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CHAPTER 2: ELECTION 2020 (NOVEMBER 3)

On November 3 everything they had been predicting to me would happen,
happened. Counting of votes stopped, precisely as | had been warned might
happen.

In my twenties something happened to me from which I learned much: I had
cancer three times, and spent much of three years in hospitals (to know more
about that particular bacchanal in my life, see "A PMC Threshold Moment by
Billy Starr"), and several years in convalescence. What | did with my time for
those 6-7 years was a PhD in philosophy at Stanford. One of my great takeaways
from that erstwhile hub of analytic philosophy is, The power of any theory is its
ability to make predictions. The dolphin-speakers with whom I had become so
friendly over those months had made a far-out prediction about vote counting
stopping... and then it happened.

Not only that, counting had stopped not just anywhere, but in six key
locations that were anchor cities for swing states, swing states that, if ipped,
also ipped the election nationally. The logic of the plan leapt 0 the page to
anyone with a passing understanding of electoral politics.

Ask your local political science professor to explain why it is the case that to
steal the national election one does not need, “widespread election fraud”. If the
professor is honest, you will hear, "Because it does not take widespread election
fraud, it only takes deep election fraud in six cities to ip the swing states they are
in, to thereby ip the electoral college, and to thereby steal the national election.


https://www.pmc.org/blog/pmc-threshold-moment-by-billy-starr

Those cities are Atlanta, Philadelphia, Detroit, Milwaukee, Phoenix, and Las
Vegas."

And what do you know? On November 3, election night, vote counting in
precisely those six cities took unprecedented turns. As James Woods put it
elegantly, “Since when do they just stop counting votes on election day in
America?” Yet that happened in various ways across those six cities (it is hard to
remember now, but in early November it seemed strange that they stopped
counting votes on election day in those cities, though it has been normalized
since).

On November 4, numerous articles appeared discussing the signi cance of
the count stoppages. For example, see “Ballot Counting s Delayed In These Six
States With Legal Battles On The Horizon: Several of these states will ultimately
end up quite close, perhaps even with recounts. Will the Election Night leaders
end up losers?” (The Federalist, November 4, 2020) That is worth noting,
because it has become another truth they are trying to  ush down the Orwellian
Memory Hole. They are trying to convince people that it never happened
(though everyone | know remembers it happening, and dozens of stories
appeared on November 4 describing it).

In Atlanta’s State Farm Arena, a "water-main break" forced the evacuation of
the vote counting_area of the arena: it later turned out to be fake ("BUSTED:
Evidence Proves ‘Burst Water Pipe’ In Georgia Was Used As Cover For Secret
Vote-Counting™) . In the few hours when the counting was “closed”, hundreds
of thousands of votes were pushed through the system. The "water-main break"
turned out to be a urinal that had over owed ("Reported Burst Pipe in Atlanta
Ballot-Count Area Was Over owing Urinal: Investigator").

In one location, multiple security cameras caught workers grabbing suitcases
of ballots out of hiding and feeding them into machines while counting was
o cially stopped and all others had been shooed from the area.

Suitcases of ballots after hours prove fraud Georgia
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Georgia State Farm Arena Footage Shows Poll Workers Stay Behind, Pulling
Out Suitcases With Ballots
Suitcases of Ballots Pulled From Under Table AFTER Poll Watchers Were
Told to L eave
Some of these cities saw goons muscle observers away from counting centers
on gobbledygook reasons, while others taped pizza boxes across windows to
block poll observers from observing.

How Detroit treats its polling "observers"

In the_days after the election, suspicion that untoward things were occurring
was ubiquitous.

“Yes,_Democrats Are Trying To Steal The Election In Michigan, Wisconsin,
And Pennsylvania: In the three Midwest battleground states, vote counting
irregularities persist in an election that will be decided on razor-thin margins”
(The Federalist, November 4, 2020).

Blogs appeared with screenshots of history that could not be discounted:
“WHEN THE VOTE COUNTING STOPPED ON ELECTION NIGHT,
THESE WERE THE NUMBERS” (November 9).

Suspicion came to focus on Dominion Voting ("Dominion Machines Cover
Millions of Voters, But Watch How Easy It Is To Rig_ One of Them" Western
Journal, November 13, 2020). However, in my opinion that focus insu ciently
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appreciates the true nature of the issue of election fraud in the USA, its scope
and varieties.

Within days, the cyber teams with whom | was working were coming up with
data that showed what had happened in those windows where counting had
been “"stopped™: hundreds of thousands of ballots had been injected, often
running 99.4% and even 100% Biden.
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simultaneous irregularity in hundredsof precincts
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Here is a good example of a statistically impossible event our dolphin-speakers
noticed as they rummaged through the data. There were occasions where a
group of precincts in a state would, in lockstep, begin counting all presidential
votes 17/18 for Biden, 1/18 for Trump. A number of precincts, simultaneously,
all did that together. Then after 90 minutes, their counting would go back to
normal, but another set of precincts in the state would suddenly all ip to
counting 17/18 votes for Biden, 1/18 for Trump. Precisely, for 90 minutes.
Then they would ip to normal, and another set of precincts would pick up the
Rig. Over and over around the state. That fact alone demonstrates that the
entire election in that state must be discounted: it is 0% trustworthy.



One place (but not the only place) this happened was Georgia. A researcher
named Edward Solomon reported on this oddity in Georgia:

Click to play video: Edward Solomon - Geometric Proof for Georgia

And then for Pennsylvania:

Click to play video: PA Edward Solomon has found *disturbing* signs of
statistically impossible patterns

As the quants and dolphin-speakers with whom | was working began putting
such numbers together, something else happened: a self-organized digital army
sprung into existence. Networks of volunteers in various states, self-organizing
and diving in on various aspects of the Rig: what people had experienced in
polling stations, what they had been told by precinct workers, what polling
observers had experienced. These networks sent delegations to nd me. Soon
there were witnesses to various events ying in, along with the "leaders" of
networks who had found them. | was deluged with o ers of assistance:
volunteers from all over the country, many with backgrounds in law
enforcement and military, were getting in touch through the grapevine and
asking to be allowed to help in any way. It seemed that to anyone with any
independence of thought, the Deep Rig was clear.

None of them wanted to be paid. At the expense of DeepCapture, | did y
people to see other people and put them up in hotels to get debriefed.

Sometimes | referred to the scattered organizers and seed crystals of these
networks as, “the pajamaheddin” (which is like being a mujaheddin, but you get
to do it from your basement in your pajamas). | do mean to belittle their
contribution in putting the pieces together: it was seminal. They were willing to
research any question we needed answered, anywhere in the country; people
willing to track down others and record experiences; precinct voters who had
experienced some of the techniques of the fraud rst-hand at retail level;
precinct workers describing extraordinarily lax enforcement of standards; freight
drivers and postal workers who had realized they were moving hundreds of
thousands of fake ballots. Lawyers who were able to mobilize and research local
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laws for us. People who could gather sworn statements. It quickly became clear
that the problem was not going to be turning up facts, it was going to be
managing the re-hose of evidence that poured in. More and more Americans
were stepping forward with details of things they had experienced or witnessed
on Election Day. These networks began nding each other, than nding me, and
| greased whatever needed to be greased until we had pulled together a team of
people who could handle such a ow of information: a cyber team collecting
and processing data, and a  davits were coming in by the dozens, then hundreds,
and then thousands (ultimately | heard that grassroots organizations across
America collected 50,000 signed a davits from Americans concerning their
experiences).

Some of the irregularities were so "problematic" they were being called out
publicly by people with only modest levels of expertise. For example, in one, a
web designer discussed oddities in the Edison database (provided by The New
York Times). One of his complaints was misguided (he did not recognize the "z"
at the end of the timestamp to mean "Zulu", which is to say, "UTC" or
"Universal Time Coordinated", which makes his time zone analysis misguided).
But in his otherwise excellent 16 minute video, he discussed other anomalies in
the data that were shocking, and indicative of election fraud on an industrial
scale. And this from someone without a lot of expertise.

Unfortunately, the video in question was taken down as soon as | wrote about
it on DeepCapture. However, an equally interesting video is still up, one put up
on November 10, that is like a time-capsule, reminding us of the election
irregularities (reviewing it is a useful exercise, as the MSM will eventually try to
tell you that you don’t actually remember any of this).

Click to play video: Mass Election Fraud is Popping out of the Walls

One thing that drew the attention of all was the ability of bad actors to game
these systems via the latitude a orded to precinct administrators. An example
would be the adjudication process. This was explored with regards to Dominion
machines in Georgia in two videos:



https://rumble.com/vb04up-mass-election-fraud-is-popping-out-of-the-walls.html

Click to play video: Dominion Voting Machine Flaws -- 2020 Election Co ee
County, Georgia Video 1

Click to play video: Dominion Voting Machine Flaws -- 2020 Election Co ee
County, Georgia Video 2

So what had spun up between August, 2020 and November 3 (a group of
cyber-ninjas who were studying election fraud), was augmented after that date
by a massive ow of information from the public. All that was narrowed and

Itered by a set of debriefers, and fed into a team of analysts and dedicated
quants who shared their ndings and generated a nished product.

Because of our preparation and because of the assistance of so many, we
quickly had more than a rough idea how the various frauds had occurred, in
various permutations, on retail, wholesale, and industrial scales, in the di erent
states in question. We knew that nailing things down for the bene t of a court of
law someday might require examining hard drives and performing other
computer forensics, but (as | walked through in the paragraphs above) the rough
outline of the steal was child’s play to see. The mountains of new statements and
a davits and data that surfaced daily further con rmed that larger theory (for
example, that odd "Sharpie switcheroo" of Phoenix-Maricopa county became
explicable when one understands that ballots poorly read by the machines
become fodder for the "mass adjudication” of which we had con rmed the
machines were capable).

By a week after the election the cyber-sleuths and investigators with me
already had things perhaps 50% sorted out. They had the strategy behind the
theft: forego “widespread” election fraud and instead pick those six cities to
cheat like hell, ip the states they are in, and thus ip the electoral college and the
nation. More re ned versions of the strategy evolved over subsequent weeks (we
found, for example, that whoever was doing the stealing in Georgia also targeted
heavily red counties and shaved several percentage points in each). Statistical
outliers were showing up of astronomical unlikelihood, rivers of a davits were
gushing in where people reported experiences consistent with what our team
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had predicted was happening under the hood of the steal, and so on and so
forth.

In general, as the month of November developed, people with increasing
levels of expertise came forward with analyses consistent with what our own
team was discovering. These were no longer people with odd things to describe
from their experiences on voting day, or web designers looking at databases and
seeing things that look non-kosher, but mathematicians, scientists, and
econometricians elaborating on the same statistical improbabilities bubbling up
through the November 3 data that we were coming across.

Mathematicians began turning up with analyses that con rmed what we were
putting together empirically, only some of which made it into the press. For
example, see MIT statistician shows certainty of massive computer vote fraud in
2020 Presidential election: Dr. Shiva Ayyadurai (Dr. Shiva)_provides an MIT
PhD analysis of Michigan voting patterns.....

Click to play video: Dr.SHIVA LIVE: MIT PhD Analysis of Michigan Votes
Reveals Unfortunate Truth of U.S. Voting Systems

An excellent quant (Seth Keshel) who joined our team went on to give a
rather dense analysis to the public on January 1. In truth, however, what Seth
says here, he (and the team of quants he led for us) were putting together by
mid-November. So for those who want to see a good quantitative explanation
(with maps) which gives a sense of the kind of work we were doing in those days,
watch this 20 minutes:

Click to play video: Doug Wade Interviews Seth Keshel

By November 12, Dr. Shiva , who holds a PhD in Math from MIT (and with
whom my cyber-pals were in contact), did another thorough, quantitative
analysis of Michigan Election Fraud.

Click to play video: Dr. SHIVA Analysis of Michigan Vote Fraud

Regarding Pennsylvania's irregularities, a Williams math professor laid it on
the line ("Yale Trained Mathematician Flags 100,000 Pennsylvania Ballots As
Likely Fraudulent"). This led to an o cial reaction ("Eederal Elections
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Commission Chairman Trey Trainor says new analysis by professor Steven
Miller 'adds to the conclusions that some level of voter fraud took place in this
year’s election™). Professor Miller'sa davit appears at the end of this chapter.

Before the end of 2020 noted economist John Lott would come out with a
paper: "A Simple Test for the Extent of Vote Fraud with Absentee Ballots in the
2020 Presidential Election: Georgia and Pennsylvania Data".

Lott's ndings were summarized in the popular press, "Expert: Biden win
‘suspicious,’ 289,000 election-changing ‘excess’ votes".

And so on and so forth.

| have recounted how I got involved in this; what | was warned election fraud
(if it occurred) would look like; how what did occur matched the prediction;
and how through November the Rig was being reverse-engineered by a team of
cyber-ninjas, augmented by a platoon of volunteers, with assistance of networks
around the country. In the process I laid out dozens of links you can go to for
further information. | will assume that any reasonable reader who has made it
thus far must have at least some doubt about the integrity of Election 2020.

That is before considering the foreign involvement e ect on Election 2020,
which is the subject to which | will turn (after presenting Professor Miller’s
a davit, as previously promised).
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Declaration of Professor of Mathematics, Steven J Miller, Ph.D.

1. My name is Steven J. Miller. I am over 18 years of age and am
competent to testify in this action. All of the facts stated herein are true and based
on my personal knowledge.

2. I received a B.S. in Mathematics and Physics from Yale University in
1996 and a Ph.D of Mathematics from Princeton University in 2002. I have
published numerous papers and written several books on statistical topics, and
have taught probability and statistics for the past 15 years.

3. T am currently a professor of mathematics at Williams College. I make
this declaration in my personal capacity.

4, Thave analyzed phone bank data provided to me regarding responses
to questions relating to mail ballot requests, returns and related issues.

5. 1 evaluated the data provided and performed a statistical evaluation of
the data and various related calculations. I provide this declaration with regard to
the report presenting my findings.

6. I can show, to a reasonable degree of professional certainty, that the

conclusions as stated in this report are correct.

1 declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Steven J Miller, Ph.D. November 17, 2020

REPORT ON PA GOP ABSENTEE BALLOT REQUESTS

Steven J Miller, Professor of Mathematics
Williams College, Williamstown, MA 01267
siml@williams.edu, 617-835-3982

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The analysis was performed on a data set provided by Matt Braynard and his firm, Election Data Services

o Estimate of ballots requested in the name of a registered Republican by someone other than that person:
40,875 to 53,909.

Estimate of Republican ballots that the requester returned but were not counted: 48,522 to 44,892 (these
goin the opposite order as the previous: if more of the ballots are requested by somecne other than the
registered voter, that means there are fewer ballots left that we estimate were incorrectly returned.).

Thus | estimate that the number of ballots that were either requested by someone other than the registered
Republican or requested and returned but not counted range from 89,397 to 98,801.

Doing a more detailed analysis with confidence intervals, | estimate that almost surely (based on the data |
received) that the number of ballots requested by someone other than the registered Republican is between
37,001 and 58,914, and almost surely the number of ballots requested by registered Republicans and returned
but not counted is in the range from 38,910 to 56,483.

Respectfully submitted,

>

.
" Steven J Miller

November 17, 2020




DETAILED ANALYSIS

I received a data set of responses to a phone survey given to people who are registered Republicans in PA. These
people were contacted because there was a ballot requested in their name for the November 2020 election,
but the ballot has not arrived to be counted as of November 16", 2020; there are 165,412 such ballots.

Almost 20,000 people were called; most of the calls went to answering machines (around 14,000), had people
refuse to talk (around 3000), or there was a bad number / language barrier (about 3500). There were 2684
people who answered the call on November 9" or 10, saying either they were the person asked for or wanting
to know what the call was about. These respondents were then asked several questions.

The first question was whether or not they had requested an absentee ballot; 1114 said they did, and 36 were
a household member confirming the ballot request. Thus 1150 of the 2684 confirmed requesting a ballot. A
sizeable number said they did not request a ballot: 531 said they did not while another 25 were a household
member stating no absentee ballot was requested. This sums to 556 people confirming that no ballot was
requested. Of the remaining 978 people, 343 either hung up, refused to talk, or said the person asked for is not
available to talk; these 343 people were not asked subsequent questions, though there were also 91 people
who said they were unsure if they had requested a ballot were asked the next question. The remaining 544
people answered that they voted in person and were not asked any additional questions; this response
complicates the analysis as you cannot vote in person if you requested a ballot unless you bring the ballot to be
cancelled. From the response ‘voted in person at the polls' it is unclear if they requested an absentee ballot; we
will thus do the analysis assuming they all requested and assuming none of them requested.

We have 1241 people moving on to Question 3 (those who answered yes, had a family member answer yes, or
were unsure). Of these, 463 mailed back their ballot (though there is no record of their ballot being received;
452 said they mailed back their ballot and 11 were family members saying it was mailed) and 643 said they had
not mailed back their ballot (632 said they had not, 11 had family members say it was not mailed). The
remaining people were unsure, refused to speak, hung up, or were not the right person.

Our goal is to try to estimate the number of fraudulent ballots in PA from these responses, and thus correct the
totals across the commonwealth. We start with the 165,412 people who were recorded as having requested a
ballot but no ballot had arrived. From Question 2 there were 1150 who confirmed requesting a ballot and 556
who did not (this is ignoring the 91 who were unsure and the 544 who said they voted in the polls). Thus we
have 556 out of 1706 who said the did not request a ballot but one was requested in their name, which is about
32.59%. If we multiply the 165,412 ballots requested but unreturned by 32.59%, we get about 53,909 ballots.
Thus we estimate there are almost 54,000 ballots in the commonwealth that were requested by someone
other than the registered Republican in whose name it was.

What if we include the 544 people who answered Question 2 by saying they voted in person at the polls? If we
assume all of these people brought their ballots with them to be voided, this raises the denominator from 1706
1o 2250 for a percentage of around 24.18% (down from the 32.59% before). If we extrapolate this number to the
165,412 ballots we now have 40,875 ballots across PA that were requested by someone ather than the person in whose
name they were recorded (while this is lower than the 54,000 it is still a significant fraction of the roughly 70,000 votes
separating Biden and Trump.

We now turn to estimating the number of ballots requested by registered Republicans who thought they
returned them but which have not arrived and been counted (as of November 16", 2020). From the responses,

2

463 people out of 1150 (or around 40.26%) said they had requested a ballot and sent it back; however, these
ballots have not been counted. We need to figure out what number to apply this percentage to. We started
with 165,412 ballots and now remove the estimated 53,909 ballots that were not requested by registered
Republicans in their name to get there were 111,503 ballots requested by registered Republicans in PA.
Multiplying this by 40.26% yields 44,892 Republican ballots that the requesters returned but were not counted.
If instead we remove the lower estimate of 40,875 ballots (for the number of ballots requested in someone’s
name but not by them) and subtract that from 165,412 we get 120,520 ballots requested by registered
Republicans in PA. Multiplying this by 40.26% yields 48,522 Republican ballots that the requester returned but
were not counted.




EXTENSION: CONFIDENCE INTERVALS

We can do a more detailed analysis and obtain confidence intervals. If we have a large number of data points.
(usually more than 30 suffice; as we are in the hundreds to thousands there are no concerns) and we observe
in a sample of size n of a population of size N that x have a property, we can extrapolate that to how many in
the entire population have the property.

The simplest estimate is that the proportion in the sample with the property is p = x/n. so the number in the
entire population is just pN = x N / n. The difficulty with that is small errors in our estimate of the proportion in
the sample scale. Thus we frequently construct 95% and 99% confidence intervals.

If each person from the population of size N is independently chosen to be in the sample of size n, and each
person has the same probability p of having the desired property, then the number of people in the sample with
the property can be approximated by a normal distribution. We have 95% of the mass of the normal is within
1.96 standard deviations of the mean, and 99% is within 2.576 standard deviations. This leads ta the following
confidence intervals, where below p is the observed sample proportion having the property (p =x/n):

. 95% interval for the probability: p 196 [222 to p+196 [22)
. 99% interval for the ility: p — 2576 P22 o p + 2576
Once we have these, we can to the entire ion by by N:

[p(1-p)
n

* 5% confidence interval for the number with property: p ~ 196 N _[EL2 1o p+1.96 N

« 9% confidence interval for the number with property: p — 2576 N f"“ ) to p+2576N PP

We now apply this to our problem. For the first question, we had either 556 out of 1706 who said they did not
request a ballot but we know one was requested in their name, or (including the 544 who said they voted in
person) we have 556 out of 2250.

95% confidence interval for the probability: [30.46%, 34.92%] or [22.93%, 26.49%],
*  99% confidence interval for the probability: [29.76%, 35.62%] or [22.37%, 27.05%].

We can use this to estimate the number of ballots requested by someone other than the registered Republican:
e 95% confidence interval for such ballots: [50,380, $7,755] or (37927, 43823],
e 99% confidence interval for such ballots: [49,222, 58,914] or [37001, 44750].

Thus we estimate the number of ballots requested by someone other than the registered Republican in PA for
the 2020 election is almost surely between 49,222 and 58,914 (if we assume the 544 who said they voted in
person did not request an absentee ballot), or between 37,001 and 44,750 (if we assume the 544 who said they
voted in person did request an absentee ballot). Thus almost surely the number of ballots requested by
someone other than the registered Republican is between 37,001 and 58,914.

We can apply a similar analysis to the number of ballots that responders said were returned but were not
received. Here we have 463 of 1150 registered Republicans saying they had requested and returned a ballot,
but as of November 16", 2020 no ballot in their name had arrived to be counted. It is easy to construct 95% and
99% i intervals for these p ilities (we observed 40.26%).

« 95% confi interval for the ility: [37.43%, 43.10%)],
* 99% confidence interval for the probability: [36.54%, 43.99%].

To estimate a 95% or 99% confidence interval we need to know how many ballots to remove from the 165,412,
We can compute this many different ways, but in the interest of obtaining the simplest, widest range we can
look at the high and low values from the above analysis of what to subtract from 165,412: 37,001 and 58,914.
Thus using the 99% confidence interval values we obtain that almost surely the number of ballots requested
by registered Republicans and returned but not counted is in the range from 38,910 to 56,483.

Respectfully submitted,

=

Steven J Miller

November 17, 2020




