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Executive Summary

This report assesses the fairness and integrity of the RZ@2@entialElection by examining six
dimensions of alleged election irregularities across six key battleground $faidence used to
conduct this assessment incladeore tharb0 lawsuitsand judicial rulings, thousands of affidavits
and declarationstestimonyin a variety of state venues, publistathlyses by think tanks and
legal centers, videos and photos, public commants extensive press coverage

The matrix below indicatabatsignificant irregularitie®ccurred across all six battleground states

and across all six dimensions eéction irregularities. This finding lends credence to the claim
that the election may well have been stolen from Presibemald J.Trump.

_ ARIZONA m MICHIGAN m PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN
* v * v

Outright Voter Fraud ‘/ \/

Ballot Mishandling
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v

Equal Protection Clause
Violations

Voting Machine
Irregularities

Significant Statistical
Anomalies

v =Wide-Spread Evidence *=Some Evidence

From the findings of this report, it is possible to infer what may well have been a coordinated
strategy to #ectively stack the election deck against the TruPgmce ticket. Indeed, tbbserved
patterns of election irregularitiele so consistent across the six battleground states that they
suggest a coordinated strategy to, if neakthe electiomutright strategically game the election
processinsuchawayas‘tes t uf f t h e ubfarly tiltahe pldyingdiéld irafavaor of the
Biden-Harris ticket. Topline findingsof this reportinclude:

1 The weight of evidencand patterns of irregularitielre such that it is irresponsible for
anyone— especially the mainstream medido claimt her e is “no evidenc
irregularities.

1 The ballotsin question becausef ehe identified election irregularities are more than
sufficient to swing the outcome in favor of President Trump should even a relatively small
portion of these ballots be ruled illegal



All six battleground states exhibit most all, six dimensions of election irregularities

Howevet each state has a uniqgue mix of 1 ssues
To put this another way, all battleground states are characterized by the same or similar
election irregularities; but, like Tost oy’ s unhappy families, e

different in its own election irregularity way.

This was theft by a thousand cuts across six dimensions and six battleground states rather
than any one single “silver bullet” electi
In refusing to investigata growing number of legitimate grievances, the-&dniimp media

and censoring social media are complicit in shielding the American public from the truth.
This is a dangerous game that simultaneously underminessithigility of the media and

the stability of our political system and Republic.

Thosejournalists, pundits, and political leaders now participating in what has become a
Biden Whitewashshould acknowledgéhe six dimensions of election irregularities and
conduct the appropriate investigatidnsdetermie the truth about the 2020 electiolf.

this is not dondefore Inauguration Dayye risk putting into power an illegitimate and
illegal president lacking the support of a large segment of theridam people.

The failure to aggressivend fullyinvestigate the six dimensions of election irregularities
assessed in this report is a signal failure not justipbati Trump mainstream media and
censoring social media but also of both our legislative and judicial branches.

o0 Republican governors in Arizona and Georgia together with Republican majorities
in both chambers of the State Legislatures of five of théaiteground states
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wiscdnsihave had both the
power and the opportunity to investigate the six dimensions of election
irregularities presented in this report. Yet, wilting under intense political pegssu
these politicians have failed in their Constitutional duties and responsibilities to do
so—and thereby failed both their states and this nation as well as their party.

0 Both State courts and Federal courts, including the Sup@emsg, have failed the
American people in refusing to appropriately adjudicate the election irregularities
that have come before them. Their failures pose a great risk to the American
Republic

If these election irregularities are not fully investigated prior to Inauguration Day and
thereby effectively allowed to stanithjs ndion runsthevery real risk of never being able

to have a fair presidential election agaiwith the downballot Senate races scheduled for
January 5 in Georgian initial test case of this looming risk.



l. Introduction

At the stroke of midnight on Election Day, President Donald J. Trump appeared well on his way
to winning a second term. Keas already a lock to win both Florida and Qlindno Republican

has ever won a presidential election without winning Ohio winlg two Democrats have won

the presidencwithout winning Floride?

At the same time, the Trurripence ticket had substaitand seemingly insurmountable leads in
Georgia, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and Wisconsin. If these leads held, these four key battleground
states would propel President Trump to a decisive 294 to 244 victory in the Electoral College.

Shortly after midnigt, however, as a flood of mai and absentee ballots began entering the

count, the Trump red tide of victory began turning Joe Biden blue. As theseraad absentee

ballots were tabulated, ther e si dent’' s | arge | eads anpandGeor gi
Wisconsinsimply vanishednto thin Biden leads.

At midnight on the evening of November 3, and as illustrated in Table 1, President Trump was
ahead by more than 110,000 votes in Wisconsin and more than 290,000 votes in Michigan. In
Georgia, hiséad was a whopping 356,945; and he led in Pennsylvania by more than half a million
votes.By December /however, these wide Trump leads would turn into razor thin Biden4eads
11,779votes in Georgia, 20,682 votes in Wisconsin, 81,660 votes in Penngylaad 154,188
votesin Michigan.

Table 1: A Trump Red Tide Turns Biden Blue

Trump Lead Midnight 11/3 356,945 555,189 293,052 112,022

Biden “Lead” 12/15 11,779 81,660 154,188 20,682

Sources: Associated Press & Edison/DecisionDesk HQ
*Midnight based on state’s time zone

There was an equally interesting story unfolding in Arizona and Nevada. While Joe Biden was
ahead in these two additional battleground states on election—+tghust ove 30,000 votes in

Nevada and less than 150,000 votes in Arizematernal Trump Campaign polls predicted the
President would close these gaps once all the votes were counted. Of course, this never happened.

In the wake of this astonishing reversallotimp fortune, a national firestorm has erupted over

the fairness and integrity of one of the most sacrosanct institutions in Amerniggoresidential

election system. Critics on the Right and within the Republican Partyuding President Trump
himself— have charged that the election was stolen. They have backed up these damning charges
with more tharb0 lawsuits? thousand®f supporting affidavits and declarations, and seemingly
incriminating videos, photos, and filsand accounts of all manner dficanery?



Critics on the Left and within the Democrat Party have, on the other hand, dismissed these charges
as the sour grapes of a whining loser. Some of these critics have completely denied any fraud,
misconduct or malfeasance altogether. Others fakmowledged that while some election
irregularities may have existed, they strenuously insist that these irregularities are not significant
enough to overturn the election.

There is a similar Battle Royale raging between large-Tminp segments of thso-called
“mainstream” media and alternat i-umpmanstreaer vat i \
media diaspora which includes most prominently print publications like the New York Times

and Washington Post and cable TV networks like CNN anNBAS—a loud chorus of voices has

been demanding that President Trump concede the election.

These same anrlirump voices have been equally quick to denounce or discredit aryone
especially anyone within their own circldhat dares to investigate whaty well turn out to be

THE biggest political scandal in American history. Social media outlets like Facebook, Twitter,
and YouTube likewise have been actively and relentlessly censoring anyone who dares to call the
results of the election into question.

In contrast, alternative news outlets, primarily associated with the American conservative
movement, have provided extensivedepth coverage of the many issues of fraud, misconduct,
and other irregularities t hasWaaRoenPamenfiandy t o |
John Solustthe Newst o Rah e e mNakoad Buts@nto Newsmax’ and One

America News Network® Americans hungry for facts and breaking developments have been able

to find such critical information only by followindpits alternativecoverage.

That the American public is not buying what the Democrat Party and th&rantp media and
social media are selling is evident in public opinion polls. For example, according to a recent
Rasmussen poll: S i-two percent (62%df Repullicans say its ‘Very Likely the Democrats

stole the electioi  wh i | dndepén@entsdnd 1766 Democrats share that view.

If, in fact, compelling evidence comes to light proving the election was indeed aftdea fait
accompliBiden nauguration, we as a country run the very real risk that the very center of our
great American union will not hold.

To put this another way, if the greatest democracy in world history cannot conduct a free and fair
election, and if much of the mainstreanediaoftsc ount ry won’t even fully
becoming a growing mountain of evidence calling into question the election result, there is little
chance thabur democracy anthis Republic will survive as we know it. It is therefore critica

that we get to the bottom of this matter. That is the purpose of this report.



Il. Six Dimensions of Election Irregularities across Six Battleground States

This report assesséise fairness and integrity of tH2020 presidential electiomcross six key
battleground states where the Democrat candidate Joe Biden holds a slim lead, and the results
continue to be hotly contestedds documented in the extensieadchotes, theevidence used to
conduct this assessment includes more B@dawsuitsand judiciakulings, thousands of affidavits

and declarations, testimony presented in a variety of state venues, published reports and analyses
by think tanks and legal centers, videos and photos, public comments ahdritsiccounts, and
extensive press coverage

From a review and analysis of this evidence, six major dimensions of alleged election irregularities
have been identified and assessed on a-Btastate basis across six key battleground states:
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, anatdvisin. These six dimensions include
outright voter fraud, ballot mishandling, contestable process fouls, Equal Protection Clause
violations, voting machine irregularities, and significant statistical anomalies.

The matrix in Table 2 provides an overview the presence or absence of each of the six
dimensions o&lleged election irregularities in each of the six battleground states. Callists
each of the six dimensioradong with theallegedBiden victory margin and the possible illegal
ballots dudo election irregularitiesColumns 2 through 7 in the matrix thieicate the presence
or absence of the election irregularities in any given .state

Note that a checkmark matrix cell indicates there widespreacdevidence in a given state for a
particular dimension of election irregularity while a star indicates there is ast@asevidence.

Table 2: 2020 Alleged Election Irregularitiesacrossthe Six Battleground States

| ARIZONA | GEORGIA | MICHIGAN | NEVADA | PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN
Outright Voter Fraud \/ \/ * \/ * ‘/

Ballot Mishandling

Fouls

Equal Protection Clause
Violations

v
Contestable Process ‘/
v
*

Voting Machine
Irregularities

Significant Statistical
Anomalies ‘/ \/ \/ ‘/ \/
Biden “Victory” Margin 10,457 11,779 154,188 33,596 81,660 20,682

I GRS >100,000  >400,000 Unknown >100,000 >600,000  >200,000

v =Wide-Spread Evidence *=Some Evidence



Two key points stand out immediatdhpm thematrix. First, sigificant irregularities appear to
be ubiquitous across the six battleground st@e$y Arizona is free of any apparent widespread
ballot mishandling while only Pennsylvania lackgnificant statistical anomalies. Thest of the
matrix inTable2 is a sa of checkmarks and occasional stars.

Second, if one compares the alleged Bigteory margin in Column 7 of the figure with the
possible illegal ballots in Column 8, it should be clear that the number of possible illegal ballots
dwarfsthe allegedBidenvictory margin in fiveof the six states.

For example, the alleged Biden victory margin in Nevada is 33,596 votes yet the number of ballots
in question is more than three times that. In Arizona, which has the narrowest alleged Biden
victory margin at 0,457 votes, there are nearly 10 times that number of possible illegal ballots;
and the ratio of the alleged Bideatelead to possible illegal ballots is even higher for Georgia.

Only Michigan is the exception to the rule. This is not because it iy likebe a true exception
but simply because there remains insufficient estimates of how the various types of irregularities
in Michigan translate into posséillegal votes.

Clearly, based on this matrix, thenerican people desengedefinitive answeas to whether this
election was stolen from Donald J. Trumfbsenta thoroughnvestigationprior to Inauguration
Day, a cloud and a stain will hang oveshat will be perceived by many Americans as an
illegitimate Bidenadministration.

The next six seans of this report examine in more detail each of the six dimensions of alleged
election irregularities.



[ll. Outright Voter Fraud

Outright voter fraudanges from the largecale manufacturing of fake ballots, bribery, and dead

voters to ballots castybneligible voters such as felons and illegal aliens, ballots counted multiple
times, and illegal oubf-state votersTable 3 provides an overview across the six battleground
states of the various type$outright voter fraud that have been allegede@tesent.

Table 3: Outright Voter Fraud in the 2020 Presidential Election

_ ARIZONA GEORGIA MICHIGAN NEVADA | PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN

Fake Ballot Manufacturing &
Destruction of Legally Cast Real \/ \/ *
Ballots

Indefinitely Confined Voter *
Abuses

Ineligible Voters & Voters Who
Votedin Multiple States

DeadVoters & GhostVoters
Counting Ballots Multiple Times

lllegal Out-of-StateVoters

v =Wide-Spread Evidence *=Some Evidence

From the figure, we see that different types
precisely define each of these different types of fraud using examples éhd¢sagned to be
illustrative rather than exhaustive.

Bribery

In a voter fraud contexhbribery refers to the corrupt solicitation, acceptance, or transfer of value
in exchange for official action, such as voter registrationoting for a preferred calidate!? At
least in Nevada, there is a slam dunk case that such bribery occurred.

What is so stunning about the Nevada case is the brazen disregard for our federal bribery laws. In

the Silver State, in an effort orchestrated by the Biden campaigneMatiericans appear to have

traded their votes not for pieces of silver but rathevfors a gi ft cards, Pewelry
According to the Epoch Times, such vote buying schemes also may have occurred in eight other
states, including Arizona afisconsin'*



Fake Ballot Manufacturing and Destruction of Legally Cast Real Ballots

Fakeballot manufacturingnvolves the fraudulent production of ballots on behalf of a candidate
and oneof the most disturbing examples of possible fake ballot manufagtinvolves a truck
driver who has alleged in a sworn affidavit that he picked up large crates of ballots in New York
and delivered them to a polling location in Pennsylvatildhere may be well over 100,000 ballots
involved, enougtiake ballotsalone tohave swunghe election to Biden in the Keystone State.

Likewise in Pennsylvania, there is both a Declaration and a photo that suggests a poll worker used
an unsecured USB flash drive to dump an unusually large cache of votes onto vote tabulation
machires. The resultant tabulations did not correlate with the-imdhllots scanned into the
machines?®

Arguably the most flagrant example of possible fake ballot manufacturing on behalf of Joe Biden
may have occurred at the State Farm Arena in Atlantargizedl hepossible perpetrators were
caughtin flagrante delictaon surveillance video.

In one version of this story, poll watchers and observers as well as the media were asked to leave
in the middle of the night after a suspicious water leak. Ongedtime was cleared, several election
officials pulled out large boxes of ballots from underneath a draped table. They then proceeded to
tabulate a quantity dake manufactureballots estimated to be in the raraféens of thousandg

Note that a large sge in Biden votes following the tabulation of these ballots can be clearly
observed after these votes were proce$sed.

Despite what appears to be damning evidence of a possible crime, a spate of stories appeared
across the anffrump media diaspora dismsiag any concerns. According to these whitewash
stories, these were regular and authorized ballot boxes, observers in the media were not asked to
leave but simply left on their own, and it is perfectly acceptable to count ballots in the absence of
observes® Or so the spin goes.

Of course, this is precisely the kind of inci
Attorney General as well as by the Federal Department of Justice. Yet it remains unclear as to
whether such investigations arederway. Meanwhilethe videotape itself, absent an adequate
explanation, has contributed to the current climate of skepticism surrounding the fairness and
integrity of the election.

Finally, as an example of the possibéstruction of legally cast re@hllotsthere is this allegation

from a court case filed in the United States District Court for the District of Arizona: Plaintiffs
claim thatover 75,000 absentee ballots were reported as unreturned when they were actually
returned. These absentee ballatere then either lost or destroyed (consistent with allegations of
Trump ballot destruction) and/or were replaced with blank ballots filled out by election workers
or other third partie&



Indefinitely Confined Voter Abuses

Indefinitely confined voterare those voters unable to vote in person because of old age or some
disability. There are two types of possible abuses associated with such indefinitely confined voters.

The first kind of abuse involves exploiting the elderly or the infirm by effelgtiigacking their
identities and votes. For exampie, Georgia, the family of an elderly man in a nursing home
facility discovered that a maih ballot had been requested and submitted under his voter
registration identity, yet it was done without hameent! In a similar situation in Pennsylvania,

two parents and their daughter who has Downs Syndrome went to vote in person and discovered
that a mailin ballot had both been requested and submitted for the daughter without her €onsent.

The second kid of indefinitely confined voter abuse is far more consequential, at least in the state

of Wisconsin The key all egation heHeiitrh sveovteerrasl” ooe
as “indefinitely confined?” onlawttecrcumwent aléctioy b r o k
integrity photo identification requirements.”

a voter identification photo and therefore underwent a far less rigo@ushleck than would
otherwise have been conducted.

This abuse happened, according to one press
counties offered illegal advice that encouraged individuals to use indefinite confinement as a way
to ignore the st at é&The TprpsideohashlledRhis carrectyylam apenme n t .
invitation to fraud; andstories and pictures abound of Wisconsin voters who registered as
indefinitely confined but were sea@lso attending weddings, riding their bikes, going on vacation,

and otherwise be anything but cored?*

Here is what is most important about this particular type of election fraud: In the wake of the
expanded definition of indefinitely confined voters definition ruled legallyncorrect by the
Wisconsin Supreme Codtt—the number of indefinitelyanfined voters surged from just under
70,000 voters in 2019 to over 200,000 in 2620his 130,000 votencrement of new indefinitely
confined voters is more than five times the Biden victory margin in Wisconsin.

Ineligible Voters and Voters Who \Mibie Multiple States

Ineligible votersnclude felons deemed ineligible, underage citizens, nonregistered voters, illegal
aliens, illegal oubf-state voters, and voters illegallging a post office box as an addré&ss.

In a court filing by the Trump campaidegal team, lead counsel Ray Smith provided a list of more
than 70,000 allegedly ineligible voters casting ballots in Georgia in the 2020 eféotis0. in

Georgia, over 20,000 people appear to have filed a Notice of Changed Address form to the Georgia
state government or had other indications of moving out of state. Yet, these clearly ineligible out
of-state voters appeared to have remained on the voter rolls and voted in the 2020?&lection.

As additional data points regarding ineligible-ofistatevoters, there are these: Betwé¥hand

100 selfproclaimed Black Lives Matteaffiliated members from other states have admitted to
having voted in Pennsylvanta.
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As for thosevoters who vote in multiple statemne lawsuit claims that roughly 15,00@il-in or
absentee ballots were received in Nevada from voters who were known to have voted in other
states’! It is useful to note here that Mevada, poll workers allegedly were not consistent in their
procedures when checking voters in to vote abouthenghey accepted California or Nevada
Voter Identification as proof of eligibility to register to vdfte.

Dead Voters and Ghost Voters

According to widespread evidence, there was a surprising number of ballots cast across several
key battlegroundtates by deceased voters, sparking one wag to quip, in reference to a classic
Bruce Wi llis movie, t hi-dsewdeadpeoplevotthgSi xt h Sense

In Pennsylvania, for example, a statistical analysis conducted by the Trump Campaign matching
voter rolls to public obituaries found what appears to be over 8,000 confirmed dead voters
successfully casting maiih ballots>®  In Georgia— underscoring the critical role any given
category of election irregularities might play in determining the@ue— the estimated number

of alleged deceased individuals casting votes almost exactly equals the Biden victory margin.

In Michigan, according to one firstand account offered in a declaration, computer operators at a
polling location in Detroit werenanually adding the names and addresses of thousands of ballots
to vote tabulation systems with voters who had birth dates in*f90@d in Nevada, a widower
since 2017 saw that his deceased wife had successfully castia badibt on November 2, 2020,
three and a half years after her de#th.

It may be useful to note hetieatdead voters played a critical role in stealing the election from
Richard Nixon, a theft orchestrated by Mayor Richard Daley and his Chicago political machine.
Accordingtooneeg por t “ m@do wtest[vieee]casBin the names of individuals who were

dead, and more than 31,000 individuals voted
Kennedy’'s victory margin in I|IIllinois was | ess
Onthe GhostVber front , a “Ghost Voter’ i s a voter

name of a voter who no longer resides at the address where that voter was registered. In Georgia
for example, it is alleged that over 20,000 absentee or early vaikn®g twice the Biden victory

margin— cast their ballots after having moved out of stata.Nevada, a poll worker reported that

there we§re as many as 50 ballots per day being delivered to homes vacated by their former
residents’

Counting Ballots Multipl€@imes

Counting ballots multiple timesccurs most egregiously when batches of ballots are repeatedly
rescanned and+t@abulated in electronic voting machines. It can also happen when the same person
votes multiple times within the same day. Evidencehoéts e par ti cul ar ki nds
are present across all six battleground states.
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For example, in Wisconsin, poll workers were observed running ballots through tabulation
machines more than oné®.In Wayne County, Michigan, Republican poll wagch observed
canvassers fscanning batches of ballots through vote tabulation machines up to 3 to 4%times.

In Pennsylvania, a poll worker observed a woman vote twice in the same day by changing her
appearanc® Another poll worker observed people intwvig lines in one corner of a polling
location voting, and then coming to another polling location at the other side of the building to
votez'; Still another poll worker witnessed a woman voting twice at voting machines on Election
Day:.

IV. Ballot Mishariohg

Ballot mishandlingepresents the second major dimension of alleged election irregularities in the
2020 presidentialelection. As Table 4 illustrates, this is a multifaceted problem adfwess

battl eground states. Lre starting withothre Kailuce tiorproperdyy t hr
check the identification of voters.

Table 4: Ballot Mishandling in the Battleground States

_ ARIZONA m MICHIGAN NEVADA | PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN

No Voterl.D.Check * L \/

Signature Match Check \/
Abuses

“Naked Ballots” Lacking
Outer Envelope

Broken Chain of Custody &
Unauthorized Ballot
Handling or Movements

Ballots Accepted Without
Postmarks & Backdating
of Ballots

v = Wide-Spread Evidence * =Some Evidence

No Voter D. Check

't is critical for the integrity of amigy el ect
and registration when that voter comes in to cast qefson ballot. However, there is at least
some evidence of a lack of adequate voter ID check across severabattibground states.

For example, in Michigan, the chairperson of a pollmgation permitted an individual to vote
without presenting voter identificatioff and a

12



In Nevada, poll workers were instructed to advise people who wanted to register to vote and did
not have properNeada | Ds or DRoadotheefallowsg: Thse uaregsstersd voters

could go outside into the parking lot and make an appointment with the Department of Motor
Vehicles as | ate as January 2021 to derity.ai n a
They could then bring in confirmation of their DMV appointment in either paper or digital form;

and that would be sufficient to allow them to be registéted.

Signature Matching Abuses

It is equally critical thaballot counters legally vegfmail-in and absentee ballots by checking if

the signatures on the out er reeords°@bte powever, matt ¢ h t
a variety of signature matching abuses represent a major issue in Nevada, Pennsylvania, and
especially in Georig.

In Georgia, contrary to state law, the Secretary of State entered into a Consent Decree with the
DemocratParty that weakened signature matching to just one verification instead of two. This
illegal weakening of the signature match test has calledguestion more than 1.2 million mail

in ballots cast in Georgi&.

Georgia is nothe only state where signature match check abuses have surfaced. Nevada law
requires thapersonsi not machines- review all signatures and ballots. Yet the Clark County
Registrar of Voters used a defective signature matching computer system called Agilis to conduct
such checké’ As will be discussed further below, this problefimachines replacing humans
contrary toNevada statdaw was compounded by the fact that the l&gisystem has an
unacceptably low accuracy rate, making it easier for illegal ballots to slip through its §creen.

Signature match abuses also surfaced in Wisconsin where mandatory voter information
certifications for maiin ballots were reduced and/eliminated againcontrary to state law. As

noted in one | awsuit, this change “under mined
security and integrity of the election by making it easier to engage ininmiadllot fraud and

created anothestandardlessrule in conflict with the clear terms of the Wisconsin Election Code,
preventing uniform treatment *“f absentee ball

Gblr{SR . Ffft20Ga¢ [FOlAYy3a hdziSNI 9y @St 2 LIS

A naked ballois a maitin or absentee balltackingano ut er envel ope with the
on it. It is illegal to accept the naked ballot as the outer envelope provides the only way to verify a
voter’'s identity.

The illegal acceptance of naked ballots appears to be particularly acute in Pennsgheareault

ofil-advi sed “guidance” i s s aedisteley Demdcedt—tBagsuchet ar vy
naked ballots be counted.
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This issuance of such guidance, in violation of state’leappears to be a blatanteahpt by a
Democrat politiciario boost the count for Joe Biden as it was clear that Democrats would be voting
disproportionately higher through mdnl ballots. This incident is especially egregious because
when the Pennsylvania Supreme Court rejected this guidance, the Secretarg oéf8satd to
issue new guidance directing election officials to NOT countammpliant ma#in or absentee
ballots>?

Broken Chain of Custody & Unauthorized Ballot Handling or Movements

The maintenance of a proper chain of custody for ballots dast ischpin of fair elections. Chain
of custodyis broken when a ballot iFaudulently transferred, controlled, or moved without
adequate supervision or oversight.

While chain of custody issues can apply to all ballots, the risk of a broken chaustotly is
obviously higher for mailn and absentee ballots. This is because the ballots have to go through
more hands.

In the 202(Qoresidentiaklection, the increased us®ftenillegal use-of unsupervised drop boxes

arguably has enhanced the rigkadoroken chain of custody. So, too, has the increased practice of
socal l ed “ball ot harvesting” whereby third par
drop boxes or directly to election officials.

Both drop boxes and ballot harvestingyide opportunities for bad actors to insert fraudulent

ballots into the election process. That this is a very serious matter is evident in this observation by
BlackBoxVoting.org:“ | n court cases, chain of custody vi
evidence or even throwing a case out. In elections, chain of custody violations can result in
‘incurable uncertaintyand court orders teedo elections> (emphasisdded)

As an example of the drop box problem, in Pennsylvdnaibots were illegally doped into drop

boxes at the Nazareth ballot drop center in violation of stat&laikewise in Pennsylvania, a

man caught on videotape and photos came out of an unmarked Jeep extracting ballots from an
unsupervised ballot dreipox to bring them into a Hat counting center. That same man was
observed to come back with an empty ballot container to place in the unsupervisedxctop bo

Il n Wisconsin, the state’ s Efivelwundreddrop oxesnfori t t e e
collection of absentee battoacross the state. However, these drop boxes were disproportionately
located in urban areas which tend to have much higher Democrat registration, thereby favoring the
candidacy of Joe Biden. Notény use of a drop box in Wisconsin is illegal by statiiteerefore,

the votes cast through them cannot be legally counted in any certified electioR’result.

As an example of ballot harvestirgn this case at the front end of the proce&$,000 ballots
were requested from nursing home residents in Perarsglat the same tim&
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As additional examples of a possible broken chain of custheéye are these: Large bins of
absentee ballots arrived at the Central Counting Location in Wisconsin with already opened
envelopes, meaning that ballots could haaeritampered witP?. They were nonetheless counted.

Also in Wisconsin, an election worker was observed moving bags of blank ballots into a vehicle
and then driving off without supervisiGh. There is also the previously referenced case whereby
a truck drver has offered a firsthand account of moving large quantitiéakef manufactured
ballots from New York to Pennsylvania.

As a final note on the unauthorized handling or movement of ballots, there is the prottilegalof
ballot countersThese are peosiswho not legally permitted and/or certified to be counting ballots.

In one curious case@ni ndi vi dual who worked as an offici a
campaign in 2019 was alleged to be involved in scanning ballots in Floyd County, Georgia.
Ballot counters cannot have any ties to candidatepiasidentiaklection.

Ballots Accepted Without Postmarks and Backdating of Ballots

Across all of the battleground states, it is against state law for poll workers to count eithar malil

or abentee ballots that lack postmarks. It is also illegal to backdate ballots so that they may be
considered as having met the election deadline for the receipt and counting of such ballots. There
is some evidence of these irregularities in several of thiedpatund states.

For example, in Wisconsin, according to one Declaration, employees of the United States Postal
Service (USPS) in Milwaukee were repeatedly instructed by two managers to backdate late
arriving ballots so they could still be counfédn addition, the USPS was alleged to have
backdated as many as 100,000 ballots in WiscdAsin.

Similarly, in Detroit, Michigan, as noted in a court case, poll workers were instructing ballot

counters to backdate absentee ballots so they could be c8tided. poll watcher also observed
ballots in Michigan being run through vote tabulation machines without postmarks ofPthem.
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V. Contestable Process Fouls

Contestable process fouls represent the third dimension of election irregularities in the 2020
presidentl election. The various forms such process fouls can take are illustrated in Table 5 across
the six battleground states.

Table 5: Contestable Process Fouls in the Battleground States

_ ARIZONA GEORGIA MICHIGAN NEVADA PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN

b f Poll h
gbz:i::rspo Watchers & ‘/ \/ \/ \/ ‘/ \/

Mail-In & Absentee Ballot
RulesViolated Contrary to
StateLaw

Voters Not Properly Registered
Allowed to Vote

Illegal Campaigning at Poll
Locations

Ballots Cured by Poll Workers \/
or Voters Contrary to Law

v =Wide-Spread Evidence *=Some Evidence

Abuses of Poll Watchers and Observers

Central to the fairness amategrity of any election is the processes by which observers monitor
the receipt, opening, and counting of the ballots. You can see Trabie5 that poll watcher and
observer abuses were present across all six battleground states.

In Georgia®® Michigan®” and Pennsylvani® poll watchers and observers were denied entry to
ballot counting centers by Judges of Elections and other poll workers. This was despite presenting
proper certification and identification.

In Georgiat®Michigan/°Nevada’*and Pensylvania’?Republican poll watchers were also forced

inside confined areas, thereby limiting their view. In some cases, this confinement was enforced
by local law enforcement.
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Across these four battleground states, Republican poll watchers were atteddire stand at
unreasonably lengthy distances from ballot countérsMichigan—ar guabl y t he “f ir
equal s” when it c epolevworkdrsqut apopester bvaeds ondhle wisdevws of

the room where ballots were being processed anmhted so as to block the vieW. In
Pennsylvania, tens of thousands of ballots were processed in back rooms where poll observers
were prohibited from being able to observe af‘all.

This is an extremely serious matter because it is these poll watchesbsamders who represent

the frontline defenders of a fair election process. Their job is to make sure all ballots are handled
properly and tabulated accordingly. They seek to answer questions like: Is there a signature match
process being conducted? Da=xh ballot have an outer envelope or is it a naked ballot? Are
ballots being run more than once through the tabulation machines?

When poll watchers or observers are barred from viewing or forced to view from unacceptably
large distances, these watchd@gnnot accurately answer these questions. They, therefore, cannot
fulfill their critical watchdog function.

Mailin Ballot and Absentee Ballot Rules Violated Contrary to State Law

In Georgia, more than 300,000 individuals were permitted to vote whapmdieéd for an absentee
ballot more than 180 days prior to the Election Day. This is a clear violation of stdfe law.

In both Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, Democrat election officials acted unilaterally to accept both
mail-in and absentee ballots afteeEfion Day. State Republicans have argued this is contrary to
state law.

In Pennsylvania, absentee and rivaiballots were accepted up to three days after ElectionDay.
On November ¥, in anticipation of a legal challenge, the United States Supreme @dered
that the approximately 10,000 absentee and-mdihllots that had arrived past Novemb&rt
separated from ballots that had arrived on Election Dajis direction notwithstanding, a poll
watcher reported on Novembéf that, in Delaware€County, ballots received the previous night
were not being separated from ballots received on Election Day, contrary to st&te law.

Wisconsin state law does not permit early voting. Nonetheless, city officials in the Democrat
stronghold of Madison, Wisceni n assi sted in the creation of
Park” il l egal polling places.

Thesefaux polling places were promoted and supported by the Biden campaign. They provided
witnesses for absentee ballots and acted in every way like legalgppl&ces. Moreover, they
received ballots outside of the limited-@dy period preceding an election that is authorized by
statute for iRperson or absentee balloting. These were clear violations of staté law.
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Voters Not Properly Registered Allowedtie

One of the jobs of poll workers is to ensure thgténson voters are legally registered and are who
they say they are. Across at least three of the six battleground -st@egsrgia, Nevada, and
Wisconsin-this job may not have been effectivelynéo

In Wisconsin, for example, officials refused to allow poll watchers to challenge the qualifications

of people applying to vote or °S%leGeargia, moregharo of o f
2,000 individuals appear to have voted who werdnotst ed i n the State’s r.
registered to vot&!

In Pennsylvania, a poll watcher observed poll workers taking individuals whose names did not
appear in voter registration books back into a separate area that was unobserved by any poll
watchers. There, these apparently unregistered voters met with a Judge of Elections who allegedly
told them:“you go back in, tell them this is your name, and you can™#te.

lllegal Campaigning at Poll Locations

Poll workers are supposed to remain pollticaeutral. When a poll worker displays bias for one
political candidate over another at a polling location, this is contrary to state law. Unfortunately,
this law appears to have been repeatedly violated in Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin.

For exanple, in Pennsylvania, poll workers were wearing paraphernalia from a group called
“Voter Pr ot ect% Democtatfuifdad Pslitical #Actian Cdniiniitee dedicated to
Democrat redistricting in Pennsylvania; and the wearing of its paraphernali#uteastlegal
campaigning at the polfS.

In a similar type of illegal campaigning in Michigan, poll workers were allowed to wear Black
Lives Matter shirts and were seen carrying tote bags of President Obama paraptfeimalia.
addition, poll workers wit Biden and Obama campaign shirts on were allowed on the ballot
counting floor®®

In Wisconsin, representatives from the Biden campaign were outside with clipboards talking to
voters on their way in to vote. They were clearly inside the prohibited perifoetlectioneering.
Poll workers did nothing to address this illegal campaigning despite the objections of ofervers.

Ballots Cured by Poll Workers or Voters Contrary to Law

Under prescribed circumstances, both poll workers and voters may fixsbaltbt mistakes or
di screpancies. This process is known as “ball/l

In nineteen states, poll workers must notify voters if there are errors or discrepancies on their
ball ots and allow them to “cur e®Havevercirostatese ct ar
that do not allow curing, ballots with discrepancies such as missing or mismatched signastires

be discarded®
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In Pennsylvania, and contrary to state law, poll workers were trained to allow voters to cure or

“correct” 5% Aceoiding td ank lcautt diling, Democrabntrolled counties in

Pennsylvania participatedinptceanvass activities prior to EI ec
maili n ball ots f%Sructe fdiicsiceenecpiaensc.i’es included *“
evwel ope or |l acking a signature of the elector

notified so that they could cure their balleta clear violation of state laW.

Numerous other examples of illegally cured ballots abound. For examplsaonsin, tens of
thousands of ballots were observed to be corrected or cured despite election observer dBjections.

In Pennsylvania, poll workers sorted approximately 4,500 ballots with various errors into bins.
Poll workers then réilled out the 4,50 ballots so that they could be read by tabulation machines,
an action contrary to state |&W.

In Michigan, poll workers altered the dates on the outer envelopes of the ballots so that they would
be able to count theft.Michigan poll workers also filedwt bl ank ball oihs to
and absentee ballots according t% what they b

VI. Equal Protection Clause Violations

The Equal Protection Clause is part of thé” Wmendment of the U.S. Constitution and a
fundametal pillar of the American Republic. This Equal Protection Clause mandates that no State
may deny its citizens equal protection of its governing ws.

Table 6 illustrates three major alleged violations of the Equal Protection Clause in the 2020
presidetial election. As the table illustrates, each violation was observed to occur across all six
battleground states.

Table 6: Equal Protection Clause Violations in the Six Battleground States

| | ARIZONA | GEORGIA | MICHIGAN | NEVADA | PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN

Higher Standards of
Certification & I.D.
Verification Applied to In-
PersonVoters

Different Standards of
Ballot Curing

Differential & Partisan
PollWatcher Treatment

v =Wide-Spread Evidence *=Some Evidence
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Higher Standards of Certification & I.D. Verification ApmiéaRerson Voters

The first alleged violation focuses on the application of higher standards of certification and voter
identification for inperson voters than mail and absentee ballot voters. In effect, these higher
standards disproportionately lefited the candidacy of Joe Bidbacausd’resident Trump had a
much higher percentage ofperson voters than man and absentee voters. Indeedil-in and
absentee ballots were largely skewed for Joe Biden across the country by ratios as higlofas 3 ou
4 votes in some statés.

Note here that mucbf the alleged fraud and ballot mishandling focused on-maibters and
absentee ballots. Therefore, the lower the level of scrofitiyese votersthe more illegal votes

for Joe Biderrelative to Dold Trumpcould slip in. It shouldikewise be noted here that this
particular violation of the Equal Protection Clause was further enabled by poll watchers being
denied meaningful observation.

Perhaps the most egregious examples of this particularigiolat the Equal Protection clause
occurred in Georgia and MichigaiGeorgia, for example, requires ID for votingperson and
Michigan will only allow provisional voting without an ID. However, in both Georgia and
Michigan, a valid ID is not required tmte by mail so long as the person has already registered in
a previous election.

These procedures are ripe for fraud. In fact, there is evidence that election fraudsters targeted voters
who had voted in past elections but not voted in more recentbimese fraudsters could then cast
ballots on behalf of these infrequent voters with little likelihood they would be cabgimerous
affidavits, however, detail persons arriving to vote at polls only to be informed that records indicate
they had alreadyoted. At least fourteen such affidavits have been made by Georgians.

As a further example, in Wisconsin, mail ballots were accepted without witness signatures
placed properly in the allocated envelope locatfoA comparable process for-pperson vang
would have resulted in the invalidation of the vote.

Different Standards of Ballot Curing

As a second major violation of the Equal Protection Clause, likewise observed across all six
battleground states, different standards for correcting mistakdmllots (ballot curing) were
applied across different jurisdictions within the states. Often, jurisdictions with predominantly
Democrat registration were more expansive about allowing the curing of ballots than jurisdictions
with predominantly Republan registration.

In Pennsylvania, there was a clear difference between how ballots-wergere not- cured in
Republican counties versus Democrat <counti es.
Boockvar issuedlegal guidance authorizing coues to cure ballots, this illegal guidance was$
followed in at least eight different Republican countfeeanwhile ballots were cured in
Democrat counties under this illegal guidat®e.
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In Arizona, therdikewisewas a clear difference between howpgrson voters were treated versus

mail-in ballots. Onthe one hand, mailn v ot er s had up xt”o i5n vdaalyisd tnoa i
ballots sent prior to Election D&§* On the other hand, iperson voters in Maricopa County, for

example, had to deal with poll workers who did not know how to work electronic voting machines
properly. This resulted in thousands ofperson votes being marked incorrectly and disregarded

rather than curetf?

Differential and Partisan Poll Watcher Treatment

In most states, political party candidates and ballot issue committees are able to appoint poll
watchers and observers to overseetthllot counting proces$® Such poll watchers and observers

must be registered voters and present certification to the Judge of Elections in order to be able to
fulfill their duties at a polling locatiot*

Such certified poll watchers should be free bserve at appropriate distances regardless of their
party affiliation. Yet in key Democrat strongholds, e.g., Dane County in Wisconsin and Wayne
County in Michigan, which yielded high Biden vote counts, Republican poll watchers and
observers were frequentsubject to different treatment ranging from denial of entry to polling
places to harassment and intimidation.

For example, in Georgia, a certified poll watcher witnessed other poll workers at a polling location
discussing how they should not speak to dhee to her party affiliationt In Pennsylvania, a
Republican poll watcher was harassed and removed from the polling location due to his party
affiliation.1% In Wisconsin, a Republican poll watcher was prevented from observing due to the
fact that pollingocations were not allowing Republicans'fn.

Note the synergy here between the problem of the process foul involved with denying access to
certified poll watchers (discussed in the previous section) and the violation of the Equal Protection
Clause such anduct entails when such denial, harassment, and intimidation differs by party
affiliation.
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VII. 2020 Election Voting Machine Irregularities

Perhaps no device illustrates that technology is a deadged sword @#n the machines and
associated softwartkat have come to be used to tabulate votes across all 50'%tatgses of

voting equipment include optical scanners used to process paper ballots, direct recording electronic
systems which voters can use to directly input their choices, and variousgndevices to
produce humameadable ballot&®

Two main types of voting machine irregularities have been alleged in the 2020 presidential
election. As Table 7 illustrates, these types of irregularities include-$aaje voting machine
inaccuracies togker with inexplicable vote switching and vote surges, often in favor Joe Biden.

Table 7: 2020 Voting Machine Irregularities

ARIZONA m MICHIGAN | NEVADA | PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN

Large-Scale Voting Machine
Inaccuracies \/ \/ \/

Inexplicable Vote Switching
and Vote Surges In Favor of
Biden

v = Wide-Spread Evidence *=Some Evidence

LargeScale Voting Machine Inaccuracies

Much has been made about the shadowy genesis of a company called Davhictoprovides

voting machines and equipment to 28 statt&ccor ding to criti cs, Dom
traced to an effort by the Venezuelan dictator Hugo Chavez to rig his sham el€¢orinion

is alsoalleged to havées to the Clinton Foundatigh?while the Smartmatic software used in the
Dominign machines is alleged to have links to the shadowyTamtnp globalist financier George

Sorost!

The controversy swirling over Dominion and Smartmatic notwithstanding, one of the biggest
problems with machingaccuracies may be traced to a company called Adisvada election
officials in Clark County, a Democrat stronghold in Nevada, used Agilis signature verification
machines to check over 130,000 rviaiballot signatures.

According to a court case didl in the First Judicial District Court in Carson City, the Agilis
machines used a ndl ower i mage qualClark Courityhan s U
El ecti on Depart ment of ficials al so | ower ed
recommendationsnaking the whole verification process unreliablé.
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Ina test run, it was proven that, at the manuf
high tolerance for inaccuraci@sas high as 8 non-matching. In other words, half of the ballots

that might be moved through the machine would be impossible to verify; and Clark County
officials lowered that threshold even furtiét.

As a final comment on this case, there is also the broader legal matter that the Agilis machines
were used tacdeqnitgmatl yr a epeéri fication by el ec
Nevada state law.

As noted in a court <case: Aln violation of N
allows the Agilis machine to solely verify 80of the signatures accompang the maiin ballots
without ever havingumand nspect t hd'$e signatures. 0

A similar problem has been alleged in a court filing in Arizona with a software known as the Novus
6.0.0.0. In cases where ballots were too damaged or illegible to be reastebyabulation
machines, Novus was uskdan attempto cure or restore the ballof&he systemvould do so by

trying to read the applicable scans of the original rejected ballots. However, as noted in a court
case filed by Kelli Ward, Chairwoman ofther i zona Republican Party:
i naccurate, and i* often flipped the vote. oo

N

Inexplicable Vote Switching and Vote Surges In Favor of Biden

As a further complication to the Novus software problem in Arizona referenced above, the
softwae was not onlyhighly inaccurate.According to observers, and as an example of
inexplicable vote switching, Aithe software wo
did oTHump. 60

At least one instance of a large and inexplicable vote swicAnd vote surge in favor of Joe
Biden took place inAntrim County, Michigan— and it is associated with the controversial
aforementioned DominieBmartmatic voting machine hardwsaseftware combd®In this
Republican stronghold, 6,000 votes were ingialind incorrectly, counted for Joe Biden. The
resulting vote totals were contrary to voter registration and historical patterns and therefore raised
eyebrows. When a check was done, it was discovered that the 6,000 votes were actually for Donald
J. Trump.

A subsequent forensic audit of the Antrim County vote tabulation found that the Dominion system
had an astonishing error rate of p8rcentt?® By way of comparison, the Federal Election
Committee requires that election systems must have an erroorizeger than 0.0008ercent2!

Perhaps even more troubling given concerns o0\
foreign actors, the records that would have allowed the detection of remote internet access went
missing from the Antrim County sysn. This was in direct violation of Michigan state &%,

which requires retention of voting records for 22 monthsuch information was in place for

previous election years, but not this election. At the very least, the results of this audit indicates

the need for further investigation of the Dominion system across other states in the country.
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In Georgia, there were numerous "glitches" with the Dominion machines where the results would
change. The most notable of these changes was a 20,000 vote suBgefoand 1,000 vote
decrease for Trum{?

VIIl. Statistical Anomalies in the Six Battleground States

The 2020 presidential election appears to feature at least four types of statistical anomalies that
raise troubling questions. Table 8 illustratesitfiedence of these statistical anomalies across the

six battleground statesAs you can see from thable Wisconsin and Georgiare characterized

by the highest degree of statistical anomalies, with three of the four anomalies pfdseatia

and Arizonashow two anomalies present while Michigan has at leastbnet * s t ake a
granular look now at each of these types of statistical anomalies.

Table 8: Statistical Anomalies in the Battleground States

_ ARIZONA m MICHIGAN | NEVADA | PENNSYLVANIA | WISCONSIN

SignificantChanges In
Absentee Ballot Rejection
Rates From Previous Elections

Excessively High Voter Turnout
(at times exceeding 100%)

Statistically Improbable Vote
Totals Based on Party
Registration & Historical
Patterns

UnusualVote Surges

v =Wide-Spread Evidence  *=Some Evidence

Dramatic Changes in Mailand Absentee Hat Rejection Rates from Previous Elections

It is routine across the 50 states for miaihnd absentee ballots to be rejected for any number of
reasons. These reasons may include: the lack of a signature or adequate signature match, a late
arrival past deadliné?*the lack of an external envelope that verifies widentification (a naked
ballot),1? or if voters provide inaccurate or incomplete information on the bafdts.

In the 2020 presidential race, Joe Biden received a disproportionately hightpgecof the mail

in and absentee ballots. Perhaps not coincidentally, we saw a dramatic fall in rejection rates in
Pennsylvania, Nevada, and especially Georgia.
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For example, irNevada the overall rejection ratdroppedfrom 1.8%'2’ in 2016to 0.58% in
2020.1%8 In Pennsylvania, the 2016 rejection rate of%4% dropped to virtually nothing at
0.28%.13° The biggest fall in the overall absentee ballot rejection rate came, however, in Georgia.
Its rejection rate fell from 6%'31in 2016 to a mere 0.84*2in 2020.

These dramatically lower rejection rates poird tmonscious effort by Democrat election officials
acrossthese keybattleground states to subject mailand absentee ballots to a lower level of
scrutiny. That this kind of government conduct and ganmhgur election system may have
contributed to tipping the scales in favor of Joe Biden can be illustratieid simple calculation

In the 2020 race, Georgia election officials received 1,320,154imand absentee ballots. If
these ballots had beegjected at the 2016 rate of B8nstead of the 2020 rate of 0%®4there
would have been 81,321 ballots rejected instead of the 4,489 ballots that were actually rejected.

Under the conservative assumption thao6®f these matin and absentee ballotgent to Joe
Biden!33this dramatic fall in the rejection rate provided Joe Biden with an additional 16,264 votes.
That's mor e t h alegedBlenviatoayin@Geomiaof t he

Excessively High Voter Turnout (at times exceeding 100%)

When there arenore ballots cast than registered or eligible voters, fraud has likely taken place.
During the 202@residentiaklection, excessively high voter turnout occurred across all six swing
states.

In analyzing this problem, it is important to distinguish kesw states that have sany
registration and t h o-dagregistraidn camh plausinly havevbter tumaut wi t |
that is higher than 186. However, is impossible for that to happen in states without-saye
registration without fraud Wéng taken place.

Consider, then, Arizona which does not allow satag voter registration. According to testimony
from an MIT-trained mathematician, Candidate Biden may have received a weigh8adta0

of Democrat votes in Maricopa County to help m the state due to an algorithm programmed
into the Dominion voting machines used thé#é.

Although Michigan does allow sanweter registration, voter turnout was still abnormally
high. Here again, the Dominion voting system has been implicated. To wit

Cybersecurity executive and former NASA analy®uyss Ramsland, testified that in Wayne
County, Michigan, where Dominion Voting Systems equipmeagused, 46 out of 47 precincts
in the county displayed greater than &®9@ter turnout. 25 out of thogecincts showed a 190
voter turnout:®
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Wisconsin, which also allows sarday voter registration, also reported abnormally high voter
turnoutwhen compared to 2016 numbers. For example, Milwaukee reported a record 84% voter
turnout during the 2020reddentialelection versus 3%in 20163°0f t he ci ty’ s 327 v
90 reported a turnout of greater tha@t’

Statistically Improbable Vote Totals Based on Party Registration and Historical Patterns

The 2020 presidential election was charactermestrong partisan voting patterns consistent with
historical patterns. As a rule, heavily Republican jurisdictions voted heavily for President Trump
and heavily Democrat jurisdictions voted heavily for Joe Biden.

In some cases, however, there were msta where these partisan and historical patterns were
violated. It is precisely in such instances where either outright fraud or machine inaccuracies or
manipulations are most likely to be operative.

As one example of such statistically improbable votetal s, t here are the res
Congressional District. In one precinct in the suburb of Queen Creek, the vote percent for President
Trump dropped dramatically relative to 2016, from 67.4 to p&8réent*® This was attributed to

an “ulnwshiiagh” number'™of duplicate ballots.

Unusual Vote Surges

Several unusual vote surges took place in the very early hours of the morning of Nov&inber 4
Georgia, Michigan, and Wisconsin. An analysis conducted by the Voter Integrity Projéat of
NewYork Timesublicly reported data on Election D#&yats howe d sever al vot e
were unusually large in size with unusually high BidefTrump ratios. Such spikes or surges

could well indicate that fraudulent ballots had been counted.

In Georga, for example, an update at 1:34 AM on NovemBeshbwed 136,155 additional ballots

cast for Joe Biden, and 29,115 additional votes cast for President TfuAmpupdate in Michigan

at 3:50 AM on November%showed an update of 54,497 additional vatst for Joe Biden, and

4,718 votes cast for President Trutip.And an update in Wisconsin at 3:42 AM on November

4" showed 143,379 additional ballots cast for Joe Biden, and 25,163 votes cast for President
Trump 142
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IX. A StateBy-State Analysis and SajnFailure of Our Legislative and
Judicial Branches

All happy families are alike; each unhappy family is unhappy in its own way.

— Anna Karening by Leo Tolstoy

It should be clear at this point that all six battleground states suffer from most or allsbf the
dimensions of election irregularities documented in thisrepoostwe ver , | i ke Tol stoc
families, it is also true that each battleground state is different in its own election irregularity way.

That is, each battleground state may be charaett by a unique mix of issues that,

i mpressionistically, might be considered “ mos

Consider Arizona, a state with the lowest alleged Biden victory margin at 10,457 votes. This is a
state with statisticallimprobable high voter turnouts in Maricopa and Pima counties; widespread
ballot mishandling; and 1.6 million mai ballots (which tended towards Bidersubjected to

much lower standards of certification and ID verification thaperson voterswho tended
towards Trumjp

In Georgia, the alleged Biden victory margin was juis7 79votes. What perhaps jumps out most

in the Peach State is the illegal Consent Decree that effectively gutted the signature match
requirements for millions of maih ballots. There is also the quite unresolved fake ballot
manufacturing matter of the roughly 100,000 ballots that were mysteriously pulled, in the dead of

ni ght, out from underneath tables and expedit
electoral ver®n of a Threecard Monte sleighof-hand led to a strong Biden vote surge.

Of all of the six battleground states which suffered from numerous observer and poll watcher
abuses, Michigan must rank as “firstd a“moonugg he g
up the observers” tactics, Detroit in Wayne C
When two local Republican officials tried to withhold certification of the votes in this county for
practices such as these and demanded an awgitwére subject to extreme intimidation and
“doxing” and g¥ickly capitul ated.

As for Nevada, this is a state likewise with a very narrow alleged victory margin for Joe-Biden
33,596 votes. Here, voting machine irregularities associated with the Agitisime have called

into question as many as 130,000 votes. There may also be an unusually large number of ballots
cast by oubf-state voters and others who did not meet residency requirerérntsurse, the

brazen bribery of Native Americans to vote flire Biden is a dark stain on the statel the
Democrat Party**

In Pennsylvania, an equally brazen Democrat Secretary of State issued illegal guidance for the
acceptance of naked ball@sdignored direction from the Pennsylvania Supreme Court to fix the
matter Sheallowed ballots to be illegally cured in contravention of statedadpushed the legal
envelope for accepting ballots after Election Day.
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In the Keystone State, andasi t h  Ge o r -gardaViorse, shuffle éalee ballots out from
underreath a table scandal, there is also the equally unresolved matter of possible fake ballot
manufacturing. Recall, here, the testimony of a truck driver who swears he picked up as many as
100,000 fake manufactured ballots in New York and delivered themniosigania. Both the
tractortrailer and the ballots involved remain unaccounted-famd what might have been in this
tractortrailer were enough ballots alone to swing the election to Joe Biden.

Finally, in Wisconsin, the mother of all contestable psscfouls is arguably that tfe roughly

170,000 matiin ballots entering the tabulation process under the guise of absentee ballots in clear

vi ol ation of state | aw. That’'s more than ei gt
victory margin 0f20,682 votes.

In Wisconsin, there is likewise the largeale abuse associated with an overly expansive definition

of “indefinitely conf i nieccementotnew iadefinitely dardired | | h e
voters in the 2020 election in Wisconsias more than five times the alleged Biden victory

margin.

*kkk

While Democrat Party government officials cheated and gamed the electoral process across all six
battleground states, many Republican government offieifitsm governors and state legisies
to judges-did little or nothing to stand in their way.

Consider that the Republican Party conttmhchambers of the State Legislatures in five of the
six battleground states Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and WiscotSinThese

Stae Legislatures clearly have both the power and the opportunity to investigate the six
dimensions of election irregularities presented in this report. Yet, wilting under intense political
pressure, these politicians have failed in their Constitutionadslatid responsibilities to do so

and thereby failed both their states and this nation as well as their party.

The same can be said for the Republican governors in two of the six battleground Atetesa

and Georgi a. Bot h Ar ia@rogiiad ’'ss DbBruigeowleradCiee their amalv eG
Gover nor ' s effeativety sabam theirdnands while their states have wallowed in election
irregularities.

The judicial branch of the American government should be the final backstop for the kind of issues
examined in this repor¥.et both our State courts and Federal courts, including the Supreme Court,
have failed the American people in refusing to properly adjudicate the election irregularities that
have come before them. Their failures likewise poseatgisk to the American Republic.
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Concluding Observations

From the findings of this report, it is possible to infer what may well have been a coordinated
strategy to effectively stack the election deck against the T-Remge ticket. Indeed, the patis

of election irregularities observed in this report are so consistent across the six battleground states
that they suggest a coordinated strategy to, if not steal the election, then to strategically game the
election process in such a way as to unfdiit the playing field in favor of the BideRlarris

ticket.

A major part of this “stuff the ball ot box S

before the US Supreme Court by the State of Texas:

Using the COVIB19 pandemic as a justfation, [Democrat] government

officials [in Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin] usurped their

| egi sl aturesd6 authority and unconstituti o
statutes. They accomplished these statutory revisions through exdiaitore

friendly lawsuits, thereby weakening ballot integHt§.

According to the Texas complaitwhich the Supreme Court sadly refused to kethue goal of

this strategy was to flood the battl egmeound s
mail s, or placed in drop boxes, with |little o
gover nment of ficials also sought to “weaken

integrity of the vote signature verification and witness requérent4§ . ”

The findings of the assessment conducted in this report are consistent with the Texas complaint.
Key takeaways include:

1 The weight of evidence and patterns of irregularities uncovered in this report are such that
it is irresponsible for anyoneespecially the mainstreammedia o c|l ai m t hat t h
evidence” of fraud or irregularities.

1 The ballots that have come into question because of the identified election irregularities are
more than sufficient to swing the outcome in favor of Presideamp should even a
relatively small portion of these ballots be ruled illegal

1 While all six battleground states exhibit mostr all, six dimensions of election

irregul arities, each state has a unique n
impor t a ma put’this another way, all battleground states are characterized by the same
or similar election irregularities; but, I

state is different in its own election irregularity way.

1 This was theft bya thousand cuts across six dimensions and six battleground states rather
than any one single “silver bullet” electi
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In refusing to investigata growing number of legitimate grievances, the-dniimp media

and censoring social media are complicit in shielding the American public from the truth.
This is a dangerous game that simultaneously underminessithiility of the media and

the stability of our political system and Republic.

Thosejournalists, pundits, and political leaders now participating in what has become a
Biden Whitewashshould acknowledgéne six dimensions of election irregularities and
conduct the appropriate investigatiansdetermie the truth about the 2020 electiolif.

this is not dondefore Inauguration Dayye risk putting into power an illegitimate and
illegal president lacking the support of a large segment of theridam people.

The failure to aggressivefnd fullyinvestigate the six dimensions of election irregularities
assessed in this report is a signal failure not justiphati Trump mainstream media and
censoring social media but also of both our legislative and judicial branches.

o Republican governors in Arizona and Georgia together with Republican majorities
in both chambers of the State Legislatures of five of théaitteground states
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wiscdfi$inhave had both the
power and the opportunity to investigate the six dimensions of election
irregularities presented in this report. Yet, wilting under intense political pegssu
these politicians have failed in their Constitutional duties and responsibilities to do
so—and thereby failed both their states and this nation as well as their party.

o0 Both State courts and Federal courts, including the Sup@amse, have failed the
American people in refusing to appropriately adjudicate the election irregularities
that have come before them. Their failures pose a great risk to the American
Republic

If these election irregularities are not fully investigated prior to Inauguration Day and
thereby effectively allowed to stanithis ndion runsthevery real risk of never being able

to have a fair presidential election agawith the downballot Senate races scheduled for
January 5 in Georgian initial test case of this looming risk.

30



ENDNOTES

L All witnesses who have signed sworn affidavitgleclarations who are referenced in this repattwhose names
are not referenced in the public record, e.g., a court
This has been done ensure their safety and security.

2 Ballotopedi a, “Partisan composition of state
https://ballotpedia.org/Partisan_composition of statéslktmires
SBump, Philip. “The two states that al mosTheWashwgopns pred

Post 7 September 2016ttps://www.washingtonpost.com/newsHAfiewp/2016/09/07/théwo-statesthatalmost
alwayspredictwhich-candidateis-headeefor-defeat/
*The two Democrat candidate exceptions were John F. Kennedy in 19@illa@binton in 1992.

‘Wi I Ii ams, Pete. "Trump's el ection f iNBGQNewsNoverhbar®@®s over
2020. https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2020ection/trumps-electionfight-includesover30-lawsuitsit-s-

n1248289

SAL | witnesses who have signed sworn affidavits and de
Doe” ande™ JbasmedDoon gender, in order to ensure their se¢

6 Bannon, StevélVar Room Pandemibttps://pandemic.warroom.org/

7 Solomon, Johnjust the Newshttps://justthenews.com/joksplomon

8 Kassam, Raheerhational Pulsehttps://americasvoiceews/thenationatpulse/

9 Newsmaxhttps://www.newsmax.com/

10 One America News Netwothttps://www.oann.com/

“ Mo st Saywy Maitling Worked, B ut Ragmussen RapgrtDdcenber &, 2020.k e | y . "
https://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/elections/election_2020/most_say_mail_in_voting_work
ed_but 47 say fraud_likely

RlegalInformat i on | n st iCGomdl Bniversitgnttds:bvevmv.iaw.cornell.edu/wex/bribery

BBedard, Biden leffort ¢fféted dNative Americans $#85 00 Vi sa gi f t cards and
Washington ExaminerDecember 14, 202Mttps://www.washingtonexaminer.com/washinggatrets/préiden
effort-offerednativeamericans25-500-visa-gift-cardsjewelry-to-vote

YPentochoukov, I-foraviro,t e“sl IRladgdle sMcCoenyfduct ed iEpociksTemegr al St e
December2, 2020. https://www.theepochtimes.com/illegaloneyfor-votesrafflesconductedin-severaistatesin-
2020election_3598915.html

“Morgan, Jessy. Testimony. “A truck driver with USPS
completebal | ot s . ” Dtesg/vmbw e/ qutubie.com2vatch®v=R0xaA4dYsbQ

16 Declaration oflohn Dog Delaware County Pennsylvania, November 9, 2020.

"Bedar d 20 Huase RepublitansdemandBa i nvestigate ‘ sui,tTheaMashimgionof bal
Examiner December 4, 202M0ttps://www.washingtonexaminer.com/washingt@trets/2dhousegop-demandag
barrinvestigatesuitcasesf-ballotsin-georgia

B Trump Campaigndeawyews dpne sSeme JuditiaaylSliboommitteezamber 4,

2020. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LJOXDWhWUxk

Real American PoliticdDecember 4, 2020ttps://twitter.com/RealAPolitics/status/13347542690529976357s=20

See for exampl e: Weber, Peter, “Georgia's top electi ol
'suitcases' of ballots a urinal "~ Dheps: énevis.gahoo.com/ge@gip-Bectioninvestigator
debunks115236191.html

20 In the United States District Court for thesBict of Arizona, Tyler Bowyer et al v.. Doug DugeDecember 2,
2020.https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/Bov@smplaint AZ.pdf

21 pffidavit of Jane DoeCobb County, Georgia, November 12, 2020.

22 Declaration oflane DoeBucks County, Pennsylvania, Nov 7, 2020

2 WisGOR “Wi s GOP: Tr ump l awsuit hi ghlights indef i
https://www.wispoliticscom/2020/wisgofirump-lawsuithighlightsindefinitely-confinedvoterincrease/
24 WisGOR “Wi s GOP: So me indefinitely confined voter
https://www.wispolitics.com/2020/wisgespmeindefinitely-confinedvotersare notindefinitely-confined/
%5 WisGOR “Wi s GOP: S o me indefinitely confined voter

https://www.wispolitics.com/2020/wisgegomeindefinitely-confinedvotersare-notindefinitely-confined/

31



%6 WisGOR “Wi s GOP: Trump l awsuit hi ghlbitght s i ncmndafie
https://www.wispolitics.com/2020/wisgetpump-lawsuithighlightsindefinitely-confinedvoterincrease/

2 Legal Informat o n I nstitute, “18 u. S. Code § 61
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/611

28 The Superior Court Of Fulton County State Of Georgi@rump v. RaffenspergeDecember 4 2020
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/TrumpRaffensperger.pdf

2 In the Superior Court of Fulton CountyState of Georgia, November30, 2020.
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/26PD30-Verified-Complaint.pdf

30 Declaration oflane DoePhiladelphia County, Pennsylvanidlovember8, 2020.

31 In the First Judicial District Court Carson City, Nevatksse Law v. Judith WhitmerNovember 17, 2020.
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/Abx¥doc2.pdf

32 Declaration oflohn Doel.as Vegas, Nevada, November 22, 2020.

¥ “Rudy Giuliani claims 8,000 deddampieapl e Nvwoemhbleri n2°
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2_VUKB2jAcg
See Also

“Pennsyl vania Senate Republican L awnRekMNovembdre28,r2020.g Tr an
https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/pennsylvas&naterepublicanlawmakerhearingtranscripton-202G-election

34 Affidavit of Jane DoeQakland County, Michigan, November 11, 2020.

35 Declaration oflohn DoeClark County, Nevada, November 7, 2020.

36 In the Superior Court of Fulton County State of GeorBia,l Andrew Boland v Brad RaffenspergBiovember

29, 2020. https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/2aPDB30-Verified-
Complaint.pdf

37 Statement ofohn Doelas Vegas, Nevada, November 20, 2020.

38 Declaration oflane DogWisconsin, November 12, 2020.

39 Affidavit of Jane DoeWashtenaw County, Michigan, November 9, 2020.

40 Declaration ofJane DogNorthampton County, November 8, 2020.

41 Declaration oflohn Doe, Philadelphia County, November 1622

42 Declaration oflane Doe, Northhampton CounBennsylvania, Novemb@&; 2020.

43 affidavit of John DoeMichigan Novemberl0, 2020.

44 Declaration oflane DoeClark CountyNovember 8, 2020.

45 Ballotopedia “How do el ection wor kz2rs (20a),h”
https://ballotpedia.org/How_do_election_workers_match_signatures%3F_(2020)

“Democratic Party of Georgia, Comgramis&EéttBrRedt’and Reldade,eMarthSCC, a
6, 2020 https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/07/&kttlementl . pdf

4’petition for Writ of Mah mus and Compl ai nt for D e Daniel Radimerrv.yJoseph d | nj u
Gloria, November 19, 2020https://www.democracydocket.com/wiontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/Rodimaer
Gloria_A-20-825130W_Writ-of-Mandamus.pdf

48 In the First Judicial District Court Carson City, Nevaisse Law v. Judith WhitmeKovember 17, 2020.
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/nb¥doc2.pdf

49 In the United States District Court Eastern District of Wisconsin Milwaukee Divi§lonald J. Trump v.he
Wisconsin Elections Commissjon December 2, 2020. https://www.democracydocket.com/wp
content/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/TruwWEC-EDWI.pdf

S0Ballotopedia,* Pennsyl vani a Swps/ibellot@diaorgdénnsgitasia Becrétary of State

51 The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvabémald J. Trump for President et al v.

Kathy Boockvar et al, November, 18 2020.
https://www.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.pamd.127057/gov.uspaorts127057.169.0.pdf

52 The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvddamald J. Trump for President et al v.

Kathy Boockvar et al, November, 18 2020.
https://www.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.pamd.127057/gov.uscourts.pamd.127057.169.0.pdf

53 The El ections Assistance Commi ssi on,
https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/6/Chapter 5 Ballot Building.pdf

“Harris, Bev, “ Ab o HlectiolCWaich Februarfy 16C20561ttesd/lackboxvoting.org/about
chainof-custody/

55 Declaration oflane DoePennsylvania, November 7, 2020. Northhampton County.

56 Declaration oflohn DoeDelaware County, Pennsylvania, November 7, 2020. (3 Pictures, 2 Videos)

32



571n the Supreme @urt of the United States[he State of Texas v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, State of Georgia,

State of Michigan, State of Wisconsin December 7, 2020.
https://www.texasattorneygeneral.gov/sites/default/files/images/admin/2020/Press/SCOTUSFiling.pdf
8Chaitin, Dani el , “Lindsey Graham: Possible ballot hai

r e s i dvicrosoft NelWwsNovembe 10, 2020https://www.msn.com/ens/news/politics/lindsegrahampossible
ballot-harvestng-in-pennsylvanianvolving-25-000-nursinghomeresidents/aBB1laR3R4

59 Affidavit of Jane DoeBrookfield, Wisconsin, November 10, 2020.

60 Declaration oflohn DoeBrown County, November 11, 2020.

Greenberg, Jay, “Domi ni dmumpTEgkehmad Ica ahha rErxipo sWalr kaer ,AntDe
https://neonnettle.com/news/13486miniontechniciarexposeeasanti-trump-ex-kamalaharrisworker

62 Declaration oflane DoeWaukesha County, Wisconsin, November 11, 2020.

63 « ‘*USPS contractor: "Sometmi W sgoafsoumn diuy i wgond eo pa el
December 1, 2020ttps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hRUvP6cbtZk&feature=youtu.be&t=69

See also

Van Brugen, | sabel, “Wi sconsin USPS Subconi madtadd oAlsl, &

December 2, 2020https://www.theepochtimes.com/wisconsigpssubcontracteallegesbackdatingof-tensof-
thousandof-mail-in-ballots_36015801ml

64 State of Michigan Judicial DistricGheryl A. Constantino and David A. Kallman v. City of Detrdibyember8,
2020.https://assetdocumentcloud.org/documents/20403147/wagoentymichiganelectionfraud-lawsuit. pdf

85 Affidavit of Jane DoeQakland County, Michigan November 10, 2020.

66 Declarationof John DoeCobb County, Georgia, November 5, 2020.

67 Affidavit John DoeEagle Count, Colorado November 12, 2020.

68 The Declaration of John McBlain, EsquirBee The Supreme Court of the United StatState of Texas V.
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, State of Georgia, State of Michigan, and State of Widaeosmber 7, 2020.
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/22/220155/163048/20201208132827887SEXe
ExpedMot%20202a.2-07%20FINAL.pdf

69 Affidavit of Jane DoeGwinnett County, Georgia, November 12, 2020.

70 Affidavit John DoeWaukesha County, Wisconsin, November 10, 2020.

1 pffidavit of Jane DoeClark County, Nevada, November 10, 2020.

?The Declaration of John McBlain, EsquirBee The Supreme QGot of the United StatesState of Texas v.
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, State of Georgia, State of Michigan, and State of Widsecsiber 7, 2020.
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/22/220155/163048/20201208132827887SiEXe
ExpedMot%202024 2-07%20FINAL.pdf

73 Affidavit of John Doge November 10, 2020, Waukesha County, Wisconsin.

4 The Declaration of John McBlairEsquire.See The Supreme Court of the United Stat8sate of Texas v.
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, State of Georgia, State of Michigan, and State of Wifeecsmber7, 2020.
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/22/220155/163048/20201208132827887SiEXe
ExpedMot%202024 2-07%20FINAL.pdf

> The Superior Court Of Fulton County State Of Geordgiaump v. Raffenspger, December 4, 2020
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/TrumgRaffensperger.pdf
“Liptak, Adaomurt SApbrewe LConger Deadline for Absentee Ba
New York TimesOctober 28, 2020. https://www.nytimesom/2020/10/28/us/suprergeurtpennsylvanianorth
carolinaabsentedallots.html

“"Sout hwi ¢k, Ron, “Pa. received 10, 00PennbveNdviOt2620.aft er p
https://www.pennlive.com/elections/2020/1 1temeived10000late-ballotsthatarrivedafterpolls-closedon
electionday.html

8 Declaration oflane DoeDelaware County, Pennsynia,November7, 2020.

®“The Supreme Court of Wi sabnwin,An‘t Dom®dcebedl,r2020.ret mpa | & t
https://cdn.donaldjtmnp.com/publiefiles/press_assets/wisconditing-12-1-20 _compressed.pdf

80 Declaration oflane DoeQak Creek, Wisconsin, November 11, 2020.

81 The Superior Court Of Fulton County State Of Geordiaump v. Raffenspger, December4, 202Q
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/TrumgRaffensperger.pdf

82 Declaration oflohn DoeMontgomery County, Pennsylvania, Novieen7, 2020.

83 Declaration ofJlohn DoeAllegheny County, Pennsylvania, November 9, 2020.

84 Declaration oflohn DoeJngham County, Michigan, November 11, 2020.

85 Declaration oflane Doelngham County, Michigan, November 11, 2020.

33



86 Declaration ofJane De, Wheaton, lllinois, November 9, 2020.

8 “Cur e period of -ianb s ératl Bakotpesign”dccessed i dn December 14, 20.
https://ballotpedia.org/Cure_period_fobsgntee _and_maiih_ballots

8 “ Cur e period of -ianb s ératl Bakotpesign”dccessed i dn December 14, 20.
https://ballotpedia.org/Cure_period_for_absentee marail-in_ballots

89 Declaration oflane DoeCentre County, Pennsylvania, November 11, 2020.

9 The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvabianald J. Trump for President et al v.
Kathy Boockvar et al, November 18, 2020.
https://www.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.pamd.127057/gov.uscourts.pamd.127057.169.0.pdf

91 The United States District Court for the Middle Distrof PennsylvaniaDonald J. Trump for President et al v.
Kathy Boockvar et al, November 18, 2020.
https://www.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.usds.pamd.127057/gov.uscourts.pamd.127057.169.0.pdf

92 Declaration of Bartholomew W. and Jean B. W., Milwaukee County, Wisconsin, November 16 S2@28Iso
https://www.jsonline.com/story/news/2020/11/11/fabeckrepublicansclaim-wisconsinclerksillegally-altered
ballots/6234023002/

93 Declaration oflohn DoeDelaware County Pennsylvania, November 9, 2020.

“State of Michi g®onaldloTuump fordfesidan gi. al a. Uoselyn BerfsonN o v 80n2020c
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/Truiopef-FINAL. pdf

9 Affidavit of Jane DoeWashtenaw County, Michigan, November 9, 2020.

96 Cornel!l University, “ Hagala | InformBtioro t e dnbtitutg n ,
https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/equal_protection

Lai , J 0 n a Jdoé Biden woh 3 af évery 4'mail ballots in Pennsylvania. Trump won 2 of 3 votes cast in
person. What does that mean for the future? The Philadelphia Inquirer

https://www.inguirer.com/politics/election/mdiallotspennsylvanieelectiontrump-biden20201119.html

98 Declaration oflohn DoeCounty of MilwaukeeWisconsin, November 11, 2020

9 Blair County, Berks County, Lancaster County, Carbon County, Clinton County, Lycoming County, Dauphoin
County, and Perry County

100 Joseph D. Hamm v. Kathy BoockyaCommonwealth Court of Pennsylvania, Novemi&r 2020.
http://www.pacourts.us/assets/files/settifi¢gR3/file-10362.pdf?cb=f327ff

Wisecretary of State of Arizona, “Voters h,aNoemze9l i mited
2020. https://azsos.gov/abowaffice/mediacenter/presseleases/1248

102 1n the United States District Court for the District of Arizofigler Bowyer et al v.. Doug DugeDecember2,
2020.https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/Bov@&smplaintAZ.pdf

103 National Conference of State Legislatures “ Po | | Wat chers andl 2020al | enge.!
https://www.ncsl.org/research/electieasdcampaigns/polivatcherqualifications.aspx
104 National Conference of State Legislatures “ Po | | Wat chers andl 2020al | enge.!

https://www.ncsl.org/research/electieasdcampaigns/polivatcherqualifications.aspx
105 affidavit of Jane DoeRockdale County, Georgia, Novemi&&2Q

106 Declaration oflohn DoePhladelphia, Pennsylvania, November 8, 2020.

107 pffidavit of Jane DoeBrookfield, Wisconsin, November 10, 2020.

108 Ballotopedia “Voting Equi pment and Met hods
https://balotpedia.org/Voting_methods _and_equipment_by_state
109 Ballotopedia “Voting Equi pment and Met hods

https://ballotpedia.org/Voting_methods and _equipment by state

119 Domirion Voting Systems$, A b o ittps:/fiwvww.dominionvoting.com/about/

nyvarnona, Frank “2020 Stolen ElHammeaon &b yScbho micmiran " V Ct
Business Journahttps://www.conservativebusinessjournal.com/28&flenelectionhammerandscorecard/

112 Clinton = Foundation “The Del i a mttps:/NBwwealjintendotinddtion.org/clinteglobal
initiative/commitments/deliaprojectdemocracythroughtechnology

113 For example, the&Chairman of Smartmatic, MaMallochBr own, is on the board of Geor
Foundation. Open Society Foundation “ L e a d e rhitp$/iwpwy.dpensocietyfoundations.org/whe-
are/leadership/marknallochbrown

4The First Judicial Cdassetawietral vCladittsVehitmeiGet alNgvembed e 72626.a ,  “
https//www.democracydocket.com/wgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/abxrdoc-2.pdf

The First Judici al Cdassetlawietral vQadithswhitmer@t aNovembeX ¢ #2820.a ,
https://www.democracydocket.com/vaontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/abx-doc2.pdf

34



2«1 n violation of Nevada | aw, the Clark County Electiol
of the signattes accompanyingthe mailn  bal | ot s wi t hout ever having humani z
)l n the Superior Court of Ar i zlKefli&ard\n Coastadce Fackson ¢f Hle Co unt
November24,2020.https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/20417265mi@cksorcomplaintandpetition
for-discovery.pdf

1181n the Superior Court of Arizona in and For the Coumty Ma r KelliaMard y. Cdnstance Jackson et dl
November24,2020.https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/20417265mi@cksorcomplaintandpetition
for-discovery.pdf

119 Affidavit of John Doe, Dallas County, Texas. November 17, 2020.
https://www.courtlistener.cofrecap/gov.uscourts.gand.283580/gov.uscourts.gand.283580.7.1 2.pdf

2Ramsl and Jr ., Russel . “ A nWiltiaim nBailéyi vc Antrim &CountyE blichegans i ¢ s R
December 13, 2020.
https://depernolaw.com/uploads/2/7/0/2/27029178/antrim_michigan_forensics_report [121320]_v2_[redacted].pdf

Ri“« Excerpts from the 200 2-3R2H0@&ccwanyt Requigeens yMichigamSe&etamyrofd ar d s
State https://www.michigan.gov/s0s/0,4676127-158313062%-,00.html

22 “Document Ret ent i Michigan S BBhread u | oé . "Elections May  2019.
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/sos/Document _Retention_Schedule 412493 7.pdf
2ZSperry, Paul . “Georgia voting irregat @ar STherGtigen” The c

November 152020. https://thecitizen.com/2020/11/15/georgiating-irreqularitiesthe-curiouscaseof-bidens
20000vote-surge/

24 par ks, Mi |l es, 41WhyBaSome s Ma&AIir le R e P& c ®ctoder 4A2020.1 nval i d
https://www.npr.org/2020/10/04/9201 7B3lwhy-somemail-in-ballotsarerejectedasinvalid
25Livingston, Doug, “Why absentee bal USAfTaday§eptemberd,j ect ed,

2020. https://www.beaconjournal.com/story/news/2020/09/2 1 abgentedallotsrejectedpresidentialandother
elections/3486553001/

26Livingston, Doug, “Why absentgeubal WShTialdy§eptemberd,j ect ed,
2020. https://www.beaconjournal.com/story/news/2020/09/21 A abgentedallotsrejectedpresidentialandother
elections/3486553001/

27El ection Assistance Commi ssion, “The Election Adminis
Congr e s $ips://wevdehdgov/sites/default/files/eac assets/1/6/2016_EAVS_ Comprehensive_Report.pdf

128 Ballotopedia, “ El ect i on resul ts, 2020: Anal yslls 202@ f reje
https://ballotpedia.org/Election_results, 2020: Analysis of rejected ballots

See Also

Office of Nevada Secretary of State Barbara K. Cegavské 2020 Gener al El ection Turnout
https://www.nvsos.gov/sos/home/showdocument?id=9058

¥%E|] ection Assistance Commission, “The El ection Admini s
Congr e s fttps://wevdehdgov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/6/2016_EAVS_Comprehensive_Report.pdf

130 Ballotopedia “El ection resul ts, 202Q@:s, "An Dleytle indd26.r o f rej
https://ballotpedia.org/Election_results, 2020: Analysis_of rejected ballots

See Also

U.S. Elections  Proje¢t “Pennsyl vani a &tairdtyi csVdt i2ogo202Brb e r
https://electproject.github.io/EarMote-2020G/PA.html

BIE|] ection Assistance Commission, “The EI e dniiedState®d mi ni s

Congr e s fittps://wevdehdgov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/6/2016_EAVS_Comprehensive_Report.pdf
132 The Superior Court Of Fulto County State Of Georgia, Trump v. RaffenspergeDecember4, 202Q
https://www.democracydocket.com/vgontent/uploads/sites/45/2020/12/TrumgRaffensperger.pdf

133 For example, in Pennsylvania, 3 out of every 4 absenteefmallallots went to Joe Biden
https://www.inquirer.compolitics/election/madballotspennsylvanigelectionrtrump-biden20201119.html

And in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 84% of absentee/maiballots went to Joe Biden
https://www.tmj4.com/news/electie®020/nojoe-bidendid-not-get 100-percentof-all-milwaukeeabsentedallots

B¥4Heine, Debra, “Mathematician Says Biden May Have Recei
County, Ai zona, ” De c btiph/ghemicRigansarac@r(2020/12/02/mathematiseysbidenmay-have
received130-percentof-the-democratvote-in-maricopacountyarizona/

135 Affidavit of Russel R, Dallas County, Texas. November 17, 2020.

https//www.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.gand.283580/gov.uscourts.gand.283580.7.1 2.pdf

35



136 Milwaukee City Wire News Servjc&nalysis: Five Milwaukee wards report 89% turnout in 2020 presidential vote;
Biden nets 146K votes in city” N o v4 2OROe https://mkecitywire.com/stories/56449524Balysisseven
milwaukeewardsreportmore-2020presidentialvotesthanregistereevotersbidennets146kvotesin-city

137 Milwaukee City Wire News Servjc&nalysis: Five Milwaukee wards report 89% turnout in 2020 presidential vote;
Biden nets 146K votes in city” N o v4 20B0e https://mkecitywire.com/stories/56449524Ralysisseven
milwaukeewardsreportmore-2020presidentialvotesthanregistereevotersbidennets146kvotesin-city

Bpuda, JGOP tawsyit questions 'duplicate’ ballots in Queen Gre&an Tan Valley Sentinellovember

27, 2020. https://www.pinalcentral.com/san_tan_valley_sentinel/localisigoplawsuitquestionsduplicate
ballotsin-queencreek/article_ee9557e@7e453e9a26935beb4b64370a.html

139 In the Superior Court of Arizona imd For the County of Maricopdelli Ward v. Constance Jackson et al
November24,2020.https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/20417265kw@cksoncomplaintandpetitionr

for-discovery.pdf

10 voter Integrity Projegt “ An o malei eCso uint sVatnd Their Effects on Elect
https://votepatternanalysis.substack.com/p/veingmalies2020

141 Voter Integrity Projegt “ Anomal Cesntsa ®pbpteTheir Effects on Electi
https://votepatternanalysis.substack.com/p/vetingmalies2020

142 \/oter Integrity Projegt “ Anomal Cesntsa ®pbptdeTheir Effects on Electi
https://votepatternanalysis.substack.com/p/vetingmalies2020

1“3 News Now “ Mi chi gan Repulsleidc aAn dE |Feocrtcoerds ThHhar@lsange Vote, "
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YW1YzQY_1Ro

Dowling, M. “Mi chigan’s | argeslWp catuea,t yénsepdilantsSemiselt 0 cer t

November 17, 202ttps://www.independentsentinel.com/michigdargiestcounty-refusesto-certify-the-election/

See Also

Institute for Political Economy," Wayne County Mi chigan Withdraws El ecti
Concl udes Mi ¢ hi ghéps://wWanswsb@akadmémews/2105758771365/wamentymichigan
withdrawselectiorcertificationsecurityexpertconcludesmichiganwasstolen

“Pentchoukov, | vFerVotes Raffled Gondacted iVGeve®l at es in 2020 Electio
1, 2020. https://www.theepochtimes.com/illegaloneyfor-votesraffles-conducteein-severatstatesin-2020

election _3598915.html

¥ Ballotopedi a, “Partisan composition 4, 02020. st at e
https://ballotpedia.org/Partisan_composition_tdtes legislatures

146 State of Texas v. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, State of Georgia, State of Michigan, State of,Wisconsin
“Motion for Leave to File Bill of Complaint”  December 7, 2020.
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/22/220155/162953/20201207234611583StBxeMotion-2020-12-
07%20FINAL.pdf pg. 1

147 State of Texas v. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Stagordi&g State of Michigan, State of Wisconsin

“Moti on for Leave to File Bi |l of Compl ai
https://www.spremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/22/220155/162953/20201207234611538-StxteMotion-2020-12-
07%20FINAL.pdfpg. 1

“Ballotopedi a, “Partisan composition of state
https://ballotpedia.org/Partisan_composition_of stateéslkmres

36



