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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

¢KS DSYSNIft StSOGA2Y 2F wnun ¢l & LISNKFLA (GKS Y2aid Ccoagsiedy (A
and displayed the most concerning irregularities. Since the election, many researchers, election experts, and concernsdasitz
performed an unprecedented evaluation of the election procedures and.ddsay have foundhard evidence of mamulation and

fraud at the state, county, and local levels. To date, the judicial systems of those locales have been unwilling or ghabéeftir

hearing to the findings, leaving our country in a divided condition where a majority of the populationger trusts the election

system.

As a computer and data expert with 40 years of professional experi¢fegan examining available datadacember2020. In

August 20211 performed a forensic evaluation of the Mesa County, Colorado election sy$#terfindings ofthis evaliation can be

found inMesa County Report #3Thatreport, and my subsequent researcshowed evidence of ballot and vote manipulation by

GKS O2dzyiieQa 52YAYyA2Yy x20GAy3 {é&adaSya SwmuSidpalmetionsaTReddifindingssS Ay
AYyOt dzRSR 'y 206aSNBIFGA2Y 2F dzyyl (i ®dtbrdthat@andickdyvih mydriginalydisifodered y § K
internal databasenanipulation Thatspurred me to examine other counties. From that time, | have encountered hundreds of
counties spanning the nationtilizingall major computerized election softwarendors that display shockingly similar and

unnatural patterns to what was observed and documented in Mesa County.

Based upon these and othéndings, whichwill be detailed in this report, it is my expert opinion that the United States of America
was the victim of a coordinateshulti-state conspiracy to defraud the 2020 General Eleti

Please note that while th2020Presidential racen Mesa County, Ci® used in the below examples and discussion, the same
unnatural voting patterns arebserved in statewidand locakacesacross the country. The manipulation dam shown toaffect
candidates from either political partithe patterns 6manipulation appear ithe recentprimary contest and the 2022 midterms.
This report will focus onoordinatedmanipulation inthe 2020 Presidential race, documenting a pattern of evidence from counties
across many states.

CAST VOTE RECORDE&FINITION

Within the system software of mosiection machinezendors exist several tootiesigned to assist with pogtiection auditingA

Cast Vote Record, i its simplest forma text list of all ballots received in an election. Most of the time, the list is in the order that

the ballots were processed by the Election Management Sefver ballots are listed sequentially as they were scanned during
counting to create an auditaé record of each individual voting transaction asitoced> | f f 2 Ay 3 (GKS & NBLIX I ¢
vote. They contain, at a minimum, the specific candidates or races which emmted,and theselectiors chosenby a voter These

Cast Vote Recordseproduced in four basic types:

- Simpletext file(s)
The vendors Dominion Voting Syster@i$ear Ballotand Election Systems & Software can produ€astVote Record in
one or several texCSV (Comma Separated Variable lenfiibd, which contain the records of one ballot per lifidis file is
sometimes converted to an Excel Spreadsheet format for transmission to the public.

- JSON files
Dominion Voting Systems can also produce a Cast Vote Record in a group of JSON (Jalpstiijatation) files.
Separate files define the various pieces of data which need to be combined and correlated to produce the distinct ballot
records.

- XML files
Hart Interciviacan produce Cast Vote Records in XML (Extensible Markup Language) ¥anioltis a format similar to the
code markup used in HTML files. Each file contains the information for one ballot.

- PDFfile
Hart Intercivic can also produce Cast Vote Records in one large PDF (Portable Document Format) file. This file contains a
humanreadable report where each ballot is its own page (or multiple pages, for ballots with a high number of races).

! https://votedatabase.com/MesaCountyReport3.pdf
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The following is an example of a Dominion Voting SystswgormatCastVote Record file In the actual file, additional candidates
and racesvould continue to the right and additional ballotgould be listedbelow, intheir sequential ordems they were tabulated

2020 Mesa (5.11.3.1
Presidential Electors (Vote For=1) Presidential Electors (Vote For=1)  Presidential Electors (Vote For=1) |
Joseph R. Biden / Kamala D. Harris Donald J. Trump / Michael R. Pence Don Blankenship / William Mohr |
CvrNumber TabulatorNum Batchld Recordld Imprintedid CountingGroup PrecinctPortion BallotType

1 10 4001 83 10-4001-83 Mail 3075539052 - GJ (3075539052 - 5) 5 1 0 0

10 4001 82 10-4001-82 Mail 3075439020 {3075439020) 9 1 o 0

3 10 4001 81 10-4001-81 Mail 3075439015 (3075439015) 9 1 o 0

4 10 4001 75 10-4001-75 Mail 3075439017 (3075439017 9 1 o 0

5 10 4001 74 10-4001-74  Mail 3075433015 (3075433015) 9 1 o 0

6 10 4001 47 10-4001-47  Mail 3075539055 (3075539055) 5 1 0 0

7 10 4001 46 10-4001-46  Mail 3075539033 - GJRFR1 (3075539033 - 4) 4 1 o 0

8 10 4001 35 10-4001-35  Mail 3075539039 - 5 (3075539039 - 5) 5 0 1 0

9 10 4001 34 10-4001-34  Mail 3075539045 (3075539045) 5 0 1 0

10 10 4001 23 10-4001-23  Mail 3075539047 (3075533047) 5 1 o 0
11 10 4001 10 10-4001-10 Mail 3075439015 (3075433015) 9 1 0 0
12 10 4001 2 10-4001-2  Mail 3075439020 {3075439020) 9 1 o 0
13 10 4001 92 10-4001-92  Mail 3075439017 (3075439017) 9 1 o 0
14 10 4001 45 10-4001-45  Mail 3075439014 - CRWC (3075439014 - 9) 9 0 1 0

It should be noted that none of these fields, nor any other found in a Cast Vote Record, in any way identifies the identitg & £ £ 2 (i
voter. Out of an overabundance of caution, some counties redact extremely small precincts (with 5 or 10 voters) from oéeCast
Record in the fear that if all voters voted the same way, the secrecy of their vote might be compromised.

No rewrds supplied in any Cast Vote Record of any type disclose the identity of the voter.

CAST VOTE RECORBEQUISITION

The need for Cast Vote Records for the 2020 Election was spread through numerous channels. Many citizens requested these
documentsdza Ay 3 GKSANIJ &aidl G§SQa CNBSR2 yantien denf fheinNdvihe fioh iRogessing) Al Cast Viote ! 0
Records included in this analysis were obtained throtingisevalid public records requests.

Public records requests for Cast Vote Rdsavere made to nearly all counties in all states.

- 27 states,Alaska, Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Delaware, The District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Idaho,
lllinois, lowa, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Nevada, New Jersey, &légoMOhio, Oregon, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Tennessee, Texsarmont,West Virginia, and Wisconsin had at least one responsive county.

- 23 states,Alabama, Connecticut, Hawaii, Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Wisdana,
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Carolina, South Dakota, Utah,
Virginia, Washington, and Wyoming had no responsive counties. In most of these cases, investigation found thatQtée state
election appratus prevented the countiesfro@2 YLJ @ Ay 3 A GK GKS Lzt A0Qa NBI dzSa

- Given the findings in this report, state and county resistance to providing their Cast Vote Redosdsusable
CAST VOTE RECORD®TA NORMALIZATION

| developel software to convert the many combinations of Cast Vote Record types into a common database format for analysis.
Specific analysis, which contains additional information from what is contained within this report, can be accessed osite§ web
Theraw Cast Vote Record files used for analysis can also be found on fny site

ANALYSIS METHODOL@GANDOMNESS ASSUMPTION

The unnatural yet similar voting patterns were identified by examining the-imgibsentee) ballots. Because of thandemic,
many states and counties expanded miailvoting to unprecedented levelsrom what can be determined bthe dataanalysis
presented herethese types of votes were used as a critical attack vector on the etectio

ToF I ANI & 2 dzR 3 FotdRedord aminirésakts, | first-testithe results to see if they meet the randomness assumptien. T
assumption is thataitin ballot resultscontained inthe Cast Vote Records are randomized by the processitige dfallots
themselves.As maitin ballots areeandomly requested, randomisent out randomlyfilled out, randomlyreturned or deliveredby

the voter, and not presortedy the countyupon receipt they become naturally shuffled and mixétthile many county clerks

2 https://VoteDatabase.com
3 https://VoteDatabase.com/cvr

Pagellof 281



confirmed the md-in ballots were mixed prior to scannindpet primary methodology for determining thigasto examine the Cast
+20S wSO2NRQa& LINE OA yhdallot redorddl INGatchdsipRballgts répértedi iy he Gast ¥dte Records (normally
100 ballos in a batch) contain a random sampling of precincts and do not show runs of ballots from the same precincts;ithe mail
ballots are considered sufficiently randomized to be expected to produce a random pattern of voting.

An example of a county which shed a sufficiently random pattern in its mdil ballots is Mesa County, Coloradeparate
precincts are represented on the vertical axis, with 100 count blocks of votes along the horizontal axis.

Election Precinct Distribution - MESA - Displayed Ballots
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It can be seen that the precindistribution of each 10dallot block shows a random, ngredictable distribution. Compare this
with St. Croix County, Wisconsin, whose rAraiballots were sorted by precinct.

Election Precinct Distribution - ST. CROIX - Displayed Ballots

40 OO
T
RIS -
S
o
35 o
am
am
o
-
30 O
T
am
T
L1
25 Eocmanl
am
Foeii)
R
am
20 -
T e T T AT
o)
am
am
15 amD
s
)
D
L
10  CSCIMCHIIROEI:
e
T
T
o  ©o 0o oo k-
5 commmmmmmmn O O o
T @o  cmmn
T Eo
@
amm
0
SRR~ R R QS QU [ QR T~ QT ~ QR N RN QR N S L QR QR R QR Q. S Q. R~ QN [T < QS N ~ Q- R ST P ~ S QR T QRN QN ~ QR TS Q. R QU QN [T < QR ~ QK S QL QK R e~
FEEFFTLETEEEF T -59Q -FQ’JQ Sg -L'T'\Q -:‘—gje -JgQQ -i"Q -?“"Q-éﬂ’Q -3"\Q -\“'})Q -5“??53& AZ:\Q ﬂ:"@Q ﬂ?@eﬂ)’f f":"‘je ,§9 f'}'\Q n,‘gQﬂ;'ééQ AE@Q é\aﬁ@a@@a AS'?Q f:":'Q é’nQ ﬁé\Q@&@%Q z??e f?ﬁe >§§DQ b@Q b'-‘?Q »""‘je »‘Q'Q >>‘5\Qb?§ »@Q Q%Q >é\Q & Qqéc? @@Q

Pagel2of 281



Gallia County, Ohio shows a different manner of preesuted records

Election Precinct Distribution - GALLIA - Displayed Ballots
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The precinct sorting is obvious, and thus tG#stVote Record is not going to show a random pattern in its amai{or any other type
of) ballots.

Countieghat do not show randomness are not further tested for the unnatural patterns seen elsewhAsra side net examining
the individual precinct results in these counties often slsamnatural patterning of their maih votes, but very few precincts are
large enough to provide statistical confiden&everal that aref sufficient sizewvill bereferenced in the state detail reports.

ANALYSIS METHODOLO®ANDOMIZEBESULT PREMIS

Having sufficiently established the randomness in each sample stutlizah be expectethati KS LISNOSy il 3Sa 2 7F
votes should behave similarly to a cdlip (but headed to a different final percentage rather than 50%).

The chart belowshows the variations of a coin flip experiment, where a coin is fligp@d0 timesand thecumulativepercentage of
GAYSa Al tFyRSR 2y dKS hdizostalyiThevabationhdiie peiicéRgelthy ighd’thaddldivésitS R
achieveg; decreases as the flips increase. Eadtitionalflip has a lesser effect on thmimulativewhole. The third flip can
potentially move the percentage by 0.33 in eitheredition. The thousandth flip can move the percentage by just 0.001 in either
direction.
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Looking athis chart of coin flips, folloimg along the plotted lineywe seewide swings initially, decreasing over time, untfaaly

smooth horizontal trajectory is settled updmery much like a statistically reliable sample in an opinion) p@hce 1,500 to 2,000
coinflips have been recorded, only an artificial injectmimonrandomized coin flips could cause our plotted line to deviate from its
mathematically firm trajectoryowards the eventual 0.5 (50%) KS &I YS YI G KSYl G4AOa F LILX & G2 LI
votes in a sufficiently randomized set of ballots

Percentage of Heads Tossing a Coin 4,000 Times
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As an example belv is the percentage plot of Trump's milvote in a county that shows no obvious signs of manipulation.

ANALYSIS METHODOLOG®&ANDOMIZED ELECTION TRIALS

To determine what maximum and minimum values could be expected at any particular number of ballots, | ran a siwfulation
100,000 random electionsf 500,000 ballotg®ach andecorded the highest and lowest values observed at all of the ballot counts.
Then, toallow for unexpected fluctuations, the resulting rangesre widenedby 10%in each directionThis process creates a visual
conewhich,when plotted isnot dissimilarto the cone of probability used by meteorologisthen tracking hurricaneslere the

O02yS YINNRga (2 (§KS OhegbBrdeR ofiihd ébaestablislythefmathdgatiafhyypdssitie Ponts of origin to
reachour known result.This cone of grbability will be shown below in red, adjusted to finish at #m@wn value of the | Yy RA Rl (' S
final percentagef votes received in any race investigated

ANALYSIS METHODOL@GYf h¢¢LbD ¢1 9 /! b5L5!1¢9Q{ t9w/ 9b¢! D9 hC £h¢9{ w

Next, Iplotted the cumulativepercentage ofictualvotes received by candidaten blue Just like the line in our coin flip
experiment,the randomized mailn ballots should produce a horizongalbt with wide initial swings that tighten to a firm,
increasingly straight,drizontal line.Once the red cone of probability is adjusted to match the percentage point at the fthish,
blueline shouldalways remain inside the con the percentage of O | Y Rvbt&sifalls®@side of the range of the red cone, it
is an anomaly and indicates a nearganic vote pattern. If the percentage plot fadlsovethe cone, it indicates thathe candidate
hasreceivedmore votes than can possibly be expected at thate count If the percentage plot fallselowthe red cone, it

indicates thatthe candidatehasreceivedless votes than can possibly be expected at that vote count.
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As an examplebelow is the percentage plot of Trump's migilvote in a county that shows no obvious signs of manipulation.

Election Ratio - Donald J. Trumprike R. Pence (15437) / Joseph R. Biden/Kamala D. Harris (15431)
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[——1 Donald J. Tump/Mike R. Pence (15437) fo Joseph R_Biden/Kamala D_Harris (15431) Ratio Over Time ] Low Limit ] High Limit

The maitin votes from this county show Trump receiving roughly 24% support. Because the ballots are randomized, our plotted
average tracks horizontally across the graph. The heavy Biden support simply shifts the entire horizontal line dows, tveshal

as if a weighted coin was used to plot the graph.
Below is the percentage plot of President Trump's fimailotes in Mesa County, CO during the 2020 General Election.

Election Cumulative Percentage - Donald J. Trump [ Michael R. Pence

(1]

s ARRREEA
pisdl

50
45
40
OO SR I g U S GO g g S g g g S g g g S G g g g i S g g S gt g SO R
MW e AT NS S P RPR RS SRR SR R R RSP R FLE R AL P
[ Donald J. Trump / Michael R. Pence Percentage Over Time [ Even Percentage [ Low Limit [__] High Limit
Intheseplotsz t NBEAARSY U ¢ NHzYLIQ&a LISNOSyul IS 2F UKS @20S Aad AY

expected at any poirtio achieve his official resudtre shown by the red cone. The black line indicates the @@i#4, at which both
canddates would be tied
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In MesaCounty, he percentage plot linenblueA & aS@OSNBt & o0St2¢ GKS NBR 02y S (KNRdIzAK
dzLJ | ( Therp&terS gefiesball mathematics for how the plotted line of cumulative votes should bekramsing the maikin

vote sample was randomized. The pattern is alarmingly outside of the minimums and maximums established by héwng run
100,000 different randomized electionescribed aboveThis is indicator #1 of fraud in the counbyall the patterrobservedabove

0KS aaSal tFidGSNyez a GKAa Ada gKSNBE L FTANRG SyO2dzyiSNBR A

(Mesa County Report #3, referenced above, details that about a quarter of the initial ballots were either secretly reprmidssed
the computer softwarénto a second database or left behinctfire initial database which was then hidden from view from the
clerks This matches up well with what is seen hetkere were just too many Biden votes at the beginrimmgossibly justify the
results at the endgausing the percentage plét ¥ ¢ NHzY talakhweltIdwsStie expected minimuvalues)

ANALYSIS METHODOLQGSOLATING THERONTEND LOAD

Further analysis of th® I Y R A percéntadeat votes received, represented above by the line in bluegats/the manipulation
more precisely. What is shown in the plot is an election where the earliest votes tabulated were grossly and artificigliyated
to supportBiden, placed in or flipped as a fre@hd load to offset or outweigh the more naturalifnp votes thatwould follow.
Dividing the distinct portions of the graph into their obvi@egments andomparing thosgercentages againshe actual count® a
voting history brings the evidenctrward more clearly

aSal [/ 2dzy (e, havingvdtdd ®She) R&BbiRcan candidate with an average of 65% from 2004 through the 2016 election.
When third party votes are disregardeshd only the two major party totals are considerdidat average increases to over 67%.

In Mesa County Report #3howed hard evidence of manipulation of the first 23 votes. Tis portionof the 81,599 total maikin
votesrecordedrepresent approximately 31%r he first31%segment is graphically visilby the shift in direction we see in the
plotted blue linel then calculated the percentage support for both segments. Results are shown below.

Candidate Percentages in Mail-in Votes
Mesa County, Colorado - 2020 General Election
65.5%

60.8%
50.0% AB.2%
36.7%
3L.6%
0.7% I - -

FIRST 25,138 REMAINING 56,461 TOTAL

®m Donald Trump  ® Joseph Biden lo lorgensen

How, in a randomized sample, could tlirst 31% of ballots be so drastically different than those remaining? Not only does this

initial front-end load of ballots deviatfrom the minimums and maximums | established having run 100,000 trial elections, but they
Ffad2 RSOAFGS FTNRBY 6KIFG 6S 1y26 | 062dzi (K Sendadoedeaed Trurddiatzl O
support in the maiin ballots by almost5% | YR Ay FfF 0§SR . ARSy Qa {§&@nédrly 10 pedzbdtalfedint 0 &
swing in the mailn vote percentages

When this is done iall the counties acrossraentirestatex G K+ G & il 4§ SQa St S Ortrallbd totesagelt S& | NB
manipulated in a coordinated and targeted fashion to not be noticed by the general public in their local communities. The

Y yALdzZ G SR NBadz G publicaxgected, @it thé cBriulaiive efféoiKshavingiwigy3 candidat@ éounty support
FfGSNBR GKS adl dSqQa  anikely he.dzaudiss WSelrequedndixemande thelzivéuld beGand were)
legallychallenged Audits would besaid to bedtoo expensiveor the county or unnecessary since th@ynostlikelyg 2 dzt Ry Qi OFk
the O ¥ R A iRdivitli®atcomé Ay (i K Intdhe ihikelsfverd ofa serious audit of a countyeingachieved, enough time

will have passed to allow nefarious actors to alter records so that they match the reported ré&atsaudits could also help

identify potential counterfeit or illegal ballots. Some areas may have enough of these to not regensivecomputer

manipulation. A matching count alone does not prove there was a safe election.

Pagel6of 281



Counts taken directly from the Mes@ounty,Colorado election management server databaSe8y FANY ¢ KI G A& &S
Cast Vote Recondthen plotted graphicallyOf critical importance is that the Cast Vote Record, instead of showing an abrugiechan
in the voting pattern after the manipulation, shows a generally smoothed rise indicative of a controller algorithm. Thisiéet
concludethat the algorithm is spreading the fraudulent votes throughout the counting in order to smooth the resultingand
escape simple detection methods

ANALYSIS METHODOL@®BY.OCK CHARTSUALIZATION

To view the manipulation another way, | plotted O y Rvbt®derceBtan& in blocksormallyof 100 ballots. Each red circle
indicates that percentage of theotes inonly that sequential block of ballotdhe bllowing is that plotfot NSa A RSy G ¢ NXzY |
in Mesa County, Colorado. 1,000 ballot blocks were used for clarity.

Election Per Block Donald J. Trump [ Michael R. Pence Percentage

65 o

60

55 o ¢ o

45

[C——1] Donald J. Trump / Michael R. Pence / Joseph R. Biden / Kamala D. Harris Per Block Ratio [ Even Percentage - In-Person

This chart shows something remarkakléhe percentage of Preside@téotes generallywalks ug as the counting proceeds. Note
that after approximately 34,000 ballots are processed, thererarblocks of ballots in which President Trump had less than about
50%, while before that there were 17.

If the ballots were organizkby the county personnel in some fashiandwere not randomly mixed to create this gradual climb
they would have to blend in the Trump support in an increasing fashion. Batch by batch, regardless of phegimabuld need to
slightly increas TrunpQ support as they tabulated. Theim countiesacrosshe country, this same process would have to be
repeated.The idea that this could happen manually is ridiculous.

This upward patterning, which is seen in almost all counties showing the Mesa Patsfinms, in my opinion, that the votes are
being manipulated by a computer algorithm/controller. Only by moving votes around formulaically could this sort of pattern be
achieved.

Unfortunately for those wanting to explain this away as simply showingolaaking Trump support, or as a gradual shift in voter
preference over the maih period, this report will show counties where the Mesa Pattisralso seein reverse(where an initial

Trump lead gradually moves towards Bidd)ave working theories as to the reasons for this, but suffice it to say, the Mesa Pattern
is not a naturdy occurring behavioral phenomenof. 2 YS O2dzy i A S& aK2 g LIGAILENYSAE FAVALYEAS 3 N -
voters in those counties did not conform to the other voters would also need to be explained.

You will, of course, note the odd break in the upward pattern starting at about ballot 31,000. Variations like thisyaoefairion,
ayR AY Y& 2LAYA2Y AYRAOIGS | O2NNBOUGAZ2Y 0SAy3d YIRS Insalsiall A y |
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number of counties, this rise is not as gradual, as if the algorithm had to do a hard shift instead of a smapbubtie overall
effect is the same

ANALYSIS METHODOLQ@GASA PATTERN CLASSIFICATION

FurtherNB & S+ NOK Ayid2 2G6KSNJ/Faid 2GS wSO2NRa SylLoft SR YS G2 | dz
following the Mesa PatterrMlany counties confon to all four of these conditions.

1. Mailin votes show randomization through analysis of the precinct distribution.

2. Candidatenormallyachieves his lowest percentage somewhere within the first third of the counting, and his percentage

never falls below thiaagain.

There is a general gradual rise visible in the percentage plot.

4. Plotting the candidate percentage of sequential blocks of ballots shows either a general smooth movement of the blocks, o
a sudden changfavoringthe candidaten the seconchalf of the sequence

w

If the evidence described above was only observed in one county, or within one state, one could possibly discount ibaslgn an
or random fluke. Thereford proceeded to compare these results with other counties and other statebeven other election
system vendord. discovered that this exact same pattern occurmany other countiesn multiple statesacross the coumy.

ANALYSIS METHODOLQ@®EREDICTING ELECTION RESULTS

Further analysis showed another shocking similarity between the Mesa Pattern countiservedthat the rise of President

¢ NHzY LJQ& LISNOSy (Gl 3S aSSYSR O2yaraidaSyidsx a2 L RSOSft 2LISRatthe aAY
very midpoint of the counting and divided that into the ending percentage. For Mesa County, Colorado, the result ofgtwat divi

gla MmomMTY SKAOK A& aleéAy3d GKIFG YdzZ GALX @Ay 3 t NBaA RBeyfobwitgNHzY L.
RSY2yaidiNl (S8 GKA& OIFfOdzA I GA2Y dzZaAy3d aSal [/ 2dzyiéz /2ft2NIR2Q

Election Cumulative Percentage - Donald J. Trump / Michael R. Pence

62% / 53% = 1.17x rise Ending percentage = 62%

Midpoint percentage = 53%

Testing other counties showing the Mesa Pattezuealedthat a great many ofnem had arijigvaluez ¢ KA OK L OF £ £ @
NJ atatgfel within 1.1 and 1.3 (Rounded). This is théi@dicator of fraud, and a very serious one.

The following is an example of this calculation, using the Mesa County Cast \¢otd.Re

Total Maitin Votes for President Trump and Joseph Biden 79,798
Midpoint (79,798 / 2) 39,899
President Trump's percentage at midpoint 39,899 votes 53%
President Trump's percentage at end (79,798) 62%
Back Half Rise (63% / 53%) 1.17

Toemphasizehe seriousnes®f thisdiscovery of the 159 countiesfrom the nine states included in this volume2& (80.3%) show a
back half rise of between 1.1 and 1.3 (roundég9of the counties fall within 1.1 and 1.2, not rounded.
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This indicates that the elections in these counties wenedictive If one knew the Trump maiih percentageand number of votesit
the midpoint of the election, one could calculate tlkadresult¢ both the percentage and the votesto within avery small margin

To have the belief that this is a natural voting pattern, one would have to believe that votgiféeirent counties of all sizeand
livingin different states all showeiinpossiblysimilar voting patterrbehaviorsin how they requested, received, fillexit, and
submitted their matlin ballots

MESA PATTERN COUNTY COMPARISON

As a further example of the commonalities found between the various counties matching the Mesa P&tsanties
were selected from all nine states covered by this report, ardgércent of votes for President Trump at any point in
the maitin vote counting was normalized so they all fit within the same proportions on the same graph.

Normalized Trump % Throughout Maih Votes
2020 General Election
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This graph illustrates some key concepts of the Mesa Pattern. Note that by the 0.440%bf the counting, all the
counties have bagn their ascent in favor of President Trump.

ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS RESOURCES

The detailed reports on each courttyat follow may also contain additional indicators from my researsigother data from the

2020 election. Anomalies in the Election Night Reportirge recorded from the New York Times websited were supplied by

Edison ResearctAlsoused wathel Sf LJ ! YSNA OF +2 (S | Oditférmatiohpuied fhal thé Sodisldcuiity 2 y &
Administration.

REVIEW AND CONCLUSIONS

The Cast Vote Record produced by viagiouselectiona & a { ®fvareis a tool for auditingany election.lt isthe digital
SlidA@rtSyad 2F F aSldsSyidAalt € Aaiectods.ltdpyrpoSetisSopiesetgeach vadingt t 2 Ga I
transactionso that the election outcome can be verifidBeing in digital format offers the advantage of rapid computerized analysis.
In a fair andegitimateelection the analysis of randomized mailvoting transactionsvould follow proven and reliable

mathematical patterns. In the 2020 General Election the patterns of voting transaalmnst Cast Vote Records from across the
United States shownathematicallyimpossible voting patterns, that skhkinglydemonstrate goredictiveand intentonally
manufacturedsimilarity. Any fair minded review of the election data canly leave oné¢o conclude that the United States

America was the victim of a coordinatedulti-state, conspiracy to defraud #2020 General Election.
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It is not the goal of this report to state that the algorithm used to manipulate the election actually used the simple ratta¢m

method of multiplying outlined above. Rather, the findings abmgresenta direct sideeffect of a much more complex algorithm

the goal of which was to allow for a combination of fraudulent ballots and computerized alteration of votes to reachelysaslos
possible, a desired outcome at a county and even precinct [€hefocusedand controlledmanipulation may be done to diminish

or increase @andidat€) &  (tclbdelfy shave fromorpadioKS Lidzof A O0Q&a €t 201t SELISOGI GA2Yy 2
FOKAS@GAY3a GKS O2yiNEt MSesgaichnt the naiwvid® Gast R@esReddBsReadslha tdzhdiconclusion

that the attackers used sophisticated predictive analytics to determine how many fraudulent votes would be needed in aach cou
and precinct to achieve that outcome. The algorithm wouldrtiserve two purposes first to smooth out the impact of fraudulent

ballots and secondly to intervene and alter authentic votes if the predicted number of fraudulent ballots was not suffiei¢at
unexpected results from organic voters.

This report usesnly open source, publicly available data. These results can be and should be repeated by investigators and
concernedcitizensanywhere and everywhere. Because of federal and st&etionrecord retention lawgnany counties will now

claim that their 20D election records are lost or destroyed. Complete access to all of the Cast Vote Records utilized for this report
and customized tools to perform your own analysis be found on my websit8ut additional independent confirmation of these
results is enouraged.Data from the 2022 Midterm electioris currently still retained by complying counties and can be obtained by
Public Records Request. The Mesa Pattern®ixistany countiesl have observed. To aid in the rapid validation of the findings in
thisreport, | invite you to begin your own exploration into the evidence of this conspiracy by starting your research of the 2022
Midterms Cast Vote Records.

This report does not intend tguggest that theytpe of manipulation discussed is the only method whiehy be observed irour
elections. Numerous othedattack vetorse exist inall parts of our electioinfrastructure and these have and will be detailed by
other researclers.

Many other researchers and analysts have toiled mightily to unlock the secrets of the 2020 Elegtiald like to especially

recognize the work of Draza Smith, Dr. Walter C. Daugherity, Dr. Douglas Frank, Colonel Shawn Smith, and Captain Seth Keshel,
whose findings and encouragement have been vital to my own efforts. | also want to thank the memBexz0bn Army, the

finest group of patriots in existence.

L fa2 GKIy1l [/ KdzOl =zl dzaAKyZ [8yyS [ALLAYyO2GiG= bl yode kffods2yy S
fighting for election integrity igeneral anchelping with the editing ofhis report. | thank American hero Dennis Momgery for
his friendship, insight, and for giving me the chance to see all of this from the other side of the glass.

Lastly, a huge thank you goes to Mike Lindell, whose tireless, unselfish efforts in the fight for our freedoms are aretdiah
legend. His call for Cast Vote Record requests in 2022 was critical in obtaining the data needed to produce this report.

Jeffrey |

WSTFFNB& hQs
May 22023
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STATE AND COUNTY LEVEL DETAIL ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

An analysis has been performed &r202 counties in the 9 states included in this repdkttogether, the county Cast Vote Records
contain 26,463,719 votes in the 2020 Presidential electibdil countieg80%)have matin voting patterns which fit the Mesa
Pattern.Many of the rest are too small to analyzesbrow sorting in the maih ballots.

The following is a description of what each different pafrthe analysis indicates, usiegamples from various counties
Descriptions of items are italics Important findings are boldedlhe example® this sectiorare taken from different county
analyses for descriptive purposes.

SampleCounty
Vendor:Election Systems & Software

TheCounty name and thElection Management System Ventior

Theofficial results reporB88,762 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record r&p8/762. Thus, no ballots were
redacted.

This provides a comparison between the official number of votes reported by theSamohthe same reported by the Cast
Vote Record. Any differeas are reported. Small redactions are normal, as some counties redact very small precincts,
generally ones with 10 or less voteBnunties with more ballots in their Cast Vote Records than officially reported should be
investigated to determine the reasodlt is possible that there are double records for adjudicated ballots, with nothing

existing in the Cast Vote Record to determine which were valid. If this is the case, the number of extra ballots ismot enoug
to be statistically significant in my analg.

Il O0O2NRAY3 G2 GKS /latbd 22G4S wSO2NRZ t NBAARSY(d ¢NHzYL) g2y
This provides the final percentages of President Trump and Joseph Biden according to the Cast VoihResqnehvided
both for context and to kow for the reader to compare these percentages with the official results.

Plotting the mailin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.10 in favor of President Trump
This reports if the county maii results fit the Mesa Padrn and the back half ratio as well as any other observations and
anomalies which may existf the county displays the Reverse Mesa Pattern, thibaileferred to aa back half dip in

favor of Joseph Biden.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP and MICHAEL R. PENCE

ver Tme [ Evenrereentage [JLowl

it =] HighLim

4 Source: https://verifiedvoting.org
S1ff 2FFAOAIE @2GS
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The above graph plots the percentage of votes reported for President Trump vs. Joseph Biden at any point im thetenail
counting. It is the primary visual method to determine the Mesa Pattern. The vertical (up and down) axis is the percentage

of votes The horizontal (left to right) axis is the number of votes counted at that point. A black horizentailllimark the

50% line, if that percent amountsiown inthe graph.

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct Ijt4Bin votes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds
This briefly discusses the following graph, which shows the percentage of votes for President Trump vs Joseph Biden in
individual blocks of votes (100, 1000, or 10,000 depending uposite of the county) as the counting progressed.

Election Per Block Donald J Trump [ Michael R Pence:NON Percentage

For additional analysis for any county Cast Vote Record in my possession, plebipséeotedatabase.comFor raw
Cast Vte Record data, please go Itps://votedatabase.com/cvr

BALLOTS PROCESSED BY DATE

This section displays the number of ballots counted by the county on each day of the election. NOTE: This data is only
available from counties using Hart Intercivic Cast Vote Records ifioxidat.

Because the county suppliés Castv/ote Record in individual xml files, the dates those files were created can be used to
determine when most ballots were processed. The numbers can be compared with official records. Each line shows the

ballotsLINE OSaaSRZ

iKS

¢ NHzYLJ YR . ARSy @2iSa
Dates before the election counting period are nekplainableand seem most prevalent to election day votes

Date Total | Trump | Biden | Trump %| Biden %
1/1/2020 | 5,447| 3,035| 2,267 55.7%| 41.6%
11/3/2020 | 35,924 | 9,174 | 25,847 25.5%| 71.9%
11/4/2020 16 5 11 31.3%| 68.8%
11/6/2020 | 4,586| 1,548| 2,887 33.8%| 63.0%

11/13/2020| 10,490| 3,719| 6,357 35.5%| 60.6%

11/20/2020 | 10,468| 3,596| 6,266 34.4%| 59.9%
12/1/2020 | 1,913 699 | 1,135 36.5%| 59.3%

Total 68,844 | 21,776 | 44,770 31.6%| 65.0%
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https://votedatabase.com/
https://votedatabase.com/cvr

CONSECUTIVE VOTES FOR CANDIDATES WITH LESS THAN 1% PROBABILITY

This section displays the number of consecutive votes for President Trump and JosepbrBmlamered in the maiin votes. The

@It dzS dzy RSNJ Gwdzy¢eé Aa GKS ydzYoSNI 2F O2yaSoOdziagS @20GSathé yR
probability of this occurring, considering the overall percentages of each candiddte inditin votes, was calculated. If the

probability is less than 1%, meaning that it should be seen less than once in every 100 elections of this size, itisic&dgor I & 4 -
Lyt A |f thd pobabilitLwas less than T, meaning that it should seen less than 1,000 elections of this size, it is categorized
4 G9EUGNBYSte 'yialsSteéeod 1a GKS EfA2NAGKY RS&ONR 0 SHeveSHe NI A S
desired outcome, one would expect to see incidences ofilmaindidates with unnatural consecutive runs of votes.

The mailin votes show the following number of consecutive votes for the indicated candidate, and the likelihood of that many
consecutive votes occurring given the final percentage breakdown of ttesvo

Consecutive votes foPresident Trum| |Consecutive Votes foloseph Bide
Run|# Run#
15 |2 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%) 42
17 (3| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)|| 43

3| VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
7  VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
44121  VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
45 (5|  VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
46 (2|  VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)

4

2

3

2

47 Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
48 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)

56 Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
57 2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%

Ly GKS SEFYLX S | 62052 (K Scolfimin#idates tHayhviice ozyh&rBdibatlots Bedrdcév8d/16 ¢ NHzY L.
consecutive votes, and the probability of that-¢6te run occurring twice over the total number of votes and overall percentages is
between 0.1% and 1% (less than one time out of a hundtédi OKAy 3 St SOlA2yaod ¢KS f1ad Ay
that twice in the maiin ballots he received 57 consecutive votes, and the probability of thato®& run occurring three times over

the total number of votes and overall percentamis less than 0.1% (less than one time out of a thousand matching elections).

It should be noted that these runs of consecutive votes cut across many precincts.
STATE LEVEL ANALYSIS ITEMS

At the end of each state report theraay beadditional items.There will be a county summary detailing each county and their
manipulation scoreThatscor&& A G K | YIFEAYdzY 2F o032 R Svaies Boaforied o thé Bdsd Patiera | (1 ¢
as described above.

AnotherhAda 'y ylfeéara 2F GKS adrisSQa 1! ++ f221dzLJA RAzZNAY 3 HAHA
registrations describes it thusl§.

G¢2 O2YLX & gAGK GKS NBIdANBYSyGa 2F aSOGA2Yy ono 2F | lael T {
Verification (HAVV) system, in August 2004. States must only submit a request to us for new votieraethmresent a valid
RNAGSNRE fA0SyasS RdzNAy3I GKS @20GSNI NBIAAGNT (A2 yastfdNBigdsSoaSs | !
adzo YAUGOGSR YR aSyRa +ty AYRAOFIGAZ2Y 2F SKSGKSNI 2dz2NJ NEO2NRa &
Asa G 6SRY (KA&a aedadSy akKz2dzZ R 0SS dzaSR T2NJ U ir stadzdbiliddeiaBsuedT NI 3
form of identification. The sheer number of lookupand rejections;indicates to methat the HAVV system may have beendise
nefariously to inject voters into the registration databases of the various states utilizB@du( of the 50 states).

Example:

8 https://www.ssa.gov/open/havv/
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For the detailed data for any state, please see https://votedatabase.com/havv.asp.

Lastly, here may be table indicating any counties which showed the removal of already reported votes during the election night
reporting. This data is taken from the New York Times website, and it is provided by Edison Research.

Example:
County Timestamp Candidate| Number d Votes Removed Type of Votes Remove
IMPERIAL 11/9/20 12:17 PM| Trump 2,391 | Total Votes
IMPERIAL 11/9/20 12:17 PM| Biden 8,377 | Total Votes
IMPERIAL 11/9/20 12:17 PM| Trump 2,391 | Election Day Votes
IMPERIAL 11/9/20 12:17 PM| Biden 8,377 | Election Day/otes
IMPERIAL 11/12/20 3:35 PM| Trump 1,801 | Election Day Votes
IMPERIAL 11/12/20 3:35 PM| Biden 4,200 | Election Day Votes
MENDOCINO 11/25/20 4:48 PM| Trump 10,268 | Election Day Votes
MENDOCINO 11/25/20 4:48 PM| Biden 24,383 | Election Day Votes
SANBERNARDIN{ 11/4/20 6:57 AM| Trump 91,329 | Election Day Votes
SAN BERNARDIN 11/4/20 6:57 AM| Biden 200,493| Election Day Votes
SAN DIEGO 11/9/20 8:48 PM| Trump 130,015| Election Day Votes
SAN DIEGO 11/9/20 8:48 PM| Biden 170,003| Election Day Votes

Formore detailed information on the 2020 election night reporting for any state and county, please see
https://votedatabase.com/votegraphv3.asp.
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ARIZONA

4 of the 15 Arizona Counties responded positively to public records requests for Caiedéotels. All 4 counties properly
responding show the Mesa Pattern in their maiballots. The average Back Half Rise of the 4 counties was 1.1

The following chart shows the total ballots, Trump Midpoint percentage, Trump Endpoint percentagegeaBacthHalf Rise.

County Ballots Trump Endpoint| Trump Midpoint | Back Half Rise
Maricopa | 1,864,300 48% 40% 1.18
Pima 512,700 41% 30% 1.33
Santa Cru 19,556 32% 27% 1.18
Yuma 70,594 53% 50% 1.07

Following is the detailed breakdown of tifi@ur counties which provided an adequate Cast Vote Record.
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1 Maricopa County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Arizonafficial results repor2,076,086ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record ref@)f2,400 Thus,
3,686ballots were redacted. This is abnormally high.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Trump lost this county 8dih 4 (1 2 W2 & $0%. . ARSYy Qa
Plotting the maitin votes over time shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.18 in favor of President Trlihw.

slope of the upward rise is one of the most severe and consistent | have seen. Note that the red expected range cone is
calculated to only 500,000 ves, which is why it does not extend throughout the entire graph.

Election Cumulative Percentage - TRUMP | PENCE

=1 TRuMP /PENGE Percentage Over Time [ Even Percentage [ Low Limi [ Hign Lim

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,00@maikes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds, with a dip at the end. Given the wtoge election in 2020, this dip is significant.
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1 Pima County
Vendor: Election Systems & Software

The Arizonafficial results reporb622,174ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record ref#2€397 Thus1,777
ballots were redactedTheCast Vote Record reports 8,136 overvotes, in which the voter cast votes for more than one
presidential candidate.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Triosfthis county with395: 2 W2 a $1.%. . ARSYy Qa

Plotting the maitin votes over tme shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.33 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - TRUMP, DONALD

25

[] TRUMP, DONALD Percentage Over Time [] Even Percentage [ Low Limit [Z"] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distif@df&t0lmaitin votes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds. Note tHewer cluster at the very enfbr possibly higher cluster just before that)
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1 Santa Cruz County
Vendor: Election Systems & Software

The Arizonafficial results reportl9,581 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 19,556 2%hus,
ballots were redacted.

I O0O2NRAY3 (2 GKS /&8G4G +20S wSO2NRI t NBaARSYy(d ¢NYzYL) f2a&

Plotting the maitin votes over time shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.33 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - REP TRUMP, PENCE (CND002)
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Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 10Gimedites shows a small general rise as the
counting continues.
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1 Yuma County
Vendor: Election Systems & Software

The Arizonafficial results repor70,072 ballots casbf president, and the Cast Vote Record repdi®s594 Thusthe
Yuma County Cast Vote Record contains 522 more ballots than the official record.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Trump won this countp®ia (2 W2 a4 3586. . ARSYy Q&

Plotting the maitin votes over time shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise d@f7lin favor of President Trump.
However, the patterns seems to ¥ taken longer to emerge in this county.

Election Cumulative Percentage - REP TRUMP | PENCE (CNDOO1)

[C"] REP TRUMP / PENCE (CNDU01) Percentage Over Time [] Even Percentage [———] Low Limit "] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 10Gimaiites clearly shows thgradual rises and
falls throughout the counting.
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COUNTY SUMMARY ANALYSIS
The following shows eaccounty for which a Cast Vote Record was received, and a score based upon three criteria.

1. The County shows the visual aspect of the Mesa Pattern (or its reveisedint.
2. The County has a back half rise (or fall) greater than or equal to 1.1 (rougdqubint.
3. ¢KS LISNDSydGl3Is Ltz 2F t NBaARSYy(d ¢NHzYLIQa g20Sx1»BtOSSRaA

While any score above zero indicates machine manipulation, the actual score may correlate to the severity of the ntamipulati

County Vendor Manipulation Score
Maricopa | Dominion Voting Systems 3
Pima Election Systems & Softwal 3
Santa Cruz Election Systems & Softwal 3
Yuma Election Systems & Softwal 2

STATE HAVV LOOKUP ANALYSIS

I NA& T RIAMN Rakup statistics (as provided by the Social Security Administration) give the appearance that this program is being
abused to register unqualified voters. A total of 150,894 queries were made by the state during 2020, and 79,229 (58€f0) of t
wereNE2SOGSR a ay2 YIGOKéd ony 2F GKS 1jdzSNRSE 6 SNB3NBe2SOGSF
1+ |jdzSNRAS& 6SNB YIRS o0& ! NAT2yFZ YR omMIMdpd 0pm:0 6 RNBE N
of applcation.

Remembering that this type of voter qualification is intended to be used for those without proper identification, all f thes
numbers seem extremely high, and should be further investigated.

N Deceased Match No Watch il Good Match
45000

40000
35000

30000

- e
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R Voo b & .\’\/ & 9 A )_”u ‘.’\/ & £ £ £
IR TF T I IS TS

ELECTION NIGHT RESULT ANOMALIES

This table list@\rizonacounties which experienced election night reporting anomalies. The data is taken from the Edison/New York
Times election night reporting results from the 2020 General Election.

There are three different vote totals reported for@acandidate in the election night reporting, the total votes, the election day

votes, and the absentee votes. If there are votes removed from the election day or absentee and there is not a corresipopding
in total votes, that means that vote counts veeshifted from election day to absentee or vice versa.

Page30of 281



County Timestamp Candidate| Number of Votes| Type of Votes Remove
COCHISE 11/6/20 7:16 PM| Trump 1,357 | Election Day Votes
COCHISE 11/6/20 7:16 PM| Biden 742 | Election Day Votes
COCHISE 11/9/20 6:51 PM| Trump 2,315 | Election Day Votes
COCHISE 11/9/20 6:51 PM| Biden 1,017 | Election Day Votes
GILA 11/10/20 7:57 PM| Trump 2 | Election Day Votes
MARICOPA | 11/5/20 2:45 AM| Trump 35,911 Election Day Votes
MARICOPA | 11/5/20 2:45 AM| Biden 25,128| Election Day Votes
MARICOPA | 11/6/20 9:12 PM| Trump 38,388 | Election Day Votes
MARICOPA | 11/6/20 9:12 PM| Biden 31,433| Election Day Votes
MARICOPA | 11/10/20 9:59 PM| Trump 2,982 | Election Day Votes
MARICOPA | 11/10/20 9:59 PM| Biden 2,213 | Election Day Votes
NAVAJO 11/5/20 7:37 PM| Trump 892 | Election Day Votes
NAVAJO 11/5/20 7:37 PM| Biden 703 | Election Day Votes
PIMA 11/13/20 4:31 PM| Trump 4 | Election Day Votes
PIMA 11/13/20 4:31 PM| Biden 1| Election Day Votes
SANTA CRU 11/4/20 3:29AM | Trump 2,602 | Election Day Votes
SANTA CRU 11/4/20 3:29 AM| Biden 8,789 | Election Day Votes

CONSECUTIVE VOTES FOR CANDIDATES WITH LESS THAN 1% PROBABILITY

The mailin votes show the following number of Consecutive Votes For the indicatedidate, and the likelihood of that many
consecutive votes occurring given the final percentage breakdown of the votes. The existence of so many of these velgiémproba
runs is an additional indication of the algorithm used to affect the vote resutisrsuld be expected given the smoothing sorting

of votes indicated by the Mesa Pattern.

Counties not listed did not have any vote runs which fell below the 1% probability or exhibited precinct level sorting.

Maricopa

Consecutive votes foPresident Trum|

Run|#

25 |4 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)

29 |2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)

Pima

Consecutive votes foPresident Trum| |Consecutive Votes foloseph Bide
Run| # Runi#

16 |52 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%) 31|7] VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
17 |24 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%) 32 (7] VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
18 |37 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%) 34 (4]  VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
19 |19| Extremely Unlikely<0.1%) || 35 (2| VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
20 (24| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]| 36 [3| VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
21 |14| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]| 37 |2| VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
22 |19| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%] | 42 (2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
23 (9| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]| 43 2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
24 (12| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%] | 45 (3| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
25 (11| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]| 54 (2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
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26 | 5| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)]
27| 6| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]
28 | 5| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]
29 |11 Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)]
30 | 5| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)]
31| 3| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]
32 2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%]
33| 3| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)]
39| 2| ExtremelyUnlikely (<0.1%)
43 | 2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)]
47 | 3| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)]
Santa Cruz
Consecutive votes foPresident Trumg
Rurf#
134 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
1414  Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)
15|3] Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%)
Yuma

Consecutive votes foPresident Trumg

Consecutive Votes foloseph Bide|
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Rurf# Run#

2712  Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%) || 22 [2|  VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
2312 VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
24 13| VeryUnlikely 0.1-1%)
25 |2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%
27 (2| Extremely Unlikely (<0.1%




47 of the 58 California Counties responded positively to public records requests for CafRtéduotels. Twoof the counties,
Alamedaand Imperial responded with either far too many records or far too few, preventing serious analysis. San Diego provided
their Cast Vote Record in a manner that makes correlating its numbers withfibialafesults impossible, but portions of it were

CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA REPUBLIC

suitable for analysis.

In all, 37 of the 48 counties responding show the general Mesa Pattern in theiinnbaillots. The average back half rise of the 37

counties was 1.15.

The following chart showse total ballots, Trump maih Midpoint percentage, Trump mait Endpoint percentage, and the Back

Half Rise.
County Vendor Mail Votes | Trump Ending %4 Trump Mid %| Back Half Rise
Contra Costa | Dominion Voting Systems 519,300 24% 21% 1.18
Del Norte Dominion Voting Systems 9,200 55% 47% 1.19
El Dorado Dominion Voting Systems 102,100 52% 43% 1.21
Fresno Dominion Voting Systems 308,100 44% 40% 1.1
Glenn Dominion Voting Systems 10,300 63% 61% 1.04
Humboldt Hart InterCivic 61,200 31% 26% 1.19
Inyo Dominion Voting Systems 7,400 48% 39% 1.23
Kern Dominion Voting Systems 234,900 52% 46% 1.14
King Dominion Voting Systems 37,700 55% 53% 1.05
Lake Hart InterCivic 28,000 47% 38% 1.22
Los Angeles Smartmatic/Los Angeles Coun| 3,295,000 23% 19% 1.22
Marin Dominion Voting Systems 140,700 14% 12% 1.19
Mendocino Hart InterCivic 42,000 32% 25% 1.25
Merced Election Systems & Software 52,800 41% 39% 1.05
Mono Dominion Voting Systems 4,700 34% 29% 1.16
Nevada Hart InterCivic 57,900 41% 35% 1.15
Orange Hart InterCivic 1,236,000 41% 34% 1.19
Placer Dominion Voting Systems 214,300 52% 47% 1.1
Riverside Dominion Voting Systems 859,700 44% 40% 1.1
San Benito Dominion Voting Systems 25,600 36% 32% 1.11
San Bernardino, Dominion Voting Systems 671,400 41% 35% 1.17
San Diego File | Dominion Voting Systems 248,700 37% 32% 1.17
San Francisco | Dominion Voting Systems 397,400 12% 10% 1.14
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San Joaquin Hart InterCivic 124,800 36% 34% 1.08
San Luis Obisp( Dominion Voting Systems 146,200 42% 34% 1.25
San Mateo Dominion Voting Systems 335,100 19% 15% 1.22
Santa Barbara | Dominion Voting Systems 176,600 32% 25% 1.25
Santa Cruz Dominion Voting Systems 128,700 17% 14% 1.27
Shasta Dominion Voting Systems 64,100 63% 55% 1.16
Solano Hart InterCivic 178,200 32% 27% 1.16
Sonoma Dominion Voting Systems 182,000 19% 19% 1.01
Stanislaus Hart InterCivic 210,100 50% 44% 1.14
Sutter Dominion Voting Systems 41,500 58% 52% 1.11
Tehama Dominion Voting Systems 22,900 65% 57% 1.15
Tuolumne Dominion Voting Systems 27,900 58% 48% 1.21
Ventura Dominion Voting Systems 368,000 36% 33% 1.09
Yuba Dominion Voting Systems 24,800 58% 52% 1.11

Following is the detailed breakdown of each of #&counties which provided an adequate Cast Vote Record.
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1 Alameda County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

Alameda County responded with 34 files, each apparently broken up by tabulator and voting type. However, repeated
efforts to correlate these records whtofficial records have been unsuccessful. Not only are the file formats different from
those produced by any other Dominion system | have seen, the raw number of ballots represented for President Trump an
Joseph Biden are 244,062 and 461,872, respegtiveiich falls well outside of the 136,309 and 617,659 reported by the

state.
14 GKS ydzyoSNE OFyy2i( 08 O2NNBfIlIGSR G2 S$0Sy I avYrft RS
other than to state that this may indicate a severe problemwK G KS O2dzyieéQa St SOGAz2y aeéa
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1 Amador County
Vendor: Election Systems & Software

The Californiafficial results report22,304 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 22,264 40hus,
ballots were redacted.

I O0O2NRAY3 (2 GKS /1adG +20S wSO2NRI t NBaAARSYy(d ¢NYzYL) 62y

Analysis of the&Cast Vote Record indicatdsat the maitin votes show sorting by precinct, meaning that analysis for a Mesa
Pattern is not possible.
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1 Calaveras County
Vendor: Hart Intercivic

The Californiafficial results repor27,194 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Recomtt®R7,272. Thughe
CalaveragCounty Cast Vote Record contains 78 more ballots than the official results.

I O0O2NRAY3 (2 GKS /1adG +20S wSO2NRI t NBaAARSYy(d ¢NYzYL) 62y

Calaveras supplieits Cast Vote Recoiid one PDF file, and the ballot records are in an indeterminate, perhaps random,
order. Analysis for any patterns is not possible.
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1 Contra Costa County

Vendor: Election Systems & Software

The Californiafficial results repor681,316 ballots cast fgresident, and the Cast Vote Record reports 581,322. Thas,

Contra Costa County Cast Vote Record contains 6 more ballots than the official results.

GKS /
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.16 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP

] DONALD J. TRUMP Percentage Over Time [ Svenremaniage [ Low Limit [__J High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,00@madtes clearly shows the gradual rise as

the counting proceeds.

Election Per Block DONALD J. TRUMP Percentage

] DONALD J. TRUMP / JOSEPH R. BIDEN Per Block Ratic [ Even-Rerceniage it

In-Person
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1 Del Norte County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results reportl1,453 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 11,501 théus,
Del Norte County Cast Vote Records containgd@e votes than the official results.
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.18 in favor of Presidentp.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP,’MICHA[L R. PENCE

[ DONALD J. TRUMPMICHAEL R. PENCE Percentage Over ime [ Even Percentage [ Low Limit ] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,00@madtes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds.

Election Per Block DONALD J. TRUMP/MICHAEL R. PENCE Percentage
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1 ElDorado County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results repdr116,159 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 116,159. Thus, no
ballots were redacted.
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequencshows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.21 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J TRUMP
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Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,006madkes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds.
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1 FEresno County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results reporB864,917 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 364,917. Thus, no
ballots were redacted.
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequencshows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.10 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP f MICHAEL R. PENCE

] DONALD J. TRUMP / MICHAEL R. PENCE Percentage Over Time ] Even Percentage [ Low Limit ] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,00@madtes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds. However, at the venyd, the pattern changes to a downward path towards blocks more favorable
to Joseph Biden.
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Glenn County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results reportl1,297 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 1T;B88the

Glenn County Cast Vote Record contains 15 more ballots than the official record.

I O0O2NRAY3 (2 GKS /a4 2205 wSO2NRI t NBaaARSyl

¢ NHzZY L) 62y

Plotting the matiin votes in sequence shows the familiage of the Mesa Pattern, but the back half rise is only 1.04 (1.05 if

the end taitoff is disregarded), and the percentage plot line fits consistently within the red cones.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R. PENCE

[ DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R PENCE Percentage Over Time [ Evenercentage [ Low Limit [ High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct In@bin votes shows the slight increase, with a

change to a downward path at the very end.
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1 Humboldt County

Vendor: Hart Intercivic

The Californiafficial results repor68,843 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 68,94} tHédwu
Humboldt County Cast Vote Record contains 101 more ballots than the official results.
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Ban with a back half rise of 1.18 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP and MICHAEL R. PENCE

] DONALD J. TRUMP and MICHAEL R. PENCE Percentage Over Time [ Even-Persentage [ Low Limit ] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 100imadites shows a definite difference
between the first and second halves of the counting, instead of thenabgradual rise.
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BALLOTS PROCESSED BY DATE

Because the county suppliéts Cast Vote Recoiid individual xml files, the dates those files were created can be used to
determine when most ballots were processed. The numbers can be compared with official records. Each line shows the

ballots processed, the Trump and Biden votes counted on thatldgy R
Dates before the election counting period are not easily explainable.

Paged4 of 281

Date Total | Trump | Biden | Trump %| Biden %
1/1/2020 | 5,447| 3,035| 2,267 55.7%| 41.6%
11/3/2020 | 35,924 | 9,174 | 25,847 25.5%| 71.9%
11/4/2020 16 5 11 31.3%| 68.8%
11/6/2020 | 4,586| 1,548| 2,887 33.8%| 63.0%

11/13/2020| 10,490| 3,719| 6,357 35.5%| 60.6%

11/20/2020 | 10,468| 3,596| 6,266 34.4%| 59.9%
12/1/2020| 1,913 699 | 1,135 36.5%| 59.3%

Total 68,844 | 21,776| 44,770 31.6%| 65.0%
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1 Imperial County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results repor66,743 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 16,1221féus,
Imperial County Cast Vote Record is missing almost 40,000 records and is incomplete. In the records provided, Plotting
the provided maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a small back half rise of 1.06 in favor of President
Trump.But wih all the missing records, nothing can be presented with any confidence.
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1 Inyo County
Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems
ballots wee redacted.

The Californiafficial results repor®,484 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 9,378.10dus,
results, Joseph Biden won this county with 14 votes.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Trump won this county by 3 votes. Intereatiogigding to the official

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP

Plotting the mailin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern witback half rise of 1.23 in favor of President Trump.
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counting proceeds.

=] DONALD J TRUMP Percentage Over Time [ Even Percentage [ Low Limit [ High Limit

Election Per Block DONALD J. TRUMP Percentage

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 106imailtes clearly shows the gradual rise as the

=] vona

TRUMP | JOSEPH R BIDEN Per Biock Ratio [ Even Percentage
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1 Kern County

Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results reporB05,292 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 305,292. Thus, no

ballots were redacted.
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Plotting the mail-in votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.14 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP FOR PRESIDENT - REP

] DONALD J. TRUMP FOR PRESIDENT - REP Percentage Over Time ] Even Percentage [ Low Limit ] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,00@madtes clearly shows the gradual rise as

the caunting proceeds. Note the sudden draff at the end of the counting.
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1 Kings County
Vendor: Hart Intercivic

The Californiafficial results reportd3,861 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 43,861. Thus, no
ballots were redcted.
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Plotting the matiin votes in sequence shows a slight rise, but then stabilizes in the last quarter of the counting. As such, the

onlyanomalyd GKI & GKS LISNOSydlF3IsS L2040 2F t NBAARSY(d ¢ NHzyLQa |
the red cone. No definitive conclusions can be drawn.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R. PENCE

] DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R. PENCE Percentage Over Time [J Even Percentage [ Low Limit [ High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 106imailtes § fairly unremarkable..

Election Per Block DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R. PENCE Percentage

oo

[ DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R. PENCE / JOSEPH R. BIDEN AND KAMALA D. HARRIS Per Block Ratio [ Even Percentage Vole-byad

Election Day Provisional
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1 Lake County
Vendor: Hart Intercivic

The Californiafficial results repor28,812 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 28,8311fiéus,

Marin County Cast Vote Record contains 19 more ballots than the official results.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Trump lost this county with 45.5%thJkos
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.22 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP For President REP
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Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 106imailtes clearly shows the gitaal rise as the

counting proceeds.
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1 Los Angeles County
Vendor: Smartmatic

The Californiafficial results repor4,264,365 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 4,283,775. Thus,
the Los Angeles County Cast Vote Record corgdi9,410 more ballots than the official results.
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.22 in faBresident Trump.
Please note that the red possible range cone is only calculated to 500,000 votes. The red lines would continue to converge
as the number of votes increase.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP

] DONALD J. TRUMP Percentage Over Time [] Even-ercentage [ Low Limit [ High Limt

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distin€000maitin votes clearly shows the gradual rise as
the counting proceeds, but a change at the very end as they trend back towards blocks more favorable to Joseph Biden.
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Marin County

Vendor: Dominion Voting Systems

The Californiafficial results reort 155,830 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 156,239tHEhus,

Marin County Cast Vote Record contains 409 more ballots than the official results.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Trump lost this county with i52Z7% W2 & S LIK
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Plotting the maitin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.19 in favor of President Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP

[——] DOMALD J. TRUMP Percentage Over Time [ Eves-Ressentage [ Low Limit ] High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 1,006maites clearly shosithe gradual rise as

the counting proceedsg however note that the increase begins only at the halfway point..

Election Per Block DONALD J. TRUMP Percentage

] DONALD J TRUMP / JOSEPH R_BIDEN Per Block Ratio [] Even-Perssninge Pols
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1 Mariposa County
Vendor: Dominion voting Systems

The Californiafficial results reportL0,280 ballots cast for president, and the Cédeste Record reports 10,403. Thd23
ballots were redacted.
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Analyzing the precinct distribution of this county shows that all votes, includingimaates, were sorted by precinct and
thus no Mesa Pattern analysis is possible.
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1 Mendocino County

Vendor: Hart Intercivic

The Californiafficial results reporé3,340 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 43,361.
Thus, the Mendocino County Cast Vote Record contains 21 more ballots than the official results.

According to the Cast Vote Record, President Trump lost this county with 30\8% 0 S LIK ARSYQa

Plotting the matiin votes in sequence shows the Mesa Pattern with a back half rise of 1.25 in favor of President
Trump.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP
0

[C——1] DONALD J TRUMP Percents

ge Over Time. (] Even-Rerseninge [ Low Limit [ High Limit

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 10Gimaites clearly shows thise as
the counting proceeds.

Election Per Block DONALD J. TRUMP Percentage
° N °
° °
°
o
° o
o
°
e o °
o o
° e o
° ° ° ° ° °
o o o
© ° o o o
@
° o o o6 o o °
° o co” o o o °
oo ° o o co o
° o o o @ ° o
® ) 00 ‘o o o °
o o o o
o o ) o @ o °
o o ° e e oo ° oo o0 °
o 6o © o
° o ® oo o o o ° G
o eo o o o © o o °
o o o ° oo o
oo ° ° ° ° ° @ °
o o ° ° ° ° ° ° ° L
CRE o o 00 ° o °
oo o o o ° o o ° o o ° o
o o ° ° @ ° e oo ° o e ° ° o
3 ° o o ° o o
o 0 o o o o o o o o ) ° ° @
° ) © oo o o o o o o0 a ° o o o
oo co o o o ° ° °
° @ _ o o s ° o °
o ®o oo o0 ®o 6 _o ° 0o o °
c ° o ° ° o
e o ° ° ° oo oo
o e ° %0 00 o o0 ° @ ° o
oo & o ° &) o oo o
2 ° ° s o s o ooo e o o o o
o e ee °
° C) ° ° o °
° o o o © oo o
o a © o o o
o o e @0 o o o
° o ° °
o o ®
o ° °
° ° @
! - ¥
° ° o
e
°
R g R N R S N N g o
& £ o $ F PP PP S o &
NESFPE IS S T & & EEFLF P &
[C——] DONALD J TRUMP / JOSEPH R_BIDEN Per Block Ratio [] Even Percentage e

Pageb3of 281



BALLOTS PROCESSED BY DATE

Because the county suppliéts Cast Vote Recoiid individual xml files, the dates those files were created can be used to
determine when most ballots were processed. The numbers can be aedhpath official records. Each line shows the
oFfft2ia LINRPOS&EadSRI (KS ¢NMzYLJ yR . ARSYy @2(Sa 02dzyiSR 2

Date Total | Trump | Biden | Trump %| Biden %

11/3/2020 | 25,188 | 6,321 | 18,306 25.1%| 72.7%
11/13/2020| 10,799| 4,099| 6,247 38.0%| 57.8%
11/23/2020| 7,372| 2,862| 4,230 38.8%| 57.4%

11/24/2020 1 0 1 0.0%| 100.0%
11/25/2020 1 0 1 0.0%| 100.0%
Total 43,361 | 13,282 28,785 30.6%| 66.4%
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Merced County
Vendor: Election Systems & Software

The Californiafficial results repor80,554 ballots cast for president, and the Cast Vote Record reports 90,5421Phus,
ballots were redacted.

I O0O2NRAY3 G2 GKS / +203S wSO2NRXZ t NBaARSY (G ¢NHzYL) f 24

Plating the maitin votes in sequence shows a rise similar to the Mesa Pattern, but not nearly as dramatic, with a back half

rise of 1.05 in favor of President Trump. The percentage plot between 9,500 and about 35,000 votes is below the red cone
indicatingthat the vote pattern is unnatural.

Election Cumulative Percentage - DONALD J. TRUMP AND MICHAEL R. PENCE (1344)

Plotting the percentage of votes for President Trump of every distinct 106imailtes shows that the frequency of blocks
favorable to President Trump were far more prevalent in the latter 60% of the countinghiedirst 40%.
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