6 (Municipal Tally Summary), and
e Acta#8 (District Tally Summary).

We reaffirm our 2019 recommendations to CAME and provide specific implementation details that can be adopted
ahead of the next national election.
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How Does the Acta#4 Protect the Vote?
On average, 400 voters are assigned to each Vote Reception Board (JRV). All individual votes are consolidated into the
corresponding Acta#4, which serves as the official summary of results. This process guarantees the secrecy of the

vote and ensures that opening ballot boxes containing individual ballots is required only in extreme or exceptional
cases.

There is a common misunderstanding about the content of Acta#4. Many believe that it summarizes the votes from an
entire polling station, but in reality, each page of an Acta#4 summarizes the votes of a single election conducted at that
polling station. This means that each JRV produces multiple images of Actas#4: one for each type of election (e.g.,
presidential, congressional, municipal).

Each Acta#4 exists in three physical copies:

e The original (white),
e The duplicate (yellow), and
o The triplicate (blue).

#4, #4; #43
80000
60000
40000
20000
Presidency Mational Congress Distrital Congress Municipalty ParlaCen RunOff

In total, 442,530 Actas#4 were generated,
BUT only 145,976 were published.
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Anatomy of an Acta#4
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JRVs Protect the Vote Through Acta#4

The Vote Reception Board (JRV) is a fundamental entity in the voting process, forming the base of the voting hierarchy.
Each JRV is composed of three to five volunteers, who must be over 18 years of age and unaffiliated with any political
party. In 2023, both nationally and abroad, there were 24,585 JRVs, each made up of five volunteers, totaling

approximately 122,925 individuals, not including party
OVerseers.

Party overseers (fiscales) have the right to challenge any
irregularities they witness during voting. At the end of
the count, their signatures confirm acceptance of the
results recorded in the official documents.

The large number of individuals involved, combined with
the diversity of volunteers and party overseers, makes it
highly improbable to corrupt them all simultaneously.
This structure adds a high level of reliability to the
system. JRVs are the ideal setting for vote counting, and
any process conducted outside of them is inherently less
trustworthy.

For this reason, JRVs, together with party overseers, are
considered high-security elements in the protection of
the vote. This is also why Actas#4 are more valuable
than individual ballots: the acta prevails over the ballot
(acta mata papeleta).

In network terminology, this structure is known as
“decentralization,” and it is the key element that
safeguards the integrity of the system. This is how 9.3
million possible votes in each election are condensed
into tens of thousands of documents.

JRV Members

JRV

Voting Table

Overseers

Table Overseers

roximately table overseers from g
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What Does “#4” Mean?

The “#4” refers simply to its position in the official documentation sequence, following a protocol established to track
and validate each stage of the voting process.

Fin
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System Structure: A Pyramid

The JRVs (Vote Reception Boards) form the base of the pyramid in Guatemala’s voting system. They are activated by
the 339 Municipal Electoral Boards (JEMs) through 3,852 Voting Center Coordinators. All JEMs are appointed by the
24 District Electoral Boards (JEDs). These districts correspond to Guatemala’s 22 departments, the Municipality of
Guatemala (the only JED that is also a municipality and thus functions as both a JED and a JEM), and the Electoral
Board for Votes from Abroad, the only one not tied to a municipality.

The members of the JEDs are appointed by the Supreme Electoral Tribunal (TSE) and granted both autonomy and
temporary authority. This autonomy and temporality then flow downward: from JEDs to JEMs, and from JEMs to JRVs.
This structure makes the Electoral and Vote Reception Boards a kind of “citizen army,” independent from the
government.

Each board has at least three members, typically five on average, meaning the total number of citizen volunteers
exceeds 100,000. This implies that at least one in every 100 registered voters directly protects the polling stations.
When considering only valid votes for political parties, this ratio rises to one in every 50.

This system is perhaps the most important democratic achievement of the Guatemalan people since the 1982
revolution. It forms the foundation of the Republic’s legitimacy under the 1985 Constitution and sustains the validity
of all democratically elected governments since then.

As aresult, the TSE functions as a referee: it sets the rules and announces the results. However, the main players in
the process are the citizens and political organizations. The result of the game is found in the actas (tally sheets).

« Supreme Electoral
Tribunal (TSE)

« 24 Departmental
Electoral Boards
(JEDs)

« 339 Municipal Electoral
Boards (JEMs)

« 3,852 Voting Center
Coordinators

« 24,585 Vote Reception
Boards (JRVs)

16 Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Report on Guatemalan Elections 2023

Held in June and August 2023
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How many Electoral Records did 2023 produce?

Name Actas Vers. Copies (BT LATS Duplicates  Total Docs. Official % TREP.gt o
Process Docs. %

TSE Final Agreement  Jgpp 1 1 27 0 27 0.00% 0 0.00%

of Magistrates

:8 District Tally 23 2 2 46 46 92 0.01% 0 0.00%
ummary JED

#7 Municipal Tally

 opat e 340 6 3 2040 | 4,080 6,120 | 0.48% 0 0.00%

ge Municipal Talty 340 6 2 2,040 | 2,040 4,080 | 0.32% 0 0.00%
ummary JEM

’és JRVTally 24585| 6 5 147,510 | 590,040 | 737,550 | 57.23% 0 0.00%
ertification

AR >/ 535 | 6 3 147,510 | 295,020 | 442,530 | 34.34% | 145976 | 11.30%

osing Record JRV

#3 Challenge Form Information currently restricted. Political organizations and polling station committees (JRVs) maintain custody
(Form for Filing of these tally sheets, preserving them away from public scrutiny. Implementing a mobile application will
Disputes) facilitate the collective gathering of these documents.

#2 Voter Control

Sh 24,585 2 1 49,170 0 49,170 3.82% 0 0.00%
eet

#1 Initial Opening

24,585 2 1 49,170 0 49,170 3.82% 0 0.00%
Record

TOTAL 99,070 397,513 | 891,226 | 1,288,739 | 100% 145,976 11.30%

The Actas#4 published online for public access via TREP represent only 11% of all Electoral Records generated by the
volunteer members of the Vote Reception and Electoral Boards. A complete electoral audit requires access to 100% of
the Actas in order to be carried out successfully. These records are the product of the autonomous work of citizens
serving on JRVs and Electoral Boards; therefore, the public has the right to full online access to these documents.

The only reason this is not happening lies in the institutional tradition of the original TSE, led by Arturo Herbruger
Asturias, who at the time had only fax technology at his disposal. Continuing this institutional obstinacy and avoiding
real modernization will lead to the collapse of the system.

Arturo Herbruger Asturias used every technological tool within his reach; that is the tradition that must be upheld,
rather than repeating the same practices and expecting different results.

DO WE NEED ALL HOW MANY RECORDS

DO WE HAVE A RIGHT

THE DETAILS

TO AUDIT? TO ACCESS?
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How Many Actas Were Published on TREP.gt in 2023?

@ Accessed and Released @ Accessed and Not released

@ Not Available

MATCHING WITH TREP.GT?

: published.

How can full reconciliation be achieved if only half of the
information they have access to is made public?
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How Many Actas Do We Have the Right to Access?

THIS IS THE ROOT OF
PUBLIC DISTRUST

1400000

1200000

1000000

800000

600000

400000

200000

Total Documents Trep.gt Public Access

&

TREP.GT COST Q148M, EXCLUDING DATA ENTRY COSTS

Each Acta#4 made available to the public
a triplicate copy of on carbon paper
costs more than Q1,000.

Yet only 11.3% of all Electoral Records
are published.
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How much detail do we need?

Information on the votes of 9.36m voters

Presidentand | National District Municipal

Categor ParlaCen August 2023
gory Vice President | Congress Congress | Corporation Elections

Valid Votes 4,202,442 4,171,353 | 4,486,445 5,167,749 3,696,089 | 4,009,133 | 25,733,211 | 45.82%

Blank

Votes 388,442 544,815 390,840 295,352 645,696 52,687 2,317,832 4.13%

Void Votes 966,389 827,755 663,339 302,722 1,206,773 147,165 4,114,143 7.32%

Total Votes 5,657,273 5,643,923 | 5,540,624 5,765,823 5,648,558 | 4,208,985 | 32,165,186 | 57.27%

Absentees 3,803,795 3,817,145 | 3,820,444 3,595,245 3,812,510 | 5,152,083 | 24,001,222 | 42.73%

Electoral

Roll 9,361,068 9,361,068 | 9,361,068 9,361,068 9,361,068 | 9,361,068 | 56,166,408

IN THE 2023 ELECTIONS

Void Votes
7132

Blank votes
4.13

Valid Votes
4430

Absentees
4273

Mismatches
1.52
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The TSE continues publishing the same content
through TREP, expecting different results

There is no legal or technical justification for publishing only the yellow duplicate copies of Actas#4 while withholding
the rest of the Electoral Records. It is urgent that TREP publish all Electoral Records. Until this happens, public distrust
will continue to grow, ultimately threatening the collapse of the system.

SITREP 2015 SITREP 2019 TREP 2023
Acta #1 0 0 0
Acta #2 0 0 0
Acta #3 0 0 0
Acta #4 75,509 125,171 145,976
Acta #5 0 0 0
Acta #6 0 0 0
Acta #7 0 0 0
Acta #8 0 0 0
Total Electoral Documents 664,703 1,095,107 1,275,417
Availability in prelir;i.;flrt'gsr 75,509 125,171 145.976
Release Score ® 11.00% ® 11.00% ® 11.00%

The current practice of publishing only 11% of Electoral Records, specifically the triplicate copies of Actas#4, is not
only unacceptable but also underscores a critical lack of transparency and accountability on the part of the Supreme
Electoral Tribunal (TSE), particularly following a public investment exceeding Q148 million. This limitation in
publication directly erodes public trust in the integrity of the voting process. It is imperative that the TSE urgently rectify
this situation by ensuring the complete, unrestricted publication and tamper-proof backup of all voting documents
generated during the General Elections and the Presidential Runoff.
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Backup and Publication Timing:

The Success of TREP 2023 vs. SITREP 2019

The online publication of Electoral Records is a fundamental right of all Guatemalans, particularly for the volunteers
of the Vote Reception and Electoral Boards. In addition, the legal principle of promptness (celeridad) applies, requiring

that all procedures be dynamically integrated into a single act, proceeding simultaneously and without unnecessary
delays.

We therefore propose measuring the time between document creation and online publication using a rapidly
decreasing curve. The reason is simple: each day of delay exponentially reduces public trust in any digital file. The
ideal time between creation and publication should be as close to zero as possible.

Published

Actas Trep 2023 vs. SITREP 2019

25000 r—

Hours

Min, Expectancy O

TREP 2023 —  5|TREP 2019
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Since DigitalWitness was founded in 2019, we cannot analyze the 2015 SITREP (N/A). However, in 2019, the TSE
published only 97% of the promised documents and only did so five days post-election. In contrast, in 2023, TREP
successfully published 99% of the documents on election night within hours of creation, marking a significant
improvement over the 2019 fiasco. It is also worth noting that in 2019, the TSE eventually published the duplicated
Actas#4, but only after succumbing to the public’s demand for them.

We don’t exist in a vacuum, and a regional comparison is helpful. In Costa Rica, following the municipal elections of
February 4, 2024, the electoral authority has yet to publish the equivalent of Actas#4, years after the election. In El
Salvador, during the February 2024 Legislative Assembly elections, it took their TSE more than three weeks to generate
and publish the actas. For this reason, Guatemala’s TSE continues to hold a leadership position in electoral
transparency in the region and earns a score of 50% for the year 2019.

We strongly urge the TSE to eliminate the gap between the creation and online publication of Electoral Records
generated by JRVs, JEMs, and JEDs. To achieve this, we recommend empowering citizens through:

e Implementing a mobile application that allows volunteers to upload their own photographs of Electoral
Records directly into TREP.
e Including the timestamp of the final signature in every Electoral Record.

SITREP 2015 SITREP 2019 TREP 2023

Release Time Span Unavailable 120 hours

Release Time Span Unavailable

Times between last signature and

Unavailable
document release

Production to Release Score Unavailable ®50% 90%

If all Electoral Records (actas) included the date and time of the final signature by JRV and Electoral Board volunteers,
it would be possible to cross-check that timestamp against the time of online publication. Measuring this time
difference would help the TSE identify ways to empower citizen volunteers to minimize delays. Achieving near-instant
publication of Electoral Records, immediately after physical completion, would dramatically increase trust in the
election results by eliminating the window for digital tampering by malicious actors.
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What Are Metadata, EXIF, HASH, and TIMESTAMP?

In the context of post-electoral audits and the management of documents related to voting processes, the accuracy,
integrity, and reliability of metadata associated with each document play a critical role. Metadata, including creation
date, SHA-256 hash, timestamp, and EXIF data, not only provides essential information about the origin and
authenticity of documents but also ensures traceability and security within the vote information chain. Proper device
configuration, particularly with regard to time zones, is fundamental to maintaining the consistency and accuracy of
this metadata. This avoids discrepancies that could compromise the integrity of the voting process.

Metadata

e Information that describes the fundamental characteristics of a document, such as its author, creation date,
and modifications. Metadata helps contextualize the content by providing a history of how, when, and by
whom the document was handled.

Creation Date

e Part of the metadata that indicates when a document was created. It is crucial for establishing a timeline of
when electoral data was generated and stored.

SHA-256 Hash

e A unique value generated from a document’s content using the SHA-256 algorithm. It acts like a digital
fingerprint: any change to the document alters the hash, making it a key integrity mechanism for verifying that
the content has not been tampered with.

Timestamp Data

e Atime marker indicating when a specific action was performed on a document (e.g., creation, modification,
or access). It is vital for auditing the sequence of events in the handling of electoral documents.

EXIF Data (Exchangeable Image File Format)

e (Contains detailed technical information from image or multimedia files, such as the date, time, and device
settings used to capture a photo or record a video. In the electoral context, EXIF data helps verify the
authenticity and origin of images of electoral records.

Time Zone Configuration

e Ensuring that devices used to create or modify voting documents are set to the correct time zone is essential.
This guarantees that timestamps accurately reflect the actual time when specific actions were performed,
which is crucial for investigations and post-electoral audits.
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The Immutable Proof Service:
The difference in the Electoral System’s Health

The Immutable Proof Service served as the technological differentiator for the 2023 TREP. It generated a digital
fingerprint, known as a SHA-256 hash, for each image and linked it to a timestamp recorded on an independent
infrastructure. This procedure establishes that an image already existed at a specific moment and that its content
remained identical to the original creation. Any alteration produces a different fingerprint, breaking the match with
the original record.

® EXIFData @ Immutable Proof Service
30000 Voting Closed

Conclusive
Evidence

15000

Its importance lies in incorporating a verification source external to the TSE, its contractors, and political
organizations. Third parties can verify the record independently of an institutionally managed database or the internal
clock of a scanner. This independence proved decisive when analyzing the controversy surrounding an alleged pre-
loading of Tally Sheets 4. Some images contained EXIF metadata with times prior to the closing of the polls; however,
that information reflects the local configuration of the equipment. In contrast, every studied tally sheet arrived at the
Immutable Proof Service after 18:00 hours on June 25, 2023.

The analysis of 118,320 records compared the EXIF metadata, the receipt in the Immutable Proof Service, the TSE
records, and the timestamp of the certification infrastructure. The final three references converge in a sequence
following the closing of the polls. Only the EXIF metadata presents groups shifted by exact amounts of hours, a
behavior consistent with time configuration errors. Heatmaps supplement this conclusion: normalizing the time zones
aligns the distributions, preserving intervals of approximately three and a half minutes between capture and receipt.
This timeline is fully consistent with the scanning process and subsequent transmission.

The Immutable Proof Service must be preserved and expanded to all Election Tally Sheets, databases, and images
provided by citizens, poll watchers, and electoral boards. Publishing the image alongside its hash, metadata, and
technical log allows for the complete reconstruction of the documentary chain, making any modification easily
detectable. Annex 7 details the evidence and the temporal comparison supporting these conclusions.
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Access to Metadata and Timestamp Information in
Acta Creation

The Immutable Proof Service of the Acta#4 triplicates published through TREP marked a significant improvement over
previous election years. However, there remains substantial room for improvement in future processes. It is
regrettable that the Immutable Proof Service was applied exclusively to the yellow triplicates of Actas#4, when it could
have been easily extended to all Electoral Records. This limitation significantly affected the overall score for 2023,
constraining the measurable progress that could otherwise have been achieved.

SITREP 2015 SITREP 2019 TREP 2023
Total Electoral and Runoff Records 664703 1095107 1275417

(Actas)
Accessible Actas

(Through TREP or The Office of 75532 125194 145633
Public Information Access)

EXIF Data 0 0 145610
Tamper-Proof

EXIF Data 0 0 0

Hash Signature 75509 125171 145610

Timestamp Data 0 0 145610

Hash Data and .Immutable 0 0 145610
Timestamps

Metadata Score @ 3.8% @ 3.8% @ 9.5%

The Immutable Proof Service provides permanent, verifiable protection for electoral data. Although it had a strong and
positive impact in 2023, it was severely underutilized. The current volume and types of electoral documents that
remain unprotected represent a significant opportunity cost. The opportunity for improvement not only exists; it has
already been successfully piloted and falls fully within the TSE’s operational capacity.

DigitalWitness has assessed the performance of data backup across the last three electoral cycles using the
previously described metric. While the TSE’s performance in 2023 more than doubled compared to previous years,
the opportunity to go much further was missed.
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@
Was There Electoral Fraud on June 25, 2023?

This question has become a false dichotomy because of how most people define ‘electoral fraud.” Too many focus
exclusively on the presidential election while ignoring the broader context. To have a serious and accurate
conversation, it is crucial to avoid generalizations and ambiguities.

On June 25, 2023, a total of 366 elections were held to elect 3,169 positions. It is an extremely complex process.

It is important to recognize that the presidential election was only one of those 366 elections. Given the data, it is
mathematically improbable that the published presidential result is incorrect, but that is not the case for the other 365
elections.

Positions with
Mismatched
Results

Mismatched Positions Contested
Elections (Elected Offices) Positions

Elections

Presidency and Vice
presidency

National Congress

District Congress

Municipal
Corporation

ParlaCen

Totals
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To address this issue effectively, we suggest adopting a practical mindset and asking:
Does it match, or doesn’t it?

This question requires a rational, data-based analysis rather than reliance on emotions, legal arguments, or personal
opinions. The discussion should focus on simple mathematical consistency, not subjective interpretations.

Of 145,812 Actas#4, a total of 127,794 matched 100% between DigitalWitness and TREP. This high number
demonstrates that our technology works. By producing such a large volume of exact matches, DigitalWitness’s
independent methodology is validated. If it were not working, we would not have achieved such consistent results.

At the same time, these findings reveal a concerning number of Actas#4 with discrepancies generated by JRVs. Given
the large number of unmatched records, we conclude that the core issue lies with the TSE. The Vote Reception and
Electoral Boards are not to blame, as this is a systemic failure for which the TSE holds ultimate legal responsibility.

Threshold
Exceeding mismatches 1%
12.2%

Matching Tally Sheets
86.8%

The shared goal must be the full and transparent reconciliation of results. We all want elections to faithfully reflect the
will of the people, without a reasonable doubt.

#IWantItToMatch - Who doesn’t?
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Does it match, or doesn’t it?

Actas (Tally Sheets)
Municipal Corp. _ 8.46%
Distrital Congress _ 23.27%
National Congress — 15.28%
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000

Data Points (Party Recount Cells)
Municipal Corp. _ 0.88%
Distrital Congress _ 3.28%
National Congress — 1.18%
President _ 0.87%
2.17%

Z
3
=]
(o]
=
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482,764 Valid Votes Did Not Match

Affecting 168 contested positions in 64 separate elections.
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Comparison of Matching Actas

In our analysis, we focused on the exact data alignment between DigitalWitness and TREP.gt, comparing electoral
records from the 2015, 2019, and 2023 elections.

For an Acta to be considered a perfect match, every single cell (representing data from each polling station) must
correspond exactly between both systems. This strict verification criterion ensures the accuracy and reliability of the
election results.

2015 2019 2023

Matching Matching Matching
Actas Actas Actas

President and Vice
President

National Congress

District Congress

Municipal

Corporation 22,360

ParlaCen 2,068 10.6% 15,080 71.8% 21,116 78.7%

TOTALS ® 23.84% ® 69.79% ® 76.55%
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Comparison of Matching Data Points (Cells)

In our comparative analysis between DigitalWitness and the preliminary results transmission systems of 2015, 2019,
and 2023, we meticulously reviewed the per-table data alignment, allowing us to verify the true level of consistency in
the documents.

Although the Acta#4 verification for 2015 and 2019 is still ongoing, we already have substantial data available, all of
which will be included in our upcoming report.

2015 2019 2023

Matching Matching Matching

Cells Cells Cells

President and Vice

President 387,121

536,158

National Congress 219,949 79.2% 529,411 97.0% 627,601 98.8%

District Congress 241,361 90.7% 479,806 96.2% 601,283 98.0%

Municipal

. 232,959 86.8% 258,164 90.1% 352,350 99.1%
Corporation
ParlaCen 229,461 84.3% 468,316 97.0% 556,117 99.0%
TOTALS ® 73.7% ©95.4% 98.5%

Interannual comparisons show that, despite the issues in 2023, the TSE’s performance that year was significantly
better than under the previous magistracy.
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Where Did It Not Match in 2023?

The ‘Contested Positions’ column highlights in red the elections where discrepancies exist between DigitalWitness
and the TREP database.

Votes Difference Last Seat Allocation Contested Matching
Difference winner vs. 1st Loser Threshald Position Winners

Election Departmant Municipalty

1.0000 |Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 31,668 218,903 !. 0 100%
1.0000 | Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 104 649 £B8,624 ]. [1] 100%
2.0000 | Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 40,364 B,960 a1 100%
3.0000 | Diputados Distritales 211,649 2,791 @ 13 93%
4.0000 | Municipalidades 64,895 1,342 1,628 & 123 97%
5.0000 |Parlacen Macional 29,539 1,111 1 100%
4.1305 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango MNentdn 335 303 2,096 ’ 14
4,0204 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquer Sumpango 452 178 766 . 11
4.1224 |Municipalidades San Marcos San losé Ojetenam 229 134 1,916 . 1
4.1020 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Rio Bravo 102 35 2,944 ’ 11
4.0703 [Municipalidades Solola Santa Maria Visitacion 100 63 628 . 10
4.1011 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Miguel Pandn 100 51 1,562 ¢ 10
4.1004 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Bernardino 61 45 296 ’ 10
4.1420 | Municipalidades Quiché Ixcén 558 426 471 . 5
40115 | Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Canales 455 2,612 644 . 5
4.2101 | Municipalidades lalapa lalapa 103 7,162 2,771 ’ 5
4.0909 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Ostuncalco 1,864 219 300 ® 4
4.1010 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Antonio Suchitepequez 330 2,757 139 ’ 4
4.1107 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu Champerico 1,582 1,055 339 . 3
4,1009 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Pablo Jocopilas 240 175 14 & 3
4.0302 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango San losé Poaquil 200 3,163 2,615 . 3
4.1208 |Municipalidades San Marcos Sibinal 306 614 13 ® 3
4,0605 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Rafael Las Flores 106 1,003 1,207 [ ] 3
3.0200 | Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez 107,657 1,049 ’ 3
4.1313 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Miguel Acatén 375 132 350 . 2
4,0804 | Municipalidades Totonicapan San Andrés Xecul 300 128 207 ‘ 2 100%
3.0700 | Diputados Distritales Solola 11,507 4,220 s 1 100%
3.0500 | Diputados Distritales Escuintla 7,807 5,021 Y 1 100%
3.0900 | Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 7,116 1,356 . 1 100%
4.0001 |Municipalidades Distritc Central Guatemala 5,768 522 13,813 A 1 100%
3.0000 | Diputados Distritales Distrito Central 4,616 214 1 i 100%
3.1400 | Diputados Distritales Quiché 4,485 1,083 A 1 100%
3.1000 | Diputados Distritales Suchitepéquez 3,893 919 i 1 100%
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Where Did It Partially Match?

When the winning candidates match but the vote margin allows for a potential discrepancy, a contested position is
added and marked in yellow to highlight this possibility.

Efection Department Municigsity .Vot‘:s_ D"f"f"" ce Last Seat .c\_llocatlcn Con it d  Matching
Difference winner vs, 1st Loser Threshald Position Winners
3.0300 | Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 2,652 1,790 1 100%
3.1200 | Diputados Distritales San Marcos 2,142 293 1 100%
3.1600 |Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 1,926 1,799 & 1 100%
4.0701 |Municipalidades Solola Salola 1,880 1,454 6,403 £ 1 100%
3.0600 |Diputados Distritales Santa Rosa 1,201 504 A 1 100%
4.1101 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu Retalhuleu 1,030 o004 1,291 ; 1 100%
4.0719 |Municipalidades Solold Santiago Atitlan 1,001 732 1,140 1 100%
4.0403 |Municipalidades El Progreso San Agustin Acasaguastlan B28 718 2,990 1 100%
3.1500 | Diputados Distritales Baja Verapaz 792 i _r"‘_\._ 1 100%
41710 |Municipalidades Petén Sayaxché 754 a3 2,546 N 1 100%
4.0513 |Municipalidades Escuintla Nueva Concepcion 726 1,656 414 Foy 1 100%
4.0713 |Municipalidades Solold San Lucas Toliman 640 721 223 r 3 1 100%
4.1405 |Municipalidades Quiché Chajul 636 594 1,746 '_\, 1 100%
4.1412 |Municipalidades Quiche Joyabaj 629 608 4,439 _, 1 100%
4.0510 |Municipalidades Escuintla Iztapa 586 11 5,252 i 100%
4.0907 (Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cajola 525 59 611 A 1 100%
4.0911 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Concepcion Chiquirichapa 455 513 103 i 1 100%
4.0806 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Maria Chiquimula 451 1,901 310 A 1 100%
4.0104 |Municipalidades Guatemala Palencia 420 1,281 139 1 100%
4.1613 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chisec 405 278 1,554 ; 1 100%
4.2213 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Conguaco 345 312 691 & 1 100%
4.0501 |Municipalidades Escuintla Escuintla 302 1,650 82 A 1 100%
4.1608 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Senahd 300 137 2,115 & 1 100%
4,1904 |Municipalidades Zacapa Gualan 260 211 1,377 £ 1 100%
4.0207 (Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Bartolomé Milpas Altas 257 176 289 A 1 100%
4.0306 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 254 1,264 245 A 1 100%
4.0301 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Chimaltenango 204 1,745 53 8 1 100%
4.0208 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Lucas Sacatepequez 183 1,707 178 N 1 100%
4.1617 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Raxruha 151 82 433 A 1 100%
4.1207 |Municipalidades San Marcos Tacana 148 132 158 A 1 100%
4.,1332 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Unidn Cantinil 74 58 762 1 100%
4.1616 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Catalina La Tinta [} 2 1,742 & 1 100%
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Comparative Report

Actas#8 vs. Preliminary results
of 2015, 2019 and 2023

Digit ness

Verify every vote
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Are There Discrepancies Between the Preliminary
and Official Results of 2023?

In the context of election results, it is important to highlight that, while most citizens trust the legitimacy of the
preliminary results issued by the Preliminary Results Transmission System (TREP), there is a notable lack of scrutiny
regarding the significant discrepancies between these preliminary results, which are based on carbon-copies of
Actas#4, and the official results recorded in Actas#8.

This situation underscores the need to reevaluate and strengthen the validation and transparency mechanisms within
the voting process, in order to ensure public trust in every phase of vote counting and in the overall integrity of the
electoral system.

. . Positions with
Elections Mismatched Positions Contested Positions Mismatched
Elections (Elected Offices)

President and Vice
President

National Congress

District Congress

Municipal
Corporation

ParlaCen
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To address this situation effectively, it is recommended to focus on the fundamental question: Is a discrepancy greater
than 1% between the official results and the preliminary results acceptable? This question encourages a rational,
data-driven analysis, avoiding emotional responses or subjective interpretations.

It has been observed that out of 366 elections, 326 show full agreement between the final documents and the
preliminary results. However, 41 elections present potential disputes in the allocation of seats, representing an 11%
discrepancy. While even a 1% mismatch would already be cause for concern, this 11% figure underscores a critical
need for review and improvement in the Preliminary Results Transmission System to safeguard the integrity of the
electoral process.

This situation suggests that beyond the technical performance of the system, there are systemic challenges that must
be addressed urgently in order to preserve public trust in election results.

Exceeding mismatches
10%

Threshold
1%

Matching Tally Sheets
89%

The Shared Goal: Full and Transparent Consistency
We all want elections to faithfully reflect the will of the people, without doubt.
#IWantItToMatch - Who Doesn’t?
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Preliminary vs. Official Differences Over Time

Each election cycle includes 366 contests to fill 3,170 positions. The difference between the results in the preliminary
data system and the official results recorded in Actas#8 is considered by DigitalWitness to be a key indicator of the
electoral system’s health.

These discrepancies in votes and outcomes highlight the urgent need to grant public access to all documents involved
in the voting process. Despite a clear improvement in TSE performance in 2023 compared to previous years, public
perception does not yet reflect this progress. It is therefore urgent that the TSE reduce the discrepancy rate to below
1% in order to counter disinformation efforts and regain the trust of the Guatemalan people.

Elections

Positions
(Elected Offices)

Contested Positions

Mismatching Positions

Vote Difference Wty ivi 495,605 303,146

Preliminary and Official
Results Discrepancy

®87% ®94% 95%

These findings are based exclusively on the comparison

between Actas#8 and TREP.gt for 2023, 2019, and 2015.

38 Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Where Do Actas#8 Not Match TREP.gt in 20237

The ‘Contested Positions’ column displays a red icon for elections where discrepancies exist between the official
results in Actas#8 and the Actas#4 from the Preliminary Results Transmission System (SITREP).

Votes Difference Last Seat Allocation Contested Matching

Election Department Municipalty

Difference winner vs. 1st Loser Threshold Position Winners

1 |Presidente y Vicepresidents |Nacional 40,856 228,565 [ 0 100%
1 Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 24,319 459,666 ® o 100%
2 |Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 30,674 8,739 & : | 100%
3  |Diputados Distritales 110,804 3,607 ¢ 20 93.3%
4  |Municipalidades 69,944 1,638 19 ® s6 98.5%
5 |Parlacen Nacional 26,549 604 1,173 FN 1
4.1017 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Tomas La Union 7411 424 0 & 12
4.1009 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Pablo Jocopilas 759 0 89 @ B
4.1417 |Municipalidades Quiché San Bartolomé Jocotenango 3,113 0 510 L] 7
4.1605 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tamaht 2,705 1,704 458 L3 4
3.01 |Diputados Distritales Guatemala 1,543 20,220 601 3 2
3.03 |Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 2,060 7,756 510 & 2
4.0108 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Sacatepéquer 3,000 2,239 530 @ 2
4.0501 |Municipalidades Escuintla Escuintla 4,716 162 283 r3 2
4.0608 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Chiquimulilla 212 6,381 15 3 2
4.0710 [Municipalidades Solol4 Panajachel 221 124 15 ®
4.0905 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Sibilia 270 1,884 205 @ 2
4.1320 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastidn Huehuetenango 3,000 3,349 470 C3 2
4.1802 Municipalidades Izabal Livingston 3,014 1,295 3 1 L 2
4.2213 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Conguaco 1,000 691 10 & 2
3.00 |Diputados Distritales Distrito Central 15,495 1,228 75 ray 1
3.04 |Diputados Distritales El Progreso 3,593 28 0 iy 1
3.06 |Diputades Distritales Santa Rosa 8,971 2,935 323 1
3.07 |Diputados Distritales Solold 6,062 656 41 1
3.08 |Diputados Distritales Totonicapan 1,868 203 15 & 1
3.09 |Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 1,473 1,336 4 S 1
3.11 |Diputados Distritales Retalhuleu 4,751 BES 31 -y 1 100%
3.13 |Diputados Distritales Huehuetenango 4,016 3,852 B oy 1 100%
3.15 |Diputados Distritales Baja Verapaz 323 34 3 Fa 1 100%
3.16 |Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 4,944 1,744 38 fa 1 100%
3.17 |Diputades Distritales Patén 4,137 1,206 463 f 1 100%
3.18 [Diputados Distritales lzabal 10,516 1,325 44 2y 1 100%
3.19 |Diputados Distritales Zacapa 5,345 1,311 k) | AN 1 100%
3.20 |Diputados Distritales Chiquimula 13,692 959 30 FiA : | 100%
3.21 |Diputados Distritales Jalapa 1,429 789 153 A 1 100%
3.22 |Diputados Distritales Jutiapa 7,481 393 9 FiN 1 100%
4.0105 |Municipalidades Guatemala Chinautla 3,564 486 246 FaN 1 100%
4.0210 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Magdalena Milpas Altas 281 15 14 PN 1 100%
4.0214 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Alotenango 318 32 14 oy 1 100%
4.0301 |Municipalidades Chimalt 1go Chimal g0 175 53 14 FaN 1 100%
4.0312 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Yepocapa 6,451 2,592 942 A 1 100%
4.0614 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Mueva Santa Rosa 2,538 1,395 429 1 100%
4.0806 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Maria Chiquimula 379 312 153 h 1 100%
4.1202 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Pedro Sacatepéquez 542 276 8 & 1 100%
4.1414 |Municipalidades Quiche San Andrés Sajcabaja 1,476 1,306 153 - 1 100%
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Where Do Actas#8 Not Match SITREP in 2019?

The ‘Contested Positions’ column displays a red icon for elections where discrepancies exist between the official
results in Actas#8 and the Actas#4 from the Preliminary Results Transmission System (SITREP).

g tmerd M icioatiy _‘.'(:1“)5 DIN{!{IEH oo Last Seat Allocation Contested M&_h::hnng
Differance winner vs. Ist Loser Threshold Position Winners
1.00000 |Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 42,559 505,804 @ 1] 100%
1.00000 |Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 79 523,756 @ [1] 100%
2.00000 |Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 44,089 22,926 F:Y 1 100%
3.00000 |Diputados Distritales 211,649 2,791 ¢ 15
4.00000 |Municipalidades 128,544 2418 153 @ 130
5,00000 |Parlacen Nacional 68,685 4,616 2,765 i 1
4.19040 |Municipalidades Zacapa Gualan 16,728 162 1,827 & 12
4.12090 |Municipalidades San Marcos Tajumulco 5,666 0 620 ® 10
4.21030 [Municipalidades lalapa San Luis Jilotepeque 4,481 1,551 502 ® 10
4.05100 |Municipalidades Escuintia Iztapa 3,362 o 426 & B
4.09070 |Municipalidades Quetzaitenango Cajola 540 505 263 & B
4.12210 |Municipalidades San Marcos La Reforma 1,333 3,454 2,770 & 7
4.13110 |Municipalidad Hueh gt La Libertad 1,333 3,454 2,770 & 7
4.14010 |Municipalidades Quiché Santa Cruz Del Quiché 1,333 3,454 2,770 £ 7
4,06130 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Pueblo Nuevo Vifias 1] 3,105 1,965 &
407030 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Maria Visitacion 0 3,105 1,965 & &
4.07170 |Municipalidades Solola San Juan La Laguna 251 4,102 1,468 @ 6
4.08070 |Municipalidades Totonicapén Santa Lucia La Reforma 251 4,102 1,468 L] B
4.07150 |Municipalidades Solold 5an Pablo La Laguna 11 14 0 L3 5
4,08050 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Momostenango 11 14 0 & 5
4,19010 |Municipalidades Zacapa Zacaps 4,363 736 227 ® 4
4,12110 |Municipalidades San Marcos 5an Rafael Pie De La Cuesta 150 482 6 @ 3
4.13010 |Municipalidad Huet g Huehuetenango 150 482 & ® 3
3.01000 |Diputados Distritales Guatemala 3,179 1,959 3 ® 2
3.09000 |Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 7,116 3,553 54 ® 2
3.10000 |Diputados Distritales Suchitepéquez 3,893 534 369 L] 2
3.14000 |Diputados Distritales Quiché 4,485 815 272 & 2
4.02080 |Municipalidad 5 By 5an Lucas Sacatepéguez 1,432 364 45 & 2
4.03130 [Municipalidades Chimaltenango 5an Andrés ltzapa 3,130 432 3,031 & 2
4,04030 |Municipalidades El Progreso San Agustin Acasaguastlan 3,130 432 3031 L] 2
405010 |Municipalidades Escuintla Escuintla 544 65 29 L]
4,19050 |Municipalidades Zacapa Teculutdn 1,297 1,250 16 & 2
4.19070 |Municipalidades Zacapa Cabafias 1918 1,165 3 & 2
3.02000 |Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez 107,657 353 210 iy 1
3.03000 |Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 2,652 1,673 23 A 1
3,05000 |Diputados Distritales Escuintla 7,807 1,758 949 £y 1
3.07000 | Diputados Distritales Solold 11,507 5,410 601 ey 1 100%
3.13000 |Diputados Distritales Huehuetenango 3,634 3,449 44 Y i 100%
3.17000 |Diputados Distritales Petén 3,625 284 1 & 1 100%
3.22000 |Diputados Distritales lutiapa 1674 1,446 1 ) 1 100%
4.06140 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Nueva Santa Rosa 3,000 2,057 5,666 f 1 88%
4.07040 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Lucia Utatlin 3,000 2,057 5,666 rs 1 ‘BB%
4,12280 |Municipalidades San Marcos Rio Blanco 4,463 4,321 2,382 Fiy 1 B6%
4.13180 |Municipalidad, Hueh g San Mateo Ixtatan 4,463 4321 2,382 1 86%
4.14080 |Municipalidades Quiché 5an Antonio llotenango 4,463 4321 2,382 B 1 86%
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Where Do Actas#8 Not Match SITREP in 2015?

The ‘Contested Positions’ column displays a red icon for elections where discrepancies exist between the official
results in Actas#8 and the Actas#4 from the Preliminary Results Transmission System (SITREP).

1 Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 59,646 215,296 (7] (1] 100%

1 [|Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 58,804 1,385,096 @ 0 100%

2 Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 83,817 62,870 & - | 100%

3 |Diputados Distritales 399,071 2,791 @& 15 95.9%

4 Municipalidad 541,258 1,627 173 ® s &87%

5 |Parlacen Nacional 340,191 9,302 2,765 / 1 95%
4.121 |Municipalidades San Marcos El Rodeo 24,648 1] 1,854 ® 14
4.1410 |Municipalidades Cuiché Cunén 20,970 o 1,873 . 14
4.142 |Municipalidades Quiché Canilla 22,774 ] 1,668 ® 14
4.1420 [Municipalidades Quiché Ixcén 16,101 1,657 2,026 ® 1
4.0705 [Municipalidades Solola Nahuala 11,886 2,787 920 ® 12
4.1102 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Sebastidn 6,170 1,120 35 ® 12
4,12 |Municipalidades San Marcos 5an Marcos 14,802 1,445 75 ® 12
4.1205 [Municipalidades San Marcos San Miguel Ixtahuacan 14,083 617 146 L) 12
4,1504 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Cubulco 20,788 18,151 3,847 @ 12
4.1608 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Senahu 25,865 2,332 2,779 & 12
4.1615 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Fray Bartolome De Las Casas 7.353 608 654 @ 12
4.0302 [Municipalidades Chimaltenango San losé Poaquil 17,607 1,679 1,825 L] 10
4.03 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Cruz Balanyd 3,509 700 451 & 10
4.07 |Municipalidades Sololad San luan La Laguna 5,748 407 132 ® 10
4.0801 [Municipalidades Totonicapén Totonicapin 25,186 829 2,287 ® 10
4.1009 [Municipalidades Suchitepéguez San Pablo locopilas 2,314 i} 194 ® 10
4.1101 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu Retalhuleu 17,519 1,567 2689 @ 10
4.11 |Municipalidades Retalhulau San Andrés Villa Seca 6,385 548 339 ® 10
4.12 |Municipalidades San Marcos Rio Blanco 3,620 1,843 616 ® 10
4,19 |Municipalidades Zacapa Teculutan 6,221 2,330 255 ® 10
4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa 5an Diego 8,762 1,422 1,262 L3 10
4.03 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Parramos 6,678 484 145 @ 9
4.1105 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Felipe 8,941 670 109 @ 9
4.06 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Cruz Naranjo 126 0 40 ® =
4,10 |Municipalidades Suchitepégquez Cuyotenango 5,779 o E91 td 8
4.12 |Municipalidades San Marcos San losé Ojetenam 2,396 66 100 @ 8
4.22 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Jutiapa 11,532 Q 1,927 3 B8
4.22 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Comapa 9,259 0 1,509 $® =&
4.0306 [Municipalidades Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 17,215 1,155 1217 3 7
4.0402 |Municipalidades El Progreso Morazdn 13,402 o 2,900 ® 7
4.07 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Catarina Ixtahuacan 3,729 4] B14 & 7
4.07 |Municipalidades Solold Panajachel 1,677 4} 242 @ 7
4.10 |Municipalidades Suchitepeguei San Antonio Suchitepequez 4,472 1] 722 @ 7
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Continuation of mismatched Actas #8 with SITREP 2015

42

WMunicinaity Wotes Difference Last Seat Allocation  Contested Matching
Difference  winper vs. 15t Loser Threshold Position Winners

4.12 |Municipalidades San Marcos San José Ojetenam 2,396 66 100 & 8

4.22 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Jutiapa 11,532 0 1,927 L3 8

4.22 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Comapa 9,259 0 1,509 L3 8
4.0306 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 17,215 1,155 1,217 '® 7
4.0402 |Municipalidades El Progreso Morazan 13,402 0 2,900 @ 7

4.07 |Municipalidades Solold Santa Catarina Ixtahuacén 3,729 0 814 ® 7

4.07 |Municipalidades solold Panajachel 1,677 0 242 ® 7

4,10 |Municipalidades Suchitepégquez San Antonio Suchitepéquez 4,472 0 722 ® 7
4.1901 |Municipalidades Zacapa Zacapa 7,738 1,305 1,014 L3 7
4.1421 |Municipalidades Quiché Pachalum 10,431 2,187 119 L3 6
4.1904 |Municipalidades Zacapa Gualdn 4,059 1,423 350 & 6

4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa La Unidn 4,665 726 242 @ 6
4.,2205 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Asuncidn Mita 100 1,172 7 @ 6

4,07 |Municipalidades Solola Solola 2,204 1,018 57 L3 5
4.0702 |Municipalidades Solela San José Chacaya 2,108 230 255 L 5
4.1505 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Granados 5,890 622 863 t:3 5

4,18 |Municipalidades lzabal Los Amates 4,708 3,108 1,138 ® 5

4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa San lorge 7,104 985 1,045 L] 5

3.1600 | Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 79,280 2,673 3,036 @ 4
4.0511 |Municipalidades Escuintla Palin 2,707 2,581 238 & 4
40709 [Municipalidades Solol San Andrés Semetabaj 5,230 1,269 554 ® 4
4.1508 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Purulha 50,706 707 7,708 L3 4

3.0800 |Diputados Distritales Totonicapdn 46,074 9,453 3,884 @ 2
4.0203 |Municipalidades Sacatepeq P: 901 2,143 415 L3 2
4.0713 |Municipalidades Solold San Lucas Tolimén 6,423 665 1,122 & 2
4.0719 |Municipalidades Solola Santiago Atitlan 2,700 1,125 72 & 2
4.1220 |Municipalidades San Marcos El Quetzal 3,519 194 a7 L] 2
4.1225 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Cristobal Cucho 483 1,031 76 & 2
4.1411 |Municipalidades Quiché San luan Cotzal 1,000 2,882 175 ® 2

416 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tactic 7.247 3,249 765 ® 2 80%
4.2004 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Jocotén 7,993 2,025 1,237 3 2 M
3.0200 |Diputados Distrital 5 pég 10,909 5,067 80 i 1 100%
3.0400 |Diputados Distritales El Progreso 10,884 5,914 4,282 N 1 100%
3.0600 | Diputados Distritales Santa Rosa 19,032 2,480 1,134 iy i 100%
3.0900 | Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 461 357 11 A 1 100%
3.1000 | Diputados Distrital Suchitepéqg 12,556 1,694 312 A 1 100%
3.1200 | Diputados Distritales San Marcos 49,275 1,756 2,460 PN 1 100%
3.1400 | Diputados Distritales Quiché 53,179 12,982 6,161 A 1 100%
3.1800 Diputados Distritales lzabal 35,199 16,452 10,159 FaN 1 100%
3.2000 |Diputados Distritales Chiquimula 42,428 10,254 6,265 & 1 100%
3.2200 | Diputados Distritales Jutiapa 22,323 6,745 268 iy 1 100%
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Top 20 Parties with the Most Contested Positions and Vote Differences (2015,
2019, and 2023)

The columns reflect the absolute variations in votes and potentially affected positions, showing concerning figures
even though they decreased notably in 2023. By simply counting the 20 most affected political parties, we can clearly
see why comprehensive oversight of all electoral records must once again become a priority for political
organizations. It is the responsibility of political parties to demand the elimination of these gaps. Defending the vote is
ultimately the obligation of political organizations, as they are the only entities with the legal mandate to do so.

Why Are Political Organizations Performing So Poorly?

Party i) it i 2019 Votes 29?3 2023 T(.)tAaI Total Votes
Positions Votes | Positions | Positions Votes Positions

J—J 61 | 213,010 319 77,740 5 48,965 | 385 339,715
UCN P 29,851 104 25,152 - - 136 55,003

] ) 115 27,382 20 31,554 135 58,936

28 65,602 67 8,159 ) 5,970 95 79,731

86 83,433 i i - - 86 83,433

) ) 85 11,059 ) - 85 11,059

. 10,717 77 6,432 ) 3,458 77 20,607

° 60 235,413 i i - - 60 235,413
) 1,030 60 7,165 i 6,441 60 14,636

13 31,021 39 3,204 7 23,516 59 57,741

23 28,986 25 11,488 i i 48 40,474

2 11,939 42 3,079 ) ) a4 15,018

] ) 38 4,507 2 3,739 40 8,246

] ) 38 4,231 - 9,480 38 13,711

- ] ) 32 10,713 ) 3,896 32 14,609
j‘ CONVERGENCIA 11 12,080 12 4,775 _ _ - 16,855
17 PODEMOS - - . 1868 ] o 601 oy 11520
SEMILLA - - ’1 6 541 i 0500 . 16,350

Pm‘ 17 21,502 ) ) - - 17 21,502

UNIONISTA - } 1 5535 ) 12 N 5747
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Recommendations

for electoral processes, systems, and documents
of the Supreme Electoral Tribunal

To restore trust in voting results, the TSE should strengthen the polling boards and the citizenry with technology that
lets them do more with less. The TSE will benefit from changing its approach rather than repeating the same actions
while expecting different results.

Fisc @: ital

Werifica cada voto
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Introduction to Recommendations for the TSE

The recommendations that follow come from a documentary analysis of the tally sheets used in the 2023, 2019, and 2015
processes. Throughout that review, a significant share of the inconsistencies attributable to the tally sheet system turned out to
stem from weaknesses in the design of the instruments, from the absence of uniform completion criteria, and from the fragility of
the backup and consultation mechanisms, rather than from deliberate manipulation. This distinction matters, because it moves the
problem from that of suspicion toward that of institutional design, where the solutions are concrete, verifiable, and, for the most
part, low cost. The purpose of these recommendations is to outline the conditions under which the same errors would become
impossible, rather than to assign blame for what happened.

The reasoning that ties the set together rests on a premise worth making explicit. The integrity of an electoral result goes beyond
the correctness of its final count; it resides, above all, in the possibility of reconstructing and auditing, at any later moment, the full
journey of the information from the Vote Reception Board to the consolidated database. A result may be correct and yet remain
unverifiable; when that happens, trust in the process hangs on the good faith of the authority and on the timely availability of the
documents, rather than resting on evidence that any citizen can examine independently. The measures proposed here aim, taken
together, to close that gap between the correctness of a figure and its provability.

A good part of the weaknesses detected share a common origin in the format of the tally sheets. The coexistence of manual and
digital completion, the missing visual guides for entering digits, the ambiguous naming of columns, and the inclusion of several
elections on a single page create conditions that invite error while making later detection harder. To this we add the limits of
automated reading: when a document resists optical character recognition, its verification at scale depends on manual work that
is slow and open to fresh mistakes. The cross-cutting recommendations, applicable to every tally sheet, aim precisely to
standardize formats, unify data entry, ease OCR reading, and embed in each document the elements that link its physical version
with its immutable digital backup. Introducing tally sheet codes that carry board, election, and page information, QR codes that lead
to the document backup, and a record of the date, hour, and minute of the last signature seeks to give each piece an identity and a
traceability that today it holds only inconsistently.

Alongside these general measures, two instruments call for distinct treatment because of their function within the process. The
Acta#4, given its central role in the polling station count, allows a design cleanup that separates the opening from the count, adds
completion instructions and examples, replaces acronyms with party codes, and provides standardized spaces for observations,
strikeouts, and corrections. The Acta#5, by contrast, prompts a broader proposal: replacing it with multiple digital captures of the
Acta#4, taken independently by the board members and the party poll watchers, published online together with the device, time,
and location metadata of each capture. This distributed redundancy turns the documentation of the result into a collective and
decentralized act that resists tampering and remains available for consultation at the scrutiny review hearings.

The final axis addresses backup and public access, which form the foundation on which every possibility of audit rests. Improving
the design of the tally sheets accomplishes little if the resulting documents lose their integrity, wait too long to be digitized, or stay
beyond the effective reach of the citizenry. On this front, the proposal is to preserve and extend the Immutable Proof Service to
every tally sheet, to digitize and back up each document as soon as it is created, to keep immutable databases that hold both the
initial zero state and the final result, and to rescue the historical archive by digitizing and publishing the physical tally sheets the
Tribunal keeps from prior events. Replacing disc delivery with an interactive cloud consultation system, within the scope of the
Public Information Access Office, completes this purpose by turning documentary access from an exceptional procedure into an
ordinary right of the citizen.

Taken together, the recommendations aim to correct the points where the documentation is today fragile, opaque, or ambiguous,
rather than to redesign the electoral system. Each one follows the same criterion: that verifying a result should depend on the
evidence the system itself is able to offer, rather than on trust placed in whoever administers it.
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General recommendation for electoral documents

from Acta#1 through Acta#8

Digit ness

Verify every vote
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Clarifying Note

The recommendations for the electoral documents are proposals meant to illustrate the report's recommendations,
rather than final formats ready for use. Before adopting any of them, the TSE should test each model under conditions
equivalent to those of election day: completion by hand with different scripts and inks, capture with a scanner and
with a phone camera of varying quality, and reading with the OCR engines that will be used. The test serves to confirm
two things. First, that the boards can fill out the tally sheet with clarity. Second, that the OCR reads it reliably and that
every design element, whether abox, a code, areference mark, or a shading, supports accurate reading and preserves
precision. A format should enter the official process only after it has shown in those tests that it helps verify the tally
sheet rather than getting in the way. What appears here is working material; the final redesign, and the tests that back
it, remain the TSE's decision.
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Technical Background

Optical Character Recognition (OCR) refers to the reading of characters through a repeatable mechanism that seeks
to speed up the reading of information. With the development of computers, OCR has advanced to the point where
near instant reading of large quantities of documents is achievable at minimal cost. It is the ideal technology for the
rapid reading of the hundreds of thousands of Acta#4 triplicates published on the TSE website for the Preliminary
Results Transmission System (TREP.gt). It lets any citizen who is able to learn OCR software independently verify the
vast majority of the information published by the TREP.

The methods for transmitting the Acta#4 have undergone a great deal of modernization since their birth in the 1980s.
We went from having fax machines in the municipal seats, to which the voting documents from remote communities
were physically transported, to having at least one smartphone, a laptop computer, a router, and a scanner in 2023.
The transmission of the yellow Acta#4 triplicates happens that same night, from the polling center, thanks to this
modernization of telecommunications; therefore, to include good OCR practices, updating the Acta#4 is essential.

Independent reading of the data could happen at a speed comparable to the transmission of the document, unlike what
happens today. DigitalWitness, the only citizen audit effort that has verified every public document, relies on a great
deal of technology (OCR, Artificial Intelligence, and encryption, among others), supported by more than 1,700
volunteer users, and even so we took 15 days to verify every vote on the 2023 Acta#4. The gap between the speed at
which the images are transmitted and the effort their reading demands is what drives widespread distrust.

The following recommendations can close this gap, achieving more with the space available on the Acta#4 and
replacing errors with solutions. Put another way, our recommendations work with the existing Acta#4, requiring only
an administrative decision by the full panel of magistrates rather than any change in law. In this way, the TSE can
strengthen the polling boards with technology that lets them do more with less. Repeating the same actions once again,
while expecting different results, for the next national vote, would be irrational.
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Recommendations for the Electoral Records

A. Access to every Electoral Record
We should consider every Acta that makes up the voting system. The Actas are:

Acta Description

Document that records the start of voting, registers the identity of the party poll

ey Opening Record watchers present and the JRV volunteers.

X708 Voter Control Sheet Used to keep track of voters.

V£ &8 Challenge Form For the exclusive use of the party poll watchers.

Final Record of Closing and

Acta #4 Records the voting results at the polling stations.

Scrutiny
a8 JRV Scrutiny Certification A “faithful” copy of the Acta #4.
aE: sl Municipal Scrutiny Summary Records the voting results in each municipality.

oy Municipal Scrutiny Certification | Summary of the Acta #6.

Records the voting results in each district, awarding the election's seats to the

XaeEl District Scrutiny Summary Municipal Corporation

The first three Actas remain inside the boxes of each polling station. Before sealing the boxes, the JRV volunteers, in
the presence of the party poll watchers, could easily take a photograph of them through a mobile application or bring
them to the TREP data entry operator to use the scanner available at each polling center. Doing this would give TREP
a copy of Actas #1, #2, and #3, reducing the need to open the electoral boxes while providing more information for
public access.

We should learn that the Acta#6 is legally known as “document #6, Municipal Scrutiny Summary” and contains the
municipal sum of every Acta#4 from each election in each municipality. The Acta#6 is produced by the Municipal
Electoral Boards (JEM) for the Scrutiny Review Hearings called by the District Electoral Boards (JED). These take place
within a maximum of 5 days after the election, when they are called within the corresponding legal period. During the
Scrutiny Review Hearings, the departmental poll watchers of every political organization competing in the department
should attend, accompanied by their Acta#5 (Scrutiny Certification), so they can confirm that the Acta#4 presented at
that Hearing are the correct ones. This is why it matters so much that the Acta#5 be updated to appear in the TREP in
a digital format, allowing the Scrutiny Review Hearings to consider all the relevant information.

For now, these valuable municipal sum documents remain absent from the TREP despite the multimillion investment
in the system. In 2019 and again in 2023, these invaluable documents even disappeared from the record and remain
inaccessible to the citizenry, making it impossible to verify the voting totals for 2015, 2019, and 2023. Adding these
documents to TREP builds trust in the results because it makes it possible to reconcile the official results with those
published on the TREP.

It is worth noting that the JEM also produce the Acta#7, the “Municipal Results Certification,” and deliver it to the
District Electoral Boards (JED). We also recommend including a digital photograph of this document through a mobile
application, or by assigning a TREP data entry operator to the JED scrutiny hearings. In this way, the TREP could
display each Acta#6 accompanied by its certification, the Acta#7, letting the later oversight process use the TREP as a
crucial tool for the final sums.
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The Acta #8 is legally known as “document #8, District Scrutiny Summary” and is the product of the Scrutiny Review
Hearings of the JED at the moment of receiving every document #6 and #7 from the JEM that make up their districts.
These documents should be added to the TREP so that all citizens can verify that the municipal and district sums, at
the national level, correspond to the data presented in the Acta#4 on the TREP.

Actas per

Acta Actas Vers. Copies Dupl. Actas ‘ Total Actas
Process

TSE Maglstrates 27 1 1 27 0 27
Resolution
#8. District Scrutiny 23 2 2 46 46 92
Summary
#7. Municipal Scrutiny 340 6 3 2,040 4,080 6,120
Certification
e e 340 6 2 2,040 2,040 4,080
Summary
#5. JRV Scrutiny 24,585 6 5 147,510 590,040 737,550
Certification
#4. JRV Final Record of 24,585 6 3 147,510 295,020 442,530

Closing and Scrutiny

#3. Challenge Form

Information unavailable. These
for verification. We suggest am

actas are held by political organizatio:
obile application that allows them to b

e collected.

ns and the JRV without public access

#2. Voter Control Sheet 24,585 2 1 49,170 0 49,170
#1. Opening Record 24,585 2 1 49,170 0 49,170
TOTAL 99,070 397,513 891,226 1,288,739

The absence of published Original Acta#4, Acta#6, Acta#7, and Acta#8 creates the perception among many sectors
ofthe population that there are official result data hidden from the citizenry. The June General Elections and the August
2023 Presidential Runoff produced 1,228,712 documents. The TREP publishes barely the Acta#4 triplicates, an
unacceptable 11% after more than Q148 million in investment. This is the origin of so much distrust toward the voting
system and, left uncorrected, it leads irremediably to the return of violence to the transfer of power. The TSE has an
obligation to guarantee transparency and protect the peaceful transition of power, so:

When will access be granted to every Electoral Record in the voting system?

Continuing a half-measure publication practice is unsustainable. It is the TSE's responsibility to keep Guatemalans'
trust in voting results from degrading further. Trust in voting results becomes possible when we do more with less,
rather than repeating the same actions while expecting different results.
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B. Ease the OCR reading of every Acta
Easing the OCR reading (Optical Character Recognition) of every electoral record is essential to restoring trust. This

technological advance is fundamental for modernizing the vote counting and verification process, allowing an efficient
and precise digitization of the data contained in the tally sheets.

Importance of OCR Reading
The use of OCR technology transforms the management of the tally sheets from their collection through their analysis.
By converting printed text into manageable digital data, it speeds up the processing of the information significantly.
This is especially valuable in the voting context, where speed and accuracy remain crucial for maintaining the integrity
and transparency of the process.

Reduction of Human Errors
Manual transcription of data is prone to errors. Optimizing OCR minimizes these errors by allowing automated data
capture, which results in a fast and complete post-electoral audit process.

Faster Scrutiny Process
With OCR optimization, the tally sheet data can be processed quickly, speeding up the scrutiny and the release of
preliminary and official results at every stage of the process.

Verification and Transparency
The data digitized through OCR can be readily verified against the printed originals, which increases the transparency
of the voting process and strengthens trust in the results.

Accessibility of the Data
Once digitized, the data becomes available for deeper analysis and can be accessible to auditors, observers, and the
general public, ensuring greater transparency.

Optimization of Resources
Automating the data processing reduces the need for personnel to enter data by hand, which can translate into lower
operating costs.

Adopting OCR technology in the redesign of the electoral records represents a significant step toward modernizing
the voting system, contributing to the efficiency, precision, and transparency of the voting process. This approach
improves the internal management of the elections and also reinforces public trust in the integrity of the voting
process.
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OCR Legibility Over Time

Improving the legibility of the scanned tally sheets for OCR reading is fundamental because the current design
presents challenges in legibility and precision for this technology, which slows and complicates verification. Proposals
include direct photography of the original Acta#4 through smart devices at the polling stations, allowing a complete
record free of degradation and easing access to information. These improvements would support clarity, precision,
and efficiency in the oversight and verification of the votes. We suggest using a legibility metric, based on the number
of documents successfully read with OCR. Indicator

Data Retrieved by Humans
Y 812,003

Data Retrieved by OCR Pending Pending

1,894,674

Total Data Point:
otal Data Points 2,706,677

Legibility Score Pending Pending 70.00%

The legibility of the tally sheets with OCR depends in good measure on the quality of the images and
photographs of the Actas. It is important to define minimum quality standards to help ensure that the
Actas are legible automatically. It is equally important to measure the quality of the scanned images to
identify areas for improvement in device acquisition.

Indicator

SITREP 2015 SITREP 2019 TREP 2023

Image DPI 96 dpi 200 dpi 96 dpi
DPI Score
48.00% 100.00% 48.00%
Resolution
1MP 3.5 MP 2.5 MP
Resolution Score
29.00% 100.00% 71.00%
NO NO YES
Image Quality Score
® 26.00% ® 67.00% 73.00%
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C. Include relevant QR codes on every Acta
Including QR codes on every electoral record represents a significant advance in the quick identification and
management of information. These codes allow instant access to the specific data of each acta through a simple scan,

greatly easing the tasks of verification, oversight, and real time tracking of the voting process. Using QR codes to
identify the actas brings several key advantages:

Quick Access to Information:

By scanning the QR code, one can immediately reach the details of the acta, such as the polling station, the acta
number, and any other relevant information chosen for inclusion. This removes the need to search by hand for basic
information within the acta, speeding up the audit and review process significantly.

Improved Oversight:

Electoral observers, party poll watchers, and other interested parties can use the QR codes to quickly verify the
authenticity and the content in the Immutable Proof Service of the actas without extensive manual processes. This
contributes to an environment of transparency and trust in the voting process, since it eases the detection of
discrepancies or irregularities.

Efficiency in Document Handling:

Identifying the information through QR codes allows better document management, reducing the risk of losing
physical documents and simplifying the storage and retrieval of data. It also favors the creation of an accessible digital
archive that can be used for future analysis.

Integration with Electronic Systems:
QR codes can be readily integrated with electoral management platforms, allowing real time data synchronization.
This is particularly useful for updating voting result transmission systems as each acta is processed.

Capacity to Include Expanded Metadata:

Beyond basic identification, QR codes can hold detailed metadata about the acta, including information on the number
of pages, creation date, parties, election type, department, municipality, and any other pertinent data. This enriches
the value of the document and provides an additional layer of verification and security.

In conclusion, incorporating QR codes into the electoral records is a strategy that aligns the voting process with

modern information management practices. It eases verification and access to data, improves transparency and
efficiency, and reinforces trust in the voting mechanisms.
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D. Use an acta code for every acta

Using acta codes on each page of each voting document would ease a later audit and would also allow key sections
within each document to be documented, identified, and referenced.

MICR Characters:
We suggest that the acta code be implemented through these standards, widely proven by banking systems as a
reliable method for identifying and processing documents.

Use of Special Characters and Numeric Board Code:

Using the special characters of the MICR format to identify the electoral board that manages the acta allows quick
identification of the human actors responsible behind each document. It is well known that the polling station number
identifies a given JRYV, yet codes for the JEM and JED still need to be implemented. We suggest a four-digit code for the
JEM, two for municipality and two for department, and a two-digit code for the JED, corresponding to their department.

Inclusion of an Optional Page Number:
Page numbers within each individual code allow reference to and citation of delimited sections of each document,
which enables quick and effective cross review. Actas that consist of single pages (Acta#1 and Acta#3) stay excluded.

Inclusion of an Optional Election Number:

Election numbers apply exclusively to the actas that contain voting and scrutiny data (Acta#4, Acta#5, Acta#6, Acta#7,
and Acta#8), leaving out the opening, challenge, and station management sheets (Acta#l, Acta#2, Acta#3, the
openings of Acta#4 and Acta#8, and the closing of Acta#8). We suggest that this figure come last, preceded by a special
separator.

Usage examples:
Suggested code examples for Acta#4, Acta#6, Acta#7, and Acta#8.

L 210000 & &

7’040 hw ¢

Aclailé pag. 5

EO0S0 &0 km &

Aclafté, pag. 5

Actait4, pag. 2
JRV Mesa 1,
Presidente v Vicepresidente.

JEM da Gualtemnala,
Guatemala

Presidente y Viceprasidente

JEM de Guatemala,
Guatemala

Diputados Lista Nacional

J’}\L; |. a ” &
JED d
Presidente v Vicepresidenle
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Example of individual components in use:
Below are the different sections that make up the code of an acta.

123456 I:I:'ih_ 0
123495678 3% >

Board ID Board Code Election
L C 1. | O000 &| w .
Acta #4 Page # 2 JRV Table #1 President and Vice.
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E. Standardize the format of every acta

Standardizing the format of the electoral records is an essential measure for optimizing and harmonizing data
management within the voting system. This uniformity eases the interpretation and processing of the information by
the various actors involved and also contributes to the efficiency of the system as a whole. Let us look in detail at the
benefits and considerations of this standardization:

It Eases Training and Understanding:

A standardized format for every electoral record simplifies the training of voting personnel and observers. With a
uniform design, the time needed to become familiar with different types of documents drops, which allows more agile
and effective handling of them during the voting process.

It Improves Data Processing Efficiency:

Standardization allows the implementation of automated systems for recognizing and processing data, such as OCR
and other digitization systems, which perform best with predefined formats. This translates into fewer human errors,
greater speed in consolidating results, and a smoother scrutiny process.

Uniformity in the Presentation of Information:

A standard format ensures that crucial information, such as voting results, polling station identification, and turnout
data, appears consistently across every acta. This eases the comparison and analysis of data at the national level and
also contributes to the transparency and reliability of the voting process.

Design Optimized for Completion:

By considering both manual and digital completion in the design of the actas, best practices can be identified and
applied to minimize errors and maximize clarity in presenting the information. This is especially relevant in high
pressure, time-constrained settings, where clarity and ease of completion can have a significant impact on the quality
of the data gathered.

Adaptability and Scalability:

A standardized format is easier to update and adapt to new needs or technologies that arise over time. This ensures
that the voting system can evolve without a complete redesign of the electoralrecords, allowing a smoother integration
of future innovations.

Standardizing the format of the electoral records, therefore, goes beyond a matter of order or visual uniformity; itis a
critical component for ensuring the effectiveness, accessibility, and integrity of the voting process. By establishing a
clear and coherent standard, the groundwork is laid for a more robust and resilient voting system.
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F. Unify data entry
Improving the design of the electoral records to ease their completion, both manual and digital, and unifying data entry
are crucial steps toward optimizing the voting process. These improvements can increase efficiency and reduce

errors, and they also ensure coherence and precision in the capture of voting data. The implications and benefits of
these measures are detailed below:

Easing Manual or Digital Completion
1. Intuitive Design: A wellthought out design reduces complexity and minimizes the chance of errors while filling
out the actas. This is especially important in high pressure situations, such as the closing of the polling
stations, where errors can have significant consequences for the final results.

2. Adaptability: By considering the needs of both manual and digital completion, the actas become more
versatile and accessible. This allows a smooth transition toward full digitization of the voting process,
adapting to the different environments and resources available at the polling centers.

3. Simplified Training: A standardized design that is easy to fill out shortens the learning curve for electoral
personnel and volunteers, which eases training and ensures greater uniformity in the handling of the actas at
the national level.

Unifying Data Entry
1. Consistency in the Information: Unification ensures that all data is gathered uniformly, which eases its
processing, analysis, and comparison. This is fundamental for consolidating results and for maintaining the
integrity of the voting.

2. Improved Data Analysis: With data structured coherently, more sophisticated data analysis tools can be
applied to identify trends, patterns, and, potentially, irregularities, contributing to transparency and trust in
the voting process.

3. Technological Integration: Unifying data entry is an indispensable prior step for the effective implementation
of advanced technologies, such as artificial intelligence and big data analysis, in the monitoring and analysis
of the voting process.

These improvements, implemented together, represent a comprehensive strategy for modernizing the electoral
records, making the process more efficient and also more resilient to the challenges of handling large volumes of
information in voting contexts. Moreover, by standardizing and easing the completion and processing of the actas, the
groundwork is laid for a more transparent and accessible voting system that inspires greater trust among voters and
participants in the voting process.
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G. Date, hour, and minute on every Acta

Including a section for last signature time data on every acta is fundamental to the transparency and reliability of the
voting process. This data allows the temporal integrity of the actas to be verified, ensuring that the acta stayed intact
after the final signature. It provides a clear and verifiable record of when the acta was completed, which is crucial in
situations where the sequence of events may be disputed. It also improves the audit capacity of the voting process,
allowing more detailed and precise tracking of each stage of the vote counting and certification. This level of detail
supports trust in the voting system, by showing openness and rigor in the documentation and handling of the voting
results.

General use in Acta#1, Acta#3, Acta#4, Acta#5, Acta#7, and Acta#8

Using last signature time data on every page of actas 1, 3, 4, 5, and 7 is essential to ensure transparency and integrity
at each stage of the voting process. This data, combined with Immutable Proof Service systems, acts as a mechanism
that prevents fraud and bad practices, ensuring that any attempt at manipulation can be identified and corrected. It
eases the traceability and audit of the voting procedures, from the start of voting through the certification of the results,
thereby reinforcing trust in the legitimacy and precision of the democratic processes.

Strategic use in the total sums of Acta#6 and in the opening, departmental results, and acceptance and
closing of Acta#8

On actas 6 and 8, which are filled out digitally and may span dozens or hundreds of pages, the time record will apply
strategically only to the municipal total sums and to the final results, respectively. This decision optimizes the balance
between security and operational efficiency. By recording time only at the critical moments, opening, closing, and
sums, the integrity of the most relevant data stays protected, while lowering the administrative and technological load
that atimerecord on every page would impose. This allows verification and audit resources to concentrate where they
truly matter, ensuring transparency and reliability while keeping the voting process agile.

Including the Immutable Proof Service, combined with the time data in the voting process, offers a crucial layer of
security and transparency. This strategic approach guarantees the integrity and verifiability of the voting results,
allowing an effective audit and preventing manipulation. By applying these mechanisms at key points in the process,
such as the total sums and the moments of opening and closing actas, resources stay optimized while the precision
and reliability of the process remain intact. This strategic balance underscores the importance of adopting advanced
technologies to strengthen modern democracies.
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Acta#6 and #8

ing

Distinguish

Digital Data Entry

Processing Efficiency: Digitizing the data eases more agile processing and a faster consolidation of results

Precision and Error Reduction: Digital data entry minimizes the human errors associated with manual
at the municipal and district levels.

completion, especially in large documents.
Transparency and Accessibility: It eases the review and verification of the data by interested parties,

improving the transparency of the voting process.

complexity and the considerable volume of data they handle, we recommend that the digits and numeric data be
°

synthesize the results of multiple polling stations at the municipal and district levels, respectively. Given their
entered digitally. This methodology offers significant advantages:

H. Strategy for Filling Out the Electoral Records
The Acta#6 (“Municipal Scrutiny Summary”) and Acta#8 (“District Scrutiny Summary”) are documents that

from Acta#4 and #7

Acta#6 and #8
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Acta#4 and #7: Manual Completion in a Preset Format

We emphatically recommend keeping the manual completion of the Acta#4 and the Acta#7. The Acta#4 (“JRV Final
Record of Closing and Scrutiny”) and Acta#7 (“Municipal Results Certification”) are official certifications that confirm
the voting results at the polling station and municipal levels, respectively. For these actas, we suggest keeping the
manual completion of the data within a preset format for the following reasons:

e Legal Value and Authenticity: Manual completion with ink pen, including the signatures of those responsible,
gives these actas a legal value and a level of authenticity that is fundamental to the results certification
process.

e Practicality and Convenience: Since these actas certify results at a more granular level and are fundamental
to review and appeal processes, manual completion ensures that the traceability and the personal character
of the certification process stay intact.

This differentiated strategy optimizes the use of resources, harnesses technology to improve precision and efficiency
where it is most needed and preserves the importance of the human factor and legality in certifying the voting results.
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I. Optimizing the Presentation of Voting Results in Acta#6 and Acta#8

Overlap between the results of different elections on the Acta#6 and Acta#8 should be avoided. Keeping separate
sheets achieves clarity, precision, and transparency in presenting the voting results. This measure will ease the
reading and understanding of the results by everyone interested, minimizing the chance of confusion and errors in
interpreting the data. Moreover, separating the results by municipality and department on the Acta#8 ensures a logical
and coherent organization of the information, which contributes to more efficient verification and to the integrity of
the voting process. By keeping results from different elections off a single sheet, auditors and observers gain a stronger
capacity to carry out precise and detailed tracking, thereby supporting transparency and trust in the voting system.

ACTA DE REVISION FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS Doy oo
— 7*1 JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL e

Current Example: Two Partial Elections on Page 3

PAG. 4

Recommended Update: First Election Page 3 Recommended Update: Next Election Page 4

ACTA FINAL BF ESCHNTINLOS
JUATA KLBCTORL ESANRTARENTAL

ACTA FINBL BE ESCHTINIOY
ST BLECTORML SEPAYMINTAL
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J. Optimizing Voting Data Processing through the Use of OCR-B and MICR

Characters

The recommendation focused on adopting OCR-B and MICR characters for voting data processing addresses a crucial
aspect for the modernization and efficiency of the voting system. OCR-B characters, designed to be legible both by
optical character recognition systems and by humans, play a fundamental role in the efficient digitization of texts.
Their clarity and precision reduce the risk of errors in interpreting the data significantly, easing reliable and effective
automation in processing critical voting information.

MICR characters, on the other hand, used mainly to encode specific numeric information such as political party codes
and geographic areas, offer fast and precise reading by automated systems. This technology is especially valuable in
handling large volumes of data, where speed and accuracy remain paramount to ensuring the integrity and
transparency of the voting process.

Implementing shaded boxes for the manual entry of digits, inspired by the design of calculator digits, promotes
standardization and uniformity in the entry of handwritten data. This technique minimizes interpretation errors by
OCR systems, ensuring that the digits are recognized with high precision, which is essential for vote counting and the
consolidation of results.

This detailed recommendation underscores the importance of adapting advanced character recognition technologies
to improve the management of voting data. Through the standardization of OCR-B and MICR characters, together with
the use of shaded boxes for handwritten digits, a more agile, transparent, and reliable voting system becomes
achievable. These measures ease the work of the voting operators and also contribute significantly to public trust in
the voting process, by ensuring that the results are processed precisely and efficiently.

(SIGLAS}

GG JTESTAOOS [ CORRECCIDNES l

Partida de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS})

Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)

Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)

Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)

Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLASY

Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS}) fraen
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K. Correcting the Naming of the Scrutiny Column in Acta#8 to Reflect the Correct

Data Source

To guarantee precision and coherence in the documentation of the voting, each column and section of the actas should
correctly reflect its source and purpose. In the case of the Acta#8, which currently states that the scrutiny data comes
from the JRV (Vote Reception Board) when it in fact rests on information gathered by the Acta#7 prepared by the JEM
(Municipal Electoral Board), we recommend correcting the naming of the scrutiny column to properly reflect its origin.

This recommendation involves a detailed review of the Acta#8 to ensure that any mention of the data source matches
the reality of the voting process. Making this adjustment strengthens the transparency of the voting process, avoids
confusion among the different actors involved (such as electoral observers, political parties, and the general public),
and ensures that the chain of custody of the voting information stays clear and verifiable.

1 - PRESIDENTE Y VICEPRESIDENT
CODIGO NOMBRE Y SIGLAS ESCRUTINIO MODIFICACTO
PFOR JRV SUMAR

15 LINIDAD NACIONAL DE LA ESPERANZAIUNE)  (pdqy

EF) PARTIDC AZUL (AZLIL | 130

1 VALCR UNIONISTA{VALCR UNIONISTA) o7

EE] CARAL (CABAL _ 4019

23 TODOS(TODS) &5 _

Recommended Update

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIO
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENT

DFiginal TR ALUNAL SUDAEAD FLECTORAL
Copia: JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

TERCERO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIE

800 210 Lkm 1 CédigoNombre y Siglas Escrutinic JEM Suna
004 Nombre Complete de Partide 00000 00000

de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
p— T Presidente y

Vicepresidente Nombre Completo de Fartide
00 2|de Eiemplo (SIGLAS) 0oooo 00000
MUNICIFIO| 071 GUATEMALA Nombre Completo de Partide noooo pooon

003|ge Ejemplo (51GLAS)
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Design Optimization for the Electoral Records

Modernizing and optimizing the voting process through the redesign of every acta, from the Opening Record through
the District Scrutiny Summary, forms a fundamental pillar for guaranteeing the efficiency, transparency, and
accessibility of the voting system. This redesign goes beyond the matter of aesthetic improvement or technological
updating; it is a pressing need to adapt the voting system to the challenges and demands of the 21st century, ensuring
that each step of the process stays accessible, verifiable, and efficient.

Example of current actas:

HOJA BECONIOLOE VOIANTES
3 R SECH0 04 2 70100
bupin b
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MICR Codes

Anatomy of the proposal for Acta#4

DOCUMENTO No.

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS

JUNTA RECEPTCRA DE VCOTCS a:‘
=
0 a
Mesa Numero L >
=
Departamenta | 4 Distrito Central
Municipin | Guatemala LdnQoooimi
s 2 7 Acta # and Page
Tipo de Eleccion  |Presidente y Vicepresidente Code with Acta, in OCR-B

Election, Board

type and ID, and
page #

Header with MICR Codes and OCR-B Descriptions

tadize (Nombre v Siglas Yotos Vilidos Firma y DPI de Fiscales de Mesa

[Fira Rl
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FRna ggnp OBSERVACIONES

Area for revised corrections with MICR Code and number

formats

q994 Cantidad de Papeletas
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1234567890 Yinidas:

: E 3 Ll 5 E q E 9 B Totals and observations section with MICR
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Guide for digit writing
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Redesign Overview for Actas 1, 2, 3, and 7
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Redesign Overview for Acta#4

To see the actas at full size, go to the corresponding Acta section in Annex 6: Recommended New Designs for Elections
and Systems.
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Redesign Overview for Actas 6 and 8

To see the actas at full size, go to the corresponding Acta section in Annex 6: Recommended New Designs for Elections
and Systems.
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Recommendations
Specific to Acta#4

JRV Closing and Scrutiny

ness

Verify every vote
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Recommended Acta#4 for the runoff (presidential
runoff)
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Recommended Acta#4 (Presidency) for future
general elections

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS E?IE .
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS .
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Actual Acta#4 used for the 2023 Presidential election

The following Acta#4 corresponds to polling station #1 in the country, in the Presidential election, and lets us compare
the differences with the one recommended above.

= -3 i
o - e 3

.' i ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE ¥ ESCRUTINIOS .
Y JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS -~

@ t'- . @ DOCUMENTO No
Mesa Nimero 1 - s

| A S
l A 3 Departamento |01 |Guatemala A
20 _J Municipio 01  |Distrita Centrai @ m
L - = - - % PAGINA 1
Tipo de Eleccion | y Vicep 100001181

£llla) Presidente _\m_ﬂe_‘k‘mm&_(lﬁhmm ] 2

£1{a) Secretariofa) _: | i lﬁ\'a DRI

v elfla) Vocal (¢ , DRl 2

de I3 Junta Receptora de Votos, hacen constar que siendo las AN horas y ’b’)' minutos del dia veinticinco de jurvo
de dos mil veintitrés, ellla) Presidente de lajunta dedard cerrada la votacion; que se formaron los diferentes leqajos quards en su bolsa, avotar

ciudadanos registrados en el padrén; y que el resultado final del escrutinio de votos es el siquiente:
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Presidente y Vicepresidente

Se Instruye a las Juntas Receptoras de Vetos, que de maners prioritarie,

& acts de PRESIDENTE Y VICEPRESIDENTE s¢a entregada en e sobre
“*, No. 1 3l operador de informatica ublcado en su Centro de votasidn. .
Onginel (Blancs): Jur Elsctorsl Muricinal

- " = ' Duplcacio |Aarka): Diraccién Genomi do Irfermiticn
- ‘ 2 St Trpicada (Colesta): Camen Prepio (Audaseia)
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Recommendation #1: Digitization of the 3 Acta#4
Triplicates by the TREP

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:
Recommended Update
Original (Blanca): Junta Electoral Municipal
Duplicado (Amarillo): Direccion General de Informética
Triplicado (Celeste): Correo Propio (Auditoria)
Digitalizar y documentar mediante fotografia y/o escaneo, tanto el
documento original como su duplicado y triplicado.

Current Example

Original (Blanca): Junta Electoral Municipal
Duplicado (Amarilla): Direccion General de Informética
= Triplicado (Celeste): Correo Propio (Auditoria)

Below, we see some of the problems, the symptoms, of scanning only one of the duplicates. They range from pressure
marks left by other documents to corrections made with pen over the duplicate. Restoring trust requires every acta.
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Every citizen has a right to the original of the Acta#4. Denying access to originals generates a great deal of distrust,
especially when we consider that the TREP data entry operators can indeed consult the original Acta#4 at the polling
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center and can also ask the president of the polling station about the Acta#4 information. This means TREP.gt is built
with more than double the information available to the general citizenry, creating a situation of predictable distrust by
making an audit based on the same information impossible.

Available to
TREP.gt

Published by

Name Quantity TREP.gt

JRV Final Record of Closing and JRV 147,510 147,510 147,510
Scrutiny (Original)
Acta i#4 Yellow Duplicate - Data JRV 147,510 147,510 Unavailable
Processing
Acta #4 Light Blue Triplicate - JRV 147,510 Unavailable Unavailable
Internal Mail

TOTAL 442,530 ©66.67% ©33.33%

Every polling center has atleast: 1 scanner, 1 laptop, 1 router, and 1 smartphone. The photograph of the original Acta#4
(white), and also of the triplicate (light blue) of the Acta#4, can be taken at any of the following moments:

1.

By the JRV volunteers with their own phones upon signing the Acta#4, uploading to TREP.gt through a mobile
application.

By the party poll watchers of political organizations with their own phones upon signing the Acta#4, uploading
to TREP.gt through a mobile application.

By the data entry operator at the computing center, using the phone available for TREP.gt at the computing
center (known as “Plan B” in case power is lost), visiting each polling station once the scrutiny finishes.

By the Polling Center Coordinator when consolidating every Acta#4 from the polling center, using the scanner
at the computing center or their own phone to upload it to TREP.gt through a mobile application.

By the Municipal Electoral Boards (JEM) upon receiving the original Acta#4 from the Polling Center
Coordinators, using the TREP.gt polling center scanners or their own phone to upload it to TREP.gt through a
mobile application.

Having invested more than Q148 million in TREP.gt only to display Acta#4 triplicates (yellow) is irrational and
generates distrust by making it impossible to audit the preliminary results with information free of degradation. The
originals of the Acta#4 are the property of the people of Guatemala, so when will they be published digitally? Where
are they kept, and how can a citizen access them?
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Recommendation #2: Date, hour, and minute of the
last signature by poll watchers and the JRV

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

DS S f— . B _ y - e e
i ol
FIRMAS INTEGRANTES : 07 W/ Siglas ’\01
DE JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS ﬂ \‘ﬂ
)
Presidente: 96 % O QQ\
Secretario: Siglas
Vocal:
DPI
FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA
FECHA DE FIRMA E de junio de 2023 F. Siglas
bRl
HORA Y MINUTO DE FIRMA: 4§
- o
SR

The current Acta#4 has space for up to 10 party poll watchers to sign their consensus, in addition to the three main
board volunteers. Adding a space at the end of this box to show the date, hour, and minute of signing adds forensic
information to the Acta#4. This eases the separation of normal, trustworthy Acta#4 from anomalous ones, allowing
highly reliable investigations that can determine what happened in every anomalous case. Today, the only information
available is the moment when the Acta#4 became digitally available on the TREP.gt through the Immutable Proof
Service. While having the point in time from the Immutable Proof Service is valuable on its own, having a written record
on the acta increases the usefulness even further.

It is worth noting that this practice of placing signature, date, hour, and minute is one the TSE's administrative staff
applies to all of their documents. DigitalWitness has collected several that we can see below. Why not treat the Acta#4
with the same discipline applied to every internal document delivery at the TSE?
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Recommendation #3: Standardizing the Observations
space

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

997 OBSERVACIONES Observaciones s
[] Si se presentacon impugnaciones que se O < Y f
e o5 1o Balse de vobos Mricasadc Si  se presentaron impugnaciones en |a
po la cantidad de cantidad de que se colocan
D No se presentaron impugnaciones en la bolsa de votos impugnados
Cantidad de Paoeietas No se presentaron impugnaciones.
q9448 Recibidas:

Cantidad de papeletas recibidas
Cantidad de Papeletas No

Usadas: Cantidad de papeletas no usadas _ »

Recommended Update Current Example

The “Observations” space has a different format for writing numbers, which makes quick reading of it nearly
impossible. It also led many Acta#4, like the earlier sample from polling station #1 in the country, to omit the
information on Ballots Received and Ballots Unused. Below we show examples:

AW, W
Observaciones jobsemabk{"es J l \
[\_ Si  se p.vcscr-:nvc.- mpugnaciones c'j a V@Sl (;e.b(esenléon impugnaciones en la
cantidad de f s Tantidad de que se colocan
en |a boisa de votos impugnados -~ I
/ I§a e votos impugnado
L No se presentarcn impugnaciones No'\ presentaton impugnaciones
Cantidad de papeletas recibidas A (0 . i
Cantidad,dg pap‘elgga;reci idas A \
Cantidad de papeletas no usadas 1
Cantidad ye\ p[ap\eletq‘ no usadas
Observaciones Observaciones
OSI s presentaron irgugnaciones enla DSi se presentaron impugnaciones en a
Eanticic Aussecolocan cantidad de gue se colocan
en la bolsa de votos |mpu‘gnados e Botea A aGAeE uﬁpugnados
No se presentaron impugnaciones. @No e S
Cantidad de papeletas recibidas L{O

Cantidad de papeletas recibidas qq
Cantidad de papeletas no usadas ,5 &
Cantidad de papeletas no usadas f’ 36

These examples show just a few cases where the Observations resist OCR reading or simply lack this valuable data
that lets us reconcile the ballots received with the votes reflected on the actas.

We recommend adding to the opening Acta#4 a separate page dedicated exclusively to recording the names,
signatures, and DPI numbers of the members of the Vote Reception Board and the poll watchers present. This sheet
should form part of the electoral file while staying separate from the pages of the Acta#4 that will be digitized and
published online. This keeps the personal data of volunteers and poll watchers from unnecessary exposure, protects
their identity against misuse of this information, and preserves the ability to verify who participated in and signed the
original document. Moreover, moving this data to a specific sheet frees useful space on the scrutiny Acta#4, allowing
it to go toward fields for results, observations, corrections, validation signatures, and other elements needed to
improve its legibility, completion, and digital processing.
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Recommendation #4: Standardizing the initial space
of the Presidential Acta#4

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

Recommended Update

Ellla) Presidente

El[la) Secretanola)

Elfia) Presidente

Llla] Secretariofa) oPI 2 |
veifa) Voal 0P ﬁﬁmazoq Q
de I3 Junta Receptors de Vaotos, ra BN Constar gue m:tc las horasy ____ ’:)’}’ minuios del dia veinticines de junic 1

de dos mil ve erada fa votackiny que s formaron los diferentes (egajos quarddndese en su bolsa, g gentaron a vetar |

3) Presidente de & junta dac
2 j j ciudadancs regst fc.vsereica:u'\)quee‘ resultado final del escrutinio de votos e el siguiente:

Keeping consistency in the way the numbers are written is vitally important for increasing the reliability of quick data
reading. In reality we see that the DPI numbers, the scrutiny start time, and the number of voters who showed up all
differ. This produces a very low confidence rate for the quick reading of this information, making it impossible to
achieve. Ourrecommendation corrects this design error without harming the space used on the Acta#4, creating more
and better information with the same resources.

In our optimized Acta#4 model we incorporate this recommendation on a full opening page, to avoid consuming space
on the Presidential page. This practice allows the opening sheet to include precise instructions that let every volunteer,
particularly the first timers, do their work correctly. It also generates the space needed to include links to instructional
videos through QR codes. Many JRV volunteer training videos were made by the TSE and added to the internet through
YouTube, yet they reveal very poor attendance in the number of views they received. Ensuring that every JRV, without
exception, can find the learning materials that let them educate themselves on how to do a good job will dramatically
increase the quality of that work, considerably reducing the volume of errors.

The removal of the DPI fields proposed here depends on moving the complete identification of the poll watchers and
JRV members to the Acta#1 and incorporating it into the TREP, in line with the recommendation on documentary
architecture.

The 3 QR codes lead to 3 YouTube videos with fewer than 20 thousand views. There were more than 100 thousand volunteers. These view counts,
so low, are unacceptable.

EN CASO DE DUDAS SE RECOMIENDA ESCANEAR LOS SIGUIENTES CODIGOS QR QUE LE DIRIGIRAN A VIDEOS CORTOS CON
INSTRUCCIONES Y EJEMPLOS PARA EL LLENADO DE LA PRESENTE ACTA.

Instrucciones de llenado Resumen campleto de capscitacion Aecomendaciones y consejo pactice:

{5 minutas) {30 minutos) IRV {10 minutos)
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Recommendation #5: Hyperlink in the QR code to the
specific TREP URL

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

100001181

Scanning the one on the left with a smartphone takes us to the specific address of this document on the TREP.gt that
allows viewing the Acta#4. Meanwhile, the one on the right produces the number 100001181. The number holds no
public usefulness, while our recommendation is useful for every human being in the world with a smartphone. Making
this change has the potential to reduce the spread of false information, easing the discovery of official information.

Itis worth mentioning that this suggestion was communicated explicitly to the full panel of TSE magistrates, along with
its Electoral Directorate, General Directorate of Data Processing, TREP providers (DataSys and Podernet), as well as
political organizations and electoral observers during the 2nd TREP simulation on June 3, 2023. We regret that it was
left out of the general elections of June 25 and the presidential runoff of August 20, 2023.

Repeating the same actions while expecting different results is irrational.
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Recommendation #6: Remove the acronym column,
and add a signature space beside the corresponding

party

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

prttsitiaubie. j Sisglis Cadigo Nombre y Siglas
Partido de Ejemplo UNIDAD NACIONAL DE LA
00 k| (s16LAS) 15 | ESPERANZA (UNE)

Nombre y DP1 Y FIRMAS DE FISCALES
o siglas Votosz Validos Firma y DPI de Fiscales de Mesa OBGANILAGONES POLITICAS

Fura 2
Partido de - - — — —_——
004 Ejomplo (SIGLAS) F ; Siglas _
— o :
Partido de
Qo< Ejomplo (SIGLAS) -
; i ftba
Partido de
oo3 Ejemplo (SIGLAS) + qu 0’1h

=
Partido de [ 5. |;5
ao% Ejemplo (SIGLAS) | 9

Partido de - g
0o0s g:m,u: (SIGLAS) V‘vq
2124 2616 010
006 | enpto cs1aLas)
Furra Do

' Suqlas

7 Partido de
00 Ejenplo (SIGLAS)

o0RfrrE 2 301'] 20633 o101 pa

Every political organization present in each election has on the left side its code (a number assigned by the TSE), its
name, and its acronym. On the right side, where the party poll watchers sign, there is space only for the acronym.
Replacing the acronym with the code makes it possible to identify, on every Acta#4, which political organizations were
present with party poll watchers. This is impossible today because the acronyms are written in 25 thousand different
ways and no quick reading methodology can generate reliable information from that. Along the way, including the
figure of the 8 in gray increases the chance of being able to read the DPI numbers. This practice ensures that it stays
evident to the JRV where they should place numbers, increasing the likelihood that all numeric information appears
on every acta, without exception.

In our optimized Acta#4 model we suggest removing this column entirely, placing the space for signature and DPI
beside its corresponding party. This saves time, confusion, and space in the document by avoiding duplicate
information about political organizations.

One could even explore having all the DPI numbers of the poll watchers and the JRV volunteers recorded on the
opening sheet of the Acta#4. In this way, all the space used to record the DPI numbers of poll watchers and the JRV
becomes free, opening up more useful space. Moreover, the TSE can keep the opening acta unpublished to safeguard
the privacy of JRV volunteers and party poll watchers by leaving DPI numbers off the public internet. In this way, the
Acta#4 with voting results includes only the signature of the poll watchers and JRV volunteers, confirming their
acceptance of it.
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Recommendation #7: Digit Completion Guide

Let us look at the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS

1234567890
(23485688808 ¢ y

In a space that is currently blank, we place ten digits with a guide to suggest to the volunteers of each polling station
how to write each number consistently. There are nearly 25 thousand polling stations, each with a different style of
handwritten numbers. Achieving quick reading through OCR with high confidence rates becomes possible when we
achieve greater consistency in the numbers. The enormous variation today makes much of the data illegible to the
human eye and to OCR readers. For example, on many actas it has been evident that some people write a “7” like a
“1” or the other way around, and there are also mix-ups between the “4” and the “9”, among others.

=11 lolel1/DI0Y [olo]d] |a

This guide is a suggestion, and we know that many citizens will follow it loosely, yet we consider it likely that most will
follow it faithfully. The result will be a reduction in the work that the party poll watchers of the political organizations
and the citizenry have to do to verify the numbers contained on each Acta#4.

Guatemalans are sharp, especially those who sign up to be JRV volunteer members. Even so, filling out an Acta#4 is
intimidating, particularly given the absence of clear instructions and sufficient training. Showing clear, predictable,
and consistent instructions is better than leaving the volunteers to be creative and invent for themselves the best way
to write the numbers inside spaces too small for clear writing, without the aid of a guide.
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Recommendation #8: Grey Number 8 Figure Replaces
the Grid Pattern

Let us examine the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

Cambios recomendados Ejemplo real

Votos Validos Votos Validos

S !
10 P
LN . e
The current layout provides a specific set of squares to suggest that JRV volunteers place their numbers within boxes.
Replacing this setup with a larger blank space featuring grey figures of the number 8 ensures that digits remain in the
correct location while increasing the adoption of the Digit Filling Guide (Recommendation 7). Citizens who prefer to

write numbers in their personal style retain the freedom to do so, while those who follow the guide will enable nearly
immediate, low-cost data reading for political organizations and the public.

Here are examples that this suggestion will effectively prevent:

TRl it

3 INTTUUA I TIVIALA

wos__ syt P m:

Guatemalans possess great ingenuity, particularly those who volunteer as members of the JRVs. Writing an Acta#4
remains an intimidating task due to sparse instructions and limited training. Displaying clear, predictable, and
consistent instructions outperforms leaving volunteers to rely on creativity, inventing ways to fit numbers into spaces
too small for clear handwriting.

Implementation Instruction: The integration of the grey figure into the design of Acta#4 requires technical

@ validation before definitive adoption. Prior to implementation, OCR tests with filling simulations must

replicate real polling station conditions to confirm that the grey figure permits seamless automatic

recognition of the fields, maintaining completely accurate readings. These tests must verify that the OCR

engine distinguishes clearly between the printed figure and the handwritten data, ensuring that reading reliability

remains entirely within established thresholds. The graphic element will integrate into the official format of the
document once evaluations confirm that it preserves or improves reading precision.
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Recommendation 9: Correction and Strikeout Box for
“Omit / Read”

Let us examine the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

QqQ  TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES Cantidad de papeletas no usadas

COOGo SIGLAS OMITASE LEASE

FIRMA

Camblos recomendados Ejemplo real

The current layout features a large blank space frequently utilized for corrections, or "strikeouts." Generally,
volunteers who make a mistake cross out the error and utilize this space to write "omit" to indicate the data to be
discarded, followed by "read" to indicate the correct data. Let us examine some examples:
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The absence of a uniform correction method leads to thousands of different variations. Utilizing the blank space to
establish a standardized framework for strikeouts or corrections ensures rapid data reading while protecting the
document, making it clear when an alteration is legitimate. The process consists of specific steps: (1) entering the party
code number where the error occurred, (2) entering the party acronym or vote type, (3) entering the error under the
OMIT section, and (4) entering the correct data under the READ section.

We recommend developing an educational video that demonstrates the correct method for executing a strikeout,
accessible via a QR code on the opening sheet of Acta#4. Incorrectly executed strikeouts remain a frequent source of
ambiguity during the subsequent reading of the document. Providing an audiovisual guide available at the precise
moment of completion standardizes the criteria across the various Polling Station Committees.
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Recommendation #10: Adding Codes to Vote Types

Let us examine the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

Total Votos Validos
q q L (Es 1a suma de los votos obtenidos
por las organizaciones politicas)

99 2 votos Nulos

99 3 votos en Blanco

Votos Validamente Emitidos
9L (Es la suma de los votos Validos,
Nulos y en Blanco)

995 votos Invalidos

Total Votos
q q EI (Es la suma de los votos vdlidamente
emitidos y votos invalidos)

\ | Total Votos

qQ 7 OBSERVACIONES

I:] Si se presentaron impugnaciones que se
colocan en la bolsa de votos impugnados,
por la cantidad de:

D No se presentaron impugnaciones

998 Cantidad de Page!etas
Recibidas:

899 Cantidad de Papeletas No
Usadas:

Cambios recomendados

assisting in the detection of data discrepancies.

|
{Total Votos Vilidos

(Es la sumo de Ios votos obtenidos por
los organizaciones politicas)

@

Votos Nulos

Votos en Blanco

4
7,
Z

\Total Votos Validamente
|Emitidos

:{Es la suma de los votos vdlidos, votos
nulos y votos en blanco)

iVotos Invalidos

1

{(Es la suma de los votos validamente
iemitidos y votos invalidos)

RO W =T N

q
Q
-

Ro|® V| &

Observaciones ”

OSi se presentaron impugnaciones en la

cantidad de
en la bolsa de votos impugrados
No ~se presentaron impugnaciones.
Cantidad de papeletas recibidas

Cantidad de papeletas no usadas __»

que se colocan

Ejemplo real

Every political organization possesses a numerical code, a feature highly effective for rapid and consistent
identification. We recommend adding the following specific codes: Total Valid Votes (991), Null Votes (992), Blank
Votes (993), Total Validly Cast Votes (994), Invalid Votes (995), Total Votes (996), Contested Votes (997), Ballots
Received (998), and Unused Ballots (999). Including a numerical code on the left facilitates automated recognition.
Utilizing an inverse numbering sequence clearly distinguishes these categories from political organizations, while

The null vote emerged as the option with the highest volume in 2023. This fact demonstrates that it warrants an
administrative treatment similar to that of political organizations within Acta#4.
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Recommendation #11: MICR (E13-b) typeface for all

numerical characters

We propose implementing the "MICR E13-B" typeface for all numbers printed on Acta#4. This modification will
maximize readability through OCR scanning.

Let us examine examples of low-resolution images available on TREP.gt, compared alongside the DigitalWitness
proposal and an altered version of our design modified to appear intentionally blurred:

Codigo Nombre y Siglas

Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Eemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Eemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Epmplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Eemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejlemplo
(SIGLAS)
Partido de Eemplo
010 [(5i6143)

0o

0o

~

oo

w

00

r

oo

wn

0o

L3

0o

-~

0o

oo

<&

Ejemplo real Cambios recomendados

This type of typography has proven highly effective in environments where precision is fundamental, and its adoption
in Acta#4 will significantly enhance the clarity of the printed numbers.

sciL5E78N

Votos Validos
Mesa NUimero L Qg § (Esatuma de los votos obtenicos
por las organtzaciones politicas)
Departamento Distrito Central
Ok g5 ¢ Votos Nuios
Municipio O Guatemala
TipodeEleccion  |Diputados Distritales §9 3 Votosen Blanco

Votos Vilidamente Emitidos
q 1, (Esla suma de bos votos Validos,

Cédigo Nombre b4 Nulos y en Blanco)
s 9 La s § 5 5 Votos Invalidos
Partido de Total Votos
00} jenpto cstoLas) VB oy i
‘b 997 OBSERVACIONES
Partido de [ St se presentaron impugnaciones que se
00 e Eje.plo (SIGLAS) cobcan en la bolsa de votos

impugnados, por i cantidad de

[J No se presentaron impugnaciones.

003 Partido de

Cantidad de Papeletas

EBEABSO L0 Am Hanple CIRAS  wme
Partido de Cantidad de Papeletas No

00'" Cinmnla fCTAIACY LA Usadas:

Cambios recomendados
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Recommendation #12: Replace the title of the second

column with the ballot color

Let us examine the recommendation side by side with the reality of June 25, 2023:

Cambios recomendados

ESTA ELECCION CORRESPONDE A LA PAPELETA

BLANCA

Total Votos Validos
S99 & (Es la suma de los votos obtenidos
por las organizaciones politicas)

Ejemplo real

Codigo

Nombre y Siglas

Votos Vilidos

Total Votos Validos

(Es la suma de los votos obtenidos por
los organizaciones politicas)

Z

Y

|
|
b |
|
|

As observed, this section of Acta#4 demonstrates a design flaw by the TSE through the inclusion of incorrect
information, specifically "Code, Name and Acronyms, Valid Votes." This represents a flagrant structural error within
Acta#4, proving once again the inadequacy of the current layout. We recommend utilizing this misallocated space to
feature a reminder for the polling station committee regarding the specific ballot color designated for the active
election. This modification serves to prevent confusion during the scrutiny process, a phenomenon documented in the

following examples:
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Specific Recommendations for Acta#5

JRV’s Results Certification

Digit ness

Verify every vote
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Recommendation for Actai#5

Digital Replacement of Acta#5

This recommendation focuses on areas outside of Acta#4 while building directly upon Recommendation 1 described
previously. Acta#5 (the Certification of Results from Polling Station Committees) represents a distinct, specialized
document that remains absolutely vital for the proper operation of the voting system. Acta#5 serves as a faithful copy
of Acta#4 held by table poll watchers, legally proving that they contested votes requiring consideration by the
Municipal Electoral Board (JEM) during the Scrutiny Review Hearings. These documents also provide the definitive
evidence that political organizations utilize whenever they suspect a fraudulent alteration of an Acta#4. Possession of
this valuable document enables table poll watchers and their supervisors, the municipal poll watchers, to perform
their oversight duties effectively during the Scrutiny Review Hearings. The absence of these documents obstructed
this oversight process in 2019, and the same issue emerged during the 2023 elections.

Replacing the Acta#5 with a legally valid digital version is urgent. This can be done through a mobile application that
lets duly accredited JRV volunteers and party poll watchers take a photograph from their phones and attach it to the
TREP officially. This would let every Scrutiny Review Hearing, organized by the JED with political organizations, use
the TREP in a way that clarifies every legitimate challenge from each political organization, free from the fear of
introducing altered documents. This is because there would be as many digital copies as there are JRV volunteers and
poll watchers at each polling station. The redundancy of photographs would make it easy to identify an alteration.
Since the photographs would be taken at the same polling station, before the eyes of every participant, making
alterations without every member of the station noticing is practically impossible. Until this happens, the political
organizations will keep taking photographs of the Acta#4 without being able to present them before the JED, because
they fall outside any legal process.

View of the Acta#5 as a digital version of the Acta#4. To see it at full size, view the corresponding annex:

3

B . [

248

124
96

396

277
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Here is an example of an original Acta#5 and quintuplicates:

Original Triplicado
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Reasons for Its Replacement
In the 1980s, when there were fewer than 10 thousand polling stations and fewer than 10 national political

organizations, it was standard for every polling station to deliver an Acta#5 to every party poll watcher. Today the

number of political organizations has quadrupled, and the JRV that delivers an Acta#5 to the poll watchers is very rare,

for the following reasons:

1.

[

[

>

o

(=

The Acta#4 takes more time: while in the 1980s there were fewer than 10 political organizations, today
there are nearly 40. Counting votes at a station with fewer than 10 candidates goes fast, simply because
there is enough space on the station itself to place all the ballots for each candidate. Elections with a dozen
or more candidates force the stations to place ballots on the floor around the station in a sort of voting
overflow that adds complexity, taking more time.

TREP adds work for the JRV: while in the 1980s a messenger passed by to quickly collect the data
processing duplicate and bring the document to data entry in the municipal seat, now it happens at the
polling center. The JRV president has to bring the Acta#4 triplicates to be scanned before closing the
station. This translates into additional time and work for the JRV.

The Acta#5 has a different design from the Acta#4: the Acta#5 has a design different from the Acta#4
with the intention of keeping them from being confused with the Acta#4. This forces the JRV to decipher a
new document at late hours of the night after an exhausting day and just when they have grown familiar
with the Acta#4. The JRV that decides to accommodate the party poll watchers by preparing the Acta#5
make mistakes on the Acta#5 more often because of the change in design. This forces them to start over
when they make errors or to deliver an Acta#5 with cross-outs and corrections.

Carbon paper quintuplicate: while the Acta#4 come only in carbon paper triplicate, the Acta#5 come in
quintuplicate. The JRV that decides to make an Acta#5 to accommodate their party poll watchers often
deliver quintuplicates that say nothing because their writing is too faint and stops at the second copy. What
use are the other three illegible documents that make up the quintuplicate? Often the desperation and
frustration of the JRV and the party poll watchers reach their limit at this moment and cause the JRV to
leave abruptly while the party poll watchers are left with copies that resist reading or without an Acta#5
for one of the 5 elections.

Each election produces a different Acta#5: in the general elections there are 5 types of election at once.
This means that, for a JRV to satisfy the party poll watchers and deliver the corresponding Acta#5, they
have to make 5 different Acta#5 for each party poll watcher who requests it. This is an enormous amount
of work for a group of volunteers who, at this point in the day, have usually been working 15 hours straight.
Many have, in fact, more than 20 hours of continuous work when the 5 Acta#5 are requested of them.
Unawareness of the legal uselessness of a photograph of the Acta#4: the only document that the District
Electoral Board (JED) recognizes at the Scrutiny Review Hearing, presented by political organizations, is
the Acta#b. A political party that presents photographs of the Acta#4 with inconsistencies can be
disregarded by the JED because it is impossible for the JED to determine whether the presented
photograph is a faithful copy of the acta or whether it has been altered.
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Lack of awareness among the JRV and party poll watchers: even more frequent than the reasons listed
above is that the members of the JRV and the party poll watchers are unaware of the existence of the
Acta#5 and overlook its legal importance. The political organizations rarely convey to their poll watchers
the need to request the Acta#5; so, it becomes a procedure overlooked by the vast majority of polling
stations.

N

The result is that many JRV refuse to produce an Acta#5 because they have to go home. Many JRV, worn out by the
long day, turn down the request to make an Acta#b, especially if they live far away or are in communities at risk of
violence. The political organizations end up as victims of this, and the Scrutiny Review Hearings happen in the dark,
without reliable information about what actually took place in the voting documents.
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Ordered Correspondence in the Acta#5

The integrity and effectiveness of the voting process are shown in the detail and precision with which the results are
handled and reported. A fundamental aspect for ensuring the transparency and reliability of the process is the
coherence between the order of the elections and the sequence of the pages in the Acta#5 (JRV Results Certification).
Currently, the order of the elections is as follows:

N =

CL- IS

5

President,
National Congress,
District Congress,
Municipalities, and
ParlaCen.

Yet a discrepancy has been observed in the Acta#5, where ParlaCen appears as number 4 (D) and the Municipal
Corporation as 5 (E).

This discrepancy is clearly an error that generates confusion.
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of every Electoral Record
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Recommendations for Information Backup

A. Standardization of naming conventions

Standardizing the naming conventions in the voting systems is a fundamental pillar for ensuring effectiveness,
precision, and transparency in the administration and analysis of the voting data. Adopting unique and consistent
identifiers for districts, municipalities, political parties, and their respective acronyms, as well as for other entities
within the voting system, is essential to eliminate ambiguities and minimize errors that could compromise the integrity
of the voting process. This standardization eases the organization, processing, and analysis of the data significantly,
allowing a more efficient and reliable management of the voting information. The recommendations for each aspect
mentioned are detailed below:

1. Districts and Municipalities

Implementing a standardized and unique naming convention for districts and municipalities is crucial for geographic
analysis and the correct attribution of the voting results. The confusion created by similar names or variants in the
naming of these geographic entities can lead to errors in processing the data and interpreting the results. The
recommendation is to use unique numeric codes, accompanied by their official name, to identify each district and
municipality unambiguously both in the databases and across all the voting documents. This coding system
guarantees that the data is attributed correctly to its locality, avoiding classification errors and ensuring greater
precision in the analysis of the results.

2. Political Parties and Their Acronyms

For the political parties and their acronyms, standardization plays a vital role in preventing confusion and errors in
vote counting. Duplicate or excessively similar acronyms among different parties can cause inconsistencies in the
preliminary results transmission systems and complications in the statistical analysis of the votes. Establishing
unique and distinctive acronyms for each political party removes this risk, easing a clear and unambiguous processing
of the voting data. Moreover, avoiding variation that rests on punctuation alone between the parties' acronyms
improves the coherence and reliability of the voting information significantly.

3. Unique Codes for Political Parties

Assigning unique identifier codes for each party and political organization in the databases is a measure that promotes
efficiency and precision in voting data management. These codes, ideally numeric and assigned sequentially, offer a
practical solution for the quick and precise identification of the entities within the voting system. By simplifying data
management and avoiding confusion among entities with similar names or acronyms, these unique codes ease both
the statistical analysis and the release of results, contributing to a more transparent and accessible voting system.

Implementing unique and consistent identifiers for key elements within the voting system, such as districts,
municipalities, and political parties, goes beyond a simple administrative improvement, becoming an essential pillar
for the integrity and effectiveness of the democratic process. This standardization ensures precision in the capture,
processing, and analysis of the voting data, offering a solid foundation for transparency and public trust in the
democratic institutions.
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4. Improvement of Data Integrity

Coherence in the identifiers used across the systems and platforms eliminates a wide spectrum of errors and
ambiguities, ensuring that each vote is correctly attributed and counted. This precision is fundamental to maintaining
the integrity of the voting process, since any error in the classification or analysis of the data can carry significant
implications for the perception of fairness and the legitimacy of the voting results.

5. Easing Data Analysis

Adopting a standardized naming convention and using unique identifiers greatly simplifies the analysis of the voting
data. Researchers, analysts, and authorities can make precise comparisons and complex statistical analyses free
from the errors caused by identifier confusion. This clarity and precision in handling data eases the identification of
trends and patterns and also improves the capacity to detect and correct irregularities.

6. Increase in Transparency

A clear naming convention and the implementation of unique codes substantially improve the transparency of the
voting process. Observers, the media, and the general public can follow and verify the results with greater ease,
strengthening trust in the counting and releasing mechanisms. Transparency is a critical component of democracy,
since it lets citizens oversee the voting processes and ensure that they faithfully reflect the popular will.

7. Optimization of the Voting Systems

Standardization allows the creation of more efficient and reliable results transmission systems and databases. With
unique and consistent identifiers, these systems can handle large volumes of data with high precision, reducing the
risk of errors and improving the speed of processing and releasing the results. This efficiency is crucial in moments of
high political tension, where speed and reliability of the information remain essential to maintaining calm and trustin
the voting process.

This commitment to precision, transparency, and efficiency in handling the voting data improves the quality of the
voting process and also reaffirms citizens' trust in democracy and its institutions.
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B. Backup of EXIF data

Preserving the EXIF data (“Exchangeable Image File Format”) in the images of every electoral record is an essential
measure for strengthening the transparency, verifiability, and integrity of the voting process. This metadata, which
includes details such as the date and time of capture, the camera model, the image configuration, and, potentially, the
geographic location, plays a crucial role in digital forensic analysis, allowing verification of the authenticity and
provenance of the images of the electoral records. Its preservation ensures an additional layer of information that can
be fundamental for validating the voting process, especially in situations where the legitimacy of the documents may
be questioned.

1. Complete Preservation of the EXIF Data

Keeping the EXIF data of the captured images of the electoral records intact eases the authentication of these images
and also provides a detailed history of how and when the documents were generated. This is particularly important in
contexts where the chain of custody of the electoral records may be under scrutiny. EXIF information acts as a
DigitalWitness that accompanies each image, offering additional evidence about its origin and handling.

2. Integration of EXIF Data into the Immutable Proof Service

Incorporating EXIF data within the Immutable Proof Service system represents a significant advance in the security
and verifiability of the voting documents. By associating each image with a unique SHA256 hash and storing this hash
on a blockchain, any alteration of the image as well as of its metadata, can be detected effectively. This measure
protects against manipulation and also establishes an immutable record of the authenticity of each document.

3. Inclusion of EXIF in the Voting Databases

Incorporating the EXIF data as additional columns in the databases of the preliminary results transmission system
enriches the information available for the analysis and audit of the voting results significantly. This practice allows a
more detailed review of the documents, easing the identification of discrepancies, anomalous patterns, or
irregularities in the capture and transmission of the actas. By providing direct access to this metadata, the capacity of
electoral authorities, observers, and interested parties to carry out cross checks and forensic analyses improves and
becomes more efficient.

The Public Prosecutor's accusation of electoral fraud rested fundamentally on an EXIF error. Had TREP incorporated
this information into the published databases, the accusation would have been avoided because a prompt explanation
about the time zone error would have been required from the TSE. The contractors responsible for the error would
have paid some bond cost and the matter would have gone no further. Better safe than sorry.

4. Verification of Integrity and Authenticity

The capacity to verify the authenticity of the images and detect possible manipulations is crucial to ensuring the
integrity of the voting process. The EXIF data acts as a digital seal that accompanies each photograph, providing
immediate evidence of its origin and the conditions under which it was taken. This feature is especially valuable in
situations where the legitimacy of the documents could be questioned, allowing a quick verification of authenticity and
contributing significantly to the overall integrity of the voting process.
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5. Forensic Analysis

Digital forensic analyses have become an essential tool in validating voting processes, especially in disputed
scenarios. EXIF information can be crucialin these analyses, offering clues about the chain of custody of the actas and
possible anomalies in their handling. For example, the exact date and time of capture can be compared with the official
records to identify discrepancies, while the information about the device used can help trace the provenance of the
images.

6. Transparency and Trust

Transparency is the cornerstone of any democracy. The availability of the EXIF data for analysis and verification by
independent actors increases the transparency of the voting process and also strengthens the citizenry's trust in the
results. Knowing that the images of the actas can be verified independently, with a rich layer of metadata that backs
their authenticity, offers a powerful guarantee against fraud and manipulation, reinforcing faith in the voting system.

7. Toward Greater Voting Resilience

The current practice of stripping EXIF data, generally as aresult of image compression to ease transmission or storage,
undermines these advantages and compromises the capacity to carry out effective audits of the voting process.
Reviewing and modifying the practices for handling and storing images to preserve this metadata is, therefore, a
priority that will improve the audit capacity of the voting process and also ensure that the voting system stays more
resilient against challenges to the legitimacy and integrity of the elections.

Implementing these recommendations represents a step forward toward consolidating a voting system that is
transparent, verifiable, and, above all, worthy of the electorate's trust. Protecting and strategically using the EXIF data
in the images of the electoral records are measures that can significantly transform how the voting process is
perceived and trusted, marking the difference between a system open to doubt and one that stands as a model of
integrity and transparency.
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Recommendations for Modernizing the Public
Information Access Office

Modernizing the Public Information Access Office, harnessing the existing infrastructure of the Immutable Proof
Service while extending it beyond its current application limited to the yellow Acta#4 triplicates, is an imperative for
ensuring transparency, integrity, and reliability across the full spectrum of the voting process. In current practice, use
of the Immutable Proof Service stays restricted to a subset of the voting documents, leaving a large part of the voting
archive in formats open to alteration and hard to verify efficiently, such as photocopies for old actas and CDs for some
recent actas without adequate metadata.

This limitation makes the accessibility and independent verification of the voting information harder and also erodes
trust in the institutions charged with guaranteeing the transparency and integrity of the voting process. The lack of a
comprehensive system that incorporates every electoralrecord (1, 2, 3, 4a, 4b, 4c, 5, 6, 7, and 8) and the final database
of the Preliminary Results Transmission System (TREP) in an immutable and accessible format underscores a missed
opportunity to strengthen public trust in democracy.

Blockchain technology, used in the Immutable Proof Service, offers a robust solution for ensuring the immutability of
digital documents. By storing the SHA256 hash of each voting document on a public blockchain, its integrity over time
stays guaranteed, allowing an efficient and transparent public verification. This technology preserves the integrity of
documents and also eases access to information, providing a solid foundation for trust in the voting results and in the
voting process as a whole.

Extending the Immutable Proof Service to include every electoral record and the final database of the TREP represents
a qualitative leap toward greater transparency and accessibility. By making this information available through direct
download links and creating a system of users with credentials to access this data, access to the voting information
becomes democratized, allowing independent oversight and verification by the citizenry, international observers, and
political actors.

This proposal responds to the contemporary demands for transparency and access to information and also reflects a
deep commitment to adapting voting practices to the expectations of a society that is ever more informed and
technologically enabled. Implementing these measures forms an essential step toward consolidating a voting system
that is transparent, accessible, and, above all, worthy of public trust. It is an acknowledgment that the integrity and
transparency of the voting process are fundamental to the health of democracy and to strengthening citizen trust in
the electoral institutions.
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A. Preserve the Immutable Proof Service
Maintaining the Immutable Proof Service is crucial for the voting process for
several fundamental reasons that reinforce the transparency, security, and trust

inthe voting system. The most important aspects that underscore the importance
of maintaining and expanding its use are highlighted below:

1. Protection against Artificial Intelligence:

Artificial Intelligence tools are now within reach of anyone, allowing
sophisticated alterations at minimal cost. Protecting against this attack vector is
essential.

2. Public Verification and Accessibility:

By providing a mechanism for the public to independently verify the authenticity
of the voting documents, the Immutable Proof Service promotes greater
transparency in the voting process. This lets citizens, observers, and political
parties carry out independent audits of the documents, strengthening trust in the
voting results.

3. Prevention of Fraud and Electoral Disputes:
The capacity to verify the integrity of the voting documents through the Immutable
Proof Service reduces the risk of electoral fraud significantly and lowers the
potential for post-electoral disputes. In case of controversy, the documents can
be readily verified against their hash stored on the blockchain, offering
incontrovertible proof of their originality and content.

4. Resilience against Cyberattacks:

In a context where cyber threats to the voting systems grow ever more
sophisticated, the Immutable Proof Service offers a robust solution for protecting
the voting documents. Unlike traditional storage systems, the blockchain is
extremely resistant to cyberattacks, ensuring that the voting documents stay
secure and intact.

5. Contribution to the Modernization of the Voting System:
Implementing the Immutable Proof Service was a step toward modernizing the
voting system, aligning it with the most advanced technologies and the best
practices in information security. This improves the efficiency and security of the
voting process and also positions the voting system at the forefront of
technological innovation.

In conclusion, maintaining the Immutable Proof Service is an essential strategy
for ensuring the integrity, transparency, and reliability of the voting process. Its
implementation and expansion are fundamental to building a robust voting
system that can withstand internal and external challenges.
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B. Digitization and Backup of Every Acta

Including every Electoral Record (1, 2, 3, 4a, 4D, 4c, 5, 6, 7, and 8) in the Immutable Proof Service addresses a critical
need for transparency and accessibility in the voting system, whose absence until now has limited the capacity for
comprehensive verification and analysis of the voting processes. Without this level of inclusion, vital parts of the voting
process stay beyond the reach of an effective audit and verification, which can lead to questions about the integrity
and transparency of the elections. The lack of a complete and verifiable record of every electoral record prevents a full
understanding of the voting dynamics, from the start of voting through the declaration of final results and the
assignment of seats, leaving gaps that can be exploited to question the legitimacy of the voting processes.

By integrating each acta into the Immutable Proof Service system, each step of the voting process stays documented
and accessible for verification by any interested party, which forms a significant advance in the direction of a fully
transparent and reliable voting system. This action has the potential to transform how citizens, national and
international observers, and the political actors themselves interact with the voting information, allowing a detailed
analysis and the confirmation of the authenticity of the results at each stage of the process.

B Detalle de votos por mesas

Ver Acta digitalizada en: Im

Ver . Generar PDF
Boton para visualizar Acta#4 en TREP.gt Boton para verificar Acta#4 en TREP.gt

Implementing this recommendation involves a meticulous process of digitizing, recording, and verifying the actas,
ensuring that each document is faithfully captured and its integrity protected through blockchain technology. This
reinforces trust in the voting mechanisms and also promotes a culture of responsibility and transparency in the
administration of the democratic processes.

This measure, therefore, goes beyond a technical improvement of the voting system,; it is also a step forward in
consolidating public trust in the democratic institutions. Ensuring that every voting document is included in the
Immutable Proof Service is essential to building a voting system that is efficient and modern and also robustly
transparent and accessible, marking a milestone in the commitment to the integrity of the voting and of democracy.
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C. Backup of the Historical Archive

Integrating the historical archive into the Immutable Proof Service is an essential measure for preserving the integrity
of anation's voting memory and strengthening trust in its democratic processes. The lack of a complete and accessible
historical archive leaves a gap in the record of the country's voting trajectory and also limits the capacity of future
generations to understand and learn from past voting processes. This omission can create a barrier to transparency
and accountability, making it harder to verify the evolution and the consistency of the voting results over time.

By uploading the historical archive to the Immutable Proof Service, the voting documents from prior cycles stay
protected against manipulation and deterioration, and remain accessible for public scrutiny. This action reinforces
the transparency of the voting system, allowing a deep and comparative analysis of voting trends, voting practices,
and other critical aspects that can influence the continuous improvement of the democratic processes.

The task of digitizing and securing this archive involves a collaborative effort among government institutions, electoral
bodies, and civil society, to identify, catalog, and convert into digital format every relevant document, from voting actas
to electoral observation reports and judicial rulings related to elections. This process safeguards the voting heritage
and also democratizes access to the information, allowing researchers, academics, journalists, and the general public
to explore and analyze the country's voting history transparently and securely.

Moreover, the Immutable Proof Service acts as an immutable testimony of the country's voting practices, offering a
solid platform on which to build future reforms and improvements to the voting system. This measure reflects the
commitment to preserving history and is also a step forward in building a voting framework that values accessibility,
transparency, and reliability as fundamental pillars of democracy.
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D. Immutable Databases

Publishing the database of the preliminary results transmission system (TREP.gt), together with its metadata, and
storing it in an Immutable Proof Service is fundamental. The metadata provides vital information about the context and
integrity of the data, such as the exact moment of creation and its last modification, which is crucial for validating the
sequence of events and detecting possible manipulation.

Continuar publicando las bases de datos en
tiempo real del sistema de transmisién de
resultados preliminares TREP.gt es
esencial, al igual que preservar y respaldar
esta informacion historica.

S Base de Datos

Descarga de base de datos en TREP.gt

Very aptly, the TSE recorded the zeroing of the TREP database in the Immutable Proof Service. This exercise let third
parties independently verify that the databases were indeed at zero before starting the Preliminary Results
transmission process (TREP). Why not do it upon finishing the database? Having the starting and ending point
completes the information and safeguards any future independent audit of the data. Including the final database of the
Preliminary Results Transmission System (TREP) in the Immutable Proof Service is a key strategy for strengthening
trust in the voting result release mechanisms.

Indicator SITREP 2015 SITREP 2019 TREP 2023

Databases published in

X 100.0%
real time

100.0%

Unavailable
Immutable Metadata 0.0% 50.0%
Immutable Database 0.0% 50.0%
Database Backup Score Unavailable ® 90% 95%
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E. Public information access through

links

Providing access to public information through download
links from the Immutable Proof Service, especially when
temporary links are granted for a preset time after requesting
public information, represents a significant evolution in the
way voting transparency is accessed and managed. This
system modernizes access to the data, offering a direct and
effective solution to the traditional limitations that have
hindered public access to crucial documents.

Transformation of Access to Information: Using
temporary links for access to public information changes the
transparency landscape  profoundly. Against the
bureaucratic and often opaque processes that characterize
traditional access to the voting documents, direct download
links simplify and speed up this process. Upon requesting
information, citizens receive a secure and temporary link that
lets them access exactly what they need, when they need it,
removing unnecessary waits and easing a more active
participation in voting oversight.

Citizen Empowerment: This method empowers citizens
by giving them tools to exercise their right to information
more effectively. With direct and uncomplicated access to the
voting documents, greater citizen participation in overseeing
the integrity of the voting is fostered. This immediate access
lets interested parties carry out independent analyses, verify
results, and, ultimately, contribute to the transparency and
reliability of the voting process.

Technical Implementation

Creating a system of users with credentials, enabled for a
delimited period of time for downloading databases and files
from the Immutable Proof Service, is a strategy that
effectively balances the need for transparency with
information security. In the current context, where access to
voting data is often limited or mediated by processes that can
be tedious or unclear, establishing a controlled yet open
access mechanism represents a significant advance in
democratizing access to the information.

This system eases public scrutiny and the independent
verification of the voting data and also protects the integrity
of this data against misuse, ensuring that only authorized
users can access the information during the stipulated time.
Implementing temporary credentials allows a balance
between accessibility and the protection of the information,

Arzncion al ‘ [R==] rres
Migrante __rx [

Formulario de solicitud de acceso a

informacion publica en TSE.org.gt
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By providing this level of access, the electoral authorities show a commitment to transparency and accountability,
strengthening trust in the voting system. This approach reflects an understanding that information security and
transparency are complementary goals rather than mutually exclusive ones, and that they can be harmonized through
innovative technological solutions.

mitigating the risk of cyberattacks or the irresponsible dissemination of sensitive data.

This model of controlled access through credentials is a step forward in the evolution of voting information
management practices, marking a commitment to openness, security, and citizen participation. By implementing this
system, the groundwork is laid for greater inclusion of society in the democratic process, ensuring that the voting
information is both an accessible public resource and one that is adequately protected.

Model for Public Administration

Adopting this strategy benefits the voting process and also serves as a model to follow for other areas of public
administration. By showing commitment to openness and accountability, the electoral authorities establish a new
standard of transparency that can inspire other institutions to adopt similar practices, thereby improving public trust
in the government as a whole.

This approach improves the accessibility and management of the voting information and also reinforces the
democratic structure by promoting greater citizen involvement and trust in the voting process and in the institutions
that administer it.
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Recommendations for the Databases of the
Preliminary Results Transmission System

The previous recommendations modernize the Electoral Records from Acta#l through Acta#8. It now fails to
strengthen the system that should receive, publish, relate, measure, and preserve them. TREP should evolve toward a
public infrastructure of electoral traceability, able to link each result with its source document, its digital image, its
unique code, its SHA256 HASH, its metadata, its OCR reading, its human review where appropriate, and its Immutable
Proof Service. Trust in the results requires that each vote be verifiable from the box written on the acta through to the
published database.

The TREP should show the complete life of the electoralresult. The Acta#1, #2, and #3 should remain documented with
image, hash, date, hour, and viewing link. The Acta#4 should operate as the verifiable core of the preliminary result by
polling station. The Acta#6 and #7 should let one follow the municipal consolidation and certification of the Municipal
Electoral Boards, and the Acta#8 should close the chain by showing the district consolidation of the District Electoral
Boards against the preliminary results. In this way the citizenry can verify both the official result and the preliminary
one with complete documentary evidence. Taken together, these recommendations define the minimum fields that the
TREP database should contain for each acta, its identification, its image, its integrity, its reading, its traceability, and
its backup, and the degree to which the system incorporates them is what the indicator proposed at the close of this
introduction measures.

The architecture of the system should reflect the real logic of the voting process, from the polling station through to the
official consolidation. This means modeling with precision the relationship among actas, vote reception boards,
municipal and district boards, election types, political organizations, special votes, signatures, corrections, metadata,
and images; a system that publishes only figures, without this underlying structure, leaves the origin of each result
unverifiable. Its development requires specific experience in electoral processes, beyond software development
alone, and should operate with technical documentation, version control, load testing, independent audit, public logs,
and contingency protocols.

The TSE holds the exclusive responsibility of safeguarding, transmitting, and publishing the information that sustains
trust in the results, and the available technology allows this to be achieved with the resources already in place,
provided the system is designed with electoral rigor, public openness, and a real capacity for audit. Each module
should have its own traceability, image capture, OCR reading, human review, publication, backup, hash generation,
and public consultation documented in verifiable logs, so that the behavior of the system can be reconstructed during
election day, the preliminary transmission, and the later stages of review. The TREP should publish results quickly and,
at the same time, preserve the evidence that let any citizen verify the votes from the source document through to the
final consolidation.
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To measure this evolution objectively, we propose the Electoral Traceability Index, which grades the degree to which
the TREP publishes the evidence that allows auditing it. The index is built on seven components that, in practice, are
verifiable fields that should exist in the TREP database for each acta: image of the acta, document hash, technical
metadata, OCR reading reliability, temporal traceability, relationship among actas, and Immutable Proof Service.

Each of the eight recommendations in this section develops one or several of these components and details, in its
respective table, the concrete fields that the system should incorporate into its database; the index is the measure of
how many of those fields are present and with what quality. Database download accessibility contributes 50% of the
index value and the document hash 26%, since, taken together, they are the components that separate the publication
of figures from the publication of complete evidence.

Component

Downloadable database

Document hash

Published acta image

Technical metadata (EXIF)

OCR reading reliability

Temporal traceability

Relationship among actas
(#4->#6->#7-#8)

Immutable Proof Service
for Al Actas

ELECTORAL TRACEABILITY

Weight 2015 2019 2023
50% N/A N/A v 50%
26% N/A N/A v 26%
4% N/A N/A N/A
4% N/A N/A N/A
4% N/A N/A N/A
4% N/A N/A N/A
4% N/A N/A N/A
4% N/A N/A N/A
100% ® 0% @ 0% ® 76%

This score is measured based on the verifiable information contained in the downloadable databases of the TREP and
SITREP systems, as applicable. The June 2023 database used in this comparison is available today (June 14, 2026) at

https://primeraeleccion.trep.gt/#!/tc1/db/.
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Recommendation 1:

Comprehensive documentary architecture of the TREP

The Preliminary Results Transmission System (TREP) must evolve into a public electoral traceability infrastructure
capable of seamlessly linking every published result back to its source document, digital image, and respective
electoral board, its territory, its election, its hash, its metadata, its OCR reading, and its Immutable Proof Service. Each
number should be able to return to the acta that sustains it, and each acta should be able to be found, downloaded,
verified, and compared by any citizen with intermediate technical knowledge.

The previous recommendations establish the modernization of the Electoral Records from Acta#1 through Acta#8.
TREP should be the system that receives, orders, publishes, and relates those actas within a comprehensive
documentary base. This base should include a master inventory of electoral documents with minimum fields such as
acta number, unique acta code, election type, responsible board, polling station, polling center, municipality,
department, page number, published image, viewing link, publication status, document hash, and link to the
Immutable Proof Service. The report already urges the inclusion of every acta in the TREP and in the Immutable Proof
Service as an essential part of modernizing the voting system.

This architecture should allow one to follow the documentary life of the result from the JRV through to its municipal
and district consolidation. The Acta#1, #2, and #3 should remain documented with image, hash, time of completion,
time of last signature, and public viewing link. The Acta#4 should operate as the verifiable core of the preliminary
result by polling station. The Acta#6 and #7 should show the municipal consolidation and certification work carried
out by the Municipal Electoral Boards. The Acta#8 should show the district consolidation carried out by the District
Electoral Boards and allow comparison of the official result with the published preliminary result. The system should
publish results quickly, and also with sufficient evidence to audit them.

A comprehensive documentary base harnesses what the TSE already has. The polling centers, the data entry
operators, the scanners, the transmission equipment, and the physical actas are enough to publish much more than
an isolated image or a table of results. With a well-designed documentary architecture, the work of the JRV, JEM, and
JED stays preserved, ordered, and available for public verification: the citizenry can follow each result from its origin
through to its final consolidation.
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Table 1: Comprehensive documentary architecture of the TREP

Base maestra
documental

Imageny
visualizacion publica

Relacién entre actas

Identificacion de
juntas

Integridad
documental

Estado de
publicacion

Trazabilidad técnica

112

Qué debe
publicar el TREP

Inventario completo
de actas con nimero
de acta, codigo
unice, eleccion, junta
responsable,
territoric, mesa,
centra de votacion y
pagina.

Enlace directoala
imagen capturada y
enlace a la pagina de
visualizacién dentro
del TREP.

Vinculos entre
Acta#4, Acta#6,
Acta#7 y Acta#ig,
seglin mesa,
municipio, distrito y
eleccian.

JRV, JEM o JED
responsable de cada
documento, con
codigos
estandarizados.

HASH SHA2E6 del
documento, HASH
SHAZ256 de laimagen
y winculo al Respaldo
Inalterable.

Publicada,
pendiente,
reemplazada,
ilegible, validada o en
revision.

Fechay hora de
captura, publicacion,
actualizacion, OCR y
respaldo.

Actas
relacionadas

Actas#l a #8

Actas#l a #8

Actas#d, #0, #7 y #8

Actas#l a #8

Actas#l a#8

Actas#l a#8

Actas#l a #8

Verificacion que

permite

Confirmar qué
documentos existen,
aqgueé eleccion
pertenecen y qué
autoridad electoral
los produjo.

Comparar el dato
publicado contra el
documento visible
que lo sostiene.

Seguir el resultado
desde la mesa hasta
la consolidacion
municipal y distrital.

Identificar qué junta
produjo, consolidd o
certificé cada acta.

Confirmar que el
documenta
publicade coincide
con el documento
respaldado.

Conocer el estado
real de cada
documento dentro
del proceso.

Reconstruir el

recorride digital de
cada documento.
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Resultado
esperado

Ordenar todos los
documentos
electorales dentro de
una estructura
plblica, consultable
y auditable.

Facilitar acceso
ciudadano inmediato
ala evidencia
documental.

Mastrar la vida
completa del
resultado electoral.

Fortalecer la cadena
institucional de
responsabilidad.

Proteger las actas
contra pérdida,
secuestro,
sustitucion o
alteracion.

Evitar vacios de
informacion y
facilitar auditoria
posterior.

Convertir el TREP en
una infraestructura
verificable de
extremo a extremo.
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Recommendation 2:

Minimum registration of Acta#1, #2, and #3 within the TREP

The TREP should incorporate the Acta#1, #2, and #3 as basic documentary evidence of the functioning of each Vote
Reception Board. These actas form part of the voting system and their existence should remain registered, dated,
backed up, and available for public consultation. Their incorporation into the TREP allows documenting the start and
administrative development of the polling station, preserving the work of the JRV, and easing later verification without
unnecessarily opening the electoral boxes.

The first three actas remain inside the boxes of each polling station. Before sealing them, the JRV volunteers, in the
presence of the party poll watchers, can take a photograph through a mobile application or bring them to the TREP
data entry operator to use the scanner available at the polling center. With this practice, the TREP obtains a digital
copy of the Acta#l, #2, and #3, expanding public access to documents that historically stay outside citizen
consultation.

The registration of these actas should focus on documentary and traceability fields, rather than on the extraction of
results. For each Acta#1, #2, and #3 it is enough to preserve its identification, its image, its cryptographic integrity, its
temporality, and its public availability; the detail of fields is specified in Table 2. The purpose is to confirm that the
document exists, that it corresponds to a concrete polling station, that it was captured at a verifiable moment, and that
its published image matches the Immutable Proof Service.

With a timely photograph or scan, the TSE preserves documents that are born from citizen work and that historically
stayed outside public consultation. The TREP should show the voting result and also the documentary evidence that
accompanies the work of the JRV, from the start of the day through to the closing of the polling station.

If the TSE adopts the recommendation to incorporate the Acta#1 into the TREP, this
document can concentrate, from the opening of the polling station, the identification of
the members of the Vote Reception Board and the accredited poll watchers, including
their names, signatures, and DPI numbers. Consequently, the spaces currently used to
record this data on each of the Acta#4 could be removed, avoiding their unnecessary
repetition and reducing the exposure of personal information in documents published
online. This modification would free a considerable amount of space within the Acta#4,
which could go toward expanding the areas for results, observations, corrections,
signatures, and other fields useful for improving completion, legibility, and processing
through OCR. In this way, the Acta#1 would fully take on its function of identifying those
who participate in the opening and oversight of the polling station, while the Acta#4
would stay focused on documenting the closing and the scrutiny results with greater
clarity and efficiency.
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Table 2: Minimum registration of Acta#1, #2, and #3 within the TREP

Identificacion
documental

Imagen del acta

Integridad del
archivo

Tiempo documental

Legibilidad basica

Estado de
publicacion

114

Qué debe
publicar el TREP

Cadigo Unico de acta,
nimero de acta, IRV,
mesa, centro de
votacion, municipio y
departamento.

Enlace directoala
captura de imagen y
enlace de
visualizacion dentro
del TREP.

HASH SHAZ56 de la
imagen, HASH
SHA256 del
documento cuando
aplique y vinculo al
Respaldo Inalterable.

Fechay hora de
realizacidn, fecha y
hora de ultima firma,
fechay hora de
capturay fechay
hora de publicacidn.

Porcentaje de
confiabilidad OCR
del documento,
estado de legibilidad
y lectura humana
cuando aplique.

Publicada,
pendiente, ilegible,
reemplazada,
validada nen
revisidn.

Actas

relacionadas

Actas#l, #2 y #3

Actas#l, #2 y #3

Actas#l, #2 y #3

Actas#l, #2 v #3

Actas#l, #2 v #3

Actas#l, #2 y #3

Verificacién que
permite

Confirmar aqué
mesa y territorio
corresponde cada
documento.

Consultar el
documento sin abrir
cajas electorales ni
depender de
solicitudes
posteriores.

Confirmar que la
imagen publicada
coincide con la
imagen respaldada.

Reconstruir cuando
fue producida,
firmada, capturaday
publicada cada acta.

Saber si laimagen
puede leerse
correctamente y si
requirio intervencion
humana.

Identificar
documentos
faltantes,
defectuosos o
pendientes de
validacidn.
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Resultado
esperado

Incorporar las
primeras actas al
archivo publico del
proceso electoral.

Facilitar acceso
plblico a
documentos que
normalmente
quedan fuera de
consulta inmediata.

FPreservar la
autenticidad
documental de las
primeras actas.

Fortalecer la
trazabilidad temporal
del trabajo de las
JRV.

Medir la calidad
documental sin
extraer informacion
innecesaria.

Evitar vacios de
informacidon en la
documentacion
inicial de la mesa.
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Recommendation 3:

Acta#4 as the verifiable core of the preliminary result

The Acta#4 is the verifiable core of the Preliminary Results Transmission System. Each published number should be
able to return to its box of origin, to its digital image, to its Vote Reception Board, to its signing poll watchers, to its time
of last signature, to its OCR reading, to its human review where appropriate, to its SHA256 HASH, and to its Immutable
Proof Service. The preliminary result is trustworthy to the degree that the citizenry can confirm that the published
votes match the numbers written and signed at each polling station. The Acta#4 of the Vote Reception Boards are the
base document of the preliminary result: on them are recorded the votes by political organization, the special votes,
the ballots received, the ballots unused, the challenges, the observations, the strikeouts, the signatures of the JRV
members, and the signatures of the party poll watchers. The TREP should publish this information as structured data,
always linked with the image of the acta that gave rise to it, and each vote cell should have a clear relationship among
OCR value, human reviewed value where it applies, final published value, coordinates within the image, reliability
percentage, and validation status. For each Acta#4 the TREP should publish a complete documentary record, whose
fields are detailed in Table 3, always linked to the source image; the gap between transmitting images and offering a
truly verifiable reading is what feeds public distrust.

The TREP should also structure the Acta#4 results through standardized codes for political organization and vote type.
The valid votes, null votes, blank votes, invalid votes, challenges, ballots received, ballots unused, and totals should be
published as identifiable, auditable, and downloadable fields, which allows each acta to be reconciled automatically,
arithmetic inconsistencies to be detected, specific cells to be compared, and review to be prioritized when the OCR,
the image, or the strikeouts indicate a risk of error. The signatures and observations should also form part of the
verifiability of the TREP: the system should record how many JRV members signed, which political organizations
appear signing through their party poll watchers, whether observations exist, whether challenges exist, and whether
there are strikeouts or corrections.

The Acta#4 should have OCR reading by document and by cell. Each field read should publish its reliability percentage,
the OCR engine used, the approval threshold, the value detected automatically, the value confirmed by a human when
there is manual intervention, and the final value used by the TREP. This measure allows auditing the reading quality of
the system and distinguishing among data read automatically, data validated by human review, and data pending
review;, the citizenry should be able to verify the result and also the technical quality of the reading that produced it.

Note on the Acta#5

As for the Acta#b, the recommendation to remove it and replace it with verifiable digital versions of the Acta#4 is
developed inthe Recommendations for the Electoral Records section of this report. For the purposes of the TREP, those
digital captures should be registered as certifying versions linked to the Acta#4, with image, SHA256 HASH, metadata,
capture actor, date and hour of capture, political organization where it applies, comparison against the main image,
and validation status, preserving the oversight function of the Acta#5 within the system.
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Table 3: Acta#4 as the verifiable core of the preliminary result

Resultado por
celda

Totales y
cuadre
aritmetico

Imagen e
identificacién
documental

Firmasy
consenso
electoral

Observaciones,
impugnaciones
y testados

OCR y revision
humana

Integridad y
respaldo

Capturas
certificantes
del Acta#d

116

Qué debe publicar el
TREP

Organizacion politica, tipo de
voto, valor OCR, valor
validado, valor final
publicado y coordenadas de
la casilla dentro de la imagen.

Votos vélidos, votos nulos,
votos en blanco, votos
invdlidos, impugnaciones,
papeletas recibidas,
papeletas no usadas y total
general.

Cddigo Unico de acta,
eleccion, pagina, JRV, mesa,
centro de votacién,
municipio, departamento,
imagen y visualizacion
publica.

Firmas de miembros de JRV,
fiscales firmantes,
organizaciones politicas
presentes y estado de firma.

Observaciones,
impugnaciones, correcciones,
testados y campos
“omitase/léase” cuando
existan.

Porcentaje de canfiabilidad
OCR por documento, seccion
y celda; lectura humana
requerida, motivo y valor final
validado.

HASH SHAZ256 de imagen,
HASH SHAZ256 del
documento, metadatos,
fecha/hora de Gltima firma,
captura, publicacidon y
Respaldo Inalterable.

Capturas digitales vinculadas
al Acta#4, con imagen, hash,
actor de captura, fecha/hora,
metadatos y estado de
validacion.

Actas
relacionadas

Verificacién que
permite

Confirmar que cada
numero publicado
corresponde a una
casilla especifica del
acta.

Actasd

Revisar si los totales
del acta cuadran
matematicamente.

Acta#d

Localizar el acta

exacta que sostiene
cada resultado

publicado.

Acta#d

Confirmar qué actores
firmaron la aceptacion
de los resultados
escritos en mesa.

Acta#4d

Identificar
correcciones
legitimas, disputas o
informacién relevante
de la mesa.

Acta#d

Auditar la calidad de
lectura de cada dato
publicado.

Acta##d

Confirmar que el acta
publicada coincide
con laimagen
respaldaday
preservada.

Acta#d

Acta#d /
sustitucion
funcional del
Acta#h

Comparar versiones
digitales certificantes
contra la imagen
principal del Acta#4.
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Resultado esperado

Vincular cada voto
preliminar con su fuente
documental exacta.

Detectar errores,
inconsistencias o actas
gue requieren revision.

Facilitar auditoria
ciudadana por mesa,
eleccidn y territorio.

Fortalecer el valor del
Acta#4 como documento
de consenso ciudadano y
politico.

Evitar que las
correcciones queden
ocultas o sin estructura
verificable.

Publicar resultados junto
con la confiabilidad

técnica gue los produjo.

Proteger la evidencia
principal del resultado
preliminar.

Conservar la funcién
fiscalizadora del Acta#b
sin duplicar su
recomendacion
documental.
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Recommendation 4:

Municipal tracking of results through Acta#6 and Acta#7 of the JEM

The TREP should incorporate the municipal tracking of results through the structured publication of the Acta#6 and
Acta#7 produced by the Municipal Electoral Boards, JEM. The preliminary result published from the Acta#4 gains
greater force when it can be followed through to its municipal surmn, its corresponding certification, and its later transfer
to the district stage, allowing the citizenry to verify how the votes signed at each polling station become consolidated
municipal results. The Acta#6, legally known as “document #6, Municipal Scrutiny Summary,” contains the municipal
sum of every Acta#4 from each election in each municipality and is produced by the JEM for the Scrutiny Review
Hearings called by the JED. These documents should be within the TREP because they allow reconciling the
preliminary results published by polling stations with the municipal sums that feed the official result; their absence
weakens oversight, makes independent comparison harder, and feeds the perception that the municipal stage
happens beyond citizen reach.

The TREP should publish each Acta#6 with its complete documentary record, detailed in Table 4, and with the
municipal results structured by political organization and by vote type, according to the breakdown defined for the
Acta#4, including the OCR reading reliability, the record of human review where appropriate, and the link to the
Immutable Proof Service. The municipal database should relate each Acta#6 with the Acta#4 that gave rise to it: for
each municipality and election, the system should indicate how many JRV were included, how many were expected,
which Acta#4 make up the sum, which actas present inconsistencies, which required manual review, and what the
exact difference is between the sum of published Acta#4 and the municipal total recorded on the Acta#6. This
relationship turns the TREP into a reconciliation and tracking tool, rather than only a showcase of preliminary results.

The Acta#7, known as municipal results certifications, should also be incorporated into the TREP and stay linked to
their corresponding Acta#6. The JEM produce these certifications and deliver them to the JED; therefore, the TREP
should show each Acta#6 accompanied by its Acta#7, allowing any citizen, poll watcher, political organization, or
independent auditor to confirm that the municipal sum was certified by the competent board. The report already
recommends including a digital photograph of these documents through a mobile application or through a TREP data
entry operator assigned to the scrutiny hearings. Each Acta#7 should be published with its complete documentary
record, according to Table 4, including the signatures of the JEM members and of the poll watchers when they appear,
the observations, the validation status, and the Immutable Proof Service; the system should indicate whether the
certified result matches the one consolidated on the Acta#6 and point out clearly any difference detected.

This municipal tracking lets the TREP accompany the complete journey of the result: polling station, municipality, and
district. The JRV produce the Acta#4, the JEM consolidate through the Acta#6 and certify through the Acta#7.
Publishing this relationship strengthens the electoral boards, eases later oversight, and lets the review hearings rely
on documents that are accessible, verifiable, and backed up.
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Table 4: Municipal tracking through Acta#6 and Acta#7 of the JEM

Elemento | Qué debe publicar el TREP | A5 Yerkiacion que B || Hesida

relacionadas | permite esperado

Sumatoria municipal por Confirmar cémo se s
: S i : Hacer visible la etapa
eleccién, organizacidn politica, consolidaron los -
Acta#6 B i municipal del
By tipo de voto, municipio, Acta#6 resultados de las
municipal proceso de
departamento y JEM Actas#4 dentro de
T resultados.
responsable, cada municipio.
Listado de Actas#4 utilizadas en , . :
la surmatoria municioal. mesas Revisar si lasumatoria =~ Cuadrar los
Actas#4 3 e . Acta#d y municipal utiliza el resultados
esperadas, mesas incluidas y : i
incluldas 1 Actat#té universo correcto de municipales contra
actas pendientes o
S : mesas. las actas de mesa.
inconsistentes.
Totales municipales por partido, ; :
i P iy Comparar los totales Detectar diferencias,
Resultado votos vilidos, nulos, blancos, L .
: ; : 5 municipales contra la omisiones o
municipal invdlidos, impugnaciones, Acta#6 : : :
: s suma de resultados inconsistencias
consolidado papeletas recibidas, papeletas no ; :
por mesa. aritméticas.
usadas y total general.
Imagen, datos estructurados y Confirmar que la Vincular la
Acta#f7 enlace de visualizacidn de la sumatoria municipal consolidacién
: T i i Acta#? i) =
certificante certificacion municipal emitida fue certificada por la municipal con su
por la JEM. junta competente. certificacion oficial.
Caodigo de JEM, municipio Identificar qué Junta
& % P'% que - Fortalecer la cadena
JEM departamento, integrantes Acta#6 y Electoral Municipal et Gcenil de
responsable firmantes, fecha y hora de ultima Acta#t? produjo y certificd el .
- responsabilidad.
firma. resultado.
Verificarsi la .
: 5 ; piis Mostrar con claridad
Cuadre entre Indicador de coincidencia, certificacion s » 2
: : Acta#Gy S s cualquier diferencia
Acta#6 y diferencia detectada, estado de municipal coincide
\ . ; Acta#? . entre resumeny
Acta#t7 validacién y observaciones. con lasumatoria : ;
e certificacion.
municipal.
OCRy Porcentaje de confiabilidad OCR, Auditar la calidad de Publicar datos
revision campos revisados manualmente, Acta#B6 y lectura de los municipales con
motivo de revision y valor final Acta#7 resultados trazabilidad de
humana : i . g
validado. municipales. lectura y validacidn.
2 Confirmar gue los Preservar la
HASH SHA256 de imagen, HASH a : ;
documentos evidencia
Integridad y SHA256 del documento, Acta#6 y o
. municipales decumental de la
respaldo metadatos, timestamp y Acta#7 : T cogioas
publicados coinciden consolidacion
Respaldo Inalterable. .
con los respaldados. municipal.
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Recommendation 5;

District tracking of results through Acta#8 of the JED

The TREP should incorporate the district tracking of results through the structured publication of the Acta#8 produced
by the District Electoral Boards (JED). The preliminary result reaches its greatest public usefulness when it can be
compared with the official district result, showing clearly how the data signed at the polling stations, consolidated by
the JEM and certified municipally, reaches the final stage of seat assignment, allowing the citizenry to follow the
complete journey of the vote from the Acta#4 through to the Acta#8. The Acta#8 is legally known as “document #8,
District Scrutiny Summary” and is the product of the Scrutiny Review Hearings of the JED upon receiving the
documents #6 and #7 from the JEM that make up their districts. These documents should be added to the TREP to let
all citizens verify that the municipal and district sums correspond to the data presented in the Acta#4 published by the
system.

Each Acta#8 should be published with its complete documentary record, detailed in Table 5, including the date and
hour of opening, closing, and last signature where they apply, which allows verifying the existence, the integrity, the
temporality, and the institutional source of each official district result. The database should structure the content of
the Acta#8 by election, district, political organization, and vote type, according to the breakdown defined for the
Acta#4, indicating for each record the total district result, the municipalities included, the Acta#6 received, the Acta#7
linked, the totals, and any relevant observation. This structure allows comparing the official district result with the
municipal sums and with the preliminary base published from the Acta#4.

The system should also publish reconciliation indicators among Acta#8, Acta#6, Acta#7, and preliminary results of
the TREP. For each election and district, it should show whether the official results match the municipal sums, whether
the Acta#6 included correspond to the expected universe, whether a difference against the preliminary results exists,
what the exact magnitude of that difference is, and whether that difference alters the assignment of seats. The report
uses precisely the comparison between Acta#8 and preliminary transmission systems as an indicator of the health of
the electoral process, measuring differences in votes, seats, and elections. In this way, the Acta#8 becomes the public
closing point between preliminary result and official result: when a municipal, district, or national election shows a
difference between TREP and Acta#8, the system should allow reaching immediately the documents that explain that
difference, the polling station Acta#4, the municipal sum Acta#6, the municipal certification Acta#7, and the district
consolidation Acta#8, reducing speculation, easing technical oversight, and allowing one to distinguish data entry
errors, legitimate corrections, scrutiny reviews, and differences with impact on assigned seats.

The structured publication of the Acta#8 strengthens the legitimacy of the official results. TREP should serve also as a
comparison tool between the preliminary and the official, allowing citizens, poll watchers, political organizations,
universities, media, and independent auditors to review the data free from reliance on later public information access
requests.
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Table 5: District tracking through Acta#8 of the JED

Actas
relacionadas

Verificacién que
permite

Qué debe publicar el TREP

Resultado esperado

Confirmar como se
consolidaron

Resultadao oficial distrital por

eleccién, arganizacidn politica, Hacer visible la etapa

:;T::i:l tipo de voto, Acta#8 oficialmente los final de consolidacién
distrito/departamento y JED resultados a nivel del procesao electoral.
responsable. distrital.

Codigo de JED, distrito o Identificar que Junta
; S Fortalecer la cadena

JED departamento, integrantes Electoral Distrital sy
) Acta#8 : . institucional de

responsable firmantes, fecha y hora de produjo y firmoé el e

. i : : responsabilidad.
apertura, cierre y Ultima firma. resultado oficial.
Listado de Actas#6 y Actas#7 Revisar si el resultado Z i
s e . I i Cuadrar la consolidacién
- recibidas, municipics incluidos, distrital utiliza el i

Relacion con muRleiblos sossradas Actas#6, #7y S S ———— distrital contra la

Actas#6 y #7 p P ] y #8 R documentacion
documentos pendientes o municipios y -

p - SR municipal.
inconsistentes. certificaciones.

] ] Medir diferencias en
Diferencia entre resultado - . ,

Comparacion e R o volos entre Identificar discrepancias
oficial distrital y resultado

contra TREP i / Actas#4d y #8 resultados relevantes entre TREP y
preliminar publicado desde S .

preliminar preliminares y resultado oficial.
Actas#4. s

oficiales.
Indicador de cargos en disputa, Determinar si una w o ety
¢ : ; ; 1 B Priorizar revision técnica
Impacto en magnitud de diferencia y efecto diferencia modificao .
e R Acta#8 : i en elecciones con
adjudicacion sobre adjudicacion cuando amenaza laasignacion
: impacto real.
aplique. de cargos.
Consultar el Facilit
Imageny Enlace directo a la imagen del documento oficial ?C! far acces?
% PR y ——_—_ . ciudadano al cierre
visualizacion Acta#8 y enlace de visualizacion ~ Acta#8 que sostiene la
. . documental del
plblica dentro del TREP. consolidacion
R resultado.
distrital.
Porcentaje de confiabilidad Auditar la calidad de g
L ; Publicar resultados

OCRyrevision  OCR, campos revisados lectura de los L -

: Acta#8 oficiales con trazabilidad

humana manualmente, motivo de resultados oficiales .

i ; ; P de lectura y validacidn.
revisidn y valor final validado. distritales.
HASH SHA256 de imagen, HASH - : :
Confirmar que el Preservar la evidencia
. SHA256 del documento, P

Integridad y 7 documento distrital documental que conecta
metadatos, timestamp, estado Acta#8 i o o

respaldo publicado ceincide el resultado preliminar

de publicacion y Respaldo

Inalterable. con el oficial.

con el respaldado.
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Recommendation 6:

Metadata, HASH, TIMESTAMP, and Immutable Proof Service

The TREP should publish each electoral document with technical evidence sufficient to verify its integrity, origin,
temporality, and permanence. Each acta, image, capture, database, and published version should have SHA256
HASH, available metadata, date and hour of capture, date and hour of publication, version control, and link to the
Immutable Proof Service. Public trust requires that each document be verifiable as the same document that was
captured, published, and preserved by the system.

The digital files contain crucial information for the technical analysis of the actas: SHA256 HASH, EXIF data, creation
date, modification date, and other metadata that allow reconstructing the digital life of the document. It is worth
distinguishing the origin and the evidentiary value of each timestamp. The date and hour of capture or of receipt are
metadata of the device or the server, useful yet not cryptographically committed; by contrast, anchoring a hash on a
blockchain does not fix the exact instant of creation, but rather proves that the document existed at the latest by the
moment of anchoring, that is, it establishes an upper bound of time verifiable by anyone. This information can be lost
during compression processes, so it should be preserved within a verifiable and immutable structure.

The TREP should preserve and publish, for each acta image, the available metadata of the original file: date and hour
of capture, device model when it exists, resolution, DPI, dimensions in pixels, file weight, format, color profile,
presence of geolocation where appropriate, EXIF date and hour with its recorded time zone and its equivalent
normalized to UTC, and any later transformation carried out by the system. This information allows detecting
degraded images, compressed captures, file alterations, version changes, time offsets, and publication errors.

When the capture of the acta is done through a device with active geolocation, the TREP should record the geographic
coordinates of the moment of capture. This data allows contrasting the place where the acta was digitized against the
recorded location of the corresponding polling center, so that a significant discrepancy can be flagged for review. The
coordinate is an optional field by nature: not every device generates it, and it will sometimes be unavailable, so it
should be able to stay blank when it does not exist, without its absence forming by itself a sign of irregularity. Its
forensic usefulness appears in cases where the coordinate is indeed present and does not match the expected
location, a situation that justifies an additional verification.

Each electoral document should have a SHA256 HASH of the original image, a SHA256 HASH of the published image,
a SHA256 HASH of the consolidated document when it exists, and a SHA256 HASH of the preserved metadata. The
TREP should show these values publicly, downloadable, and linked to the unique acta code. In this way, any citizen,
poll watcher, auditor, university, media outlet, or political organization will be able to confirm that the downloaded
image corresponds exactly with the image backed up and published by the TSE.

The Immutable Proof Service should apply to every electoral record and to its related bases. The system should record
the zeroing of the database, the partial publications during transmission, the updates carried out, the justified
corrections, the finalbase, and the associated electoral documents. Each stage should have date, hour, HASH, version,
technical lead of the process, and public verification link. The report recommends preserving and extending the
Immutable Proof Service to every Electoral Record, digitizing and backing up every acta as soon as they are created
and protecting both the zeroing and the final base of the system.

TREP should also publish technical logs of documentary transformation. When an image is received, cropped,
compressed, converted in format, optimized for viewing, processed by OCR, or replaced by a corrected version, the
system should record that operation in a log linked to the acta. This log should indicate the prior version, the new
version, the HASH of both, the date and hour of the change, the technical reason, and the validation status. Traceability
strengthens the audit because it shows the journey of the file, rather than only its final version.
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The TREP administers critical electoral evidence and should operate with integrity controls comparable to those of
financial systems, public records, and high value historical archives. The quick publication of results should be
accompanied by mechanisms that allow proving the authenticity of each file at any later moment.

The TSE already generates, receives, and publishes digital files; the next step is to preserve its integrity proofs from
the very first moment. Each acta should live within the TREP with its image, its metadata, its cryptographic fingerprint,
and its verifiable backup, so that the citizenry can confirm that the published documents are complete, locative,
comparable, and permanent.
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Table 6: Metadata, HASH, TIMESTAMP, and Immutable Proof Service

HASH
documental

Metadatos
técnicos

TIMESTAMP

Respaldo
Inalterable

Control de
versiones

Bitacorade
transformacion

Geolocalizacion
de captura

Base de datos
respaldada

Alerta de
inconsistencias

Qué debe publicar el TREP

HASH SHAZ256 de la imagen
original, imagen publicada,
documento consolidado y base de
datos relacionada.

EXIF disponible, fecha/hora de
captura, dispositive, resolucidn,
DPI, dimensiones, peso, formato y
perfil de color.

Fecha y hora (en UTC) de captura,
recepcién, procesamiento,
publicacidn, actualizacion y
anclaje, distinguiendo los sellos de
servidor del anclaje en cadena.

Enlace publico de verificacion para
cada acta, imagen, captura, base
parcial, puesta en cero y base final.

Niimero de version, fechafhora de
cambio, HASH anterior, HASH
nuevo y motivo de actualizacion.

Registro de recortes, compresidn,
conversion de formato, OCR,
reemplazos y oplimizacion de
imagen.

Coordenadas GPS del momento de
captura cuando el dispositivo las
registre; campo opcional, en
blanco si no existen.

HASH de puesta en cero, HASH de
bases parciales, HASH de base
final y enlaces de descarga
verificables.

Indicadores de metadatos
faltantes, desfase horario, imagen
degradada, cambio de versidn o
archive sin respaldo.

Actas

relacionadas

Actas#l a #8

Actas#la #8

Actas#l a #8

Actas#la#By
bases TREP

Actas#l a #8

Actas#l a #8

Actas#la #8

Sistema TREP
completo

Actas#l a #8

Verificacién que
permite

Confirmar que el
archive publicado
coincide con el
archiveo capturado y
respaldado.

Analizar la calidad,
origen y
caracteristicas
técnicas de cada
imagen.

Reconstruir la vida
digital de cada acta
dentro del TREP.

Confirmar que
documentos y bases
fueron preservados en
una estructura
verificable.

Identificar reemplazos,
correcciones, nuevas
capturas o cambios de
archivo.

Conocer qué
operaciones técnicas
sufrié cada archivo
antes de su
publicacian.

Contrastar el lugar de
captura contra la
ubicacion del centro
de votacion.

Confirmar gue las
bases publicadas
corresponden a
versiones
preservadas.

Detectar problemas
técnicos que
requieren revisidn.
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Resultado
esperado

Proteger la integridad
de cada decumento
electoral.

Preservar informacidn
forense Util para
auditoria documental.

Fortalecer la
trazabilidad temporal
del proceso electoral.

Garantizar
permanencia,
autenticidad y
disponibilidad publica.

Evitar dudas sobre
modificaciones
legitimas durante la
transmision.

Hacer auditable el
recorrido tecnico de
cada documento.

Detectar capturas
realizadas fuera del
centro esperado, sin
penalizar la ausencia
de GPS.

Proteger la
transmision de
resultados desde su
inicio hasta su cierre.

Priorizar auditoria
sobre documentos
con riesgo de
alteracion, pérdidao
baja calidad.
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Recommendation 7:

OCR, reliability percentage, and human reading

The TREP should publish the reading quality of each processed acta: whether it was read through OCR, what reliability
percentage it obtained, which engine or engines were used, whether it reached the minimum acceptance threshold,
and whether it required human intervention to confirm, correct, or complete the information. Publishing the data
without publishing the quality of the reading that produced it leaves half the story beyond the auditor's reach. The
report already recognizes OCR legibility as a relevant metric of the voting system, measuring the percentage of actas
read with 99% certainty through two distinct OCR engines; this logic should be incorporated directly into the TREP as
part of its public audit base, allowing each acta to show its level of documentary reliability and each relevant field its
individual reliability.

Every published acta should have documentary reading fields, detailed in Table 7, that allow distinguishing four states:
actas read automatically with high confidence, actas reviewed by a person, actas pending validation, and actas that
require a new capture due to low image quality. The traceability of the reading is what turns the OCR percentage into
an auditable figure rather than an opaque one. The Acta#1, #2, and #3 can use this metric at the documentary level: it
is enough to record whether the image was legible, whether the date and hour of completion can be read, whether the
date and hour of last signature were recognized, whether the document passed the OCR threshold, and whether a
person had to intervene to confirm basic information. Their function within the TREP is documentary, temporal, and
forensic; for this reason, the OCR reading should measure existence, legibility, and visual integrity while sparing the
system unnecessary field extraction.

Starting with the Acta#4, the OCR reading should operate by document, by section, and by cell. Each vote result, total,
vote type, party code, observation, strikeout, challenge, signature, and date and hour of last signature should record
OCRvalue, reliability percentage, coordinates within the image, value validated by a human where it applies, and final
value published by the TREP. This structure allows auditing each number from its original box through to the
preliminary database. The Acta#6, #7, and #8 should apply the same principle to their fields of municipal and district
consolidation, recording the OCR reliability of municipal totals, certified results, district results, municipalities
included, related actas, signatures, observations, and closing fields. When a municipal or district sum requires human
review, the system should publish the reason: low image quality, shadow, incomplete crop, cross-out, strikeout,
illegible handwriting, arithmetic discrepancy, difference against related actas, or automatic recognition failure.

Human reading should remain registered as part of the traceability of the data. Each intervention should keep date
and hour, type of review, field reviewed, original OCR value, value confirmed or corrected, validation criterion, and
final state; when multiple human readings exist, the TREP should indicate how many people intervened and whether
there was agreement among them. The system should use OCR to speed up the reading and human review to
strengthen the cases where the image, the handwriting, or the structure of the document demand additional
confirmation. The TSE already receives the digital images of the actas; the next step is to publish the quality with which
those images were read.
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Table 7: OCR, reliability percentage, and human reading

Resultado
esperado

Actas Verificacién que

Qué debe publicar el TREP y
permite

relacionadas

5i el acta fue procesada por Conocer la calidad

ocr OCR, motor utilizado, versidn, de lectura Medir la legibilidad
docaibntal fecha/hora de lecturay Actas#la #8 automatica de cada técnica de las actas
porcentaje general de documento dentro del TREP.
confiabilidad. publicado.
i i Audi
Valor OCR, porcentaje de Confirmar qué tan tclrthlltaf:'—r?:a oty
OCR por campo confiabilidad, coordenadas del Actas#4, #6,#7 confiablefuela ’ =2
E observacion o
o celda campo, seccion del acta y estado  y #8 lectura de cada dato carpo de
de lectura. relevante. . .
consolidacion.
Saber cuando el
Umbral de Porcentaje minimo requerido sistema aceptd una Establecer criterios
bacié para aceptar una lectura Actas#la#8 lectura OCR y pliblicos de calidad y
aprobacion automadtica sin revisidn humana. cudndo laenvid a validacion.
revisidén.
Identificar o L
Faciarm i Indicadar de revisién manual, documentos o Z;Lc;r;zcaornrz\zi:on =
motivo de revision y campos Actas#la#8 campos que R . ;
requerida afectados. necesitaron legibilidad o riesgo
confirmacion de error.
humana.
Fecha/hora de revision, cantidad Confirmar que la Foriaipearia Fal{dad
: £ del dato publicado
Lectura humana de lecturas humanas, intervencion humana .
= P . ; Actas#la#8 : sin ocultar el
realizada coincidencia entre revisores y fue registrada y proceso de
estado final. trazable. . .
validacion.
Publicar datos con
Valor OCR, valor humano Comparar la lectura o
Valor final o . ActasH#4, #6, #7 p L trazabilidad entre
ublicado cuando apligue y valor final 4 automatica contra la e I ctta
P utilizado por el TREP. y validacion final. £€N, y
resultado.
Baja calidad de imagen, sombra,
recorte incompleto, testado Entender por qué un Transparentar el
otivo de s ato reguirid ratamiento de actas
Motived tachon, letra ilegible, Actas#la #8 dat trat to de act
revisién i ia ari i intervencion humana ificiles o campos
isié| discrepancia aritmética o t onh diffcil
difereticia contraactas 0 nueva captura, problematicos.
relacionadas.
. Publi ltad
OCR aprobado, validado por Conocer el estado : HDteArTes é 0%
. . junto con la calidad
Estado de humana, corregido, discrepante, real de lectura y s
D G : 3 Actas#la #5 Pt verificable del
validacion ilegible, pendiente o requiere validacidn de cada

nueva captura.

documento.
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Recommendation 8:

Open, downloadable, and auditable publication of TREP data

TREP should publish its databases in formats that are open, downloadable, documented, and verifiable by third
parties. The transmission of preliminary results reaches its true democratic value when the citizenry can download
the data, compare it against the images of the actas, review its changes over time, confirm its hashes, and audit each
result with their own tools, so that any citizen, poll watcher, political organization, university, media outlet, or
independent observer can verify every vote with modest technical resources. The publication should include the
zeroing base, the partial bases, the final base, the history of updates, the modification logs, the data dictionaries, and
the backup links. The report already contemplates the real time publication of the bases of the preliminary results
tfransmission system as an evaluation metric, along with the Immutable Proof Service of the zeroing and of the final
base.

The data should be published in reusable formats such as CSV, JSON, XLSX and, where appropriate, through a
documented public API. Each file should include date and hour of generation, version number, SHA256 HASH,
description of the content, column structure, code catalog, related documentary source, and link to the Immutable
Proof Service. The openness should cover both the results and the evidence that sustains them: the downloadable
bases should allow relating each datum with its source Acta#4, its image, its cell, its OCR reading, its human review
where it applies, its municipal Acta#6, its municipal certification Acta#7, and its district Acta#8. The electoral datum
should travel accompanied by its identifiers, its documentary traceability, its reading quality, and its integrity proof.

Openness should be reconciled with the protection of personal information. TREP publishes documents that contain
signatures and names of polling station members and poll watchers; for this reason, the downloadable base should
distinguish which fields are of electoral result, public by nature, and which fields form personal data subject to
responsible handling. The image of the acta preserves the evidence of the signatures for verification purposes, while
the structured data should stay limited to what is needed to audit the result. The system should also keep an accessible
change history: each update, correction, image replacement, new OCR reading, human intervention, or state change
should be recorded with date, hour, prior version, new version, reason, prior hash, new hash, and technical lead,
allowing the behavior of the TREP during election night and the following days to be reconstructed.

The TSE should replace the isolated delivery of physical files or discs with a modern system of public cloud
consultation, substituting the CD type discs with an interactive consultation for the Public Information Access Office
that allows searches by election, department, municipality, polling center, polling station, board, acta code, party, vote
type, validation status, difference detected, hash, and publication date. This infrastructure should support high
demand, mass downloads, simultaneous queries, historical preservation, version control, and independent audit.
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Table 8: Open, downloadable, and auditable publication of TREP data

Elemento

Base de
puesta en
cero

Bases
parciales en
tiempo real

Base final

Formatos
abiertos

Diccionario
de datos

Relacién
dato-
documento

Historial de
cambios

Consulta
publica en
nube

Qué debe publicar el TREP

Archivo descargable con la base
inicial vacia, fecha/hora de
generacidn, HASH SHA256 y
Respaldo Inalterable.

Versiones periddicas de la base
durante la transmision, con
fecha/hora, numero de version,
HASH y enlaces de descarga.

Base completa al cierre del
procesa, con HASH SHA256,
timestamp, diccionario de datos y
Respaldo Inalterable.

Descargas en CSV, JSON, XLSX y
APl publica documentada.

Definicion de columnas, catalogos,
codigos de acta, cddigos de
partido, tipos de voto, estados y
relaciones entre tablas.

Vinculo entre cada resultado, su
acta, imagen, celda, OCR, revision
humana, hash y respaldo.

Versiones anteriores, versiones
nuevas, fecha/hora, motivo de
cambio, HASH anterior, HASH
nuevo y responsable técnico.

Buscador por eleccion,

departamento, municipio, centro,
mesa, junta, acta, partido, tipo de
voto, hash y estado de validacidn.

Actas
relacionad
as

Sistema
TREP
completo

Sistema
TREP
completo

Sistema
TREP
completo

Actas#la

#8 y bases
TREP

Actas#la
#8

Actas#d, #6,
#7y#8

Sistema
TREP
completo

Actas#la
#8

Verificacién que
permite

Confirmar gue el
sistema inicid sin
registros cargados
previamente.

Revisar como
evolucionaran los
resultados durante la
jornada y la noche
electoral.

Comparar la version
final contra las
versiones parciales y
contra las actas
publicadas.

Utilizar los datos en
hojas de calculo,
sistemas de auditoria,
observatorios y
herramientas
ciudadanas.

Comprender
correctamente cada
campo publicado por el
sistema.

Seguir cada dato desde
la base publica hasta su
dacumento de origen.

Reconstruir
correcciones,
reemplazos, nuevas
lecturasy
actualizaciones.

Encontrar documentos
y datos sin depender
de discos, oficios o
solicitudes posteriores.

Report.DigitalWitness.io

Resultado
esperado

Fortalecer la confianza
desde el inicio de la
transmision.

Permitir auditoria
continua, no
solamente revisidn
posterior.

Preservar el cierre
oficial de la
transmisidn preliminar,

Facilitar verificacion

independiente con
recursos modestos.

Evitar ambiguedad y
facilitar auditorfas
técnicas
reproducibles.

Publicar resultados
acompatiados de la
evidencia que los
sostiene.

Transparentar el
comportamiento del
sistema durante todo
el proceso.

Convertir el TREP en
una herramienta
publica de fiscalizacion
permanente.
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CONCLUSIONS OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS

In the context of a digital era in constant evolution, adaptability and innovation in the voting systems have become inescapable
imperatives for guaranteeing integrity, transparency, and effectiveness of the democratic process. Public trust in the voting system
is the cornerstone of democracy, and its strengthening through the modernization of the electoral records is fundamental to
faithfully reflecting the will of the people, thereby ensuring the democratic legitimacy and stability of our nation.

This series of recommendations arises from an exhaustive analysis of the current voting processes, identifying key areas for
improvement that span from the digitization of processes through the maintenance of manual procedures in specific contexts. This
balance seeks to achieve more with less, strengthening the existing strengths and virtues while removing unnecessary
weaknesses.

1.

[

@

Redesign and Digitization

The proposed redesign of every acta, from the Opening Record (Acta#1) through the District Scrutiny Summary (Acta#8),
reflects a deep commitment to the continuous improvement of the voting system. Incorporating advanced technologies, such
as Optical Character Recognition (OCR) and QR codes, improves the legibility and standardization of the naming conventions
and also eases the verification and access to the voting data. This comprehensive transformation promotes greater efficiency
in consolidating results, reducing human errors significantly and speeding up data processing.

Maintenance of Manual Processes in Acta#4 and #7:

The recommendation to implement digital completion in the municipal and departmental scrutinies of the Acta#6 and Acta#8,
while continuing the manual completion of actas for the Acta#4 and Acta#7, underscores the importance of preserving
traditional elements that bring legal value and authenticity to the voting process. In parallel, the inclusion of every Electoral
Record in the TREP and in the Immutable Proof Service, together with the preservation of EXIF data and the implementation
of public access systems, are fundamental steps toward guaranteeing transparency and enabling the independent
verification of the voting results.

Public Access and Transparency:

The complete and timely publication of every Electoral Record, database, and backup document is essential to the
transparency of the system. This information should be offered in formats that are open, downloadable, and verifiable, with
stable links, metadata, hash, and timestamps. In this way, citizens, poll watchers, political organizations, and specialists will
be able to carry out independent verifications, detect errors, and strengthen public trust through accessible evidence.

Modernization and Access to Information

The modernization of the Public Information Access Office and the creation of a system of users with credentials for
downloading data represent significant advances in promoting transparency. Today, obtaining public access information is
an archaic process of much difficulty and poor results that represents high costs for the TSE. A digital access system promises
to save costs while increasing control of the information and promoting civic participation.

Digit ness

Verify every vote
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GLOSSARY

Acta#4: document #4, JRV Final Record of Closing and Scrutiny of the Vote Reception Board (JRV). Composed of 5 pages in
the general elections and of 1 page for the presidential runoff. It contains the totalization of the votes cast for each political
organization, along with the null, blank, and invalid ones at each polling station and the challenges made by the party poll
watchers. Carbon paper technology produces 1 original (white), 1 duplicate (yellow), and 1 triplicate (light blue).

JRV: Vote Reception Boards, also known as the polling station volunteers or simply as the “Polling Stations.” Composed of 3
members at minimum (President, Secretary, and Voting Member) and 2 optional ones (Bailiff and Alternate). In 2023 there
are a total of 24,585 nationwide and in the United States, made up of approximately 122,925 citizens without political
affiliation registered with the TSE.

JEM: Municipal Electoral Boards. In 2023 there were 339, corresponding to the 340 municipalities of Guatemala at that
moment, except for the municipality of Guatemala. Composed of 3 members: President, Secretary, and Voting Member.

JED: Departmental Electoral Boards. Sometimes confused with “District Electoral Boards.” There are 24, corresponding to
22 departments of Guatemala, the Central District as a twenty-third, and a twenty-fourth corresponding to the overseas vote.
Composed of 3 members each: President, Secretary, and Voting Member.

JEDC: Central District Electoral Board. Corresponds to the municipality of Guatemala, the only one that plays the role of
both JEM and JED and shows exceptional behavior. Technically it is “Electoral District” number 23, being the only
municipality that behaves like the other 22 departments in some cases and like a municipality in others.

TSE: Supreme Electoral Tribunal. Composed of 5 titular magistrates and 5 alternate magistrates elected by the Congress of
Guatemala to serve 5-year terms. Because the general elections happen every 4 years, most of them handle only 1 electoral
event during their term.

TREP: Preliminary Results Transmission. New term used in Guatemala starting in 2023 to refer to the website that publishes
voting results on election day. It is found on the internet at the URL: https://TREP.gt/

SITREP: Preliminary Results Transmission System. Term used in Guatemala to refer to the website that published voting
results on election day up through 2019. It changes to TREP after the public collapse that occurred in 2019 and that led to the
first criminal accusations against the TSE in the history of Guatemala by the electoral crime prosecutor of the Public
Prosecutor's Office. Its URL was (https://resultados2019.tse.org.gt/201901/) but it was disabled in 2023.

OCR: Optical Character Recognition. Technology for the rapid reading of written or printed information.

CAME: Electoral Update and Modernization Commission of the TSE. Created from the 2019 electoral reforms to the LEPP, in
force starting with the 2019 elections. To be held within a maximum of 6 months after the closing of each electoral event.
Carried out from December 2019 to March 2020 and from January 2024 to March 2024.

LEPP - Electoral and Political Parties Law. Approved by the Congress of Guatemala in 1985 through decree 1-1985 and later
reformed in 2016 through decree 26-2016. Available at the URL: https://www.tse.org.gt/images/LEPP.pdf
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COMPARATIVE COLOR CODES

The Color Code (traffic light system) used in the DigitalWitness audit for reconciling voting data rests on
specific criteria designed to evaluate the precision and coherence of the voting results. This system
classifies the results into three colors according to the discrepancies identified between the audit data and
the official voting results:

Red:

Assigned when discrepancies exist in two or more electoral seats. This indicates
significant problems that require immediate attention to ensure the integrity of the
voting process.

Yellow:

Assigned when there is a single seat in dispute, or if the absolute difference in votes
exceeds the gap between the first loser (the non-elected candidate with the highest
number of votes) and the last winner, a seat is marked in dispute.

Green:
Indicates that every electoral seat reconciles.

The application of this system varies by election type:
e Presidency: Only the positions of president and vice president are evaluated.

e Congressmen and Parliamentarians (National Congress, District Congress, and ParlaCen): Only
the seats assigned through the D'Hondt method are evaluated.

e Municipal Elections: These include mayor, syndics, and council members, leaving out the
alternates. If the mayor is in dispute, every seat is automatically considered in dispute. Otherwise,
the specific number of council members in dispute is indicated. In this context, the mayor and the
syndics are elected by majority, while the council members are determined by the D'Hondt method,
with the number of syndics and council members varying by mayoralty.
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Data Summary Matching Between Document#8 and TREPs from 2015 to 2023

Eleccion 2023 Eleccion 2019 Eleccion 2015
E— DA ey e Crsonen Ganodores B e S S i e [ IR NN
no ganador Repa tltimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8 ultimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8
1 |Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 40,856 228,565 ] 42,559 505,804 59,646 215,296
1 |Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 24,319 459,666 ' 0 100% 79 523,756 . 0 100% 58,804 1,385,096 . 0 100%
2 iputados Lista Nacional Nacional 30,674 8,739 A1 100% | 44,089 22,926 A1 100% | 83,817 62,870 & 3 100%
3 |Diputados Distritales 110,804 3,607 20 93.3% | 211,649 2,791 15 95.4% | 399,071 2,791 15 95.9%
4 |Municipalidades 69,944 1,638 19 56 98.5% 128,544 2,418 153 130 95% 541,258 1,627 173 424 87%
5 |Parlacen Nacional 26,549 604 1173 |4 1 100% | 68,685 4,616 2,765 |A 1 95% | 340,191 9,302 2,765 1 95%
3.00 |Diputados Distritales Distrito Central 15,495 1,228 75 A1 100% 4,616 5,749 21 @ o 100.0% 0 4,498 [ 0 100%
3.01 |Diputados Distritales Guatemala 1,943 20,220 601 @ 2 89% 3,179 1,959 3 @ 2 89% 0 6,977 0 0 100%
3.02 |Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez 3,462 6,704 2 @® o 100% | 107,657 353 200 |A 1 100% | 10,909 5,067 80 1 100%
3.03 |Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 2,060 7,756 510 . 2 60% 2,652 1,673 23 a1 100% 3,667 5,070 1,704 0 100%
3.04 |Diputados Distritales El Progreso 3,593 28 0o A 1 100% 1,146 7,654 4 |® o 100% | 10,884 5,914 4,282 1 100%
3.05 |Diputados Distritales Escuintla 5,841 5,869 997 @ o 100% 7,807 1,758 949 7D 1 100% 3,465 10,523 223 0 100%
3.06 |Diputados Distritales Santa Rosa 8,971 2,935 323 |A 1 100% 1,201 6,496 0 . 0 100% 19,032 2,480 1,134 1 100%
3.07 |Diputados Distritales Sololé 6,062 656 a1 A 1 100% | 11,507 5,410 601 7D 1 100% 5,079 9,991 870 0 100%
3.08 |Diputados Distritales Totonicapan 1,868 203 15 A 1 100% 667 2,281 27 @ o 100% | 46,074 9,453 3,884 2 I
3.09 |Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 1,473 1,336 4 A 1 100% 7,116 3,553 54 . 2 71% 461 357 11 1 100%
3.10 |Diputados Distritales Suchitepéquez 1,217 9,107 31 |@ o 100% 3,893 534 %9 @ 2 60% 12,556 1,694 312 1 100%
3.11 |Diputados Distritales Retalhuleu 4,751 885 31 7D 1 100% 1,128 2,177 1262 @ o0 100% 917 6,467 2 0 100%
3.12 |Diputados Distritales San Marcos 270 4,371 45 ' 0 100% 2,142 9,050 844 . 0 100% 49,275 1,756 2,460 1 100%
3.13 | Diputados Distritales Huehuetenango 4,016 3,952 8 7D 1 100% 3,634 3,449 a4 A1 100% 3,206 7,166 329 0 100%
3.14 |Diputados Distritales Quiché 1,915 9,953 579 |@ o 100% 4,485 815 72 @ 2 75% 53,179 12,982 6,161 1 100%
3.15 |Diputados Distritales Baja Verapaz 323 34 3 A 1 100% 792 3,848 23 . 0 100% 59 1,206 0 0 100%
3.16 |Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 4,944 1,744 38 |A 1 100% 1,926 13,367 2 @ o 100% | 79,280 2,673 3,036 4 56%.
3.17 |Diputados Distritales Petén 4,137 1,206 463 |A 1 100% 3,625 284 1 7D 1 100% 26 2,121 0 0 100%
3.18 |Diputados Distritales Izabal 10,516 1,325 44 A 1 100% 990 5,462 7 . 0 100% 35,199 16,452 10,159 1 100%
3.19 |Diputados Distritales Zacapa 5,345 1,311 31 |A 1 100% 755 786 180 @ o 100% 1,047 10,712 0 0 100%
3.20 |Diputados Distritales Chiguimula 13,692 959 30 A1 100% 2,275 3,176 1 ® o 100% 42,428 10,254 6,265 7D 1 100%
3.21 |Diputados Distritales Jalapa 1,429 789 153 |A 1 100% 895 4,093 71 . ] 100% 5 1,772 0 0 100%
3.22 |Diputados Distritales Jutiapa 7,481 393 9 A 1 100% 1,674 1,446 1 7D 1 100% 22,323 6,745 268 7D 1 100%
4,0001| Municipalidades Distrito Central Guatemala 1,504 13,899 9% (@ o 100% 2,427 31,750 192 @ o 100% 0 40,235 0 0 100%
4.0101|Municipalidades Guatemala Santa Catarina Pinula 20 7,097 0 ® o 100% 0 865 0 ® o 100% 0 587 0 0 100%
4.0102|Municipalidades Guatemala San José Pinula 0 1,671 o @® o 100% 0 491 o @ o 100% 2 2,958 0 0 100%
4,0103|Municipalidades Guatemala San José Del Golfo 0 0 0 ® o 100% 0 65 [ ® o 100% 0 202 [ 0 100%
4.0104|Municipalidades Guatemala Palen 0 139 0o |® o 100% 2 216 o @ o 100% 0 3,008 0 0 100%
4.0105|Municipalidades Guatemala Chinautla 3,564 486 246 _D 1 100% 132 545 6 @ o 100% 1 70 0 0 100%
4.0106| Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Ayampuc 31 372 0 @ o 100% 0 25 0 @ o 100% 0 424 0 0 100%
4.0107|Municipalidades Guatemala Mixco 459 730 13 ' 0 100% 1,657 7,128 26 . 0 100% 0 3,278 0 0 100%
4.0108| Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Sacatepéquez 3,000 2,239 530 ? 2 80% 0 2,578 o |® o 100% 0 2,573 0 0 100%
4.0109| Municipalidades Guatemala San Juan Sacatepéquez 562 2,916 27 @ o 100% 40 2,500 0 @ o 100% 0 3,408 0 0 100%
4.0110|Municipalidades Guatemala San Raimundo 1 210 0 ' 0 100% 0 2,494 ] . 0 100% 0 352 0 0 100%
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Eleccion 2023 Eleccion 2019 Eleccion 2015

: s ZTU DS g ot Dot oot DA S o, SRR et ) S

ultimo ganador  Repartidora ultimo ganador  Repartidora SITREP/D8 ultimo ganador  Repartidora SITREP/DS

4.0111 Guatemala Chuarrancho 0 851 0 0 100% 0 0 o |® o 100% 0 889 0o |® o 100%
4.0112 Guatemala Fraijanes 8 5,687 0 0 100% 0 5,301 ] ® o 100% 0 713 0 @ o 100%
4.0113 Guatemala Amatitlan 85 1,292 10 0 100% 3 1,876 0 ® o 100% 0 640 0 ® o 100%
4.0114] Guatemala Villa Nueva 1,337 4,162 54 0 100% 1,011 5,389 10 ® o 100% 0 5,124 0 @® o 100%
4.0115|Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Canales 249 623 6 0 100% 25 5,743 0 ® o 100% 0 2,116 0 ® o 100%
4.0116|Municipalidades Guatemala Petapa 398 1,422 9 0 100% 0 2,981 ] @® o 100% 0 858 0 ® o 100%
4.0201|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Antigua Guatemala 264 3,933 8 0 100% 0 2,494 0 ® o 100% 288 2,133 0 @® o 100%
4.0202 Sacatepéquez Jocotenango 292 573 28 0 100% 0 0 0 ® o 100% 0 126 0 ® o 100%
4.0203 Sacatepéquez Pastores 0 2,531 0 0 100% 0 5,301 0 ® o 100% 901 2,143 415 @ 2 80%
4.0204] Sacatepéquez Sumpango 301 766 0 0 100% 3 1,876 0 ® o 100% 0 155 0 ® o 100%
4.0205 Sacatepéquez Santo Domingo Xenacoj 0 941 0 0 100% 1,011 5,389 10 ® o 100% 0 1,095 0 @ o 100%
4.0206(Mu Sacatepéquez Santiago Sacatepéquez 0 542 0 0 100% 25 5,743 0 . 0 100% 0 494 0 . 0 100%
14,0207 | Muni Sacatepéquez San Bartolomé Milpas Altas 0 289 0 0 100% 0 2,981 0 @® o 100% 0 800 0 @ o 100%
4.0208| Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Lucas Sacatepéquez 2 178 0 0 100% 1,432 364 45 . 2 75% 8 2,139 1 . 0 100%
4,0209| Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Lucfa Milpas Altas 138 1,143 0 0 100% 0 1,675 0 ® o 100% 0 559 0 @® o 100%
4.0210|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Magdalena Milpas Altas 281 15 14 1 100% 0 520 0 ® o 100% 0 136 0 ® o 100%
4.0211| Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Marfa De Jess 1 255 0 0 100% 58 1,358 0 @ o 100% 0 338 0 ® o 100%
4.0212 Sacatepéquez Ciudad Vieja 0 350 0 0 100% 0 2,761 0 ® o 100% 0 1,856 0 ® o 100%
4.0213 Sacatepéquez San Miguel Duefias 0 842 0 0 100% 142 188 0 ® o 100% 1 1,759 1 ® o 100%
4.0214] Sacatepéquez Alotenango 318 32 14 1 100% 2 573 0 ® o 100% 0 501 0 ® o 100%
4,0215 Sacatepéquez San Antonio Aguas Calientes 1 435 0 0 100% 0 0 0 ® o 100% 0 867 0 @® o 100%
4.0216|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Catarina Barahona 0 446 0 0 100% 23 192 0 ® o 100% 6 377 0 @ o 100%
4,0301|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Chimaltenango 175 53 14 1 100% 58 1,358 0 ® o 100% 3 3,818 0 @® o 100%
4.0302|Municipalidades Chimaltenango San José Poaquil 0 2,615 0 0 100% 0 2,761 0 ® o 100% 17,607 1,679 1825 @ 10 I
4.0303 Chimaltenango San Martin Jilotepeque 0 171 0 0 100% 142 188 0 ® o 100% 0 2,487 0 @® o 100%
4.0304| Chimaltenango Comalapa 0 2,229 0 0 100% 2 573 0 ® o 100% 0 300 0 ® o 100%
4.0305 Chimaltenango Santa Apolonia 0 2,023 0 0 100% 0 0 ] ® o 100% 0 2,192 0 @ o 100%
4.0306 Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 2 245 0 0 100% 23 192 0 ® o 100% 17,215 1,155 1217 @ 7 I
4.0307 Chimaltenango Patziin 0 1,755 0 0 100% 9 1,161 ] ® o 100% 100 706 0 @® o 100%
4.0308 Chimaltenango Pochuta 0 498 0 0 100% 0 131 0 ® o 100% 0 364 0 ® o 100%
4.0309 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzicia 0 1,921 0 0 100% 0 341 0o [® o 100% 0 400 o @ o 100%
4.0310| Municipalidades ‘Chimaltenango Santa Cruz Balanya 0 225 0 0 100% 0 240 0 ® o 100% 3,509 700 451 |@ 10 I
4.0311|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Acatenango 0 926 0 0 100% 0 1,747 0 ® o 100% 0 1,460 0 @® o 100%
4.0312 Chimaltenango Yepocapa 6,451 2,592 942 7 v 1 100% 0 6,894 0 ® o 100% 0 2,372 0 ® o 100%
4.0313 Chimaltenango San Andrés Itzapa 0 1,505 0 0 100% 3,130 432 3,03 ® 2 75% 0 202 0 ® o 100%
4.0314] Chimaltenango Parramos 277 443 35 0 100% 16 2,622 0 ® o 100% 6,678 484 145 @ o9 I
4.0315 Chimaltenango Zaragoza 0 783 0 0 100% 0 2,569 0 ® o 100% 0 155 0 ® o 100%
4.0316 Chimaltenango El Tejar 1,776 1,871 238 0 100% 14 2,583 0 ® o 100% 0 23 0 ® o 100%
4.0401|Municipalidades El Progreso Guastatoya 0 6,209 0 0 100% 0 1,747 0 . 0 100% 1 5,287 1 . 0 100%
4,0402| Municipalidades | Progreso Morazdn 0 2,299 0 0 100% 0 6,894 0o ® o 100% | 13,402 0 290 @ 7 I
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Data Summary Matching Between Document#8 and TREPs from 2015 to 2023

Eleccion 2023

Eleccion 2019

Ele

n 2015

: Diferancia Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargosen  Ganadores Diferencia Diferencia entre el _u.=_‘m~u=n_w n..wwnﬂ en | canadores EIEEIHE Diferencia entre el Difrerencia  Cargos en Canadaras
#  Eleccion 2023 deVotos  Primerperdedory Cifra cundran . deVotos  Primerperdedory  Gifra Disputa Cuadran  deVotos  PTimerperdedory | Cifra Disputa prsers
altimo ganador  Repartidora ultimo ganador  Repartidora SITREP/DS iltimo ganador  Repartidora SITREP/DS

4.0403 El Progreso San Agustin Acasaguastlan 241 2,997 46 0 100% 3,130 432 3031 (@ 2 75% 0 475 0 0 100%
4.0404 El Progreso San Cristobal Acasaguastldn 0 883 0 0 100% 16 2,622 0 ® o 100% 0 1,748 0 0 100%
4.0405|Municipalidades El Progreso ElJicaro 0 558 0 0 100% 0 2,569 0 ® o 100% 0 3,079 0 0 100%
4.0406| Municipalidades El Progreso Sansare 0 799 0 0 100% 14 2,583 0 ® o 100% 0 697 0 0 100%
4.0407 | Municipalidades El Progreso Sanarate 0 3,722 0 0 100% 9 5,922 0 ® o 100% 0 3,415 0 0 100%
4.0408| Municipalidades El Progreso San Antonio La Paz 0 1,355 0 0 100% 0 625 0 ® o 100% 0 1,038 0 0 100%
4.0501 Escuintla Escuintla 4,716 162 283 7. 2 86% 544 65 29 ® 2 86% 299 572 1 0 100%
4.0502 Escuintla Santa Lucfa Cotzumalguapa 300 4,026 8 0 100% 601 912 119 @ o 100% 76 544 0 ] 100%
4.0503|Muj Escuintla La Democracia 0 2,106 o] 0 100% 42 1,422 0 @® o 100% 0 2,567 0 0 100%
4.0504| Mul Escuintla Siquinala 0 394 0 0 100% 30 1,470 15 |@ o 100% 3,402 1,136 496 1 100%
4.0505(Municipalidades Escuintla Masagua 0 1,388 0 0 100% 0 2,961 0 ® o 100% 77 2,429 0 0 100%
4.0506| Municipalidades Escuintla quisate 0 1,649 0 0 100% 162 243 20 |@ o 100% 129 1,970 1 0 100%
4.0507|Municipalidades Escuintla La Gomera 6 296 o] 0 100% 25 405 0 . 0 100% 288 3,377 40 0 100%
4.0508| Municipalidades Escuintla Guanagazapa 6 1,323 0 0 100% 0 1,169 0 ® o 100% 223 935 30 0 100%
4.0509(Municipalidades Escuintla San José 779 3,277 80 0 100% 590 3,003 60 ® o 100% 5 502 0 0 100%
4.0510 Escuintla 12tapa 0 5,252 0 0 100% 3,362 0 426 @ 8 I 2 3,698 1 0 100%
4.0511 Escuintla Palin 0 2,321 0 0 100% 211 10,823 50 ® o 100% 2,707 2,581 238 4 60%
4.0512 Escuintla San Vicente Pacaya 0 1,278 0 0 100% 0 201 0 ® o 100% 2 1,279 0 0 100%
4.0513 Escuintla Nueva Concepcion 0 414 0 0 100% 0 8,041 0 ® o 100% 7 2,037 0 0 100%
4.0514{Municipalidades Escuintla Sipacate 4 2,006 0 0 100% 0 3,326 0 ® o 100% 0 196 0 0 100%
4.0601|Municipalidades Santa Rosa lapa 400 3,924 45 0 100% 211 10,823 50 ® o 100% 0 1,348 0 0 100%
4.0602|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Barberena 459 1,037 49 0 100% 0 201 0 ® o 100% 0 1,241 0 0 100%
4.0603|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Rosa De Lima 0 1,299 0 0 100% 0 8,041 0 ® o 100% 1 1,821 0 0 100%
4.0604 Santa Rosa Casillas 3 1,172 1 0 100% 0 3,326 0 ® o 100% 0 793 0 0 100%
4.0605 Santa Rosa San Rafael Las Flores 0 1,207 0 0 100% 0 1,348 0 ® o 100% 0 2,464 0 0 100%
4.0606 Santa Rosa Oratorio 1 1,028 0 0 100% 0 844 0 ® o 100% 0 656 0 0 100%
4.0607 Santa Rosa San Juan Tecuaco 0 2,579 0 0 100% 0 1,072 0 ® o 100% 131 1,309 14 0 100%
4.0608 Santa Rosa Chiquimulilla 212 6,381 15 2 80% 0 520 0 ® o 100% 0 264 0 0 100%
4.0609(Municipalidades Santa Rosa Taxisco 1 4,493 0 0 100% 0 2,244 0 ® o 100% 3 11 0 0 100%
4.0610(Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Maria Ixhuatdn 0 348 0 0 100% 1 1,568 0 ® o 100% 0 1,975 0 0 100%
4.0611|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Guazacapdn 138 1,019 35 0 100% 0 11,304 0 . 0 100% 0 1,311 ] 4] 100%
4.0612(Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Cruz Naranjo 0 1,666 0 0 100% 0 ] 0 ® o 100% 326 ] 40 8

4.0613 Santa Rosa Pueblo Nuevo Vifias 26 473 0 0 100% 0 3,105 1,95 @ 6 I 0 3,170 [ 0 100%
4.0614 Santa Rosa Nueva Santa Rosa 2,538 1,395 429 1 100% 3,000 2,057 5666 |/ 1 88% 0 12,340 0 0 100%
4.0701 Solola Solold 120 6,403 30 0 100% 0 11,304 0 ® o 100% 2,204 1,018 57 5

4.0702 Solol San José Chacayd 0 974 0 0 100% 0 0 0 ® o 100% 2,108 230 255 5

4.0703|Municipalidades Solola Santa Marfa Visitacion 0 628 o] 0 100% 0 3,105 1,9%5 (@ 6 I 0 1,903 0 0 100%
4.0704{Municipalidades Solola Santa Lucia Utatldn 0 508 0 0 100% 3,000 2,057 5666 |/ 1 88% 0 4,315 0 0 100%
4.0705(Municipalidades Solola Nahuala 1 12,332 0 0 100% 0 1,777 0 ® o 100% 11,886 2,787 920 12

4.0706(Municipalidades Solola Santa Catarina Ixtahuacdn 208 6,907 36 0 100% 2 3,871 0 ® o 100% 3,729 ] 814 7
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SPUR Cuadran
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4.0707 Solola Santa Clara La Laguna 30 205 0 0 0 0

4.0708 Solol Concepeion 0 53 0 0 100% 0 389 0 0 @]

4.,0709 Solold San Andrés Semetabaj 0 712 0 0 100% 0 1,129 0 0 &

4.0710 Solold Panajachel 221 124 15 2 71% 0 112 0 0 &

4.0711 Solold Santa Catarina Palopd 0 845 0 0 100% 86 13,000 0 0 ©
4.0712|Municipalidades Solola San Antonio Palopé 0 892 0 0 100% 805 1,553 0 0 @]
4.0713|Municipalidades solold san Lucas Toliman 10 223 0 0 100% 0 6,176 0 0 hd
4.0714|Municipalidades Solola Santa Cruz La Laguna 0 1,006 0 0 100% 0 1,893 0 0 ©
4.0715|Municipalidades Solold San Pablo La Laguna 0 440 0 0 100% 11 14 0 5 ©]

4.0716 palidades Solold San Marcos La Laguna 0 323 0 0 100% 51 2,049 50 0 ©

4.0717 palidades Solold San Juan La Laguna 311 1,436 165 7. 0 100% 251 4,102 1,468 6 5,748 407 132 7. 10
4,0718|Mun Solold San Pedro La Laguna 1 1,565 0 7. 0 100% 0 1,571 0 0 100% 0 1,266 0 @ o 100%
4.0719|Mui Sololad Santiago At 14 1,149 0 7. 0 100% 2 2,392 0 0 100% 2,700 1,125 72 ® 2 - 1%
4.0801|Muni Totonicapan Totonicapan 164 868 5 7. 0 100% 86 13,000 0 0 100% 25,186 829 2,287 |® 10
4.0802|Municipalidades Totonicapan San Cristébal Totonicapan 0 104 0 7. 0 100% 805 1,553 0 0 100% 0 2,980 0 @ 100%
4.0803|Municipalidades Totonicapan San Francisco El Alto 3 1,224 0 i 0 100% 0 6,176 0 0 100% 0 160 0o @ 100%
4.0804|Municipalidades Totonicapan San Andrés Xecul 0 207 0 0 100% 0 1,893 0 0 100% 13 359 0 @ 100%
4.0805(Municipalidades Totonicapan Momostenango 0 881 0 0 100% 11 14 0 5 401 368 27 100%
4.0806(Municipalidades Totonicapdn Santa Maria Chiquimula 379 312 153 1 100% 51 2,049 50 0 E 0 2,668 0 @] 100%
4,0807|Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Lucfa La Reforma 0 2,525 0 7. 0 100% 251 4,102 1,468 6 0 471 0 O 100%
4.0808|Municipalidades Totonicapdn San Bartolo 100 691 0 7. 0 100% 0 1,571 0 0 100% 56 2,768 1 (@] 100%
4.0901(Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Quetzaltenango 1,255 4,057 50 7. 0 100% 376 170 21 0 100% 0 863 0 ©] 100%
4.0902|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Salcaja 3 1,022 0 i. 0 100% 0 2,893 0 0 100% 0 489 0o @ 100%
4.0903|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Olintepeque 0 354 0 7. 0 100% 0 333 0 0 100% 1 607 0 @ 100%
4,0904|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Carlos Sija 0 410 0 7. 0 100% 0 32 0 0 100% 0 850 0 @ 100%
4.0905(Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Sibilia 270 1,884 205 7. 2 71% 0 1,105 0 0 100% 0 2,125 0 (@] 100%
4.0906(Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cabricdn 0 2,922 0 7. 0 100% 0 939 0 0 100% 0 364 0 ©] 100%
4.0907|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cajold 0 611 0 7. 0 100% 540 505 263 8 I 0 524 0 @] 100%
4.0908|Mun Quetzaltenango San Miguel Sig 0 426 0 7. 0 100% 0 25 0 0 100% 0 1,883 0 ©] 100%
4.,0909|Mun Quetzaltenango Ostuncalco 41 300 0 7. 0 100% 0 56 0 0 100% 0 566 0 O 100%
4.0910|Muf Quetzaltenango San Mateo 0 486 0 7. 0 100% 0 109 0 0 100% 0 270 0 (@] 100%
4.0911|Mul Quetzaltenango Concepcidn Chiquirichapa 0 103 0 7. 0 100% 7 1,227 0 0 100% 0 1,055 0 O 100%
4.0912|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Martin Sacatepéquez 0 1,708 0 i. 0 100% 8 3,059 1 0 100% 0 4,578 0o @ 100%
4.0913|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Almolonga 0 4,659 0 7. 0 100% 1 6,394 0 0 100% 0 602 0 @ 100%
4.,0914|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cantel 256 704 25 7. 0 100% 4 1,957 0 0 100% 0 809 0 O 100%
4.0915|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Huitan 0 789 0 7. 0 100% 200 1,541 0 0 100% 0 1,632 0 ©] 100%
4.0916|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Zunil 0 1,620 0 7. 0 100% 81 1,584 0 0 100% 0 85 0 O 100%
4.0917|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Colomba 0 4,844 0 7. 0 100% 20 624 20 0 100% 0 112 0 @] 100%
4.0918|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Francisco La Unién 0 663 0 7. 0 100% 0 710 0 0 100% 9 422 0 @ 100%
4.0919 palidades Quetzaltenango El Palmar 0 1,212 0 i. 0 100% 0 2,571 0 0 100% 6 916 1 @] 100%
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4.0920 Quetzaltenango Coatepeque 182 530 0 0 100% 1,177 3,499 20 ® o 100% 0 3,550 0 ® o 100%
4.0921 Quetzaltenango Génova 0 1,264 0 0 100% 44 7,069 19 |® o 100% 0 3,030 0 ® o 100%
4.0922 Quetzaltenango Flores Costa Cuca 15 2,157 0 0 100% 11 2,020 0 ® o 100% 124 36 0 7 g 1 100%
4.0923 Quetzaltenango La Esperanza 0 115 0 0 100% 1,550 1,352 8 ® o 100% 0 253 0 ® o 100%
4.0924|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Palestina De Los Altos 0 393 0 0 100% 0 1,045 0 ® o 100% 120 59 0 7 i 1 100%
4.1001|Municipalidades uchitepé 321 443 10 0 100% 7 1,227 0 ® o 100% 0 1,431 0 @® o 100%
4.1002| Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Cuyotenango 0 4,481 0 0 100% 8 3,059 1 ® o 100% 5,779 0 891 @ 8

4.1003 Suchitepéquez San Francisco Zapotitlén 0 3,078 0 0 100% 1 6,394 o |® o 100% 0 370 0o @ o 100%
4.1004| Suchitepéquez San Bernardino 0 296 0 0 100% 4 1,957 0 ® o 100% 0 0 0 ® o 100%
4.1005 Suchitepéquez San José El [dolo 10 1,025 0 0 100% 200 1,541 0 ® o 100% 136 346 50 ® o 100%
4.1006 Suchitepéquez Santo Domingo Suchitepéquez 2 1,611 0 0 100% 81 1,584 0 ® o 100% 0 70 0 ® o 100%
4.1007 Suchitepéquez San Lorenzo 0 974 0 0 100% 20 624 20 ® o 100% 3 1,382 0 @® o 100%
14,1008 Suchitepéquez Samayac 0 1,390 0 0 100% 0 710 0 ® o 100% 9 765 1 ® o 100%
4.1009 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Pablo Jocopilas 759 0 89 8 I 0 2,571 o |® o 100% 2,314 0 194 @ 10
4,1010|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Antonio Suchitepéquez 0 139 0 0 100% 1,177 3,499 20 ® o 100% 4,472 0 72 | @ 7
4.1011|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Miguel Pandn 100 1,462 0 0 100% 44 7,069 19 . 0 100% 0 535 0 . 0 100%
4.1012 Suchitepéquez San Gabriel 0 148 0 0 100% 11 2,020 0 ® o 100% 3 3,309 0 @ o 100%
4.1013 Suchitepéquez Chicacao 44 721 0 0 100% 1,550 1,352 8 ® o 100% 0 147 0 ® o 100%
4.1014] Suchitepéquez Patulul 122 672 0 0 100% 0 1,045 0 ® o 100% 10 940 0 ® o 100%
4.1015 Suchitepéquez Santa Barbara 300 516 26 0 100% 0 465 0 ® o 100% 0 430 0 ® o 100%
4,1016 Suchitepéquez San Juan Bautista 0 518 0 0 100% 0 678 0 ® o 100% 2 125 0 @® o 100%
4.1017|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Tomas La Unién 7,411 424 0 12 I 4 966 0 . 1] 100% 0 673 0 . 0 100%
4.1018| Municipalidades Suchitepéquez 0 2,071 0 0 100% 0 2,846 0 ® o 100% 0 1,068 0 ® o 100%
4.1019| Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Pueblo Nuevo 0 1,719 0 0 100% 0 1,581 0 ® o 100% 0 1,006 0 ® o 100%
4.1020 Suchitepéquez Rio Bravo 216 2,944 0 0 100% 98 816 0 ® o 100% 0 663 0 ® o 100%
4.1021 Suchitepéquez San José La Méaquina 58 405 0 0 100% 20 575 0 ® o 100% 0 2,067 0 ® o 100%
4.1101 Retalhuleu Retalhuleu 29 1,271 0 0 100% 44 7,069 19 |® o 100% 17,519 1,567 2,68 @ 10

4.1102 Retalhuleu San Sebastian 0 425 0 0 100% 11 2,020 0 ® o 100% 6,170 1,120 35 ® 12

4.1103 Retalhuleu Santa Cruz Mulud 599 787 146 0 100% 1,550 1,352 8 ® o 100% 0 849 0 ® o 100%
4.1104] Retalhuleu San Martin Zapotitlén 0 0 0 0 100% 0 1,045 0 ® o 100% 0 1,691 0 ® o 100%
4.1105|Municipalidades Retalhuleu 12 1,392 3 0 100% 0 465 0 ® o 100% 8,941 670 109 @ 9
4.1106|Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Andrés Villa Seca 46 928 0 0 100% 0 678 0 ® o 100% 6,385 649 339 |[@ 10

4.1107| Municipalidades Retalhuleu Champerico 0 339 0 0 100% 4 966 o |® o 100% 0 1,233 o @ o 100%
4.1108 Retalhuleu Nuevo San Carlos 0 766 0 0 100% 0 2,846 0 ® o 100% 0 189 0 ® o 100%
4.1109 Retalhuleu El Asintal 0 413 0 0 100% 0 1,581 0 ® o 100% 177 1,213 24 ® o 100%
4.1201 San Marcos San Marcos 338 4,142 0 0 100% 20 575 0 ® o 100% 14,802 1,445 75 @ 12 I
4.1202 San Marcos San Pedro Sacatepéquez 542 276 8 1 100% 95 322 0 ® o 100% 0 196 0 ® o 100%
4.1203 San Marcos San Antonio Sacatepéquez 6 553 0 0 100% 0 1,411 0 ® o 100% 16 4,331 1 ® o 100%
4.1204|Municipalidades San Marcos Comitancillo 124 299 0 0 100% 65 165 0 ® o 100% 222 532 0 ® o 100%
4.1205|Municipalidades San Marcos San Miguel Ixtahuacdn 252 1,839 32 0 100% 0 4,924 0 ® o 100% 14,083 617 146 @ 12 I
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4.1206|Municipalidades San Marcos Concepcion Tutuapa 0 1,421 0 0 100% 6 4 o] 0 100% 820 1,378 25 |@® o 100%
4.1207|Mun San Marcos Tacana 0 158 0 0 100% 13 278 0 0 100% 0 40 0 ® o 100%
4.1208|Mun San Marcos al 0 13 0 0 100% 0 50 0 0 1 417 0 ® o 100%
4.1209|Mu San Marcos Tajumulco 89 1,099 0 0 100% 5,666 0 620 10 13 444 0 ® o 100%
4.1210|Mu S$an Marcos Tejutla 25 764 0 0 100% 0 847 0 0 100% 86 149 0 ® o 100%
4.1211|Municipalidades San Marcos San Rafael Pie De La Cuesta 252 2,673 44 0 100% 150 482 6 3 57% 30 1,239 12 @ o 100%
4.1212|Municipalidades San Marcos Nuevo Progreso 0 126 0 0 100% 358 8,092 0 0 100% 0 1,610 0 ® o 100%
4.1213|Municipalidades San Marcos El Tumbador 34 3,970 6 0 100% 232 3,215 0 0 100% 0 784 0 ® o 100%
4.1214|Municipalidades San Marcos El Rodeo 10 1,428 0 0 100% 2 2,270 0 0 100% 24,648 0 1,854 7. 14 I
4.1215|Municipalidades San Marcos Malacatan 248 1,064 4 0 100% 148 895 17 0 100% 0 1,656 0 ® o 100%
4.1216 San Marcos Catarina 0 1,491 0 0 100% 0 2,771 o] 0 100% 0 22 0 @ o 100%
4.1217 San Marcos Ayutla 46 4,212 0 0 100% 0 2,025 0 0 100% 0 1,619 0 ® o 100%
4.1218 S$an Marcos Ocds 0 309 0 0 100% 88 1,849 0 0 100% 37 93 0 ® o 100%
4.1219 San Marcos San Pablo 74 517 0 0 100% 4 2,231 0 0 100% 0 738 0 ® o 100%
4.1220 San Marcos El Quetzal 145 212 0 0 100% 0 3,670 0 0 100% 3,519 194 7 @ 2 75%
4.1221|Municipalidades San Marcos La Reforma 0 1,007 0 0 100% 1,333 3,454 2,770 7 I 0 1,543 0 ® o 100%
4.1222|Municipalidades San Marcos Pajapita 0 552 0 0 100% 8 1,660 0 0 100% 0 262 0 @® o 100%
4.1223|Municipalidades San Marcos Ixchigudn 230 1,240 56 0 100% 1 238 0 0 100% 5 1,028 2 ® o 100%
4.1224|Municipalidades San Marcos San José Ojetenam 0 1,916 0 0 100% 0 5,452 o] 0 100% 2,396 66 100 @ 8 I
4.1225|Municipalidades San Marcos San Cristébal Cucho 0 514 0 0 100% 386 2,406 90 0 100% 483 1,031 % @& 2 75%
4.1226 palidades San Marcos Sipacapa 0 1,383 0 0 100% 355 2,940 0 0 100% 0 193 0 ® o 100%
4.1227 palidades San Marcos Esquipulas Palo Gordo 0 1,833 0 0 100% 61 1,251 o] 0 100% 0 459 0 ® o 100%
41228 palidades San Marcos Blanco 0 469 0 0 100% 4,463 4,321 2,382 1 86% 3,620 1,843 616 @ 10 I
4.1229 palidades San Marcos San Lorenzo 0 414 0 0 100% 975 4,337 0 0 100% 166 1,768 0 ® o 100%
4.1230|Municipalidades San Marcos La Blanca 0 2,151 0 0 100% 6 4,779 1,672 0 100% 10 1,193 0 ® o 100%
4.1301|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Huehuetenango 217 3,255 18 0 100% 150 482 6 3 57% 108 2,212 1 @ o 100%
4.1302|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Chiantla 0 1,115 0 0 100% 358 8,092 o] 0 100% 0 617 0 @® o 100%
4.1303|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Malacatancito 2 752 0 0 100% 232 3,215 0 0 100% 0 202 0 ® o 100%
4,1304|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Cuilco 2 1,200 1 0 100% 2 2,270 0 0 100% 98 2,286 0 ® o 100%
4.1305 palidades Huehuetenango Nentdn 0 2,096 0 0 100% 148 895 17 0 100% 0 2,420 0 ® o 100%
4.1306 palidades Huehuetenango San Pedro Necta 15 3,032 0 0 100% 0 2,771 0 0 100% 0 358 0 ® o 100%
4.1307 palidades Huehuetenango Jacaltenango 145 2,321 38 0 100% 0 2,025 0 0 100% 0 3,819 0 ® o 100%
4.1308 palidades Huehuetenango Soloma 48 266 0 0 100% 88 1,849 0 1] 100% 27 656 0 . 0 100%
4.1309 icipalidades Huehuetenango Ixtahuacan 4 417 0 0 100% 4 2,231 0 0 100% 34 4,129 0 @® o 100%
4.1310|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Barbara 0 5,200 0 0 100% 0 3,670 o] 0 100% 0 443 0 @® o 100%
4.1311|Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Libertad 0 1,361 0 0 100% 1,333 3,454 2,770 7 I 216 772 1 @ o 100%
4.1312|Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Democracia 0 2,212 0 0 100% 8 1,660 0 0 100% 2,212 2,000 542 1 100%
4.1313|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Miguel Acatan 0 350 0 0 100% 1 238 o] 0 100% 4 2,679 0 ® o 100%
4.1314|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael La Independencia 0 3,091 0 0 100% 0 5,452 ] 0 100% 0 2,271 0 @ o 100%
4.1315 Huehuetenango Todos Santos Cuchumatan 1 3,274 0 0 100% 386 2,406 90 0 100% 1 4,413 0 ® o 100%
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4.1316|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Atitan 0 4,746 0 @® o 100% 355 2,940 0 ® o 100% 0 1,013 0 ® o 100%
4,1317|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Eul 65 2,312 0o @ o 100% 61 1,251 0o |® o 100% 170 1,105 0 i. 0 100%
4.1318|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Mateo Ixtatan 65 1,937 1 @ o 100% 4,463 4,321 2,382 1 86% 0 957 0 i 0 100%
4,1319|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Colotenango 319 1,581 13 @ o 100% 975 4,337 o [® o 100% 0 2,011 0 i. 0 100%
4.1320|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastién Huehuetenango 3,000 3,349 470 |@ 2 75% 6 4,779 1672 @ o 100% 0 689 0 i. 0 100%
4,1321|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Tectitdn 0 1,492 0o |® o 100% 3 2,215 o |® o 100% 40 1,136 20 i 0 100%
4.1322|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Concepcidn Huista 0 1,075 0 @ o 100% 0 4,305 1] ® o 100% 0 304 0 i. 0 100%
4.1323[Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Ixcoy 18 136 0o |® o 100% 3 5,687 0o |® o 100% 0 408 0 i 0 100%
4,1324|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Antonio Huista 0 1,364 0 ® o 100% 6 2,620 0 ® o 100% 0 4,297 0 7. 0 100%
4.1325|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Coatdn 0 4,600 o |@ o 100% 73 1,664 o |® o 100% 329 1,101 4 i 0 100%
4,1326[Municipalidades Huehuetenango Barillas 296 344 0o @ o 100% 13 1,729 0o |® o 100% 16 3,286 0 i. 0 100%
4.1327|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Aguacatin 30 231 o |® o 100% 1,878 1,471 o |[® o 100% 1 776 0 i 0 100%
4,1328[Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael Petzal 0 2,278 o |@ o 100% 1,821 3,037 o |[® o 100% 0 274 0 i. 0 100%
4.1329|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Gaspar Ixchil 0 193 o @ o 100% 4 3,600 o ® o 100% 0 1,826 0 i. 0 100%
4.1330|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santiago Chimaltenango 0 1,044 0 @ o 100% 1,233 332 0 ® o 100% 0 740 0 7. 0 100%
4,1331[Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Ana Huista 0 140 0o @ o 100% 40 8,076 0o |® o 100% 0 168 0 i 0 100%
4.1332|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Unién Cantini 0 762 0 @ o 100% [ 826 0 ® o 100% 71 6,742 0 7. 0 100%
4,1333[Mu Huehuetenango Petatin 0 303 0o @ o 100% 10 618 0o |® o 100% 54 1,669 13 i 0 100%
4.1401(Mu Quiché Santa Cruz Del Quiché 323 2,166 3 @ o 100% 1,333 3,454 2770 | 7 I 0 8 0 i 0 100%
4,1402[Mu Quiché Chiché 1 432 0o @ o 100% 8 1,660 0o |® o 100% 3 2,178 3 i. 0 100%
4.1403|Muni Quiché 0 310 o |®@ o 100% 1 238 o |[® o 100% 22 4,501 0 i. 0 100%
4,1404|Municipalidades Quiché Zacualpa 0 2,577 0o @ o 100% 0 5,452 o |® o 100% 324 2,151 11 i 0 100%
4.1405|Municipalidades Quiché Chaj 136 1,743 o |®@ o 100% 386 2,406 s (@ o 100% 0 599 0 i. 0 100%
4,1406(Municipalidades Quiché Chichicastenango 537 2,181 5 @ o 100% 355 2,940 o |® o 100% 0 714 0 i 0 100%
4,1407|Municipalidades Quiché Patzité 10 1,105 5 @ o 100% 61 1,251 0o [® o 100% 254 2,118 101 i 0 100%
4.1408|Municipalidades Quiché San Antonio llotenango 76 5,518 1 @ o 100% 4,463 4,321 2,382 1 86% 137 1,479 2 i 0 100%
4,1409|Municipalidades Quiché San Pedro Jocopilas 64 532 0o |@ o 100% 975 4,337 o |[® o 100% 0 2,575 o @ o 100%
4.1410|Municipalidades Quiché Cunén 0 3,104 o |@ o 100% 6 4,779 1672 |[@® o 100% | 20970 0 1873 (@ 14 I
4,1411|Municipalidades Quiché San Juan Cotzal 6 2,382 o |@ o 100% 3 2,215 o [® o 100% 1,000 2,882 175 @ 2 75%
4.1412|Municipalidades Quiché Joyabaj 0 4,439 o |®@ o 100% 0 4,305 o |[® o 100% 100 2,415 o |@ o 100%
4,1413|Municipalidades Quiché Nebaj 48 1,972 0o @ o 100% 3 5,687 0o |® o 100% 153 3,501 0 i 0 100%
4.1414|Municipalidades Quiché San Andrés Sajcabajé 1,476 1,306 153 1 100% 6 2,620 o |[® o 100% 0 951 0 i. 0 100%
4,1415|Municipalidades Quiché Uspantdn 164 308 16 @ o 100% 73 1,664 o |® o 100% 0 1,402 0 i 0 100%
4,1416[Municipalidades Quiché Sacapulas 58 8,127 0o @ o 100% 13 1,729 0o |® o 100% 2 768 0 i 0 100%
4.1417|Municipalidades Quiché San Bartolomé Jocotenango 3,113 0 510 @ 7 I 1,878 1,471 0 ® o 100% 1 698 0 7. 0 100%
4,1418 palidades Quiché Canilld 200 1,383 0o @ o 100% 1,821 3,037 0o |® o 100% | 22,774 0 1,668 i. 14
4.1419|Municipalidades Quiché Chicaman 0 4,181 o |® o | 100% 4 3,600 o [® o [ 100% 0 350 o |® o | 1o00% |
4,1420[Municipalidades Quiché Ixcan 71 473 0o @ o 100% 1,233 332 o |® o 100% | 16,101 1,657 2,026 (@ 14
4.1421|Municipalidades Quiché Pachalum 0 1,026 o |® o 100% 40 8,076 o |[® o 100% | 10,431 2,187 19 @ 6
4,1501|Municipalidades Baja Verapaz salama 11 623 0o @ o 100% 3 2,215 0o |® o 100% 9,169 142 1,184 |A 1 88%
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Departamento

Muni

Diferencia
de Votos

Eleccion 2023

Diferencia entre el
primer perdedor y
iltimo ganador

Difrerencia
Cifra
Repartidora

Cargos en
Disputa

Ganadores
Cuadran

Diferencia
de Votos

Eleccion 2019

Diferencia entre el
primer perdedory
dltimo ganador

Difrerencia
cifra
Repartidora

Cargos en
Disputa
SITREP/D8

Ganadores
Cuadran

Diferencia
de Votos

Eleccion 2015

Diferencia entre el

Difrerencia

primer perdedor y  Cifra

ultimo ganador

Repartidora

Cargos en
Disputa
SITREP/D8

Ganadores
Cuadran

4.1502|Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Miguel Chicaj 0 1,576 0 0 100% 0 4,305 0 0 100% 18 3,345 0

4.1503 palidades Baja Verapaz Rabinal 0 2,020 0 0 100% 3 5,687 0 0 100% 1 1,221 1

4.1504| palidades Baja Verapaz Cubulco 2 1,028 0 0 100% 6 2,620 0 0 100% 20,788 18,151 3,847 12
4.1505|Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Granados 0 2,149 0 0 100% 73 1,664 0 0 100% 5,890 622 863 5
4.1506|Municipalidades Baja Verapaz El Chol 0 1,131 0 0 100% 13 1,729 0 0 100% 0 1,517 0 0
4.1507|Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Jerénime 78 404 0 0 100% 1,878 1,471 0 0 100% 105 6,885 0 0
4.1508|Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Purulhd 1 479 0 0 100% 1,821 3,037 0 0 100% 50,706 707 7,708 4
4.1601|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Cobdn 475 3,515 46 0 100% 40 8,076 0 0 100% 31 654 0 0
4.1602|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Cruz Verapaz 1 1,215 0 0 100% 6 826 0 0 100% 0 555 0 0

4.1603| Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Cristébal Verapaz 48 1,300 0 0 100% 10 618 0 0 100% 0 1,801 0 0

4.1604] palidades Alta Verapaz Tactic 2 706 0 0 100% 0 1,598 0 0 100% 7,247 3,249 765 2

4.1605| palidades Alta Verapaz Tamahu 2,705 1,704 498 4 E 0 1,111 0 0 100% 1 632 0 0

4.1606 palidades Alta Verapaz Tucurd 0 937 0 0 100% 0 1,505 0 0 100% 0 900 0 0

4.1607| icipalidades Alta Verapaz Panzés 2 498 0 0 100% 2 578 0 0 100% 1,034 1,528 48 0

4.1608| Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Senah(l 188 2,115 46 0 100% 0 2,500 0 0 100% 25,865 2,332 2,779 12 I
4.1609|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Pedro Carcha 188 7,459 12 0 100% 129 4,642 16 0 100% 200 2,068 0 0 100%
4.1610|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Juan Chamelco 269 2,434 44 0 100% 10 7,833 0 0 100% 12 5,362 0 0 100%
4.1611|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Lanquin 1 394 0 0 100% 0 2,544 0 0 100% 564 803 41 0 100%
4.1612|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Cahab6n 278 685 17 0 100% 1,577 3,598 0 0 100% 0 414 0 0 100%
4.1613 palidades Alta Verapaz Chisec 260 1,568 26 0 100% 0 832 0 0 100% 0 1,384 0 0 100%
4.1614| palidades Alta Verapaz Chahal 35 591 0 0 100% 0 562 0 0 100% 0 3,235 0 0 100%
4.1615 palidades Alta Verapaz Fray Bartolomé De Las Casas 11 402 0 0 100% 0 598 0 0 100% 7,353 608 654 12 I
4.1616 icipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Catalina La Tinta 248 1,712 22 0 100% 346 2,036 24 0 100% 0 429 0 0 100%
4.1617|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Raxruha 0 433 0 0 100% 79 705 0 0 100% 0 575 0 0 100%
4.1701|Municipalidades Petén Flares 46 1,482 4 0 100% 0 2,544 0 0 100% 0 1,120 0 0 100%
4.1702|Municipalidades Petén San José 0 806 0 0 100% 1,577 3,598 0 0 100% 0 1,210 0 0 100%
4.1703| Municipalidades Petén San Benito 14 7,067 1 0 100% 0 832 0 0 100% 0 3,663 0 0 100%
4.1704] palidades Petén San Andrés 261 1,593 11 0 100% 0 562 0 0 100% 0 2,716 0 0 100%
4.1705 palidades Petén La Libertad 0 1,742 0 0 100% 0 598 0 0 100% 0 2,920 0 0 100%
4.1706 palidades Petén San Francisco 0 2,072 0 0 100% 346 24 0 100% 0 1,586 0 0 100%
4.1707 palidades Petén Santa Ana 326 1,558 16 0 100% 79 0 0 100% 0 12 0 0 100%
4.1708 icipalidades petén Dolores 0 2,276 0 0 100% 0 0 0 100% 16 2,593 0 0 100%
4.1709|Municipalidades Petén San Luis 600 1,100 0 0 100% 0 0 0 100% 0 2,954 0 0 100%
4.1710|Municipalidades Petén Sayaxché 0 2,546 0 0 100% 0 0 0 100% 0 362 0 0 100%
4.1711|Municipalidades Petén Melchor De Mencos 144 1,729 36 0 100% 1,909 0 0 100% 0 1,383 0 0 100%
4.1712|Municipalidades Petén Poptdn 7 866 1 0 100% 1,400 0 0 0 100% 0 2,021 0 0 100%
4.1713 palidades Petén Las Cruces 0 2,152 0 0 100% 2,032 4,439 681 0 100% 300 6,032 0 0 100%
4.1714] palidades Petén El Chal 0 820 0 0 100% 689 2,253 0 0 100% 2 1,913 0 0 100%
4.1801 palidades lzabal Puerto Barrios 284 1,114 7 0 100% 1,909 4,582 0 0 100% 47 2,127 0 0 100%
4.1802 palidades Izabal 3,014 1,295 31 2 80% 1,400 0 0 0 100% 0 2,733 0 0 100%
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Eleccion 2023 Eleccion 2019 Eleccion 2015

v Elcon 2023 e Dl ooy Gl Crtoren Consiors M oy i puun | i | IR N N R

imo ganador Repartidora tltimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/DS dltimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8

4.1803|Mu 1zabal £l Estor 357 4,049 38 0 O
4.1804|Mu Izabal Morales 119 3,860 13 0 o
4.1805|Muni Izabal Los Amates 0 4,952 0 0 *
4.1901|Municipalidades Zacapa Zacapa 0 2,296 0 0 il
4.1902|Municipalidades Zacapa Estanzuela 0 945 0 0 ©
4.1903|Municipalidades Zacapa Rio Hondo 0 2,047 0 0 @]
4.1904|Municipalidades zacapa Gualan 0 1,377 0 0 &
4.1905 palidades Zacapa Teculutdn 24 237 0 0 2 &
4.1906|Municipalidades Zacapa Usumatlan 0 485 0 0 100% 6 1,013 1 0 100% 0 433 0 ® o 100%
4.1907|Municipalidades Zacapa Cabafias 0 1,562 0 0 100% 1,918 1,165 391 2 71% 3 3,158 1 @ o 100%
4.1908|Municipalidades Zacapa San Diego 0 1,059 0 0 100% 0 1,703 0 0 100% 8,762 1422 1,262 . 10
4,1909|Municipalidades Zacapa La Unién 0 597 0 0 100% 1 453 0 0 100% 4,665 726 242 @ 6
4.1910|Municipalidades Zocapa Hulté 0 851 0 o | 100% 2 1228 1 o | 100% 3 1,138 o [® o | 100% |
4.1911|Municipalidades Zacapa San Jorge 10 1,151 0 0 100% 67 229 0 0 100% 7,104 985 1045 @ S
4.2001|Municipalidades Chiquimula Chiquimula 11 1,608 0 0 100% 67 229 0 0 100% 0 2,979 0 ® o 100%
4.2002|Municipalidades Chiquimula San José La Arada 0 1,011 0 0 100% 0 570 0 0 100% 0 3,814 0 @ o 100%
4.2003|Municipalidades Chiquimula San Juan Ermita 0 2,221 0 0 100% 0 2,266 0 [} 100% 244 3,656 28 @ o 100%
4.2004|Municipalidades Chiquimula Jocotdn 107 2,281 0 0 100% 6 1,230 2 0 100% 7,993 2,025 1,237 @ 2 75%
4.2005|Municipalidades Chiquimula Camotdn 289 1,852 21 0 100% 40 1,953 0 0 100% 24 1,762 0 @ o 100%
4.2006|Municipalidades Chigquimula Olopa 0 648 0 0 100% 0 1,196 0 0 100% 0 321 0 @ o 100%
4.2007|Municipalidades Chiquimula Esquipulas 97 2,762 11 0 100% 40 794 0 0 100% 0 4,827 0 @ o 100%
4.2008|Municipalidades Chiquimula Concepci6n Las Minas 0 833 0 0 100% 0 603 0 0 100% 11,218 1,137 1,722 1 86%
4,2009|Municipalidades Chiquimula Quezaltepeque 0 5,884 0 0 100% 1 4,597 0 0 100% 0 967 0 @® o 100%
4.2010|Municipalidades Chiguimula San Jacinto 0 2,422 0 0 100% 0 2,581 0 0 100% 0 1,510 0 . 0 100%
4,2011{Municipalidades Chiquimula Ipala 6 963 0 0 100% 0 1,743 0 0 100% 0 1,216 0 @ o 100%
4.2101 Jalapa Jalapa 1 2,771 0 0 100% 0 1,743 0 0 100% 0 1,307 0 ® o 100%
4.2102 Jalapa San Pedro Pinula 9 706 0 0 100% 27 347 0 0 100% 0 533 0 @ o 100%
4.2103 Jalapa San Lui tepeque [o] 903 0 0 100% 4,481 1,551 502 10 I 0 397 0 @ o 100%
4.2104 Jalapa San Manuel Chaparrén 0 1,282 0 0 100% 0 898 0 0 100% 54 4,062 18 @® o 100%
4.2105 Jalapa San Carlos Alzatate 0 2,971 0 0 100% 4 1,606 0 0 100% 0 1,303 0 @ o 100%
4.2106|Municipalidades Jalapa Monjas 0 1,422 0 0 100% 0 877 0 0 100% 0 1,121 0 @ o 100%
4,2107|Municipalidades Jalapa Mataquescuintla 430 1,047 0 0 100% 69 1,425 20 0 100% 0 650 0 @ o 100%
4.2201|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jutiapa 0 829 0 0 100% 200 553 0 0 100% 11,532 0 1,927 7’ 8 I
4,2202|Municipalidades Jutiapa El Progreso 6 760 0 0 100% 0 1,328 0 0 100% 0 3,688 0 @® o 100%
4.2203|Municipalidades Jutiapa Santa Catarina Mita 1 5,521 0 0 100% 0 2,179 0 0 100% 0 2,360 0 ® o 100%
4,2204{Mul Jutiapa Agua Blanca 0 1,504 0 0 100% 0 3,567 0 0 100% 0 1,336 0 @ o 100%
4.2205|Mu Jutiapa Asuncion Mita 0 2,667 0 0 100% 0 4,583 0 0 100% 100 1,172 7 ® 6 I
4.2206[Mul Jutiapa Yupiltepeque 0 955 0 0 100% 0 35 0 0 100% 0 1,532 0 @ o 100%
4.2207|Mu Jutiapa Atescatempa 0 1,147 0 0 100% 215 3,725 49 [} 100% 0 1,905 0 @ o 100%
4.2208|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jerez 0 835 0 0 100% 0 615 0 0 100% 0 1,235 0 @ o 100%
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Ganadores | Diferencia
Cuadran de Votos

Ganadores
Cuadran

4.2209|Municipalidades Jutiapa El Adelanto 0 733 0 @® o 100% 0 894 0 0

4.2210|Municipalidades Jutiapa Zapotitlan 0 2,381 0 ® o 100% 0 1,922 0 0 100%
4.2211|Municipalidades Jutiapa Comapa 113 3,513 1 @ o 100% 0 3,990 0 8

4.2212|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jalpatagua 0 1,949 0 ® o 100% 91 2,894 0 0 100%
4.2213|Municipalidades Jutiapa Conguaco 1,000 691 10 @ 2 75% 0 1,851 0 0 100%
4.2214|Municipalidades Jutiapa Moyuta 0 945 0 @ o 100% 0 2,212 0 0 100%
4.2215|Municipalidades Jutiapa Pasaco 0 1,662 0 ® o 100% 0 414 0 0 100%
4.2216|Municipalidades Jutiapa San José Acatempa 0 1,471 0 ® o 100% 0 2,414 0 0 100%
4.2217|Municipalidades Jutiapa Quesada 0 3,926 0 @ o 100% 0 725 0 0 100%

Report.DigitalWitness.io

144


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Report.DigitalWitness.io 145



ANNEX 1

Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness
and TREP as of August 15, 2023

A previous version was submitted to the TSE
(Secretary General, General Director of Informatics, and Electoral Directorate) on July 28, 2023
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Diferencia de

Diferencia entre el

Difrerencia Cifra

Cargos en Ganadores

Eleccion Departamento Municipio Vi pri‘mer perdedary Renartidora Bishiital Cundean
ultimo ganador 1
Sir::;iz;t;\;te Nacional 31,668 218,903 5. 0 100%
3;’1‘:;:‘1?8 bista Nacional 40,364 8,960 A 1 100%
3 Diputados Distritales 211,649 & 13
4 Municipalidades 64,895 & 143
5 Parlacen Nacional 29,539 1,111 A 1 100%
4.1305: Municipalidades Huehuetenango %Nsntén 335 303 2,096
4.0204: Municipalidades Sacatepéguez ;Sumpangu 452 178 766
4.1224: Municipalidades San Marcos éSan José Ojetenam 229 134 1,916
4.1020; Municipalidades Suchitepégquez éRI’D Bravo 102 35 2,944
4.0703! Municipalidades Solola ;Santa Maria Visitacion 100 63 628
4.1011: Municipalidades Suchitepéquez éSan Miguel Panan 100 51 1,562
4.1004; Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Bernardino 61 45 296
4.1420! Municipalidades Quiché ::'Ixcén 559 426 471
4.0115: Municipalidades Guatemala %Villa Canales 455 2,612 644
4.2101: Municipalidades Jalapa é]alapa 103 7,162 2,771
4.0909 Municipaiic;ades Quetzaltenango Ostuncalco 1,864 219 300
4.1010 Municipalidades Suchitepéquez zz:h‘:‘t':::;zez 330 2,757 139
3.02: Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez ; 107,657 1,049
4.1107: Municipalidades Retalhuleu :Champerico 1,582 1,055 339
4,1208; Municipalidades San Marcos ?Sibinal 306 614 13
4.1009 Municipa.lidades Suchitepéquez ;San Pablo Jocopilas 240 175 14
4.0302: Municipalidades Chimaltenango E'San José Poaquil 200 3,163 2,615
4.0605; Municipalidades Santa Rosa _San Rafael Las Flores 106 1,003 1,207
4,1313: Municipalidades Huehuetenango éSan Miguel Acatan 375 132 350
4.0804: Municipalidades Totonicapan San Andrés Xecul 300 128 207
Sacatepéguez JULIO 33,235 1,049 A 1
3.07 Diputados Distritales Solola 11,507 4,220 A 1 100%
3.05 Diputados Distritales Escuintla 7,807 5,021 1 100%
3.09 Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 7,116 1,356 A 1 100%
4.0001: Municipalidades Distrito Central ;Guatemaia 5,768 522 13,813 A 1 100%
3.00: Diputados Distritales | Distrito Central 4,616 214 A1 100%
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. Diferencia entre el _ .
= e Diferenciade Difrerencia Cifra Cargos en Ganadores
Eleccion Departamento Municipio primer perdedor y Z -1
Votos : Repartidora Disputa  Cuadran
altimo ganador

iputados Distritales :Quiché

3.10§Dipu£ados Distritales éSuchitepéquez 3,893 919
3.17§Diputadns Distritales éPetén 3,625 : 2,798
301 Diputados Distritales éGuatemaIa 3,179 913
4.0107§Muni:ipalidades éGuatemala éMixcu 2,734 36,671

3.03§Diputad05 Distritales é(‘,himaltenango

Chimaltenango JULIO

:San Marcos

3.125Diputados Distritales

Alta Verapaz
gso;;I; ..............
Santa Rosa
gaetalhul;
4.0719§Municipalidades éSoIDIé" %San.tiagu Atitlan 1,001 732
4.0403§Municipalidades EI Progreso iah" At 828 719
3.15§Diputados Distritales éBaja Verapaz 792 321
....... 4 1710: Municipalidades éPetén §5ayaxché 754 : 93
------- ;.DSISEMunicipalidades éEscu‘mtIa éNueva Concepcién 726 1,656
4.0713§Muni|:ipalidades éSoInIé éSan Lucas Toliman 640 721
4.1405§Municipalidades éﬂuiché échajul 636 594
4.1412§Municipalidades éQuiché gluyabaj 629 608
4.0510§Municipalidades éEscuintla
4.0907§Municipalidades éuuetzaltenango
......... i gQuetzaltenangn
Totonicapan

4.0104 Municipalidades Guatemala

4.16135Munic|'pall'dades

4.2213: Municipalidades

A.DSOIEMunicipalidades éEscuintIa éEscuintIa 302 1,650
...... ;;soséMunicipalidades éAlta Verapaz éSenahl‘J 300 - ";37
4.1904§ML;nici;;JaIidades Zacapa éGuaIén | ‘ 211
4.0207 Municipalidades éSacatepéquez éial't":am""mé Milpas 257 176
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Diferencia entre el c
Difrerencia Cifra Cargos en Ganadores

Eleccion Departamento Municipio = rimer perdedor
P P Votas P pe Y Repartidora Disputa Cuadran
ultimo ganador

. 4.0306 Municipalidades {Chimaltenango Tecpin Guatemala 254 | 1,264 245 A 1 100%

| 4.0301 Municipalidades {Chimaltenango Chimaltenango 204 1,745 53 A 1 | 100%
| 4,0208 Municipalidades |Sacatepéquez San Lucas Sacatepéquez 183 | 1,707 | 178 A 1 0 100% |

4.1617 Municipalidades |Alta Verapaz Raxruha 151 | 82 433 A 1 | 100%

| 41207 Municipalidades  San Marcos Tacand 48 | 132 158 A 1 100%

| 41332 Municipalidades ‘Huehuetenango Unién Cantinil 74 58 762 A 1 | 100%

| 41616 Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Catalina La Tinta 6 2 1,742 A 1 | 100% |

3.13?D'rputados Distrita.le.s“ 5Huehuetenan.g(.}“ o 3,634 “ 4,542 1 . .D 100%
3.20?Diputzdos Distritales .échiquimula ‘ l 2,275 I 13,765 ! . 0 = 100% !
- azz-Dmurados I;is.tr.;t.al;s. j‘mapa et e s e s s s LBM S _’m . . D .
3.04€Diputados D#tril:ales EEI Progres;:b o ' ' V | V 3,593 1 ' V. 0 100%
311 ipuados Disttales Retabhules | s e @ 0 | o |
@

Izabal 990 | 2,044

318 Diputados Distritales

| 4.1227 Municipalidades 'San Marcos Esquipulas Palo Gordo 9 | 1,841 1,833 0 | 100%

3.21:Diputados Distritales ;Jalapa 895 | 1,464

3.19 Diputados Distritales [Zacapa 755 5,201 100%

3.08 Diputados Distritales éTuI:oni:apén 667 1,874

o o o o e
H i o i

| 4.1601 Municipalidades ‘Alta Verapaz Cobdn 646 | 4345 3,503

. ,
2]
o

4.1610 Municipalidades iJt\lta\.fera.:oaz San Juan Chamelco i 646 1,164 2,462
4.0901 Municipalidades ~ Quetzaltenango Quetzaltenango 643 | 7,194 3,956

4.0203 Municipalidades |Sacatepéquez Pastores 640 | 1,576 2,531

CEE BN B
o §

100%

| 4.0705 Municipalidades 'Solol3 Nahuald 636 4,770 12,332
| 4.1413 Municipalidades Quiché Nebaj 614 6,720 1,972

P e e e e e e e
g

4.0706 Municipalidades | Solol4 Pwea Caty 586 | 6997 6,925
i | _Ixtahuacén i i i

4.1316: Municipalidades EHuehuetenango San Juan Atitan 584 1,110 4,746
| 4.1803 Municipalidades Izabal El Estor - os77 78 4,042

| 4.0502 Municipalidades ‘Escuintla Santa luce 532 | 3,016 4,096
. A ‘Cotzumalguapa L - O PTIVIMENCE IOTI. R

| 4.0114 Municipalidades ‘Guatemala Villa Nueva 525 | 1,363 4,072

4.1406 Municipalidades !Quiché Chichicastenango 513 | 4270 2,148

| 4.0116 Municipalidades ‘Guatemala Petapa 6,629 1,427

| 4.1215 Municipalidades iSan Marcos Malacatén

3,339 1,070
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Diferencia entre el o
F T Diferencia de = Difrerencia Cifra Cargos en Ganadores
Eleccion Departamento Municipio primer perdedor y N _
Votos z Repartidora Disputa  Cuadran
ultimo ganador

4,0201: Municipalidades i acatepéquez Antigua Guatemala 3,810

0 100%

4.1801: Municipalidades glzabal Puerto Barrios 446 4,472 1,143

4.0101: Municipalidades EGuatemaia :Santa Catarina Pinula 424 8,546 7,097

4.1804 Mu ‘Izabal ‘Morales

3,843

nicipalidades

San Pedro Carcha 7,459 100%

B &

4.2004§Municipaiidades ;Jocota’n 2,354 0 100%
4.1711§Municipalidades EF’etén gMelchnr De Mencos E 386 : 3,327 1,729 0
4.1703: Municipalidades Petén San Benito 379 7,064 0

------- 40503 ;vfunicipatidades Escuintla La [S-e“;ocracia 2,106 0 100%

@
@
&
®
©
]
@
D
@
4.0307:Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzin 792 1,755 @ o 100%
41005 Municosidades  Suhitepéquez SanJosé lidolo w1 66 5 @ o 100%
41501 Muricpaldaces EZacapam Zacapa i 36(; ..... 2296 @ 0 @ 100%
4. 1222§Munic|'palidades éSan Marcos ;Pajapita 352 552 @ o0 100%
-";1.."22175Municipali;a"l-i;s“ é]utiapa" - Quesada 345 3926 @ 0O 5 100%
r‘r;.miMunicipakidades éQueuaItenang;rr Cab;;:;n 332 540 2,922 :. 0 100%
4.22017Municipatidades 5Jut;;pa lutiapa 328 984 829 . 0 100%
4.1202: Municipalidades San Marcos San Pedro Sacatepéquez 312 1,656 496 @ o
a0505 Municalidades  Escuntla  Masagua 08 s 13 @ o
4,0304§Municipatidade; ........... Chlrnaltenango Comalapa 290 1,063 ............ 2,229 . 0 100%
4.08(}B§Municipafidades éTotonicapén ESan Bartolo 287 605 691 . 0 100%
d.UZIZEMunicipaEidades éSacatepéquez Ciudad Vieja 286 3,815 350 @ o 100%
4.0109EMunicipalidades EGuats:mala San Juan Sacatepéquez . 0
A0l Municioaidades  SartaRosa  Gumscopdn | ® o
4.01 12 Municipalidades éGuatemaia Fraijanes 275 2,035 5688 @ 0 100%
4.0407!Muni:ipaiidades ' ;Ei Vlr’rrugresu Sanarate 273 1,927 3722 @ o0 100%
4,0902: Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Salcaja 273 947 102 @ o 100%
4.1606 Municipaiidade; ---------- Alta Verapaz Tucurid 271 " 37 @ o 100%
Al8MuicoaRiades  Wushumtenango [snMatsobesin | 265 e @ o | 100%
4.1604: Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tactic 265 1,195 705 . 0 100%
4.0404 Municipalidades EI Prugreso“ ii’;;::;‘;‘:n N 712 883 . 0 . 100%
4, 1230§Municipaiidades éSan Marcos La Blanca 256 1,082 2,151 . 0 100%
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Diferencia entre el

Diferencia de

Difrerencia Cifra

Cargos en Ganadores

Eleccion Departamento Municipio i Pri_mer perdedor y Repartidora Dlguta’ Cadran
i ultimo ganador
4.0805 Municipalidades Totonicapan éMomostenango 244 2,657 881 3. [¢] 100%
4.1209:Municipalidades iSan I'v;;rcos 241 1014 1,135 @ o0
..... 41909 Municipalidades EZat:ztpa 240 2,408 597 @ o0 100%
';'6504 Municipalidades Escuintla 235 2,794 394 ‘@ o
42211 Municalidades  Iutiapa s 305 @ o
4.2001 Municipalidade! ““““““““““ Chlqmmula llllllllllllllllll éChiquimuIa 233 1,119 ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 1,608 . ] 100%
4.1003: Municipalidades Suchitepéquez ;San Francisco Zapotitlan 230 1,292 3078 @ o

4 1322 Municipalidades Huehuetenango éConcepcic'm Huista 130 929 1,075 @ o0

4.1327:Muni|:ipalidades ;Huehuetenangu éAguacatén | 218 4,090 27 @® o 100%
lllllll 41315 Municpalidades :Hueh?.étenango EZ‘:::;HB':;T 216 931 3274 @ O @ 100%
4.0401 Municipalidades El Progreso éGuastatova ; 215 656 6,209 . 4] 100%
4.1706: Municipalidades Petén éSan Francisco 213 2,203 2022 @ o 100%
4.1911 Municipalidades Zacapa éSan Jorge i 209 269 1,151 @ o 100%

”;4.1217 Municipalidades San Marcos éAyutla 207 1,019 4174 @ o 100%
4.1404; Municipalidades Quiché iZacuaIpa 201 1,843 2577 @ o
4.1414 Municipalidades Quiché ESan Andrés Sajcabaja 201 758 1,733 @ WO
4.0402 Municip;i;;;;;s El Progreso ;Moraza'n 200 803 2299 @ o 100%
4.1418: Municipalidades Quiché ;Canillé 200 252 1383 @ o 100%
4.0105: Municipalidades Guatemala gchinautla 198 541 s09 @ o 100%
4.1204: Municipalidades San Marcos é(Ic>mi’canci|lcv 198 424 302 @

Suepéaes il B N i 1
4.2202 Municipalidades Jutiapa EI Progreso 195 4,486 760 @
;.6920 Municipalidades Quetzaltenango é‘Coat(-.‘peque 192 239 380 @ o 100%
------ 40921 Municipalidades Quetzaltenango ‘ 188 1,191 1,264 @ 0 & 100%
4.0113 I\;t‘micipalidade“s” Guatt;.ln;\ala éAmatit!;;'\ 187 T 1818 1,295 @ o0 100%
42008 Muricipalidades Chouimula concepdénas Minas | 183 ass 3 @ 0 00%
4.0206! Municipalidades Sacatepéquez éSantiago Sacatepéquez 179 606 617 @ o0 100%

' 4 1603 Municipalidades Alta Verapaz éSan Cristobal VE{;VPE‘I; o 174 961 1300 @ o 100%
4.2212:Municipalidades Jutiapa %Jalpatagua 174 590 19499 @ o 100%
4.0102§Municipalidades éGuatemala éSan José Pinula 168 2,968 1671 @ o 100%

....... 40309 Municip;xll‘;;;t;;; Chim;‘l‘tenango ?Patzicl‘a 166 2,831 1,921 @ o 100% |
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Eleccion

Diferencia entre el

Diferencia de
Departamento Municipio
Votos

primer perdedory

Difrerencia Cifra

Repartidora

Cargos en Ganadores

Disputa

Cuadran

| 4.0408 Municipalidades
4.0922 Municipalidades

4.1015 Municipalidades

ultimo ganador

El Progreso ‘San Antonio La Paz 160 553
‘Quetzaltenango {Flores Costa Cuca 160 719
154 487

Suchitepéquez ‘Santa Barbara

4.1612 Municipalidades

4.1712 Municipalidades

4.0508§Municipalidades

4.1326;Municipalidades

4.1221 Municipalidades

4.0610 Municipalidades

4.2009:Municipalidades

| 4.1701 Municipalidades

4.0803 Municipalidades

4.1907 Municipalidades
4.2205 Municipalidades

4.0916;Municipalidades
4.1415 Municipalidades
41201 Municipalidades

4.0106 Municipalidades

4.1323 Municipalidades
4,1002 Municipalidades
4.121 :Municipalidades

. 4.200: Municipalidades
4.1503 Municipalidades

| 4.1408 Municipalidades

Totonicapan

2,764

100%

100%

Alta Verapaz

‘lZacapa

Pe(én T RS
tiapa
" Escumtla o,
Quetzaltenango
chhe I

San Marcos

987

100%

Guatemala

Huehuetenango
. San‘hla‘arcos |
Huehuetenango
Suc!‘\;t‘epég;ez‘ “
l‘San Marcos
‘Chiquirnula

Santa Rosa

Baja Verapaz

Chiquimula
Quiché

4,1108 Municipalidades

4,0709 Municipalidades

4.1205 Municipalidades

4.1713 Municipalidades

Retalhuleu

Solola

San Marcos

Petén
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4.0205 Municipalidades Sacatepéquez nto Domingo Xenacoj = 106
4.0903! Municipalidades Quetzaltenango :Olintepeque 106
4.1330;Municipalidades Huehuetenango iSantiag&:i Chimaltenango 106
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Eleccion

4.1105

41402

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

Departamento

Municipio

Diferencia entre el

Diferencia de

Votos .
altimo ganador

primer perdedor y

Difrerencia Cifra

Repartidora

Cargos en Ganadores

Disputa  Cuadran

4.0216

4.0603

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

‘Santa Rosa De Lima

100

4.0612

4.1903

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

ESanta Cruz Naranjo

Municipalidades
4.2214 Municipalidades
4,1013 Municipalidades EChicacao 99 441 721
4.1319: Municipalidades ‘Huehuetenango :Colotenango

san Cristébal

4.0802: Municipalidades Totonicapan i r.ls
s b ——— R Gl LR SR S
4.1219: Municipalidades San Pablo
4.1602 Municipalidades {Santa Cruz Verapaz

Municipalidades

‘Santa Lucia Milpas Altas

. 4.0609

Municipalidades

‘San Antonio Huista

. 4.0801

4.0917

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

4.0506

4.2006

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

4.0305: Municipalidades ESanta Apolonia

4.0314: Municipalidades éChimaItenangn Parramas

4.0316: Municipalidades échimaltenangu EE' Tejar 74 1,839 1,478 100%
4.1226: Municipalidades éSié;capa

4,1001: Municipalidades é;\d;z-.iitenango

4.1320 "

‘Municipalidades

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

Municipalidades

Huehuetenango

ECunén

‘Chuarrancho
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Diferencia entre el
Diferenciade Difrerencia Cifra Cargos en Ganadores
primer perdedor y ; S

A Repartidora Disputa Cuadran
dltimo ganador

# Eleccion Departamento Municipio
Votos

4.1307:Municipalidades %Huehue{enango ;Jacaitenango | 67 2,193 l
40608 Murcpaldedes  SamaRosa  cails 66 &
40712 Munichalidades  Solld  SanAntonloPaops | o -
""" 4092 Municpaldades  Quetwatenango  PaestnabelosAtos | 6 2
4.0313 Mun;;}léglidades Chimaltenango éSan Andrés Itzapa N 513
- 4.1014 Municipalidades — éPatquI - 832
40606 Murcpaldades  SamaRosa  Omtorie
""" 40913 Municalidades  Cuetzatenango
""" 01008 Murlcpaldades  Suchiepéauer
41203 Munlcmalidades San Marcos ::ai‘:;zgfm ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 0| 861
4.1229 Municipalidades San Marcos ;San Lorenzo 60
oMO7Muncpaldodes  Quiche e o
01616 Muricpaldsdes  AaVerapaz 0
01002 Muncpaldodes  Zacspa Esancuel o
o205 Municpaldades  wips Santa CotarinaMita 0
. 4.2102 Municg.;alidades Jalapa San Pedro PinuI; 56
4.1309 l\‘.;unicipalidades Huehuetenango glxtahuacén ......... 53
CassoiMurcosicades Hoshuetarango|Hoshustenangs 5
o102 Monicpolidades  tabel  Wiegsn 52
40616 Municpaldades  SantaRosa [—— 5
‘‘‘‘‘ 4.1106 Munlc‘il;;;ll‘idades Retalht;;;; ESan Andrés Villa S;é 51
4. 19081Mur|;cipalidades Za:ap; ;San Diego “ 50
- 42002 Munici-;;.iidades CI;i;;;r.\.'lula San]osé La Aradnaw 50
4.1311 Municri;;lida;c;:ﬂsr ‘HuehueZEnangor La Libertad 49
4.1206 Munic‘i.:.:;.l‘i;;i‘ies San Marco; ........ ConcepcednTutuapa ........ 47
"""" 40905 Muricpaldades  Quewltenango  sblla 4
4.1220: Municipalidades ‘San Marcos éEI Quetzal 44
4.0511 Municip;Iidades ?Escuintla llllllllllllllll éPaIIn W 1,797
4.1317: Municipalidades iHuehuetenang; éSanta Eulalia 42 228
4.1411 Munici.[.J;.I;;;;jes fQuiché ESarl wdond 41 671
"""" AMOLMunipaldades  Quché  SemtaCradelQuiche | 40 aaes
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Eleccion Departamento

| 4.1507 Municipalidades |Baja Verapaz

Municipio

San Jerénimo

© 4.2011:Municipalidades ‘Chiquimula

Ipala

4.0707; Municipalidades ‘Solold

4.0914 Municipalidades ;Quetzaltenangu

41607 Municipalidades :Alta Verapaz

| 41021 Municipalidades ‘Suchitepéquez

| 4.0602 Municipalidades ‘Santa Rosa

413 12: Municipalidades ‘Huehuetenango

| 4.1421 Municipalidades ‘Quiché
| 4.1705 Municipalidades :Petén

42010 Municipalidades :Chiquimula

| 4.1302 Municipalidades ‘Huehuetenango

. 4.1611 Municipalidades ‘Alta Verapaz
- 4.2106: Municipalidades ‘Jalapa
4.0110; Municipalidades ;Guatemala

4.0303 Municipalidades :Chi maltenango

| 41306 Municipalidades ! Huehuetenango
| 4.0912 Municipalidades fQuetzaltenngu

Monjas

Lanquin

San Raimundo

San Martin Jilotepeque :

San Pedro Necta
Saﬁ Ma;ﬂn
Sacatepéquez

'\ 4.1210 Municipalidades ‘San Marcos

. 4.1216 Municipalidades ‘San Marcos

P4 1304: Municipalidades ‘Huehuetenango

41310 Municipalidades | Huehuetenango

| 4,0507 Municipalidades ‘Escuintla
! d.1910: Municipalidades :Zacapa

Tejutla
éa;arin;
Cuilco

Sa;na Bérbara
oo

Huité

4.0312: Municipalidades :Chimaltenango

| 4.0315Municipalidades ‘Chimaltenango
4.1707 Municipalidades ‘Petén
4,0308 Municipalidades iChimaltenango

- 4.1225 Municipalidades ‘San Marcos
4.1504 Municipalidades :Baja Verapaz
4.1605 Municipalidades Alta Verapaz

Zaragoza

Yepocapa

Santa Ana

Pochuta

San Cristobal Cucho |

Cubulco

Tamahu

Diferencia entre el

ncia de

primer perdedor y
ultimo ganador

Santa Clara La Laguna 39 3.
‘Camel 39
Pamés SR LT (RS 35 :
vSa;\Jnséla Maquma 7 35 ?
;a.r..m:.r;n”a“ R—— .
La Democracia 3;[7 1
Pachalum 30
| —— %
San Jacinto 30
Chiantla 27 !

27

26

25

25

25

24

24

18

18

17
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Diferencia entre el

Eleccion

Departamento

Municipio

~ primer perdedor y

Difrerencia Cifra

Cargos en Ganadores
Cuadran

ultimo ganador

Repartidora

Disputa

426

4.2107;Municipalidades é]alapa -‘Mataquescuintla 11 1,086 1,047 E. 0 | 100%
74.1508€N‘rlunicipalidardes EBajaVerapaz ;Puruli;a' ' 10 ' 1;794 ‘ 475 7. 0 100%
41905,Mumc'pahdades — .§Z.a‘.:a.p; T — Usumaﬂan S hane 10 L R 252 { - y . D .
rﬂ.D&DBglr\mr.lnicipa|idra:rles %gan:a Rosa T;hiq;l;;nuliiia 9 - 4,”720” 6,381 . 0 i 100%
| aooiSMuncholidades  Quewsltenango  Hutin s o e @ 0 100%
74.0601?!7\"7Iunicipalidrardes Vé;caanta Rosa ]Cuila; ! ' 650 | ‘. 0 i 100%
41709 Muricpaldades  etén s 8 um ® o o
4.0904€Municipalidades ;Quel:zaltenango 7San Carlos Sija 7 173 410 7. 0 100%
| omswunicpaldsdes bl losAmaes |7 1 o2 @ 0 0%
' 4.0108€Municipalid;des éGuatemaia -San P;droSamtepéquu: 6 592 2,2;5 .
4020 Muncpaldades  Socotepéauer  MagdalenaMipasAles 6 2 e
4070 Municpaldades soold kwincrntatagma | 6 o 106 ® 0 1o0%
A0nSMunicpaldades  Soi  Spabolaogna | 6 o 0 @ 0 100
4.0910?Municipalidades éQuetzaitenango :San Méteo 7 6 182 E 4867 7. 0 100%
: 40923v~|umc|pa"dades T Quma"enaﬂgo " Laespemnza AT TR 6 Y ER TR 623 S RTINS ..1.1; ; . 0 .
.‘A.IOOTEI\‘.PI‘unicipalid.a‘des ESuchitepé.c‘quez jSan L;renzo 6 847 97; . 0 100%
| An0Munpsidades  Rethues  Snsebestin 6 120 as ® o wox
md.BZB?h;FI‘ulnicipalit;.ila‘dles Hgl-liuehuet‘ell;alango )San I%;f;el Petz;lu ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 1.2l23 2,278:‘ . 0 100%
arOdMicpaldades  Petn  Snmnarts | 6 | 107 159 @ 0 o0k
rd.zzoagr;llxrmicipalidra:ries ré;uﬁapa ‘jere; 7 6 203 7 83&: . 0 100%
j.‘4..0é0.?%-.'l‘un;ci.palid.a‘de;. Santa Hosa San Juan Tecuaco .! 5 35 | “2,5.79. . .0 ?. 100%
o101z Muncpaldades Suhitepéquer  SanGabriel s | 75 s @
| 41333 Munichalidades  Huehueterango  Petatin 5 w0 0w @0
ot Muicpaidades  Sacatepbouer SantaMaraDosesis | 4 . w5 @ o 100%
| 40613 Municpaldodes  SomaRosa  Pueblo Nuevo Vias 4 290 | w @ o 0%
| o150l Municpaldedes  BooVeropar  Seama ‘ 2 @ @ 0 0%
aow6Municpaldades  EPogmo  Swswe 3 @ 7 @ o 100
d.OBOT?Municipalidades éTotonicapén jSanta Lucia La Reforma 3 1,839 ‘ 2,525 0 100%
A0S Munkpsidades  Queustenango  Snfrncsolstnon | 3 | 255 e @ 0 100k
| asisicpaldodes  [ahaverspar [T EMWomeDelss | w2 1

San Miguel Sigiiila i

| 4,0908 Municipalidades 'Quetzaltenango

156

Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Diferencia entre el

Diferencia de £ Difrerencia Cifra Cargos en Ganadores
primer perdedor y A _

Votos . Repartidora Disputa Cuadran

ultimo ganador

# Eleccion Departamento Municipio

4.0919 Municipalidades ‘Quetzaltenango El Palmar 3 1,283 1,212 0 . 100%

4.1109 Municipalidades ‘Retalhuleu El Asintal 2 392 413 0 . 100%
| ) : San Rafael Pie De La

4.1211 Municipalidades ‘San Marcos Ciiscta ! 2 827 2,598

4.130: jMunil:i;:uzilidades EHuehuetenzingc: Malacatancito

4.1419 Municipalidades EQuiché -Chicaman

4.1416 Municipalidades ‘Quiché Sacapulas 1 532 8,070
4.1708 Municipalidades Petén Dolores 1 2,928 2,276
4.2003‘-Municipalidades ;Chiquimula -San Juan Ermita 1,845 2,221

»

o

| i Lol
CEN BN BN BN BN BN BN BN BN B

4.2103£Muni|:ipalidades ;Jalapa San Luis Jilotepeque 68 903

o205 Muncpaldsdes  Japa  SanCorlosAustate 2 2071
4.0103%Municipalidades éGuatemala ESan losé Del Golfo 0 0 ......... o @
4.0202§Municipalidades ?Sacatepéquez _:Jocutenangu (&)
4.021 éMunicipalidades ESacatepéquez ESan Miguel Duefias ®
ADMMuriclidsdes Sarstepiauer oterargs L @

"""" i

4,0310;Municipalidades éChimattenango ‘Santa Cruz Balanya L ]
4.0311§Municipalidades ;Chirnaltenangu ;Acatenangu @
4.0405?Municipalidades jEI Progreso jEI Jicaro @

4.0512: Municipalidades ‘Escuintla ‘San Vicente Pacaya

4.0514;Municipa|ldades fEscuintla ‘Sipacate
4.0702§Municipalidades éSquIé San José Chacaya
4.0704 Municipalidades ;Sololé Santa Lucia Utatldn
4.0708 Municipalidades ;Solnla' ;Cnncepcio'n
4071 ;M.;;;;ipalidades iSoIola‘ ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ jPanajachel

4.0?11§Municipa|idades ‘Solola ‘Santa Catarina Palopd 0 286 845

4.0716§Municipalidades ‘Solola §San Marcos La Laguna 0 77 323

4.0717 Municipalidades ‘Solol4 Sanluanlalaguna o ! 894 1,271

;Sololé -San Pedro La Laguna

71 1,565
4.1016§Municipalidades ‘Suchitepéquez :San Juan Bautista 0 442 l 518
4.1017§Municipalidades iSuchiIepéquez ‘Santo Tomads La Unidn 0 906 1,110
4.1018%Municipalidades ESuchitepéquez Zunilito o 810 2,071
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Data Summary Matching Between DigitalWitness and the TREP as of August 15, 2023

Diferencia de

Diferencia entre el

Difrerencia Cifra

Cargos en Ganadores

Eleccion Departamento Municipio il ;?ri-mer perdedor y Repartidora i
| Gltimo ganador :
4.1019: Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Pueblo Nuevo 0 988 1,719 . 0 100%
4.1103: Municipalidades Retalhuleu Santa Cruz Mulua 0 259 920 . 0 100%
4.1104 Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Martin Zapotitlan 0 0 0 ?. 0 -
4.1212 Municipalidades San Marcos Nuevo Progreso 0 325 126m . 0 i 100%
: 4.1214:Municipalidades San Marcos El Rodeo 0 197 1,418 . 0 100%
41218 Muncipaldades San Marcos octs 0 1835 0w @ o 100
4.1223 Municipalidades San Marcos Ixchiguan 0 556 1,230 . 0 100%
4.1228: Municipalidades San Marcos Rio Blanco 0 782 469 . 0 100%
4.1314 Municipalidades Huehuetenango f::ezzf::l:ia 0 37 3,001 . 0 100%
4.1321:Municipalidades Huehuetenango Tectitdn 0 1,119 1,492 . 0 100%
4.1325:Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Coatan 0 579 4,600 . 0 100%
4.1329 Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Gaspar Ixchil 0 1,080 193 . 0 100%
4.1331: Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Ana Huista 0 634 140 . 0 100%
4,1403: Municipalidades Quiché Chinique 0 512 310 . 0 100%
4.1417 Municipalidades Qui;ﬁé jsz:of:;'a"r::;"é 0 368 93 @® 0 @ 100%
4.1502: Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Miguel Chicaj 0 1,485 1,576 ;. 0 100%
4.1505 N.Iu.r;icipalidaz.i.es Baja Verapaz Gra;\ados . 0 2,207 2149 . 0 —
4.1506: Municipalidades Baja Verapaz El Chol 0 343 1,131 . 0 100%
4.1702: Municipalidades Pet;nm San José 0 694 806 . 0 100%
4.1714 Municipalidades Petén El Chal 0 205 820 ‘ 0 100%
4.1905 Municipalidades Zacapa Teculutén 0 2,185 237 . 0 100%
4.2007:Municipalidades Chiquimula Esquipulas 0 29 2,751. . 0 100%
: 4.2104:Municipalidades Jalapa San Manuel Chaparrén 0 158 1,282 . 0 100%
42208 Muricipoldades  utapa T " 500 @ 0 100
4.2207 Municipalidades Jutiapa Atescatempa 0 93 1,147 f. 0 100%
42209 h‘/iu;icipalidades Jutiapa El Adelanto 0 329 733 . HO iiiiii 1;)0%
4.2210: Municipalidades Jutiapa Zapoutlén 0 128 2,381 . 0 ....... 100%
4.2215: Municipalidades Jutiapa Pasaco 0 255 1,662 . 0 100%
4.2216: Municipalidades Jutiapa San José Acatempa 0 3,467 1,471 . 0 100%
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Data Summary Matching Between Actas#8 and the 2023 TREP

ness

Verify every vote
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Data Summary Matching Between Actas#8 and the 2023 TREP

Diferencia entre el

Difrerencia

Eleccion 2023 Departamento Municipio Diferencia de primer perdedory Cifra Ce.lrgus en |[Ganadares
VCiE=D ultimo ganador Repartidora LI S
1 |Presidentey Vicepresidente |Nacional 40,856 228,565 @ 100%
1 Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 24,319 459,666 O 100%
2 Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 30,674 8,739 100%
3  |Diputados Distritales 110,804 3,607 & 20 93.3%
4 Municipalidades 69,944 1,638 19 . 56 98.5%
5 Parlacen Nacional 26,549 604 1,173 1 100%
4.1017 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Tomds La Unién 7,411 424 0 ’ 12
4.1009 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Pablo Jocopilas 759 0 89 <> 8
4.,1417 |Municipalidades Quiché San Bartolomé Jocotenango 3,113 0 510 ’ 7 30%
4.1605 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tamaht 2,705 1,704 498 > 4 50%
3.03 |Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 2,060 7,756 510 0 2 60%
4.0905 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Sibilia 270 1,884 205 > 2 71%
4.0710|Municipalidades Solola Panajachel 221 124 15 > 2 71%
4.1320|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Huehuetenango 3,000 3,349 470 ’ 2 75%
4.2213|Municipalidades Jutiapa Conguaco 1,000 691 10 > 2 75%
4.1802 | Municipalidades lzabal Livingston 3,014 1,295 31 ’ 2 80%
4.0108 | Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Sacatepéquez 3,000 2,239 530 > 2 80%
4.0608 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Chiguimulilla 212 6,381 15 > 2 80%
4.0501 | Municipalidades Escuintla Escuintla 4,716 162 283 > 2 86%
3.01 |Diputados Distritales Guatemala 1,943 20,220 601 . 2 89%
3.00 |Diputados Distritales Distrito Central 15,495 1,228 75 1 100%
3.20 |Diputados Distritales Chiquimula 13,692 959 30 1 100%
3.18 |Diputados Distritales Izabal 10,516 1,325 44 1 100%
3.06 |Diputados Distritales Santa Rosa 8,971 2,935 323 1 100%
3.22 |Diputados Distritales Jutiapa 7,481 393 9 1 100%
4.0312 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Yepocapa 6,451 2,592 942 1 100%
3.07 |Diputados Distritales Solola 6,062 656 41 1 100%
3.19 |Diputados Distritales Zacapa 5,345 1,311 31 1 100%
3.16 |Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 4,944 1,744 38 1 100%
3.11 |Diputados Distritales Retalhuleu 4,751 885 31 1 100%
3.17 |Diputados Distritales Petén 4,137 1,206 463 1 100%
3.13 |Diputados Distritales Huehuetenango 4,016 3,952 8 1 100%
3.04 |Diputados Distritales El Progreso 3,593 28 0 1 100%
4.0105 |Municipalidades Guatemala Chinautla 3,564 486 246 1 100%
4.0614 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Nueva Santa Rosa 2,538 1,395 429 1 100%
3.08 |Diputados Distritales Totonicapan 1,868 203 15 1 100%
4.1414 | Municipalidades Quiché San Andrés Sajcabaja 1,476 1,306 153 1 100%
3.09 |Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 1,473 1,336 4 1 100%
3.21 |Diputados Distritales Jalapa 1,429 789 153 1 100%
4.1202 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Pedro Sacatepéquez 542 276 8 1 100%
4.0806 | Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Maria Chiquimula 379 312 153 1 100%
3.15 |Diputados Distritales Baja Verapaz 323 34 3 1 100%
4.0214|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Alotenango 318 32 14 1 100%
4.0210|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Magdalena Milpas Altas 281 15 14 1 100%
4.0301|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Chimaltenango 175 53 14 1 100%
3.05 |Diputados Distritales Escuintla 5,841 5,869 997 O 0 100%
3.02 |Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez 3,462 6,704 2 @ 0 100%
3.14 |Diputados Distritales Quiché 1,915 9,953 579 O 0 100%
4.0316 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango El Tejar 1,776 1,871 238 O 0 100%
4.0001 | Municipalidades Distrito Central Guatemala 1,504 13,899 96 O 0 100%
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4.0114 |Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Nueva 1,337 4,162 54 O 0 100%
4.0901 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Quetzaltenango 1,255 4,057 50 O 0 100%

3.10 |Diputados Distritales Suchitepéquez 1,217 9,107 431 O 0 100%
4.0509 |Municipalidades Escuintla San José 779 3,277 80 O 0 100%
4.1709 | Municipalidades Petén San Luis 600 1,100 0 @) 0 100%
4.1103 | Municipalidades Retalhuleu Santa Cruz Mulua 599 787 146 @) 0 100%
4.0109 | Municipalidades Guatemala San Juan Sacatepéquez 562 2,916 27 @ 0 100%
4.1406 | Municipalidades Quiché Chichicastenango 537 2,181 45 O 0 100%
4,1601 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Coban 475 3,515 46 O 0 100%
4.0107 | Municipalidades Guatemala Mixco 459 730 13 @) 0 100%
4.0602 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Barberena 459 1,037 49 @ 0 100%
4.2107 |Municipalidades Jalapa Mataquescuintla 430 1,047 0 O 0 100%
4.0601 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Cuilapa 400 3,924 45 @) 0 100%
4.0116 |Municipalidades Guatemala Petapa 398 1,422 9 @ 0 100%
4.1803 | Municipalidades lzabal El Estor 357 4,049 38 @ 0 100%
4.1201 | Municipalidades San Marcos San Marcos 338 4,142 0 O 0 100%
4.1707 | Municipalidades Petén Santa Ana 326 1,558 16 @ 0 100%
4.1401 |Municipalidades Quiché Santa Cruz Del Quiché 323 2,166 3 O 0 100%
4.1001 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Mazatenango 321 443 10 O 0 100%
4.1319 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Colotenango 319 1,581 13 @) 0 100%
4.0717 |Municipalidades Solola SanJuan La Laguna 311 1,436 165 @ 0 100%
4.0204 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Sumpango 301 766 0 O 0 100%
4.0502 | Municipalidades Escuintla Santa Lucia Cotzumalguapa 300 4,026 8 @ 0 100%
4.1015 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santa Bérbara 300 516 26 @ 0 100%
4.1326|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Barillas 296 344 0 O 0 100%
4.0202 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Jocotenango 292 573 28 O 0 100%
4.2005 | Municipalidades Chiguimula Camotan 289 1,852 21 @ 0 100%
4.1801 | Municipalidades lzabal Puerto Barrios 284 1,114 7 @) 0 100%
4.1612 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Cahabén 278 685 17 O 0 100%
4.0314 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Parramos 277 443 35 @ 0 100%

3.12 |Diputados Distritales San Marcos 270 4,371 45 @ 0 100%
4.1610|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz SanJuan Chamelco 269 2,434 44 O 0 100%
4.0201 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Antigua Guatemala 264 3,933 8 @ 0 100%
4.1704 | Municipalidades Petén San Andrés 261 1,593 11 O 0 100%
4.1613 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chisec 260 1,568 26 @ 0 100%
4.0914 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cantel 256 704 25 O 0 100%
4.1205 | Municipalidades San Marcos San Miguel Ixtahuacén 252 1,839 32 @) 0 100%
4.1211 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Rafael Pie De La Cuesta 252 2,673 44 @ 0 100%
4.0115|Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Canales 249 623 6 @) 0 100%
4.1215|Municipalidades San Marcos Malacatdn 248 1,064 4 @ 0 100%
4.1616 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Catalina La Tinta 248 1,712 22 @ 0 100%
4.0403 |Municipalidades El Progreso San Agustin Acasaguastlan 241 2,997 46 O 0 100%
4.1223 | Municipalidades San Marcos Ixchiguan 230 1,240 56 O 0 100%
4.1301 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Huehuetenango 217 3,255 18 @ 0 100%
4.1020|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Rio Bravo 216 2,944 0 O 0 100%
4.0706 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Catarina Ixtahuacan 208 6,907 36 O 0 100%
4.1418 | Municipalidades Quiché Canilld 200 1,383 0 @ 0 100%
4.1608 | Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Senahu 188 2,115 46 O 0 100%
4.1609 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Pedro Carcha 188 7,459 12 O 0 100%
4.0920|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Coatepeque 182 530 0 O 0 100%
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4.0801Municipalidades Totonicapan Totonicapan 164 868 5 O 0 100%
4.1415|Municipalidades Quiché Uspantan 164 308 16 C) 0 100%
4.1220|Municipalidades San Marcos El Quetzal 145 212 0 @] 0 100%
4.1307 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Jacaltenango 145 2,321 38 @ 0 100%
4.1711|Municipalidades Petén Melchor De Mencos 144 1,729 36 ® 0 100%
4.0209 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Lucia Milpas Altas 138 1,143 0 O 0 100%
4.0611|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Guazacapan 138 1,019 35 O 0 100%
4.1405 | Municipalidades Quiché Chajul 136 1,743 0 O 0 100%
4.1204 | Municipalidades San Marcos Comitancillo 124 299 0 (@] 0 100%
4.1014|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Patulul 122 672 0 @] 0 100%
4.0701 Municipalidades Solold Solola 120 6,403 30 O 0 100%
4.1804 | Municipalidades Izabal Morales 119 3,860 13 @] 0 100%
4.2211|Municipalidades Jutiapa Comapa 113 3,513 1 @] 0 100%
4.2004 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Jocotén 107 2,281 0 @ 0 100%
4.0808|Municipalidades Totonicapan San Bartolo 100 691 0 C) 0 100%
4.1011 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Miguel Panan 100 1,462 0 @ 0 100%
4.2007 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Esquipulas 97 2,762 11 O 0 100%
4.1209|Municipalidades San Marcos Tajumulco 89 1,099 0 @ 0 100%
4.0113 |Municipalidades Guatemala Amatitlan 85 1,292 10 @) 0 100%
4.1507 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Jerénimo 78 404 0 O 0 100%
4.1408 | Municipalidades Quiché San Antonio llotenango 76 5,518 1 @ 0 100%
4.1219|Municipalidades San Marcos San Pablo 74 517 0 @ 0 100%
4.1420|Municipalidades Quiché Ixcan 71 473 0 ® 0 100%
4.1317 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Eulalia 65 2,312 0 @ 0 100%
4.1318|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Mateo Ixtatan 65 1,937 1 O 0 100%
4.1409 |Municipalidades Quiché San Pedro Jocopilas 64 532 0 @ 0 100%
4.1021|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San José La Maquina 58 405 0 @ 0 100%
4.1416 | Municipalidades Quiché Sacapulas 58 8,127 0 @] 0 100%
4.1308|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Soloma 48 266 0 @ 0 100%
4.1413|Municipalidades Quiché Nebaj 48 1,972 0 O 0 100%
4.1603 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Cristdbal Verapaz 48 1,300 0 @ 0 100%
4.1106 | Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Andrés Villa Seca 46 928 0 @ 0 100%
4.1217 [Municipalidades San Marcos Ayutla 46 4,212 0 C) 0 100%
4.1701 | Municipalidades Petén Flores 46 1,482 4 O 0 100%
4.1013|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Chicacao 44 721 0 @ 0 100%
4.0909 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Ostuncalco 41 300 0 @] 0 100%
4.1614 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chahal 35 591 0 O 0 100%
4.1213|Municipalidades San Marcos El Tumbador 34 3,970 6 ® 0 100%
4.0106 | Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Ayampuc 31 372 0 @] 0 100%
4.0707 [Municipalidades Solola Santa Clara La Laguna 30 205 0 @ 0 100%
4.1327 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Aguacatan 30 231 0 ® 0 100%
4.1101 Municipalidades Retalhuleu Retalhuleu 29 1,271 0 O 0 100%
4.0613 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Pueblo Nuevo Vifias 26 473 0 ® 0 100%
4.1210|Municipalidades San Marcos Tejutla 25 764 0 @] 0 100%
4.1905 [Municipalidades Zacapa Teculutan 24 237 0 O 0 100%
4.0101|Municipalidades Guatemala Santa Catarina Pinula 20 7,097 0 @] 0 100%
4.1323 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Ixcoy 18 136 0 @ 0 100%
4.0922 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Flores Costa Cuca 15 2,157 0 O 0 100%
4.1306 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Pedro Necta 15 3,032 0 @ 0 100%
4.0719|Municipalidades Solola Santiago Atitlan 14 1,149 0 O 0 100%

Report.DigitalWitness.io 163



Data Summary Matching Between Actas#8 and the 2023 TREP

. . Diferencia entre el Difrerencia
Diferencia de Cargosen  Ganadores

Eleccion 2023 Departamento Municipio rimer perdedory Cifra
b g Votos ] > Y Disputa Cuadran

ultimo ganador Repartidora
4.1703 [Municipalidades Petén San Benito 14 7,067 1 [ ] 0 100%
4.1105 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Felipe 12 1,392 3 [ ] 0 100%
4.1501 [ Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Salama 11 623 0 O 0 100%
4.1615 [ Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Fray Bartolomé De Las Casas 11 402 0 O 0 100%
4.2001 [Municipalidades Chiquimula Chiguimula 11 1,608 0 (@] 0 100%
4.0713 [Municipalidades Solola San Lucas Toliman 10 223 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.,1005 [ Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San José El idolo 10 1,025 0 O 0 100%
4.1214 [Municipalidades San Marcos El Rodeo 10 1,428 0 O 0 100%
4.1407 [Municipalidades Quiché Patzité 10 1,105 5 O 0 100%
4.1911 [Municipalidades Zacapa San Jorge 10 1,151 0 @ 0 100%
4.2102 [Municipalidades Jalapa San Pedro Pinula 9 706 0 O 0 100%
4.0112 [Municipalidades Guatemala Fraijanes 8 5,687 0 O 0 100%
4.1712 [Municipalidades Petén Poptun 7 866 1 (@] 0 100%
4.0507 [Municipalidades Escuintla La Gomera 6 296 0 D 0 100%
4.0508 [Municipalidades Escuintla Guanagazapa 6 1,323 0 O 0 100%
4.1203 [Municipalidades San Marcos San Antonio Sacatepéquez 6 553 0 D 0 100%
4.1411 [Municipalidades Quiché San Juan Cotzal 6 2,382 0 O 0 100%
4.2011 [Municipalidades Chiquimula Ipala 6 963 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.2202 [Municipalidades Jutiapa El Progreso 6 760 0 O 0 100%
4.0514 Municipalidades Escuintla Sipacate 4 2,006 0 O 0 100%
4.1309 [ Municipalidades Huehuetenango Ixtahuacdn 4 417 0 D 0 100%
4.0604 Municipalidades Santa Rosa Casillas 3 1,172 1 D 0 100%
4.0803 [ Municipalidades Totonicapan San Francisco El Alto 3 1,224 0 O 0 100%
4.0902 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Salcajd 3 1,022 0 @) 0 100%
4.0208 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Lucas Sacatepéquez 2 178 0 O 0 100%
4.0306 [ Municipalidades Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 2 245 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.1006 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Domingo Suchitepéquez 2 1,611 0 D 0 100%
4.1303 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Malacatancito 2 752 0 O 0 100%
4.1304 [ Municipalidades Huehuetenango Cuilco 2 1,200 1 D 0 100%
4.1504 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Cubulco 2 1,028 0 D 0 100%
4.1604 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tactic 2 706 0 O 0 100%
4.1607 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Panzés 2 498 0 @) 0 100%
4.0110 [Municipalidades Guatemala San Raimundo 1 210 0 D 0 100%
4.0211 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Marfa De Jesus 1 255 0 (@] 0 100%
4.0215 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Antonio Aguas Calientes 1 435 0 D 0 100%
4.0606 Municipalidades Santa Rosa Oratorio 1 1,028 0 @] 0 100%
4.0609 Municipalidades Santa Rosa Taxisco 1 4,493 0 © 0 100%
4.0705 [Municipalidades Solola Nahuald 1 12,332 0 D 0 100%
4.0718 |Municipalidades Solola San Pedro La Laguna 1 1,565 0 O 0 100%
4.1315 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Todos Santos Cuchumatén 1 3,274 0 @) 0 100%
4.1402 [Municipalidades Quiché Chiche 1 432 0 O 0 100%
4.1508 [ Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Purulha 1 479 0 (@] 0 100%
4.1602 [ Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Cruz Verapaz 1 1,215 0 D 0 100%
4.1611 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Lanquin 1 394 0 O 0 100%
4.2101 [Municipalidades Jalapa Jalapa 1 2,771 0 © 0 100%
4.2203 [Municipalidades Jutiapa Santa Catarina Mita 1 5,521 0 O 0 100%
4.0102 [Municipalidades Guatemala San José Pinula 0 1,671 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0103 [Municipalidades Guatemala San José Del Golfo 0 0 0 © 0 100%
4.0104 Municipalidades Guatemala Palencia 0 139 0 D 0 100%
4.0111 [Municipalidades Guatemala Chuarrancho 0 851 0 (@] 0 100%
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4.0203 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Pastores 0 2,531 0 ® 0 100%
4.0205 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santo Domingo Xenacoj 0 941 0 O 0 100%
4.0206 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santiago Sacatepéquez 0 542 0 O 0 100%
4.0207 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Bartolomé Milpas Altas 0 289 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0212|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Ciudad Vieja 0 350 0 @ 0 100%
4.0213 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Miguel Duefias 0 842 0 O 0 100%
4.0216|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Catarina Barahona 0 446 0 O 0 100%
4.0302 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango San José Poaquil 0 2,615 0 O 0 100%
4.0303 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango San Martin Jilotepeque 0 171 0 @ 0 100%
4.0304 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Comalapa 0 2,229 0 O 0 100%
4.0305 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Apolonia 0 2,023 0 O 0 100%
4.0307 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzun 0 1,755 0 O 0 100%
4.0308 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Pochuta 0 498 0 @ 0 100%
4.0309 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzicia 0 1,921 0 O 0 100%
4.0310|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Cruz Balanya 0 225 0 O 0 100%
4.0311|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Acatenango 0 926 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0313|Municipalidades Chimaltenango San Andrés Itzapa 0 1,505 0 O 0 100%
4.0315 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Zaragoza 0 783 0 O 0 100%
4.0401|Municipalidades El Progreso Guastatoya 0 6,209 0 O 0 100%
4.0402 | Municipalidades El Progreso Morazan 0 2,299 0 O 0 100%
4.0404 | Municipalidades El Progreso San Cristébal Acasaguastlan 0 883 0 O 0 100%
4.0405 | Municipalidades El Progreso El Jicaro 0 558 0 O 0 100%
4.0406 | Municipalidades El Progreso Sansare 0 799 0 O 0 100%
4.0407 | Municipalidades El Progreso Sanarate 0 3,722 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0408 | Municipalidades El Progreso San Antonio La Paz 0 1,355 0 @ 0 100%
4.0503 | Municipalidades Escuintla La Democracia 0 2,106 0 O 0 100%
4.0504 | Municipalidades Escuintla Siquinala 0 394 0 O 0 100%
4.0505 | Municipalidades Escuintla Masagua 0 1,388 0 O 0 100%
4.0506 | Municipalidades Escuintla Tiquisate 0 1,649 0 O 0 100%
4.0510| Municipalidades Escuintla Iztapa 0 5,252 0 O 0 100%
4.0511|Municipalidades Escuintla Palin 0 2,321 0 @ 0 100%
4.0512 | Municipalidades Escuintla San Vicente Pacaya 0 1,278 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0513 | Municipalidades Escuintla Nueva Concepcion 0 414 0 O 0 100%
4.0603 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Rosa De Lima 0 1,299 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0605 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Rafael Las Flores 0 1,207 0 @ 0 100%
4.0607 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Juan Tecuaco 0 2,579 0 O 0 100%
4.0610 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Maria Ixhuatén 0 348 0 @ 0 100%
4.0612 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Cruz Naranjo 0 1,666 0 O 0 100%
4.0702 | Municipalidades Solola San José Chacaya 0 974 0 O 0 100%
4.0703 | Municipalidades Solola Santa Maria Visitacion 0 628 0 [ ] 0 100%
4.0704 |Municipalidades Solold Santa Lucia Utatlan 0 508 0 O 0 100%
4.0708 | Municipalidades Solola Concepcién 0 53 0 O 0 100%
4.0709 | Municipalidades Solola San Andrés Semetabaj 0 712 0 O 0 100%
4.0711|Municipalidades Solola Santa Catarina Palopd 0 845 0 O 0 100%
4.0712|Municipalidades Solola San Antonio Palopd 0 892 0 @ 0 100%
4.0714 | Municipalidades Solola Santa Cruz La Laguna 0 1,006 0 O 0 100%
4.0715|Municipalidades Solola San Pablo La Laguna 0 440 0 O 0 100%
4.0716 | Municipalidades Solola San Marcos La Laguna 0 323 0 O 0 100%
4.0802 | Municipalidades Totonicapan San Cristébal Totonicapan 0 104 0 O 0 100%
4.0804 | Municipalidades Totonicapan San Andrés Xecul 0 207 0 O 0 100%
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4.0805 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Momostenango 0 881 0 O 0 100%
4.0807 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Lucia La Reforma 0 2,525 0 O 0 100%
4.0903 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Olintepeque 0 354 0 @) 0 100%
4.0904 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Carlos Sija 0 410 0 @) 0 100%
4.0906 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cabrican 0 2,922 0 O 0 100%
4.0907 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cajola 0 611 0 O 0 100%
4.0908 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Miguel Siguild 0 426 0 @) 0 100%
4.0910 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Mateo 0 486 0 O 0 100%
4.0911 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Concepcidn Chiquirichapa 0 103 0 O 0 100%
4.0912 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Martin Sacatepéquez 0 1,708 0 @ 0 100%
4.0913 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Almolonga 0 4,659 0 O 0 100%
4.0915 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Huitdan 0 789 0 O 0 100%
4.0916 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Zunil 0 1,620 0 O 0 100%
4.0917 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Colomba 0 4,844 0 @) 0 100%
4.0918 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Francisco La Unién 0 663 0 @) 0 100%
4.0919 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango El Palmar 0 1,212 0 @) 0 100%
4.0921 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Génova 0 1,264 0 O 0 100%
4.0923 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango La Esperanza 0 115 0 @) 0 100%
4.0924 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Palestina De Los Altos 0 393 0 O 0 100%
4.1002 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Cuyotenango 0 4,481 0 O 0 100%
4,1003 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Francisco Zapotitlan 0 3,078 0 O 0 100%
4.1004 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Bernardino 0 296 0 @) 0 100%
4.1007 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Lorenzo 0 974 0 @) 0 100%
4.1008 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Samayac 0 1,390 0 @) 0 100%
4.1010|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Antonio Suchitepéquez 0 139 0 O 0 100%
4.1012 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Gabriel 0 148 0 @) 0 100%
4.1016 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Juan Bautista 0 518 0 @) 0 100%
4.1018 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Zunilito 0 2,071 0 O 0 100%
4.1019 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Pueblo Nuevo 0 1,719 0 @) 0 100%
4.1102 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Sebastian 0 425 0 @) 0 100%
4.1104 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Martin Zapotitlan 0 0 0 @) 0 100%
4.1107 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu Champerico 0 339 0 O 0 100%
4.1108 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu Nuevo San Carlos 0 766 0 @) 0 100%
4.1109 | Municipalidades Retalhuleu El Asintal 0 413 0 @) 0 100%
4.1206 |Municipalidades San Marcos Concepcién Tutuapa 0 1,421 0 @) 0 100%
4.1207 |Municipalidades San Marcos Tacana 0 158 0 O 0 100%
4.1208 |Municipalidades San Marcos Sibinal 0 13 0 @ 0 100%
4.1212 |Municipalidades San Marcos Nuevo Progreso 0 126 0 @) 0 100%
4.1216 |Municipalidades San Marcos Catarina 0 1,491 0 @] 0 100%
4,1218|Municipalidades San Marcos Ocos 0 309 0 O 0 100%
4.1221|Municipalidades San Marcos La Reforma 0 1,007 0 @) 0 100%
4.1222 |Municipalidades San Marcos Pajapita 0 552 0 O 0 100%
4.1224 |Municipalidades San Marcos San José Ojetenam 0 1,916 0 @) 0 100%
4,1225|Municipalidades San Marcos San Cristobal Cucho 0 514 0 O 0 100%
4.1226|Municipalidades San Marcos Sipacapa 0 1,383 0 @ 0 100%
4.1227 |Municipalidades San Marcos Esquipulas Palo Gordo 0 1,833 0 O 0 100%
4.1228|Municipalidades San Marcos Rio Blanco 0 469 0 @) 0 100%
4.1229|Municipalidades San Marcos San Lorenzo 0 414 0 O 0 100%
4.1230|Municipalidades San Marcos La Blanca 0 2,151 0 @) 0 100%
4.1302 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Chiantla 0 1,115 0 O 0 100%
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4.1305 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Nenton 0 2,096 0 O 0 100%
4.1310|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Barbara 0 5,200 0 @ 0 100%
4.1311|Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Libertad 0 1,361 0 O 0 100%
4.1312 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Democracia 0 2,212 0 @ 0 100%
4.1313 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Miguel Acatan 0 350 0 O 0 100%
4.1314|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael La Independencia 0 3,091 0 O 0 100%
4.1316 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Atitdn 0 4,746 0 O 0 100%
4.1321|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Tectitan 0 1,492 0 O 0 100%
4.1322 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Concepcion Huista 0 1,075 0 O 0 100%
4.1324|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Antonio Huista 0 1,364 0 O 0 100%
4.1325|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Coatan 0 4,600 0 O 0 100%
4.1328 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael Petzal 0 2,278 0 @) 0 100%
4.1329|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Gaspar Ixchil 0 193 0 O 0 100%
4.1330|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santiago Chimaltenango 0 1,044 0 O 0 100%
4.1331|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Ana Huista 0 140 0 @ 0 100%
4.1332|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Unién Cantinil 0 762 0 O 0 100%
4.1333 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Petatan 0 303 0 @ 0 100%
4.1403 |Municipalidades Quiché Chinique 0 310 0 @ 0 100%
4.1404 |Municipalidades Quiché Zacualpa 0 2,577 0 O 0 100%
4.1410|Municipalidades Quiché Cunén 0 3,104 0 O 0 100%
4.1412 |Municipalidades Quiché Joyabaj 0 4,439 0 O 0 100%
4.1419 | Municipalidades Quiché Chicaman 0 4,181 0 O 0 100%
4.1421|Municipalidades Quiché Pachalum 0 1,026 0 @ 0 100%
4.1502 | Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Miguel Chicaj 0 1,576 0 O 0 100%
4.1503 | Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Rabinal 0 2,020 0 O 0 100%
4.1505 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Granados 0 2,149 0 @ 0 100%
4.1506 | Municipalidades Baja Verapaz El Chol 0 1,131 0 O 0 100%
4.1606 | Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tucurd 0 937 0 O 0 100%
4.1617 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Raxruha 0 433 0 O 0 100%
4.1702 | Municipalidades Petén San José 0 806 0 @ 0 100%
4.1705 |Municipalidades Petén La Libertad 0 1,742 0 @ 0 100%
4.1706 | Municipalidades Petén San Francisco 0 2,072 0 O 0 100%
4.1708 | Municipalidades Petén Dolores 0 2,276 0 @ 0 100%
4.1710|Municipalidades Petén Sayaxché 0 2,546 0 O 0 100%
4.1713 |Municipalidades Petén Las Cruces 0 2,152 0 O 0 100%
4.1714|Municipalidades Petén El Chal 0 820 0 @) 0 100%
4.1805 | Municipalidades 1zabal Los Amates 0 4,952 0 O 0 100%
4.1901 |Municipalidades Zacapa Zacapa 0 2,296 0 O 0 100%
4.1902 | Municipalidades Zacapa Estanzuela 0 945 o] O 0 100%
4.1903 |Municipalidades Zacapa Rio Hondo 0 2,047 0 O 0 100%
4.1904 | Municipalidades Zacapa Gualan 0 1,377 0 @ 0 100%
4.1906 | Municipalidades Zacapa Usumatlan 0 485 0 O 0 100%
4.1907 |Municipalidades Zacapa Cabafias 0 1,562 0 O 0 100%
4.1908 | Municipalidades Zacapa San Diego 0 1,059 0 O 0 100%
4.1909 | Municipalidades Zacapa La Unidn 0 597 0 O 0 100%
4.1910|Municipalidades Zacapa Huité 0 851 0 O 0 100%
4.2002 | Municipalidades Chigquimula San José La Arada 0 1,011 0 @ 0 100%
4.2003 | Municipalidades Chiquimula San Juan Ermita 0 2,221 0 O 0 100%
4.2006 | Municipalidades Chiquimula Olopa 0 648 0 @ 0 100%
4.2008 | Municipalidades Chiquimula Concepcion Las Minas 0 833 0 O 0 100%
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4.2009 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Quezaltepeque 0 5,884 0 O 0 100%
4.2010|Municipalidades Chiquimula San Jacinto 0 2,422 0 |Q 0 100%
4.2103|Municipalidades Jalapa San Luis Jilotepeque 0 903 0 |O 0 100%
4.2104|Municipalidades Jalapa San Manuel Chaparrén 0 1,282 0 |® 0 100%
4.2105|Municipalidades Jalapa San Carlos Alzatate 0 2,971 0 |€) 0 100%
4.2106 | Municipalidades Jalapa Monjas 0 1,422 0 |O 0 100%
4.2201|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jutiapa 0 829 0 |O 0 100%
4.2204|Municipalidades Jutiapa Agua Blanca 0 1,504 0 |O 0 100%
4.2205|Municipalidades Jutiapa Asuncidn Mita 0 2,667 0 |Q 0 100%
4.2206 | Municipalidades Jutiapa Yupiltepeque 0 955 0 |O 0 100%
4.2207 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Atescatempa 0 1,147 0 |O 0 100%
4.2208|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jerez 0 835 0 |O 0 100%
4.2209|Municipalidades Jutiapa El Adelanto 0 733 0 |€) 0 100%
4.2210|Municipalidades Jutiapa Zapotitlan 0 2,381 0 |O 0 100%
4.2212|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jalpatagua 0 1,949 0 |O 0 100%
4.2214|Municipalidades Jutiapa Movyuta 0 945 0 |@ 0 100%
4.2215|Municipalidades Jutiapa Pasaco 0 1,662 0 |C) 0 100%
4.2216|Municipalidades Jutiapa San José Acatempa 0 1,471 0 |@ 0 100%
4.2217 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Quesada 0 3,926 0 |O 0 100%
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. & Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargos en
Eleccion 2019 Departamento Municipio 3::::"“3 de primer perdedory Cifra Disputa S::::::es
ultimo ganador Repartidora  SITREP/D8

1.00000 |Presidente y Vicepresidente [Nacional 42,559 505,804 @ 0 100%
1.00000 (Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 79 523,756 . 0 100%
2.00000 [Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 44,089 22,926 A 1 100%
3.00000 (Diputados Distritales 211,649 2,791 & 15 95.4%
4.00000 | Municipalidades 128,544 2,418 153 ® 130 95%
5.00000 |Parlacen Nacional 68,685 4,616 2,765 A 1 95%
4.19040 |Municipalidades Zacapa Gualén 16,728 162 1,827 ’ 12

4.12090 |Municipalidades San Marcos Tajumulco 5,666 0 620 ’ 10

4.21030 [Municipalidades Jalapa San Luis Jilotepeque 4,481 1,551 502 ® 10

4.05100 |Municipalidades Escuintla Iztapa 3,362 0 426 <> 8

4.09070 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cajola 540 505 263 Q 8
4,12210|Municipalidades San Marcos La Reforma 1,333 3,454 2,770 ’ 7
4.13110|Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Libertad 1,333 3,454 2,770 ‘ 7

4.14010 | Municipalidades Quiché Santa Cruz Del Quiché 1,333 3,454 2,770 & 7 13%
4.07170 [Municipalidades Solola San Juan La Laguna 251 4,102 1,468 & 6 14%
4.08070 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Lucia La Reforma 251 4,102 1,468 ’ 6 14%
4.06130|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Pueblo Nuevo Vifias 0 3,105 1,965 <> 6 25%
4.07030 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Maria Visitacion 0 3,105 1,965 . 6 25%
4.07150 |Municipalidades Solold San Pablo La Laguna 11 14 0 & 5 29%
4.08050 | Municipalidades Totonicapén Momostenango 11 14 0 & 5 29%
4.12110|Municipalidades San Marcos San Rafael Pie De La Cuesta 150 482 6 ’ 3 57%
4.13010 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Huehuetenango 150 482 6 @ 3 57%
4.,19010 |Municipalidades Zacapa Zacapa 4,363 736 227 0 4 60%
3.10000 | Diputados Distritales Suchitepéquez 3,893 534 369 ‘ 2 60%
3.09000 |Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 7,116 3,553 54 <> 2 71%
4.19070 |Municipalidades Zacapa Cabafias 1,918 1,165 391 ’ 2 71%
3.14000 [Diputados Distritales Quiché 4,485 815 272 & 2 75%
4.03130|Municipalidades Chimaltenango San Andrés Itzapa 3,130 432 3,031 . 2 75%
4.04030 |Municipalidades El Progreso San Agustin Acasaguastlan 3,130 432 3,031 ‘ 2 75%
4.02080 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Lucas Sacatepéquez 1,432 364 45 & 2 75%
4.19050 |Municipalidades Zacapa Teculutan 1,297 1,250 16 . 2 75%
4.05010 |Municipalidades Escuintla Escuintla 544 65 29 <> 2 86%
4.12280 [Municipalidades San Marcos Rio Blanco 4,463 4,321 2,382 A 1 86%
4.13180 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Mateo Ixtatan 4,463 4,321 2,382 A 1 86%
4.14080 |Municipalidades Quiché San Antonio llotenango 4,463 4,321 2,382 A 1 86%
4.06140 [Municipalidades Santa Rosa Nueva Santa Rosa 3,000 2,057 5,666 A 1 88%
4.07040 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Lucia Utatlan 3,000 2,057 5,666 A 1 88%
3.01000 | Diputados Distritales Guatemala 3,179 1,959 3 Q 2 89%
3.02000 | Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez 107,657 353 210 A 1 100%
3.07000 | Diputados Distritales Solola 11,507 5,410 601 A 1 100%
3.05000 | Diputados Distritales Escuintla 7,807 1,758 949 A 1 100%
3.13000 | Diputados Distritales Huehuetenango 3,634 3,449 44 A 1 100%
3.17000 | Diputados Distritales Petén 3,625 284 1 A 1 100%
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Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargos en
[cELEL LI

Cuadran

Diferencia de
Votos

Eleccion 2019 Departamento Municipio

primer perdedor y Cifra Disputa
ultimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8

3.03000 | Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 2,652 1,673 23 FaN 1 100%
3.22000 | Diputados Distritales Jutiapa 1,674 1,446 1 A 1 100%
3.00000 | Diputados Distritales Distrito Central 4,616 5,749 21 O 0 100.0%
4.00010 | Municipalidades Distrito Central Guatemala 2,427 31,750 192 ] 0 100%
3.20000 | Diputados Distritales Chiguimula 2,275 3,176 1 O 0 100%
3.12000 | Diputados Distritales San Marcos 2,142 9,050 844 O 0 100%
4.17130 |Municipalidades Petén Las Cruces 2,032 4,439 681 O 0 100%
4.18030|Municipalidades Izabal El Estor 2,032 4,439 681 O 0 100%
3.16000 | Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 1,926 13,367 24 O 0 100%
4.17110 |Municipalidades Petén Melchor De Mencos 1,909 4,582 0 O 0 100%
4.18010 [Municipalidades Izabal Puerto Barrios 1,909 4,582 0 O 0 100%
4.13270 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Aguacatan 1,878 1,471 0 O 0 100%
4.14170 |Municipalidades Quiché San Bartolomé Jocotenango 1,878 1,471 0 @ 0 100%
4.15070 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Jerénimo 1,878 1,471 0 @ 0 100%
4.13280 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael Petzal 1,821 3,037 0 O 0 100%
4.14180 | Municipalidades Quiché Canilla 1,821 3,037 0 @ 0 100%
4.15080 | Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Purulha 1,821 3,037 0 O 0 100%
4.01070 | Municipalidades Guatemala Mixco 1,657 7,128 26 @ 0 100%
4.16120 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Cahabon 1,577 3,598 0 O 0 100%
4.17020 |Municipalidades Petén San José 1,577 3,598 0 O 0 100%
4.09230 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango La Esperanza 1,550 1,352 8 (] 0 100%
4.10130 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Chicacao 1,550 1,352 8 O 0 100%
4.11030 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu Santa Cruz Mulua 1,550 1,352 8 O 4] 100%
4.17120 |Municipalidades Petén Poptun 1,400 0 0 (] 0 100%
4,18020 | Municipalidades 1zabal Livingston 1,400 0 0 ] 0 100%
4.13300 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santiago Chimaltenango 1,233 332 0 O 0 100%
4.14200 |Municipalidades Quiché Ixcén 1,233 332 0 O 0 100%
3.06000 | Diputados Distritales Santa Rosa 1,201 6,496 0 O 0 100%
4.09200 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Coatepeque 1,177 3,499 20 @ 0 100%
4.10100 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Antonio Suchitepéquez 1,177 3,499 20 (] 0 100%
3.04000 | Diputados Distritales El Progreso 1,146 7,654 4 O 0 100%
3.11000 | Diputados Distritales Retalhuleu 1,128 2,177 1,262 O 0 100%
4.01140 |Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Nueva 1,011 5,389 10 O 0 100%
4.02050 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santo Domingo Xenacoj 1,011 5,389 10 @ 0 100%
3.18000 [Diputados Distritales Izabal 990 5,462 7 @ 0 100%
4.12290 | Municipalidades San Marcos San Lorenzo 975 4,337 0 O 0 100%
4.13190 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Colotenango 975 4,337 0 Q 0 100%
4.14090 [Municipalidades Quiché San Pedro Jocopilas 975 4,337 0 O 0 100%
3.21000 | Diputados Distritales Jalapa 895 4,093 71 (] 0 100%
4.07120 |Municipalidades Solola San Antonio Palopd 805 1,553 0 O 0 100%
4.08020 [Municipalidades Totonicapan San Cristébal Totonicapan 805 1,553 0 @ 0 100%
3.15000 | Diputados Distritales Baja Verapaz 792 3,848 23 O 0 100%
3.19000 | Diputados Distritales Zacapa 755 786 180 @ 0 100%
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Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargos en

Eleccion 2019 Departamento Municipio ‘DI:)fteDr:ncia EE primer perdedor y Cifra Disputa g::::l;:'es
Gltimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8
4.17140|Municipalidades Petén El Chal 689 2,253 0 . 0 100%
4.18040 (Municipalidades Izabal Morales 689 2,253 0 |. 0 100%
3.08000 [Diputados Distritales Totonicapéan 667 2,281 27 |. 0 100%
4.05020|Municipalidades Escuintla Santa Lucia Cotzumalguapa 601 912 119 |. 0 100%
4.05090 [Municipalidades Escuintla San José 590 3,003 60 |. 0 100%
4,18050 [Municipalidades Izabal Los Amates 502 1,516 0 |. 0 100%
4.12250|Municipalidades San Marcos San Cristébal Cucho 386 2,406 90 |. 0 100%
4,13150 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Todos Santos Cuchumatan 386 2,406 90 |. 0 100%
4.14050|Municipalidades Quiché Chajul 386 2,406 90 |. 0 100%
4.09010|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Quetzaltenango 376 170 21 |. 0 100%
4.12120 |Municipalidades San Marcos Nuevo Progreso 358 8,092 0 |. 0 100%
4,13020|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Chiantla 358 8,092 0 |. 0 100%
4.12260|Municipalidades San Marcos Sipacapa 355 2,940 0 |. 0 100%
4.13160 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Atitan 355 2,940 0 |. 0 100%
4.14060 |Municipalidades Quiché Chichicastenango 355 2,940 0 |. 0 100%
4.16160|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Catalina La Tinta 346 2,036 24 |. 0 100%
4.17060 [Municipalidades Petén San Francisco 346 2,036 24 |. 0 100%
4,12130|Municipalidades San Marcos El Tumbador 232 3,215 0 |. 0 100%
4,13030 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Malacatancito 232 3,215 0 |. 0 100%
4.22070 [Municipalidades Jutiapa Atescatempa 215 3,725 49 |. 0 100%
4.05110 |Municipalidades Escuintla Palin 211 10,823 50 |. 0 100%
4.06010|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Cuilapa 211 10,823 50 |. 0 100%
4.09150 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Huitdn 200 1,541 0 |. 0 100%
4.10050|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San José El (dolo 200 1,541 0 |. 0 100%
4,22010 [Municipalidades Jutiapa Jutiapa 200 553 0 |. 0 100%
4.05060 [Municipalidades Escuintla Tiquisate 162 243 20 |. 0 100%
4.12150 |Municipalidades San Marcos Malacatan 148 895 17 |. 0 100%
4.13050|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Nenton 148 895 17 |. 0 100%
4.02130|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Miguel Duefias 142 188 0 |. 0 100%
4.03030|Municipalidades Chimaltenango San Martin Jilotepeque 142 188 0 |. 0 100%
4.01050 [Municipalidades Guatemala Chinautla 132 545 6 |. 0 100%
4.16090 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Pedro Carcha 129 4,642 16 |. 0 100%
4.10200|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Rio Bravo 98 316 0 |. 0 100%
4.12020|Municipalidades San Marcos San Pedro Sacatepéquez 95 322 0 |. 0 100%
4.22120|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jalpatagua 91 2,894 0 |. 0 100%
4.12180 [Municipalidades San Marcos Ocods 88 1,849 0 |. 0 100%
4,13080 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Soloma 88 1,849 0 |. 0 100%
4.07110 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Catarina Palopé 86 13,000 0 |. 0 100%
4.08010|Municipalidades Totonicapan Totonicapan 86 13,000 0 |. 0 100%
4.09160 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Zunil 81 1,584 0 |. 0 100%
4.10060 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Domingo Suchitepéquez 81 1,584 0 |. 0 100%
4.16170|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Raxruha 79 705 0 |. 0 100%
4,17070|Municipalidades Petén Santa Ana 79 705 0 |. 0 100%
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) . Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargos en
Eleccion 2019 Departamento Municipio 3:::"“6 CE primer perdedory Cifra Disputa s:::.i(:-es
ultimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8
4.13250|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Coatan 73 1,664 0 Q 0 100%
4.14150 [ Municipalidades Quiché Uspantan 73 1,664 0 |O 0 100%
4.15050 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Granados 73 1,664 0 |O 0 100%
4.21070|Municipalidades Jalapa Mataquescuintia 69 1,425 20 |® 0 100%
4.19110|Municipalidades Zacapa San Jorge 67 229 0 |O 0 100%
4.20010 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Chiguimula 67 229 0 |@ 0 100%
4,12040 |Municipalidades San Marcos Comitancillo 65 165 0 | 0 100%
4,12270|Municipalidades San Marcos Esquipulas Palo Gordo 61 1,251 0 |O 0 100%
4.13170|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Eulalia 61 1,251 0 |O 0 100%
4,14070 |Municipalidades Quiché Patzité 61 1,251 0 |® 0 100%
4.02110|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Maria De Jesus 58 1,358 0 |O 0 100%
4.03010 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Chimaltenango 58 1,358 0 |@ 0 100%
4.07160 |Municipalidades Solola San Marcos La Laguna 51 2,049 50 |@ 0 100%
4.,08060 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Maria Chiquimula 51 2,049 50 |O 0 100%
4.09210 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Génova 44 7,069 19 |® 0 100%
4.10110|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Miguel Panan 44 7,069 19 |Q 0 100%
4,11010|Municipalidades Retalhuleu Retalhuleu 44 7,069 19 |O 0 100%
4.05030 |Municipalidades Escuintla La Demaocracia 42 1,422 0 |O ] 100%
4.01090 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Juan Sacatepéquez 40 2,500 0 |O 0 100%
4,13310|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Ana Huista 40 8,076 0 |@ 0 100%
4.14210|Municipalidades Quiché Pachalum 40 8,076 0 |Q 0 100%
4.16010 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Coban 40 8,076 0 |O 0 100%
4,20050 |Municipalidades Chiguimula Camotan 40 1,953 0 |O 0 100%
4.20070 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Esquipulas 40 794 0 |Q 0 100%
4.05040 |Municipalidades Escuintla Siquinald 30 1,470 15 |O 0 100%
4.21020|Municipalidades Jalapa San Pedro Pinula 27 347 0 |O 0 100%
4.01150 |Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Canales 25 5,743 0 |@ 0 100%
4.02060 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santiago Sacatepéquez 25 5,743 0 |O 0 100%
4.05070 [Municipalidades Escuintla La Gomera 25 405 0 |® 0 100%
4.02160 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Catarina Barahona 23 192 0 |Q 0 100%
4.03060 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 23 192 0 |O 0 100%
4.09170|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Colomba 20 624 20 |® 0 100%
4.10070 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Lorenzo 20 624 20 |Q 0 100%
4.10210 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San José La Maquina 20 575 0 |O 0 100%
4.12010[Municipalidades San Marcos San Marcos 20 575 0 |® 0 100%
4.03140 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Parramos 16 2,622 0 |@ 0 100%
4.,04040 |Municipalidades El Progreso San Cristdbal Acasaguastlan 16 2,622 0 |@ 0 100%
4.03160 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango El Tejar 14 2,583 0 | 0 100%
4.04060 |Municipalidades El Progreso Sansare 14 2,583 0 |Q 0 100%
4,12070 [Municipalidades San Marcos Tacana 13 278 0 |O 0 100%
4.13260 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Barillas 13 1,729 0 |® 0 100%
4.14160 |Municipalidades Quiché Sacapulas 13 1,729 0 |Q 0 100%
4,15060 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz El Chol 13 1,729 0 |@ 0 100%
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Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargos en

Eleccion 2019 Departamento Municipio ‘I:iof:)r:ncia i primer perdedory Cifra Disputa g::ca':::'es
ultimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8
4.09220 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Flores Costa Cuca 11 2,020 0 . 0 100%
4.10120 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Gabriel 11 2,020 0 |. 0 100%
4.11020 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Sebastian 11 2,020 0 |. 0 100%
4.13330|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Petatan 10 618 0 |. 0 100%
4,16030 | Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Cristébal Verapaz 10 618 0 |. 0 100%
4.16100 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Juan Chamelco 10 7,833 0 |. 0 100%
4.03070|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzin 9 1,161 0 |. 0 100%
4.04070 |Municipalidades El Progreso Sanarate 9 5,922 0 |. 0 100%
4.09120 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Martin Sacatepéquez 8 3,059 1 |. 0 100%
4.10020 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Cuyotenango 8 3,059 1 |. 0 100%
4.12220|Municipalidades San Marcos Pajapita 8 1,660 0 |. 0 100%
4.13120|Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Democracia 8 1,660 0 |. 0 100%
4.14020 Municipalidades Quiché Chiché 8 1,660 0 |. 0 100%
4.09110 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Concepcion Chiquirichapa 7 1,227 0 |. 0 100%
4.10010 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Mazatenango 7 1,227 0 |. 0 100%
4.,12300|Municipalidades San Marcos La Blanca 6 4,779 1,672 |. 0 100%
4.13200[Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastidn Huehuetenango 6 4,779 1,672 |. 0 100%
4.14100 |Municipalidades Quiché Cunén 6 4,779 1,672 |. 0 100%
4.20040 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Jocotan 6 1,230 2 |. 0 100%
4.19060 |Municipalidades Zacapa Usumatlan 6 1,013 1 |. 0 100%
4.12060 |Municipalidades San Marcos Concepcion Tutuapa 6 4 0 |. 0 100%
4.13240|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Antonio Huista 6 2,620 0 |. 0 100%
4.13320|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Unién Cantinil 6 826 0 |. 0 100%
4.14140 |Municipalidades Quiché San Andrés Sajcabaja 6 2,620 0 |. 0 100%
4.15040 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Cubulco 6 2,620 0 |. 0 100%
4.16020 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Cruz Verapaz 6 826 0 |. 0 100%
4.09140 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cantel 4 1,957 0 |. 0 100%
4.10040 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Bernardino 4 1,957 0 |. 0 100%
4.10170 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Tomas La Unidn 4 966 0 |. 0 100%
4.11070|Municipalidades Retalhuleu Champerico 4 966 0 |. 0 100%
4,12190 [Municipalidades San Marcos San Pablo 4 2,231 0 |. 0 100%
4.13090 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Ixtahuacan 4 2,231 0 |. 0 100%
4.13290 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Gaspar Ixchil 4 3,600 0 |. 0 100%
4,14190 |Municipalidades Quiché Chicaman 4 3,600 0 |. 0 100%
4.21050 [Municipalidades Jalapa San Carlos Alzatate 4 1,606 0 |. 0 100%
4.19020 |Municipalidades Zacapa Estanzuela 3 2,498 1 |. 0 100%
4.01130|Municipalidades Guatemala Amatitlan 3 1,876 0 |. 0 100%
4.02040 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Sumpango 3 1,876 0 |. 0 100%
4.13210 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Tectitan 3 2,215 0 |. 0 100%
4.,13230|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Ixcoy 3 5,687 0 |. 0 100%
4.14110 |Municipalidades Quiché San Juan Cotzal 3 2,215 0 |. 0 100%
4.14130 |Municipalidades Quiché Nebaj 3 5,687 0 |. 0 100%
4.15010 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Salama 3 2,215 0 |. 0 100%
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Cuadran

4.15030 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Rabinal 3 5,687 0 @ 0 100%
4.19100 |Municipalidades Zacapa Huité 1,228 1 C 0 100%
4.01040 [Municipalidades Guatemala Palencia 2 216 0 @ 0 100%
4.02140 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Alotenango 2 573 0 O 0 100%
4.03040 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Comalapa 2 573 0 O 0 100%
4.07060 |Municipalidades Sololad Santa Catarina Ixtahuacédn 2 3,871 0 Q 0 100%
4.07190 |Municipalidades Solold Santiago Atitlan 2 2,392 0 |® 0 100%
4.12140|Municipalidades San Marcos El Rodeo 2 2,270 0 O 0 100%
4.13040 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Cuilco 2 2,270 0 O 0 100%
4.16070|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Panzos 2 578 0 @ 0 100%
4.06100 [Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Maria Ixhuatan 1 1,568 0 (] 0 100%
4.09130|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Almolonga 1 6,394 0 O 0 100%
4,10030 | Municipalidades Suchitepéguez San Francisco Zapotitldn 1 6,394 0 |O 0 100%
4.12230|Municipalidades San Marcos Ixchigudn 1 238 0 O 0 100%
4.13130|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Miguel Acatan 1 238 0 O 0 100%
4.14030|Municipalidades Quiché Chinique 1 238 0 @ 0 100%
4.19030 | Municipalidades Zacapa Rio Hondo 1 2,667 0 O 0 100%
4.19090 | Municipalidades Zacapa La Unién 1 453 0 @ 0 100%
4.20090 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Quezaltepeque 1 4,597 0 |® 0 100%
4.01010|Municipalidades Guatemala Santa Catarina Pinula 0 865 0 |® 0 100%
4.01020 | Municipalidades Guatemala San José Pinula 0 491 0 @ 0 100%
4.01030 |Municipalidades Guatemala San José Del Golfo 0 65 0 ] 0 100%
4.01060 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Ayampuc 0 25 0 O 0 100%
4.01080 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Sacatepéquez 0 2,578 0 (] 0 100%
4.01100 [Municipalidades Guatemala San Raimundo 0 2,434 0 |® 0 100%
4.01110Municipalidades Guatemala Chuarrancho 0 0 0 |O 0 100%
4.01120|Municipalidades Guatemala Fraijanes 0 5,301 0 (] 0 100%
4.01160 |Municipalidades Guatemala Petapa 0 2,981 0 @ 0 100%
4.02010|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Antigua Guatemala 0 2,494 0 @ 0 100%
4.02020 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Jocotenango 0 0 0 (] 0 100%
4.02030 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Pastores 0 5,301 0 |O 0 100%
4.02070|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Bartolomé Milpas Altas 0 2,981 0 |O 0 100%
4.02090 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Lucia Milpas Altas 0 1,675 0 |O 0 100%
4.02100 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Magdalena Milpas Altas 0 520 0 O 0 100%
4.02120|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Ciudad Vieja 0 2,761 0 O 0 100%
4.02150 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Antonio Aguas Calientes 0 0 0 @ 0 100%
4.03020 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango San José Poaquil 0 2,761 0 |® 0 100%
4.03050 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Apolonia 0 0 0 |® 0 100%
4.03080 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Pochuta 0 131 0 @ 0 100%
4.03090 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzicia 0 341 0 O 0 100%
4.03100|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Cruz Balanya 0 240 0 O 0 100%
4.03110|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Acatenango 0 1,747 0 (] 0 100%
4.03120|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Yepocapa 0 6,894 0 |® 0 100%

Report.DigitalWitness.io

177



Data Summary Matching Between Document#8 and the 2019 SITREP

Eleccion 2019

Departamento

Municipio

Diferencia de

Votos

Diferencia entre el Difrerencia
primer perdedory Cifra

altimo ganador

Repartidora

Cargos en
Disputa

SITREP/D8 Ciacian

4.03150|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Zaragoza 0 2,569 0 0 100%
4.,04010 |Municipalidades El Progreso Guastatoya 0 1,747 0 | 0 100%
4.04020|Municipalidades El Progreso Morazan 0 6,894 0 | 0 100%
4.04050 |Municipalidades El Progreso El Jicaro 0 2,569 0 | 0 100%
4.04080 |Municipalidades El Progreso San Antonio La Paz 0 625 0 | 0 100%
4,05050 |Municipalidades Escuintla Masagua 0 2,961 0 | 0 100%
4.05080 |Municipalidades Escuintla Guanagazapa 0 1,169 0 | 0 100%
4.05120 |Municipalidades Escuintla San Vicente Pacaya 0 201 0 | 0 100%
4.05130|Municipalidades Escuintla Nueva Concepcién 0 8,041 0 | 0 100%
4.,05140 |Municipalidades Escuintla Sipacate 0 3,326 0 | 0 100%
4.06020 [Municipalidades Santa Rosa Barberena 0 201 0 | 0 100%
4.06030 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Rosa De Lima 0 8,041 0 | 0 100%
4.06040 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Casillas 0 3,326 0 | 0 100%
4.,06050 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Rafael Las Flores 0 1,348 0 | 0 100%
4.06060 [Municipalidades Santa Rosa Oratorio 0 844 0 | 0 100%
4.06070 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Juan Tecuaco 0 1,072 0 | 0 100%
4.06080 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Chiquimulilla 0 520 0 | 0 100%
4.06090 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Taxisco 0 2,244 0 | 0 100%
4.06110|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Guazacapan 0 11,304 0 | 0 100%
4.06120 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Cruz Naranjo 0 0 0 | 0 100%
4.07010 |Municipalidades Solola Solold 0 11,304 0 | 0 100%
4,07020 |Municipalidades Solold San José Chacaya 0 0 0 | 0 100%
4.07050|Municipalidades Solola Nahuald 0 1,777 0 | 0 100%
4.07070|Municipalidades Solola Santa Clara La Laguna 0 786 0 | 0 100%
4.07080 |Municipalidades Solola Concepcidn 0 389 0 | 0 100%
4.,07090 |Municipalidades Solola San Andrés Semetabaj 0 1,129 0 | 0 100%
4.07100|Municipalidades Solold Panajachel 0 112 0 | 0 100%
4.07130 |Municipalidades Solola San Lucas Toliman 0 6,176 0 | 0 100%
4.07140 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Cruz La Laguna 0 1,893 0 | 0 100%
4.07180|Municipalidades Solola San Pedro La Laguna 0 1,571 0 | 0 100%
4.,08030|Municipalidades Totonicapan San Francisco El Alto 0 6,176 0 | 0 100%
4.08040 | Municipalidades Totonicapan San Andrés Xecul 0 1,893 0 | 0 100%
4.08080 |Municipalidades Totonicapan San Bartolo 0 1,571 0 | 0 100%
4,09020 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Salcaja 0 2,893 0 | 0 100%
4.09030|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Olintepeque 0 333 0 | 0 100%
4.09040 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Carlos Sija 0 32 0 | 0 100%
4.09050 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Sibilia 0 1,105 0 | 0 100%
4.09060 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cabrican 0 939 0 | 0 100%
4.09080 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Miguel Sigtiila 0 25 0 | 0 100%
4.09090 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Ostuncalco 0 56 0 | 0 100%
4.09100 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Mateo 0 109 0 | 0 100%
4.09180 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Francisco La Unién 0 710 0 | 0 100%
4.,09190 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango El Palmar ] 2,571 0 | 0 100%
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4.09240|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Palestina De Los Altos. 0 1,045 0 O 0 100%
4,10080 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Samayac 0 710 0 |O 0 100%
4.10090 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Pablo Jocopilas 0 2,571 0 |O 0 100%
4.10140|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Patulul 0 1,045 0 |Q 0 100%
4.10150 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santa Barbara 0 465 0 |O 0 100%
4.10160 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Juan Bautista 0 678 0 |® 0 100%
4.10180|Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Zunilito 0 2,846 0 |O 0 100%
4,10190 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Pueblo Nuevo 0 1,581 0 |O 0 100%
4.11040 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Martin Zapotitlan 0 1,045 0 |O 0 100%
4.11050 | Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Felipe 0 465 0 |Q 0 100%
4.11060 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Andrés Villa Seca 0 678 0 |O 0 100%
4.11080 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu Nuevo San Carlos 0 2,846 0 |® 0 100%
4,11090 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu El Asintal 0 1,581 0 |O 0 100%
4.12030|Municipalidades San Marcos San Antonio Sacatepéquez o] 1,411 0 |Q 0 100%
4.12050|Municipalidades San Marcos San Miguel Ixtahuacdn 0 4,924 0 |Q 0 100%
4.12080 [Municipalidades San Marcos Sibinal 0 50 0 |O 0 100%
4.12100 [Municipalidades San Marcos Tejutla 0 847 0 |O 0 100%
4.12160 [Municipalidades San Marcos Catarina 0 2,771 0 |O 0 100%
4,12170 [Municipalidades San Marcos Ayutla 0 2,025 0 |O 0 100%
4.12200|Municipalidades San Marcos El Quetzal 0 3,670 0 |® 0 100%
4.12240|Municipalidades San Marcos San José Ojetenam 0 5,452 0 |@ 0 100%
4.13060|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Pedro Necta 0 2,771 0 |O 0 100%
4,13070Municipalidades Huehuetenango Jacaltenango 0 2,025 0 |O 0 100%
4.13100 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Barbara 0 3,670 0 |O 0 100%
4.13140|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael La Independencia 0 5,452 0 |Q 0 100%
4.13220 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Concepcion Huista 0 4,305 0 |® 0 100%
4.14040 | Municipalidades Quiché Zacualpa 0 5,452 0 |@ 0 100%
4.14120|Municipalidades Quiché Joyabaj 0 4,305 0 |O 0 100%
4,15020 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Miguel Chicaj 0 4,305 0 |O 0 100%
4.16040 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tactic 0 1,598 0 |O 0 100%
4.16050 | Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tamahu 0 1,111 0 |® 0 100%
4.16060 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tucurd 0 1,505 0 |® 0 100%
4.16080 | Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Senahu 0 2,500 0 |Q 0 100%
4.16110|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Lanquin 0 2,544 0 |O 0 100%
4.16130|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chisec 0 832 0 |Q 0 100%
4.16140|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chahal 0 562 0 |Q 0 100%
4.16150|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Fray Bartolomé De Las Casas 0 598 0 |® 0 100%
4.17010 [Municipalidades Petén Flores 0 2,544 0 |O 0 100%
4.17030 [Municipalidades Petén San Benito 0 832 0 |O 0 100%
4.17040 Municipalidades Petén San Andrés 0 562 0 |O 0 100%
4.17050 |Municipalidades Petén La Libertad 0 598 0 |Q 0 100%
4.17080 [Municipalidades Petén Dolores 0 1,882 0 |@ 0 100%
4.17090 [Municipalidades Petén San Luis 0 1,490 0 |® 0 100%
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4,17100 [ Municipalidades Petén Sayaxché 0 2,708 0 @) 0 100%
4.,19080 |Municipalidades Zacapa San Diego 0 1,703 0 |. 0 100%
4.20020 |Municipalidades Chiguimula San José La Arada 0 570 0 |. 0 100%
4,20030 |Municipalidades Chiguimula San Juan Ermita 0 2,266 0 |. 0 100%
4.20060 |Municipalidades Chiguimula Olopa 0 1,196 0 |. 0 100%
4.20080 |Municipalidades Chigquimula Concepcion Las Minas 0 603 0 |. 0 100%
4,20100 |Municipalidades Chiguimula San Jacinto 0 2,581 0 |. 0 100%
4.20110|Municipalidades Chiquimula Ipala 0 1,743 0 |. 0 100%
4.21010|Municipalidades Jalapa Jalapa 0 1,743 0 |. 0 100%
4,21040 |Municipalidades Jalapa San Manuel Chaparrén 0 898 0 |. 0 100%
4.21060 |Municipalidades Jalapa Monjas 0 877 0 |. 0 100%
4.22020 |Municipalidades Jutiapa El Progreso 0 1,328 0 |. 0 100%
4,22030|Municipalidades Jutiapa Santa Catarina Mita 0 2,179 0 |. 0 100%
4.22040 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Agua Blanca 0 3,567 0 |. 0 100%
4.22050 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Asuncién Mita 0 4,583 0 |. 0 100%
4,22060 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Yupiltepeque 0 35 0 |. 0 100%
4.22080 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Jerez 0 615 0 |. 0 100%
4.22090 |Municipalidades Jutiapa El Adelanto 0 894 0 |. 0 100%
4.22100|Municipalidades Jutiapa Zapotitlan 0 1,922 0 |. 0 100%
4.22110|Municipalidades Jutiapa Comapa 0 3,990 0 |. 0 100%
4.22130|Municipalidades Jutiapa Conguaco 0 1,851 0 |. 0 100%
4.22140|Municipalidades Jutiapa Moyuta 0 2,212 0 |. 0 100%
4.22150 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Pasaco 0 414 0 |. 0 100%
4.22160|Municipalidades Jutiapa San José Acatempa 0 2,414 0 |. 0 100%
4.22170|Municipalidades Jutiapa Quesada 0 725 0 |. 0 100%
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Eleccion 2015
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Cuadran

ultimo ganador

Repartidora

SITREP/D8

1 |Presidentey Vicepresidente |Nacional 59,646 215,296 . 0 100%
1 Presidente y Vicepresidente |Nacional 2nda vuelta 58,804 1,385,096 . 0 100%
2 Diputados Lista Nacional Nacional 83,817 62,870 . 3 100%
3 |Diputados Distritales 399,071 2,791 <> 15 95.9%
4 |Municipalidades 541,258 1,627 173 0 424 87%
5 Parlacen Nacional 340,191 9,302 2,765 A 1 95%
4.121 |Municipalidades San Marcos El Rodeo 24,648 0 1,854 0 14
4.142 |Municipalidades Quiché Canilla 22,774 0 1,668 ® 14
4.1410 |Municipalidades Quiché Cunén 20,970 0 1,873 . 14
4.1420 |Municipalidades Quiché Ixcan 16,101 1,657 2,026 ’ 14
4.1608 | Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Senaht 25,865 2,332 2,779 ® 12
4.12 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Marcos 14,802 1,445 75 . 12
4.1205 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Miguel Ixtahuacan 14,083 617 146 ® 12
4.0705 |Municipalidades Solola Nahuald 11,886 2,787 920 . 12
4.1615 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Fray Bartolomé De Las Casas 7,353 608 654 ® 12
4.1102 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Sebastian 6,170 1,120 35 0 12
4.0801 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Totonicapan 25,186 829 2,287 ® 10
4.0302 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango San José Poaquil 17,607 1,679 1,825 . 10
4.1101 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu Retalhuleu 17,519 1,567 2,689 ® 10
4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa San Diego 8,762 1,422 1,262 . 10
4.11 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Andrés Villa Seca 6,385 649 339 ® 10
4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa Teculutan 6,221 2,330 255 . 10
4.07 [Municipalidades Solold San Juan La Laguna 5,748 407 132 ® 10
4.12 |Municipalidades San Marcos Rio Blanco 3,620 1,843 616 . 10
4.03 [Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Cruz Balanya 3,509 700 451 ® 10
4.1105 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Felipe 8,941 670 109 0 9
4.03 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Parramos 6,678 484 145 © 9
4.22 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Jutiapa 11,532 0 1,927 . 8
4.22 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Comapa 9,259 0 1,509 ’ 8
4.10 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Cuyotenango 5,779 0 891 & 8
4.12 |Municipalidades San Marcos San José Ojetenam 2,396 66 100 ’ 8
4.06 [Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Cruz Naranjo 326 0 40 & 8
4.0306 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Tecpan Guatemala 17,215 1,155 1,217 . 7
4.07 |Municipalidades Solold Santa Catarina Ixtahuacan 3,729 0 814 & 7
4.07 |Municipalidades Solola Panajachel 1,677 0 242 . 7
4.0402 | Municipalidades El Progreso Morazan 13,402 0 2,900 . 7
4.1901 |Municipalidades Zacapa Zacapa 7,738 1,305 1,014 . 7
4.10 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Antonio Suchitepéquez 4,472 0 722 & 7
4.1504 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Cubulco 20,788 18,151 3,847 . 12
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4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa La Unidn 4,665 y 726 242 0 6 14%
4.1904 [Municipalidades Zacapa Gualan 4,059 1,423 390 L] 6 14%
4.1421 [Municipalidades Quiché Pachalum 10,431 2,187 119 & 6 25%
4.2205 [Municipalidades Jutiapa Asuncion Mita 100 1,172 7 L] 6 25%
4.1009 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Pablo Jocopilas 2,314 0 194 . 10 29%

4.19 |Municipalidades Zacapa San Jorge 7,104 985 1,045 <> 5 29%

4.18 [Municipalidades Izabal Los Amates 4,708 3,108 1,138 ‘ 5 29%

4.07 [Municipalidades Solola Solold 2,204 1,018 57 . 5 29%
4.0702 [Municipalidades Solola San José Chacayd 2,108 230 255 & 5 38%
4.1508 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Purulhd 50,706 707 7,708 0 4 43%
4.0709 [Municipalidades Solola San Andrés Semetabaj 5,230 1,269 594 <> 4 43%
4.1505 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Granados 5,890 622 863 © 5 50%
3.0800 | Diputados Distritales Totonicapan 46,074 9,453 3,884 & 2 50%
3.1600 | Diputados Distritales Alta Verapaz 79,280 2,673 3,036 0 4 56%
4.0511 [Municipalidades Escuintla Palin 2,707 2,581 238 0 4 60%
4.0713 [Municipalidades Solola San Lucas Toliman 6,423 665 1,122 0 2 71%
4.0719 [Municipalidades Solola Santiago Atitldn 2,700 1,125 72 ‘ 2 71%
4.2004 [Municipalidades Chiquimula Jocotan 7,993 2,025 1,237 © 2 75%
4.1220|Municipalidades San Marcos El Quetzal 3,519 194 a7 ‘ 2 75%
4.1411 [Municipalidades Quiché San Juan Cotzal 1,000 2,882 175 ‘ 2 75%
4.1225 [Municipalidades San Marcos San Cristébal Cucho 483 1,031 76 & 2 75%

4.16 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tactic 7,247 3,249 765 0 2 80%
4,0203 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Pastores 901 2,143 415 0 2 80%
4.2008 [Municipalidades Chiquimula Concepcion Las Minas 11,218 1,137 1,722 1 86%
4.1501 [Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Salama 9,169 142 1,184 1 88%
3.1400 | Diputados Distritales Quiché 53,179 12,982 6,161 1 100%
3.1200 | Diputados Distritales San Marcos 49,275 1,756 2,460 1 100%
3.2000 | Diputados Distritales Chiquimula 42,428 10,254 6,265 1 100%
3.1800 | Diputados Distritales Izabal 35,199 16,452 10,159 1 100%
3.2200 | Diputados Distritales Jutiapa 22,323 6,745 268 1 100%
3.0600 | Diputados Distritales Santa Rosa 19,032 2,480 1,134 1 100%
3.1000 | Diputados Distritales Suchitepéquez 12,556 1,694 312 1 100%
3.0200 | Diputados Distritales Sacatepéquez 10,909 5,067 80 1 100%
3.0400 | Diputados Distritales El Progreso 10,884 5,914 4,282 1 100%
4.0504 [Municipalidades Escuintla Siquinala 3,402 1,136 496 1 100%
4.1312 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Democracia 2,212 2,000 542 1 100%
3.0900 | Diputados Distritales Quetzaltenango 461 357 11 1 100%
4.0805 [Municipalidades Totonicapan Momostenango 401 368 27 1 100%
4.0922 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Flores Costa Cuca 124 36 0 1 100%
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4.0924 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Palestina De Los Altos 120 59 0 N 1 100%
3.0700 | Diputados Distritales Solola 5,079 9,991 870 O 0 100%
3.0300|Diputados Distritales Chimaltenango 3,667 5,070 1,704 O 0 100%

3.05 [Diputados Distritales Escuintla 3,465 10,523 223 @] 0 100%
3.1300 | Diputados Distritales Huehuetenango 3,206 7,166 329 O 0 100%
3.1900|Diputados Distritales Zacapa 1,047 10,712 0 O 0 100%
4.1607 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Panzods 1,034 1,528 48 ® 0 100%
3.1100|Diputados Distritales Retalhuleu 917 6,467 2 O 0 100%
4.1206 |Municipalidades San Marcos Concepcién Tutuapa 820 1,378 25 @ 0 100%
4.1804 |Municipalidades |zabal Morales 600 1,454 147 @] 0 100%
4.1611 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Lanquin 564 803 41 O 0 100%
4.1325|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Coatan 329 1,101 4 @] 0 100%
4.1404 |Municipalidades Quiché Zacualpa 324 2,151 11 ® 0 100%
4.1713 |Municipalidades Petén Las Cruces 300 6,032 0 O 0 100%
4.0501 | Municipalidades Escuintla Escuintla 299 572 1 © 0 100%
4.0507 |Municipalidades Escuintla La Gomera 288 3,377 40 @] 0 100%
4.0201 [Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Antigua Guatemala 288 2,133 0 O 0 100%
4.1407 |Municipalidades Quiché Patzité 254 2,118 101 O 0 100%
4.2003 |Municipalidades Chiquimula San Juan Ermita 244 3,656 28 @] o] 100%
4.0508 |Municipalidades Escuintla Guanagazapa 223 935 30 O 0 100%
4.1204 | Municipalidades San Marcos Comitancillo 222 532 0 @ 0 100%
4.1311|Municipalidades Huehuetenango La Libertad 216 772 11 @] 0 100%
4.1609 [Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Pedro Carcha 200 2,068 0 O 0 100%
4.1109 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu El Asintal 177 1,213 24 &) 0 100%
4.1317 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Eulalia 170 1,105 0 @] o] 100%
4.1229|Municipalidades San Marcos San Lorenzo 166 1,768 0 O 0 100%
4.1413 |Municipalidades Quiché Nebaj 153 3,501 0 © 0 100%
4.1408 |Municipalidades Quiché San Antonio llotenango 137 1,479 2 @] 0 100%
4.1005 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San José El idolo 136 346 50 O 0 100%
4.0607 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Juan Tecuaco 131 1,309 14 &) 0 100%
4.0506 | Municipalidades Escuintla Tiquisate 129 1,970 1 @] 0 100%
4.1301 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Huehuetenango 108 2,212 1 O 0 100%
4.1507 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Jerénimo 105 6,885 0 @ 0 100%
4.0307 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzin 100 706 0 @] 0 100%
4.1412 |Municipalidades Quiché Joyabaj 100 2,415 0 O 0 100%
4.1304 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Cuilco 98 2,286 0 &) 0 100%
4.1210|Municipalidades San Marcos Tejutla 86 149 0 @] 0 100%
4.0505 |Municipalidades Escuintla Masagua 77 2,429 0 O 0 100%
4.0502 |Municipalidades Escuintla Santa Lucfa Cotzumalguapa 76 544 0 @ 0 100%
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4.1332 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Union Cantinil 71 6,742 0 O 0 100%
4,2212|Municipalidades Jutiapa Jalpatagua 63 802 30 O 0 100%
3.1500|Diputados Distritales Baja Verapaz 59 1,206 0 O 0 100%
4.0808 |Municipalidades Totonicapan San Bartolo 56 2,768 1 O] 0 100%
4.2104 |Municipalidades Jalapa San Manuel Chaparrén 54 4,062 18 O 0 100%
4.1333 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Petatdn 54 1,669 13 O 0 100%
4,1801 |Municipalidades Izabal Puerto Barrios 47 2,127 0 O 0 100%
4.1321|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Tectitdn 40 1,136 20 O 0 100%
4.1218|Municipalidades San Marcos Ocods 37 93 0 @ 0 100%
4.1309 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Ixtahuacan 34 4,129 0 O 0 100%
4,1601 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Cobén 31 654 0 O 0 100%
4.1211 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Rafael Pie De La Cuesta 30 1,239 12 O 0 100%
4,1308 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Soloma 27 656 0 O 0 100%
3.1700 | Diputados Distritales Petén 26 2,121 0 O 0 100%
4.2005 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Camotan 24 1,762 0 O 0 100%
4.1403 |Municipalidades Quiché Chinique 22 4,501 0 O 0 100%
4.1502 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz San Miguel Chicaj 18 3,345 0 O 0 100%
4.1203 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Antonio Sacatepéquez 16 4,331 1 @ 0 100%
4.1326 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Barillas 16 3,286 0 O 0 100%
4,1708 |Municipalidades Petén Dolores 16 2,593 0 O 0 100%
4.0804 |Municipalidades Totonicapan San Andrés Xecul 13 359 0 ] 0 100%
4.,1209 |Municipalidades San Marcos Tajumulco 13 444 0 O 0 100%
4.1610|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Juan Chamelco 12 5,362 0 ] 0 100%
4.1014 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Patulul 10 940 0 O 0 100%
4.,1230|Municipalidades San Marcos La Blanca 10 1,193 0 O 0 100%
4.1008 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Samayac 9 765 1 O 0 100%
4.0918 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Francisco La Unién 9 422 0 C] 0 100%
4.0208 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Lucas Sacatepéquez 8 2,139 1 O 0 100%
4.0513 |Municipalidades Escuintla Nueva Concepcion 7 2,037 0 O 0 100%
4.0919 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango El Palmar 6 916 1 @) 0 100%
4,1903 |Municipalidades Zacapa Rio Hondo 6 2,036 1 O 0 100%
4.0216 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Catarina Barahona 6 377 0 O 0 100%
4.1223 |Municipalidades San Marcos Ixchiguan 5 1,028 2 O 0 100%
3.2100|Diputados Distritales Jalapa 5 1,772 0 O 0 100%
4.0509 | Municipalidades Escuintla San José 5 502 0 O 0 100%
4.1313 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Miguel Acatan 4 2,679 0 @ 0 100%
4.1402 |Municipalidades Quiché Chiché 3 2,178 3 O 0 100%
4,1907 |Municipalidades Zacapa Cabafias 3 3,158 1 O 0 100%
4.0301 |Municipalidades Chimaltenango Chimaltenango 3 3,818 0 @ 0 100%
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Eleccion 2015

Departamento

Municipio

Diferencia entre el
primer perdedor y Cifra
tltimo ganador

Difrerencia

Repartidora

Cargos en

Disputa

SITREP/D8

Ganadores
Cuadran

4.0609 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Taxisco 11 0 @] 0 100%
4.1007 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Lorenzo 1,382 0 |. 0 100%
4.1012 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Gabriel 3,309 0 |. 0 100%
4.1910|Municipalidades Zacapa Huité 1,138 0 |. 0 100%
4.0510 | Municipalidades Escuintla Iztapa 3,698 1 |. 0 100%
4.0102 |Municipalidades Guatemala San José Pinula 2,958 0 |. 0 100%
4.0512 |Municipalidades Escuintla San Vicente Pacaya 1,279 0 |. 0 100%
4.1016 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Juan Bautista 125 0 |. 0 100%
4.1416 | Municipalidades Quiché Sacapulas 768 0 |. 0 100%
4.1714 |Municipalidades Petén El Chal 1,913 0 |. 0 100%
4.0213 |Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Miguel Duefias 1,759 1 |. 0 100%
4.0401 | Municipalidades El Progreso Guastatoya 5,287 1 |. 0 100%
4.1503 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz Rabinal 1,221 1 |. 0 100%
4.0105 |Municipalidades Guatemala Chinautla 70 0 |. 0 100%
4.0603 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Rosa De Lima 1,821 0 I. 0 100%
4.0903 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Olintepeque 607 0 |. 0 100%
4.1208 | Municipalidades San Marcos Sibinal 417 0 |. 0 100%
4.1315 | Municipalidades Huehuetenango Todos Santos Cuchumatan 4,413 0 I. 0 100%
4.1327 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Aguacatan 776 0 |. 0 100%
4.1417 |Municipalidades Quiché San Bartolomé Jocotenango 698 0 |. 0 100%
4.1605 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tamahu 632 0 |. 0 100%
4.2214 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Moyuta 2,224 0 |. 0 100%
4.2215 Municipalidades Jutiapa Pasaco 3,215 0 |. 0 100%
3.0000|Diputados Distritales Distrito Central 4,498 0 I. 0 100%
3.0100|Diputados Distritales Guatemala 6,977 0 |. 0 100%
4.0001 |Municipalidades Distrito Central Guatemala 40,235 0 |. 0 100%
4.0101 |Municipalidades Guatemala Santa Catarina Pinula 587 0 |. 0 100%
4.0103 |Municipalidades Guatemala San José Del Golfo 202 0 |. 0 100%
4.0104 |Municipalidades Guatemala Palencia 3,008 0 |. 0 100%
4.0106 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Ayampuc 424 0 |. 0 100%
4.0107 |Municipalidades Guatemala Mixco 3,278 0 |. 0 100%
4.0108 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Pedro Sacatepéquez 2,573 0 |. 0 100%
4.0109 |Municipalidades Guatemala San Juan Sacatepéquez 3,408 0 |. 0 100%
4.0110 | Municipalidades Guatemala San Raimundo 352 0 |. 0 100%
4.0111|Municipalidades Guatemala Chuarrancho 889 0 |. 0 100%
4.0112 |Municipalidades Guatemala Fraijanes 713 0 |. 0 100%
4.0113 |Municipalidades Guatemala Amatitlan 640 0 |. 0 100%
4.0114 | Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Nueva 5,124 0 |. 0 100%
4.0115 |Municipalidades Guatemala Villa Canales 2,116 0 |. 0 100%
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4.0116 | Municipalidades Guatemala Petapa 0 858 0 ] 0 100%
4.0202 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Jocotenango 0 126 0 O 0 100%
4.0204 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Sumpango 0 155 0 O 0 100%
4.0205 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santo Domingo Xenacoj 0 1,095 0 ] 0 100%
4.0206 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santiago Sacatepéquez 0 494 0 O 0 100%
4.0207 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Bartolomé Milpas Altas 0 800 0 O 0 100%
4.0209 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Lucia Milpas Altas 0 559 0 ] 0 100%
4.0210|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Magdalena Milpas Altas 0 136 0 O 0 100%
4.0211|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Santa Maria De Jesus 0 338 0 @ 0 100%
4.0212 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Ciudad Vieja 0 1,856 0 ] 0 100%
4.0214|Municipalidades Sacatepéquez Alotenango 0 501 0 O 0 100%
4.0215 | Municipalidades Sacatepéquez San Antonio Aguas Calientes 0 867 0 O 0 100%
4.0303 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango San Martin Jilotepeque 0 2,487 0 ] 0 100%
4.0304 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Comalapa 0 300 0 O 0 100%
4.0305 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Santa Apolonia 0 2,192 0 O 0 100%
4.0308 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Pochuta 0 364 0 ] 0 100%
4.0309 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Patzicia 0 400 0 O 0 100%
4.0311|Municipalidades Chimaltenango Acatenango 0 1,460 0 O 0 100%
4.0312 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Yepocapa 0 2,372 0 ] 0 100%
4.0313|Municipalidades Chimaltenango San Andrés Itzapa 0 202 0 O 0 100%
4.0315 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango Zaragoza 0 155 0 @ 0 100%
4.0316 | Municipalidades Chimaltenango El Tejar 0 23 0 ] 0 100%
4.0403 | Municipalidades El Progreso San Agustin Acasaguastlan 0 475 0 O 0 100%
4.0404 | Municipalidades El Progreso San Cristébal Acasaguastlan 0 1,748 0 O 0 100%
4.0405 | Municipalidades El Progreso El Jicaro 0 3,079 0 ] 0 100%
4.0406 | Municipalidades El Progreso Sansare 0 697 0 O 0 100%
4.0407 | Municipalidades El Progreso Sanarate 0 3,415 0 O 0 100%
4.0408 | Municipalidades El Progreso San Antonio La Paz 0 1,038 0 ] 0 100%
4.0503 | Municipalidades Escuintla La Democracia 0 2,567 0 O 0 100%
4.0514 | Municipalidades Escuintla Sipacate 0 196 0 O 0 100%
4.0601 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Cuilapa 0 1,348 0 ] 0 100%
4.0602 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Barberena 0 1,241 0 O 0 100%
4.0604 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Casillas 0 793 0 @ 0 100%
4.0605 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa San Rafael Las Flores 0 2,464 0 O 0 100%
4.0606 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Oratorio 0 656 0 O 0 100%
4.0608 | Municipalidades Santa Rosa Chiquimulilla 0 264 0 O 0 100%
4.0610|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Santa Maria Ixhuatdn 0 1,975 0 O 0 100%
4.0611|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Guazacapan 0 1,311 0 O 0 100%
4.0613|Municipalidades Santa Rosa Pueblo Nuevo Vifias 0 3,170 0 @ 0 100%
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4.0614 |Municipalidades Santa Rosa Nueva Santa Rosa 0 12,340 0 @) 0 100%
4.0703 |Municipalidades Solola Santa Maria Visitacion 0 1,903 0 O 0 100%
4.0704 |Municipalidades Solold Santa Lucia Utatlan 0 4,315 0 @) 0 100%
4.0707 [Municipalidades Solola Santa Clara La Laguna 0 328 0 O 0 100%
4.0708 |Municipalidades Solola Concepcién 0 935 0 @ 0 100%
4.0711 |Municipalidades Solold Santa Catarina Palopd 0 418 0 @] 0 100%
4.0712 |Municipalidades Solold San Antonio Palopd 0 122 0 @] 0 100%
4.0714|Municipalidades Solold Santa Cruz La Laguna 0 1,156 0 @] 0 100%
4.0715|Municipalidades Solola San Pablo La Laguna 0 603 0 O 0 100%
4.0716 |Municipalidades Solold San Marcos La Laguna 0 1,572 0 @] 0 100%
4.0718|Municipalidades Solola San Pedro La Laguna 0 1,266 0 O 0 100%
4.0802 |Municipalidades Totonicapan San Cristébal Totonicapan 0 2,980 0 O 0 100%
4.0803 [Municipalidades Totonicapan San Francisco El Alto 0 160 0 O 0 100%
4.0806 | Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Maria Chiquimula 0 2,668 0 @) 0 100%
4.0807 |Municipalidades Totonicapan Santa Lucia La Reforma 0 471 0 @) 0 100%
4.0901 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Quetzaltenango 0 863 0 @) 0 100%
4.0902 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Salcaja 0 489 o] @) 0 100%
4.0904 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Carlos Sija 0 850 0 O 0 100%
4.0905 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Sibilia 0 2,125 0 O 0 100%
4.0906 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cabrican 0 364 0 O 0 100%
4.0907 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cajola 0 524 0 @] 0 100%
4.0908 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Miguel Sigtila 0 1,883 0 O 0 100%
4.0909 | Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Ostuncalco 0 566 0 @ 0 100%
4.0910|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Mateo 0 270 0 @ 0 100%
4.0911Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Concepcion Chiguirichapa 0 1,055 0 @) 0 100%
4.,0912 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango San Martin Sacatepéquez 0 4,578 0 O 0 100%
4.0913 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Almolonga 0 602 0 O 0 100%
4.0914 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Cantel 0 809 0 O 0 100%
4.0915 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Huitan 0 1,632 0 O 0 100%
4.0916 |Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Zunil 0 85 0 @ 0 100%
4.0917 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Colomba 0 112 0 ] 0 100%
4.0920|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Coatepeque 0 3,550 0 @] 0 100%
4.0921|Municipalidades Quetzaltenango Génova 0 3,030 o] O 0 100%
4.0923 [Municipalidades Quetzaltenango La Esperanza 0 253 0 @) 0 100%
4.1001 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Mazatenango 0 1,431 0 O 0 100%
4.1003 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Francisco Zapotitlan 0 370 0 O 0 100%
4.1004 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Bernardino 0 0 0 O 0 100%
4.1006 | Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Domingo Suchitepéquez 0 70 0 @) 0 100%
4.1011 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San Miguel Panan 0 535 0 @] 0 100%
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4.1013 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Chicacao o] 147 0 O 0 100%
4.1015 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santa Barbara o] 430 0 @] 0 100%
4.1017 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Santo Tomds La Union 0 673 0 O 0 100%
4.1018 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Zunilito 0 1,068 0 O 0 100%
4.1019 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Pueblo Nuevo 0 1,006 0 @) 0 100%
4.1020 |Municipalidades Suchitepéquez Rio Bravo 0 663 0 @ 0 100%
4.1021 [Municipalidades Suchitepéquez San José La Maquina 0 2,067 0 @] 0 100%
4.1103 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu Santa Cruz Mulua 0 849 0 O 0 100%
4.1104 |Municipalidades Retalhuleu San Martin Zapotitlan 0 1,691 0 @ 0 100%
4,1107 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu Champerico o] 1,233 0 C] 0 100%
4.1108 [Municipalidades Retalhuleu Nuevo San Carlos 0 189 0 O 0 100%
4.1202 |Municipalidades San Marcos San Pedro Sacatepéquez 0 196 0 O 0 100%
4,1207 [Municipalidades San Marcos Tacand 0 40 0 @] 0 100%
4.,1212 |Municipalidades San Marcos Nuevo Progreso 0 1,610 0 O 0 100%
4.1213 |Municipalidades San Marcos El Tumbador 0 784 0 O 0 100%
4.1215 [Municipalidades San Marcos Malacatdn 0 1,656 0 C] 0 100%
4.1216 |Municipalidades San Marcos Catarina 0 22 0 ] 0 100%
4.1217 |Municipalidades San Marcos Ayutla 0 1,619 0 O 0 100%
4.1219 [Municipalidades San Marcos San Pablo 0 738 0 O 0 100%
4.1221|Municipalidades San Marcos La Reforma 0 1,543 0 O 0 100%
4,1222 |Municipalidades San Marcos Pajapita 0 262 0 O 0 100%
4.1226 [Municipalidades San Marcos Sipacapa 0 193 0 O 0 100%
4.1227 |Municipalidades San Marcos Esquipulas Palo Gordo 0 459 0 O 0 100%
4,1302 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Chiantla 0 617 0 O 0 100%
4.1303 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Malacatancito 0 202 0 O 0 100%
4.1305 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Nentén 0 2,420 0 O 0 100%
4.1306 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Pedro Necta 0 358 0 C] 0 100%
4.1307 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango Jacaltenango 0 3,819 0 O 0 100%
4.1310 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Barbara o] 443 0 O 0 100%
4.1314|Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael La Independencia 0 2,271 0 e 0 100%
4.1316 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Atitan 0 1,013 0 O 0 100%
4,1318 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Mateo Ixtatan 0 957 0 O 0 100%
4.1319 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Colotenango o] 2,011 0 @ 0 100%
4.1320 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Sebastian Huehuetenango 0 689 0 O 0 100%
4,1322 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango Concepcién Huista 0 304 0 O 0 100%
4.1323 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Juan Ixcoy 0 408 0 O 0 100%
4.1324 [Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Antonio Huista 0 4,297 0 O 0 100%
4,1328 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Rafael Petzal 0 274 0 O 0 100%
4.1329 |Municipalidades Huehuetenango San Gaspar Ixchil 0 1,826 0 @ 0 100%
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100%

4.,1330|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santiago Chimaltenango 740 O

4.1331|Municipalidades Huehuetenango Santa Ana Huista 168 O 100%
4.1401 |Municipalidades Quiché Santa Cruz Del Quiché 8 ] 100%
4.1405 |Municipalidades Quiché Chajul 599 ] 100%
4.1406 |Municipalidades Quiché Chichicastenango 714 O 100%
4.1409 |Municipalidades Quiché San Pedro Jocopilas 2,575 O 100%
4.1414|Municipalidades Quiché San Andrés Sajcabaja 951 O 100%
4.1415|Municipalidades Quiché Uspantan 1,402 O 100%
4.1419|Municipalidades Quiché Chicaman 350 C] 100%
4,1506 |Municipalidades Baja Verapaz El Chol 1,517 ] 100%
4.1602 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Cruz Verapaz 555 O 100%
4.1603 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz San Cristdbal Verapaz 1,801 O 100%
4,1606 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Tucurd 900 O 100%
4.1612 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Cahabén 414 O 100%
4.1613 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chisec 1,384 @) 100%
4.1614|Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Chahal 3,235 O] 100%
4.1616 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Santa Catalina La Tinta 429 O 100%
4.1617 |Municipalidades Alta Verapaz Raxruha 575 O 100%
4.1701 |Municipalidades Petén Flores 1,120 O 100%
4.1702 |Municipalidades Petén San José 1,210 O 100%
4.1703 |Municipalidades Petén San Benito 3,663 @ 100%
4.1704 |Municipalidades Petén San Andrés 2,716 ] 100%
4.1705 |Municipalidades Petén La Libertad 2,920 @ 100%
4.1706 |Municipalidades Petén San Francisco 1,586 O 100%
4,1707 |Municipalidades Petén Santa Ana 12 O 100%
4.1709 |Municipalidades Petén San Luis 2,954 @ 100%
4.1710|Municipalidades Petén Sayaxché 362 ] 100%
4,1711|Municipalidades Petén Melchor De Mencos 1,383 O 100%
4.1712 |Municipalidades Petén Poptun 2,021 O 100%
4.1802 |Municipalidades I1zabal Livingston 2,733 @ 100%
4.1803 |Municipalidades Izabal El Estor 1,785 O 100%
4.1902 |Municipalidades Zacapa Estanzuela 2,188 @ 100%
4.1906 | Municipalidades Zacapa Usumatlan 433 @] 100%
4.2001 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Chiquimula 2,979 O 100%
4.2002 |Municipalidades Chigquimula San José La Arada 3,814 &) 100%
4.2006 | Municipalidades Chiquimula Olopa 321 O 100%
4.2007 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Esquipulas 4,827 O 100%
4.2009 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Quezaltepeque 967 @ 100%
4.2010|Municipalidades Chiquimula San Jacinto 1,510 @ 100%
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Diferencia entre el Difrerencia Cargos en

#  Eleccion 2015 Departamento Municipio \[;j:::sencia e primer perdedory Cifra Disputa g:::::.lres
altimo ganador Repartidora SITREP/D8
4.2011 |Municipalidades Chiquimula Ipala 0 1,216 0 ] 0 100%
4.2101 |Municipalidades Jalapa Jalapa 0 1,307 0 |. 0 100%
4.2102 |Municipalidades Jalapa San Pedro Pinula 0 533 0 |. 0 100%
4.2103 |Municipalidades Jalapa San Luis Jilotepeque 0 397 0 |. 0 100%
4.2105 |Municipalidades Jalapa San Carlos Alzatate 0 1,303 0 |. 0 100%
4.2106 |Municipalidades Jalapa Monjas 0 1,121 0 |. 0 100%
4.2107 |Municipalidades Jalapa Mataquescuintla 0 650 0 |. 0 100%
4.2202 |Municipalidades Jutiapa El Progreso 0 3,688 0 |. 0 100%
4.2203 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Santa Catarina Mita 0 2,360 0 |. 0 100%
4.2204 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Agua Blanca 0 1,336 0 |. 0 100%
4.2206 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Yupiltepeque 0 1,532 0 |. 0 100%
4.2207 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Atescatempa 0 1,905 0 |. 0 100%
4.2208 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Jerez 0 1,235 0 |. 0 100%
4.2209 | Municipalidades Jutiapa El Adelanto 0 4,948 0 |. 0 100%
4.2210 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Zapotitlan 0 4,504 0 |. 0 100%
4.2213 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Conguaco 0 852 0 |. 0 100%
4.2216 |Municipalidades Jutiapa San José Acatempa 0 2,414 0 |. 0 100%
4.2217 |Municipalidades Jutiapa Quesada 0 725 0 |. 0 100%
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Letter to the Plenary of Magistrates of the TSE, July 20, 2023

Pleno de Magistrados

TRIBUNAL SUl-
SECRETARIA GENCRAL

Rﬂ HCL 292.

Guatemala, 20 de julio 2023

Tribunal Supremo Electoral (TSE) <

Por esta via hago de su conocimiento que, en nombre del proyecto FiscalDigital.net, he entregado

a la Secretaria General del TSE lo siguiente:

1)
2)
3)
3)

5)

Recomendaciones para redisefio del Acta#4 y acceso a las Actas#d Originales (32 pdginas)
Redisefo Ideal Acta#4 TSE Guatemala por Fiscal Digital (7 paginas)

Mejoras Acta#4 TSE Guatemala por Fiscal Digital (6 paginas)

Solicitud de Acceso a Informacién Piiblica: copia digital de las Actas#4 Originales (Blancas) de las
Elecciones Generales 2023

Solicitud de audiencia técnica con Direccion General de Informatica del TSE

Por esta via formalmente solicito audiencia con el pleno de Magistrados para presentar los
documentos indicados anteriormente. Me interesa responder sus preguntas acerca de los mismos; en
particular, exhortarlos a:

1)

Redisenar por completo el Acta#4 antes de la 22 Vuelta (Balotaje Presidencial) del 20 de agosto
del 2023 para que sea en base a principios de OCR que permitan incrementar la velocidad de
lectura rapida de documentos junto con elevar la confianza en dichas lecturas.

Garantizar acceso a las Actas#4 Originales de la 22 Vuelta (Balotaje Presidencial) del 20 de
2gosto del 2023 mediante el TREPgt la noche de las elecciones mediante el uso de los
telefonos inteligentes disponibles en todos los centros de votacion a todos los digitadores.

Adconalmente hago de su conocimiento que mas de 1,500 guatemaltecos forman parte de
FscalDigital net y nos han apoyado con 3,102,030 lecturas tipo CAPTCHA. Junto con el uso de 10,417,227
lecturas tipo OCR logramos verificar el 100% de las 121,227 Actas#4 Duplicadas (Amarillas) publicadas por
&' 75 Contamos también con el 91% de verificacion a la fecha de todas las Actas#4 Dupiicadas de las
votaciones del 2019 y estamos preparando lo mismo para las votaciones del 2015 y el diferendo del 2018.

Quedo atento a sus comentarios. Estdn a iempo para hacer cambios sencillos y gratuitos que pueden
devolver a |z ciudadania la confianza en los resultados de las votaciones, tal y como buscaba el Dr. Arturo
Herbruger Asturias y la primera magistratura del TSE. Es posible y gueda en sus manos la responsabilidad
de estar 2 la altura del momento historico. Nosotros en Fiscal Digital y la Fundacion Herencia Cultural
Guatemalteca los estaremos observando de cerca para asegurar que los libros de historia cuenten a todas
1as futuras generaciones lo que ocurrio con las votaciones del 2023. Hacer lo mismo esperando resultados
distintos es irracional.

P S
Atentamente, =
BC G
‘\ f”ws»r () .

Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerias

Lider del Movimiento - FiscalDigital.net

Gerente — FundacionHCG .org

Miembro Comisién Actualizacion y Modernizacidn Electoral (CAME) 2019y 2020
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Letter to the Plenary of Magistrates of the TSE, July 28, 2023

198

=\ u Siepyppg Guatemala, 28 de julio del 2023

s :NA_R.“L‘
T [ -:-'-‘-'.v._
Pleno de Magistrados ri 1‘7 ES
Tribunal Supremo Electoral (TSE) f\Y -
W62 2

Por esta via reitero nuestr%,s.cllcrtud del 20 de ;uh
audiencia con ustedes para conversar acerca acerca de [as recome

para que se sirvan indicar fecha y hora de

1) Redisefiar por completo el Acta#4 antes de la 22 Vuelta (Balotaje Presidencial) del 20 de agosto del 2023
para que sea en base a principios de OCR que permitan incrementar la velocidad de lectura rapida de
documentos junto con elevar |a confianza en dichas lecturas.

1) Garantizar acceso a las Actas#4 Originales de Ia 28 Vuelta (Balotaje Presidencial) del 20 de agosto del 2023
mediante el TREP.gt la noche de las elecciones mediante el uso de los teléfonos inteligentes disponibles en
todos los centros de votacién a todos los digitadores.

FiscalDigital.net es el dnico esfuerzo de auditoria electoral que ha verificado el 100% de las Actas#4
DUPLICADAS (Amarillas) publicadas en el TREP este afio. Maquinas realizaron 10,417,227 lecturas OCR
para producir 1,896,051 datos |eidos con éxito (62%) y 1,159,825 sin éxito (38%). Nuestros mas de 1,500
usuarios voluntarios realizaron 3,102,030 trabajos de OCR tipo CAPTCHA enfacados en los datos que no
fueron leidos con éxito por maqguinas OCR y produjeron una base de datos paralela a la publicada por el
TREP. La comparacion contra los 121,227 Actas#4 DUPLICADAS ha rendido 104,665 Actas#4 DUPLICADAS
que contienen exactamente |os mismos datos (un porcentaje de 85.59%), demostrando sin lugar a dudas
que nuestra tecnologia funciona correctamente. Las bases de datos del TREP contienen 2,706,677 datos
individuales y hemos logrado verificar que 2,665,499 de estos son exactamente Iguales, arrojando un
indice de confianza de 98.48%.

Reiteramos nuestra solicitud de acceso a los 121,227 Actas#4 Originales (Blancas) para poder
esclarecer los datos del 1.52% restante. En su mayoria estos errores provienen de la inherente y
decreciente calidad de un DUPLICADO, generando datos que simplemente son imposibles de verificar sin
contar con los documentos originales. Los DUPLICADOS de las Actas#4 son insuficientes para verificar esta
informacion faltante. ¢Cudndo podemos contar con estos documentos que pertenecen al pueblo de
Guatemala, producto del trabajo de las 24,585 Juntas Receptoras de Votos (JRV)?

Como adjunto a esta carta, compartimos el resumen de nuestra base de datos. Podran constatar que
hemos encontrados un total de 501 cargos en disputa en 338 de las 366 elecciones como resultado de la
discrepancia del 1.52% de los datos. Es necesario la verificacién contra las Actas#4 Originales (Blancas)
para poder esclarecer si estos cargos en disputa se deben a errores provocados por el papel pasante o por
otras razones. La publicacion de DUPLICADOS es insuficiente y continuar con esta practica cuando es
posible digitalizar las Actas#4 Originales a un costo de CERO quetzales es el origen de la desconfianza de
la poblacién.

Atentamente,
Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerias IJ 'G
Teléfono: +502 4029 3781 v
Correo: Carlos@FundacionHCG.org ™. s
Lider del Movimiento - FiscalDigital. net " Mt oa”
Gerente — FundacionHCG.org
Miembro Comision Actualizacién y Modernizacién Electoral (CAME) 2019 y 2020
Pdginalded FiscalDigital.net
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Summary of the Discrepancy Submitted to the TSE on July 28

Guatemala, 28 de julio del 2023

FiscalDigital.net: ¢ Cuadra o no cuadra?
Adjunto 1 de 2

Actas No Celdas |Celdasno| Celdas | Celdas |Celdas No
|Total Actas| Cuadran |Cuadran | Cuadran | Cuadran | Totales |Cuadran| Cuadran

Actas = Actas
Eleccion | Cuadran |

Presidente | 21,751 24,585 | 8B.47%
listado | 20695 | 24,427 | 84.72%
Distrital | 18743 24,427 | 76.73%

‘ 535,158 | 4,712 540,870 | $9.13%
627601 7,501 635102 | 98.82% | 1.18%
593273 | 20120 613,393 | 96.72%
352,350 3,141 355,491 | 99.12%
556,117 | 5704 | 561,821 | 98.98%
2,665,499 | 41,178 | 2,706,677 | 98.48% | 152%

Munis 22,360 24,427 | 91.54%
PARLACEN | 21,116 24,427 | 86.45%
Total 104,665 | 122,293 | 85.59%

e Sin acceso a las Actas#4, Actas#6 y Actas#8 ORIGINALES, no se puede cuadrar.

DIRECCION ELECTORAL |
TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELECTORAL |

28 JuL. 208 =
RECIBIDO7 o

TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELEch:m‘CA
DIRECCION GENERAL DE INF
Y NI ESREE RS

28 JuL. 2023

Jto 0 2= oms:
b i)

Hora:

LI e e

Pégina2de$ FiscalDigital.net
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TSE Plenary of Magistrates' Rejection of Request for Original Actas#4
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Expediente R-66-2023
Solicitud UIP-0-787-07-2023
Recurso de Revision

o umal S b rae
Gt €A

Gribunal Dlgpremo Cloctoral
TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELECTORAL. Guatemala, siete de agosto de dos mil veintitrés.
1) Se trae a la vista para resolver el recurso de revision interpuesto por Carlos Rafael
Toriello Herreria, Il) se toma nota del lugar sefialado para recibir notificaciones por medio
del correo electrénico: Carlos@FundacionHCG.org, y Ill) se admite para su trémite el
recurso de revision interpuesto contra la resolucion 835-2023, de treinta y uno de julio de
dos mil veintitrés, emitida por Unidad de Informacion Plblica del Tribunal Supremo
Electoral.
CONSIDERANDO
=
Que el articulo 121 de la Ley Electoral y de Partidos Politicos, Decreto nimero“1-
85 de la Asamblea Nacional Constituyente, regula: “E! Tribunal Supremo Electoral es la
maxima autoridad en materia electoral. Es independiente y de consiguiente ne supeditado
a organismo alguno del Estado. Su organizacién, funcionamiento y atribuciones estan
delerminados en esta ley."; asimismo, el articulo 125 de la citada Ley establece que: “E/
Tnbunal Supremo Electoral tiene las siguientes atribuciones y obligaciones: a) Velar por el
fiel cumplimiento de la Constitucion, leyes y disposiciones que garanticen el derecho de
orgamizacion y participacion politica de los ciudadanos. ..v) Resolver en definitiva todos los
casos de su competencia que no estén regulados en esta ley. ."
/’ Por su parte, el articulo 45 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacién Publica, Decreto
\4 numero 57-2008 cel Congreso de la Republica, establece: ‘Certeza de entrega de
informacién. A toda solicitud de informacion pablica debera recaer una resolucién por @
escrito”, y el articulo 54 del mismo cuerpo legal regula: “Recurso de revisién en materia e
ﬁ de acceso a la informacion. El solicitante a quién se le hubiere negado la informacién o
invocado la inexistencia de documentos solicitados, podrd interponer, por si mismo o a
través de su representante legal, el recurso de revision ante la maxima autoridad dentro

de los quince dias siguientes a la fecha de la notificacion.” :

@ - o

G avenida 032 zoma 2. Guitemala, C. A, » linea directa; 1580 » PBX: 2413 0303 = planta: 2232 0382 al §
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Expediente R-66-2023
Solicitud UIP-0-787-07-2023
Recurso de Revision

b anal S
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Powteret

De lo expuesto por la recursante y del estudio de los antecedentes se resume: i) el
veintiuno de julio del dos mil veintitrés, el ahora recurrente, Carlos Rafael Toriello
Herrarias, por medio del portal www.tse.org.gt ingresd a la Unidad de Informacién Publica
de!l Tribunal Supremo Electoral, una solicitud requiriendo la siguiente informacién: “Copia
digital de los 121,227 Documentos No. 4 Originales de las Elecciones 2023. Acta Final de
Cierre y Escrutinios Color Blanco: de cada una de las juntas receptoras de botes [sic]
(JRV) que intervinieron en el proceso de Elecciones Generales y Diputados al Parlamento
Centroamericanos”: ii) en resolucién 835-2023, de treinta y uno de julio de dos mil
veintitrés —resolucién recurrida—, emitida dentro del expediente UIP-O-787-07-2023, la
Unidad de Informacion Publica estimé entregar parcialmente la informacion solicitada, esto
derivado del oficio SG-0-5234-7-2023, del treinta y uno de julio del dos mil veintitrés,
proferido por la Subsecretaria General del Tribunal Supremo Electoral, en el que se indicd
que: “...han sido trasladados parciaimente de forma fisica a esta Dependencia, por io
érganos colegiados temporales correspondiente haciendo un lotal de 61,400 tamano
oficio o bien, se sugiere consultar la pdgina web del...de conformidad con lo que
estabiece el tercer pérrafo del articulo 45 de la Ley de Acceso a la informacién Pablica...",
i) contra la resolucién antes descrita, Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrarias, interpuso recurso
de revision argumentando que: “...si bien expresa segun oficio relacionado que a esa
dependencia no se han trasladado la lotalidad de los documentos requeridos, no se indica
expresion o razén de dicha causa, ni se expresa que la informacién total sera entregada
oportunamente y dentro del plazo de ley, circunstancia que limita mis derechos como
ciudadanos a poder lener acceso a dicha informacion...."

~li-

El acceso a la informacién publica es un derecho fundamental contenido en el
articulo 30 de la Constitucidon Politica de la Republica de Guatemala, el cual abarca la
publicidad de las actuacicnes de! aparato estatal; no obstante, no es un derecho absoluto,

pues existen ciertas limitantes que impone la ley de la materia, dicha restriccion tiene su

6 avenida 0-32 zona 2, Guntemala, C. A, » linea directa; 1580 « POX: 2413 0303 « planta: 2232 0382 al 5
sitio web: wwwtse.orgpt s eemail: tseftse.orgt
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Expediente R-66-2023
Solicitud UIP-0-787-07-2023
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Drthunal Digromo lostowal

fundamento en la proteccién de otros valores constitucionales o derechos fundamentales;
de ahi que, siempre y cuando los actos publicos no encuadren en alguna de las limitaciones
impuestas por la ley, es obligacion del sujeto obligado proporcionar la informacién acorde a
lo establecido en la ley de la materia.

En el presente caso, el recurrente manifiesta que se estdn conculcando sus
derechos pues la informacién requerida no fue entregada en su totalidad y dentro del plazo

de ley, aunado a ello, hace alusion a la gratuidad del acceso a la informacion publica

derivado que, en la resolucién requerida se establecié gue previo a hacer entrega de los
documentos debia realizar el pago de Q21, 480.00, referente al valor de la reproduccion de
61,400 hojas tamario cficio.

En cuanto al primer agravio manifestado, concatenado con lo regulado en el
45 de la Ley de acceso a la informacion publica en cuanto a que: “Certeza de entrega de
informacion. A loda solicitud de informacién plblica deberd recaer una resolucion por
escrito. En caso de ampliacién del término de respuesta establecido en la presente ley, o de
negativa de la informacion, ésta debera encontrarse debidamente fundada y motivada. La

informacién se proporcionaré en el estado en que se ntre en p ion de los

sujetos obligados. La obligacién no comprendera el procesamiento de la misma, ni el

presentaria conforme el interés del solicitante” [el resaltado es propio]. Es decir que: i) toda

L‘ﬂ la informacion debe proporcionarse por escrito y debe estar debidamente fundamentada y
motivada; ii) a solicitud del requirente puede ser proporcionada por cualquier otro medio de @

reproduccién, y iii) la informacion se proporcionara en el estado en que se encuentre en

posesion de los sujetos obligados. Este Tribunal advierte que, contrario a lo manifestado

/ W con el recurrente, no se le estd conculcando su derecho al acceso a la informacion publica

v al hacerle entrega de los documentos requeridos de forma parcial, pues como bien lo

establecid la Unidad de Informacion Pdblica, en la resclucion recurrida, a la fecha este

Tribunal solamente cuanta con sesenta y un mil cuatrocientas actas finales de cierre y

escrutinios [documento No.4), derivadas de las votaciones realizadas el veinticinco de junio

6z avenida 0-32 zona 2, Guatemala, C. A« linca directa: 1580 « PRX: 2413 0303 » planta: 2232 0382 al §
Sitio web: wiwse.ong gt = comail: tseditse.orp gt
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de dos mil veintitrés dentro del “Proceso Elecciones Generales y Diputados al Pariamento
Centroamericano 2023"; por lo que, de conformidad con el articulo antes citado, la
informacién debe proporcionarse en el estado en que se encuentre, situacion que no

vulnera los derechos de los ciudadanos.
En cuanto al segundo agravio manifestado, referente a que, previo a que le sea
entregada la informacion requerida al recursarte, este debera pagar la cantidad de veintiun
| mil cualrocientos noventa quetzales (Q.21,490.00) en concepto de la reproduccion de
61,400 hojas tamafo oficio, a razén de treinta y cinco centaves por hoja; este Tribunal
estima pertinente hacer la acotacion que, si bien uno de los principios que rige el acceso a
la informacion publica es la gratuidad, la misma esta sujeta a ciertos limites, los cuales
estan establecidos en el articulo 18 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacién Publica que regula
i) el acceso a la informacion publica sera gratuito para efectos de anélisis y consulta en las
oficinas de! sujeto obligado; Ii) la consulta de la informacion se regira por el principio de
sencillez y gratuidad, no obstante, se cobraran los gastos de reproduccion de la
informacion. “La reproduccién de la informacién habilitara al Estado realizar el cobro

por un monto que en ningtin caso serd superior a los costos del mercado y que no

podrin exceder de los costos necesarios para la reproduccién de la informacién." Y
iili) lo relativo a las certificaciones y copias secretariales se regulara conforme a la Ley del
Organismo Judicial Derivado de la norma antes aludida, el Tribunal Supremo Electoral
emitié el Acuerde 352-2009, ‘Manual de procedimientos para el pago de la informacién
puablica’, que establece que el solicitante de la informacién publica debera pagar el monto de
treinta y cinco centavos de quetzal (Q.0.35) por hoja tamafio oficio a reproducirse, previo a
que la misma le sea entregada.

De lo anterior, este Tribunal advierte que no se estd vulnerando el principio de
gratuidad que rige el acceso a la informacién publica, pues como se manifesté en el parrafo

que antecede la informacion es gratuita para efectos de andlisis y consulta en las oficinas

6a. avenida 0-32 zona 2. Guatemala, C. A« linca dircctu: 1580 « PBX: 2413 0303 « planta: 2252 (382 al §
sitio web: wwaw tse.or gt » esmails tsedrtse ong gt
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de la institucion; sin embargo, deben de cobrarse los gastos de reproduccién al costo del
mercado y, debera ser cancelado, previo a que se entregue la informacién requerida.

No obstante lo anterior, es importante hacer énfasis en que la informacién requerida
se encuentra en la pagina del Tribunal Supremo Electoral, por lo que, el recursante, si no
desea pagar el precio de las copias, puede acceder a la informacion y descargar los
documentos que estime pertinente.

Como consecuencia, este tribunal considera que la informacién requerida en el
expediente de mérito, fue proporcionada conforme lo regulado en los articulos 18 y 45 de la
Ley de Acceso a la Infermacion Publica, en el sentido que, al solicitante se le hara entrega
en &l estado en que se encuentra la informacién en posesién de este Tribunal, siendo esta
sesenta y un mil cuatrocientas (61,400) copias de las actas, no obstante, previo a su
entrega, debera hacer el pago de veintiin mil cuatrocientos noventa quetzales
(Q.21,490.00), a razén de treinta y cinco centavos de quetzal (Q.0.35) por hoja tamafio
oficio, cantidad que debe ser depositada en la cuenta nimerc 309503162-3 del Banco de
Desarrollo Rural, Sociedad Andnima, a nombre del Tribunal Supremo Electoral.

Por lo antes considerado, resulta procedente declarar sin lugar el recurse de revision
interpuesto por Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerias y, como consecuencia, se confirma la
resolucion recurrida

LEYES APLICABLES
Articulos citados y: 1, 121, 125, 132, 142, 144 de la Ley Electoral y de Partidos Politicos,
Decreto numero 1-85 de la Asamblea Nacional Constituyente; y 6, 18, 38, 40, 42, 45, 52,
53, 54, 58, 57, 68, 59, 60 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion Publica, Decreto nimero
57-2008 del Congreso de la Republica.
POR TANTO

El Tribunal Supremo Electoral, con fundamento en lo considerado y leyes citadas,

al resolver DECLARA: 1) SIN LUGAR el recurso de revisién interpuesto por Carlos Rafael

Toriello Herraria y, como consecuencia, confirma la resolucién 835-2022, del treinta y uno

6a, avenida 0-32 zona 2, Guatemala, C. A« linea dirceta: 1580 « PBX: 2413 0303 « plants: 2232 0382 2/ 5
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de julio del dos mil veintitrés, emitida por la Unidad de Informacién Piblica del Tribunal

Supremo Electoral; Il) NOTIFIQUE

/

Dr. Ranulfo

sl
MSc. G érie Viadinfir Aguilera Bolafios

Magistrado Vocal IV

fael Rojas Cetina

Msyaﬂ
Sec
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Notification of Amparo Ruling 87493 to the TSE

2ASMO ”-’/,/
SECCION DE AMPAROS <
ORGANISMO JUDICIAL

GUATEMALA. CA

Codigo de Verificacion
199q_NZQRgYyOC8OLGNZzkp

Notificacion Electronica No. E2023-00183239 Ref. 87493
Niimero de Expediente: 2745-2023

Documento: SENTENCIA 87493

Responsable: OFICIAL 20

Interponente: Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerias

Autoridad Impugnada: Tribunal Supremo Electoral

Tipo: Amparos

En Guatemala, Guatemala, el cinco de octubre de dos mil veintitres , siendo las dieciseis horas con dieciseis minutos, se ha
notificado a: CARLOS RAFAEL TORIELLO HERRERIAS en el(los) Casillero(s): JR00014591 o 2639639930101, a
nombre de: JUAN CARLOS REYES MURALLES en: https://ojvirtual.oj.gob.gt/

206

Se notifican el(los) siguiente(s) documento(s) de fechaf(s):
CUATRO DE OCTUBRE DEL DOS MIL VEINTITRES,

Fecha de publicacién: 05/10/2023 16:16 PM
ULTIMA LINEA

WALESKA RUBI RODRIGUEZ PERALTA

>3
7

Digitaly signed by
o&mﬁnsﬁ«o
JUDICIAL

Date: 2023.10.05
16:16:41 CST
Reason: Portal de

WRRODRIGUEZ Sorycios Elecionicos
NOTIFICADOR Iil gol Organismo Jucicia

GUATEMALA. CA

http:fivww. of geb.gt

Folios: NUEVE
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GUATEMALA, C.A.

CORTE SUPREMA DE JUSTICIA, CONSTITUIDA EN TRIBUNAL DE
AMPARQ. Guatemala, cuatro de octubre de dos mil veintitrés.
I Integrada con los suscritos Magistrados, de conformidad con los nimeros de
actas cuarenta y cinco guion dos mil diecinueve (45-2019), de fecha once de
octubre de dos mil diecinueve, cuarenta guion dos mil veinte (40-2020), de fecha
doce de octubre de dos mil veinte, cincuenta guion dos mil veintiunc (50-2021), de
fecha doce de octubre de dos mil veintiuno, y cuarenta y seis guion dos mil
veintidos (46-2022), de fecha doce de octubre de dos mil veintidés,
correspondientes a [as sesiones extraordinarias de la Corte Suprema de Justicia,
con fundamento en el articulo 2 de la Constitucién Politica de la Republica de
Guatemala, el articulo 71 de la Ley del Organismo Judicial y de la Opinién
Consultiva emitida por la Corte de Constitucionalidad el ocho de octubre de dos mil
diecinueve, expediente cinco mil cuatrocientos setenta y siete guion dos mil
diecinueve (5477-2019). Il. Para dictar sentencia, se tiene a la vista el amparo
identficado en el acépite, solicitado por CARLOS RAFAEL TORIELLO
HERRERIAS contra el TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELECTORAL. E! postulante actia
bajo la direcci6n y procuracion del abogado Juan Carlos Reyes Muralles.
ANTECEDENTES
A) Fecha de interposicién: el quince de agosto de dos mil veintitrés, ante el
Juzgado de Paz Penal de Faltas de Turno, Grupo “F" del municipic y departamento
de Guatemala.
B) Acto reclamado: resolucion de siete de agosto de dos mil veintitrés, dictada por
el Tribunal Supremo Electoral, dentro del expediente 835-2023 que declaré:
<<...SIN LUGAR el recurso de revision interpuesto por Carlos Rafael Torello Herraria (sic),

y como consecuencia, confirma la resolucion 835-2022, del treinta y uno de julio del dos mil

PARA USO DE LA CORTE SUPREMA D?\ TICIA

') i ;/ —=
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Amparo 2745-2023
Pégina 2

veintitrés, emitide por la Unidad de /Informacién Pablice del Tribunai Supremo
Electoral.. >>.
C) Fecha de notificacion: diez de agosto de dos mil veintitrés.
D) Uso de recursos contra el acto impugnado: ninguno.
E) Violaciones que denuncia: los principios de la ley de acceso a la informacion
publica y los canones del habeas data, la sencillez y transparencia.

HECHOS QUE MOTIVAN EL AMPARO
A) De lo expuesto por el postulante y del contenido de los antecedentes, se resume
lo siguiente: a) el veinte de julio de dos mil veintitrés, Carlos Rafael Toriello
Herrerias requirid a la Unidad de Informacién Publica del Tribunal Supremo
Electoral, copia digital del original del documento nimero cuatre (color blance),
emitido por las ciento veintiin mil doscientos veintisiete Juntas Receptoras de
Votos (JRV) que intervinieron en el proceso de electoral realizado el veinticinco de
junio del dos mil veintitrés; b) en resolucion de treinta y uno de julio de dos mil
veintitrés, la unidad referida emitié resolucion 835-2023, en la que dispuso entregar
parcialmente la informacion requenida, ya que al momento contaba con sesenta y
un mil cuatrocientos documentos nimero cuatro, y procedi6 a indicarle que debia
efectuar el pago de veintiin mil cuatrocientos noventa quetzales, para cubrir al
reproduccion de la informacion solicitada; ¢) inconforme el solictante, presentd
recurso de revision, indicando que lo resuelto limita sus derechos como ciudadano
de obtener acceso a la informacion publica, toda vez que no se indico razén de la
entrega parcial, o si la informacion serfa completada, asi mismo solicitdé que la
informacion le sea proporcionada en formato digital para no incurrir en costos; d) El
Tribunal Supremo Electoral —autoridad reclamada- en resolucion de siete de agosto

de dos mil veintitrés -acto reclamado- declaré sin lugar el recurso de revision
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planteado, tras considerar que de conformidad con el articulo 45 de la Ley de
acceso a la Informacion Publica, la informacion sera proporcionada en el estado en
que se encuentre, por lo que no vulnera derecho alguno del solicitante, por otro
lado estimé que conforme al articulo 18 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion
Pablica y el Acuerdo 352-2009 del Tribunal Supremo Electoral, ei solicitante de
informacién piblica debe pagar el monto de treinta y cinco centavos por heja
tamario oficio a repreducirse, previo a que la misma le sea entregada, por lo que el
page requerido tampoco vulnera el principio de gratuidad, haciendo enfasis en que
la informacién requerida se encuentra en el Tribunal Supremo Electoral, por lo que
el recusante si no desea pagar el precio de las copias, puede acceder a la
informacién y descargar los documentos que estime pertinentes. @) En amparo el
postulante aduce que fueron vulnerados los principios de la ley de acceso a la

informacion piblica y los canones del habeas data, la sencillez y transparencia, ya

_que el Tribunal Supremo Electoral no puede excusarse de no tener la

documentacion requerida, ya que este es responsable de tener la misma o indicar
donde se encuentre 0 en qué plazo las tendran bajo su posesion, siendo un error
indicar que la informacién se encuentra en el portal web de dicha institucion, ya que
en dicha pagina lo que obra son los duplicados de los documentos regueridos,
existiendo contradiccion en cuanto al pagoe de treinta y cinco centavos por hoja,
pues establecen que la informacién requerida ya esta digitalizada en el portal, por lo
que deberan entregarse los documentos originales de forma digital, tal y como se
solicitd. Peticion concreta: que se declare con lugar la accién de amparo y en
consecuencia se deje en suspenso €l acto reclamado, ordenandc a la autoridad
denunciada resolver y declarar con lugar el recurso de revision, ordenando la

entrega de copia digital de los documentos numerc cuatro originales de las
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elecciones dos mil veintitrés, acta final de cierre y escrutinios de cada una de las
juntas receptoras de votos (JRV), que intervinieron en el proceso electoral des mil
veintitrés, ademas deberdn pronunciarse en el sentido que el interesado
Unicamente debe pagar el valor del gasto del medio digital empleado para la
entrega de |a informacion ya que la misma se encuentra en formato electronico y
digital, y ampliar la resolucion y se especifique la procedencia y especificad de esas
sesenta y un mil cuatrocientas actas, indicando el tipo de eleccién y €l municipio y
departamento que representan.
B) Casos de procedencia: incisos a), e) y h) del articulo 10 de la Ley de Amparo,
Exhibicion Personal y de Constitucionalidad.
C) Ley Violada: Articulos 30 y 31 de la Constitucion Politica de la Republica de
Guatemala.

TRAMITE DEL AMPARO
A) Amparo provisional: no se decreto.
B) Tercera interesada: Unidad de Informacién Pudblica del Tribunal Supremo
Electoral.
C) Remision de antecedentes: Informe circunstanciado remitido por el Tribunal
Supremo electoral, y copia digital certificada del expediente 835-2023, que contiene
el recurso de revision de informacion piblica.
D) Prueba: Se relevd del periodo probatorio en resolucion de cuatro de septiembre
de dos mil veintitrés,

ALEGATOS DE LAS PARTES
A) El postulante, expuso sus argumentos en el memorial de interposicion del
amparo.

B) E! Tribunal Supremo Electoral, autoridad impugnada, exprest que contrario
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a lo manifestado al amparista no se le esta conculcande su derecho al acceso a la
informacidon plblica al hacerle entrega de forma parcial de los documentos
requeridos, pues como bien lo establecié la Unidad de Informacion Publica, en la
resolucion recurrida, a la fecha este Tribunal solo cuenta con sesenta y un mil
cuatrecientas actas finales de cierre y escrutinio (documento numero cuatro)
derivada de las votaciones realizadas el veinticinco de junio de dos mil veintitrés
dentro del proceso de Elecciones Generales y Diputados al Parlamento
Centroamericano dos mil veintitrés, por lo que su actuacion fue conforme el articule
45 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion Pablica, decreto 57-2008 del Congreso de
la Republica. Ademas, de conformidad con el articulo 18 de Iz Ley citada, la
reproduccion de la informacion, habilita al Estado a realizar un cobro por tal
servicio, cuya tarifa esta determinada por el Acuerdo 352-2009 del Tribunal
Supremo Electoral, de ahi se colige que no se estd vulnerando el principio de
gratuidad que rige el acceso a la informacion publica, razones por las cuales solicito
que el amparoe se denegara.

C) Tercera interesada: Unidad do Informacién Publica del Tribunal Supremo
Electoral: fue debidamente notificada, pero no evacud la audiencia conferida.

D) El Ministerio Pdblico, Fiscalia de Asuntos Constitucionales, Amparos y

Exhibicion Personal, concluy que si se proporcioné la informacion requerida de
manera parcial estableciendo la razon de esa situacién, ademas el cobro requerido

de reproduccién encuentra su asidero legal en el articulo 18 de la ley de acceso ala
informacién publica, sugiriendo al solicitante consultar la pagina web, de esa cuenta
al declarar sin lugar el recurso de revision se encuentra en ejercicic de sus
funciones sin soslayar derechos constitucionales del postulante, de manera que la

autoridad reprochada al dictar |a resolucién que se denuncia como leslva actud en

‘ \ -‘;§7
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el gjercicio de las facultades que le confiere la ley rectora del acto impugnado, de
ahi que la decisién a la que arribé fue derivada del analisis que le corresponde
realizar de conformidad con su criterio valorativo, el cual no puede ser revisado por
el tribunal constitucional porque este no es juez de los hechos sujetos al proceso,
sino de ia adecuacién de los actos al debido proceso y por consiguiente la
autoridad impugnada no viol6 derecho a garantia consfitucional alguna del amparo,
lo que evidencia que no existe el agravio denunciado y que deba ser reparado por
esta via, lo que hace improcedente la accién solicitada.
CONSIDERANDO
-
No es procedente otorgar amparo cuando de las constancias procesales se
advierte que no se ocasioné agravio alguno al declarar sin lugar el recurso de
revisién interpuesto por el peticionario, porque la autoridad denunciada si dio
respuesta a lo requerido, en virtud de lo que establece el articule 45 de la Ley de
Acceso a la informacion Pablica, referente a que la informacién se proparcionara en
el estado en que se encuentre en posesion de los sujetos obligados; ademas, la
obligacién no comprendera el procesamiento de la misma, ni el presentarla
conforme al interés del salicitante.
-l

Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerias promueve amparo contra la decision del Tribunal
Supremo Electoral que declaré sin lugar el recurso de revisién, aduciendo que la
autoridad denunciada vulnero los principios de la ley de acceso a la informacién
publica y los canones del habeas data, la sencillez y transparencia porque la
autoridad reprochada no dio respuesta al requerimiento de informacion que efectué

en su oportunidad porque la informacién fue concedida de forma parcial, asi mismo
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se le requiere pago pecuniario previo a la entrega de la informacién solicitada, lo
cual provoca los agravios que quedaron esbozados en la parte de ‘hechos que
motivan el amparo” de la presente sentencia.

-lli-
Con el objeto de dilucidar la cuestion planteada en la presente instancia, se estima
necesario traer a colacion las siguientes actuaciones: a) el veinte de julio de dos mil
veintitrés, Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerias requirié a la Unidad de Informacién
Publica del Tribunal Supremo Electoral <<.. .Los 121,227 Documentos No. 4 ORIGINALES
(sic) de las Elecciones Gensrales 2023 (sic)—Acta Final Cierre y Escrutinios Color Blanco: copia

digital de cada una de les juntas receptoras d¢ voios (JRY) que intervinieron en ef proceso de

Efecciones Generales y Diputados al Parf > Centroamericanc 2023 de forma digital.>>; b)
en resolucion 835-2023 de treinta y uno de julio de dos mil veintitrés emitida dentro
del expediente UIP-O-787-07-2023, la unidad referida resolvid: <<.. Entregar
parciaimente lo solicitado a CARLOS RAFAEL TORIELLO HERRERIAS, de conformidad
con el oficio SG-0-5234-7-2023 LJUC/juc de fecha 31 de julio de 2023, de la Secretaria
General def Tribunel Supremo Eiectoral, que indica; “..le informo que los mismos han sido
Irasladados parcialmente de forma fisica a esta Dependencia, por los organos colegiados
temporales comespondiente, haciendo un total de 61,400 tamaiio oficio o bien, se sugiere
consultar la pagina web del Tribunal Supremo Ejectoral: www.trep.gt, Ademas, le comento

_ile, de conformidad con lo que establece el tercer parrafo del articulo 45 de la Ley de

Acceso & la Informacion Piblica, Decreto 57-2008, *...la informacién se proporcionard en ef
estado en que se sncuenire en posesidn de flos sujetos obiigados...." por lo que se tendré
que proceder de conformidad con el Acuerdo 352-2009 de! Tribunal Supremo Electoral,
para efectuar la entrega de fa reproduccion de fa informacién solicitada y segun lo reguiado

en las Articulos 9 inciso 6 y 45 de fa Ley de Acceso a fa Informacion Publica y el Manual de
-
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procedimiontos para el pago de reproduccidn de la informacion pdbiica...” Il. De
conformidad con el Acuerdo nimero 352-2009 del Tribunal Supremo Electoral que reftere ef
MANUAL DE PROCEDIMIENTOS PARA EL PAGO DE LA INFORMACION PUBLICA, el
valor de la reproduccion en tamerio oficio por hoja es de treinta y cinco centavos (0.35),
para o cual deberé avocarse a cualquier agencia del Banco de Desarroilo Rural S.A.
(Banrural) y solicitar hoieta para depositar a la cuenta nimero 309903162-3 del Tribunal
Supreme Electoral, ia cantidad de veintiin mil cuatrocientos noventa quetzaies exactos
(Q.21,480.00), que corresponde al valor de la reproduccion de 61,400 hojas tamano oficio
Luego de efeciuar el page debera flevar ia bolefa af Departamento de Tesoreria cel
Tribunal Supremo quien extiende Forma 63-A2 comespondiente y entrega orginal. luego
debe prasentarfa a la Unidad de Informacién Pablica para eniregar fa constancia de pago.
Poestoriormente se le natificard cuando fo requerido se encuentre disponible para gue pueda
pasar a recogerlo.. >>, ¢) inconforme con la resolucion anterior, Carlos Rafael
Tonello Herrerias presenté memorial de tres de agosto de dos mil veintitrés, en el
que inferpuso recurso de revision, circunscribiendo sus agravios a las cuestiones
sigulentes: <<...si bien se expresa segdn oficio refacionado que a esa dependencia no se
han trasladado fa totafidad de los documentos requeridos, no se indica expresidn o razén
de dicha causa, ni se expresa que la informacién tofal sera eniregada oportunamente y
deritro del plazo de ley.. >> aduciendo que tal circunstancia limita sus derechos como
ciudadano a poder tener aceeso a dicha informacién, en el entendido que la Ley de
Acceso a Informacién Publica busca garantizar a toda persona interesada, sin
discriminacién alguna, el derecho a solicitar y a tener acceso a la informacion
publica en posesion de las autoridades y sujetos obligados por la ley, basado en ios
principios de méaxima publicidad; trasparencia en el manejo y ejecucién de los

recursos plblicos y actos de la administracién publica, gratuidad en el acceso a la
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informacién publica, sencillez y celeridad de procedimiento. Por otro lado solicitd
que se revisara la forma de reproduccion de la informacién solicitada, toda vez que
se wulnera el principio de gratuidad por el cobro requerido de veintiin mil
cuatrocientos noventa quetzales correspondiente a la reproduccion de sesenta y un
mil cuatrocientos hojas tamario oficio, cuando ia copia digital de la informacion no
debe generar costo adicional; d} El Tribunal Supremo Electoral —autoridad
reclamada- en resolucion de siete de agosto de dos mil veintitrés —acto
reclamado- resolvio declarar sin lugar el recurso de revisidn Interpuesto por la
ahora postulante, al considerar que: <<...En el presente caso, e recurrente manifiesta
que se estén concuicando sus derechos pues la informacion requerida no fue entregada en
su totalidad y denlro del plazo de ley, aunado a elfo, hace alusién a la gratuidad del acceso
a la informacion pablica derivado que, en la resolucion requerida se establecid que previo a
hacer entrega de los documentos debia realizar e pago de Q21, 490.00, referente al valor
de la reproduccion de 61,400 hojas tamario oficio. En cuanto al primer agravio manifestado,
concatenado con ko regulado en el articulo 45 de la Ley de acceso a la informacion plblica
en cuanto a que: “Certeza de entrega de informacién. A loda solicifud de informacion
piblica deberd recaer una resolucién por escrito. En caso de ampliacion del término de
respuesla establecido en la presente ley, o de negativa de la informacion, ésta deberé
enconirarse debidamente fundada y motivada..La informacién se proporcionara en el
estado en que se encuentre en posesion de los sujetos obligados. La obligacion no
comprenderd el procesamiento de la misma, ni el presentarfa conforme el interés del
solicitante” fel resaftado es propio]. Es decir que: i} loda la informacién debe proporcionarse
por escrilo y debe estar debidamente fundamentada y motivada; Il) a solffcitud del
requirente puede ser proporcionada por cualquier oiro medio de reproduccion, y i) fa
informacién se proporcionard en el estado en que se encuentre en posesion de los sujetos

- LARA USO DE LA CORTH SUPREMA D;{S’UC{A f
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chligados. Este Tribunal advierte que, contrario a lo manifestada con el recurrents, no se le
esta coneulcando su derecho al acceso a 2 informacitn pldblica al hacerle enirega de los
documentos requendos de forma paicial, pues como bien fo estableci ja Unidad de
Informacion Publica, en la resolucion recumda, a fa fecha este Tribunal solamente cuanta

con ¥ un mil cuatroci actas finales de cierme escrutinios jdecumento No 4],
derfvadas de las volaciones reslizadas el veinticinco de junio de dos mil veintitrés dentro de!
“Proceso Elecciones Genersles y Diputades al Pariamento Centroamericano 2023, por lo
que, de conformidad con ef artfoufo antes citado, ia informacion debe proporcionarse en el
estado en que se encuentre, situacién que no viinera los derechos de los cludadanos. En
cuanto al segunda agravio manifesiado, referente a qus, pravio a Gue le sea entregada la
informacion requetida al recursarte, este deberd pagar la cantidad de veiniiun mil
cuatrocientos noventa quetzales (Q.21,430.00) en concepto de la raproduccion de 61,400
ficjas tamaiio oficio, a razén de treinta y cinco cenfavos por hoja; este Tribunal estima
pertinente hacer la acotacion que, si bien uno de los principios que rige el acceso a la
informacion publica es la gratuidad, fa misma esta sujeta a ciertos limites, los cuales estén
establecidos en ef articulo 18 de la Ley de Acceso a la informacion Piblica que reguia i) el
scceso a fa mformacion publica serd gratuito para efectos de andlisis y consulta en las
oficinas del sujeto obligado; il) la consulta de la informacin se regiréd por el principio de
sencifez y gratuidad: no obstante, se cobrarén ios gastos de reproduccion de la
informacion. *La reproduccion de fa informacién habiitard al Estado reafizar ef cobro por un
monto que en Ninglin caso Sera superior a los costos del mercado y gue no podran exceder
de fos costos necesarios para la reproduccién de ia informacion.” Y i) o relativo a las
certificaciones y copias secretariales se regulara conforme a ia Ley del Organismo Judicial
Derivado de fa horma antes aludida, el Tribunal Supremo Electoral emitié ej Acuerdo 352-
2009, ‘Manual de procedimientos para ef pago de la informacion pubiica’, que establece

Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Amparo Ruling 87493 to the TSE

bt T

Amparo 2745-2023
SIHEMA O Pagina 11
& %,
& “
g 5

GUATEMALA. C.A.

que el soliciante de la informacién publica deberd pagar ef monto de treinta y cinco

centavos de quetzal (Q.0.35) por hoja tamafio oficio a reproducirse, previo a que la misma

le sea eniregada. De o anterfor, este Tribunal advierte que no se esta vulnerando el

princigio de gratuidad que rige el acceso a la informacion publica, pues como se manifesté

en el parrafo que antecede la informacién es gratute para efectos de anélisis y consulta en

- las oficinas ds ia insfitucién, sin embargo, deben de cobrarse los gastos de reproduccion al
costo del mercado y, deberd ser cancelado, previo a que se enfregue la informacién

% requerida. No obstante lo anterior, es importante hacer énfasis en que la informacidn
requerida se encuentra en la pagina del Tribunal Supremo Electoral, por lo que, el

/ recursante, si no desea pagar el precio de las copias, puede acceder a la informacién v

gar los do mos que estime pertinente. Como wcia, este trbunal

éiﬁ consfdera que Jfa informacion requerida en el expediente de mérito, fue proparcionada

* conforme lo reguiado en fos artfculos 18 y 45 de la Ley de Acceso a fa Informacion Publica,
GUATEMALA, CA

en el sentido que, al solicitante se e haré entrega en el estado en que se encuentra la
informacién eén posesion de este Tribunal, siando esta sesenfa y un mil cualrocientas
(61,400) copias de las actas, no obstante, previo a su entrega, debera hacer el pago de
veintidn mil cuatroclentos noventa quelzales (Q.21,490.00), a razon de lreinta y cinco

centavos de quetzal (Q.0.35) por hoja tamafio oficio, cantidad que debe ser depositada en
la cuenta ndmero 309903162-3 del Banco de Desarrolio Rural, Sociedad Andnima, a
nombre del Tnbunal Supremo Electoral. Por lo antes considerado, resuita procedente
¥ f declarar sin lugar el recurso de revision interpuesto por Carlos Rafael Toriello Herrerlas y,
como consecuencla, se confima fa resciucion recurnda.. >>.

Por la naturaleza del caso que se resuelve, es pertinente traer a colacién lo que
regula la Ley de Accesc a la Informacion Publica, Decreto 57-2008 del Congreso
de la Republica: O
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Articulo 18: “Gratuidad. Ef acceso a la informacion pablica seré gratuiio, para efectos de
andlisis y consulta en las oficinas del sujeto obligado. Si ef interesado salicita fa obtencion
de copias, reproducciones escritas o por medios efectréniccs, se haré de conformidad con
lo establecido en la presente ley. La consulla de la informacion publica se regird por ef
principio de senciflez y graluidad. Solo se cobrardn los gastos de reproduccion de ia
informacion. La reproduccidn de la informacion habiiitaré al Estado a reafizar el cobro por
un monto que en ningdn caso serd superior a Iog costos del mercado y gue no podrén
exceder de los costos necesearios para la reproduccién de la informacién. Los sujeios
cbligados deberan esforzarse por reducir al mdximo, los costos de la entrega de
informacion, permitiendo fa consufta directa de la misma o que el partictlar entregue fos

maleriales psra su reproduccion; cuando no se aporten dichos materiales se cobrara el

valor de los mismos. Lo relativo a certificaci y copias secrefanales, se regul
conforme a la Ley del Qrganismo Juditial.",

Articulo 45: "Centeza de entrega de informacién A toda solicitud de informacion publica
cebera recaer una resolucion por eserito. En caso de ampiiacion del término de respuesta
establectdo en fa presente ley, o de negativa de la informacion, ésta deberd encontrarse
debidamente fundada y motivada. Quienes solicitaren informacion pablica tendrén derecho
a que ésta les sea proporcionada por escrito o a recibirla a su eleccidn por cualguier otro
medio de reproduccion. La informacion se progorcionaré en el estado en que se encueritre
en posesidn de ios sujetos obligados. La obligacién no comprenderé el procesamiento de la
misma, ni el presentarta conforme al interés del solicitante”.

De acuerdo a los hechos relatados y al contenido normativo de los articulos
precitados, este Tribunal estima que el requerimiento de informacién que presentd
¢l ahora accionante si fue atendido, pues la Unidad de Acceso a la Informacién

Publica del Tribunal Supremo Electoral, determind y especificd el motivo por el cual
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la informacién solicitada se proporcionaria de forma parcial, mediante oficio SG
guion O guion cinco mil doscientos treinta y cuatro guion siete guion dos mil
veintitrés (SG-0-5234-7-2023), indicando que la informacién solicitada consistente
en los documentos cuatro originales, habian sido trasladados de forma parcial por
los érganos colegiados temporales correspondientes, por lo que la autoridad
reclamada cumplié con proporcionar la informacion en el estado en que se
encontraba en su posesion, conforme al articulo 45 de la Ley de Acceso a la
informacion Publica. Ese mismo precepto sefiala que la autoridad denunciada no
estd obligada al procesamiento de la informacién, ni  presentarla conforme al
interés del solicitante, por lo que el argumento del postulante que refiere a que el
Tribunal Supremo Electoral no analizé en el recurso de revision lo referente a que
tipo de eleccion correspondian los documentos que se le iban a proporcionar, no
puede prosperar, puesto que al dar respuesta lo hizo tal y como el soficitante lo
requirié en solicitud que formd el expediente UIP guion O guion setecientos ochenta
y siete guion cero siete guion dos mil veintitrés (UIP-O-787-07-2023), en el que
requirié los ciento veintiin mil doscientos veintisiete documentos numero cuatro
originales de las Elecciones Generales dos mil veintitrés, acta final de cierre y
escrutinios, color blanco, sin especificar el tipo de eleccion o circunscripcion
territorial.

“ Por ofra parte, el amparista sefiala que se vedo el principio de gratuidad de la

informacion al pretender cobrérsele un monto pecuniario previo a darle la
informacién proporcionada, el Tribunal Supremo Electoral estimé declarar sin lugar
el recurso de revision, al considerar que el citado articulo 18 de la Ley de Acceso a
la Informacion, habilita la aplicacion en el caso en concreto del Acuerdo 352-2009

del Tribunal Supremo Electoral, consistente en el Manual de procedimientos para

= (

ARA USO DE LA com! SUPREMA DENUSTIS, . =X
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el pago de la informacidn publica, mismo que establece que el solicitante de la
informacién publica debera pagar el monto de treinta y cinco centavos ce quetzal
por hoja tamafio oficio a reproducirse, por lo que no provoca agravic tal
circunstancia pues dichos articulos constituyen una normativa reglameniaria
vigente que regulan el pago por informacién a reproducir, y sobre el cual el drgano
jurisdiccional ordena lo antes indicado. Tal respuesta no provoca agravio porque si
bien el articulo 45 de la citada ley, regula que quienes solicitaren informacion
ptiblica tendran derecho a que ésta les sea proporcionada por escrito o a recibirla a
su eleccion por cualquier olro medio de reproduccion, como sucedib en el presente
caso, es decir cuando el amparista solicitd que le fueran dadas copias digitales,
esto no implica la inexistencia un procedimiento de reproduccion, pues era la foma
como podia ser propercionada la informacién solicitada, por lo que el Tribunal no
podia obviar su propia normativa, ni las leyes ordinarias para no cobrar conforme a
las tarifas previamente establecidas.

Por Ultimo, el Tribunal Supreme Electoral, le indico que |a infermacién requenda
encuentra en su pagina web, por lo que si no desea pagar el precio de
reproduccién puede accader a la informacion y descargar los documentos que
estime pertinentes, tal circunstancia no provoca agravio al postulante, porque si
bien salicité el original de los documentos cuatro, debe tomarse en consideracion
que el Tribunal Supremo Electoral respeté el principio de publicidad, que consiste
en que toda informacién en posesion de cualquier sujeto obligado, es publica, no
podrd ser reservada ni limitada sino por disposicién constitucional o legal,
consecuentemente la informacién que estd contenida en los documentos cuatro
que obran en el portal web, contiene la informacion que el amparista requiere.

En ese sentido, la decision de declarar sin lugar €l recurso de revision no provoct
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ninguna violacién de derechos fundamentales, puesto que la autoridad denunciada
clara y fundadamente estimé que la informacién requerida si fue proporcionada por
parte de la Unided de informacién Publica, en el estado en que se encontraba, tal
L como lo prevé la norma precitada, garantizandose el derecho a tener acceso a la
informacion publica.
- En virtud de todo lo expuesto, se concluye que no hay agravio que transgreda los
derechos constifucionales denunciados, dado que de la lectura de los articulos 18 y
/ 45 de la citada ley se advierte que la autoridad reprochada no estaba obligada a
procesar o gestionar la informacion que no esté en su poder, ni obviar su propia

normativa para no cobrar conforme a la tarifa pre establecida por los gastos que

( ocasiona la reproduccion de informacién.
é* V-
* - No se hace condena en costas porque a criterio de este Tribunal, la postulante del

GUATEMALA, C.A.

amparo aclub con evidente buena fe, pero si se impone multa al abogado
patrocinante, de conformidad con lo establecido en los articulos 45 y 46 de la Ley
de Amparo, Exhibicion Personal y de Constitucionalidad, por ser el profesional
responsable de la juridicidad del planteamiento del amparo.
LEYES APLICABLES

Articulos: Citados y 265 de la Constitucion Politica de la Republica de Guatemala;
1,3,4,7,8, 10, 20, 33, 42, 44 y 47 de la Ley de Amparo, Exhibicién Personal yde
Constitucionalidad; 77, 141 y 143 de la Ley del Organismo Judicial; y, 28 y 35 del
Acuerdo 1-2013; 2 inciso a) del Auto Acordado 1-2013 ambos de la Corte de
Constitucionalidad.

POR TANTO
LA CORTE SUPREMA DE JUSTICIA, CONSTITUIDA EN TRIBUNAL

—

PARA USO DE LA CORTE7SUPREMA DE YSTICIA 5
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DE AMPARO, con base en lo considerado y leyes citadas, al resolver
DECLARA: i. DENIEGA el amparc promovido por CARLOS RAFAEL TORIELLO
HERRERIAS contra el TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELECTORAL. il. No se condena en
costas, pero se impone muita de un mil quetzales (Q. 1,000.00) al abogado Juan
Carlos Reyes Muralles, quien deberé hacerla efectiva en la Tescreria de la Corte
de Constitucicnalidad, dentro de los cinco dias siguientes a partir de estar firme

este fallo, bajo apercibimiento que en caso de incumplimiento, su cobro se hara

efectivo por la via legal correspondiente. Il ente, remitase a fa Corte de
Constitucionalidad copia certificad

oportunidad, archivese el expediente.

. Notifiquese, y en su

Silvie. Fagricia Valdés Quea
Presidents del Organismo Judicial
¥ Corte Suprema de Justicla

Dr. Nery Osvaldo Medina Mendez
MAGH 0 VOCAL SEQUKNO
DE LA CORTE SUPREMA DE JUSTICIA
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. Jose
NAGISTRADO YOCAL DECIWO PRIER
DELACORTE SUPRENADE JUSHCMO
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CGUATEMALA. C.A.

ninguna violacion de derechos fundamentales, puesto que la autoridad denunciada

clara y fundadamente estimé que la informacion requerida si fue proporcionada por

parte de la Unidad de informacion Publica, en el estado en que se encontraba, tal
L como lo prevé la norma precitada, garantizandose el derecho a tener acceso a la

informacion publica.

En virtud de todo lo expuesto, se concluye que no hay agravio que transgreda los

derechos constitucionales denunciados, dado que de la lectura de los articulos 18 y

P 45 de la citada ley se advierte que la autoridad reprochada no estaba obligada a
procesar o gestionar la informacién que no esta en su poder, ni obviar su propia
normativa para no cobrar conforme a la tarifa pre establecida por los gastos que

| ocasiona la reproduccion de informacion,
m

V-
No se hace condena en costas porque a criterio de este Tribunal, a postulante del

GUATEMALA, C.A

amparo aciu6 con evidente buena fe, pero si se impone multa al abogado
patrocinante, de conformidad con lo establecido en los articulos 45 y 46 de la Ley
de Amparo, Exhibicion Personal y de Constitucionalidad, por ser el profesional
responsable de la juridicidad del planteamiento del amparo.
LEYES APLICABLES

Articulos: Citados y 265 de la Constitucion Politica de la Repiibiica de Guatemala;
1,3,4,7, 8,10, 20, 33, 42, 44 y 47 de la Ley de Amparo, Exhibicion Personal y de
Conslitucionalidad; 77, 141 y 143 de la Ley del Organismo Judicial; y, 29 y 35 del
Acuerdo 1-2013; 2 inciso a) del Auto Acordado 1-2013 ambos de la Corte de

Constitucionalidad.

POR TANTO
LA CORTE SUPREMA DE JUSTICIA, CONSTITUIDA EN TRIBUNAL

—

—
PARA USO DE LA CORTsSUPREMA DE wSTICIA 7
' .' RS, ¢
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LIUC/lj
Dnibunal a;émmo ‘CAlectoral L

Guatemala.de octubre de 2023

Licenciado

Byron Amilcar Estrada Garcia

Jefe de la Unidad de Informacién Piblica
Presente

De manera ate il L oficio relacionado con la
solicitud del ciu remitida a este Despacho
mediante oficio de octubre del ano en curso, me
permito informar que, en la diligencia de allanamiento realizada a esta entidad por el
Ministerio Publico, la documentacion original relativa a los documentos 8 fue secuestrada,
por lo que no es posible proporcionar lo solicitado.

Sin otro particular me suscribo deferentemente,

Loda: Lidia Judith ‘Uf[zar Castellanos
Subsecretaria General
Tribunal Supremo Electoral

Ba. avenida 0-32 zona 2, Guatemala, C.A. - linea directa: 1580 + PBX: 2378 3900
sitio web: www.tse.org.gt + e-mail: tse@tse.org.gt
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3E n

Tibrunal @}émma “Clectoral ——H1AE—

Guatemala,.de octubre de 2023

Licenciado

Byron Amilcar Estrada Garcia

Jefe de la Unidad de Informacion Piblica
Presente

n_atencion al oficio relacionado con la
remitida a este Despacho
mediante oficio e octubre del afio en curso, me
permito informar que, en la diligencia de allanamiento, inspeccion y registro a este
Tribunal, habiendo sido secuestrados los documentos relacionados por la Fiscalia Especial
contra la Impunidad realizada a esta entidad por el Ministerio Piblico, por lo que no es
pasible proporcionar lo solicitado.

De manera ate
solicitud del ciudadan

Sin otro particular me suscribo deferentemente,
o 2
A N
N

YL = Zafa. Lidia ]udit* Unizar Castellanos

1] Subsecretaria General
/ . Tribunal Suoremo Electorsl

6a. avenida 0-32 zona 2, Guatemala, C.A.  linea directa: 1580 * PBX: 2378 3900
__sitio web: www.tse.org.gt « e-mail: tse@tse.org.gt
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o i —
ribvenal (Ejy//’(’/ﬂ(' “Clectoral
Cllnidad de e,/ﬂ///n/’//z(/('/n'// D iblica

SOLICITUD
RESOLUCION

UNIDAD DE INFORMACION PUBLICA. Guatemala, veinticinco de octubre de dos

mil veintitrés.

Se tiene a la vista para resolver la solicitud de informacion presentada en la Unidad

de Informacion Publica, el diecinueve de octubre de dos mil veintitrés, por JULIO

, extendido por el Registro

Nacional de las Personas.
CONSIDERANDO: Que la Unidad antes mencionada conforme lo establecido el
articulo 41 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion Publica, admitié la solicitud con el

numero de registro
), de fecha
de dos mil veintitrés, en la cual requiere lo siguiente:...” 1.
COPIA DIGITAL DE LOS 24,749 DOCUMENTOS No. 4 ORIGINALES DEL
BALOTAJE PRESIDENCIAL (2A VUELTA) Y ELECCIONES MUNICIPALES A
REPETIR 2023- ACTA FINAL CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS COLOR BLANCO: COPIA
DIGITAL DE TODAS Y CADA UNA DE LAS JUNTAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS
(JRV) QUE INTERVINIERON EN EL PROCESO DE BALOTAJE PRESIDENCIAL
(2A VUELTA) Y ELECCIONES MUNICIPALES A REPETIR 2023 DE FORMA
DIGITAL. 2. COPIA DIGITAL DE LOS 121,227 DOCUMENTOS No. 4 ORIGINALES
DE LAS ELECCIONES GENERALES 2023- ACTA FINAL CIERRE Y
ESCRUTINIOS COLOR BLANCO: COPIA DIGITAL DE TODAS Y CADA UNA DE
LAS JUNTAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS (JRV) QUE INTERVINIERON EN EL
PROCESO DE ELECCIONES GENERALES Y DIPUTADOS AL PARLAMENTO
CENTROAMERICANO 2023, DE FORMA DIGITAL...*
CONSIDERANDO: De conformidad con el articulo 30 de la Constitucion todos los

actos de la administracion son publicos. Los interesados tienen derecho a obtener,

en cualquier tiempo, informes, copias, reproducciones y certificaciones que soliciten
y la exhibicion de los expedientes que deseen consultar, salvo que se trate de

asuntos militares o diplomaticos de seguridad nacional, o de datos suministrados

por particulares bajo garantia de confidencia.
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CONSIDERANDO: Que toda la informacion relacionada al derecho de acceso libre
a la informacion contenida en registros, archivos fichas, bancos, o cualquier otra
forma de almacenamiento de informaciéon publica, en custodia, deposito o
administrativo de los sujetos obligados, se regira por lo que establece la
Constitucion Politica de la Republica de Guatemala y la Ley de Acceso a la

Informacién Publica

CONSIDERANDO: Que los interesados tendran responsabilidad, penal y civil por el
uso, manejo o difusion de la informacién publica a la que tengan acceso, de

conformidad con esta ley y demas leyes aplicables----—--------ommmeomee

POR TANTO: Esta Unidad de Informacién Publica, con base en lo considerado y en
lo que para el efecto preceptdan los articulos: 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 16, 38, 41, de la Ley de
Acceso a la Informacién Publica, Decreto numero 57-2008 del Congreso de la
Republica de Guatemala y los articulos 3, 5, 10, 13 y 45 de la Ley del Organismo
Judicial, Acuerdo 422-2021 del Tribunal Supremo Electoral; RESUELVE: |. Informar

lo indicado en el oficim
2023 LJUC/ljuc de fecha de 2023, de Secretaria General de!

Tribunal Supremo Electoral. que establece; “...De manera atenta me dirjo a usted,

en atencion al oficio relacionado con la solicitud del ciudadano
remitida a este Despacho mediante oficio UIP:
2023, de fecha del afio en curso, me permito informar que, en la

diligencia de allanamiento, inspeccion y registro a este Tribunal, habiendo sido

secuestrados los documentos relacionados por la Fiscalia Especial contra la
impunidad realizada a esta entidad por el Ministerio Publico, por lo que no es
posible proporcionar lo solicitado...” Il NQTIFiQUESE.

Y e
Lic: Byron Amilcar Estrada Garc]
~ Jefe de la Unidad de Informacion Pblica
Tribunal Suprema Elegioral
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SOLICITUD
RESOLUCION

UNIDAD DE INFORMACION PUBLICA. Guatemala, ocho de septiembre de dos

mil veintitrés.

Se tiene a la vista para resolver la solicitud de informacion presentada en la Unidad

de Informacién Publica, el veinticuatro de agosto de dos mil veintitrés, por

extendido por el Registro

Nacional de las Personas.
CONSIDERANDO: Que la Unidad antes mencionada conforme lo establecido el
articulo 41 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion Puablica, admitié la solicitud con el

numero de registro

de fecha veinticinco
il veintitrés, en la cual requiere lo siguiente:...” LOS 23
DOCUMENTOS No. 8 ORIGINALES DE LAS ELECCIONES GENERALES 2023~
RESUMEN ESCRUTINIO DEPARTAMENTAL: COPIA DIGITAL DE CADA UNA DE
LAS JUNTAS ELECTORALES DISTRITALES (JED) QUE INTERVINIERON EN EL
PROCESO DE ELECCIONES GENERALES Y DIPUTADOS AL PARLAMENTO
CENTROAMERICANO 2023 DE FORMA DIGITAL. INCLUIR TAMBIEN LOS
DOCUMENTOS 7 Y DOCUMENTOS 6 ADJUNTOS DE FORMA DIGITAL... -~

CONSIDERANDO: De conformidad con el articulo 30 de la Constitucion todos los
actos de la administracion son publicos. Los interesados tienen derecho a obtener,
en cualquier tiempo, informes, copias, reproducciones y certificaciones que soliciten
y la exhibicién de los expedientes que deseen consultar, salvo que se trate de

asuntos militares o diplomaticos de seguridad nacional, o de datos suministrados

por particulares bajo garantia de confidencia.
CONSIDERANDO: Conforme al articulo 42 numeral 2 de la ley relacionada,
presentada y admitida la solicitud, la Unidad de Informacion Publica donde se
presentd, debe emitir la resolucion respectiva, entre otros: “... 2. Notificando la
negativa de la informacién cuando el interesado, dentro del plazo concedido, no
haya hecho las aclaraciones solicitadas o subsanado las omisiones a que se refiere

el articulo anterior..."

230 Report DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Negative Resolution to Request for Actas#8

SE
Tribwnal G//’//)rrwm EHectoral

Y nidad de -,Zl/r'?rmmv'(fn D iblica
CONSIDERANDO: Que el articulo 16 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacién Publica
regula que: “... Toda persona tiene derecho a tener acceso a la informacion publica
en posesion de los sujetos obligados, cuando lo solicite de confarmidad con lo

previsto en esta ley...”
POR TANTO: Esta Unidad de Informacién Publica, con base en lo considerado y en
lo que para el efecto preceptian los articulos: 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 16, 38, 41, de la Ley de
Acceso a la Informacion Publica, Decreto nimero 57-2008 del Congreso de la
Republica de Guatemala y los articulos 3, 5, 10, 13 y 45 de la Ley del
Organismo Judicial, Acuerdo 422-2021 del Tribunal Supremo Electoral;
RESUELVE: I. Notificar a_ la negativa de la
informacién por no aclarar lo solicitado por correo electrénico con fecha 05 de
septiembre del 2023. Il NOTlFiQUE?E.

/
; ) >

/ {

. ){—,‘—/"1» e
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SOLICITUD
RESOLUCION

UNIDAD DE INFORMACION PUBLICA. Guatemala, trece de octubre de

dos mil veintitrés.
Se tiene a la vista para resolver la solicitud de informacion presentada en la Unidad

de Informacién Publica, el cinco de octubre de dos mil veintitrés, por

extendido por el Registro

Nacional de las Personas.
CONSIDERANDO: Que la Unidad antes mencionada conforme lo establecido el
articulo 41 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion Publica, admitié la solicitud con el

numero de registro

de dos mil veintitrés, en la cual requiere lo siguiente:...“LOS 23 DOCUMENTOS No
8 ORIGINALES DEL BALOTAJE PRESIDENCIAL (2% VUELTA) Y ELECCIONES
MUNICIPALES A REPETIR 2023- COPIA DIGITAL EN DE CADA UNA DE LAS
JUNTAS ELECTORALES DISTRITALES (JED) QUE INTERVINIERON EN EL
PROCESO DE BALOTAJE PRESIDENCIAL (2¢® VUELTA) Y ELECCIONES
MUNICIPALES A REPETIR 2023 DE FORMA DIGITAL EN CD O USB..."————- -
CONSIDERANDO: De conformidad con el articulo 30 de la Constitucion todos los
actos de la administracion son publicos. Los interesados tienen derecho a obtener,
en cualquier tiempo, informes, copias, reproducciones y certificaciones que soliciten
y la exhibicién de los expedientes que deseen consultar, salvo que se trate de

asuntos militares o diplomaticos de seguridad nacional, o de datos suministrados

por particulares bajo garantia de confidencia.
CONSIDERANDO: Que toda la informacién relacionada al derecho de acceso libre
a la informacién contenida en registros, archivos fichas, bancos, o cualquier otra
forma de almacenamiento de informacion publica, en custodia, deposito o
administrativo de los sujetos obligados, se regira por lo que establece la

Constitucion Politica de la Republica de Guatemala y la Ley de Acceso a la

Informacién Publica
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CONSIDERANDO: Que los interesados tendran responsabilidad, penal y civil por el
uso, manejo o difusion de la informacién publica a la que tengan acceso, de

conformidad con esta ley y demas leyes aplicables

POR TANTO: Esta Unidad de Informacién Publica, con base en lo considerado y en
lo que para el efecto preceptian los articulos: 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 16, 38, 41, de la Ley de
Acceso a la Informacién Publica, Decreto niumero 57-2008 del Congreso de la
Republica de Guatemala y los articulos 3, 5, 10, 13 y 45 de la Ley del Organismo
Judicial, Acuerdo 422-2021 del Tribunal Supremo Electoral; RESUELVE: I. Informar
lo indicado en el oficio

2023 LJUC/ljuc de fecha de 2023, de Secretaria General del
Tribunal Supremo Electoral. que establece; “...De manera atenta me dirijo a usted,

en atencion al oficio relacionado con la solicitud del ciudadano

remitida a este Despacho mediante oficio UIP-
2023, de fecha del afno en curso, me permito informar que, en la

diligencia de allanamiento realizada a esta entidad por el Ministerio Publico, la

documentacion original relativa a los documentos 8 fue secuestrada, por lo que no

es posible proporcionar lo solicitado...” IL. NOTIFIQUESE.

. (
T e e —— TR
< <

Lic. Bvron Amilcar Estrada Garc)

nacion Piplica \|2 |
ipremo Electof; A " ;
\
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SOLICITUD
RESOLUCION

UNIDAD DE INFORMACION PUBLICA. Guatemala, trece de octubre de

dos mil veintitrés.

Se tiene a la vista para resolver la solicitud de informacion presentada en la Unidad

de Informacion Publica, el cinco de octubre de dos mil veintitrés, por

extendido por el Registro

Nacional de 185 Personas.—=--emsmsmmsmm s e oo o e e
CONSIDERANDO: Que la Unidad antes mencionada conforme lo establecido el
articulo 41 de la Ley de Acceso a la Informacion Publica, admitié la solicitud con el

numero de registro

de dos mil veintitrés, en la cual requiere lo siguiente:...“ LOS 23 DOCUMENTOS No.
8 ORIGINALES DEL BALOTAJE PRESIDENCIAL (1ERA VUELTA),
DIPUTACIONES  LISTA  NACIONAL,  DIPUTACIONES  DISTRITALES,
CORPORACION MUNICIPAL Y PARLACEN DE 2023— COPIA DIGITAL DE CADA
UNA DE LAS JUNTAS ELECTORALES DISTRITALES (JED) QUE
INTERVINIERON EN EL PROCESC DE BALOTAJE PRESIDENCIAL (1ERA
VUELTA) Y LISTADO NACIONAL, DIPUTACIONES  DISTRITALES,
CORPORACIONES MUNICIPALES Y PARLACEN DE 2023 DE FORMA DIGITAL
ENCDOUSB..."
CONSIDERANDO: De conformidad con el articulo 30 de la Constitucién todos los

actos de la administracion son publicos. Los interesados tienen derecho a obtener,

en cualquier tiempo, informes, copias, reproducciones y certificaciones que soliciten
y la exhibicion de los expedientes que deseen consultar, salvo que se trate de

asuntos militares o diplomaticos de seguridad nacional, o de datos suministrados

por particulares bajo garantia de confidencia.
CONSIDERANDO: Que toda la informacién relacionada al derecho de acceso libre
a la informacién contenida en registros, archivos fichas, bancos, o cualquier otra
forma de almacenamiento de informacion publica, en custodia, deposito o

administrativo de los sujetos obligados, se regird por lo que establece la
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Negative Resolution to Request for Actas#8 (3)

T

4 T 4 g
Aribunal (ﬁjy/ﬂwm (@/(,(,/ wval
(///1/%/(/// de /(’/z/(f/'///(/(v'(/}/ @ 2//)//'('(/

Constitucion Politica de la Republica de Guatemala y la Ley de Acceso a la

Informacién Publica
CONSIDERANDO: Que los interesados tendran responsabilidad, penal y civil por el
uso, manejo o difusién de la informacion publica a la que tengan acceso, de

conformidad con esta ley y demas leyes aplicables

POR TANTO: Esta Unidad de Informacion Publica, con base en lo considerado y en
lo que para el efecto preceptuan los articulos: 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 16, 38, 41, de la Ley de
Acceso a la Informacion Publica, Decreto numero 57-2008 del Congreso de la
Republica de Guatemala y los articulos 3, 5, 10, 13 y 45 de la Ley del Organismo
Judicial, Acuerdo 422-2021 del Tribunal Supremo Electoral; RESUELVE: I. Informar
lo indicado en el oficio _
2023 LJUC/ljuc de fecha de 2023, de Secretaria General del

Tribunal Supremo Electoral. que establece; “...De manera atenta me dirijo a usted,

en atencion al oficio relacionado con la solicitud del ciudadano
remitida a este Despacho mediante oficio UIP-
2023, de fecha del afio en curso, me permito informar que, en la

diligencia de allanamiento realizada a esta entidad por el Ministerio Publico, la

documentacion original relativa a los documentos 8 fue secuestrada, por lo que no

es posible proporcionar lo solicitado.. /" Il. NOTIFIQUESE.

S
L - ==

_71ic. Byron Amilcar Estrad

/

T e

a Garcid
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Page 1 - Letter Submitted to the Plenary of Magistrates, June 16, 2026

Estimadoes

Gustemala, 16 de junio 2026
TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELECTORAL

Pleno de Magistrados SECRETARIA EEN RAL
Tribunal Supremo Electoral (TSE) R
Republica de Guatemalz 16 JUN 2025/\

= m— e

S A Hora: \\ -2 Firma:
Magistrados; - e D O
7

Agradezco la oportunidad de visitarios el dia de hoy para presentaries el "Resumen
Junio 2026° de Fiscal Digital Asimismo, solicito respetucsamente su apoyo pata
gestionar las siguientes audiencias en donde pueda compartir €l trabajo en detalle

Director del Departamente de Informatica, Josué David lllescas

Directora de la Direccion General, Glaria Azucenza Lopez Pérez

Director de la Oficina de Acceso a Informacion Publics; Byron Amilcar Estrada
Garcia

Directorz del Instituto Electoral. Magister Ana Belber Contreras Montoya de
Franco

Ademas me complace adjuntar a esta carta los siguientes insumos

UNA cogia impresa en blanco v nearo de nuestra "Reporte de Junic 2026°
Copia impresa en blanco v negro de nuestro ‘Resumen Junio 2026"

Copia impresa de resumenes entregados a Comisiones de Asuntos
Electorales

Enlace para descargs del PDF & color de nuestra "Reporte de Junio 2026°
Enlace al videc documental Democracia Inalterable

Enlace al video docurnental Democracia de Papel

Enlace Biblioteca Digital de la Fundacion HCG ¢on usuario de accesa a la
misma

Agradezco de antemano la atencion gue puedan brindar 3 esta solicitud y quedo a su
entera gisposicion

Atentamente, P e

Fisc

236

—~— = 7
~ Sy contacto digitalwitnass.lo
= l 'H.f 'G' D FiscalDigital.nat
lta s > Finenl Digltnl a5 un preyécto ‘de In
e vore. J Fundacion Merencie Cultural Guatemaltcca
{FundactonHCG.com)
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Page 2 - Letter Submitted to the Plenary of Magistrates, June 16, 2026

@

% TRIBUNAL SUPREMO ELECTORAL
SECRETARIA GENERAL
16 JUN 2026
Enlaces (URL) a: e
HC'&L‘j [ Firma
« Descarga del PDF a color de nuestro * Video doc':rve ntal f
"“Reporte a Junio 2026” “‘Democracia Inalterable”: /

reporteguatemala fiscalcigital net democraciainzlterable fisceldiaital net
« Video documenta « Biblioteca Digital de la
‘Democracia de Papel”: Fundacién HCG:

democraciadepapel fiscaldigital net fundacionhcg.com/index.oho/biblicteca

Usuario: usuario4819
Contrasefa: afsdixd

contacta digitalwitness, io
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Summary Submitted to the Plenary of Magistrates, June 16, 2026

RESUMEN JUNIO 2026
PLENO DE MAGISTRADOS DEL TSE

ANTECEDENTES:

En las elecciones generales de 2023, Fiscal Digital, impulsado por Ia Fundacion Herencia Cultural Guatemalteca;
analizo 145976 actas electorales producto de la primera y seaunda vuelta electoral. También evalud las
elecciones de 2015 y 2019, alcanzendc un total de 346,220 documentos examinados. Mas de mil voluntarios
particioaron activamente mediante dispositivos moviles en Iz digitacion de 860,124 celdas, complementando
1,896,051 lecturas realizadas por sistemas de Inteligencia Artificial, para un total de 2.756,175 datos auditados.
Este asfuerzo cornstituye la verificacion tecnica mas profunda realizada nasta a3 fecha sobre resultados
electorales en Guatemala.

Parg &l proceso electoral de 2023, los resultados del andlisis coincidieron con &l sistema TREP en més del 98.7
por ciento de los datos. lo que cermitic confirmar la consistencia gel conteo presidencial a nivel nacional. £f
estudic-evidencié gue las discrepancias con-capaciaad de impacte se concentran princioalmente en eleccicnes
municipsles v distritales, donde el tamafio reducido ge la masa veotante incrementa la sensibilidad de los
esultados frente & enores operativos y documentales.

A partir de esta experiencia acumulads, Fiscal Digital pone a consideracian del Tribunal Suprema Electoral
(TSE) un conjunto de acciones técnicas orientadas al fortalecimiento operativo del sisterma electoral, cuya
implementacion recae directamente en &l Tribunal Suorermo Electoral y rio requiers reformas a la ley vigente,

RECOMENDACIONES PARA RECUPERAR LA CONFIANZA DE LA CIUDADANIA:

1.Publicacién en internet de todas las Actas Electorales por parte del TSE:

o Puplicar en linea. de forma accesible y verificabie, todas las actas electorales originales de la #1 3 s #8,
ne solo los triplicadas del Acta®4. La cludadania tiere derecho a revisar todas las actas ceriginales y no
unicarmente Ias versiones amarilles derivadas del papel pasante de las JRY en el Acta#td,

2.Incorporar las fotografias de todas las Actas tomadas por ciudadanos voluntarios y fiscales:

o Habilitar una aplicacion mévil aue permita 3 les fiscales de pertidos politicos (de mesa, municipsles.
distritales v nacionales) compartir con el TSE fotografias de las actas originzles que prasenciaren, junts
con su identificacion personal, mediante sus propics telefonos celulares, Esta fotografia puede sustituir y
el Acta #5 actual, la cual solo provoca atresos: eneres y conflictos entre las JRVs vy los fiscales de mesa
en €l momento mas sensitle del escrutinio,

o Los miembiros de las Juntas Receptoras de Votos (JRV). Juntas Electorales Municipales (JEM) y
Distritales (JED) deben contar también con accesc & la aplicacion movil para compartir sus versiones.

o Desde por lo menos la eleccion gel 201 sstas fotografias ya existen v s suben a aplicaciones
extranjeras como WhatsApo, Tik Tok, Facebook, Instagram y Twitter. El TSE debe recoger estas
fotoarafias pata tener mas informacién del evento electorsl gue entidadedes extranjeras,

3.Modernizar el formato de todas las Actas Electorales:

o Redisenar los formularios slectorales para que cumplan con sstandares de lectura ¢ptica (QCR),
facilitanco tanto la verihcacién manual como la sutomatizada, v reduciendo los mdrgenes de error
derivades de copias ¢ trazos irregulares. Nuestra lectura ¢e OCR en 2023 fue de 70% cusnde debiera
ser 99%. Esto reduce el costo de verificacion, increrentando 13 cantidad de ciudadanos aue velidan el
TREP.

o Las vaginas 44 & 103 ¢el ‘Reperte a Junio 2026 de Fiscal Digital detallan todos los cambios necesarlos a
las Actss Electorzles de la #1 z la #8 y también facilitan el trabajo de las JRV. JEM y JED.

4.Mantener y ampliar el sistema de respaldo inalterable:

o En 2023 Guatemala se convirtic en el primer pais del murde en utiizar Bitcoin como notario
ingependiente, empleanda tecrologlia de respaldo inalierable para saller cada documento con una nuella
digital (hash) y sello de tiempo publice. Recamendamos gue tocas 13s imagenes recibicas (de fiscales,
ciudadanos y digitadores) se publiguen con resoalde inalterable, garantizande que cualauera cueda
verificar su autenticidad sin intermediarios. De lo contraric. debido a la expansion de herramigntes de
Inteligencia Artificial, abririan la puerta 3 un método de fraude sin precedentes.

5.Mantener el uso de voto por papeleta fisica y evitar el voto electrénico:
e Seriz un grave erfor contemplar voto slectranico para gl voto. Sa debe rmantener el voto en papeleta
TRIBUNRE'SUPREMO ELECTORAL & mano de las Actas Slectorales por parte de Juntas Receptoras de Vatas (JRV)
SECEEWWGEN RAL3 confianze necesaria pera considerar tecnclogia coma esta, especialments poraue
D A chos expertos como menos segura que el Voto en paceleta vy 138 actas a mano.

1 6 JUN 2026

Varifica t1ados los voios.
Hofa: f Firma: www-FiscalDigitalnat |_ de{ de #royecto
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Summary Submitted to the Electoral Affairs Committee of Congress, May 2026

RESUMEN MAYO 2026 @

COMISION DE ASUNTOS ELECTORALES
ANTECEDENT ES:
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Summary Submitted to the Electoral Affairs Committee of Congress, January 2026
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Report as of June 2026, Submitted to the Plenary of Magistrates on June 16, 2026
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Verify every vote
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CLARIFYING NOTE FOR IMPLEMENTING RECOMMENDATIONS

The actamodels in this annex are design proposals meant to illustrate the report's recommendations, not final formats
ready for use. Before adopting any of them, the TSE must test each model under conditions equivalent to those of
election day: completion by hand with different handwriting and inks, capture by scanner and by phone camera at
varying levels of quality, and reading with the OCR engines that will be used. The testing serves to confirm two things.
First, that the polling boards can fill out the acta without confusion. Second, that the OCR reads it reliably and that no
element of the design, whether a checkbox, a code, a reference mark, or shading, induces false readings or lowers
accuracy. A format should not enter the official process untilit has been demonstrated through such testing that it helps
verify the acta rather than hindering it. What is presented here is working material; the final redesign, and the testing
that supports it, are the TSE's decision.
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ANNEX 06-A

Proposed Designs for Acta#1, Acta#2 and Acta#3
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Proposed Design for Acta#1

ACTA INICIAL
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

Miesa Numero 1 DOCUMENTO No,
Departarenta Ve [bistrito Central
- Ui |Guatemala 1
PAPELETAS. PRESIDENTE Y|
RECIBIDAS VICEPRESIDENTE . Paging Gnica
w0000
FECHA DE INICIO i HORA DE INICID DE =
VOTANTES Asmnnuos| DE VOTACIONES *'“'““'m’] VOTACIONES b
El(la) Presidents DFl
Fl(la) Secretariofa) opt
El{la) Vocal L

dela Junta Receptora de Votes, hacen constar pue A el{la) Presidente ce 1z junta verificd que la mesa cuenta con el Padron Electors!, la papeleria, y los enseres
indispensablas; cue el dispositivo donde los cudacanos maracaran sus votos se encuentra adecuacamente instalado; que |2 bolsa plastica receptora de votos en la mesa
tiene |3 debida transparencia; que esta 3; que los selles de seguridad que fes fueron puestos por |z Junta Electoral Municipal se encuentran intactosy gue se cuenta
con todas los medios Indispensables para |as electiones generales ¢ de diputados al Parlzmento Centroamericane de 202X; y B) Que & continuacion, de acuerdeo con los
otros miembros dela junta, el presidente declaro abisna lz votacidn y que =l alguacide |a mesz invitard a quien s= encuentre de primero en la fila de sufragantes a que
pase a emitir su voto, en fe de lo cual se suscribe la presente acta por los miermbros de la junta y los fiscales de las organizaciores politicas que estan presentes, cuyos

nombres se consignan a continuacion

Siglasde 5 NIVERF nFi FRMS
Organizacion Politica

838 FIRMAS INTEGRANTES DE JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTCS

PRESIDENTE SECRETARIO(A} VOCAL

Obsanvacies

895 FECHA, HORA ¥ MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA

E dejunic de 2023

HORAY MINUTO DE FIR A

espacia parala ferma de les fi = ptesenies, Wifzor
o mrismins detos.

Digkaizary coramenior medante lotografia o excaneo, tanto el docum ento ariginel cama
2u duplicado, el revrrso ealn
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Proposed Design for Acta#2

HOJA DE CONTROL DE VOTANTES
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5L

295

2496

297

2498

295

300

0%

ioe

303

0L

i0s

306

07

i0oa

1013

340

ERE)

ER

ERE]

ERYN

R

ERYS)

347

1.8

ERE |

320

3dk

E

123

ok

325

376

327

iz2a

328

330

EENY

33¢

333

LN

335

336

337

338

L

L0

ki

L2

L]

ELAN

LS

iLE

ELN

iLa

iLg

350

isk

i6¢

T

154

EEE

356

3587

158

358

160

b

ib¢?

63

IG6L

iES

366

67

368

iBR

370

EEY

i?e

1?3

EN

375

76

377

i7a

i?q

380

38k

ia¢

183

EL: Y

i85

186

187

isa

LR

if0

ERR

iq?

333

IqL

385

196

197

iqa

a9

LOO

Lo

Lo?

Lo3

LOL

LOS

LOGE

Lov?

Loa

LoAQ

L0

Lik

Lt

Lid

LiL

LiS

LB

L7

Lia

LS

L 20

L2k

Led

L23

L 2L

Le2s

L2k

L27

L8

L2g

L30

L3k

L3z

L33

L3k

L3S

L3G

L37

L3a

L3x

LLO

LLk

LLe

LL3

Lyl

LL S

LLE

LL?

LLa

Ly

L 50

LSk

L5¢

L53

LSk

L55

L56

L57

L58

L5513

LEO

LB}

LE?2

LE3

LEL

LES

LEE

LE?

LG8

LEA

L 70

L7k

L7?

L73

L7k

L7S

L76

L?7?

L78

L?s

La0

LA L

Lazd

Lai

LBL

LBES

LAk

LB 7

LAaa

Lagq

L8O

LAl

Lz

L83

LAL

LAs5

LSE

Lg7

L34

Lgg

500

504

50¢

03

S0L

505

50E

507

Eel:]

508

5i0

Skh

542

543

Sab

S5

546

547

5.8

R

520

52

sae

23

524

525

5¢b6

527

5¢a8

529

530

53k

53¢

533

53k

535

536

537

538

538

5L0

SLk

5L

543

SLb

5LS

S5LE

SL7

548

5LA

550

554

552

553

554

555

S56

557

5548

559

SEO

561

SE ¢

SE3

S5EL

SES

SEE

SE7

SE8

SESQ

570

S74%

572

573

57L

5?5

576

5T

578

57q

580

581

ca¢

a3l

S8L

5ats

EL: 1

587

5aa

a9

580

5914

53¢

593

58,

585

536

597

588

595

EDA

. Digttalizer y documentar mediznte fotogiefle v/o escanzo, tanto el documento origmal come ya dusicedo
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Proposed Design for Acta#2a

DE PERSONAS CON DISCAPACLDAD
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

HOJA ADICIONAL DE CONTROL DE VOTANTES E?'E

CCCUMENTO No

2a

Phgine Unica

POR FAVOR LLENAR ESTA ESTADISTICA

2¢noooo

Iratrucciones: Marque la cantidad de personas que asistieron a la Junta Receptora de Votos de acuerdo 8! tipa de discapacidad cue presentan.

Discapacidad "Las personas con discapecidad incluyen & aguellas que tengan defeiencias fisicas, mentales o sensotiales a larga plaze que, al mtsractuar con
diversas barteras, puedar impedic su participacion plera y efectiva en la seciedad, enigualdad de condicionss con bas demnas.

VlSUAL 002 03|0L(OS|0S|07|08| 03O bbf 22 43| AL| 45
oB| &7| WB| 45| 20| 28] 22| 23| 24| 25) 25| 27| 28 29f 30
BAJA VISION

ENELEEIEVIEEI T RS TR RNE] Y ) EPEY RN )

DI e camin Viseal (enuine i L PErsona use ATens faesos, L
otros apays Gue almente n el tamafia de loz obietos. LE|W7| WB| M| 50| 58| 52| 53| 54 55| 55| 57| 58] sq| &0
VlSUAL O 02(03| 0405|007\ 0805 WO 4] 42) &3] aL] &S
sb| 7| WB| WG| 20| 24| 2| 23| eh) 25| ea)c?| 2a] qf 30

CEGUERA TOTAL

34| 32| 33| 34| 535( 3537 38| 35|80 LL| L2 L3 LEILS

103 BArSans oL 00 Eere parcepadn o3 1 o ohietas. L dantifies zon bastan
b, pecra gu Ve flan (e LE[L?| LB| LS| SO| 58 5|53 55| 55| 57| 58| 59| 50
04| 02| D30y | 050807, Lu| A2 &3] anf 45
6| 87| kB| WG| 20( 22 ex| 7| ea| 9 30
daf 32| 33| 30|35 OfLe| L2 L3 LLf LS

Parcana que percibe dsntos nelec <o con aparatos
At LE[W7| WB| LS L] 55] 58| 57| Saf 59| RO
AUDITI 0: 02|10 OB[05) a0 db] a2| &3] alf &5
aE| &7 eefed| k] 25) el e?| 28] eq9) 30

TOTAL

0 AR A7) 38|35 L0k LA LS WL LS

Persunes que no oeiciben ningan rivel e sorido.

Fl’SICA qullJS 8|07/ 08|05 a0 A &2) &3] AWf &5
. . 20 2L 2e| e3|en] é5|en] e?| eal eqf 30
AMPUTACIONES
35| 37( 38| 35| L0 Lk L2 L3 LLILS
AUSPNCL Y E 0 T Ce b s pery & i[5z| 53] cu]sslsc|s?|sal=q]eo
Fl’SIC 0i|D2|0 O8[05[ 0] Ae] 22| &3[ aL] b5
sb| 27 Wb ¥ eh) ey es) ) da) e 30
MOBILIDAD,
Aaf 32| 33| 5 SILOf LA LA LA LLfLS
Difcdtad etiicdad o al o pacclal, 0 bastan de apoyo,
i LE[&7| NG| WG| SO0 S| S5] 57| 58| S9) &0
lN AL Os|0gj03fon|0s|os|0 R EEIETI R
sG| 87| kB 45| 20[ 23| 22| ¢ 5| e 27| 2a| 4| 30
Il 32| 33| 3035|3537 38| 35| VO L2 LI LLILS
P S intelecria MO CemNCanen,

cudaths il ¢ st s sockdes LE| L7\ 4B| LS| SO Sk S5E| 53| 54 55 55)5?) Saf Sqf &0
INTELEC’I“UAL 0:|02|D3|08|08(05|07|08|08 LR L
sR| &7| wB| 25| 20| 24| 27| P3| Bk eal eqf 30

MODERADA
3 32| 33| 3n| 35| 3837|3839 L3|hhfLs

Limitaciones modoradas en fancionormiento intelectisa, en destrezas comar

Comunica W0 personal y OFSHIE? 3 SOLaes, LE|LT7| KBNS 50| 5357|535 Sal °9| &0

TALLA BAJA 04| 02{D3| 04| 05| 02|07|08|CR) 40) Ab) 22 A3fAL[ 45

ah| 87 wB| 45| 20| 2d] 2e|ed| ek e5) | e?| ea] eq] 30
ACONDROPLASIA
Ao 32 33| 34 35|35 37| 38| 3T MO LR LT LS| LK LS

its carecterizada por una talla s proporciona

topariectar LE| L7 WB|W5|SO|Sk|5c(S3|EL|ES)SE|57|Sa]| 9] E0

- Bigtales: ¥ documentsr medonts futoprels Wo e3ianes, 7o o documento ongisel wao s daplcede

Se recomienda eliminar el sub-acta

2A por ser Innecesaria y agregar
trabajo a las JRV.
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Proposed Design for Acta#3

FORMULARIO DE IMPUGNACION
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

DOCUMENTO Ko,

Mesa Numero

Departamento

3

Municipio

Pagina dnica

310000

Por este actol

se impugna voto 2
paras 3 Capatados Dt ital o
\ ta it Rl
s AAcks Pacdmsnto Certrosdime cabn
VSOt 4 e g o8 slex ' 60 # AT oD Eado;
ORGANIZACION POLITICA
FoTE) NOMBAT [SICLAS
POR LAS SIGUIENTES RAZONES!

Calificacién de La Junta Receptora de Votos:

s CODIEE NOIERT
D Se le asigna el voto 2 a LSS

D Se Califica BLANCO

DATOS DEL FISCAL

ROMBERE

FRMA

EN CASO DE DUDAS SE RECOMIENDA ESCANEAR LOS SIGUIENTES CODIGOS QR QUE LE DIRIGIRAN A
VIDEOS CORTOS CON INSTRUCCIONES ¥ EJEMPLOS

Instruce

1234567890

GUi4 DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS

red485B088d

nes de llenado Codigos de Departamento,
(> minutos) Municiplos, Partidos y Siglas

ECE

FECHA, HORA'Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA

re junio de 2023

FECHA TF FIRMA E

HOKAY LAINUTE DF FIRMA

. DRIt ¥ EOrume L 1 et FoaErs T v e

BIr0 €1 Gotumenio o §ne comn su dupiicadn
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ANNEX 06-B

Proposed Design for Acta#4
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Acta#4 used in 2023

. -

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

@ ':- :@ DOCUMENTO No.
Mesa Nimero 1 = p—
:l:':‘ -
Departamento 071 |Guatemnala - H
Municipio 07 |Distrito Central @ vft :
3 - - : PAGINA 1
Tipo de Eleccion  |Presidente y Vicepresidente 00001181

awresie_JOCK Ll N€ Aleiandid Qalindo Qardd .o 223% 34192 0101

EL{la) Secretariofa) ol ‘! n_Ncnhalid  |e\NG LDl Z
y el(la) Voea! o 252
de la Junta Recentora de Votos, hacen constar que siando las /D"]’

AN

horasy minutos del diz veinticinco de funio

de dos mi veintitrés, efla) Presidente de la junta declard cerrada la votacion; que se formaron los diferentes leqajos quardandese en su balsa, ntaron a votar
ciudadanos registrados en el padran; y que el resultado final del escrutinio de votos es el siquiente!
Cédigs  Nombre y Sighs Votos Vilidos ]coam Nombre v Siglas Votos muoﬂ TRMAAS RTEOMANTES
UNGAD NACONAL OE LA
15 [ T
=3 .:: ::2::”:2““ 010 ITotal Votas Validos g
=[P 161018 [ | 214 1) [
N i CIEIE o
R o 3 :T otos Nuas 02 8 vocak —
,zfﬁo@'nooos] O o | O 'Votos en Blanco /, ‘ 2 /‘f DFLY FIRMAS DE FISCALES
v |l miv A GO o 4 zmxf‘” Vikdaments. ‘ TR T [
il Je O {Es'aswmdebswn:,udidu vatos 5 q 8 - - (QM\
PARTID0 HUMANISTA OF fwlas y vatos en bloac
28 | GUATEMALA (HG) 0lo O 2047 29 O1b
’?ﬁinoumnmm v | ) .‘\' Votos Invalidos 0] Q|0 T [ ogm
e e vt 1w ACICIRE Y <AL
34| NAGIONAL [PIN) O ‘O 1 emitidos y vatos inwdiados) ] Rl 2:‘31 <b11 b O’m
- E = Sign
1 &m&w HEFANTE Ol o 2 Observaciones 7:7
VKTORIA (VICTORIA) Si  se presentaron impugnaciones en la o p Q
% 0 O 2 cantidadde ________ que se colocan »m'l 206% 0"01
T [ VOWVIENTO SEMILLA (SEVILA) 5 en la bolsa de votos impugnados 2 W Siglas
A (9] 5 2 No se presentaron impugnaciones. AL UN €
[TRENTE OE CONVERGENCA | ) . "5 23 61“' b‘, O1o1
16 | NACIONAL (FCN-NACION ) G0 | cantidad de pap recibidas 1. =
— ¢~ — = T k gl
% ‘r:f:)ommconusomm o) o) ®) Cantidad de papeletas nc usadas
TR T
4 | ORI 0 6 3;
| URNG-AWZ WINAQ (URNG-MAIZ |
ST |nag ololo
N el PIPIEN
; “[BENESTAR NACTONAL (BEM O” ”’,‘ ,1 | { “*C\;‘EO
| o
P VIS ON CON VALORES (VIVA) 0 o 5 | ?qDT 05(?[30 O1OU =1
- MIFAMELIA (N FAMILIE) D 0' T b : (\\h
[]y %e)
7 o 1 OVl
o |Pee s oo ,I ' XIE0 Qs’-
- e ol 32 A :
i Sglas
oA

Presidente y Vicepresidente

Original (Blanca) Junta Electorsl Municipal
Duplicado (Areritie): Diroccién General de Informasics
Tripicado (Caleste): Comreo Progho (Auditoria)
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Proposed Design for Acta#4 (Opening)
ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS E !-.' i E .

JUNTA RECEFTORA DE VOTOS

desa Nimero | L DOCUMENTO No.
umento [} Distrito Central !
Municipio |y 3 Guatemala
- - L0000 Pagina 1
Cierre de Volacion y Apertura Acta Final de Cierre y Escrutinios
EL(la) Presidente i
ELCLa) Secretarioln) o
ELtla) vocal o

de Ia Junta Receptora de Votos, hacen constar que el(la) Presidente de la junta daclaré cerrada la votackon en la fecha y hora suseritas, que se formaron los diferentes
legaios guardandose en su bolsa; habiendose presentado e némero de cudadanos registrados en el padrén suscrito; v gue el resultade final del escrutinic de votos es el

sigulente
Cludadenos presentados y Fecha de clerre de de junio de Hora de clerre de
registrados en el padrén: vatacidn: 2023 votacién:

Seinstruye a las Juntas Receptoras de Votos, gue de manera prioritaria, el acta de PRESIDENTE Y VICEPRESIDENTE sea entregada en el sobre No, 1 al operader de informitica
ubicado en su centro de votacion

INSTRUCCIONES GENERALES DE LLENADO DE ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

1 Todos los digitos (NOmeros) deben ser registrados £n las actas usando un formato de escritura digital, come se muestra a continuacion

GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS

1 ] 3 4 5 6 i 8 9 0
| c = 516 =

QUIERDA, en caso de que el partido na registre ningtin voto, se pueden escribir 3 guiones en lugar de tres ceros. A continuacion un

o

2 Debenincluirse los CERDS a |z
ejemplo de llenade

B i 1 o oo oo

oo votos registradas Ceva wotas regsts ades Un votp reghtrado

0413

CUeld y (U w105

regatrados registradaos

3. Los fiscales de mesa de los partides deben firmar y colocar su nimere de Docum sonal de identificacién al lado de su partido correspondiente

4, La firma de los integrantes de |3 Junta Receptora de Votos debe hacerse al final de cada pégina conciuida. Después de la ultima firma, debe registrarse la fecha v
hors en el cuadro que lo indica

5. N Caso 0€ naber una equivecacion se Oebe usar €l area ge Lestagos, tn €1 area ge COIgo aese INCluIrse € CoQIR0 Uel Rariko, EsLe se puece encontrar al 1aco

lzquierdo del nombre de cada partido. En caso que el testado no carrespanda a votas de partidos, debe incluirse el cddigo a la izquierda enlz casilla del campo 2

testar

6. S& recomienda verfficar que el acta a llenar corresponde a |a eleccidn del conteo. El color de 1a papeleta correspondiente a cada eleccidn se encuentraescrito en fa

parte superior e inferior del acta,

/. Los integrantes de la Junta Recep
triplicades con sus dispositivos celulares.

de Votos, al igual que los fiscales de mesa presentes, pueden y deben tomar fotografias de todas las actas, sus duplicadas y

8. En el area de digitadén dentro del Centro de Votacion debe escanearse tanto la ORIGINAL como su DUFLICADO.

EN CASO DE DUDAS SE RECOMIENDA ESCANEAR LOS SIGUIENTES CODIGOS QR QUE LE DIRIGIRAN A VIDEOS CORTOS CON
INSTRUCCIONES Y EJEMPLOS PARA EL LLENADO DE LA PRESENTE ACTA.

Instrucciones de lenado Resumen completo de capacitacion Recomendaciones y consejos practicos
(5 minutos) (30 minutos) JRV (10 minutos)

gitaliva 1 y documentas meciarte fotografia y/o Ongval (Fancal lunta wiop
estanzo, tanto el documento eciginsl como su nar o) Tal de IFormana
ouplicado y trighica do SLER S
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ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS

JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

Proposed Design for Acta#4 (President and Vice President)

BB pEIUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

Presidente: L

Sacretario:

Yocal

LCHA DL MRMA: E

HORAY 8ANUTO .
DE HRMA: .

899 FECHA HORAY MINUTD DE ULTIMA FIRMA

de junio de 2023

[0 uniicadio [Ama: n Generalde Informitics

Corten Propis [Araw i)

ViesaNomera | DOCUMENTO No.
Departamentc | 1 Distrito Central !yl
Municpia |5 3 Guatemala
Tipodetleccion |Presidente y Vicepresidente L 200000 3™ & L TELLE
Nombre y T51A LLLCCIGH COMRUSPONDE & (A PARLLLTA
codigo | ) Votos Validos Firms DPI de Fiscales de Mesa
Siglas 4 BLANCA
Fic ma G Total Votas Validos
Partido de
P HEemete Grauns) A
Firma orl
Partido de as I
ooe Eemalo (STGLAS) 99 2 Votos Nulos
fir ma OP
Partido de 3 -
bE3 Ejemolo (SLGLAS) 99 3 votosenBlanco
Fiema oPI Vatos Valicamente Emitidcs
Partido de il e 3% VAl o
OBb e enoto (SIGLAS) 8L flsh shas ko vAlifos
firma EQ
Partido de n
005 S emato cstoLas) 995 votos Invilidos
firma OF Tota! votos
Partido de
008 |cienmto cstatas R e
Firma OP1
oo°? Partido de OBSERVACIONES
Eiemplo (SLGLAS)
Fir ma (=]
Partido de T
ooa Ejemplo (SLGLAS) por e cantidad d
O N sepesentaonimpagscicon
Firma oP
ong Partido de
Ejemolo (SLGLAS) 9498 Cantidad de Papeletas
lirma G Recibidas
oo Partide de
Ejemplo (SLGLAS) 994 Cantidad d= Papeletas No
Usadas:
OLd Partido de ey o
Ejomolo (SLGLAS)
04 2[rartide de e "
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
- f i3
e o 980 TESTADOS / CORRECCICNES
o3 Partido de
Ejemplo (SLIGLAS) Do SIGLAS OMITASE LEASE
Okl Partido de tiic &
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Oag|rertide de i B
Ejemplo (STGLAS)
Fi w
0 [rertido e e o
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Ou7frartido de s s
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
GU(A DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS
PRESIDENTE Y VICEPRESIDENTE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
PAPELETA BLANCA | E 3 u 5 B n E g (= | s
| u
FIRMAS INTEGRANTES O nal (Blancal: Jun: Municpal
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Proposed Design for Acta#4 (Runoff)

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

254

Mesa Numers | L DOCUMENTO No.
Departamente | 4 DPistrito Central t
Municipic |0 3 Guatemala
" N g § Pa 2
Tpode Eleccion  |Presidente y Vicepresidente L 21:0000 4w & =
cedigo INombre y Siglas Votos Validos Firma y DPI de Fiscales de Mesa
firma DPI
Partide de Ejemplo
00 & (s16LAS)
Firma DPI
Partido de Ejemplo
00 2[¢s16LAS)
990 TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES FSTA FLECCIGN CORRESPONDE A LA FAPE ETA
EIES 1aLAS CMLTASE LEnge BLANCA
Total Votos validos
Q9 L (Fsiasumad= s voros obtenides
por bt Orpan Zauon iLeasf
99 2 voros Nulos
319 3 votos en Blanco
Votos Validamente Emitidos
QAL (rsrasuma s s volos Viidos,
Nulos v en Alancol
995 votos Invalicos
Total Votos
Q985 (ke iwm
emilidosy
FIRMA ¢ |
998 Cantidad de Papeletas
Recibidas:
999 Cantidad de Papeletas No
Usadas:
GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS
1234567890
a FIRIAS INTEGRANTES = 4 unta Electical Municipa)
&fa DE JUNTA RECEPTOR4 DE VCTOS R FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA Amari teccitn General de Informatics
Tintcado |4 elesta) Correa Propio (Auditona
Presidente: FECHA DEFIRMA: E' dejunio de 2023
Bigrallzar y dacurmeniar madiante foleyraila /o escanso, 1ani el
< tacumenta ariginal cama su duplicat y triplicado.
Secretario HOBAY MINUTO -
DE FRMA: .
Vocal 3 111ma o 05 hscales prosontes, Ltiizar
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Proposed Design for Acta#4 (National Congress)

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS . .
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS E!J E

Mesa Nimero | § DOCUMENTO No.
Departamento |} Distrito Central [I
Municipio |} Guatemala
Pagina 3
TipodeElecckén  |Diputados Lista Nacional L30000 = 2 2
Nombre y ESTA ELECTION CORRESPONDE A LA PAPELETA
Codi z Vot Valid Fi DPI de Fi L de M
sdiwe [ o las otos Vélidos irma y e Fiscales de Mesa VERDE
Partido de Lt Cdl Tatal Votos Valdos
0D & Elenplo (STGLAS) 95 b (ks wma e o voros ob
por s orgarizaciones policas)
Tarm DEl
Partido de W . doin
00 2 enplo (S16LAS) A9 2 votas Nulos
Frma Cal
Partido de " A
0oD3 Ejonplo (SIGLAS) 953 Votas en Blanca
e, de Frrna oAl otos Validament it
oo £5omplo. (STELASY 9514 I’::Ii;y::rlrl;‘:i:a‘;)u,xm\.mno;
Ferma =]
Partido de - oo P
O05 (¢ enpto (s16La8) Q85 votas Invélicos
Ferna G TatalVetes
Partido de fal
g0k EJonplo (SIGLAS) & :[,,ﬁ,\q,;‘.::‘.i 4 liGamerte
oon|rertide de s o8t DBSERVACONES
£)anpho, LXELAS seer e s g 5 que se
0oa Partido de Fyma B2l « e 1a Dolsa o woros Impugnacos,
Fjemplo (STGLAS) S AT
|} NS PIESE LA TP IRRaiones
Frrma il
ons Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 9598 Cantidad de Papeletas
Rec bidas
0 w0fpertido de oo o
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 9549 Cantidad de Papeletas No
Usadas
Obd Partido de R e
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
T Toa
04 afpertico ge s kd
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
— = qgQ  TESTADOS/ CORRECCIONES
043 Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) SN0 SKAY onliase LEASE
Frma o1
0 kL|Pertido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
B G2
0 kg|fertido de .
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Firma 2]
OLBE Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
0 4 7|rertido de e o
EJemplo (SIGLAS)
GUIA DE LLENADQ DE DIGITOS
DIPUTADROS LISTA NACIONAL 1 2 3 q_ 5 6 ? 8 9 0
PAPELETA VERDE t234Y85E7H90 FRMA
TTRVIAS INTEGRANTES O il (ancal: Junte Elec lors) Muricipel
898 g JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS B FECHA HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA ) sl 0o o nidtics
uditor(a)
Presidente:_ FECHA DE MRMA: E de iunio de 2023
Secretario: ¢/ documenta orginal Lome su duplicada v triplcado.
HORAY MINUTE .
Vocal ) i : NGta. Dena dlcandar ¢l Cspeoo pare a firma o igs saks
presentes, nilizar of rey cobc 05 rrvsmics datos,
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Proposed Design for Acta#4 (District Congress)

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

Mesa Namera | | OCIRENTOND
Departamenta Ok Distrito Central !
Munieipio | 3 Guatemala
=z z § Pagina &
Tipode fleccan  [Diputados Distritales LLIZO0000 &m 3 2
Nombre y LSTALLLCCION CORRESPLNDE & LA PARLLLTA
Codige | o Votos Validos Firma y DPI de Fiscales de Mesa
Siglas CELESTE
Frrng DPi Tota! Votos Valides
Partido de - fioes
OD & Ejemplo (STGLAS) QQ b (Fcia wimada los witos obtenidos
ot las organizocones gollticas)
paviida d Firma nel
artido de -
coe Ejerplo (SIGLAS) S99 2 votos Nuios
Hrma 0P
Partido deo . -
a1 jo el O 99 3 Vatos en Blanco
P Frma GEl Votos validsmente Emitidos
oDL|Partido de Q9L (eem wniada s wiies V4l
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Nulas y ¢n Blanca)
e Frma uldl
Partido de tas i
cos Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 995 votas Invslidos
Toto! Votos
nog[Partido de G g il
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) ot i
A Frma i) »
n|Partido de CBSERVACIONES
0o Fjemplo (STGLAS) q_??
1 50 = presertaron
DDB Partido de Frma 0Pl CODCIN £ 13 DOIES o2 92t 06 IMpugn s,
Ejomplo (SIGLAS)
- = DI FTCUERadones,
ong Partido de m [
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 558 Cantidad de Papeletas
) oo Recibidas
00 Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 559 Cantidad de Papeletas No
Usadas
O alrartiao do kot o
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
O 4 2[Partido de o e
EJemploc (SIGLASY
o o 850 TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES
D L 3|Partido deo
Ejemple (SIGLAS) oD SGLAS OMTASE LEASE
0 s [Partido ae ha CEl
Ejemplo (SLIGLAS)
Fre
0 45 |rartido de o e
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
=
O LB Partido de Ol Eet
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
a D
0 L 7|Fartido de b d
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
GUIia DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS
DIPUTADOS DISTRITALES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
PAPELETA CELESTE 1 e 3 ug E n B 9 =]
| u
FIRNVIAS INTEGRANTES. Il [BlanEa) ot Fle ot Malicga
898  prIUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS 899  FeCHA HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FRMA Custicato [marilial: Disesen Genrsl do informitics
Iriplicaco (Cobestel: Cormeo Proolo (Andtor )
Presidente: FECHA DE FIRMA E dee junio de 2023
Uartalizar v Socumentar medlante fotoprafia vio escanen, tanto
donumento orinal tomo su duplicads y 1ri;
Secreo. WIAY MINUTO .
DE FIRMA: .
Vocal; Mirta Do 110 lcanvar el espato pare ls fimna de ks Sucdes

[ressntos, il B 9t Cofoeankdo hos wiino dala
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Proposed Design for Acta#4 (Municipal Corporation)

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

Mesa Nimero L DOCUMENTO No.
Departements |y | bistrito Central lyl
Municipio O Guatemala
. 2 oo Pagi 5
Tipodetleccon |Corporacion Municipal L5:0000 vy GhALL]
Nombre y STACLLCOON CDRRCSPONDL A 12 FAPL(TA
f6d1 > E
tedigo 43 glas Votos Validos irma y DPI de Fiscales de Mesz ROSADA
P Firma G Total Votos Val
Partido de b (Fslas de oy
OO bleienpto csioLas: 994 ""(_““(‘j:‘si' ;
Partido de g ot 95
fotos
00 2l empto (s1cLAS) 2 Vaotos Nulos
Partido do i P23
/o f
00 3] ennto. csretass 99 3 Votes en Blanco
Partido de frm, OF q Votos Validamente Emtidos
ooy Ejomplo CSIGLAS) 984 \,\:;'d.nl”:::‘:A‘HI"\IB\AI’H‘
Nulos y i Blawo|
lirma opi
Partido de ; ’
0os Ejemplo CSIGLASY 955 Votos|nvalidos
Iirma G Total Votce
Partido de
(1o bt T (it o b
00 ?|partide de e Bk q5% OBSERVACIONES
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) ] st sepreseamion rnpugnacines aue se
n ot b ik s vl os Bnpagadion,
ooa Partido de Frma op b o i pognad)
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) -
— = O w5 s prosrtaren impag
poq|Partide de ;
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 958 Cantidad de Papeletas
. Firma G Recibidas:
00 Partido de
Ejemplo (SI6LAS) 959 Canodadde Papeletas No
Firma o Usadas:
Ok Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
0§ afPartido de fema s
Ejemplo (SI1GLAS) L_
T o] 950 TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES
D ‘ 3 Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) cooEo SIGLAS OMITASE LEASE
0 |Fartide o ke 224
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
05 Partido de [Fema o
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Fli
0ip[Fartido e ] o9
Ejemplo (SIGLASY
04 7[Fartido de liian [
Ejemplo C(SIGLAS)
GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGITDS
CORPORACION MUNICIPAL 1234567890
PAPELETA ROSADA | E 3 4 5 B q E gn WA
| u
FIRMAS TNTEGRANTES AT ol
B98 D JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS 899 FECHA HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA \Genaral se Ifarmatca
v Progio (Audkaria)
Presidenie: ECHA DE FIRBA E do Junio da 2023 5
Igihalizan y docamentar mediante Scgrafla y/o escnea, tanto
g o documento o ginal came su dipliado y Tpicaos
Secretario HOMAY MINUTO <
vocal: DR . aparala e 3 Jom ivale
) voocand s iz dalos.
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Proposed Design for Acta#4 (ParlaCen)

258

ACTA FINAL DE CIERRE Y ESCRUTINIOS

JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS

Wess Nmero | & DOCUMENTO No
Departamente | | Distrito Central [I
Municipio. |0y 4 Guatemala
3 Pégi
Tipode Eleccién |Parlamento Centroamericano LEI:0DD0 & S Sgine G
Nombre y ESTA BLECCION CORAESPOAINE A LA PAPELETA
cédiga [ Votos Validos firma y DP1 de fiscales de Mesa
Siglas AMARILLA
Firme Tom Total Vetes Val tos.
Partido de i y
(u]n] Efenplo (STGLAS) 89 L {65 lasuma de los vatos nbtenidas
por s o mzaciones ¢ ay
Partido de Rk o
a fotos N
00 2] enplo (staLas) 89 2 votos Nulos
’ tido d [Firma DPI
3|Pertido de Jot
0a3 Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 593 votos en Blanco
= C Votos valdamente £ mitidos
Partido de L suma de Ins volos Valikdas
Do Ejenplo (SIGLAS) Q8L (i e s volo Valda
Muics y =n Hlanco)
Firma DF)
Partido de g s
le Ejemplo (STGLAS) 995 vows Invalidos
0oe Partido de Firma OF1 Total Vetes
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
[Fra 2
oa? Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Firma DPI
Partfdo de
oaé Ejemplo (STGLAS)
onqlpertide de (- i
Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 554 Cantidad de Papeietas
= o Recibidas:
0ag|rartice ce e ort
Ejemplo (SLGLAS) q99 Cantidac de Papeletas No
3 T [
0§ §|Pertide de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
Partido de B o
niz Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
T o ggQ  TESTADOS/ CORRECCIONES
D43 Partido de
Ejemplo (SLGLAS) OIS0 SIGLAS CMITASE EAsE
0L |pertide ce g B
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
0 45[Partido de e il
Efjemplo (SIGLAS)
Firma DF1
OB Partido de
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
037 [pertido ce ki k4
Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGITOS
PARLAMENTO CENTROAMERICANO 1 2 3 q_ 5 6 7 8 9 0
PAPELETA AMARILLA tr2345E6084940f™

TTRIVAS INTEGRANTES
B8 DE JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS
Presidents
Secretario:

Veeal:_

B9 FECHA HORAY MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA

FECHA DE FRMA: E dejunio de 2023

Informdtica

Carroa Mopio (Ade T,

¥ documanzae Mecknta fotogralia ¥/o £6canaa, tanto
o orgnalcomy s duplcado y pica

ra &2 trma o

| roverso coloeando o5 Mo
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ANNEX 06-C

Replacement Proposal for Acta#5
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Acta#5usedin 2023

_ CERTIFICACION DE ESCRUTINIOS
_\ ~ JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS
c.r.ur.lm.ug Mmmp@&(ﬂ("!
| __2_.923 _J Departomento: £ £ap

EL{LA] INFRASCRITOIA) secwstmo‘%:lw Morlone Pioes Promro 0P 2051202391900

| DE LA JUNTA RECEPTORA DE VOTOS EN LA MESA NUMERO 2/ 9/~ DE ESTE MUNICIIO, CERTIHCA GUE PRACTICADO HL
ZSCRUTIMIO DE LOS VOTOS DEPOSITADOS EN ESTA MESA EN LAS VOTACIONES DEL VENTICINGO DE JUNIO DE DOS ML VEINTTTRES,
SE OBTUVIERON LOS SIGLENTES RESULTADQS.

- 4. DIPUTADOS AL PARLAMENTO CENTROAMERICANO 4

1) VALOR UNIONISTA (VALOR UNIONISTA)

2} PARTIDO AZUL (AZUY)

3) PARIIDO REPUBLICANO (PX)

4)10005 (10005)

5) UNIDAD NACIONAL DE LA ESPERANIA (UNE)

| 6) P “‘me('m

" 2RO, RENOVACION Y ORDEN (CREO)
UNA GUATEMALA DIFERENTE (VAMOS)

(URNG-MATZ WINAG)

B UATEMALTECO (9G)

T ErANTE)

12} UNION

13) VICTORIA {

14) PARTIOO

15) PARTIDO POLMCO

| 14) FrenTe DE

17) VISION CON VALORES (

18) PODEMOS

|19 menesian

| 20) M1 FAMILA

¢
2w ¥ SOUDARIDAD (VOS)

MR olos

Slslsist sl ST
oloNR[aIN

DR
oida~0000
'5\‘0?‘0 NiO

wee W

Ao volos utsleraics bur s trgOniocknes polic oy 7
- 16}
VOIOS EN BLANCO O
VOTOS NVALDOS (&)

3
(

SN

o
(

TOTAL VOTOS
2510 4ma G 101 wotn véllaoments aTis y volos imdkin

Otservaciones: D $1 10 prosentoron mpugnacionat en & canidod do Qe 1 COBCaN BN 1 bok B0 okut IMpUENOdo:
No e presantnon MMpugnocionss.
Contidod de popeietos recibos Y& Contidod de papeietos no usodas 73?

Voo CERIPEA 5 CONFORME. \
A /b»
' c i
darihes m'chul ~Vocd

& e ceiearan po code misnibeo O 0 Anio Neceptorn ae Vo,

We recommend eliminating the
Acta#5 because the Acta#4 with a
certification format already fulfills its

function, without imposing a physical
preparation for which election day
does not leave sufficient time.
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Proposed Design for Acta#5

UNIDAD NACIONAL DE LA ESFENANZA 10
g PARTIOO AZUL 3
v ] novaeyiee ] ]
R VALOR UNIDMISTA 55
O o vomevoe — z
Y L e mriuatad 24 b cansL | 37
by 5 T
: e 0128 le— g | o
Ol [— - 1214 PR VAMOS POR UNA QUATEMALA DFERENTE | 4
q | e D ) - FAKTIOO HUMANSTALE GUSTEMALA | 0
lowmionon e o e | 27 | B > !
» O T 2 e Canal
F o - PARTIDO KEPUSLICANG | 7
—3 vorca o e oo | -
= S Oio B — s PARTIOO DE INTECRACIN NACIONAL 1
]  aliaits - B
e olol timmme— 31918 [ 1 o1 ‘
o [ alolZ e A 7 e COMUNIDAD TLEFANTE ‘ 2
e 1 L I L AT IO
T e lold] 2 sz ez, |%on 20836 o PP vetom | =
ALY (e 3 1
» 21 U
et (7] 5; MOVIIENTD SEMILLA ‘ 52
- 00
FRENTE DE COMVERGENCIA KACONAL |
bl 00 0 = | 0
n 0l o3 PARTIDP PAUITIOO0 NOSATROR 0
w
- g o Z NN REPUBUCANA | 3
= o
= Y T URNG-MALZ NG |
- o 14 g 5
at o|3 COMPROMISO, RENOVACION Y CFRDEN | 9
.
2 BERESTAR NACIONAL | 14
n
% 2z VISION TON VALORES | 3
. NEFAMILIA ‘
casno | 1
VOLUNTAD OFORTUNICADY SOLDARITAD | 32
T n-'w-."“u.‘n'-:h"-'-.‘:-‘-'.';'-'u"m"""
(e phepa Tutal Vertos Vatocs | 246
Votus Mo | 28
Vet en Blanco \ 124
Tetal Voroe Vabaamante Emisdoa | 398
Vutos bwsidos | 0
Torel Yers | 308
Irpugracasee | -
Carticdacd de popeintat recibides | -
Cantided de pepeietas ru ussdes .
———_—— N ]

We reiterate the possibility of eliminating the Acta#5 with a digital version.

The Acta#4, by including a certification format, fulfills the purpose of the Acta#5, eliminating the need for its physical
preparation, which is crucial given that the time window available on election day does not allow for its proper creation.
Implementing a digital version accessible to everyone fulfills and expands the function of the Acta#5, thereby
guaranteeing the transparency and integrity of the voting process. It is essential to explore how to introduce a mobile
application that allows all political party observers to add their photograph to the TREP of the Acta#4. This would
provide redundancy, giving the TREP several photographs of the same document from both JRV volunteers and party
observers.
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ANNEX 06-D

Proposed Design for Acta#6

264 Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Acta#6e (Totals) used in 2023

| RESUMEN DOCUMENTO No.
ELECCIONES ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES
M.ON“. [ 5:0 dos Parfamento C icana m
e Municipio: 14- AMATITLAN m
Departamento: 01- GUATEMALA
Total Mesas 208 PAGINA: 40

LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL, HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUAG ON CONTIENE EL HESULTADD REPORTADO POR LAS MESAS RECE PTORAS DI VTS QUE FUNCIONARON
EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EX LA ELECCOION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINGD Df JUNIO DGE DOS ML VEINTITRES

MESAS
ORGANIZACION POLITICA 4238 4239 4240 4241 4242 4243 4244 4245 TOTAL
41 VALOR UNIONISTA 15 5 7 16 13 13 n S 3856
32 PARTIDO AZUL 1 1 1 3 3 3 5 3 509
30 PARTIDO REPUBLICANO 1 3 0 1 3 1] 1 2 207
23 TODOS 1 0 o0 b 3 2 2 0 297
15 UNIDAD NACIONAL DE LA ESPERANZA 8 11 9 11 13 7 7 2 34865
25 PARTIDO DE AVANZADA NACIONAL 2 1 2 2 3 4 2 2 664
20 COMPROMISO, RENOVACION Y ORDEN 3 2 0 5 3 3 3 2 528
36 VAMOS POR UNA GUATEMALA DIFERENTE 5 4 1 7 4 5 2 1 1405
57 URNG-MAIZ-WINAQ 12 6 4 5 8 5 6 2 1573
39 PARTIDO POPULAR GUATEMALTECO (1] 0 2 2 2 1 0 1 157
11 COMUNIDAD ELEFANTE 2 2 2 b 8 9 2 0 993
37 UNION REPUBLICANA 1 0 2 1 2 2 0 1 535
18 VICTORIA 1 3 1 L] 2 2 4 1 531
28 PARTIDO HUMANISTA DE GUATEMALA 5 1 5 0 0 o 0 1 389
13 PARTIDO POLITICO NOSOTROS 7 3 1 10 9 10 2 1 159
16 FRENTE DE CONVERGENCIA NACIONAL 4 3 1 i 1 3 2 o 372
17 VISION CON VALORES 10 1 12 6 7 Rl 3 0 2404
22 PODEMDS 1 1 2 1 1 3 0 0 251
26 BIENESTAR NACIONAL 7 2 14 9 7 14 8 5 m7
12 MIFAMILIA 2 1 3 8 4 7 0 2 1631
31 CAMBIO 0 1 0 1 1 0 o 0 182

Jata Sl tor ol Mamsiat

Ciseewo Progsc
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Acta#6e (Totals) used in 2023

&
!:nnl.!u_ma 3 B

2023

RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES
5 - Diputados Parlamento Centroamericano

Municipio: 14- AMATITLAN

Departamento: 01- GUATEMALA
Total Mesas: 208

DCCUMENTO No

be

PAGINA: 41

LOS INFRASCRITOS NIEMBROS OF LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICOPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE £L CUADRC QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE L RESULTADC REPORTADO POR LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS QUE FUNCIONARON
EN ESTE MUNICIPID EN LA ELECTION CELEBRADA £L VEINTICINGO DE JUNIO D DOS ML VEINTITRES

35 VOLUNTAD, OPORTUNIDAD Y SOLIDARIDAD
38 MOVIMIENTO SEMILLA

MESAS
4238 4239 4240 4241 4242 4243 4244 4245
17 10 a 12 10 12 5 6
37 28 31 20 23 24 12 7

LIS T

Lo

TOTAL
2725
6715

/ Presidente(a)

TEraLh

lwia Electons) Muscipd)

Civrea Proplo
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COCLMENTO No.
RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES
v.a becord Muncips
o
LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNI AL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACIGN CONTIENE EL
ACSULTADD REPORTADO POR LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA FLECCION CELEBRADA FL VEINTICINGO DE JUNIO DE DOS MiL Vm@._ na 001
VEINTITRES.
cadigdNonbre y Siglas 100001 [ 100002 [ 100003 | 100004 [ 100005 | 100006 [ 100007 [ 100008 [ 100009 [ 100010 [ 100011 | SUBTOTAL
BOO0 30 30 bw & D04 [ et ae 1% 000 | ooo [ oco | coo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | coo | coo 0000
0Q p|temere Compoto de Partide] oop | ooo [ occo [ coo | ooo | ooo | ooc | oco | ooo | ocoo | ooo 0000
¥ Presidents y ARE
LESELON] a1 Vicepresidente
003 e | ooo [ ooo [ ocoo | ocoo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ oo | ocoo | oo 0000
_ ==z::.;_ G111 ICUATERALA 0oL uuswmm=m_.~”u”“.~m_nm,_,.._::. ooo | ooo | ooo | ocoo | coo | eoo | ooo | ooo | ocoo | oo | oo 0000
_ a3;:..:.3_ 01 GUATEMALA ons un,wwﬂm_uﬂ.mm_ dePortidol pog | ooo | ooo | coo | oo | ooo | ooo | oom | oo | ocoo | ooo 0000
_ TOTAL ..m:m_ 0poo 00e unswﬂmsnr_u.._ﬁm”m;mm,}:_% poo | ooo | ooo | ocoo | eoo | eoo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
007 e e careig | 000 [ ooo [ ooo | ocoo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ oo | coo | oo 0000
D08 [ie o e corerney %] ooo | oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
oog unsm“”._nw‘_e_,.”m“mr”m%w: ") opg | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | oo | coo | ooo 0000
00 “”..M”._m”nfwmm_.nm%.:_._o ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo 0000
O [ oo etene, | oo | ooo | ooo | ocoo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | coo | coo 0000
O 2fae o o ceoie) "% ooo [ ooo [ oco | coo | ooo | ooo | ooc | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Oa3fae e coseney 1| ooo [ ooo [ oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | omo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Dab i oo e pey 1| ooo [ ooo [ oo | occo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Da 5| et srongy %] ooo [ ooo | ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | oco | oo 0000
DAL e e carohe 14| ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | coo | ooo [ ooo | oo | ocoo | coo | ooo 0000
D47 e et eaey 2| 000 [ ooo [ ocoo | coo | ooo | 000 | ooa | ooo [ oo | coo | oo 0000

Proposed Design for Acta#6a (Subtotals)
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Proposed Design for Acta#6a (Totals)

RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

o

LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA RUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE FL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL
RESULTADD REPORTADD POK LAS IMESAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA ELECCION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINGO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL

DO CUMENTO Mo,

6a

Pidgina 695

VEINTITRES,
coatadnontire v s1gLas 100389 | 100390 100391 [ 100392 | 100393 | 100394 | 100395 | 100396 [ 100397 | 100398 [ 100309|  TOTAL
Nombre Completo de Partide| pgy | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | aoo | ooo | coo | can | aoo 0000
LEASSO L0 am L D0 }de £janplo (s16LAS)
y D0 2[i et S teiksy | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | oou | oao | oo | ooe | coo | goo | ooo 0000
meceton] 01 CE e tdente
003 [Me e (oreiiey % | 000 | oo0 | o0o | oco | ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | oo | coo | oco 0000
[ nowccrero] 01 GUATEWALA oo [lorhe cemetete 95,7119 oo [ o000 | ooo oo | ooo | ooo | ocoo | ooo | oco 0000
omt»n.»;rl—c_ 01 GUATEMALA _|Nonbre Completo de Partido
_ e ittt 000 | ooo | ooo | oo | coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
[ romac wesas[oooo 00BN et ey | 000 | ooo | ooo [ ooo | oos | ooo | coo | oo | coo | eoo | ooo 0000
007t enpte Goretasy | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo [ oco | coo | ooo [ coo | coo | oo 0000
O0B[eE amnie (oreisey ¥ 000 | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ocoo | oo | oo 0000
D0l it ete 55,119 | 000 | ooo | oo | oo [ cos | oco | coo | oo | coo | coo | eco 0000
0 L0[i s enni torarasy 7% o000 | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | coo | oo | oco 0000
FIRNAS INTEGRANTES Nonbre Completo de Partido
898 " NTA ELECTORAL Ok d|de Efanplo (SIGLAS) 000 000 000 000 0og 000 ooo 000 000 000 000 0coo
DEPARTARENTAL
. Db 2l et coraLaey 1% | o000 | ooo | ooo | oco | ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | ocoo | ocoo | ooo 0000
esidente. — o
Secretanc: Ok “Ms”“”_-wﬂwv”MHMfMMv_-n-.»mnn ooo 0Do aoo0 000 noa [slss} aoo ooa 0ao aoo ooo 0000
Voral: ;: =
D fieyre emetere Se,"* | ooo | oso | o0o | ooo | ooa | oco | ooo | ooo | ocoo | coo | oo 0000
899 FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO DE Nonbre Completo de Partido
GLTIMA FIRNA D 45|ce €janplo (s16La5> ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oon | ooo | coo | ooo | ocoo | ooo | aoo 0000
THATE 2 % Nowbre Complete de Partido
s de junio ¢e 20, DO LB |de Eienplo (SIGLAS) ooo 000 ooo 000 oou 000 ooo 000 voo goc 0co 0000
. 5 _[Nenere cemproto de partide
00E e . 8 5] PR ooo | ooo | ooo | oco | oou | ooo | coo | ooo | oo | ooo | aco 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6b (Subtotals)

RESUMEN DOOUMENTG No.
LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL
RESULTADO REPORTADD POR L4S MESAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE IMUNICIPIO £ LA ELECCION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINC DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL Pagina 002
VEINTITRES.
cadigoftionbre y siglas 100001 | 100002 | 100003 | 100004 | 100005 | 100006 | 100007 | 100008 | 100009 | 100010 | 100011 | SUBTOTAL
— uwamuawwmu"mmh“v_;laa ooo | ooa | ooo | ooo | ooo | omon | ooo | ooo | ooe | oon [ mon 0000
; ; pDoe uusmwuumw“n_ﬂm"mh”‘? tidel ooo ooa 000 000 000 0on 000 000 000 non non 0000
e o2 Faiinies Lts A
003 uwiwmmamﬂusnmmmhmv?l:A_: 000 000 000 000 000 oou Qoo 000 ooo 0oo 000 oooo
_ 3_::2_.‘5— 071 GUATEMALA oo u“ammmam.ﬂ”u”mmfnmv;l_aa ooo ooo 000 oo 000 oog ooo 000 oo ooo ooa 0000
_ omviﬁzmz;_ 01 GUATEMALA 005 um;wmw:mw“nmmwyMMVEJ:S 000 000 oo it i ”_ -~ i 0 s — —
T il Do p|ienre Conpiote de Factida| nog | oo | ooo | oco | ooo | oo | coo | ooo | oo | oon | oo ation
povw uwgmnamwwnﬂmmhw_;_.:& pon | ooo | ooo | ooco | oon | con | coo | ooo | ooo | mon [ oon 0000
= uwswﬂ,mwnu“mm_ de Portidol non | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oon [ coo | ooo | eoo | bon | ooo 0000
Dos umawwm._mwuu"mmh“,nf:% 000 | ooo | ooo | oco | ooo [ ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | Doo [ 000 0000
D0 um.,:n._mwnnummhmv:: el ooo ooo 000 oco 000 0oo ooo 000 000 000 ooo 0ooo
Db e et orotasy '*| ooo | ooo | ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | oo 0000
04 a[imre Compisto de Partidol oo [ oo | ooo | ooe | ooo | ooo | coo | oo | oo | ooo | ooo 0000
0 b3 [h e terarsey %] o000 [ ooc | ooco | oco | ooo | ocog | coo | ooo | oo | ooo [ oog 0000
0 b, [lombse Compizto dePortide) oo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oo | coo | ooo | eoo [ oon | ooo 0000
05 et toae) %[ coo | ooo | ooo | oco | ooo | cos | coe | oco | oo [ oo | ooo 0000
D g iomse Conpiete ae"ertidef oon | oo | eoco | oco | ooo | oo | ace [ eco | eoo | ooo | coo —
0b 7 [he e steirey %l oo | ooo | ouo | oco | ooo | ocog | coo | oco [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6b (Totals)

RESUMEN

DOCUMENTD No.

6b

LS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DF LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FISURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL
RESULTADO REPORTADO POR, LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS EN £5TE MUNICIPIO EN LA ELECCIGN CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINGD DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL Pagina 696
VEINTITRES.
codigonombre ¥ Siglas 100389 | 100390 | 100391 | 100392 | 100393 | 100394 | 100395 | 100394 | 100397 | 100328 | 100389 TOTAL
EEGESO A0 4 2 00 3| e e tey " 1%] coo | ooo | oco | coo | ooo | oco | coo | coo | oco | coo | ocoo 0000
O e coraass ] ‘ooo; | poo too | ooo | ooo | coo | coo | oco | oo | oog 0000
ELECCION| 02 uww.ﬂw””wu Etucq
00 3| et s etey ™ %] oo | ooo | oco | coo | ooo | oco | coo | coo | ooo | coo | coo 0000
_ E.::Eo_ 01 GUATENALA GO st ate s pancide] ode; | 030 voo | ooo | ooo | coo | coo | ooo | coo | oon 0000
[ perarranevto] 01 GUATENALA 005 b a5 1oy %] ooo | ooo | oo | coo | ovo | oco | coo | coo | o000 | coo | oo 0000
[ rerac mesasoooo 00E [N e tresey 1% 000 | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | coo | coo | ooo | coo | ooo 0000
00 7| e sreuney ~ %] oo | ooo | ooo | woo | ooo | ooo | woo | woo | ooo | ooo | coo 0000
00BN e capie (sraises %] ooo | o000 | oo | goo | ooo | oo | coo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo 0000
j a3
008[5 e sensy %] oo | ooo | oco | coo | ooo | oco | coo | coo | ooo | coo | coo 0000
040 %._M“.,anﬁmhw.f:% 000 | 00D ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooa | ooo | ooo 0000
FIRNAS INTEGRANTES Nonbre Conpleto de Partido
658 DE JUNTA ELECTORAL O b d|ge Efemplo (SIGLAS ooo 000 000 Qoo ooo 000 ooo 000 000 ooo ooo 0000
DEPARTAMENTAL
_|Nombra conploto de Partido
Py oRi] it oo | ooo ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Secret 0b ) et eLre, ™| ooo | ooo | ogo | woo | ooo | ooo | woo | voo | woo | woo | coo 0000
Voeal 3
Ot | empee torectey "T'®| oo | ooo | oo | coo | oon | ooo | coo | coo | oo | ooo | ooo 0000
897 mﬂn:)\ HORA Y- MINUTO BE Nombiro Conplete de Partido
OLTIMA FIRMA 11| P ooo | ooo | ooo | eoo | ooo | oo | eoo | ooo [ ova | coo | ocom 0000
e OB et ate ts, %] 000 | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo | oo | coo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo 0000
: 07 et ety ") oo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | oon | oco | coo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6c (Subtotals)

RESUMEN

ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMEROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO OUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL

SOCUMENTE Ae.

6¢C

RESULTADO REPORTADO POR LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS £N ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA ELECCION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOS ML Pigina 003
VEINTITRES,
cédigolNoabre ¥ Siglas 100001 | 100002 | 100003 | 100004 [ 100005 | 100006 | 100007 | 100008 | 10000% [ 100010 | 100011 SUBTOTAL
5003040 1w 3 D04 [t Crenpia tatenes %[ ooo | oao | ooo | oo | oo | ooo | oo | ooo | oco | ooo [ ooo 0000
L)
Noabre Coppleto de Partido
i O0 Elde Evencls (53eiasd oo0 | coo 000 | coo | oco | ocoe | ogo 000 000 000 | oco 0000
FLERCION] 03 zmﬂ;nn;m
003 )i Do (araiae | ovo [ coc [ ooo | coo | oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
GUATENALA _ Noabre Completo de Partido
_ (0 |5 ‘Ejamptn (s1ciasS 000 | 000 000 | coo | ooo | ooo | oao | DOO 000 000 | 000 0000
DEPARTAMENTO] 01 GUATEMALA Noabre Completo de Partido
_ _ _ DO 5|de Ejemplo (S1GLAS 000 | ooo 000 | coo | oco | ooo | oo | ooo 000 ooo | ooo0 0000
TOTAL MESAS 0000 Noabre Complote de Partido
_ _ _ O0B|de Ejemplo (336048 000 | ©oC 000 | 00O | 000 | ocoo | ogo | DOO 000 000 | 000 oooo
Noabre Completo de Partido
00 7?|ae egemplo (16188 oo0 | ooo oo | ooo | oao | ooo 000 noa 000 oon | ono 0000
Hoabre Compiato de Partide) ogp | coo [ ooo | goo | oco | coo | ooo | ocoe | ove | coo | ooo 0000
D0B|de Ejemplo (SIGLAS
00a[i b e (sraines '] ooo | coo [ ooo | coo | ooo | coo | ooo | coo | ooo | ocoo | ooo 0000
Noabre Completo de Partide
0D ds Eiuspts (sisiAs> 000 | ooo 000 | 000 | ooo | 0oo | 0op | DOO 000 0oo | o0 nooo
Noabre Completo de Partido
Db d)de Ejemplo (s16LAS) 000 ooo 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 ooa 000 selele}
01 2 e raitey o5 ooo | voo | ovo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Noxbre Completo de Partido
D4 3)de Ejemplo (si6LASI 000 coo ooo 0oo 0oo 000 000 nog ooo ooo ooo 0000
Nosbre Complate de Partido
Dal]de Bromnts (S16LASH 000 | coc 000 | ©oo | oco | ocoo | ogo 000 000 000 | oco 0000
Nosbre Complato de Part
04 5lde Elemato (3161483 000 | 000 000 | oo0 | 000 o000 000 | 00O 000 000 | oco 0000
Noabre Completo de Partide
O 4B |de Ejemplo tsisiasy 000 | 000 000 | 000 | oo | 0oo | ooo | DOO 000 oon | 000 0000
Noabre Completo de Partido
D1 ?fee Efemplo (SIGLAS 000 000 000 ooo 000 000 o0go 000 ooo oog 000 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6c¢ (Totals)

RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

I jurte L=
Supluado, Lo

LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRD QUE FIG URA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL

DOCUMENTD Ho.

6¢c

RESULTADO REPORTADD POR LAS MESAS RECEFTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIC EN LA ELECCION CELERRADA FL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL —ub.ﬂ.m na 697
VEINTITRES.
CodiaofNonbre v Siatas 100389 100390 | 100391 100392 | 100393 | 100394 [ 100395 | 100396 | 100397 [ 100398 | 100399 TOTAL
Nombre Completo de Partide
LB 7040 kw3 B0/ |de Biguats S EoLAS 000 | ooo | ooo | coo | oo | ooo | ooo | ooe | coo | ooo | 000 0000
Nombre Completo de Partide
T n 00 2|de Ejenslo (SLELAS) 000 | ooo | ooo | coo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ose | con | oo | 00O 0ooo
ELECCION| 03 a“maﬂﬂnmmn‘
= = Xombre Completo de Partide
0D 3|de Efenplo (SLELAS) 000 0oo 000 000 000 000 oco 000 0oo 000 000 0000
MUNICIPIOl 01 GUATEMALA Mombre Completo de Partide
_ _ DOL |4 Exenpto ¢4 [oLAS) 000 | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | 00O 0000
DEPARTAMENTO| 01 GUATEMALA Nombre Completo de Partide
_ _ (0] posgrataitp b oty 000 | ooo | ooo | coo | ooco | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | 00O 0000
TOTAL MESAS|DDDO Hombre tompleto de Partide
_ | (e Rt 000 | ooo | ooo | cop | oco [ ooc | ooo | ooa | @oo | ooo | 00O 0000
Hombre Completo de Partide
B e Rismte ¢S taLAS) 000 | 000 | ooo | coo [ oco | ooo | ooo | ooo | coa | opoo | 00O 0000
D08 |1 e e S oiae, "% | 000 | 000 | ooo [ ooo | ovo | ooo | ooo | ooc | ooo | ooo | oo 0000
Nombre Completo de Partide
B0 (5 eang coreing 000 | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooc | coo | ooo | aoo 0000
00 [ e e sty " | 000 | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo 0000
FIRMAS INTEGRANTES Nombre Completo de Partido
BB A ELEFTORAL 042 |ge Esompio. CILBLASY 000 | 000 | ooc | coo | Doo | ooo | ooo | ooo | o000 | DOO | 00O 0000
DEPARTAMENTAL
Nombre Completo de Partide
— 03557 ittt 000 | o000 | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooe | coo | ogo | ooo 0000
3 o Nombre Completo de Partide
Secreterio 50 | ket ool aon | oo | ooo [ ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooe | con | noo | aoo 0000
vees Nomb C leto de Partid
ombre Completo de Par (4]
(R E 0] et b ol ao0 | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooe | con | ooo | aoo 0000
B FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO DE Mombre Completo de Partide
GLTINA FIRRA U 45 |de ezenpio csteias) 000 ooo | 000 00D 000 0o | DOO 000 000 oco | @oo 0000
1 o as[aee e o e e, fortiee| aon | noo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | oo | ooe | con | ooo | eoo 0000
Yombre Completo de Partido| gaq | noo | aoo | coo | ooo | ooo | oca | ooe | coo | oo | eoo 0000
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RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

LOS | NFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR OUE EL CUADRO QLE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL

DOCUMENTO No.

6d

RESULTADO REPORTACO POR LAS IMESAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA ELECCION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VD.Q e 000
VEINTITRES.
codigolNombre v Siglas 100001 | 100002 | 100003 | 100004 | 100005 | 100005 | 100007 | 100008 | 100009 | 100070 | 100011 SUBTOTAL
00 [ et ey | 000 | o000 | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo 0000
i o0 ””awwmsm””ﬂ_”MnMrnMv...,,Ea 000 ooo oon ooo oon 000 0oo o0no oon 000 000 0000
ELeccion| 04 mm_ﬂwmﬁw““o:
poafieere conelote weParti4e) ogp | oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | eoo | oo [ ooo | oo | ooo | ocoo 0000
_ ::z:::c_ 01 GUATEMALA _ oo nma_mﬂm._m””owmm_‘nwvvnﬂZao obio i _— i o = — - - = — —
_ vn?;;:mzao_ 01 GUATEMALA _ 0os umam”mswnoﬂm”mrnyvn-:ﬂ_o 000 000 000 ooo 000 000 000 o000 oD 000 500 ==
_ 10141 ..;I_ 0000 _ ooe ““;m._.“..m””u”mﬂrnmv},:% 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 aod i 66 —
00 7| et ey 1% 000 | o00 | ooo | ooo | oon | ooo | ooo [ ooo | oo | ooo | ooo 0000
DOB [ remtn 1o sey ™ 1%| 000 | o000 | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oco | oo | ooo | oo0 0000
D0Aj e e oy 1| oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo [ ooo | oo | oco | ooo 0000
DA0 [ e ente tere ey - +1%| 000 | ooo | 000 | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooa | oo | ooo | ooo 0000
axd u”aw_ﬂ._m””"_”m__mhw_.z_Eo ooo 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0000
04 2 S teae 1% o000 | coo | ooo | oo | ooo [ coo | coo [ oo | oo | ooo | coo 0000
Da3 “usmn._w.__”oumm_.nm%::,8 oo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ocon | ooo | ooo oono
DL et s e e, ™ %] 000 | ooo | ooo | oco | ooo [ coo | ocoo | ooo | oo | ooo | ocoo 0000
045 “M;”H oo tareasy % 000 | oo | ooo | ooo oo | ocoo opoo | ooe | ooo | ooo 0oa 0000
pasfie cometete d5,r %) ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo 0000
0} ] perbitagotydrraliaiiad I 000 o000 000 000 000 ooo | ooo 000 000 oo 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6d (Totals)

RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL

DO CUMENTO Na.

6d

RESULTADO REPORTADO POR LAS MISAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA ELECCION CELEBRADA EL VIINTICINGO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL vm.c ina 698
VEINTITRES.
codigaNanhre y Siglas 100385 | 100390 | 100391 | 100392 | 100393 | 100394 | 100395 | 100396 | 100397 | 100393 | 100399 TOTAL
0D M e e aiaey ') ooo | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo [ oo | w00 [ oo | ooo | ooo 0000
» 00 2| e s torney %] 000 | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo [ ooo | oo [ ooo | ooo | coo 0000
ELECCION| D04 m“ﬂmwmwwmn:
003 umsnwmam””vmmmrm.?:;n ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | eoo | eoo | coo | coo | ocoo | ooo 0000
[ mmcivio] 01 GuaTENALA _ OO e < toae, *r*'4°| ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ oo | oo [ coo | oo | coo | oo | ooo 0000
_ UQ:;..::C_ 01 GUATEMALA _ 05| tranmin catoass 2| ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo [ coo [ coo [ ooo | coo | ooo | ooo 0000
| roma wesas|oooo _ 00BNt penpta ceroney %] ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo [ ooo [ coo | ooo [ soo | ooo | ocoo 0000
00 7| e S tathey '] ooo | ooo | ooo | ovo [ ooo | ooo | woo | ooo | coo | ooo | woo 0000
ooa umaﬂmmamﬂ.”__mm_n.w.u_;::a ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oao | ooo | coo | ooo | ocoo | ocoo | ooo 0000
009]0"t jenre cotornny 92| ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo [ ooo [ ooo [ ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
00 nm._mH..mﬁ..%mrmm..;:zo ana | ooo | ona | ooo | oon [ con | eon | coo | ocon | noo 000 0002
FIRMAS INTEGRANTES Nonbre Completo de Partido
L Sl g (i 01 Pl k@Gt st ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
DEPARTAMENTAL
Nonbra Completo de Partido
R (o T bt i ooo | ooo | ooco | ooo | ooo | ooo | eoo | ooo [ ocoo | ocoo | ooo 0000
Secretario a3 “”.,N“..m._uuvmmm_H..;::n oco | ooo | ooo | ooe | ooe | ooo | coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo 0000
Voca b ¢ r S
oL “”._&”_.m._,uummrny artidal  gng 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0000
831 mmn:h\ HORAY: HINUYO, DE Nowbre Completo de Partido
GLTINA FIRMA (o8 €1 pslrstaipl i 000 | oco | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo [ oo | ooo | ocoo 0000
0k ““..”n..wn..”uﬁmrnm.?:,...u ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | aoo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Q3 7|homore Compieto ge Parcidol opo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | coo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ocoo 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6e (Subtotals)

DACUMENTD No.
RESUMEN
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES
g Juta Eectaral Municlps! m
Duieace Conee rane,
LOS INFRASCRITOS AMIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNI CIPAL KACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE EL
RESULTADO REPORTADO POR LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA FLECCION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOSMIL Pagina 005
VEINTITRES,
CodigofNonbre ¥ Siglas 100007 | 100002 | 100003 | 100004 | 100005 | 100006 | 100007 | 100008 [ 100009 | 100010 100011 | SUBTOTAL
Nombre Conpleto de Partido
60050010 b § DOl et (e iaaes ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ovo | ooo | ocoo | ooo | ooo 0000
00 2|5 tyerpio (siciasy e?| ooo | ooo [ coo | ooo | pao | coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
ELECCION| 05 bDiputados 5
ParlaCen 3
0035 e e i toains 1'% oo | ooo [ coo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oo | oco [ ooo | oo | ooo 0000
[ wwierero] 01 cuatemaLa oL e conetete ae,Port19e) ooo | coo [ oo | ooo | coo | coo | ooo | oco [ oo [ oo | ooo 0000
[Loeperanenr] 01 cuATEmALA 005t rerpia (eraasy - °¢] 000 [ ooo [ ooo [ ooo | oo0 | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo [ ooo | ooo 0000
[ rorac wesas| a0 0065 b e e cotine %] o000 [ ooo [ ooo | ooo | oso | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
00 2 e oy o ¢1%| 000 [ ooo | coo | oco | oo | ooo [ ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
0085t e raias %] oo | ooo | ooo | oo | voo | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo | woo 0000
00a[ et tarenes | ouo [ ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ oco | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
040 Ererpin toioraey rt'%| ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | coo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
O afeEreenelcie e, o 1% ooo [ ooo | coo | ooo | coo | ooo [ oo | oco | ooo | ooo | oso 0000
02| ometete ey | ooe [ ooo | aco | oco | ooo | ooo [ ooo | oco | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
0430 e reenia (aratnsy 1%l ooo | ooo | oo | ooo [ ooo | coc | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo 0000
Ot fh e em e toroiasy %] ooo [ ooo | aoo | ooo | ooo [ aoo [ ooo | oco | ooo | oo | omo 0000
5[ e oey "t1%°) 000 | o0 | ocoo | ooo | oo | coc | ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | oo0 0000
DB et i raiasy 19| 000 | oo [ ooo | oo | 000 | coc | ooo | oo [ ooo | oo | oco 0000
0375 tyenpie (crciasy %?| ooo | ooo | oo | ooo | ooo | ococ | ooo | oo [ ocoo | ooo | ooo 0000
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Proposed Design for Acta#6e (Totals)

RESUMEN

Origral

Cughae

) o

44 Flmctral Mnici

ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

LOS INFRASCRITOS MIEMBROS DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL HACEN CONSTAR QUE EL CUADRO QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACTION CONTIENE £L

DOCUMENTO o,

6e

RESULTADO REPORTADO POR LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LA ELECCION CELEBRADA EL VEINTICINGO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL Pigina 699
VEINTITRES
cédigoNombre y Siglas 100389 | 100390 | 100391 | 100392 | 100293 | 100394 | 100395 | 100396 [ 100397 [ 100398 | 100399 TOTAL
Nombre Completo de Partido
BS990 40 4m5 D0 d|ae Ejenplo tareLass ooo 000 000 000 oco 000 000 000 ooo 000 000 0000
Nombre Completo de Partidao
TR 00 2|de. Efenplo ¢516LALS 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0000
ELeccion| 05
ParlaCen
003 e etokes %] 000 [ ooo | oo | ooo [ ooo | oo [ oo [ oo | oo [ oo [ ooo 0000
:cx—n_lc— 071 GUATEMALA _ Nombre Complete de Partido
_ 00k |5 Erempin (816148 000 | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooc | ooo | ooo [ oco | oco | ooo | ooo 0000
UEPARTAMENTOl 07 GUATEMALA Nombre Completo de Partido
_ _ _ 006 |de Efenplo (SI6LASH 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0coo
[ rora wesas|oooo | Nambre Complete de Partido| nn | nog | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | oo 0000
DOB|ce Erenplo (s1GLASI
Nombre Complete de Partido
007|de Efeuplo (SIELAS) oo 000 ooo 00D aco 0oo 000 ooo 0oo o000 000 0eoo
Nombre Complete de Partida
D08 do Efanplo ($I6LASS ooo 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0o oce 000 0000
Nombre Complete de Partido
(2] uk] P e 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 noon
Nowbre Conpleto de Partido
UA0(de Ejcnplo (SI6LAS) 0oo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ eco | ooo | ooo | o000 | 00O | oOO | 00D 0000
FIRWAS INTEGRANTES Nombre Completo de Partida
BAB:  ONTA ELECTORAL Ok b[ie Ejaspin (STELASY ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo | ooo [ ooo | ooo | ooc | oco | ooc | 000 0000
DEPARTAMENTAL
Nombre Complete de Partido
—— 04 2o Efenplo (SIELASI 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0000
Seciatar Nombre Completo de Partido
L [S1 T (e @ity oo ooo 000 000 ooo oo 000 000 000 000 oop 0000
Nombra Complate de Partide
O dli|de Efenplo. ¢SIGLAS 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 ooo 000 000 000 0eoo
899 FECHAL: HORA. Y-MINUTO DB Nombre Completo de Partida
OLTIMA FIRMA O35 ue ejemplo. ¢SToLASS oo 000 000 000 000 ooo 000 000 000 000 000 0000
FEOHALY 2 Nombre Completo de Partido
paps dejuriode2023| |0 LB |gg eamplo (SISLA 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 ooo 000 000 000 0ooo
R NPT ST, . Nombre Complete ds Partido
HORA ¥ VUNLITO D FIRMA 2 B ] iyt oo ooe 000 00D ooo 000 000 oco 000 ooo 000 0000
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ANNEX 06-E

Proposed Designs for Acta#7
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Actas#7 Used in 2023

— CERTIFICACION FINAL DE CIERRE DOCUMENTO No.
: ; ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES | 7
‘ 2653 08 - 01 /7 d

PAGINA UNICA

ELELA) INFRASCRITO(A), SECRETARIO(A) DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL DE TOTONKCAPAN DEPARTAMENTO DE 10TOMCAPAN. CERTIFICA QUE EX CUACRD Qut

HGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE LOS RESULTADDS OBTENIDOS EN (AS - 187 Mesas RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS QUE FUNGIERDN EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LAS
ELECCIONES CELEBRADAS £L VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DS MIL VEINTTTRES

a

23

30

34

2

£

35

SOLIDARIDAD (VS )

1- PRES!DENTE Y VICEPRESIDENTE

UNIDAD NACIONAL DF LA ESPERANZA [ b &
WNE 53 i 54 ) TOTALVOTOS VALIDOS .. .. . ...... [ 32 129 )

{13 4 yorma che hy volus cenidus por el Se—— -
PARTIDO AZUL (AZUL)

%ﬂ— opomsecnes podties)
"_v T T |

VALOR UNION'STA (VALOR UNIONISTA) | 3565 VRO IS oo ( 4355 J

CABAL (CABAL) ' 5800 [ . [ g -

70005 T0005) ( ,_Q4507 ) Zuw:_vmww::m (3eaas

VAMOS POR UNA GUATENALA [ 0}54_ ) e bunco)

DIFERENTE (VAMOS) R~ K b ol —_——

PARTIDO HUMANISTA DE GUATEMALA [ D0\ VTS INMALD0S .. e QDS )

PHG) LA — —

PARTIOO REPUBLICANO (PR) ‘ Oz:ﬂp_ “J mtv:?“m ...... O i 8 2893
—_———— = veros Pnesbon

PARTIO0 D TEGRACION NACIONAL ( Opbq

COMUNIDAD ELEFANTE (LEFANTE) |
VICTORIA (VICTORIA) L
MOVIMIENTO SEMILLA. (SEMILLAJ [ AS0R

mx’f A|:ée.°c'(t::mmsmcu NACIONAL ,_O [EVY
PARTIOO POLITICO NOSOTROS (W0 | O‘\ Yo \
UNION REPUBLICANA (UR) {_ oAx2Z |
wmm WINAQ (URNG-MAIZ | N’LZ +

COMPROMISO, RENOVACON ¥ ORDEN
@0) %

BIENESTAR NACIONAL (BIEN)
VISION CON VALORES (VIVA]
MIFAMILIA (M1 FANILIA)

CAMBIO {CAMBIO)
VOLUNTAD, OPORTUNIDAD ¥

‘}\‘mumap‘ o

cc)

JUNT, &

'-‘UUIQALI;

Wuunu,.,.._
"Oromicapht

Report.DigitalWitness.io

°.
3

279



?

Proposed Design for Acta#7a (President and Vice President)

280

CERTIFICACION FINAL DE CIERRE
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

Departamento

Di Distrito Central

DOCUMENTO No.

Municipio

D& Guatemala

Tipe de Elecd én

Presidente y Vicepresidente

/a

Pagina T

987 Mecas Receptoras

T a0 R0 dm L

EL{LA} INFRASCRITO{A) SECRETARIO[A] DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL DE GUATEMALA DEPARTAMENTO DE DISTRITO CENTRAL, CERTIFICA QUE EL CUADRO

QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE LOS RESULTADOS DBTENIDDS EN LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS QUE FUNGIERON EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LAS
ELECCIONES CELEBRADAS EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIC DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES.

Cédige |Noembre y Siglas

Votos Validos

Partide de Ejemple
an (SIGLAS)

oo ¢ Partido de Ejemplo

FSTAFIFCCION CORAFSPONNE &

PRESIDENTE Y VICEPRESIDENTE

Total Votos Validos
)

V1005 PO DL

99 ¢ Votos Nulos

319 3 votosen Blanco

Yo ligamente EmTidos
U s Vil

o I MpUTaconss

(SIGLAS)
T e
el o i
o0g Partide de Ejemple
(SIGLAS)
010 t:;él:g)de Ejemple

Partide de Ejemplo
Sk (SIGLAS)

oug Partide de Ejemple
(SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemplo
a3 (SIGLAS)

Partide de Ejemplo
kL (SIGLAS)

Partide de Ejemplo
Qa5 (SIGLAS)

Partide de Ejemplo
0356 (SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemple
AR (SIGLAS)

QgQ TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES

COnCS SIGLAS ONITASE LEASE

FIRMA

989 ENVISTA DE LO CUAL EXTIENDE LA PRESENTE CERTIFICACION EL DiA

DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES.

GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGTOS

1234567890
¢ 34567880

£ Conforme, Vocal

FIRMAS INTEGRANTES DE JUNTA ELECTCRA
ada s ; o 859
MUNICIPAL
Ve.Bo. Presidente FECHA DF FIRMA:
Certifica Secretario HORA Y MNUTO

DE FIRMA

FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA

g

dejunio de 23
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CERTIFICACION FINAL DE CIERRE
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

Proposed Design for Acta#7b (National Congress)

Degartamento | 4

Distrito Central

DOCUMENTO No.

Municipia

Ok

Guatemala

Tipo de Eleccion

Diputados Lista Nacional

/b

Pagina Z

I‘?B?

Mesas Receptoras

7e0 W0 k2

EL(LA) INFRASCRITO[A] SECRETARID(A) DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL DE GUATEMALA DEPARTAMENTO DE DISTRITO CENTRAL, CERTIFICA QUE EL CUADRO
QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE LOS RESULTADOS OBTENIDOS EN LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS QUE FUNGIERON EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LAS
ELECCIONES CELEBRADAS EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNID DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES.

ESIA ELECCION CORRESPONDE A
cédige [Nombre y Siglas Votos Validos
o R — DIPUTADOS LISTA NACIONAL
00
(SIGLAS) Total Votos Validos
ooz Partido de Ejemplo a9
(SIGLAS)
o3 |Partido de Ejemplo 99 2 Votos Nulas
(SIGLAS)
ooy |Partide de Ejemplo 99 3 Votosen Blanco
(SIGLAS) /0105 Val damente £ mitidos
Partido de Ejemplo 1ot V005, Nulos
ol (SIGLAS)
ooE |Partido de Ejemplo 95 votos Invdlidos
(SIGLAS) Total Votos
oo7 [fariide de Eiemsto TR e
(SIGLAS) e -
SERVACIONES
oo8 Partido de Ejemplo ?_?:
(SIGLAS) ;
Partido de Ejemplo .
B0 esteLas O 1o se mpignaciones
oan |Partido de Ejemplo QG TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES
(SIGLAS)
=) SIGIAS OMITRsE £AS
O&d Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
Oa2 Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
3 |Partido de Ejemplo
OF3 es16LAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
Bik%s (SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
Q5 (SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
el (SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
o7
(SIGLAS) e

GBS ENVISTA DE LO CUAL EXTIENDE LA PRESENTE CERTIFICACION EL DIA

DEJUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES.

GUIA DE LLENADO DE DIGITDS

12345678
!
1

90
eddBE68888

FIRMAS INTEGRANTES DE JUNTA ELECTORAL

a13a
MUNICIPAL

Vo.Bo. Presidente:;

893

FECHA T FIRMA

Certfica Secretario;

Es Conforme, Vocal:

HORAY MNLTO
IE HRMA:

FECHA, HORA Y IMINUTO DE DLTIMA FIRMA

o

de junio de 2003

RN | s Fletral Cepatanesa
b
aditarta blecsaral
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Proposed Design for Acta#7c (District Congress)

282

EL(LA) INFRASCRITO[A] SECRETARIO(A) DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL DE GUATEMALA DEPARTAMENTO DE DISTRITO CENTRAL, CERTIFICA QUE EL CUADRO

CERTIFICACION FINAL DE CIERRE
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

Departamenta D4

Distrito Central

DOCUMENTO No

Municipio |3 Guatemala

Tpoda Fleccién  |Diputados Distritales

e

Pégina 3

|QB?

Mesas Receptoras

| P30 R0 & 3

QUE FIGLIRA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE LOS RESULTADOS QBTENIDOS EN LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS QUE FUNGIERON EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LAS
ELECCIONES CELEBRADAS EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES.

L5 1A ELECOON CURRLSPOROL A
Codigo |[Nombre y Siglas Votos Validos
partido de Ejemplo DIPUTADOS DISTRITALES
00w
(SIGLAS) Total Vatos Vahdoe:
aoa Partido de Ejemplo 9% Sl
(SIGLAS)
nop3 |Partido de Ejemplo G5 € Votos Nulos
(SIGLAS)
oot |Partido de Ejemplo 993 Votos enBlanco
(SIGLAS)
ons Partido de Ejemplo 9L
(SIGLAS)
0pn |Partido de Ejemplo 595 votos Invélidos
(SIGLAS) = Total Votos
Partido de Ejemploc M\:\Ir“ ’
U0? (steLas) AL
OBSERVACONES
opg [|Partido de Ejemplo El?: PR RN 5
(SIGLAS) e ‘
Partido de Ejemplo Yéa
OR= (SIGLAS) O o« A imcun
o0 [|Partido de Ejemplo §gQ TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES
(SIGLAS)
oo S8 OMITASE tast
L Partido de Ejemplo
Oib | sioLas)
Partido de Ejemplo
o2
(SIGLAS)
Partide de Ejemple
043 (SIGLAS)
Partideo de Ejemplo
Ok (SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
s (SIGLAS)
Partido de Ejemplo
Gk (SIGLAS)
07 Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS) e
S89  ENVISTA DF LO CUAL EXTIENDE LA PRESENTE CERTIFICACION FL DA GUIA DE LLENADC DE DIGITOS
DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES, 1234567890
| n mn
red4868HB80

658

FIRMAS INTEGRANTES DE JUNTA ELECTORAL

MUNICIPAL

Vo Ba. Presidente

Certifica Secretzrio

Es Conforme, Vocal

HORA T IR
DF FRMA:

BY9  rFecHe, HORA Y MINUTD DE ULTIMA FIRMA

FECHA DE HIRIMA E

de junip de 2003

Cugnal Lunta Heciorsd De;

Copio: Junt, oral Muni

s Copa: Stk Fectors
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Proposed Design for Acta#7d (Municipal Corporation)

CERTIFICACION FINAL DE CIERRE

ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES

- | Departamenta |53

Distrito Central

DOCUMENTD No

Municipio

O

Guatemala

Tipo de Eleccian

Corporacién Municipal

4

d

Fagi

887 Mesas Receptoras

PL#O MO A

na 4

EL(LA) INFRASCRITO{A) SECRETARID(A) DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL DE GUATEMALA DEPARTAMENTO DE DISTRITO CENTRAL, CERTIFICA QUE EL CUADRO
QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE LOS RESULTADOS OBTENIDOS EN LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS QUE FUNGIERON EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LAS
ELECCIONES CELEBRADAS EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES.

FSTAFLFOCON CORRESAOINDT A
Codigo |Nombre y Siglas Votos Valides
z = CORPORACION MUNICIPAL
0o Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLASY
Partido de Ejemplo .
oo# (SIGLAS)
0opn3 |Partido de Ejemplo A9 2 Votas Nulos
(SIGLASY
ooy |Partide de Ejemplo 99 3 VotosenBlanco
(SIGLAS) Votca validamente Emitigos
oo [Partide de Eiempic 9L~ it Wi e
(SIGLAS) —
oop  |Partide de Ejemplo 495 Vorosnvalidos
(SIGLAS) Total vortos
on7 |Partide de Ejemplo VB (sms delosvoxa
(SIGLAS?
- - 5§ 7 OBSERVACIONES
008 Partido de Ejemplo L)os i y
S presentaron impignaciines que <=
(SIGLAS) w e U wolus Inpugnades
Partido de Ejemplo . Lk -
]
] (SIGLAS) O no sepresertawaimpinadanes
00 Partido de Ejemplo G50 TESTADOS/ CORAECOONES
(SIGLAS)
DBKGC SIEIAS OMITASE LEASE
2 Partido de Ejemplo
1)
O festeLas
Oz Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)
na3 |Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS?
" Partido de Ejemplo
L
Ol fesreLas
Partido de Ejemplo
O&s
(SIGLAS?
' Partido de Ejemplo
O&E
"= |csteLas
o7 Partide de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS) FAMA
B9 EN VISTA DE LO CUAL EXTIENDE LA PRESENTE CERTIFICACION EL DIA BUIA DE LLENADO DE DISITOS
DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES. 1 2‘ 3 4 5 6 ? 8 9 0
[}
i 80

23498608

89348

FIRMAS INTEGRANTES DE JUNTA ELECTORAL
MUNICIPAL

Vo.Bo. Presidente:

899

Certlifica Secretarlo:

FCRA

5 Conforme, Voesl:

FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO CE ULTIMA FIRMA

IF ERMA

HORA Y MINU O
1F FIRMA

e (unia de 2003

c

Aol e
1 M i

Sepunda Coola. Auditora Liect

Report.DigitalWitness.io
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Proposed Design for Acta#7e (ParlaCen)

CERTIFICACION FINAL DE CIERRE -
ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES
Departamente (g Distrito Central DOCUMER
Muricivio (g 4 Guatemala ? e
Tipcde biecoion  |Parlamento Centroamericanc
?5,4040 45 Tagima 3
587 Mesac Receptoras

EL{LA) INFRASCRITO(A) SECRETARIO(A) DE LA JUNTA ELECTORAL MUNICIPAL DE GUATEMALA DEPARTAMENTO DE DISTRITO CENTRAL, CERTIFICA QUE EL CUADRO
QUE FIGURA A CONTINUACION CONTIENE LOS RESULTADOS OBTENIDOS EN LAS MESAS RECEPTORAS DE VOTOS OUE FUNGIERON EN ESTE MUNICIPIO EN LAS
ELECCIDNES CELEBRADAS EL VEINTICINCO DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES

ST ELECLION CORRESEONDE A

Codigo |[Nombre y Siglas Votos Validos

Partids dk Ejeele PARLAMENTO CENTROAMERICANO
00&

SRIGINS Total Votos Validos
gga [|Partido de Ejemplo 95 & e (rle;;:‘:::’t\‘:ﬂ.mp_,
T |(SIGLAS) scioncs pokiicss)
003 Partido de Ejemplo 975 2 votasNulos
(SIGLAS)
ooy |Partido de Ejemplo 95 3 votos en Blanco
{S18LAS) Votos Validar mitidas
gog |Partido de Ejemplo q l-{r:!y;:"‘.n‘-:w s vt Valigos, MO s
(SIGLAS) L |
Oog |Partido de Ejemplo 99 5 voros Invélidos
(STGLAS)

Total Votos
Q9B jsoma ce e e iamanra

nnn |Partido de Ejemplo Sy s Evi o)

(SIGLAS) S EETYRENES
SERVACION

ooa Partido de Ejemplo quq'r

(SIGLAS)

enluter) Fnpueniationes que se
1onla

Partido de Ejemplo
oo’

(SIGLAS) [0t sepmertaron impognacones
010 Partido de Ejemplo Q0 TESTADOS / CORRECCIONES

(SIGLAS)

coms STIAS OMITASE 1EASF

ol Partido de Ejemplo

(SIGLAS)
o2 Partido de Ejemplo

(SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemplo
Bk (SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemplo
By (SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemplo
Bk (SIGLAS)

Partido de Ejemplo
Bag (SIGLAS)

oWy Partido de Ejemplo
(SIGLAS)

FIRMA

98BS  ENVISTA DE LO CUAL EXTIENDE LA PRESENTE CERTIFICACION EL DIA GUADELLENADO DEDIEITOS

DE JUNIO DE DOS MIL VEINTITRES. 1 2- 3 q’ 5 6 ? 8 9 0
+2¢345606880

FIRMAS INTEGRANTES DE JUNTA ELECTORAL .
858 S INIESIEI DM TA ELLCTORY B99  FECHA HORA ¥ MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA
MUNICIPAL
Vo.Bo: Presidente: FECHA TIF FIRMA E de i de 2073

Certifice Secretario:

HORA Y MINUTO -
[F HIRMA: .

<tersl Departamental
Ez Conforme, Vocz!:
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ANNEX 06-F

Proposed Designs for Acta#8
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Actas#8 Used in 2023 (Opening)

ACTA DE REVISEON FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS Otiginat THbural Supremo Elecioral RZECMENTD o,
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL Copla:  Junta Electoral Departamental

| P O

_ .nl“ E n,>|_.m|m : @ 1

| 2023 | m\ __PAGNAT
EN EL MUNICIPI ﬂ _w YVICA fD , DEPARTAMENTO DE ﬂ WQLA s\gff/r\\)«

SIENDO LAS ORAS DELDIA___LLUGCD D) &F@wm DOS MIL VEINTITRES, REUNIDOS EN wgue ole lo TThavstin, (oo Au.
Zonc G m \Enub«w mmwmgo_o e , LUGAR SERALADO
PORLA JUNTA ELECTORAL cm_sx;gmz; NFORME A LOS ARTICULOS 238'Y 239 DE LA LEY ELECTORAL Y DE PARTIDOS POLITICCS; Y DEL 109 AL 113 DEL REGLAMENTO DE LACITADA LEY, LOS SERORES:

Tose Mancel oliel 2 2ol FSE] /07 PRESIDENTE,
Tados {eooe qPQ:: oo, 4G Z2ach ov_ «D.N YO0 178720 28/ SECRETARIOQ),
.ﬂ\{:DQ r.wcl\,..‘ h  Alugcee N}j)oo.Lo_ or_[2¥Y L9 OYsS /8Os VOCAL,

LOSDELEGADOS DEL REGISTRO DE CIUBADANOS Y LA INSPECCION GENERAL, SENORES OFQL\,Q EQD @9«\&%9 «Fc creeon VY3 BBl 2/0le
v \onico Macia N@ scon Floes  on_ 28wy 0/233 O &/ RESPECTIVAMENTE, REVISORES DESIGNADOS Y FISCALES DE LAS ORGANIZACIONES

POLITICAS, DEBIDAMENTE ACREDITADOS, PARA DEJAR CONSTANCIA DE LO SIGUIENIE: PRIMERO: SE PRO o>nozv:0w>= ELESTADO DE LAS CAJAS ELECTORALES Y A DAR LECTURA A LO CONDUCENTE DE LAS

J
ACTAS DE ESCRUTINIO LEVANT, a‘m’zgémgm;mgmﬁ *SEGUNDO: B_\nug (uatro IMNPUYNeAONES , mvcm na
ﬂ:e\\a) “Q ,_ ; i

TERCERO: EIRESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUASTATOYA, ES EL SIGUIENTE:

1 - PRESIDENTE Y VICEPRESIDENTE OAMV.

CODIGO NOMBRE Y SIGLAS -~ ESCRUTINIO MODIFICACION POR SCRUTINIO

POR JRV SUMAR
15 UNIDAD NACIONAL DE LA ESPERANZA{UNE) .\ «\ @Q
w~. PARTIDO AZUL (AZUL ) NQ W
41 VALOR cz_oz_$>m<>_.om UNIONISTA) - X, ﬁ\® @

33 CABAL(CABAL) . ) ml\mb
22 TODOS(TODOS) - . . & Q\ w\

* EN CASO _vm NO EXISTIR IMPUGNACIONES, EL SEGUNDO PUNTO SE LLENARA CON mc_ozmm EN CASO om EXISTIR IMPUGNACIONES, SE LLENARA CON UNA DE LAS _.m<mzc>m DESCRITAS EN LOS SIGUIENTES
LITERALES, SEGUN SEA EL CASO: (A) SE RESOLVIERON LAS IMPUGNACIONES PRESENTADAS POR LAS ORGANIZACIONES ..O:._..na cm LO CUAL SE DEJA hOzm.;ﬁQ) BN ACTAS DE REVISION PARCIAL

ADJUNTAS. (8) SE PRESENTARON IMPUGNACIONES, QUE NO FUERON RATIFICADAS. ok lonia omitese
V.WA. ,%3;,., Joliv Leose.
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Actas#8 Used in 2023 (Subtotals)

ACTA DE REVISION FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS Original: Tribunal Supreme Electoral
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL Copia:  Junta Electoral Departamental

- 8

GENERALES

2023 | |_PhGiNABT |

el
20 COMPROMISO, RENOVACION Y ORDEN {CREO ). ......... Q Q wN g \N

36 VAMOS POR UNA GUATEMALA DIFERENTE(VAMOS). . . . . ... .ﬂ @ n.w. \ Q \@ W&Q

57 URNG-MAIZ WINAQ(URNG-MAIZ WINAQ). . .o« ovovennes : ﬁ\ ®A\ m\@ n\.

L3 7

39 PARTIDO POPULAR GUATEMALTECO (PPG). . .....ouvn. * w‘.@ \ w 'W
1 COMUNIDAD ELEFANTE (ELEFANTE). . ...ooovviniiannn Q @U wkw,w

1§

37 UNION REPUBLICANA (UR). .« . s ceeveeeeeeceeeneennn o2 m.w Wm 3
18 VICTORIANVICTORIAY. - e vveee e oo 230 220

28 PARTIDO HUMANISTA DE GUATEMALA (PHG). ... ........ A\QQ {8

"DOCUMENTO No.

13 PARTIDO POLITICO NOSOTROS (PPN). ... covevnei ~§ R W@ ®
16 FRENTE DE CONVERGENCIA NACIONAL (FCN-NACION ). . .. - 2 mv 3 3 W -3

17 VISION CON VALORES(VIVA). . ... . ooveesennsanaranas 200 w\ 2 m\
22 PODEMOS (PODEMOS). . - .o coeeisuensmnmsnnnssenin 2 YL Pl V\ )

26 BIENESTAR NACIONAL (BIEN). - - - o uvunvnnninaeroans A \QQ \ .\%Q
12 MIFAMILIA (MEFAMILIAY. « .22 eiiaaivemeieememeaiin WQm\ VQ ~\
31 CAMBIO (CAMBIO), .« +v v e e eeveneeereaieinss m\w Mn m\q v\u\

35 VOLUNTAD, OPORTUNIDAD Y SOLIDARIDAD (VOS ). ....... @W Q pw ﬁ\
38 MOVIMIENTO SEMILLA (SEMILLA). ... ovveiiiieiinennns mv_ Q%ﬁ\« % m\% Q
7
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DOCUMENTO No.

ACTA DE REVISION FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS Original: Tribunal Suprema Eiectaral
e JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL Copia:  Junta Electoral Departamental
SRR 8
Nu\_ PAGINA 80

TOTALVOTOS VALIDOS. . .o eovoeennnns ~ g W n 0 NN Q W.. NQ..\\\

(€3 la suma de los voltos obtenidos por las organizaciones

ﬂﬂN NUEDS?ssssesmmmesmanssonosyimios 2> wﬁ\\\ 2,724 \
VOTOS EN BLANCO. .- oeeeenensannss S 91 5,9 {

TOTAL VOTOS VALIDAMENTE EMITIDOS. . . . @;\. &ﬂ@ @.& m \ .U

(€5 fn suma de los votos vdlides, votas nulos y votos en
blanca)

VOTOS INVALIDOS. ... eeaeneieee \ v 74 122

TOTALVOTOS: s o anvaiimanians @.\. {.Nm, MM.\_ m“MU\

(Es 1o suma de s votos vdlidamentie emitidos y votos
invallidos)

5 - DIPUTADOS PARLAMENTO CENTROAMERICANO

CODIGO NOMBRE Y SIGLAS ESCRUTINIO MODIFICACION POR REVISION ESCRUTINIO
POR JRV SUMAR RESTAR FINAL

41 VALOR UNIONISTA[VALOR UNIONISTA). . ..oveinnnnnnns ﬁm». 902 <, QQQM
kP PARTIDO AZUL(AZUL ). . -« ceeiaseiiiaonscannensnsns v ® ‘\Q \ ® \ Q
30 PARTIDO REPUBLICANO (PR). . ... ovooiocmeee oo o .\ @mw \ ® @
B DDA o e S S e 1 35® \. 3 m\m
15 UNIDAD NACIONAL DE LA ESPERANZA(UNE). ... ... oo MN\ NQmV N %Qm
PARTIDO DE AVANZADA NACIONAL(P AN). ... . ..ovvnn Q 73 N\Q 7 3

Actas#8 Used in 2023 (Totals)
&
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Actas#8 Used in 2023 (Closure)

ACTA DE REVISION FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS Origiriat: Tribunal Supremo Electora) DACUMENTO G,
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL Copia:  Junita Electoral Departamental

vl 8
NON&; _ PhGiNAS2

TOTALVOTOS VALIDOS. .. ...+ L Q. Smw L 9 QQM\

(€5 la sumu de kos votes obtenidas por kas orqanizaciones

VOTORNULDS. ..o 19.1{t 19 111e
VOTOS ENBLANCD. . ..o veviereeennas 19 245 w\ { A

TOTAL VOTOS VALIDAMENTE EMITIDOS. . .. @Q‘ STH @Q 54

(5 Jo sumoa de los votos vélidos, votos nulos y votos en
Blanco)

VOTOS INVALIDOS. .. ..~ oe o oeoeieee o) \ n\ %\R
POTALGTOR: e i wurwaiinn G0 IR 0, FIR

(Es fo suma de los votos validomente emitidos y voros
inviliidos)

DECIMO SEGUNDO: SE CONCLUYE LA PRESENTE ACTA, EN EL MISMO LUGAR Y FECHA DE SU INICIO, SIENDO LAS u\\ﬁ C¢ __ HORAS CON nk,m & MINUTOS, Y ENTERADOS DE SU CONTENIDO
Y ALCANCES LEGALES, ES ACEPTADA, RATIFICADA Y FIRMADA POR QUIENES EN ELLA INTERVINIERON, COMO POR LOS FISCALES PRESENTES QUE MANIFIESTAN SU DISPOSICION DE HACERLO.

GENERALES

Oan_..& P g

0 i § e 180

{2
s

0 -
& proc®
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 (Opening)

8O0 40

APERTURA ACTA FINAL DE

POCUMENTO No.

SEGUNDA ACTA DE REVISION FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

Orginal: TRIBUN

Pdgina 001

EN EL MUNICIPIO DE XXXXX, DEPARTAMENTO DE GUATEMALA SIENDO LAS

— 968 00 : 00 horas, del dia 00 de julio de dos mil veintitrés,

REUNIDOS EN LA 82 CALLE 2-33, ZONA 9, PARQUE DE LA INDUSTRIA SALON #X, LUGAR SERIALADO POR LA JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL CONFORME A
LOS ARTICULOS 238 Y 239 DE LA LEY ELECTORAL Y DE PARTIDOS POLITICOS; ¥ DEL 109 AL 113 DEL REGLAMENTO DE LA CITADA LEY, LOS SENORES:

ESCRUTINIOS
=g}
Presidente NOMBRE NOMBRE APELLIDO APELLIDO 0000 00000 000D
=4
Secretario(a) NOMBRE NOMBRE APELLIDO APELLIDO 0000 00000 0000
=
_ a::;_.m..s_ 01 [SUATENALA Vocal NOMBRE NOMBRE APELLIDO APELLIDO 0000 00000 0000
_ TOTAL ..S:_ 0000
LOS DELEGADOS DEL REGISTRD DE CIUDADANGS ¥ LA INSPECCION GENERAL, SERORES:
Pl
Registro de Ciudadanos NOMBRE NOMBRE APELLIDO APELLIDO 0000 00000 0000
(=]
Inspeccién General NOMBRE NOMBRE APELLIDO APELLIDO 0000 00000 0000

REVISORES DESINADOS ¥ FISCALES DE LAS DRGANIZACIONES POLITICAS, DEBIDAMENTE ACREDITADQS, PARA DEJAR EN CONSTANCIA LO SIGUIENTE:

FRIMERO: SE PROCEDIC A COMPROBAR EL ESTADO DE LAS CAJAS ELECTORALES Y DAR LECTURA A LO CONDUCENTE DE LAS ACTAS DE ESCRUTINIO LEVANTADAS
EN CADA UNA DE LAS MESAS

SEGUNDO: SE PRESENTARON IMPUGNACIONES POR LAS ORGANIZACIONES POLITICAS, SE DEJA CONSTANCIA DE LAS IMPUGNACIONES RESUELTAS Y DE LAS
IMPUGNACIONES NO RATIFICADAS:

q98°7 ACTAS DE REVISIGN PARCIAL 000000 _ S8E IMPUGNACIONES NO RATIFCIADAS 000000 _

EN CASO DE NO EXISTIR IMPUGNACIONES SE LLENARA CON CEROS, EN CASO DE EXISTIR IMPUGNACIONES SE LLENARA SEGUN SEA EL CASO

201
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 - President and Vice President, Municipal Vote Tallies

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

al: THI ar TOR

UOCUMENTO No.

Pigina 002

TERCERO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE:
800 2w0 b= 4 Fdigaionbre. v -Sigles Escrutinio JEM Suna Resta Escrutinio Final
T | [P | e e ||
00 2[de Ejemplo (SIGLAS) 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ mmicieo] 01 GuatemaLs i3 {{omee Somalate, deiPurtide 00000 00000 — —
_ Umvpnqumzﬁo_ 01 GUATEMALA aow “”-;Mm“:hNHEMMMMFMMVQuD-QAnO QOOOO ODOOO OOODO DDOOD
[ e = 665 [ ey sl | 00000 00000 | 00000 00000
00E[oe Eremte (s1aLas) 00000 00000 00000 00000
007us Elemts GreAD 00000 00000 00000 00000
TP el o 00000 00000 00000 00000
0092 Ejemts. GraLany 00000 00000 00000 00000
010de Eremto GIeLAD 00000 00000 00000 00000
0 ifae Eramte (SraLA) 00000 00000 00000 00000
04 2fle Eomte STaLAD 00000 00000 00000 00000
Ou3fas Eremts 1 00000 00000 00000 00000
G [ ate Greiagt 00000 00000 00000 00000
045]de Eremte CSraLAD 00000 00000 00000 00000
01E[de Eremto IeLAD 00000 00000 00000 00000
L] s 00000 00000 00000 00000
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 - President and Vice President, Departmental Vote Tallies

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

znat OAAL

VIGESIMO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL DEPARTAMENTO DE GUATEMALA, ESEL SIGUIENTE:

DOCUMENTO No.

Pagina 298

8298010 im } cédigefNombre y Siglaa Escrutinio JEM Suma Resta Escrutinio Final
Nombre Completo de Partido
o] o1 Presidente O I b e e o 00000 00000 00000 00000
e ;
icepresidente TH umawwma”“—u”v”“mmr“.vuvigo 00000 00000 00000 00000
_ z:z_SvS_ TobCS 003 uwswmmswwmu”Mﬁmrmmvvu_.ﬂ.no 00000 00000 00000 00000
— c,n_.;::;,.z_a_ 01 GUATEMALA oo uwsmﬂaw””vﬂmmrumvm:ino 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_ora kesss] 000d G Pt et R 00000 00000 00000 00000
2102 e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
Nombre Completo de Partido
898 FAMAS D0 ?|de Ejemslo (SIoLAS) 00000 00000 00000 00000
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL b ¢ L@t de P id
77| Fogr i e g 00000 00000 00000 00000
B D 00000 00000 00000 00000
— 175 el i 00000 00000 00000 00000
B e ke ity e 00000 00000 00000 00000
Vocal, S
02 5] g P e 00000 00000 00000 00000
B9 FECHA HORAY MINUTO OE OLTIMA FIRMA  FEE [rsrs et 00000 00000 00000 00000
G . 1 1 i 00000 00000 00000 00000
FIRMA dejulio de 2023
G E | r Ty e g g, P 00000 00000 00000 00000
QUE FIRMA B r
307 phellitialg i Mo 00000 00000 00000 00000
017 Nombre Completo de Partido 00000 00000 00000 00000

de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 — National Congress, Mun

1es

1 Vote Tall

icipa

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS

JUNTA ELECTORAL DE

PARTAMENTAL

TERCERO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUATEMALA, ES FL SIGUIENTE:

DOCUMENTO No

Pégina D03

800 3i*0 4 ¢ Cédigoionbre y Stglas Escrutinio JEM suma Resta Escrutinio Fimal

] 02 otpuesaen s | 203 mwm”,ﬁummrwi,ﬁg 00000 00000 | 00000 00000

0 7. b 00000 00000 00000 00000

[ ruwiereso] 01 cuaTEMALA STIE nsr i S 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ oueaeanexto] 07 GUATERALA a7 TR ek i 00000 00000 00000 00000
_rorac nesas| 000 (T3 s Sl e i 00000 00000 00000 00000
1o ks Lo e e 00000 00000 00000 00000

] i e 00000 00000 00000 00000

1T skl S 00000 00000 00000 00000

o1 b g iRt e 00000 00000 00000 00000

5271 i nlecd e 00000 00000 00000 00000

s 51 et LA 00000 00000 00000 00000

O e gy e 00000 00000 00000 00000

0] e s 00000 00000 00000 00000

R i et 00000 00000 00000 00000

3 Wit 00000 00000 00000 00000

70 il o iy 00000 00000 00000 00000

B ey e 00000 00000 00000 00000
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 — National Congress, Departmental Vote Tallies

DOCUMENTO No.

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS

205

JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

Pagina 299

VIGESIMO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL DEPARTAMENTO DE GUATEMALA, £S EL SIGUIENTE:

a2q990°0 4w ¢ cadigoNonbra y Sigles Escrutinio JEM sums Resta Escrutinio Final
s oz Diputados List Do mm;mn..mwwummrnw_viao 00000 00000 00000 00000
Floy] g m s el 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ mwcwro]  Topos | 003 bR Rl 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ peranramenco] 01 cuaTemaLa | s Gy s 00000 00000 00000 00000
D 0000 || [ atiss, e Wit 00000 00000 | 00000 00000
T Pl i 00000 00000 00000 00000
pr——— 1 & | P A i i 00000 00000 00000 00000

S PRI SRARICMERIR Nombre Complete de Partido

2T e et 00000 00000 00000 00000
Proloncer 1o g 00000 00000 00000 00000
1) e bt 00000 00000 00000 00000
Ry | e el o Ly 00000 00000 00000 00000
- - S birja|{omore: Comiate e Pariide 00000 00000 00000 00000
BET FECHA, HORAY MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA 0T Pl e ol 00000 00000 00000 00000
= ) g 00000 00000 00000 00000
27 pragmbdhe pbad i i 00000 00000 00000 00000
B ” B [T Comtata o Packiit 00000 00000 | 00000 00000
T P Al 00000 00000 00000 00000

. de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 - District Congress, Mun

1€S

1 Vote Tall

icipa

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

TORA

TERCERO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE

DOCUMENTO No.

Pdgina 004

80040 kw3 CédigolNombre y Siglas Escrutinio JEN Suma Resta Eserutinio Final
W [pm— vy E Fry W e 00000 00000 00000 00000
LT st B aflonie Eumtato de Fartids 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ mowcrrso] 01 cuatemaia o P v it 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ ssemmanene] 01 cuaTEmALA 8 s oAk 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_rorat nesas] 0000 o1 oo 00000 00000 00000 00000
131 gty A riiliaid 00000 00000 00000 00000
085 Ersarie (etaing e 00000 00000 00000 00000
T7] gttt et 00000 00000 00000 00000
009 Sty e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
Py PP s 00000 00000 00000 00000
Y g g e el 00000 00000 00000 00000
R i e 00000 00000 00000 00000
A E ey e 00000 00000 00000 00000
L g 00000 00000 00000 00000
BBl Bt e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
T g g 00000 00000 00000 00000
Y Y AT 00000 00000 00000 00000

Report.DigitalWitness.io

206


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

Proposed Design for Acta#8 - District Congress, Departmental Vote Tallies

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

HTAMENTAL

VIGESIMO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL DEPARTAMENTO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE:

DOCUMENTO Mo,

Pagina 300

CédigoNosbre y Siglas Escrutinio JEM Suma Resta Escrutinio Final
v Nombre Completo de Partido
O Y st g = 00000 00000 00000 00000
1 rit
el DRl ol G PATESE 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ womciero]  Topos 3] AP o 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ ceenemmmeno] 01 cuatemaLs 005 eats o 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_ora wesas] 0500 sl T e G s 00000 00000 00000 00000
T g e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
Nomb C leto de Partid
T Goifi e e | ggong 00000 | ©o00O 00000
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL
Bl B te e T 00000 00000 00000 00000
Presiderte FL | Hiegrriaianigr= ot 00000 00000 00000 00000
Nomb c Leto de Partid
~—_— (150 e Ao e 00000 00000 00000 00000
B P s e 00000 00000 00000 00000
, DRl s i 00000 00000 00000 00000
BT FECHA HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTMA FikA (5% e S 00000 00000 00000 00000
Nomb C leto de Partid
— LB gy s e ki 00000 00000 00000 00000
(T3 i i 00000 00000 00000 00000
HOBAY MINUIO UF HRIAA x P
P T g o 00000 00000 00000 00000
047 Nombre Completo de Partido 00000 00000 00000 00000

de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 — Municipal Corporation, Mun

1eS

1 Vote Tall

icipa

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

AL

NIAL

TERCERO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE

DOCUMENTD No,

Pagina 005

a005m0 awly Codigoftiombre ¥ Sigles Escrutinio JEM Suma Resta Escrutinio Final

O e ok SR i il B

] Pt g o e 00000 00000 00000 00000

[ mwcri] 01 cuatemaLs O e e ey 00000 00000 00000 00000
[oeeammewo] 01 cuatemaLa b b 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_rorae mess| Lol T g it R 00000 00000 00000 00000
T gl e 00000 00000 00000 00000

il Erae s ey e 00000 00000 00000 00000

VT gl gt 4 00000 00000 00000 00000

el St s e 00000 00000 00000 00000

LT e o S 00000 00000 00000 00000

TR o by o i 00000 00000 00000 00000

T 1 R e 00000 00000 00000 00000

R e et O TATHISe 00000 00000 00000 00000

TR i s 00000 00000 00000 00000

D e CrpLosy e 00000 00000 00000 00000

DT e e 00000 00000 00000 00000

T i e 00000 00000 00000 00000

de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
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1eS

1 Vote Tall

icipa

, Muni

on

1 Corporat

icipa

Proposed Design for Acta#8 - Mun

VIGESIMO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL DEPARTAMENTO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE:

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

DOCUMENTO No.

Pdgina 301

830 im0 imy todigfNombre y Siglas scrutinio JEM suma Resta Escrutinio Final
B ”“Rn”“m% oo m“..mnsmuummhv_..:mo 00000 00000 00000 00000
T g A o i 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_romsciero] 01 cuatenaca | {oos Aire Somidie e it 00000 00000 00000 00000
[Lperseramouro] 01 cuatemaLa | lenx e g T 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ rorac mesns] gaod | |oos e S ek 00000 00000 00000 00000
S b A 00000 00000 00000 00000
aGa FRwas ] bt e 00000 00000 00000 00000

AL ECIORNL DL ARTAMCNTAL Nombre Completo de Partido

01172 AT el g 00000 00000 00000 00000
Presidene 1% | e 00000 00000 00000 00000
o B e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
L et e 00000 00000 00000 00000
T8 T g e e S 00000 00000 00000 00000
B9 FECHA HORA Y MINUTO DE ULTIMA FIRMA oL3 u”:Mm“sw”“vmm”M_.nM-u-ZEo 00000 00000 00000 00000
e R R T g e i 00000 00000 00000 00000
- LT gt o 00000 00000 00000 00000
e : 171 et il o 00000 00000 00000 00000
G| ieiste de Partid 00000 00000 00000 00000

de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 —ParlaCen, Mun

1es

1 Vote Tall

icipa

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

UPREMQ FLEC
RAL DEPARTAN

TERCERO: EL RESULTADO FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIO PARA EL MUNICIPIO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE:

DOCUMENTO Ne.

Pagina 006

800580 jm g Cod1goiNombre y Siglas Escrutinio JEM Suma Resta Escrutinio Final

Sl0r] o b 00000 00000 00000 00000

| omcieiof 01 GUATEMALA s £ i e 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ oeeanianento] 01 cuaTemaLA O St ereiae e 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_rore nesss] ! Gpysliomne Comlaze Ge: Purtids 00000 00000 00000 00000
T 1o 00000 00000 00000 00000

n M g 00000 00000 00000 00000

a7 gl 00000 00000 00000 00000

o | el i 00000 00000 00000 00000

AT g e e 00000 00000 00000 00000

Bl s Gy e 00000 00000 00000 00000

] ik i G 00000 00000 00000 00000

35 sriotho et 00000 00000 00000 00000

Bk e e e 00000 00000 00000 00000

(3T e e 00000 00000 00000 00000

] il o 00000 00000 00000 00000

Numbr fomp ate dacpareddo 00000 00000 00000 00000

D487de sjemplo (SIGLAS)
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83020 w5

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

VIGESIMO: EL RESULTADOQ FINAL DEL ESCRUTINIC PARA EL DEPARTAMENTO DE GUATEMALA, ES EL SIGUIENTE:

DOCUMENTO No.

Padgina 302

Proposed Design for Acta#8 — ParlaCen, Departmental Vote Tallies

de Ejemplo (SIGLAS)

CodigoNombre y Siglas Escrutinio JEM Suma Resta Escrutinio Final
JUN DEm”amuamﬂummhw:;é 00000 00000 00000 00000
e, aay e 00000 00000 00000 00000
[ mmcieie]  rovos 21| e gt e R 00000 00000 00000 00000
[oeranramenic] 01 GuaTEmALA T e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
[_roraw mesas| i B e s ey 00000 00000 00000 00000
o o7c] oo R 00000 00000 00000 00000
aun s 007 uwamna“wummrmw:,m% 00000 00000 00000 00000
B i s e 00000 00000 00000 00000
presisente: = B e e 00000 00000 00000 00000
o 0] FParsheiem it 00000 00000 00000 00000
TR el g o e 00000 00000 00000 00000
- P Mg ol o 00000 00000 00000 00000
BAY FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO OE ULTIMA FRVIA | i e o 00000 00000 00000 00000
- B s Aeeh St ie rantim 00000 00000 00000 00000
27 et A Mg 00000 00000 00000 00000
it : SR Comkasode peridy 00000 00000 00000 00000
Dl 7| e fomn a e 2o Partide 00000 00000 00000 00000
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Proposed Design for Acta#8 — Closure

a3t ol

ACEPTACION Y FIRMA DE

JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

ACTA FINAL DE ESCRUTINIOS
JUNTA ELECTORAL DEPARTAMENTAL

T NAL SUPRENVO T
IRAL DEPARTAMEN

VIGESIMO PRIMERO: SE CONCLUYE LA PRESENTE ACTA, EN EL MISMO LUGAR, DE FECHA X DE JUUO DE COS EINTITRES, A LAS XX HORAS CON XX MINUTOS,
Y ENTERADOS DE SU CONTENIDO Y ALCANCES LEGALES, ES ACEPTADA, RATIFICADA ¥ FIRMADA POR GUIENES EL ELLA INTERVINIE RON, COMO POR LOS FBTALES
PRESENTES QUE MANIFIESTAN SU DESPOSICION BE HACERLC

* LOS DATOS CONSIGNADOS EN ESTE DOCUMENTO ES LA SUMA LEGITIMA DE LO EMITIDD POR L
FINAL DE CIERRE DE ESCRUTINIOS MUNICIPALES DOCUMENTO Mo. 7a, To, 7c. 7dy Te.

UNTAS ELECTORALES M CIPALES EN EL CERT

DOCUMENTS NG,

Pagina 303

_ =m§=;=m=8_ 01 GUATEMALA

_ TOTAL zmmﬁ_ 0000

PRESIDENTE SECRETARIO(A)

VOCAL

FIRMAS
JUNTA ELECTORAL
DEPARTAMENTAL

Presidents:

Secretario

DELEGADO(A|
REGISTRO DE CIUDADANOS

DELEGADO{A)
INSPECCION GENERAL

REVISOR REVISOR REVISOR

DATOS DEL FISCAL

NOMERL i)

REVISOR

ORGANIZACION POLITICA A

FECHA, HORA Y MINUTO DE
OLTIMA FIRMA

de julio de 2023
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ANNEX 07

Evidence against the accusation of Pre-Loading of Actas in the TREP 2023 System

ness

Verify every vote
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ANNEX 07-A

Preliminary Counterargument: Heat Maps of Creation Times

306 Report.DigitalWitness.io
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Heat map of creation times

Heat map of creation times

In these heat maps, we organize the capture-time data of the Actas#4, using both the digital EXIF information and the
reception data of the Immutable Backup.

Hours from |une 25 00-00 Hours from fune 25 00:00

EXIF FILE CREATION DATA TREP IMMUTABLE BACKUP REGISTRATION DATA
i — o e

sponding bowr, in 15-mm intervals

of the comr

45 1

Minutes of the comespanding hour, i 15-min interals

Minutes

48 Gl 72 i5

General trend per hoo Genera! trend per hour

The TREP EXIF data show 2 main trends and 1 secondary trend, while the Immutable Backup shows a single one, plus
an evident absence of files prior to the poll-closing time (6PM or 18hrs). Because the Immutable Backup records its
information on the Bitcoin blockchain, its verification is possible and unquestionable.

No technology has been able to manipulate this blockchain to date; doing so would require quantum computers or time
travel. If the FECI of the MP has evidence of quantum computers or time travelers, we beg them to share it with
humanity.

The registration of the documents, in the vast majority, occurred within a 12-hour interval after the poll closed. The
digital fingerprint of all these actas has been verified by DigitalWitness, and any human being on the planet can do so
themselves using the SHA256 algorithm. This verification costs no money and can be done via a smartphone with
internet access. As, for example, here (https://md5file.com/calculator).

Regarding the actas that the FECI of the MP argues were created prior to the poll closing, it is a simple matter of
presenting photographs of original Actas#4 from any volunteer or party observer present. If there was a massive data
alteration, why not show the Acta#4 created by the citizens and signed by the party observers, in its original version,
next to the alleged alteration? The fact that no evidence whatsoever has been presented for the thousands of actas they
claim were created prior to the poll closing makes this argument unacceptable. Logic indicates that what occurred was
a time zone configuration error in the machines used for capture by the TREP contractors.
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The TREP capture machines stored an EXIF
timestamp in each photograph, the value the
equipment writes when digitizing the image.
That mark depends on the time zone configured
\J\VERe in the scanner, and that is where the whole
R TURY episode begins. When graphing how many
) actas were captured per hour, the EXIF data do
not draw one curve but three, separated by
blocks of several hours.

The highest corresponds to the equipment set
to the correct time for Guatemala, UTC-6: the
central mountain, right after the closing. The
second, shifted forward, are scanners whose
clock believed it was in UTC+3, nine hours
ahead, and appear capturing in the early
morning. The third, the smallest, ignited the
controversy: equipment configured at the
factory to UTC+11, whose fast clock makes the
capture appear dated prior to the closing. The
flags over each curve mark that =zone:
N\ _ Guatemala where the clock was correct, Iraq
“Smoking Gun" i 0 / ; where it ran nine hours ahead, Samoa where

s ) 98t the date rolled back a day. Three zones, a single
election, a single batch of digitizations from the
same night.

Non-Smoking Gun

On that third curve, around 3% of the captures,
the pre-loading claim was built: the "smoking gun" of the second graph. The argument overlooked a detail. If the early
EXIF marks were an indication of pre-loading, one would have to explain why the late ones, the UTC+3 group captured
in the early morning, did not receive the same suspicion. The same criterion applied to one extreme and not the other
ceases to be a criterion. What the three curves share is not a plan; it is a badly set clock in the capture equipment: the
offset is in exact hours and disappears when the zones are normalized.

Against the EXIF, which the scanner writes according to its own configuration, stands the Immutable Backup. It does
not depend on the capture equipment’s clock: it anchors the fingerprint of each acta in the Bitcoin chain, which no one
has managed to manipulate and which anyone can verify from their own phone, at no cost, by calculating the SHA256
HASH. Where the EXIF draws three curves, the Immutable Backup draws one, without a single record prior to the 18:00
closing. The orange curve starts at zero and remains at zero until the ballot boxes close.

To ensure that this record was altered would require a quantum computer capable of breaking the Bitcoin chain, or
time travel. If the Electoral Crimes Unit has either of the two, we beg them to share it with humanity. Meanwhile, the
explanation that stands is the simplest and most boring: a badly configured time zone in the scanners of the contractors
that scanned the documents.
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ANNEX 07-B: BITCOIN CANNOT LIE

Case study on the temporal integrity of Actas#4: what 118,320 verifiable records teach us about how the
TREP should work.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This annex examines the controversy over the timestamps of the electoral actas from the first round on June 25, 2023,
flagged at the time as evidence of an alleged "pre-loading." DigitalWitness contrasted that interpretation against the
complete universe of available temporal records and found that the anomaly is explained by EXIF records associated
with incorrect time settings in the capture process, not by temporal evidence of pre-loading in the records analyzed.
The claim was built on the 4.5% of actas with metadata prior to closing, without noting that an additional 53.1% showed
later metadata. In total, close to 58% of the captures had the time zone misconfigured.

When the detected time zones are normalized, the
anomaly is explained: a significant portion of the actas
analyzed comes from captures associated with incorrect
time zones, with offsets compatible with UTC+11 (-7
hours) and UTC+3 (+9 hours). The case shows why a
modern electoral system must publish the complete
evidence that allows each document to be verified:
image, metadata, hash, reception timestamp, Immutable
Backup, and technical log. Trust is not recovered by
asking for faith in the electoral authority, but by allowing
any citizen to verify the documentary sequence of each
acta.

1. Hierarchy of temporal evidence: local
metadata versus immutable record.

A local time label and an immutable record do not carry
the same evidentiary value. EXIF metadata is a field
generated by the clock of the capture device: if that clock
is misconfigured, the label inscribes a shifted time. In the
analyzed TREP universe, the temporal records group into
three distinct configurations: one compatible with
Guatemala’s time zone (UTC-6), another shifted toward
UTC+11 (-7 hours), and another toward UTC+3 (+9
hours). These last two groups, 4.5% and 53.1% of the
actas, add up to close to 58% of the universe with
irregular time configuration. The existence of three
groups does not demand three explanations: it points to
an irregular configuration reflected in the capture
records, not to an alteration of the actas’ content.

The Immutable Backup operates in another category. It
records the cryptographic fingerprint of the document in
a distributed network that does not depend on the
scanner’s clock or the device’s local configuration. In the
118,320 actas analyzed, the reception and cryptographic
anchoring records are subsequent to the poll closing and
can be corroborated independently through the

reception data and the mining time of the corresponding
block.

Apre-loading is admissible in the abstract; what does not
hold up is the temporal evidence used to assert it. The
claim took the 4.5% of actas with metadata prior to the
closing as an indication of pre-loading but did not apply
the same criterion to the 53.1% whose metadata appears
shifted toward hours after the delivery of results. Under
that same logic, those actas would have been created
after being published, a chronological impossibility. A
criterion that accepts the metadata when it points to
fraud and discards it when it produces a temporal
absurdity does not meet a sufficient standard of forensic
consistency. The explanation that covers the analyzed
universe without contradiction is the incorrect
configuration of time zones, and the lesson is direct: EXIF
metadata must be preserved and published, but
accompanied by hash, reception timestamp, normalized
time zone, Immutable Backup, and logs that make it
possible to reconstruct the digital life of each document.

2.The signed Acta#4 as the material anchor of the
result

Physical documents precede digital images. The
principle seems trivial, but it constrains the pre-loading
hypothesis. The disputed actas are not abstract files:
they are photographs of physical documents bearing the
handwritten signatures of the polling-station party
observers and of the citizen volunteers of each JRV.
Those signatures have a material chronology: they could
only have been stamped after the last vote was counted,
usually between 19:00 and 22:00 on election day. The
paper exists before the photograph, the photograph
before the transmission, and the transmission before the
record in the Immutable Backup. The chain is
irreversible.
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Therefore, a metadata label that places the creation of
the file before the poll closing does not contradict that
chain: it indicates that the capture device’s clock was
misconfigured. The citizen’s signature on the paperis the
most reliable temporal anchor of the process, above any
editable field in the metadata of a digital file. Its presence
on the actas flagged as pre-loaded is, on its own, the
material evidence that the claim never managed to
explain. The institutional lesson: the signed Acta#4
remains the central document of the system, and the
Immutable Backup does not replace it, it protects it.

3. Findings of independent analysis

The forensic analysis of the data yields three findings
that, taken together, leave little reasonable room for the
pre-loading hypothesis.

The first is the geographic distribution of the offsets. A
deliberate pre-loading would leave concentrated traces:
specific municipalities, contested districts, or centers
linked to some identifiable political actor. The data show
the opposite. The 62,820 actas in UTC+3, 53.1% of the
universe, are distributed across 2,062 centers in every
department of the country, with no geographic, political,
or administrative pattern. The 5,288 actas in UTC+11,
the remaining 4.5%, are concentrated in 157 centers of
the Central District and the department of Guatemala,
consistent with the deployment of a specific batch of
equipment in the metropolitan area, precisely where the
density of party observers, watchers, and media makes
it harder to execute fraud without detection. Neither of
the two patterns corresponds to a directed operation:
both are the trace left by a logistical error when
misconfigured batches are distributed among thousands
of centers. That the offsets follow no pattern is not a
weakness of the evidence, itis the evidence: fraud leaves
concentration, a configuration error leaves dispersion.

The second is operational consistency. Once the time
zone correction of each group is applied, the difference
between the corrected metadata and the reception in the
Immutable Backup concentrates around three and a half
minutes on average, the time it takes to scan the
document, verify it, and send it to the server. The same
interval appears in the three groups, including the group
with metadata compatible with UTC-6. When only the
hours are corrected, the minute residual is statistically
identical across the three groups, with averages between

3.54 and 3.73 minutes and standard deviations between
3.06 and 3.31. The only variable that differs between the
groups is the time configuration: the hours were wrong,
the minutes never were.

The third is corroboration by blocking mining time. For
each acta, the mining time of the Bitcoin block that
contains its hash was determined, a record independent
of both the scanner’s clock and the Immutable Backup
service. That distribution replicates the same publication
curve, and no block contains the hash of an acta prior to
the poll closing. Four sources of evidence, metadata,
reception in the Immutable Backup, reception at the TSE,
and mining time, converge on a single distribution: three
produce equivalent results and only one diverges
systematically, coinciding with the irregular time
configuration. There is no reasonable evidence in the
analyzed records to sustain a coordinated manipulation
capable of producing that convergence.

4. Conclusion

The integrity of Guatemala’s 2023 presidential election is
backed by one of the most extensive forensic analyses
conducted on an electoral process in the country. The
timestamp controversy has a technical explanation: the
clocks of some scanners were misconfigured, while the
popular will was documented in actas signed by citizen
volunteers and recorded in the Immutable Backup at the
moment of their reception. The pre-loading claim does
not withstand its own criterion when applied to the
complete universe of data, does not accompany the
chain that runs from the signed paper to the
cryptographic anchoring, and does not provide a single
physical acta that contradicts what the system
published. The four temporal sources, the statistics, and
the material evidence point to the same reading: there is
no trace of manipulation in the records, there are
misconfigured clocks.

This case is not an argument for abandoning technology,
but for using it better and publishing it in full. The data,
read in their entirety and without selection, always tell
the same story. Bitcoin cannot lie.
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I. Limitations of local metadata

The pre-loading claim rests on a category problem: treating a scanner’s metadata and the record in Bitcoin as sources
of equal evidentiary value. They are not. Understanding why requires specifying what each one is, how it is generated,
and what guarantees it offers.

1. Thetime zone is a geographic convention that sets the local time of a region relative to Coordinated Universal
Time (UTC). Guatemala is at UTC-6. When a device records the time of an action, it does so according to the
clock it has configured, which reflects the time zone of its operating system. If that clock is set to an incorrect
zone, all the dates the device generates are shifted by the difference between the real zone and the configured
one. That shift does not alter the file, its content, or its digital signature: it only affects the time-label that the
device itself inscribes in the metadata.

2. The metadata of a digital file is the information that describes it: who created it, with what device, at what
moment according to that device’s clock, and under what technical conditions. In images, that information
follows the EXIF standard. EXIF metadata is not generated by any external system nor verified independently:
it is produced by the capture device and reflects its internal configuration at the moment of the shot. There is
no mechanism that corrects a clock error, nor any guarantee that the inscribed time corresponds to the real
capture time.

3. The Immutable Backup operates in another hierarchy. When a file is recorded in the Bitcoin network through
a backup service such as the one implemented by the TSE for the TREP 2023, what is inscribed is the file’s
cryptographic fingerprint, its SHA-256 hash, together with the moment when that fingerprint was incorporated
into a block of the chain. The network operates with thousands of nodes distributed around the world and
reaches a decentralized consensus about the state of the data, so that no individual actor controls them. The
recorded time does not depend on the scanner’s clock, the TREP operator, or the electoral authority: it is
determined by the network’s distributed consensus, and it cannot be altered retroactively with any available
technology.

4. The SHA-256 hash fixes the exact identity of the content. Anchoring that hash in Bitcoin makes it possible to
establish an external temporal bound: it demonstrates that the document existed no later than the moment of
block confirmation. If a single bit of the file, a number, a signature, had been altered after the record in Bitcoin,
the resulting hash would be different, and the alteration would be detectable by anyone with internet access.
Anchoring in Bitcoin thus offers a double guarantee: it makes it possible to verify that the document existed no
later than the moment of the block, and that its content has not changed since then. Those two properties are
what give it greater forensic value for establishing an external temporal bound than any editable field of the
local metadata.

5. The block mining time is a third temporal source, independent of the scanner’s clock and of the Immutable
Backup service. For each acta, the service generated up to three simultaneous records through parallel Merkle
trees, each incorporated into a distinct transaction of the chain. For this analysis, the mining time of the earliest
of the three blocks was taken. For the actas with a linkable hash, that time is subsequent to the reception at the
TSE, which confirms the sequence: reception in the Immutable Backup (RI) > reception in the TSE system >
mining of the block in Bitcoin. The sequence is verified over that subset because linking the TSE reception with
the mining requires that the TSE database record the SHA256 HASH; where it does not, the record is not
pairable.

The TREP database, available at https://primeraeleccion.trep.gt/#!/tc1/db/ as the GTM-pruebas file, contains for each
published acta its SHA-256 hash, the reception timestamp in the Immutable Backup, and the reception timestamp in
the TSE system. The images of each acta, from which the EXIF metadata is extracted, are also downloaded from the
same portal, so that the four temporal records are accessible in full and publicly from a single official source. From the
hash of each acta, its verification URL in the Immutable Backup is constructed, with the pattern
https://verify.simpleproof.com/TSE/P-000024/[SHA256], from which the corresponding OTS (OpenTimestamps)
certificate is downloaded. Each certificate contains the records of up to three Merkle trees anchored in Bitcoin; reading
it extracts the transactions associated with each acta and, by locating them in the network, the timestamp of the block
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that confirmed them is obtained. That is the origin of the BTC field of the analysis: it is not third-party information, but
the result of following the public verification chain that the TREP itself makes available to any citizen.

Of the 121,227 actas published in the first round on June 25, 2023, 118,320 were evaluated with four independent
temporalrecords each: the EXIF capture date from the scanner, the reception timestamp in the Immutable Backup (RI),
the reception timestamp in the TSE system, and the mining time of the corresponding Bitcoin block. 494 actas were
excluded for not having a reception date at the TSE in the downloaded database, and 2,413 for not containing EXIF
capture data, probably because they came from captures made outside the main official scanning flow.

The difference between these records is not a matter of technical opinion, but of hierarchy of temporal evidence. EXIF
metadata is a testimony of the device itself: a declaration generated by its clock, without external verification and with
full exposure to human configuration error. Taking it as absolute truth is equivalent to accepting the time of a wall clock
as the official time, ignoring that anyone can move its hands and that the clock may simply be set wrong.

Anchoring in Bitcoin certifies existence. When the hash of an acta is recorded in the network, that record is the
consensus of thousands of distributed nodes that no individual actor controls. 100% of the 118,320 actas analyzed
have their Bitcoin record subsequent to 18:00 on June 25, 2023. It is not an opinion about what could have occurred, it
is an immutable record of when the document’s fingerprint existed.

In this report we do not compare sources of equal value. We contrast a fallible local label against three independent
records. When the metadata places the creation of an acta at 10:00 AM, but the anchoring demonstrates that its
fingerprint did not exist until 8:00 PM, the conclusion is not that the acta is false: it is that the scanner’s clock was
misconfigured. The objectivity of the distributed record takes precedence over the device’s label.

That is why anchoring in Bitcoin is the only one of the four records whose temporal integrity is guaranteed by
distributed cryptographic consensus, which grants it greater forensic value than local metadata for fixing an external
temporal bound. The TREP must publish, alongside each image, the complete metadata, the recorded time zone, the
time normalized to UTC, the hash, the reception timestamps, and the anchoring certificate, so that any citizen can
reconstruct the temporal sequence of each document without depending on the word of the electoral authority.
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II. Anatomy of a configuration error

On June 25, 2023, Guatemala held general elections in which 366 contests were disputed to elect 3,169 public offices.
For the preliminary count, the Supreme Electoral Tribunal operated the Preliminary Electoral Results Transmission
System (TREP), the first in its history to anchor each published acta to the Bitcoin blockchain through the Immutable
Backup, generating an independent and verifiable record of each document at the moment of its reception.

The TREP operated in real time before the entire country. Millions of Guatemalans followed live the flow of actas
entering the system as election night advanced. Any anomaly in that flow, unexplained spikes, massive out-of-
sequence batches, or concentrations incompatible with the physical count, would have been publicly visible in real
time. None was reported. The flow was temporally coherent with what was happening at the polling centers.

The process involved 24,585 Vote Receiving Boards (JRV) organized in 3,852 centers, coordinated by 339 Municipal
Electoral Boards (JEM) and 24 District Electoral Boards (JED). Each JRV produced several Actas#4, one for each type
of election held at that table, which explains why the number of digitized images far exceeds the number of tables. The
digitization was done with scanners whose internal clocks were not uniformly configured, operated by personnel
contracted by the TSE: 41.8% operated in UTC-6 (Guatemala’s time zone), 4.5% in UTC+11 with an offset of -7 hours,
and 53.1% in UTC+3 with an offset of +9 hours.

This distribution is not the product of a deliberate action. The model of the capture equipment used by the TREP
contractors has not been publicly disclosed, an omission the TSE should correct, but its identification is not necessary
to conclude that no fraudulent operation would produce offsets that coincide precisely with two real time zones
geographically distant from each other. That precision is the characteristic signature of a configuration error, not of
coordinated manipulation.

The direct consequence is that a single center could produce, at the same time, actas with three different date patterns:
correct, apparently prior to the closing, and apparently after the count, depending on which device captured each
image. This coexistence within a single center is the first internal evidence that the metadata does not reflect the real
capture time. A pre-loading would have required acting selectively on specific captures within each center, producing
by chance the same offset that corresponds to UTC+11. The fraud hypothesis needs that coincidence; the
misconfiguration hypothesis explains it without needing it.

The geographic analysis confirms the reading from another angle. If the error were a directed operation, the affected
actas would concentrate in disputed municipalities or sensitive centers. The opposite occurs: the 62,820 UTC+3 actas
are distributed across 2,062 centers in every department, with no identifiable pattern, and the 5,288 UTC+11 actas
concentrate in 157 centers of the metropolitan area, not because it is a political target, but because it corresponds to
the deployment area of a batch of equipment with the same factory configuration. Neither of the two patterns makes
sense as a fraud strategy; both make sense as a logistical error: one batch distributed nationally without criterion,
another assigned to a region.

Determining the precise cause of these errors and establishing operational responsibilities is necessary so that they
are not repeated. The case shows that a massive deployment of equipment without prior verification of its time
configuration can generate, on its own, an avoidable crisis of confidence. The TREP must normalize and verify the
configuration of each device before the process and publish the technical log of the batch to which each acta belongs.
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III. Temporal comparison between EXIF, Immutable Backup, TSE, and Bitcoin

The analyzed set comprises 118,320 actas from the TREP 2023, each with four independent temporal records: the
capture date inscribed in the EXIF metadata by the scanner (Taken field), the reception timestamp in the Immutable
Backup (RI field), the reception timestamp in the TSE system (TSE field), and the mining time of the corresponding
Bitcoin block (BTC field). The analysis of the four produces results that reinforce one another in three of them and
diverge in the fourth, and that divergence is the central evidence of this report.

The reception timestamp in the Immutable Backup shows a normal distribution: a curve consistent with a massive
process that begins after the poll closing at 18:00, reaches its peak in the first hours of the nightly count, and decreases
as the transmission is completed. No acta has a reception time in the Immutable Backup prior to the official closing.

The block mining time replicates that distribution independently. Being always subsequent to the reception in the
Immutable Backup and at the TSE, its curve follows the same pattern with a minimal offset. No Bitcoin block contains
the hash of an acta prior to the poll closing. The corroboration matters because the block time does not depend on the
Immutable Backup server or on any system under TREP control: it is determined by the consensus of the global Bitcoin
network.

The EXIF metadata generates a different pattern. A fraction of the actas, consistent with the 4.5% of EXIF records
associated with UTC+11, shows capture dates prior to closing, which the Public Ministry interpreted as an indication
of pre-loading. Another fraction, 41.8% of EXIF records compatible with UTC-6, shows dates within the expected
range. And a majority fraction, 53.1% in UTC+3, shows dates after the close of the count. 741 actas (0.6%) were left
without an assignable time classification and are excluded from the three groups.

The correspondence between the three metadata groups and the three time zones is not approximate, it is exact. The
three groups are not anomalies that require independent explanations: they are the three predictable consequences
of a single configuration error.

The analysis by polling center reinforces the reading. Of the 3,777 classified centers, the majority present at the same
time actas in more than one temporal category, which on its own rules out a directed manipulation: a fraudulent
operation would not produce, within the same center, captures with correct and incorrect timestamps distributed in
that way. The joint distribution of the UTC+3 and UTC-6 groups, 95% of the universe, presents no geographic, political,
or administrative pattern, as would be expected from a configuration error distributed without criterion among
equipment from different batches.

The difference between the corrected metadata and the reception timestamp in the Immutable Backup concentrates
around four minutes, the time it takes to scan the document, verify it, and send it to the server. The same interval
appears in the actas with correct metadata, which confirms that they all followed the same operational flow and that
the only variable that differs between the groups is the device’s time configuration.

The following graph overlays the four curves: EXIF metadata, reception in the Immutable Backup (RI), reception at the
TSE, and block mining time (BTC). Three share a shape, a normal distribution centered on the first hours after the
closing, with no value prior to H+00. The fourth, EXIF in gray, is the one that originated in the controversy, and reflects
the time configuration inscribed in the EXIF metadata, not necessarily the real capture time.
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Compared Temporal Distribution:
EXIF Metadata vs. Immutable Proof Service Timestamps on Bitcoin
TREP 2023
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The lesson is that divergence becomes legible only when the four sources are published together. A system that
disseminates the metadata without its reception and anchoring records leaves the door open for a misconfigured label
to be read as fraud. TREP must publish the four sources for each acta, so that any analyst can reproduce this
comparison.
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VI. Methodological evaluation of the pre-loading claim.
Before the conclusions it is worth examining the methodological quality of the analysis that originated in the
controversy. The Electoral Crimes Unit (FECI) presented the finding of 4.5% of actas with a prior date as an indication

of pre-loading. From a digital-forensics perspective, that analysis did not exhaust an elementary step: first ruling out
the alternative hypotheses.

A forensic analysis does not look for evidence that fits a hypothesis, it looks for the most probable explanation for an
observed phenomenon. The claim presents three methodological limitations.

The firstis the selective application of the criterion. The analysis took 4.5% of actas with past dates and did not consider
the 53.1% with future dates present in the same set. A measurement instrument cannot be validated only when the
result is convenient and discarded when it produces a chronological impossibility. If the metadata is miscalibrated for
53.1%, it is for 100%.

The second is the omission of the principle of parsimony. Faced with the time discrepancy, the simplest and most
probable explanation is a bad configuration of time zones in a massive deployment of equipment. The claim opted for
the most complex hypothesis, a selective pre-loading, without first ruling out the technical error. Attributing criminal
intent to an anomaly before exhausting the technical causes weakens any conclusion derived from it.

The third is the absence of geographic correlation. A pre-loading would leave concentrations in specific municipalities
or districts. The 62,820 actas of the UTC+3 group are distributed across 2,062 centers with no geographic, political, or
administrative correlation, and the UTC+11 group concentrates in the metropolitan area, precisely where the density
of party observers, watchers, and media makes it harder to execute fraud without detection.

The present analysis applies, in contrast, a uniform criterion over the totality of the data, with four independent
temporal records per acta: EXIF metadata, reception in the Immutable Backup (RI), reception in the TSE system, and
mining time of the Bitcoin block. Three of those sources were not considered in the original claim, and they
autonomously corroborate the same reading. When the correction of the detected time zones, UTC+3 and UTC+11, is
applied, the anomaly is explained by contrasting the four sources. The analysis of the minutes component in Section
IV adds a fifth independent line: when only the hours are corrected, the three groups produce indistinguishable minute
residuals, something a manipulation would not have produced.

This independent citizen audit does not act as a defense of the Supreme Electoral Tribunal, which it criticizes for its
operational negligence, but as a technical verification of public access. With the SHA-256 algorithm, any independent
analyst can confirm that the content of the actas remained intact from its capture to its publication, regardless of what
a scanner’s clock indicated. The lesson for future investigations is that a hypothesis about intent must first exhaust the
technical explanations and apply the same criterion to the entire universe of data before it can be sustained.

318 Report.DigitalWitness.io


http://www.fiscaldigital.net/

IV. The signature of the minutes as evidence of time configuration.

Atime zone error and a deliberate manipulation of timestamps produce different statistical signatures. A configuration
error shifts only the “hours” component of the internal clock: if the zone is nine hours ahead, all the device’s
timestamps appear nine hours ahead, but their minutes and seconds accurately reflect the real moment of capture. A
manipulation, on the other hand, operates on the complete file: altering an EXIF label to simulate a pre-loading implies
modifying the whole time, hours, minutes, and seconds, without any mechanism that preserves the coherence of the
minutes across thousands of distinct files. The difference is mathematically verifiable and constitutes additional
evidence, independent of the blockchain record, that the TREP anomaly is a configuration error.

To verify this, the minutes component of the EXIF timestamps was analyzed in the three groups. For each acta, the
difference between the minute of the EXIF timestamp and the minute of reception in the Immutable Backup was
calculated, correcting only the hours offset of each group: zero for the correct group, nine hours for UTC+3, seven hours
for UTC+11. If the configuration-error thesis is correct, that residual should be statistically identical in the three groups,
a reflection of the same operational time of a few minutes that it takes to scan, verify, and send to the server. If there
were manipulation, the residuals would be arbitrary, and the distribution would be uniform between zero and fifty-nine
minutes. The results are consistent:

Group Reference Actas Average residual Std. deviation P5 /P95

UTC-6 Guatemala 49,471 3.73 min 3.26 1.1/95
UTC+3 Baghdad 62,820 3.54 min 3.31 0.6/9.6
UTC+11 Western Pacific 5,288 3.63 min 3.06 0.9/9.3

Three groups of EXIF records with radically different time configurations, one correct, one nine hours ahead, one seven
hours behind, produce statistically indistinguishable minute residuals, with averages between 3.54 and 3.73 minutes
and standard deviations between 3.06 and 3.31. The histogram of the complete universe shows a pronounced peak
between one and three minutes with exponential decay toward the right, the signature of a physical and consistent
operational process, not of random noise.
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That coherence has a single consistent explanation: the three groups experienced the same operational process, with
the same workflow and the same underlying clock. The minutes component was not altered because there was no
alteration, only misconfigured time zones that shifted the hours without touching the minutes.

The inverse argument points in the same direction. For the coherence of the minutes to be the product of manipulation,
an actor would have needed to identify which actas to modify among 118,320 files, alter their hours in a coordinated
way across three distinct groups, and simultaneously preserve the minutes with sub-minute precision in all the
manipulated files, without leaving a trace of uniform distribution.

That operation does not hold up either as a technical hypothesis or as a fraud hypothesis. The only mechanism that
explains the preservation of the minutes in the three groups is that no timestamp was altered: they all reflect the real
moment of capture, with the sole defect of a misconfigured time zone.

This finding is relevant beyond the case. The minutes component could only be used as evidence because the reception
timestamps were available to be contrasted against the metadata. The TREP must preserve and publish the complete
EXIF metadata, not just the date, so that analyses of this type can be reproduced without privileged access to the data.
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V. Logical consistency: the metadata applied to the complete universe

To evaluate the pre-loading claims it is worth applying a consistency test: if it is postulated that the metadata of a file
proves its moment of creation, that premise must hold for the entire universe of data, not just for the fraction that
produces the convenient result.

The reasoning rests on a principle of causality that admits no exception: a digital file cannot be recorded in an external
distributed network before it exists. Anchoring in blockchain fixes an upper temporal bound, the cryptographic
fingerprint of a document cannot precede the document. This is not a forensic convention; it is a material restriction.

Applied to the analyzed universe, that principle produces a conclusion that the data makes it difficult to evade. The
metadata shows massive offsets toward both extremes of the temporal spectrum, coinciding with UTC+3 and UTC+11.
1f 53.1% of the actas have metadata that would place them after their own record in blockchain, the metadata does not
function as proof of existence: it functions as a configuration variable, as reliable as the wall clock of whoever
generated it.

Below, the distribution of the universe of 118,320 actas is presented, comparing the four independent records: the time
reported in the EXIF metadata, the reception in the Immutable Backup (RI), the reception in the TSE system, and the
mining time of the corresponding block. The database was downloaded from the official TREP repository?, which
ensures the traceability of the primary source and allows any independent analyst to verify the data on which this
report relies.

1See description of sources in Section I.
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Hour Range Actas per Immutable TSE Block Mining  Isolated EXIF Reading when
EXIF Backup Reception  with Reading Contrasting RI, TSE and
Metadata Reception Timestamp in BTC
BTC?
1-10,-3] 447 0 0 0 Actas presumed to RI, TSE and BTC register zero
be pre-loaded. actas before poll closing
[-2,0[ 1,600 0 0 0
[0, +11] 51,184 118,556 115,889 116,029  None. Actas on time.
[+12,+13] 10,140 1,283 1,374 1,192
[+14, +15] 28,466 277 116 173  Data omitted by the At H+14 (8am) the count
accusation. already exceeded 90% and the

TREP delivered results at H+17

[+16, +17] 17,544 360 189 293 (11am). That volume could not
have been received after being
[+18 +19] 4588 218 126 156 tallied live: the late EXIF dates
’ ’ are a time zone artifact, not
actual reception.
[+20, +21] 897 33 5 19
[+22,+23] 294 30 19 29
[+24, +25] 119 38 24 43
[+26, +27] 64 46 8 32
[+28, +40] 184 91 26 86  Actas from hard-to- Actas from hard-to-reach
reach locations locations
[+41, oo 271 288 570 260
2 115,798 121,220 118,346 118,312

The three immutable records resolve the discrepancy: reception in the Immutable Backup, reception at the TSE, and
mining time record zero actas in the ranges prior to H+00. Three records generated by different systems, which share
neither clock nor infrastructure, coincide on the same thing: no acta existed in the Bitcoin network before the poll
closing. When the metadata and the anchoring contradict each other, there are not two equally valid versions: there is
one failed locallabel and three independent records that say the same thing. The institutional lesson is that the contrast
was only possible because three of the four sources are independent of the capture device. A system that published
only the metadata, without the reception and anchoring records, would not allow this cross-verification. The TREP must
guarantee that each acta keeps its four temporal records publicly accessible, because the consistency between
sources is what makes it possible to distinguish a technical error from a real alteration.

Each column is an independent distribution: a given acta appears in the row that corresponds to it according to that source’s timestamp, and those timestamps are
naturally staggered. A single acta may have an EXIF capture date of 2:00 pm (due to erroneous time zone configuration), reception in RI at 6:01 pm, reception in the TSE
table at 6:11 pm, and its block mined at 6:50 pm. That is why the four columns do not match row by row and their totals differ. The RI column corresponds to the Immutable
Backup, through which all scanned actas passed automatically, and constitutes the complete universe of the process. The EXIF, TSE reception, and block mining (BTC)
columns can only be populated for linkable actas, those in which the SHA256 HASH reliably links the acta image, from which the EXIF is extracted, with its record in the
database downloaded from the TREP; where the TSE database does not record a hash, there is no linking key and the record falls outside those three columns. Overseas
voting and the runoff were also excluded from this analysis. The asymmetry does not alter the conclusion: in none of the four sources does a single record appear in the
ranges prior to H+00.
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VII. The signed Acta#4 versus local metadata

Beyond statistical logic, there is a material proof that reduces the relevance of the metadata: the presence of the
signatures of the party observers and JRV members on the actas.

For the pre-loading thesis to be held, one would have to explain a phenomenon that chronology does not allow. The
disputed actas are not abstract files: they are photographs of physical documents with the handwritten signatures of
citizen volunteers and party observers from different parties. Those signatures have an inviolable sequence: they could
only have been stamped after the last vote was counted, usually between 19:00 and 22:00 on election day. The paper
exists before the photograph, and the photograph before the transmission. The chain is irreversible. Therefore, a
metadata label that places the creation of the file before the poll closing indicates that the capture device’s clock was
misconfigured.

The relevance of the signatures goes beyond the chronology. The Guatemalan electoral process rests on the
simultaneous presence of antagonistic actors who must agree on the same numbers: citizen volunteers of the JRV and
party observers from different parties, all signing the same document. The design is not accidental; it is the mechanism
that makes the system resistant to unilateral manipulation. Each signature is an independent citizen testimony that the
numbers on the paper are those of the count. If thousands of digital actas had been fabricated with altered results,
there would be a verifiable divergence between those actas and the physical ones kept by the members of each JRV, by
the party observers, and by the district electoral boards: different numbers on the paper and in the system, signed by
citizens who could appear to testify to it.

The claim never presented that evidence. It did not exhibit a single digital acta compared side by side with its physical
counterpart that showed an alteration in the numbers. It did not identify a polling-station party observer who
denounced that what was published in the TREP differed from what they signed that night. It did not locate a center
where the paper contradicted the system. That absence is not a minor procedural gap: it is the central void of the
argument. A comparison between the signed physical document and its digital version is the direct method to
demonstrate a content alteration, and it was never provided.

The citizen’s signature on the acta is the most reliable temporal anchor of the process, with alegal and logical hierarchy
superior to any label generated by software. The integrity of the vote is not defined by a scanner’s clock, but by the
coincidence between the signed paper and what the system published. Hence the institutional lesson: the signed
Acta#4 must remain accessible and verifiable, because it is the document of origin against which everything digital is
contrasted. The Immutable Backup does not replace the Acta#4, it protects it.
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VIII. Technical conclusions and recommendations to TREP

The joint analysis of the EXIF metadata, the reception times in the Immutable Backup, the reception times in
the TSE system, and the block mining times of the 118,320 actas from the TREP 2023 makes it possible to
establish the following conclusions with a degree of certainty that leaves little room for a reasonable
refutation.®

I

III

IV

VI

VII

First. None of the 118,320 actas analyzed have a reception time in the Immutable Backup, reception
atthe TSE, or block mining prior to the official poll closing. The Immutable Backup, through which all
scanned actas passed automatically, does not record any prior to 18:00 on June 25, 2023; the
reception at the TSE and the block mining confirm the same over the subset of actas with a linkable
hash. The pre-loading described by the FECI is incompatible with the three records.

Second. The three date patterns of the EXIF metadata correspond to three time-configurations
detected in the capture records. The proportion of actas with a prior date coincides with the group
of EXIF records associated with UTC+11, and that with a later date with the group associated with
UTC+3. The correspondence is neither approximate nor ambiguous: it is exact, and on its own it
sufficiently explains the anomaly.

Third. The fraud hypothesis is logically untenable because it applies a criterion asymmetrically to
the same data. If the prior date were proof of pre-loading, the later date would be proof of a
chronological impossibility. Neither of the two occurred. Both have a single consistent explanation:
the clocks of the devices were misconfigured.

Fourth. The temporal distribution of the anchoring follows a normal curve consistent with the
electoral process observed publicly in real time. Millions of Guatemalans witnessed that flow during
election night. No anomaly was reported in real time, and the forensic records, timestamp in Bitcoin,
reception in the Immutable Backup, and reception at the TSE, confirm that none existed.

Fifth. The absence of physical evidence is decisive. The FECI never compared the digital actas
flagged as pre-loaded with the physical actas signed by the citizen volunteers of the JRV. That
comparison is the only direct forensic method to demonstrate content alteration. Without it, the
claim lacks empirical support.

Sixth. The convergence of three of the four sources tempers any manipulation hypothesis. The
corrected metadata, the reception in the Immutable Backup, the reception at the TSE, and the block
mining come from different systems that share neither clock, infrastructure, nor chain of custody:.
The three reliable records produce the same normal distribution centered on the first hours after the
closing, with zero records prior to 18:00. The Immutable Backup confirms it over the complete
universe, and the reception at the TSE and the block mining corroborate it over the hash-linkable
subset. There is no reasonable evidence in the analyzed data that this convergence is the product of
coordinated manipulation.

Seventh. The analysis of the “minutes” component is quantitative evidence, independent of the
blockchain record, that the error is exclusively one of time zone. When only the hours offset is
corrected, the three groups produce indistinguishable residuals, with averages between 3.54 and
3.73 minutes and standard deviations between 3.06 and 3.31. The error affected the hours, not the
minutes, a pattern that a deliberate manipulation would not have produced.

SEach of the records used in this analysis is independently reproducible by following the public verification chain
described in Section I.
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The timestamp controversy has a complete, documented, and verifiable explanation: a technical
configuration error that was interpreted without exhausting the alternative hypotheses was amplified
without independent verification and used to question the legitimacy of a result whose integrity, in the
presidential election, is backed by one of the most exhaustive independent analyses conducted on a
Guatemalan election. Confusing a technical error with fraud does not strengthen the system, it weakens it,
by diverting attention from real problems.

That is why this case is not an argument for abandoning technology, but for using it better. The metadata
must be preserved. The hashes must be published. The Immutable Backup must be extended to all the actas
and their complete metadata. The technical logs must be available. The original Actas#4 must be accessible.

Electoral trust is not recovered by asking for faith in the authority, but by allowing any citizen to verify each
acta, each sum, and each document. Clocks can fail; complete traceability makes it possible to discover it.
The data, read in their entirety and without selection, always tell the same story. Bitcoin does not lie.

Bitcoin Cannot Lie.
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ANNEX 08

Why is it mathematically implausible that vote differences affect the presidential elections.

ness

Verify every vote
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The Math of Stealing the Presidency

Let us begin by recalling some hard data that will establish the criteria for the threshold of logic we intend to
Cross:

Average difference between winners: 553,030 votes.

Historically, the vote difference between the first loser and the last presidential winner has been 215,196
votes in the first round, and 1,385,096 in the 2015 runoff. In 2019 it was 505,804 and 523,756 in the first
round and runoff respectively, and in 2023 it was 228,565 in the first round and 459,666 in the second. This
gives us an average of 553,030 votes.

Average discrepancy between Actas#4 and Actas#8: 37,710 votes.

Likewise, in historical perspective, the discrepancies between preliminary transmission systems and
official results have been 59,646 and 58,804 for 2015, 42,559 and 79 for 2019, and 40,856 and 24,319 votes
for 2023 in elections and runoff respectively for all cases.

Average votes per winning party: 65.

On the other hand, we averaged the votes per Acta#4 of the parties in presidential elections and runoffs of
the two main contenders, for all the years evaluated. For 2015 it is 104 in the runoff, and 55 in the elections;
in 2019 it was 78 and 41 in the runoff and elections; and for 2023 it is 81 and 31 in the runoff and elections.
The general average is 65.

The result would not be affected in any way, not even by assigning all the vote differences of all the
parties to the losing party.

For a party, through fraud, to be able to guarantee itself winning the presidential elections, it would have
to alter at minimum 8,508 Actas#4 in a plot involving at minimum

45,540 people.

Taking into account the tremendous effort the country makes to secure consensus in cells of 6 people per
table (assuming there are 3 polling-station party observers), and that even so it is rarely fully achieved, we
deduce that it is impossible to generate a fraudulent consensus with that volume of individuals. If you
disagree with our estimates, and you have altered Actas#4 in your possession, please send the relevant
evidence to contact@digitalwitness.io so that we can verify it.

Which elections are vulnerable?

The 362 elections held by district and municipality involve more than 3,000 offices and have, by far, smaller
vote differences between winners. Especially those of the municipal corporation, whose average difference
between winners was only 1,627 votes. These are the ones with the smallest volume, and each one
represents the election of mayors, trustees, and councilors, which sometimes add up to as many as 14
offices per municipality.
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ANNEX 09: Documentaries

Documentaries about the Guatemalan electoral process, its systems, challenges, and the
verification work of DigitalWitness.
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Dewmacrdcid de Papel

Paper Democracy

Directed by Javier Borrayo
Produced by Fundaciéon HCG in collaboration with Piaf Producciones

Democracia de Papel exposes and unravels the challenges and vulnerabilities of the electoral process in Guatemala,
revealing how the effort of thousands of Guatemalan citizen volunteers, tasked with protecting the integrity of the
elections, is threatened by obsolete practices and lack of transparency. This documentary is produced to be presented
before the Commission for Electoral Updating and Modernization (CAME) in March 2024. It emerges at a moment of
uncertainty when there is little information about the final electoral outcome.

Watch Here:

sess
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Immutable Democracy

Immutable Democracy

Directed by Javier Borrayo
Produced by Fundacién HCG in association with SimpleProof and Piaf Producciones

A documentary that explores the implementation of the Bitcoin network to protect a national vote for the first time in
the world. The use of the Bitcoin blockchain as a digital notary that attests to the creation of digital information, prior to
its publication on the internet, and prevents the introduction of information altered with Artificial Intelligence (or other
means) without leaving a trace. It arises from the recommendation of DigitalWitness to the Commission for Electoral
Updating and Modernization (CAME) of the TSE in 2019 and 2020.

Watch Here:

English
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