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A NOTE FROM THE AUTHOR
On January 13, 2021, the Democrat-controlled House of Representatives passed House Resolution
24 “impeaching Donald John Trump, President of the United States, for high crimes and
misdemeanors.” A primary justification for this overwhelmingly partisan impeachment is that
“President Trump repeatedly issued false statements asserting that the Presidential election results
were the product of widespread fraud and should not be accepted by the American people or
certified by State or Federal officials.”
If it can be demonstrated that President Trump had a good faith belief that the November 3, 2020
Presidential election results were, indeed, the poisonous fruit of widespread fraud and election
irregularities, POTUS45 must not only be found Not Guilty. The U.S. Senate must also call for a
prompt investigation of these alleged irregularities.
The three volumes of the Navarro Report provide just such a demonstration. These three volumes
have been consolidated herein into a single document explicitly designed as a useful evidentiary
handbook and reference guide for the upcoming Senate impeachment trial.
Evidence used in the preparation of the Navarro Report includes more than 50 lawsuits and judicial
rulings, thousands of affidavits and declarations, testimony in a variety of state venues, published
analyses by think tanks and legal centers, videos and photos, public comments, and extensive press
coverage.
Volume One finds significant election irregularities across six key battleground states – Arizona,
Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. These irregularities range from
outright voter fraud, ballot mishandling, and contestable process fouls to Equal Protection Clause
violations, voting machine irregularities, and significant statistical anomalies.
Volume Two examines a two-pronged Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy used by the
Democrat Party and its political operatives to flood the battleground states with enough illegal
absentee and mail-in ballots to turn a decisive Trump victory into a narrow, and arguably
illegitimate, Biden “win.” To strategically game the Presidential election, the Democrats and their
operatives were found to have at times bent or broken both election rules and laws.
Volume Three provides the most up-to-date statistical “receipts” with respect to the potential
number of illegal votes cast in each battleground state. Volume III thereby provides investigators
with a well-documented tally of potentially illegal votes on a state-by-state and category-bycategory basis. A key finding is that the number of potentially illegal votes dwarfs the very thin
alleged Biden “victory” margins across all six battleground states.
To read this report is to understand at a granular and evidentiary level why the impeachment
charges against President Donald J. Trump must not only be dismissed. These highly partisan
charges are absurd on their face and an affront to the more than 74 million patriotic Americans
who voted for President Trump.

T H E I M M A C U L A T E D E C E P T I O N:
Six Key Dimensions of Election Irregularities
Volume One of the Navarro Report
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Executive Summary
This report assesses the fairness and integrity of the 2020 Presidential Election by examining six
dimensions of alleged election irregularities across six key battleground states. Evidence used to
conduct this assessment includes more than 50 lawsuits and judicial rulings, thousands of affidavits
and declarations,1 testimony in a variety of state venues, published analyses by think tanks and
legal centers, videos and photos, public comments, and extensive press coverage.
The matrix below indicates that significant irregularities occurred across all six battleground states
and across all six dimensions of election irregularities. This finding lends credence to the claim
that the election may well have been stolen from President Donald J. Trump.

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 Trump-Pence ticket. Indeed, the observed
patterns of election irregularities are so consistent across the six battleground states that they
suggest a coordinated strategy to, if not steal the election outright, strategically game the election
process in such a way as to “stuff the ballot box” and unfairly tilt the playing field in favor of the
Biden-Harris ticket. Topline findings of this report include:
•

The weight of evidence and patterns of irregularities are such that it is irresponsible for
anyone – especially the mainstream media – to claim there is “no evidence” of fraud or
irregularities.

•

The ballots in question because of the 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.
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•

All six battleground states exhibit most, or all, six dimensions of election irregularities.
However, each state has a unique mix of issues that might be considered “most important.”
To put this another way, all battleground states are characterized by the same or similar
election irregularities; but, like Tolstoy’s unhappy families, each battleground state is
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” election irregularity.

•

In refusing to investigate a growing number of legitimate grievances, the anti-Trump media
and censoring social media are complicit in shielding the American public from the truth.
This is a dangerous game that simultaneously undermines the credibility of the media and
the stability of our political system and Republic.

•

Those journalists, pundits, and political leaders now participating in what has become a
Biden Whitewash should acknowledge the six dimensions of election irregularities and
conduct the appropriate investigations to determine the truth about the 2020 election. If
this is not done before Inauguration Day, we risk putting into power an illegitimate and
illegal president lacking the support of a large segment of the American people.

•

The failure to aggressively and fully investigate the six dimensions of election irregularities
assessed in this report is a signal failure not just of our anti-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 the six battleground states –
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin 2 – have had 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 Constitutional duties and responsibilities to do
so – and thereby failed both their states and this nation as well as their party.
o Both State courts and Federal courts, including the Supreme Court, 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 stand, this nation runs the very real risk of never being able
to have a fair presidential election again – with the down-ballot Senate races scheduled for
January 5 in Georgia an initial test case of this looming risk.
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I. Introduction
At the stroke of midnight on Election Day, President Donald J. Trump appeared well on his way
to winning a second term. He was already a lock to win both Florida and Ohio; and no Republican
has ever won a presidential election without winning Ohio while only two Democrats have won
the presidency without winning Florida.3
At the same time, the Trump-Pence ticket had substantial and 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 midnight, however, as a flood of mail-in and absentee ballots began entering the
count, the Trump red tide of victory began turning Joe Biden blue. As these mail-in and absentee
ballots were tabulated, the President’s large leads in Georgia, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and
Wisconsin simply vanished into 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, his lead was a whopping 356,945; and he led in Pennsylvania by more than half a million
votes. By December 7, however, these wide Trump leads would turn into razor thin Biden leads –
11,779 votes in Georgia, 20,682 votes in Wisconsin, 81,660 votes in Pennsylvania, and 154,188
votes in Michigan.

Table 1: A Trump Red Tide Turns Biden Blue

There was an equally interesting story unfolding in Arizona and Nevada. While Joe Biden was
ahead in these two additional battleground states on election night – by just over 30,000 votes in
Nevada and less than 150,000 votes in Arizona – internal 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 reversal of Trump fortune, a national firestorm has erupted over
the fairness and integrity of one of the most sacrosanct institutions in America – our presidential
election system. Critics on the Right and within the Republican Party – including President Trump
himself – have charged that the election was stolen. They have backed up these damning charges
with more than 50 lawsuits,4 thousands of supporting affidavits and declarations, and seemingly
incriminating videos, photos, and first-hand accounts of all manner of chicanery.5
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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 have acknowledged 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 anti-Trump segments of the so-called
“mainstream” media and alternative conservative news outlets. Across the anti-Trump mainstream
media diaspora – which includes most prominently print publications like the New York Times
and Washington Post and cable TV networks like CNN and MSNBC – a loud chorus of voices has
been demanding that President Trump concede the election.
These same anti-Trump voices have been equally quick to denounce or discredit anyone –
especially anyone within their own circle – that dares to investigate what may 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 extensive, in-depth coverage of the many issues of fraud, misconduct,
and other irregularities that are coming to light. From Steve Bannon’s War Room Pandemic6 and
John Solomon’s Just the News7 to Raheem Kassam’s National Pulse,8 to Newsmax,9 and One
America News Network,10 Americans hungry for facts and breaking developments have been able
to find such critical information only by following this alternative coverage.
That the American public is not buying what the Democrat Party and the anti-Trump media and
social media are selling is evident in public opinion polls. For example, according to a recent
Rasmussen poll: “Sixty-two percent (62%) of Republicans say it is ‘Very Likely the Democrats
stole the election’” while 28% of Independents and 17% of Democrats share that view.11
If, in fact, compelling evidence comes to light proving the election was indeed stolen after a fait
accompli Biden inauguration, 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 mainstream media of this country won’t even fully investigate what is
becoming a growing mountain of evidence calling into question the election result, there is little
chance that our democracy and this Republic will survive as we know it. It is therefore critical
that we get to the bottom of this matter. That is the purpose of this report.
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II. Six Dimensions of Election Irregularities across Six Battleground States
This report assesses the fairness and integrity of the 2020 presidential election across six key
battleground states where the Democrat candidate Joe Biden holds a slim lead, and the results
continue to be hotly contested. As documented in the extensive endnotes, the evidence used to
conduct this assessment includes more than 50 lawsuits and judicial rulings, 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 and first-hand accounts, 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 state-by-state basis across six key battleground states:
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. 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 of the presence or absence of each of the six
dimensions of alleged election irregularities in each of the six battleground states. Column 1 lists
each of the six dimensions along with the alleged Biden victory margin and the possible illegal
ballots due to election irregularities. Columns 2 through 7 in the matrix then indicate the presence
or absence of the election irregularities in any given state.
Note that a checkmark in matrix cell indicates there is widespread evidence in a given state for a
particular dimension of election irregularity while a star indicates there is at least some evidence.

Table 2: 2020 Alleged Election Irregularities across the Six Battleground States
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Two key points stand out immediately from the matrix. First, significant irregularities appear to
be ubiquitous across the six battleground states. Only Arizona is free of any apparent widespread
ballot mishandling while only Pennsylvania lacks significant statistical anomalies. The rest of the
matrix in Table 2 is a sea of checkmarks and occasional stars.
Second, if one compares the alleged Biden victory 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
dwarfs the alleged Biden victory margin in five of 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 10,457 votes, there are nearly 10 times that number of possible illegal ballots;
and the ratio of the alleged Biden vote lead to possible illegal ballots is even higher for Georgia.
Only Michigan is the exception to the rule. This is not because it is likely to be a true exception
but simply because there remains insufficient estimates of how the various types of irregularities
in Michigan translate into possible illegal votes.
Clearly, based on this matrix, the American people deserve a definitive answer as to whether this
election was stolen from Donald J. Trump. Absent a thorough investigation prior to Inauguration
Day, a cloud and a stain will hang over what will be perceived by many Americans as an
illegitimate Biden administration.
The next six sections of this report examine in more detail each of the six dimensions of alleged
election irregularities.

7

III. Outright Voter Fraud
Outright voter fraud ranges from the large-scale manufacturing of fake ballots, bribery, and dead
voters to ballots cast by ineligible voters such as felons and illegal aliens, ballots counted multiple
times, and illegal out-of-state voters. Table 3 provides an overview across the six battleground
states of the various types of outright voter fraud that have been alleged to be present.

Table 3: Outright Voter Fraud in the 2020 Presidential Election

From the figure, we see that different types of fraud may be present in all six states. Let’s more
precisely define each of these different types of fraud using examples that are designed to be
illustrative rather than exhaustive.
Bribery
In a voter fraud context, bribery refers to the corrupt solicitation, acceptance, or transfer of value
in exchange for official action, such as voter registration or voting for a preferred candidate.12 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 campaign, Native Americans appear to have
traded their votes not for pieces of silver but rather for Visa gift cards, jewelry, and other “swag.”13
According to the Epoch Times, such vote buying schemes also may have occurred in eight other
states, including Arizona and Wisconsin.14
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Fake Ballot Manufacturing and Destruction of Legally Cast Real Ballots
Fake ballot manufacturing involves the fraudulent production of ballots on behalf of a candidate;
and one of the most disturbing examples of possible fake ballot manufacturing involves 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 Pennsylvania.15 There may be well over 100,000 ballots
involved, enough fake ballots alone to have swung the 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
machines. The resultant tabulations did not correlate with the mail-in ballots scanned into the
machines.16
Arguably the most flagrant example of possible fake ballot manufacturing on behalf of Joe Biden
may have occurred at the State Farm Arena in Atlanta, Georgia. The possible perpetrators were
caught in flagrante delicto on 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. Once the room was cleared, several election
officials pulled out large boxes of ballots from underneath a draped table. They then proceeded to
tabulate a quantity of fake manufactured ballots estimated to be in the range of tens of thousands.17
Note that a large surge in Biden votes following the tabulation of these ballots can be clearly
observed after these votes were processed.18
Despite what appears to be damning evidence of a possible crime, a spate of stories appeared
across the anti-Trump media diaspora dismissing 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
observers.19 Or so the spin goes.
Of course, this is precisely the kind of incident that should be fully investigated both by Georgia’s
Attorney General as well as by the Federal Department of Justice. Yet it remains unclear as to
whether such investigations are underway. Meanwhile, the 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 possible destruction of legally cast real ballots there is this allegation
from a court case filed in the United States District Court for the District of Arizona: Plaintiffs
claim that over 75,000 absentee ballots were reported as unreturned when they were actually
returned. These absentee ballots were 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 parties.20
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Indefinitely Confined Voter Abuses
Indefinitely confined voters are 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 effectively hijacking their
identities and votes. For example, in Georgia, the family of an elderly man in a nursing home
facility discovered that a mail-in ballot had been requested and submitted under his voter
registration identity, yet it was done without his consent.21 In a similar situation in Pennsylvania,
two parents and their daughter who has Downs Syndrome went to vote in person and discovered
that a mail-in ballot had both been requested and submitted for the daughter without her consent.22
The second kind of indefinitely confined voter abuse is far more consequential, at least in the state
of Wisconsin. The key allegation here in several court filings is that “bad-faith voters” registering
as “indefinitely confined” intentionally broke “Wisconsin election law to circumvent election
integrity photo identification requirements.” In a nutshell, they were able to vote without showing
a voter identification photo and therefore underwent a far less rigorous I.D. check than would
otherwise have been conducted.
This abuse happened, according to one press account, after “clerks in Dane and Milwaukee
counties offered illegal advice that encouraged individuals to use indefinite confinement as a way
to ignore the state’s photo I.D. requirement.”23 The Trump side has called this correctly an open
invitation to fraud; and stories and pictures abound of Wisconsin voters who registered as
indefinitely confined but were seen also attending weddings, riding their bikes, going on vacation,
and otherwise be anything but confined.24
Here is what is most important about this particular type of election fraud: In the wake of the
expanded definition of indefinitely confined voters – a definition ruled legally incorrect by the
Wisconsin Supreme Court25 – the number of indefinitely confined voters surged from just under
70,000 voters in 2019 to over 200,000 in 2020.26 This 130,000 vote increment of new indefinitely
confined voters is more than five times the Biden victory margin in Wisconsin.
Ineligible Voters and Voters Who Voted in Multiple States
Ineligible voters include felons deemed ineligible, underage citizens, nonregistered voters, illegal
aliens, illegal out-of-state voters, and voters illegally using a post office box as an address.27
In a court filing by the Trump campaign legal team, lead counsel Ray Smith provided a list of more
than 70,000 allegedly ineligible voters casting ballots in Georgia in the 2020 election.28 Also 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 outof-state voters appeared to have remained on the voter rolls and voted in the 2020 election.29
As additional data points regarding ineligible out-of-state voters, there are these: Between 80 and
100 self-proclaimed Black Lives Matter-affiliated members from other states have admitted to
having voted in Pennsylvania.30
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As for those voters who vote in multiple states, one lawsuit claims that roughly 15,000 mail-in or
absentee ballots were received in Nevada from voters who were known to have voted in other
states. 31 It is useful to note here that in Nevada, poll workers allegedly were not consistent in their
procedures when checking voters in to vote about whether they accepted California or Nevada
Voter Identification as proof of eligibility to register to vote.32
Dead Voters and Ghost Voters
According to widespread evidence, there was a surprising number of ballots cast across several
key battleground states by deceased voters, sparking one wag to quip, in reference to a classic
Bruce Willis movie, this was the “Sixth Sense” election – I see dead people voting.
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 mail-in ballots. 33 In Georgia – underscoring the critical role any given
category of election irregularities might play in determining the outcome – the estimated number
of alleged deceased individuals casting votes almost exactly equals the Biden victory margin.
In Michigan, according to one first-hand account offered in a declaration, computer operators at a
polling location in Detroit were manually adding the names and addresses of thousands of ballots
to vote tabulation systems with voters who had birth dates in 1900.34 And in Nevada, a widower
since 2017 saw that his deceased wife had successfully cast a mail-in ballot on November 2, 2020,
three and a half years after her death. 35
It may be useful to note here that dead voters played a critical role in stealing the election from
Richard Nixon, a theft orchestrated by Mayor Richard Daley and his Chicago political machine.
According to one report “more than 3,000 votes [were] cast in the names of individuals who were
dead, and more than 31,000 individuals voted twice in different locations in the city.” President
Kennedy’s victory margin in Illinois was less than 9,000 votes.
On the Ghost Voter front, a “Ghost Voter” is a voter who requests and submits a ballot under the
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 voters – almost twice the Biden victory
margin – cast their ballots after having moved out of state.36 In Nevada, a poll worker reported that
there were as many as 50 ballots per day being delivered to homes vacated by their former
residents.37
Counting Ballots Multiple Times
Counting ballots multiple times occurs most egregiously when batches of ballots are repeatedly
rescanned and re-tabulated in electronic voting machines. It can also happen when the same person
votes multiple times within the same day. Evidence of these particular kinds of “ballot stuffing”
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 once.38 In Wayne County, Michigan, Republican poll watchers observed
canvassers re-scanning batches of ballots through vote tabulation machines up to 3 to 4 times.39
In Pennsylvania, a poll worker observed a woman vote twice in the same day by changing her
appearance.40 Another poll worker observed people in voting lines in one corner of a polling
location voting, and then coming to another polling location at the other side of the building to
vote.41 Still another poll worker witnessed a woman voting twice at voting machines on Election
Day.42

IV. Ballot Mishandling
Ballot mishandling represents the second major dimension of alleged election irregularities in the
2020 presidential election. As Table 4 illustrates, this is a multifaceted problem across the
battleground states. Let’s work our way through this figure starting with the failure to properly
check the identification of voters.

Table 4: Ballot Mishandling in the Battleground States

No Voter I.D. Check
It is critical for the integrity of any election for poll workers to properly verify a voter’s identity
and registration when that voter comes in to cast an in-person ballot. However, there is at least
some evidence of a lack of adequate voter ID check across several of the battleground states.
For example, in Michigan, the chairperson of a polling location permitted an individual to vote
without presenting voter identification and another with only a photocopy of a driver’s license. 43
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In Nevada, poll workers were instructed to advise people who wanted to register to vote and did
not have proper Nevada IDs or Driver’s Licenses to do the following: These unregistered voters
could go outside into the parking lot and make an appointment with the Department of Motor
Vehicles as late as January 2021 to obtain a Nevada Driver’s License as proof of their identity.
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 registered. 44
Signature Matching Abuses
It is equally critical that ballot counters legally verify mail-in and absentee ballots by checking if
the signatures on the outer envelopes match the voters’ registration records.45 Note, however, that
a variety of signature matching abuses represent a major issue in Nevada, Pennsylvania, and
especially in Georgia.
In Georgia, contrary to state law, the Secretary of State entered into a Consent Decree with the
Democrat Party that weakened signature matching to just one verification instead of two. This
illegal weakening of the signature match test has called into question more than 1.2 million mailin ballots cast in Georgia.46
Georgia is not the only state where signature match check abuses have surfaced. Nevada law
requires that persons – 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 checks.47 As will be discussed further below, this problem of machines replacing humans
contrary to Nevada state law was compounded by the fact that the Agilis system has an
unacceptably low accuracy rate, making it easier for illegal ballots to slip through its screen. 48
Signature match abuses also surfaced in Wisconsin where mandatory voter information
certifications for mail-in ballots were reduced and/or eliminated, again contrary to state law. As
noted in one lawsuit, this change “undermined the authority of the state legislature, reduced the
security and integrity of the election by making it easier to engage in mail-in ballot fraud and
created another standard-less rule in conflict with the clear terms of the Wisconsin Election Code,
preventing uniform treatment of absentee ballots throughout the State.”49
“Naked Ballots” Lacking Outer Envelope
A naked ballot is a mail-in or absentee ballot lacking an outer envelope with the voter’s signature
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 Pennsylvania as a result
of ill-advised “guidance” issued by the Secretary of State – a registered Democrat50 – that such
naked ballots be counted.
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This issuance of such guidance, in violation of state law,51 appears to be a blatant attempt by a
Democrat politician to boost the count for Joe Biden as it was clear that Democrats would be voting
disproportionately higher through mail-in ballots. This incident is especially egregious because
when the Pennsylvania Supreme Court rejected this guidance, the Secretary of State refused to
issue new guidance directing election officials to NOT count non-compliant mail-in or absentee
ballots.52
Broken Chain of Custody & Unauthorized Ballot Handling or Movements
The maintenance of a proper chain of custody for ballots cast is the linchpin of fair elections. Chain
of custody is broken when a ballot is fraudulently transferred, controlled, or moved without
adequate supervision or oversight.53
While chain of custody issues can apply to all ballots, the risk of a broken chain of custody is
obviously higher for mail-in and absentee ballots. This is because the ballots have to go through
more hands.
In the 2020 presidential election, the increased use – often illegal use – of unsupervised drop boxes
arguably has enhanced the risk of a broken chain of custody. So, too, has the increased practice of
so-called “ballot harvesting” whereby third parties pick up ballots from voters and deliver them to
drop boxes or directly to election officials.
Both drop boxes and ballot harvesting provide 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: “In court cases, chain of custody violations can result in refusal to admit
evidence or even throwing a case out. In elections, chain of custody violations can result in
‘incurable uncertainty’ and court orders to redo elections.”54 (emphasis added)
As an example of the drop box problem, in Pennsylvania, ballots were illegally dumped into drop
boxes at the Nazareth ballot drop center in violation of state law.55 Likewise in Pennsylvania, a
man caught on videotape and photos came out of an unmarked Jeep extracting ballots from an
unsupervised ballot drop-box to bring them into a ballot counting center. That same man was
observed to come back with an empty ballot container to place in the unsupervised drop box.56
In Wisconsin, the state’s Election Committee illegally positioned five hundred drop boxes for
collection of absentee ballots across 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. Note: Any use of a drop box in Wisconsin is illegal by statute. Therefore,
the votes cast through them cannot be legally counted in any certified election result.57
As an example of ballot harvesting – in this case at the front end of the process – 25,000 ballots
were requested from nursing home residents in Pennsylvania at the same time.58
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As additional examples of a possible broken chain of custody, there are these: Large bins of
absentee ballots arrived at the Central Counting Location in Wisconsin with already opened
envelopes, meaning that ballots could have been tampered with.59 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 supervision.60 There is also the previously referenced case whereby
a truck driver has offered a firsthand account of moving large quantities of fake manufactured
ballots from New York to Pennsylvania.
As a final note on the unauthorized handling or movement of ballots, there is the problem of illegal
ballot counters. These are persons who not legally permitted and/or certified to be counting ballots.
In one curious case, an individual who worked as an official photographer for Kamala Harris’
campaign in 201961 was alleged to be involved in scanning ballots in Floyd County, Georgia.
Ballot counters cannot have any ties to candidates in a presidential election.
Ballots Accepted Without Postmarks and Backdating of Ballots
Across all of the battleground states, it is against state law for poll workers to count either mail-in
or absentee 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 the battleground 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 latearriving ballots so they could still be counted.62 In addition, the USPS was alleged to have
backdated as many as 100,000 ballots in Wisconsin.63
Similarly, in Detroit, Michigan, as noted in a court case, poll workers were instructing ballot
counters to backdate absentee ballots so they could be counted.64 One poll watcher also observed
ballots in Michigan being run through vote tabulation machines without postmarks on them.65
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V. Contestable Process Fouls
Contestable process fouls represent the third dimension of election irregularities in the 2020
presidential 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

Abuses of Poll Watchers and Observers
Central to the fairness and integrity of any election is the processes by which observers monitor
the receipt, opening, and counting of the ballots. You can see in the Table 5 that poll watcher and
observer abuses were present across all six battleground states.
In Georgia,66 Michigan,67 and Pennsylvania,68 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 Georgia,69 Michigan,70 Nevada, 71 and Pennsylvania,72 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 also directed to stand at
unreasonably lengthy distances from ballot counters. In Michigan – arguably the “first among
equals” when it comes to observer abuses – poll workers put up poster boards on the windows of
the room where ballots were being processed and counted so as to block the view.73 In
Pennsylvania, tens of thousands of ballots were processed in back rooms where poll observers
were prohibited from being able to observe at all.74
This is an extremely serious matter because it is these poll watchers and observers 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? Does each 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 watchdogs cannot accurately answer these questions. They, therefore, cannot
fulfill their critical watchdog function.
Mail-In Ballot and Absentee Ballot Rules Violated Contrary to State Law
In Georgia, more than 300,000 individuals were permitted to vote who had applied for an absentee
ballot more than 180 days prior to the Election Day. This is a clear violation of state law.75
In both Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, Democrat election officials acted unilaterally to accept both
mail-in and absentee ballots after Election Day. State Republicans have argued this is contrary to
state law.
In Pennsylvania, absentee and mail-in ballots were accepted up to three days after Election Day.76
On November 7th, in anticipation of a legal challenge, the United States Supreme Court ordered
that the approximately 10,000 absentee and mail-in ballots that had arrived past November 3rd be
separated from ballots that had arrived on Election Day. 77 This direction notwithstanding, a poll
watcher reported on November 7th that, in Delaware County, ballots received the previous night
were not being separated from ballots received on Election Day, contrary to state law.78
Wisconsin state law does not permit early voting. Nonetheless, city officials in the Democrat
stronghold of Madison, Wisconsin assisted in the creation of more than 200 “Democracy in the
Park” illegal polling places.
These faux polling places were promoted and supported by the Biden campaign. They provided
witnesses for absentee ballots and acted in every way like legal polling places. Moreover, they
received ballots outside of the limited 14-day period preceding an election that is authorized by
statute for in-person or absentee balloting. These were clear violations of state law.79
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Voters Not Properly Registered Allowed to Vote
One of the jobs of poll workers is to ensure that in-person voters are legally registered and are who
they say they are. Across at least three of the six battleground states – Georgia, Nevada, and
Wisconsin – this job may not have been effectively done.
In Wisconsin, for example, officials refused to allow poll watchers to challenge the qualifications
of people applying to vote or require proof of such persons’ qualifications.80 In Georgia, more than
2,000 individuals appear to have voted who were not listed in the State’s records as having been
registered to vote.81
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 vote.”82
Illegal Campaigning at Poll Locations
Poll workers are supposed to remain politically neutral. 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 example, in Pennsylvania, poll workers were wearing paraphernalia from a group called
“Voter Protection.” This is a 100% Democrat-funded Political Action Committee dedicated to
Democrat redistricting in Pennsylvania; and the wearing of its paraphernalia constitutes illegal
campaigning at the polls.83
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 paraphernalia. 84 In
addition, poll workers with Biden and Obama campaign shirts on were allowed on the ballot
counting floor.85
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 perimeter for electioneering.
Poll workers did nothing to address this illegal campaigning despite the objections of observers.86
Ballots Cured by Poll Workers or Voters Contrary to Law
Under prescribed circumstances, both poll workers and voters may fix ballots with mistakes or
discrepancies. This process is known as “ballot curing.”
In nineteen states, poll workers must notify voters if there are errors or discrepancies on their
ballots and allow them to “cure” or correct any errors so their votes will count.87 However, in states
that do not allow curing, ballots with discrepancies such as missing or mismatched signatures must
be discarded.88
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In Pennsylvania, and contrary to state law, poll workers were trained to allow voters to cure or
“correct” their ballots.89 According to one court filing, Democrat-controlled counties in
Pennsylvania participated in pre-canvass activities prior to Election Day “by reviewing received
mail-in ballots for deficiencies.”90 Such discrepancies included “lacking the inner secrecy
envelope or lacking a signature of the elector on the outer declaration envelope.” Voters were then
notified so that they could cure their ballots – a clear violation of state law.91
Numerous other examples of illegally cured ballots abound. For example, in Wisconsin, tens of
thousands of ballots were observed to be corrected or cured despite election observer objections.92
In Pennsylvania, poll workers sorted approximately 4,500 ballots with various errors into bins.
Poll workers then re-filled out the 4,500 ballots so that they could be read by tabulation machines,
an action contrary to state law.93
In Michigan, poll workers altered the dates on the outer envelopes of the ballots so that they would
be able to count them.94 Michigan poll workers also filled out blank ballots to “correct” mail-in
and absentee ballots according to what they believed the “voter had intended.”95

VI. Equal Protection Clause Violations
The Equal Protection Clause is part of the 14th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution and a
fundamental pillar of the American Republic. This Equal Protection Clause mandates that no State
may deny its citizens equal protection of its governing laws. 96
Table 6 illustrates three major alleged violations of the Equal Protection Clause in the 2020
presidential 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
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Higher Standards of Certification & I.D. Verification Applied to In-Person Voters
The first alleged violation focuses on the application of higher standards of certification and voter
identification for in-person voters than mail-in and absentee ballot voters. In effect, these higher
standards disproportionately benefited the candidacy of Joe Biden because President Trump had a
much higher percentage of in-person voters than mail-in and absentee voters. Indeed, mail-in and
absentee ballots were largely skewed for Joe Biden across the country by ratios as high as 3 out of
4 votes in some states.97
Note here that much of the alleged fraud and ballot mishandling focused on mail-in voters and
absentee ballots. Therefore, the lower the level of scrutiny of these voters, the more illegal votes
for Joe Biden relative to Donald Trump could slip in. It should likewise 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 particular violation of the Equal Protection clause
occurred in Georgia and Michigan. Georgia, for example, requires ID for voting in-person and
Michigan will only allow provisional voting without an ID. However, in both Georgia and
Michigan, a valid ID is not required to vote 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 recent ones. These fraudsters could then cast
ballots on behalf of these infrequent voters with little likelihood they would be caught. Numerous
affidavits, however, detail persons arriving to vote at polls only to be informed that records indicate
they had already voted. At least fourteen such affidavits have been made by Georgians.
As a further example, in Wisconsin, mail-in ballots were accepted without witness signatures
placed properly in the allocated envelope location.98 A comparable process for in-person voting
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 mistakes on ballots (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 Republican registration.
In Pennsylvania, there was a clear difference between how ballots were – or were not – cured in
Republican counties versus Democrat counties. When Pennsylvania’s Secretary of State Kathy
Boockvar issued illegal guidance authorizing counties to cure ballots, this illegal guidance was not
followed in at least eight different Republican counties. 99 Meanwhile, ballots were cured in
Democrat counties under this illegal guidance.100
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In Arizona, there likewise was a clear difference between how in-person voters were treated versus
mail-in ballots. On the one hand, mail-in voters had up to 5 days to “cure” or “fix” invalid mail-in
ballots sent prior to Election Day.101 On the other hand, in-person 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 of in-person votes being marked incorrectly and disregarded
rather than cured.102
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 oversee the ballot counting process.103 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 location.104
Such certified poll watchers should be free to observe 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 frequently subject 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 her due to her party affiliation. 105 In Pennsylvania, a
Republican poll watcher was harassed and removed from the polling location due to his party
affiliation.106 In Wisconsin, a Republican poll watcher was prevented from observing due to the
fact that polling locations were not allowing Republicans in.107
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 conduct 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 double-edged sword than the machines and
associated software that have come to be used to tabulate votes across all 50 states. 108 Types 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 various marking devices to
produce human-readable ballots.109
Two main types of voting machine irregularities have been alleged in the 2020 presidential
election. As Table 7 illustrates, these types of irregularities include large-scale voting machine
inaccuracies together with inexplicable vote switching and vote surges, often in favor Joe Biden.

Table 7: 2020 Voting Machine Irregularities

Large-Scale Voting Machine Inaccuracies
Much has been made about the shadowy genesis of a company called Dominion which provides
voting machines and equipment to 28 states.110 According to critics, Dominion’s roots may be
traced to an effort by the Venezuelan dictator Hugo Chavez to rig his sham elections.111 Dominion
is also alleged to have ties to the Clinton Foundation,112 while the Smartmatic software used in the
Dominion machines is alleged to have links to the shadowy anti-Trump globalist financier George
Soros.113
The controversy swirling over Dominion and Smartmatic notwithstanding, one of the biggest
problems with machine inaccuracies may be traced to a company called Agilis. Nevada election
officials in Clark County, a Democrat stronghold in Nevada, used Agilis signature verification
machines to check over 130,000 mail-in ballot signatures.
According to a court case filed in the First Judicial District Court in Carson City, the Agilis
machines used a “lower image quality than suggested by the manufacturer.” Clark County
Election Department officials also lowered the accuracy rate below the manufacturer’s
recommendations, making the whole verification process unreliable. 114
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In a test run, it was proven that, at the manufacturer’s setting, the Agilis machine already had a
high tolerance for inaccuracies—as high as 50% 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 further.115
As a final comment on this case, there is also the broader legal matter that the Agilis machines
were used to “entirely replace signature verification by election personnel.” This is contrary to
Nevada state law.
As noted in a court case: “In violation of Nevada law, the Clark County Election Department
allows the Agilis machine to solely verify 30% of the signatures accompanying the mail-in ballots
without ever having humans inspect those signatures.”116
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 read by vote tabulation
machines, Novus was used in an attempt to cure or restore the ballots. The system would 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 of the Arizona Republican Party: “the software was highly
inaccurate, and it often flipped the vote.” 117
Inexplicable Vote Switching and Vote Surges In Favor of Biden
As a further complication to the Novus software problem in Arizona referenced above, the
software was not only highly inaccurate. According to observers, and as an example of
inexplicable vote switching, “the software would erroneously prefill ‘Biden’ twice as often as it
did ‘Trump.’”118
At least one instance of a large and inexplicable vote switching and vote surge in favor of Joe
Biden took place in Antrim County, Michigan – and it is associated with the controversial
aforementioned Dominion-Smartmatic voting machine hardware-software combo.119 In this
Republican stronghold, 6,000 votes were initially, and 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 68 percent.120 By way of comparison, the Federal Election
Committee requires that election systems must have an error rate no larger than 0.0008 percent.121
Perhaps even more troubling given concerns over hackers and Dominion’s alleged ties to bad
foreign actors, the records that would have allowed the detection of remote internet access went
missing from the Antrim County system. This was in direct violation of Michigan state law, 122
which requires retention of voting records for 22 months -- such 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 surge for Biden and 1,000 vote
decrease for Trump.123

VIII. 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 illustrates the incidence of these statistical anomalies across the
six battleground states. As you can see from the table, Wisconsin and Georgia are characterized
by the highest degree of statistical anomalies, with three of the four anomalies present. Nevada
and Arizona show two anomalies present while Michigan has at least one. Let’s take a more
granular look now at each of these types of statistical anomalies.

Table 8: Statistical Anomalies in the Battleground States

Dramatic Changes in Mail-in and Absentee Ballot Rejection Rates from Previous Elections
It is routine across the 50 states for mail-in-and 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 a deadline,124 the lack of an external envelope that verifies voter-identification (a naked
ballot),125 or if voters provide inaccurate or incomplete information on the ballots.126
In the 2020 presidential race, Joe Biden received a disproportionately high percentage of the mailin 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, in Nevada, the overall rejection rate dropped from 1.6%127 in 2016 to 0.58% in
2020.128 In Pennsylvania, the 2016 rejection rate of 1.0%129 dropped to virtually nothing at
0.28%.130 The biggest fall in the overall absentee ballot rejection rate came, however, in Georgia.
Its rejection rate fell from 6.8%131 in 2016 to a mere 0.34%132 in 2020.
These dramatically lower rejection rates point to a conscious effort by Democrat election officials
across these key battleground states to subject mail-in and absentee ballots to a lower level of
scrutiny. That this kind of government conduct and gaming of our election system may have
contributed to tipping the scales in favor of Joe Biden can be illustrated in this simple calculation:
In the 2020 race, Georgia election officials received 1,320,154 mail-in and absentee ballots. If
these ballots had been rejected at the 2016 rate of 6.8% instead of the 2020 rate of 0.34%, there
would have been 81,321 ballots rejected instead of the 4,489 ballots that were actually rejected.
Under the conservative assumption that 60% of these mail-in and absentee ballots went to Joe
Biden,133 this dramatic fall in the rejection rate provided Joe Biden with an additional 16,264 votes.
That’s more than the margin of the alleged Biden victory in Georgia.
Excessively High Voter Turnout (at times exceeding 100%)
When there are more ballots cast than registered or eligible voters, fraud has likely taken place.
During the 2020 presidential election, excessively high voter turnout occurred across all six swing
states.
In analyzing this problem, it is important to distinguish between states that have same-day
registration and those that don’t. States with same-day registration can plausibly have voter turnout
that is higher than 100%. However, is impossible for that to happen in states without same-day
registration without fraud having taken place.
Consider, then, Arizona which does not allow same-day voter registration. According to testimony
from an MIT-trained mathematician, Candidate Biden may have received a weighted 130% total
of Democrat votes in Maricopa County to help him win the state due to an algorithm programmed
into the Dominion voting machines used there.134
Although Michigan does allow same-voter registration, voter turnout was still abnormally
high. Here again, the Dominion voting system has been implicated. To wit:
Cybersecurity executive and former NASA analyst, Russ Ramsland, testified that in Wayne
County, Michigan, where Dominion Voting Systems equipment was used, 46 out of 47 precincts
in the county displayed greater than a 96% voter turnout. 25 out of those precincts showed a 100%
voter turnout.135
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Wisconsin, which also allows same-day voter registration, also reported abnormally high voter
turnout when compared to 2016 numbers. For example, Milwaukee reported a record 84% voter
turnout during the 2020 presidential election versus 75% in 2016.136 Of the city’s 327 voting wards,
90 reported a turnout of greater than 90%.137
Statistically Improbable Vote Totals Based on Party Registration and Historical Patterns
The 2020 presidential election was characterized by strong 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 instances 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 vote totals, there are the results in Arizona’s Fifth
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 58.5 percent.138 This was attributed to
an “unusually high” number of duplicate ballots.139
Unusual Vote Surges
Several unusual vote surges took place in the very early hours of the morning of November 4 th in
Georgia, Michigan, and Wisconsin. An analysis conducted by the Voter Integrity Project of The
New York Times publicly reported data on Election Day that showed several vote “spikes” that
were unusually large in size with unusually high Biden-to-Trump ratios. Such spikes or surges
could well indicate that fraudulent ballots had been counted.
In Georgia, for example, an update at 1:34 AM on November 4th showed 136,155 additional ballots
cast for Joe Biden, and 29,115 additional votes cast for President Trump.140 An update in Michigan
at 3:50 AM on November 4th showed an update of 54,497 additional votes cast for Joe Biden, and
4,718 votes cast for President Trump.141 And an update in Wisconsin at 3:42 AM on November
4th showed 143,379 additional ballots cast for Joe Biden, and 25,163 votes cast for President
Trump.142
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IX. A State-By-State Analysis and Signal Failure of Our Legislative and
Judicial Branches
All happy families are alike; each unhappy family is unhappy in its own way.
–

Anna Karenina, by Leo Tolstoy

It should be clear at this point that all six battleground states suffer from most or all of the six
dimensions of election irregularities documented in this report. However, like Tolstoy’s unhappy
families, it is also true that each battleground state is different in its own election irregularity way.
That is, each battleground state may be characterized by a unique mix of issues that,
impressionistically, might be considered “most important” in swinging that state for Joe Biden.
Consider Arizona, a state with the lowest alleged Biden victory margin at 10,457 votes. This is a
state with statistically improbable high voter turnouts in Maricopa and Pima counties; widespread
ballot mishandling; and 1.6 million mail-in ballots (which tended towards Biden) subjected to
much lower standards of certification and ID verification than in-person voters (who tended
towards Trump).
In Georgia, the alleged Biden victory margin was just 11,779 votes. What perhaps jumps out most
in the Peach State is the illegal Consent Decree that effectively gutted the signature match
requirements for millions of mail-in 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
night, out from underneath tables and expeditiously tabulated. Of course, we saw that Georgia’s
electoral version of a Three-card Monte sleight-of-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 “first among equals.” With its “board up the windows” and “rough
up the observers” tactics, Detroit in Wayne County was the center of this “see no evil” universe.
When two local Republican officials tried to withhold certification of the votes in this county for
practices such as these and demanded an audit, they were subject to extreme intimidation and
“doxing” and quickly capitulated.143
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 Agilis machine have called
into question as many as 130,000 votes. There may also be an unusually large number of ballots
cast by out-of-state voters and others who did not meet residency requirements. Of course, the
brazen bribery of Native Americans to vote for Joe Biden is a dark stain on the state and the
Democrat Party.144
In Pennsylvania, an equally brazen Democrat Secretary of State issued illegal guidance for the
acceptance of naked ballots and ignored direction from the Pennsylvania Supreme Court to fix the
matter. She allowed ballots to be illegally cured in contravention of state law and pushed the legal
envelope for accepting ballots after Election Day.
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In the Keystone State, and as with Georgia’s Three-card Monte, shuffle fake ballots out from
underneath 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 them to Pennsylvania. Both the
tractor-trailer and the ballots involved remain unaccounted for – and what might have been in this
tractor-trailer were enough ballots alone to swing the election to Joe Biden.
Finally, in Wisconsin, the mother of all contestable process fouls is arguably that of the roughly
170,000 mail-in ballots entering the tabulation process under the guise of absentee ballots in clear
violation of state law. That’s more than eight times the number of ballots of the alleged Biden
victory margin of 20,682 votes.
In Wisconsin, there is likewise the large-scale abuse associated with an overly expansive definition
of “indefinitely confined voters.” Recall here that the increment of new indefinitely confined
voters in the 2020 election in Wisconsin was more than five times the alleged Biden victory
margin.
****
While Democrat Party government officials cheated and gamed the electoral process across all six
battleground states, many Republican government officials – from governors and state legislators
to judges – did little or nothing to stand in their way.
Consider that the Republican Party controls both chambers of the State Legislatures in five of the
six battleground states – Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. 145 These
State 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 Constitutional duties and 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 states – Arizona
and Georgia. Both Arizona’s Doug Ducey and Georgia’s Brian Kemp have cowered in their
Governor’s mansions and effectively sat on their hands 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 report. Yet 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 pose a great risk 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 Trump-Pence ticket. Indeed, the patterns
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 unfairly tilt the playing field in favor of the Biden-Harris
ticket.
A major part of this “stuff the ballot box” strategy has been aptly summarized in a complaint filed
before the US Supreme Court by the State of Texas:
Using the COVID-19 pandemic as a justification, [Democrat] government
officials [in Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin] usurped their
legislatures’ authority and unconstitutionally revised their state’s election
statutes. They accomplished these statutory revisions through executive fiat or
friendly lawsuits, thereby weakening ballot integrity.146
According to the Texas complaint – which the Supreme Court sadly refused to hear – the goal of
this strategy was to flood the battleground states “with millions of ballots to be sent through the
mails, or placed in drop boxes, with little or no chain of custody.” At the same time, Democrat
government officials also sought to “weaken the strongest security measures protecting the
integrity of the vote signature verification and witness requirements.”147
The findings of the assessment conducted in this report are consistent with the Texas complaint.
Key takeaways include:
•

The weight of evidence and patterns of irregularities uncovered in this report are such that
it is irresponsible for anyone – especially the mainstream media – to claim that there is “no
evidence” of fraud or irregularities.

•

The ballots that have come into question because of the 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.

•

While all six battleground states exhibit most, or all, six dimensions of election
irregularities, each state has a unique mix of issues that might be considered “most
important.” To put this another way, all battleground states are characterized by the same
or similar election irregularities; but, like Tolstoy’s unhappy families, each battleground
state is 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” election irregularity.
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•

In refusing to investigate a growing number of legitimate grievances, the anti-Trump media
and censoring social media are complicit in shielding the American public from the truth.
This is a dangerous game that simultaneously undermines the credibility of the media and
the stability of our political system and Republic.

•

Those journalists, pundits, and political leaders now participating in what has become a
Biden Whitewash should acknowledge the six dimensions of election irregularities and
conduct the appropriate investigations to determine the truth about the 2020 election. If
this is not done before Inauguration Day, we risk putting into power an illegitimate and
illegal president lacking the support of a large segment of the American people.

•

The failure to aggressively and fully investigate the six dimensions of election irregularities
assessed in this report is a signal failure not just of our anti-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 the six battleground states –
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin 148 – have had 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 Constitutional duties and responsibilities to do
so – and thereby failed both their states and this nation as well as their party.
o Both State courts and Federal courts, including the Supreme Court, 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 stand, this nation runs the very real risk of never being able
to have a fair presidential election again – with the down-ballot Senate races scheduled for
January 5 in Georgia an initial test case of this looming risk.
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1

Executive Summary – The Art of the Steal
The Democrat Party and its political operatives, with the unwitting aid of “useful idiots” from the
Republican Party, stole the presidential election from Donald J. Trump.
The Democrat Party used a two-pronged Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy to flood six key
battleground states – Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin – with
enough illegal absentee and mail-in ballots to turn a decisive Trump victory into a narrow and
illegitimate Biden alleged “win.”
Prong One dramatically INCREASED the amount of absentee and mail-in ballots in the
battleground states. Prong Two dramatically DECREASED the level of scrutiny of such ballots –
effectively taking the election “cops” off the beat. This pincer movement resulted in a FLOOD of
illegal ballots into the battleground states more than sufficient to tip the scales from a decisive
legal win by President Trump to a narrow and illegitimate alleged “victory” by Joe Biden.
The Democrat Party relied primarily on legal means such as legislative and rule changes at the
state level to implement its Grand Strategy and thereby achieve its illegal outcome. However, at
times, political operatives advancing the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy also bent, and
sometimes broke, the laws and rules of that which is most sacred to our American public – our
election system.
Key methods used by the Democrat Party to strategically game America’s presidential election
included changes in the law approved by State Legislatures; rule changes and new guidance
initiated by Secretaries of State or other election officials; court rulings and interventions; and the
aggressive use of so-called “public-private partnerships” to commandeer and manipulate the
election process in key Democrat strongholds such as Wayne County, Michigan and Dane County,
Wisconsin.
Prong One of the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy used seven basic gambits to dramatically
INCREASE the flood of absentee and mail-in ballots: relaxing mail-in and absentee ballot rules;
sending absentee or mail-in ballots or applications for such ballots to every voter (universal
mailing); increasing both the legal and illegal use of drop boxes; ballot harvesting; and the use of
corrupted voting machines.
Prong Two of the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy used five additional gambits to dramatically
DECREASE the level of scrutiny of the new flood of absentee and mail-in ballots into the
battleground states: relaxation of ID verification; reduced signature matching requirements;
illegally counting naked ballots to increase ballot curing – both legal and illegal; and reduced poll
watching and observing.
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Democrat Party operatives frequently hid behind the shield of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP)
virus and resultant pandemic to further their goals of boosting the absentee and mail-in ballot
counts in the key battleground states.
The practical result of the Democrat Party’s two-pronged Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy
was to flood the six key battleground states with enough illegal absentee and mail-in ballots to turn
a decisive Trump victory into a narrow alleged Biden “victory.” Key political operatives assisting
the Democrat Party included Wall Street oligarch George Soros, Silicon Valley oligarch and
Facebook CEO Mark Zuckerberg, and Marc Elias, former Hillary Clinton Campaign General
Counsel and one of the alleged architects and financial conduits for Fusion GPS and the Russia
Hoax designed to topple a duly-elected President.
Soros money helped fund efforts to change election laws and rules through instruments such as
referenda. Soros and his network of organizations such as the political action committee “Secretary
of State Project” also helped to elect puppet Secretaries of State in Michigan (Jocelyn Benson) and
Pennsylvania (Kathy Boockvar) who would play instrumental roles in bending or breaking election
rules and thereby advancing the Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy. Zuckerberg money – nearly
half a billion dollars – helped engineer what was effectively a hostile Democrat Party “publicprivate partnership” takeover of what should otherwise be a nonpartisan election process in key
Democrat strongholds such as Wayne County, Michigan and Dane County, Wisconsin.
Useful idiots for the Democrat Party included Georgia’s Republican Governor Brian Kemp and
Republican Secretary of State Brad Raffensperger who entered into a Consent Decree that
dramatically INCREASED the number of absentee and mail-in ballots while dramatically
DECREASING the rejection rate of such ballots. Republican state legislators who voted for the
bills that would help the Democrats advance its Grand Strategy likewise were unwitting dupes.
By implementing its Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy, the Democrat Party and its political
operatives have strategically gamed one of the most sacred elements of American democracy, our
election system. This was brass knuckle politics played at the highest level which has delivered a
brutal punch to the nose of the American people and a vicious kick to the groin of American
democracy.
That the Democrat Party and its operatives have, up to this point, gotten away with their
Immaculate Deception and Art of the Steal, represents a signal failure of the media, Republican
state legislators, other Republican government officials across the battleground states, the US
Congress, and our judicial branch of government at both the state and federal levels.
Volumes 1 and 2 of the Navarro Report – The Immaculate Deception and The Art of the Steal –
together make the strong case for a full investigation of the election irregularities and strategic
gaming of our political process that in all likelihood have led to a stolen presidential election. Any
such investigation must begin immediately as this nation simply cannot risk the inauguration of a
president who will be perceived by a large segment of the American people as illegitimate.
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Introduction
Volume 1 of The Navarro Report, The Immaculate Deception, revealed a coordinated Democrat
Party strategy to steal the 2020 Presidential Election. That strategy was to stuff ballot boxes with
illegal absentee and mail-in ballots across six battleground states – Arizona, Georgia, Michigan,
Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin.
As illustrated in Figure One, this Democrat gaming of our political process was manifested by six
types of election irregularities observed across the battleground states. These irregularities
included outright voter fraud, ballot mishandling, due process fouls, violations of the 14th
amendment’s Equal Protection clause, voting machine irregularities, and statistical anomalies.

Figure One

By exploiting these election irregularities – by bending, and at times breaking, the law or election
rules – the Democrat Party thereby illicitly transformed substantial Trump leads into alleged
narrow Biden leads across each of the battleground states. However, as The Immaculate Deception
documented, these alleged Biden “victory margins” are dwarfed by the number of potentially
illegal ballots in every single battleground state as illustrated in Columns 7 and 8 of Figure One
above.
For example, the alleged Biden “victory margin” is less than 12,000 votes in Arizona, while the
number of potentially illegal ballots was is than 10 times that. In Georgia, the alleged Biden
“victory margin” is a mere 12,670 votes, yet the number of ballots in question is more than
400,000.
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In the wake of the release of the Navarro Report on December 17, 2020, I received numerous
requests to explain just exactly how the Democrat Party and its operatives managed to pull off its
Immaculate Deception. That is the purpose of Volume 2 of the Navarro Report, The Art of the
Steal.
The Art of the Steal takes a more granular look at the Democrats’ Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box”
Strategy. It seeks to answer some of the most basic questions now rising in the minds of an
American public and an American political leadership increasingly skeptical about the fairness and
legitimacy of the 2020 election. How did the Democrats pull off its Immaculate Deception without
detection and appropriate countermeasures by the Republican Party? When did the Democrats’
effort to topple a sitting president start? How much of what the Democrats did was illegal? And
how much of what the Democrat Party and its agents did was done within the bounds of the law
and rules but nonetheless led to an illegal outcome?

The Democrat Party’s Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy
This section of the report provides a broad overview of all of the various moving pieces and parts
of the Democrat Party’s Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy. In the sections of the report that
follow, we will provide additional granularity to each of these moving pieces and parts.
As illustrated in Figure Two, the Democrat Party and its political operatives used a two-pronged
Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy to FLOOD six key battleground states – Arizona, Georgia,
Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin – with enough illegal absentee and mail-in
ballots to turn a decisive Trump victory into a narrow and illegitimate Biden alleged “win.”

Figure Two
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The first and most obvious prong of the strategy was to dramatically INCREASE the number of
registered Democrat absentee and mail-in ballots cast in six battleground states – Arizona, Georgia
Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. As President Jimmy Carter and former
Secretary of State James Baker warned in their landmark 2005 Carter-Baker Commission Report,
the best way to stuff illegal ballots into our election system without detection is by increasing
absentee and mail-in ballots. 1
The second and more subtle prong of the strategy was to dramatically DECREASE the scrutiny
and concomitant certification or verification of this new flood of absentee and mail-in ballots. By
essentially taking the ballot verification cops off the beat, the practical result would be to
dramatically INCREASE the number of illegal ballots that would be counted in the battleground
states.
Figure Three illustrates the various (mostly) legal means and gambits the Democrat Party used to
strategically game the presidential election system and thereby achieve what was, in effect, an
illegal end – a FLOOD of illegal ballots sufficient to tip the election to Joe Biden.
These gambits included: law changes by state legislatures; rule changes by Secretaries of State
(SOS) and other election officials; various court rulings, court interventions, and petitions; the
aggressive use of so-called “Public-Private Partnerships” often funded by oligarchs like Mark
Zuckerberg and George Soros; and the equally aggressive use of propaganda campaigns under the
guise of “public awareness” messaging.

Figure Three
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You can see from the checkmarks in Figure Three that each of these gambits are present in a
significant degree in all six battleground states. Of the six states, Nevada, with its Democrat
Governor and Democrat Legislature, is the worst offender followed by Michigan and
Pennsylvania, each of which have a Democrat Governor.
Figure Four illustrates the variety of means and gambits the Democrat Party employed to
dramatically INCREASE the flood of absentee and mail-in ballots. These gambits – many of them
legal but some of them clearly bending or breaking the law or rules – included: relaxing mail-in
and absentee ballot rules; sending absentee or mail-in ballots or applications for such ballots to
every voter (universal mailing); increasing both the legal and illegal use of drop boxes; ballot
harvesting; and the use of corrupt voting machines.

Figure Four

7

Figure Five similarly illustrates the variety of gambits the Democrat Party employed to
DECREASE scrutiny of absentee and mail-in ballots. These gambits included: relaxation of ID
verification; reduced signature matching requirements; illegally counting naked ballots to increase
ballot curing – both legal and illegal; and reduced poll watching and observing. Again, it is
important to point out here that much of what the Democrats did was legal; but some of what they
did at times also bent, and arguably sometimes broke, the rules or the law.

Figure Five

In the remainder of this report, we shall further deconstruct the Grand Strategy of the Democrat
Party following the flow and logic of the figures above.
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Strategically Gaming America’s Presidential Election
Let’s work our way now systematically through various means and gambits the Democrat Party
used to strategically game America’s presidential election. Note that the examples that we will
offer throughout the remainder of this report are designed to be illustrative rather than exhaustive.
This previously introduced figure summarizes the eight major means and gambits the Democrat
Party used in its gaming of our presidential election:
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Law Changes by State Legislatures
Three battleground states – Michigan, Nevada, and Pennsylvania – issued major changes to their
individual State Election Laws in the year leading up to the 2020 General Election. These are
illustrated in Table One.

Table One

For example, after the Nevada State Primary Election, a Special Session of the State Legislature
was called by the Democrat Governor Steve Sisolak of Nevada to change the state’s voting
procedures. Notably, the CCP virus pandemic was used as a justification for this action.
Consequently, AB-4 was an omnibus measure modifying election procedures during periods of
declared emergency in Nevada as currently exists due to the CCP Virus. 2
In Pennsylvania, on October 31, 2019, Democrat Governor Tom Wolf signed Act 77 after its
passage in the Republican-Controlled State Legislature. This is the most drastic election law
change Pennsylvania has made in modern history.
Act 77 made numerous major changes to state election law. In particular, the bill enabled “noexcuse” absentee ballot voting so voters no longer have to provide a reason for requesting absentee
ballots; and it created a “new option” to vote by mail up to 50 days before an election and enabled
voters to be placed on a list to “permanently receive a ballot application by mail.” 3
This was a clear case where an unwitting “useful idiot” Republican legislature played right into
the hands of the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy. Note: the term “useful idiot” is attributed to
Vladimir Lenin. It describes naïve people who can be manipulated to advance a political cause.

10

This sweeping bill also extended the amount of time voters could register to vote; extended mailin and absentee submission deadlines; and authorized a $90 million bond to “reimburse counties
for 60 percent of their actual cost to replace voting systems.” 4

Rule Changes by the Secretaries of State
Secretaries of State in Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, and Pennsylvania bypassed their State
Legislatures to issue rule changes that effectively allowed the counting of illegal ballots. They did
so under the theory that the executive agency makes the rules while power is derived by legislation
passed.
For example, on May 19, 2020, Michigan Democrat Secretary of State Jocelyn Benson, elected
with the help of George Soros, 5 announced that all registered voters in the August 4, 2020, primary
and the November 3, 2020, General Election would receive mail-in ballot applications
automatically. 6 This was a sweeping change.
Regrettably, it wasn’t just Democrat officials who were involved in promulgating such rule
changes. As another useful idiot for the Democrats’ Grand Strategy, Georgia’s Secretary of State
Brad Raffensperger played right into their hands. On March 24, he announced that election
officials would mail absentee ballot request forms to all of Georgia’s 6.9 million active voters for
the primary election. This universal ballot measure was taken not just for the Presidential Primary
Election on May 19 but also for the General Election on November 3. 7

Rule Changes by Election Officials Other than Secretaries of State
Rule changes were also enacted by other election officials, effectively bypassing any chain of
command running through either the Secretary of State or State Legislature. These changes
likewise contributed to the expansion of absentee and mail-in ballot voting.
For example, in Georgia, the State Election Board approved a rule in April of 2020 to allow
Georgia voters to cast ballots by drop boxes on a twenty-four hours a day basis, 8 using the CCP
Virus pandemic as justification. 9 This was a clear case of bending or breaking the rules, as Georgia
state law does not permit counties to collect ballots outside of the normal business hours of Election
Offices. Moreover, as this expanded drop box capability was implemented, poll observers testified
that they were obstructed from observing ballot counting and processing, meaning that fraudulent
ballots could have been dumped into these 24/7 drop boxes prior to collection. 10
Similarly, on October 18, 2016, the Wisconsin Election Commission unanimously voted on a rule
change 11 for so-called “ballot curing” contrary to state law (specifically Wisconsin Statutes 6.84
and 6.86). 12 With this illegal rule change, the Wisconsin Election Commission instructed that
mail-in ballots with missing addresses should be cured, that is, fixed. 13 However, Wisconsin
Election Law states: “If a certificate is missing the address of a witness, the ballot may not be
counted.” 14
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This may well be a case where the Republican Party was sleeping on the job. This change went
unchallenged for eleven statewide elections until the Trump campaign took action following the
November 3 election where mail in ballots played a crucial role. 15 The lack of a more timely
challenge notwithstanding, the action taken by the Wisconsin Election Commission was clearly
illegal.

Guidance Issued by Secretaries of State
As an additional gambit, Secretaries of State and other government officials in four of the six
battleground states – Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin – have pushed the envelope
of their authorities and beat the rules to unilaterally bypass state legislatures and other election
officials to issue so-called “guidance.” Their goals are to effectively expand the universe of
absentee and mail-in ballots while reducing scrutiny of such ballots. Moreover, they did so often
in clear contradiction of State Election Codes.
The poster children for this problem – and two shining examples of the corrosive effects of the
oligarch George Soros on the integrity of American elections – are Michigan’s Secretary of State
Jocelyn Benson and Pennsylvania’s Democrat Secretary of State Kathy Boockvar. Both of these
liberal extremist puppets were elected with the help of the so-called “Secretary of State Project,”
a political action committee funded by George Soros and members of the Democracy Alliance. 16
The goal of the Secretary of State project was to build a “Democrat Firewall” in key battleground
states by placing progressive extremists in positions of authority where they would be willing to
bend, and, at times, break the law. 17 This is exactly what has happened in the 2020 Presidential
Election.
Consider, for example, Boockvar’s arguably unlawful guidance on September 15, 2020. 18 She
directed local election officials not to perform on-the-spot signature analysis for absentee and mailin ballots. In effect, mail-in ballots could not be rejected even if election officials deemed there
was an improper signature match. When it comes to outrageousness, this is about as outrageous
as it gets in terms of DECREASING the scrutiny of mail-in and absentee ballots.
More broadly, Boockvar appeared to exhibit a total disregard for the sanctity of our legal system
when she submitted clearly unlawful guidance a few days before the November 3 election that
allowed voters missing proof of identification to have their mail-in ballots cured until November
12 – nine days after the election. This did indeed break the law; and the Pennsylvania Supreme
Court agreed, finding that Boockvar lacked the statutory authority to take that step. 19 Yet it was a
clear and blatant attempt by a Soros puppet to rig the election.
George Soros certainly got his money’s worth as Boockvar also sought to extend deadlines for
mail-in ballots, 20 citing concerns over delivery times involving the United States Postal Service. 21
Republicans opposed the action. 22 Said Pennsylvania Senate Majority Leader Jake Corman
(Republican): “The issue is [that]…Secretary [Boockvar is] trying to influence this process by
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sending out guidance at the 11th hour.” He also expressed that the (Pennsylvania) State
Department had been “weaponized” and influenced by partisan attempts to sway the vote. 23
Not to be outdone, in September 2020, another Soros puppet –Michigan Secretary of State Jocelyn
Benson–encouraged voters, along with Democrat Governor Gretchen Whitmer, to vote by
absentee ballot and drop off ballots in drop boxes in order to “decrease the spread of COVID19.” 24 She also urged voters “not to wait too long” to send in their ballots and to take the ballots
directly to their clerks’ offices for submission. 25

Court Rulings
The American nation has been witness to the spectacle of our judicial branch likewise being used
as a useful idiot for the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy to steal the presidential election. The
problem here is that of judicial activism: far too often activist judges have let partisanship and their
own ideology get in the way of a sober and clinical interpretation of the law. In this vein, Table
Two below provides an overview of a number of court rulings that effectively advance the
Democrat Party’s Grand strategy.

Table Two

Consider, for example, the ruling of September 10, 2020 by Obama-appointed Judge Douglas
Reyes of the U.S. District Court of Arizona. He ordered an extension period for absentee ballots
for the 2020 General Election and thereby allowed missing signatures to be added to vote-by-mail
ballots. In this dramatic expansion of the rules for curing ballots, election officials were allowed
to give voters until 5:00 PM on the fifth business day after the election to sign their vote-by-mail
ballot envelopes if they failed to sign at the time they submitted the ballots. 26
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Similarly, on August 26, 2020, Michigan Court of Claims Judge Cynthia Stevens, appointed by
then-Governor and Democrat Jennifer Granholm, ruled that Michigan Secretary of State and Soros
puppet Jocelyn Benson had the authority to mail all Michigan registered voters (7.7 million total)
absentee ballot applications for the November 3rd election. 27 This, likewise, was a dramatic
expansion of universal mailing.

Court Interventions
Democrat-backed and funded third-party groups during the 2020 Election would also intervene in
court cases or submit petitions in order to coerce state government officials and judges into pushing
Radical Left election law changes.
For example, the oligarch George Soros spent over $28 million on influence operations during the
2020 Election. 28 He funded groups like the Brennan Center for Justice which intervened on behalf
of powerful Democrats like his puppet, Michigan Secretary of State Jocelyn Benson.
During the Davis v. Benson case, three plaintiffs sued Secretary Benson 29 for her decision to mail
absentee ballot applications to all Michigan voters ahead of the 2020 Presidential Election. 30 On
August 25, 2020, the Michigan Court of Claims ruled in favor of Benson, granting her the authority
to send ballot applications to all Michigan voters. 31 Again, it is useful to note here that this was a
dramatic expansion of universal voting through absentee and mail-in ballots, with such universal
voting as one of the worst conduits for illegal votes.
Not to be outdone, the leftist organization Democracy Docket, founded by Marc Elias, former
General Counsel to the 2016 Hillary Clinton campaign, intervened in court cases to push election
law changes consistent with the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy across all six states. 32 A case in
point: Elias and Democracy Docket supplied lawyers as “Intervener Defendants” and filed a
motion to intervene in the Election Integrity Project of Nevada v. Nevada case. 33
It is well worth noting here that Elias is also credited with hiring the dirty tricks group Fusion GPS
to “compile the ‘Russia dossier’ to dig up dirt on Donald Trump in the 2016 race.” 34
It is as remarkable as it is abhorrent that the Trump Administration’s Department of Justice did
not conduct a full investigation and issue indictments in a Russia Hoax that ended in a complete
exoneration of President Trump. Effectively, the Elias-led effort has institutionalized the idea that
it is perfectly acceptable to run propaganda campaigns for the purpose of toppling duly elected
government officials, including the President himself.

Petitions for Public Referenda
As Table Three illustrates, the Democrat Party also used public referenda to change election laws
in both Michigan and Nevada. The purpose of these referenda was to dramatically expand absentee
and mail-in voting – just as the Democrat Party Grant Strategy dictates. These referenda are
financed in part by the Wall Street oligarch George Soros; and it is worth noting here that Soros,
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the consummate globalist, made billions by “breaking the Bank of England” while inflicting great
harm on the British working class. 35 It is equally worth noting that the Globalist Soros has a strong
antipathy towards the Economic Nationalism of Donald J. Trump.

Table Three

Proposal 3 in Michigan was one of the most radical and sweeping changes to election law ever
witnessed in America. Changes consistent with the Democrat Party’s Grand “Stuff the Ballot
Box” Strategy included: straight-ticket voting, automatic voter registration, same-day voter
registration, no-excuse absentee voting during the 40 days before an election, extended mail-in
voter registration until fifteen days prior to an election, and the auditing of election results. 36
Proposal 3 was backed by Soros-financed far Left groups like Promote the Vote. Promote the Vote
spent $2.5 million collecting signatures for the Proposal 3 petition and for consulting and
marketing. 37 The referendum wound up passing with sixty-six percent of the vote in the 2018
Midterm Election. Democrat Governor Gretchen Whitmer and Soros puppet Secretary of State
Jocelyn Benson both heavily promoted this radical weakening of election laws in the mainstream
media. 38
In fact, Proposal 3 was an encore to a similarly successful Soros-backed public referendum in
Nevada. Shortly after the 2016 election, leftist organizations such as iVote and the ACLU of
Nevada, both with ties to Soros, 39 spent tens of millions of dollars in Nevada collecting 55,000
signatures to submit a petition for “automatic voter registration” law changes in Nevada. 40
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The proposed legislation eventually passed by public referendum in 2018. It mandated that
individuals would be automatically registered to vote when receiving select services from the
Nevada Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV), such as obtaining a renewal or change of address
for a license or identification card. In order to not be registered to vote, individuals would have to
decline the registration by submitting a request in writing—an obvious strong incentive to be
registered. 41

Public-Private Partnerships (Zuckerberg-Soros Effect)
Both the Wall Street oligarch George Soros and the Silicon Valley oligarch and Facebook CEO
Mark Zuckerberg used their deep pockets to finance public-private partnerships that would help
advance the Democrat Party’s grand strategy.
Zuckerberg money – nearly half a billion dollars – helped engineer what was effectively a hostile
Democrat Party “public-private partnership” takeover of what should otherwise be a nonpartisan
election process in key Democrat strongholds such as Wayne County, Michigan and Dane County,
Wisconsin, and Philadelphia County, Pennsylvania.
It is worth noting that there is only one degree of separation between Soros and
Zuckerberg. Zuckerberg’s Center for Tech and Civic Life (CTCL) was founded in 2012 and is
staffed by people that worked at the New Organizing Institute, a now defunct organization that
was funded in part by George Soros’ Open Society Foundation. 42 During the 2020 Election, it
would be Zuckerberg’s CTCL that would spend hundreds of millions of dollars to fund cities,
towns, and counties for “election administration.” 43
For example, Wisconsin used a $6.3 million CTCL grant from Mark Zuckerberg to support the
installation of drop-boxes and illegal ballot harvesting events like “Democracy in the Park.” These
funds were also used to help with various other election administration activities in several
Democrat strongholds including Milwaukee, Madison, Green Bay, Racine, and Kenosha. 44
Similarly, Pennsylvania received over $12 million from CTCL. Fully $10 million of those funds
poured into the Democrat-dominated Philadelphia to help boost turnout and count ballots. The
strings attached to these funds required the city to open no fewer than 800 new polling places,
thereby dramatically changing how Philadelphia managed its General Election processes. 45 In a
clear violation of its tax-exempt status, CTCL has posted anti-Republican and anti-Trump
statements on social media.” 46
Despite its claims of non-partisanship, CTCL’s officials have a documented history of
involvement in left-wing political movements. A complaint filed on August 28, 2020 with the
Wisconsin Elections Commission (WEC) showed that the organization is comprised of Barack
Obama’s allies who were highly skilled in recruiting Democrat voters to the polls. 47
It is also worth noting here that while this report does not examine any possible interventions by
the Chinese Communist Party into our election, Mark Zuckerberg has long sought to enter the
Chinese market. He speaks fluent Chinese, 48 and his company, Facebook, has – despicably – hired
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Chinese Communist Party members 49 to increase Facebook’s ability to censor Trump supporters
and the conservative movement.
Zuckerberg also has expressed sympathies for Chinese Communist Party ideology. In 2014,
Zuckerberg met with Chinese internet Czar Lu Wei in Silicon Valley, and was caught on Chinese
state-run media promoting Chairman Xi’s book entitled “The Governance of China.” 50 In fact,
Zuckerberg also distributed this propaganda trash to his colleagues, because he desired for them
to understand Communist Party ideology such as “socialism with Chinese characteristics.” 51 In
2016, Zuckerberg also met with China’s propaganda chief, Liu Yunshan, and praised the
Communist Party for its “development of the internet.” 52
As for George Soros and his web of progressive organizations, the Soros effort to influence the
2020 election ironically would be assisted by a key department in the Trump Administration, the
Department of Homeland Security (DHS). In November 2019, DHS announced it would partner
with Soros-funded VotingWorks – a left-of-center non-profit provider of voting machines and
open-source election verification software – to salt key battleground states with voting machines.
Alleged Russia Hoax participant Marc Elias used tactics similar to Soros and Zuckerberg that
likewise helped advance the Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy. For example, Elias assisted Stacey
Abrams’ nonprofit, the New Georgia Project, in filing a complaint on May 8, 2020, which called
for radical Election Law changes. These changes included absentee ballot receipt deadline
extensions and increased ballot curing. 53
Elias’ plan would reap major fruit in Gwinnett, Georgia, as Republicans lost major races for
District Attorney, Sheriff, and County Commission Chair. The Democrat Party also flipped the
7th Congressional District seat to the blue side. 54

Propaganda “Public Awareness” Campaign
Many of the gambits advanced by the Democrat Party, their operatives, and their useful idiots were
done under cover of “public awareness” campaigns that often amounted to little more than
propaganda. Such campaigns were designed to target voters through published statements, reports,
and media stories. The goal was to influence – and soften – public attitudes towards the
liberalization of absentee and mail-in voting.
For example, in leaked documents from Soros’ Open Society Foundation, the Soros-funded
Brennan Center was listed as the recipient of funds earmarked for the express purpose of “litigation
to expand access to registration and improve ease of voting.” 55 As was common practice with the
Democrats, the Brennan Center would use the shield of the CCP virus pandemic to advance its
goals.
For example, in March of 2020, the Brennan Center issued a memo to influence mail-in ballot
election law changes as a result of the CCP Virus pandemic. The memo stated: “All voters should
be offered the option to cast their ballot by mail (with multiple submission options, as provided
below), so as to enable voters to avoid lines at the polls and exposure to COVID-19.” 56
17

Soros-funded Brennan Center memo also made five key recommendations aimed at expanding
absentee and mail-in voting. These included: (1) polling place modification and preparation; (2)
expanded early voting; (3) a universal vote-by-mail option; and (4) voter registration modification
and preparation, including expanded online registration. 57

Democrat Methods to Dramatically INCREASE Absentee and Mail-In Ballot Voting
Let’s turn next to an examination of the various methods the Democrats used to dramatically
INCREASE absentee and mail-in ballot voting in the battleground states. As previously
introduced, Figure Six below illustrates the seven principal methods. These methods were
identified from an analysis of the various modifications made to state election laws and rules and
procedures in advance of the 2020 presidential election.
Note that a checkmark in a given cell in the matrix indicates that particular mechanism was present
in a particular state. For example, universal mailing of absentee and/or mail-in ballots was
observed in both Nevada and Wisconsin. Similarly, there is an increase in voting through the use
of drop boxes in Georgia, Michigan, and Pennsylvania.
Of the six battleground states, Georgia and Wisconsin were subject to six of the seven methods of
boosting absentee and mail-in ballot voting while at the other end of the scale Arizona was subject
to three.

Figure Six
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Relaxed Mail - in / Absentee Ballot Requirements
The relaxation of absentee and mail-in ballot requirements was accomplished in a variety of ways.
For example, on March 27, the Dane and Milwaukee County Clerks in Wisconsin issued guidance
to voters that the pandemic was grounds for anyone to be considered an “indefinitely confined”
voter. 58 In effect, this gutted the ID verification process for anyone who chose to identify as
indefinitely confined because it allowed these voters to cast their ballots without presenting proper
ID as a condition for an absentee ballot. 59
As a result of this change, the number of indefinitely confined voters surged in Dane and
Milwaukee counties – two Democrat strongholds – from 72,000 in 2019 to over 240,000 by
November 3, 2020. 60 Within the context of Democrat Party’s Grand Strategy, this was a twofer.
The guidance simultaneously expanded the universe of absentee and mail-in ballot voters while
lowering the level of scrutiny of these ballots.
Similarly, in Pennsylvania, a lawsuit was filed by the Democrat Party on July 10, 2020, citing Act
77’s provisions to expand absentee voting for all Pennsylvania registered voters. 61 On September
17, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court ruled in favor of the Democrat Party, allowing a three-day
receipt deadline for absentee ballots postmarked by 8 PM on Election Day (November 3). In other
words, ballots with a “pre-election” postmark were counted as long as they were received by 5 PM
on November 6th, three days after polls closed. 10,000 absentee ballots in Pennsylvania were
received after 8:00 PM on November 3. 62

Legalizing Universal Mailing of Mail-in/Absentee Ballots
Several states across the U.S. conduct all mail-in voting. These include Colorado, Hawaii, Oregon,
Utah, and Washington. In other words, these states send mail-in ballots automatically without the
voter’s consent. However, universal mail-in ballots are historically subjected to higher rates of
fraud due to lack of I.D. verification, individuals submitting ballots multiple times without being
detected, and voting under the identity of another individual; and each of these examples are
apparent during the 2020 Presidential Election.
As part of its Grand Strategy, the Democrat Party and its operatives were successful in pushing for
universal mail-in voting in Nevada and Wisconsin. In both of these states, election laws were
altered so that mail-in ballots could be sent automatically to every individual on the voter rolls.
For example, on August 3, 2020, Democrat Governor Steve Sisolak (D) in Nevada signed AB-4
legislation into law. It directed election officials to distribute mail-in ballots automatically to all
active registered voters for the November 3, 2020, General Election. This bill also gave Sisolak
the authority to bypass Republican Secretary of State Barbara Cegavske and command her to adjust
election procedures during a declared State of Emergency.
Note that the CCP virus pandemic again was used to justify this power grab. This alleged “reform”
has led to substantial fraud; for example, roughly 15,000 mail-in or absentee ballots were counted
in Nevada from voters who had voted in other states. 63
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Legalizing Universal Mailing of Applications for Mail-in/Absentee Ballots
Closely related to the method of sending mail-in ballots to all registered voters is the technique of
sending absentee ballot applications to all registered voters. This was done in Georgia, Michigan
and Wisconsin.
For example, as previously noted, on August 26, 2020, the Michigan Court of Claims ruled that
Michigan Secretary of State Jocelyn Benson had the authority to mail all Michigan registered
voters (7.7 million total) absentee ballot applications for the November 3rd election. 64
Similarly, on June 17, 2020, the Wisconsin Election Commission voted unanimously to send
absentee and mail-in ballot applications automatically to 2.7 million registered voters for the
November 3, 2020, general election, who had not originally requested mail-in ballots. 65

Increase Voting by Drop Box
As discussed in Volume 1 of the Navarro Report, the use of ballot drop boxes raises huge chain of
custody issues. As a further complicating issue, ballot harvesting, which is illegal in ten states,
becomes much easier with the use of drop boxes.
Perhaps for this reason, prior to the 2020 election season, only thirteen states used ballot drop
boxes. In this year’s November General Election, however, that number skyrocketed to thirtyeight states and Washington, D.C. 66
Consider, for example Georgia. Ahead of the 2020 Presidential Primary Election held on June 9,
the State Election Board required that “County registrars are authorized to establish one or more
drop box locations as a means for absentee by mail electors to deliver their ballots to the county
registrars.” 67 Drop Boxes were then installed in nineteen of Georgia’s 159 counties. 68
Similarly, in Michigan, there appears to have been a conscious effort to stuff the ballot box by
stuffing Democrat strongholds with drop boxes. Thirteen new drop boxes were established in
Lansing, 69 five in Ann Arbor, 70 and nearly forty in Detroit,,71 As of the November 3 Election,
Michigan had a total of 700 drop-boxes statewide. 72
Both Governor Whitmer and Soros puppet Secretary of State Benson issued statements in
September 2020 to encourage voters to vote by absentee ballot and submit ballots via drop box in
order to “decrease the spread of COVID-19.” 73 Here again, we see the Democrats hid behind the
shield of the CCP virus to advance their Grand Strategy.

Illegal Use of Drop Boxes
In at least some cases, the expanded use of drop boxes was a clear violation of state law.
Consider, for example, Wisconsin. Drop boxes are clearly illegal according to state election law. 74
Yet, the Wisconsin Election Committee nonetheless illegally issued guidance on August 19, 2020,
to election officials in all municipalities throughout the state. It designated “drop boxes or mail
slots set up for taxes, mail and public utilities as secure ballot drop locations” and suggested
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“partnering with businesses…such as grocery stores and banks” as places voters could cast their
ballots. 75
For example, in Pennsylvania, ahead of the 2020 Presidential Primary, ballot drop boxes were
established in violation of state law under Secretary of State Boockvar’s knowledge and consent.
Similar problems arose in Pennsylvania. On June 29, 2020, the Trump Campaign filed a complaint
to Secretary of State Boockvar and sixty-seven county officials in Pennsylvania, stating that the
Secretary of State established drop boxes illegally by failing to provide adequate security,
oversight, and supervision over the drop boxes. These conditions would thereby foster an
environment that would encourage the legal ballot harvesting and/or tampering. 76
As indicated in Volume 1 of the Navarro Report, numerous abuses were indeed observed. For
example, ballots were illegally dumped into drop boxes at the Nazareth, Pennsylvania, ballot drop
box center, in violation of state law. 77 Another witness in Pennsylvania with video and photo
evidence caught a man coming out of an unmarked Jeep extracting ballots from an unsupervised
ballot drop box to be brought into a ballot counting center. 78
It’s not just that these drop boxes were illegally deployed. They were disproportionately deployed
in urban areas with higher Democrat registration, favoring Joe Biden. 79

Ballot Harvesting
“Ballot harvesting” is the practice of allowing individuals to collect ballots from voters and deliver
these bundles of votes to polling stations or drop boxes. Given the obvious chain of custody issues
associated ballot harvesting – and the equally obvious opportunities to engage in fake ballot
manufacturing – it is no surprise that many states forbid the practice.
These dangers to our democracy notwithstanding, the Democrat Party successfully pushed for the
passage of legislation to legalize ballot harvesting in the battleground states of Georgia, Nevada,
and Wisconsin. 80
On August 3, 2020, Nevada Democrat Governor Steve Sisolak called a special session with the
State Legislature and signed Assembly Bill 4. 81 It legalized the practice of ballot harvesting.
Bill 4 passed on a party-line vote through both the state Senate and Assembly, with Democrats in
favor 82 and all Republicans opposed. 83 Implementation of this bill took place over the strong
objections of Nevada Republican Secretary of State Barbara Cegavske who warned that expanded
ballot harvesting could fraudulently tip the scales in elections. 84
In both Georgia and Wisconsin, where ballot harvesting is illegal, 85 Democrat operatives
nonetheless pushed the envelope of the law to run ballot harvesting operations. For example,
several Democrat non-profits took advantage of the Georgia ballot-curing extension deadline and
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conducted an absentee ballot-harvesting operation. This operation alone is suspected to have
added enough Democrat votes to tip the scales in favor of Joe Biden. 86
To engage in this end run around the law, these organizations called themselves “Ballot Rescue
Teams.” They deployed Democrat volunteer activist operatives to call voters and knock on voters’
doors as part of this operation. 87
As for Wisconsin, city officials in the Democrat stronghold of Madison assisted in the creation of
more than 200 “Democracy in the Park” illegal polling places. These faux polling places were
promoted and supported by the Biden campaign. They provided witnesses for absentee ballots and
acted in every way like legal polling places—but weren’t. Moreover, they received ballots outside
of the limited fourteen-day period preceding an election that is authorized by statute for in-person
or absentee balloting. These were all clear violations of state law that had the effect of propagating
ballot harvesting.

Installation of Potentially Corrupt Voting Machines
Much has been written about how vulnerabilities in voting machine systems may be exploited by
cyber hackers and other bad actors to alter the count of actual ballots. A poster child for this
problem is the dramatic malfunction that was observed with Dominion Voting Systems in Antrim,
Michigan to the detriment of the count for President Trump. 88
In July of 2019, the nonprofit group Fair Fight Action issued a report claiming that another
system—Election Securities and Software (ES&S)—has demonstrated “systematic disregard for
basic security best practices and a complete lack of competence in the manufacturing of reliable
voting machines.” The report also cited “large-scale negligence [that] exposed personal data of
millions of voters, left tens of thousands of names off rolls and led to massive delays in vote counts
across the country.” Moreover numerous US Senators “have expressed national security concerns
after ES&S lied to federal lawmakers, refused to reveal which states were sent critically flawed
machines, and vigorously fought attempts to reveal reliability information.” 89
Despite such concerns and warnings, Dominion and ES&S were implemented in all six
battleground states between 2017 and 2020. For example, in March of 2020, Georgia rushed to
install 30,000 new electronic voting machines from Dominion. State evaluators warned that these
machines were subject to vulnerabilities. 90 Nonetheless, they were installed in all of Georgia’s 159
counties. 91
In 2019, Pennsylvania installed Dominion in fourteen of Pennsylvania’s sixty-seven counties,
resulting from guidance issued by the Soros puppet Secretary of State Boockvar. 92 In 2020, 33
counties in Pennsylvania also installed the ES&S system. These counties included the Democrat
strongholds of Philadelphia and Montgomery. 93 (Dane and Milwaukee in Wisconsin also use
ES&S which were also found to be susceptible to vulnerabilities). 94
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In March of 2017, the Michigan state government and twenty-two localities likewise awarded
Dominion a $31.5 million contract to provide voting machinery statewide. The top-spending local
governments included the cities of Detroit ($457,880), Dearborn ($22,975), and Livonia ($65,310)
in Democrat-dominated Wayne County. 95

Dramatically DECREASE Democrat Ballots Rejected Across Six Battleground States
Even as the Democrat Party sought to dramatically INCREASE the amount of absentee and mailin ballots, they also sought to dramatically DECREASE the level of scrutiny of such ballots. The
practical effect of a reduced level of scrutiny – fewer “election cops” on the beat – was to
significantly increase the level of illegal ballots able to FLOOD into the six battleground states.
Figure Seven illustrates how the five major gambits used to reduce scrutiny of absentee and mailin ballots were distributed across the six battleground states. You can see from the figure that the
State of Georgia effectively ran the table on behalf of the Democrats – no small irony given the
fact that Georgia has both as useful idiots, both a Republican governor and a Republican Secretary
of State.
In studying this figure, it is important to note that all methods of reducing ballot scrutiny are not
created equal. One of the most critical elements of a free and fair election is the transparency one
gains through comprehensive poll watching and observing. While both Pennsylvania and
Michigan are characterized by only this method of reduced scrutiny, this method alone affected
hundreds of thousands of potentially illegal votes in both states.

Figure Seven
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Relaxed ID Verification Requirements
The Democratic push for lower voter identification requirements most notably occurred in
Arizona, Georgia, Nevada, and Wisconsin.
For example, behind the shield of the CCP virus, Democrat stronghold counties in Arizona like
Maricopa and Pima allowed and encouraged residents of long-term care facilities to vote by video
chat. 96 There is no way to verify voter identification by video call, and there is no oversight over
special election boards to know, in fact, if ballots are being recorded accurately. 97
Similarly, as noted earlier, Wisconsin’s Democrat-dominated Dane and Milwaukee counties
allowed anyone to register as “indefinitely confined. 98 These Wisconsin votes were thereby
tabulated without verifying photo ID. 99

Relaxed Signature-Match Requirements
A major way mail-in and absentee ballots can be verified is through a process called signature
matching. All states require voters to provide signatures on their absentee and mail-in ballot return
documents in order to verify identification. 100
Note that thirty-two states in the U.S. require election workers to match voter signature with a
signature on record for the voter on their registration form. 101 In this case, Arizona, Georgia, and
Nevada all relaxed signature match requirements, bringing into question hundreds of thousands
potentially illegal ballots.
Perhaps most egregiously, on March 6th of 2020, Georgia Secretary of State Brad Raffensperger,
with the approval of Governor Brian Kemp, signed off on a secret legal agreement with the
Democratic Party of Georgia, the Democrat Senatorial Campaign Committee, and the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee to significantly alter absentee ballot procedures in
Georgia. 102 The Democrats’ attorney for this secret deal was alleged Russia Hoax operative Marc
Elias from Perkins Coie. 103
Originally, the signature-matching requirement in Georgia was such that the signature on the mailin envelope had to match both the voter’s signature stored in the State’s E-Net system, as well as
the absentee ballot application. The new guidance loosened these requirements; it only required
that the signature on the absentee (mail-in) ballot envelope either must match the eNet signature,
or the absentee ballot application, rather than both. 104 Further, the State required that if the election
worker found a signature to not match, it couldn’t be rejected unless a majority of the registrars,
deputy registrars, or absentee ballot clerks reviewing the signature agreed. 105
This wholesale gutting of the state’s signature-match requirement resulted in a drastic reduction in
Georgia’s absentee ballot rejection rate from 6.8% in 2016, to 0.34% during the 2020 Presidential
Election. Effectively, almost none of Georgia’s 1.3 million absentee ballots were rejected. 106 On
top of this, Georgians were given the opportunity to “cure” or “fix” their ballot signatures on
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ballots incorrectly filled out for three days after November 3 (Election Day). 107 If the flood of
absentee ballots in the 2020 election had been rejected at the same rate as in the 2016 election, that
would have been enough alone to flip the election to President Trump.
A similarly egregious problem reared its Grand Strategy head in Nevada. New legislation passed
in August of 2020 108 allowed voters over sixty-five who have a disability or are unable to read or
write to have someone assist them in physically marking signatures on their ballots. 109 These
relaxed rules thereby have called into question at least some of the 400,000 ballots cast by
Nevadans aged 65 and older. This “reform” also likely contributed to the statewide absentee ballot
rejection rate dropping from 1.6% in 2016 to 0.58% in 2020. 110

Illegal Counting of Naked Ballots
A quick review of the Figure Seven above indicates that the State of Georgia effectively cornered
the market on the illegal counting of naked ballots. This was part of the bitter fruit of the
aforementioned Georgia Consent Decree.

Increased Opportunities for Ballot Curing
As a fourth method to DECREASE the scrutiny of absentee and mail-in ballots, Democrats pushed
for ballot curing leniency, which increased the ability or timeframe for curing problematic ballots.
Ultimately, this effort allowed for illegally submitted mail-in or absentee ballots to be counted.
For example, on September 10, 2020, Obama-appointed Judge Douglas Rayes of the U.S. District
Court for Arizona ordered election officials to give voters five business days after Election Day to
sign their vote-by-mail ballot envelopes. Voters had until 5 PM on November 10 to sign the
envelopes even if they failed to sign at the time they submitted the ballots. 111
In the wake of this order, Democrat volunteers raced around the state texting, calling, and knocking
on people’s doors 112 to make sure thousands of ballots would be cured. 113 Without the ruling, such
votes would otherwise have been deemed illegal.
Perhaps most egregiously, the Wisconsin Election Commission unanimously offered guidance 114
for vote curing, notably in contradiction of Wisconsin Statutes 6.84 and 6.86. For example, the
Wisconsin Election Commission instructed curing mail-in ballots with missing addresses. 115 This
was despite Wisconsin Election Law plainly stating: “If a certificate is missing the address of a
witness, the ballot may not be counted.” 116 (Nevadans were also given a ballot-curing extension
for up to a week after Election Day.) 117

Reduced Poll Watching/Observing
Democrat Party officials and operatives repeatedly sought to reduce the meaningful access of
Republican poll watchers and observers during the ballot counting process in half of the
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battleground states. At the same time, these officials and operatives also sought to reduce the actual
number of poll watchers and observers, often behind the shield of the CCP virus.
For example, Act 12 was passed by the Pennsylvania State Legislature on March 27, 2020. It
mandated a reduction in the amount of poll workers. 118 Also in Pennsylvania, certified Republican
poll watchers were not allowed within six feet of ballot counters, and even kept at distances
between 50 and 100 feet. 119 Despite the disenfranchisement of observers and legal voters, counties
like Philadelphia asserted that these restrictions had to go into effect due to pandemic socialdistancing guidelines. 120 Such limitations would remain in place until a Pennsylvania Court Ruling
went into effect on November 5, after hundreds of thousands of ballots had already been
processed. 121
Michigan, likewise, was a hotbed poll watcher and observer abuses designed to reduce the scrutiny
of potentially illegal absentee and mail-in ballots. For example, Republican poll workers were
kept more than six feet from ballot counters, sometimes, on entirely separate floors. 122 Like in
Pennsylvania, this flagrant denial of ballot observation was justified under CCP pandemic
guidelines.
The practical effect of the Democrat Party’s Art of the Steal was to substantially increase the
number of potentially illegal ballots across all six battleground states. The equally practical result
of the Art of the Steal was to effectively tip the balance of the election through the strategic gaming
of the electoral process. While much of what the Democrats did was not per se illegal, what they
did enabled illegal activity, namely, stuffing the ballot box with illegal mail-in and absentee
ballots.

Concluding Observations
By implementing its Grand “Stuff the Ballot Box” Strategy, the Democrat Party and its political
operatives have strategically gamed one of the most sacred elements of American democracy, our
election system. This was brass knuckle politics at the highest level which has delivered a brutal
punch to the nose of the American people and a vicious kick to the groin of American democracy.
That the Democrat Party and its operatives have, up to this point, gotten away with their
Immaculate Deception and Art of the Steal represents a signal failure of the media, Republican
state legislators, and other Republican government officials across the battleground states, the US
Congress, and our judicial branch of government at both the state and federal levels.
Volumes 1 and 2 of the Navarro Report – The Immaculate Deception and The Art of the Steal –
together make the strong case for a full investigation of the election irregularities and strategic
gaming of our political process that in all likelihood have led to a stolen presidential election. Any
such investigation must begin immediately as this nation simply cannot risk the inauguration of a
president who will be perceived by a large segment of the American people as illegitimate.
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Yes, President Trump Won:
The Case, Evidence, & Statistical Receipts

Volume Three of the Navarro Report

Introduction
Volume 1 of the Navarro Report, The Immaculate Deception, assessed the fairness and integrity
of the 2020 Presidential Election by identifying and assessing six key dimensions of alleged
election irregularities. These irregularities included: outright fraud, ballot mishandling, a wide
range of process fouls, multiple violations of the 14th Amendment’s Equal Protection Clause,
voting machine irregularities, and statistical anomalies.
This assessment was conducted across six key battleground states – Arizona, Georgia, Michigan,
Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. It would be the outcomes in these six states that would
ultimately be election-determinate – just as the strategy of the Democrat Party assumed.
Evidence used to conduct The Immaculate Deception assessment included more than 50 lawsuits
and judicial rulings, thousands of affidavits and declarations, testimony in a variety of state venues,
published analyses by think tanks and legal centers, videos and photos, public comments, and
extensive press coverage. Three key findings of the report include: (1) Six types of election
irregularities were present and pervasive in most or all of the battleground states; (2) Each
battleground state differed in its own way with respect to the types of irregularities that were
election-determinate; (3) There was no single “silver bullet” that allegedly won the election for
Biden; instead it was “death by a thousand irregularities” in any given battleground state; and,
most importantly with respect to the question as to whether the election may well have been stolen,
(4) the narrow alleged Biden “victory” margins in each of the six battleground states were dwarfed
by the number of potentially illegal ballots.
Volume 2 of the Navarro Report, The Art of the Steal, examined the institutional genesis of the six
types of election irregularities. One key finding: The Democrat Party efforts to strategically game
the election process across the six battleground states began years before, and in many cases,
shortly after President Trump was elected in 2016. A second key finding: the Democrat’s This
gaming of the election process was implemented through a two-pronged Grand “Stuff the Ballot
Box” Strategy designed to flood the six key battleground states with enough un-scrutinized and
potentially illegal absentee and mail-in ballots to turn a decisive Trump victory into a narrow
alleged Biden “win.”
Prong One of the Democrat strategy dramatically INCREASED the amount of absentee and mailin ballots. Prong Two dramatically DECREASED the level of scrutiny of such ballots. This
resulted in a FLOOD of potentially illegal ballots into the battleground states more than sufficient
to tip the scales from a decisive legal win by President Trump to a narrow and potentially
illegitimate alleged “victory” by Joe Biden.
Importantly, much of what the Democrat Party and its operatives did to effectively achieve what
may well be an illegal result was pursued through a variety of legal means. Nonetheless, at times,
Democrat government officials also bent, and at times, broke the laws or rules of their state.
Volume 3 of the Navarro Report is designed to serve as a capstone to what has been a
comprehensive analysis of the question: Was the 2020 presidential election stolen from Donald J.
Trump? In this report, we provide the most up-to-date statistical “receipts” with respect to the
potential number of illegal votes in each battleground state.

1

The broader goal of this final installment of the Navarro Report is to provide investigators with a
well-documented tally of potentially illegal votes on a state-by-state and category-by-category
basis. This tally is presented in Figure One on the next page of this report. Note that each number
in this figure has a corresponding endnote identifying the source of the number. Note further that
we have taken a conservative approach to the count of potentially illegal ballots.
As with previous volumes of the Navarro Report, you can see clearly in Figure One that the
number of potentially illegal votes dwarfs the very thin alleged Biden “victory” margins. In the
face of this evidence, no reasonable person would conclude that the 2020 presidential election was,
beyond any shadow of doubt, a fair election. Rather, anyone who reads this report should feel
compelled to seek greater clarity about whether, in fact, this election may have been stolen from
Donald J. Trump.
While it is now politically correct in progressive circles and the mainstream media to demand that
all Americans submit and confess to the “truth” of what may well be the fiction of a free and fair
election for the sake of “unity” and “harmony,” such a Kafkaesque demand in the face of the
evidence in this report will likely have the opposite effect.
To wit: almost half the country now believes that there were significant irregularities in the 2020
presidential race; and the failure to fully investigate these irregularities will only increase the
number of Americans who have such doubts. This will be particularly true if the suppression of
what necessarily must be a search for truth is facilitated by the authoritarian – nay fascist – behavior
of a small group of social media oligarchs who have taken it upon themselves to de-platform and
censor tens of millions of pro-Trump Americans who now find themselves victims, rather than
consumers, of platforms like Facebook, Twitter, and YouTube.
In considering these truths, let us never forget two things: (1) The Democrat Party and its
operatives stole the 1960 Presidential Election – it happened then and it can happen again; and (2)
it took decades for historians to finally acknowledge the 1960 version of the Immaculate Deception
in the face of the same kind of virtue-signaling and cancel culture pressures we are witnessing
today.
Despite a similar quest to silence Republican and conservative voices today, 74 million Americans
who voted for President Donald J. Trump have the right to a full investigation and bipartisan
search for truth. If, however, the Democrat Party, RINO elements of the Republican Party, the
anti-Trump mainstream media, and the out-of-control censoring social media oligarchs do not
cease and desist from their efforts to suppress the search for truth about the 2020 election, history
will judge all of these people, corporations, and institutions in the harshest possible manner.
At this point, we have moved dangerously in what seems like a nanosecond from a full and vibrant
American Democracy to a Communist Chinese-style, Cancel Culture, Police State guarded by a
collusive social media oligopoly that is beyond out of control.
In the remainder of this report, we will simply present the statistical “receipts” on a state-by-state
and subcategory-by-subcategory basis what may well be the worst theft in American political
history. If the U.S. Congress and State Legislatures across the six battleground states ignore this
evidence, they will do so not just at their own peril but also at the peril of America’s faith in our
elections and the sanctity of our Republic.
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The Arizona Battleground
Figure Two tabulates by category a total of 254,722 potentially illegal votes. This number
constitutes roughly 24 times the alleged Biden victory margin of 10,457 votes. By far the largest
category is 150,000 mail-in ballots cast by voters registered after the registration deadline. Another
22,903 absentee ballots were on record as having been returned on or before the postmark date,
which is highly unlikely. 1

Figure Two

In reviewing the statistics in Figure Two, it is worth noting that Arizona had statistically
improbable high voter turnouts in Maricopa and Pima counties; widespread ballot mishandling;
and 1.6 million mail-in ballots (which disproportionately leaned towards Biden) 2 which were
subjected to much lower standards of certification and ID verification than in-person votes (which
leaned toward Trump). 3
The Copper State also accomplished the remarkable feat of exceeding 100% turnout of its
registered voters. This is indeed a remarkable feat because Arizona does not allow same-day voter
registration. The “over-votes” alone totaled 11,676, an amount more than the purported Biden
“victory” margin of 10,457. 4
From the figure, it should also be clear that Arizona boasts a litany of other election irregularities.
For example, a total of 19,997 persons voted where they did not reside 5 while 2,000 voters did not
have an address at all. 6 5,790 voters moved out of state or registered to vote in another state, 7 5,726
4

out-of-state residents voted in Arizona, 8 and 36,473 individuals voted without providing evidence
of citizenship. 9

The Georgia Battleground
Figure Three tabulates by category a total of 601,130 potentially illegal votes in Georgia. This is
more than 50 times the alleged Biden victory margin of 11,779 votes.

Figure Three

From the figure, we see that the largest category of potentially illegal votes is that of absentee
ballots cast requested before or after the statutory deadline. In the state of Georgia, voters have
180 days prior to Election Day to request absentee ballots, according to state law. 10 However,
during the 2020 Presidential Election, Georgia officials counted over 305,700 ballots cast by
individuals who had requested absentee ballots more than 180 days before the absentee ballot
request deadline, in blatant violation of Georgia Election Code. 11
From the figure, we also see that 10,000 ballots of deceased individuals were counted. 12 15,700
votes were counted from “ghost” voters, that is, voters who requested and submitted ballots under
the names of voters who no longer reside at a particular address. 13 Similarly perplexing is that
over 1,000 voters without an address cast ballots. 14
Voting machines –which Georgia election officials were in an inexplicable rush to install leading
up to the 2020 election 15 – likewise may account for a substantial number potentially illegal
ballots. 16 There were also over 40,000 cases of voters voting in counties in which they did not
legally reside, as well as over 66,000 17 voters who had successfully cast ballots even though they
were under the legal voting age of 18.
5

The Michigan Battleground
Figure Four tabulates by category a total of 446,803 potentially illegal votes in Michigan. This is
almost three times the alleged Biden victory margin of 154,818 votes.

Figure Four

The largest amount of ballots in question in Michigan stems from inexplicable vote tabulation
surges along with alleged voting machine irregularities 18 and ballots counted despite lacking voterregistration numbers.
There were also two major questionable “Biden vote spikes” in the early hours of November 4th.
At 3:50 AM EST, Michigan added 54,497 additional ballots cast for Joe Biden and just 4,718 votes
cast for President Trump.1 At 6:31 AM EST, an update showed an additional 141,258 votes cast
for Biden, while President Trump received just 5,968 additional ballots. 19
Additionally, it is illegal in Michigan to count absentee ballots without having corresponding voter
registration numbers for corresponding precincts, according to state law. Despite this, election
officials allowed over 174,000 of these ballots to be counted anyway. 20
Michigan also processed ballots of over 35,000 voters without addresses on state records, 21 at
least over 480 confirmed dead voters, 22 and over 13,200 voters registered to vote in other states—
in blatant violation of state election law. 23 Lastly, over 27,800 ballots were requested under the
name of a registered voter without their knowledge and/or consent. 24
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The Nevada Battleground
Figure Five tabulates by category a total of 220,008 potentially illegal votes in Nevada. This is
roughly six times the alleged Biden victory margin of 33,596 votes.

Figure Five

Nevada’s largest irregularities stemmed from the use of the Agilis signature-matching machines
installed in Clark County to verify signatures on ballots. Using machines instead of people for
signature match verification is in blatant violation of state law and calls into question the 130,000
ballots verified by these Agilis machines. 25
The Agilis machines were also alleged to have not been operated “in conformance with the
manufacturer’s recommendations” on Election Day. First, the images on file used by the Agilis
machine to compare to the signatures on the outside of the mail-in ballots were of lower image
quality than “suggested by the manufacturer” for the machine to operate properly, and the machine
was altered or adjusted by election officials to a setting “lower than the manufacturer’s
recommendations,” making the machine unreliable. 26
Nevada also registered 42,284 double voters, 27 ascertained by reviewing the list of voters and
comparing voters with the same name, address, and date of birth—a method shown in peer
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reviewed papers to have over 99% accuracy. 28 That category alone exceeds the alleged Biden
victory margin of 33,596 votes.
In addition, 19,218 out-of-state voters cast ballots in Nevada. This was ascertained by lining up
voter lists from all counties against publicly available USPS records on permanent change of
addresses with other states and correcting for military and student voters. 29
Finally, 1,506 votes were cast in the name of deceased persons—verified by comparing mail voters
with social security death records. 30 Over 8,000 ballots were cast by persons without addresses—
found by referencing voters with the Coding Accuracy Support System and finding undeliverable
addresses. 31 4,000 non-U.S. citizens also appear to have voted—found by comparing non-citizen
DMV records to the list of voters. 32

The Pennsylvania Battleground
Figure Six tabulates by category a total of almost a million potentially illegal votes in
Pennsylvania. This is roughly twelve times the alleged Biden victory margin of 81,660 votes.

Figure Six
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By far the largest category of potentially illegal ballots – over 680,000 – is associated with poll
observer abuses. 33 Certified Republican poll observers were kept at distances the length of a
football field. 34 They were prevented from accessing back rooms where tens of thousands of
ballots were being processed, and they were rounded up into restricted areas when trying to fulfill
their legal duty to observe the ballot counting process. 35 Without meaningful observation of the
ballot counting process, it is impossible to verify the legality of absentee and mail-in ballots.
State Representative Frank Ryan, along with several other members of the State Legislature, found
that over 202,000 more ballots were cast than actual registered voters in the state. 36 In addition,
there were 58,221 absentee ballots counted that were returned on or before the postmarked date on
the envelope. 37 9,005 additional ballots were counted without a postmark on the envelope, 38 in
clear violation of state election law.
There were also over 14,300 absentee ballots cast from addresses in which registered voters did
not legally reside, 39 over 7,400 registered voters from other states 40 that successfully cast ballots
in the state of Pennsylvania, over 8,000 likely dead voters 41 according to an analysis of state
records and publicly available obituaries, and over 1,500 suspect votes in the names of persons
over 100 years old. 42
Pennsylvania was not exempt from the double-voter problem either, with 742 voters on record as
having voted twice, 43 adding several hundred fraudulent ballots into the mix.

The Wisconsin Battleground
Figure Seven tabulates by category a total of over half a million potentially illegal votes in
Wisconsin. This is more than 25 times the alleged Biden victory margin of 20,682 votes.
By far the largest category of potentially illegal votes is associated with alleged “bad-faith voters”
who registered as “indefinitely confined” and thereby broke “Wisconsin election law to
circumvent election integrity photo identification requirements.” 44 These persons voted without
showing a voter identification photo and therefore underwent a far less rigorous I.D. check than
would otherwise have been conducted. (Wisconsin voters who had registered under “indefinitely
confined” status were also seen attending weddings, riding their bikes, going on vacation, and
otherwise not confined.) 45
In the wake of the expanded definition of indefinitely confined voters – a definition ruled legally
incorrect by the Wisconsin Supreme Court – the number of indefinitely confined voters surged
from just under 70,000 voters in 2019 to over 200,000 in 2020.46 Through this one problematic
dimension, the integrity of 216,000 Wisconsin votes were compromised in the 2020 General
Election. 47
In addition, as illustrated in Figure Seven, 17,271 ballots were cast at 200 illegal polling places
through “Democracy in the Park” events, 48 in direct violation of Wisconsin state law. These polling
locations provided witnesses for absentee ballots and acted in every way like legal polling places.
Moreover, many received ballots outside of the limited 14-day period preceding an election that is
authorized by statute for in-person or absentee balloting. These were clear violations of state law.
City of Madison officials facilitated the event which was broadcasted by Biden radio
advertisements. 49
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Figure Seven

Finally, as noted in the figure, there were 6,848 voters registered in other states who voted in the
state of Wisconsin—ascertained by comparing all states’ voter databases with the National Change
of Address (NCOA) database. 50 Also, 234 individuals were documented as having voted twice in
Wisconsin.51 Moreover, a whopping 170,000 in-person absentee ballots were cast without the
submission of a legally required absentee ballot application. 52
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Concluding Remarks
Based on this third and final volume of The Navarro Report, and as Figure Eight demonstrates, it
should be clear that there are far more questions raised about the potential illegality of the 2020
presidential election than have been answered. Clearly, the case, evidence, and statistical receipts
presented in this report provide a strong case that the 2020 election may well have been stolen not
just from President Trump but also from the 74 million Americans who went to the ballot box in
good faith in support of President Trump.

Figure Eight

In light of this evidence, it is impossible for anyone to claim that President Trump was in any way
wrong in stoutly raising the question of election fraud and irregularities in the weeks following the
November 3 election and in calling for his supporters to PEACEFULLY protest. Indeed, for the
president not to rise to defend the integrity of the ballot box would have been a betrayal of the 74
million Americans who voted for the president thinking they were participating in what may well
not have been a free and fair election.
In light of this evidence, it is also irresponsible – in the extreme – for the Democrat Party and its
leadership, or journalists in the mainstream media, or RINO Republicans to claim there is no
evidence of election irregularities. That’s absurd on its face. As this report shows, there is an
abundance of evidence – a virtual cornucopia of potentially poisonous election irregularities.
In light of this evidence, this must also be said: Those American citizens who are now questioning
the potential illegality of votes cast in the 2020 election should NOT be subjected by cable news
networks, social media platforms, or the print media to the kind of abhorrent behaviors that we are
now observing – social and political behaviors that are far more worthy of Communist China
authoritarianism than American democracy.
From public shaming to de-platforming, doxing, and public calls to punish and shun all those who
have supported the president or worked in his administration, these types of behaviors are not the
American way. Rather, this is Orwell, Kafka, and Xi Jinping all rolled up into the death of the First
Amendment and the death knell of our democracy.
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Based on the analysis and the granular, documented quantities of illegal votes in this report, the
only thing that must happen now as we engage in a peaceful transition of power is a FULL
investigation of this matter.
•
•

The Department of Justice should immediately appoint a Special Counsel BEFORE the
Biden administration begins.
State legislators and Attorneys Generals in the battleground states, particularly Republican
states, must launch similar investigations.

Absent a full investigation, we as a nation run the risk of institutionalizing a rigged electoral system
in which a large segment of America will no longer have faith in. That’s why clearing the air
about the 2020 presidential election is not just about Donald J. Trump but rather about something
much larger and of far more import —the future of our election system, the public perception of
that system, and ultimately the future of our free and democratic Republic.
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