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Abstract‌:‌‌  
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and‌ ‌the‌ ‌polarized‌ ‌political‌ ‌environment‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counting‌ ‌took‌ ‌place.‌ ‌This‌ ‌memo‌‌                           
addresses‌ ‌what‌ ‌happened‌‌during‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌in‌‌the‌‌days‌‌after‌‌the‌‌November‌‌3‌‌election.‌‌It‌‌                               
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Introduction:‌ ‌Overview‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌Counting‌ ‌Process‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Every‌‌state‌‌government‌‌is‌‌responsible‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌the‌‌U.S.‌‌presidential‌‌vote‌‌in‌‌their‌‌state.‌‌The‌‌                             
processes‌ ‌used‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌vary‌‌widely‌‌by‌‌state,‌‌both‌‌in‌‌terms‌‌of‌‌each‌‌state’s‌‌statutory‌‌                                 
requirements‌ ‌and‌ ‌its‌ ‌administration‌ ‌of‌ ‌those‌ ‌requirements.‌ ‌Each‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌battleground‌ ‌states‌‌                       
described‌ ‌below‌ ‌had‌ ‌its‌ ‌own‌ ‌set‌ ‌of‌ ‌laws‌ ‌and‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌that‌‌dictated‌‌when‌‌and‌‌how‌‌ballots‌‌                               
were‌ ‌counted,‌ ‌who‌ ‌did‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌and‌ ‌reporting,‌ ‌and‌ ‌how‌ ‌much‌ ‌discretion‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌‌                           
government‌‌gave‌‌to‌‌local‌‌election‌‌officials.‌‌But‌‌for‌‌every‌‌state,‌‌the‌‌‌procedures‌‌are‌‌split‌‌into‌‌four‌‌                               
basic‌ ‌steps:‌ ‌processing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌results,‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌results,‌ ‌and‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots:‌ ‌Processing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌is‌ ‌sometimes‌ ‌called‌ ‌‌pre-processing‌ ‌ballots‌‌                     
because‌‌it‌‌involves‌‌scrutinizing‌‌certain‌‌features‌‌of‌‌the‌‌ballot’s‌‌return‌‌envelope‌‌before‌‌the‌‌ballot‌                           
can‌ ‌be‌ ‌removed‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌‌envelope‌‌for‌‌counting.‌‌Processing‌‌may‌‌include‌‌verifying‌‌signatures,‌‌                         
sorting‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌into‌ ‌batches,‌ ‌opening‌ ‌envelopes,‌ ‌removing‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌from‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌and,‌‌                     
sometimes,‌ ‌from‌ ‌inner‌ ‌envelopes,‌ ‌and‌ ‌flattening‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌them‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌fed‌ ‌into‌‌                           
tabulation‌ ‌equipment.‌ ‌Processing‌ ‌takes‌ ‌place‌ ‌because‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots—or‌ ‌any‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in‌ ‌an‌‌                         
envelope,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌delivered‌ ‌in‌ ‌person‌ ‌or‌‌some‌‌provisional‌‌ballots—must‌‌be‌‌                         
handled‌‌differently‌‌than‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌by‌‌a‌‌voter‌‌who‌‌checks‌‌into‌‌a‌‌polling‌‌place‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌a‌‌vote‌‌in‌‌                                     
person.‌‌When‌‌a‌‌voter‌‌is‌‌not‌‌present,‌‌an‌‌election‌‌administrator‌‌must‌‌check‌‌the‌‌identification‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌‌voter‌‌returning‌‌the‌‌ballot.‌‌States‌‌often‌‌look‌‌for‌‌and‌‌verify‌‌voters’‌‌signatures,‌‌to‌‌confirm‌‌that‌‌                               
the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌is‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voter‌ ‌to‌ ‌whom‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌was‌ ‌sent.‌ ‌Some‌‌                               
states‌ ‌require‌ ‌a‌ ‌witness‌ ‌to‌ ‌sign‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌as‌‌well.‌‌Once‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌identity‌‌and‌‌other‌‌                                 
required‌‌signatures‌‌or‌‌information‌‌has‌‌been‌‌verified,‌‌the‌‌envelope‌‌is‌‌opened‌‌and‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌                             
separated‌‌from‌‌any‌‌identifying‌‌information.‌‌For‌‌states‌‌that‌‌use‌‌an‌‌inner‌‌envelope‌‌(or‌‌“secrecy‌‌                           
sleeve”),‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌removed‌‌from‌‌those‌‌interior‌‌envelopes‌‌as‌‌well.‌‌The‌‌ballots‌‌themselves‌‌are‌‌                             
then‌‌flattened‌‌to‌‌ensure‌‌they‌‌can‌‌be‌‌easily‌‌fed‌‌into‌‌vote‌‌tabulating‌‌equipment‌‌at‌‌a‌‌precinct‌‌or‌‌a‌‌                                   
central‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌facility.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌timing‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌processing‌ ‌also‌ ‌varies‌ ‌from‌ ‌state‌ ‌to‌ ‌state.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌states‌ ‌begin‌‌                             
processing‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌weeks‌ ‌in‌ ‌advance‌ ‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌while‌ ‌others‌ ‌are‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌‌                           
processing‌‌only‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌States‌‌that‌‌begin‌‌early‌‌often‌‌have‌‌results‌‌counted‌‌by‌‌election‌‌                             
night.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌eight‌‌swing‌‌states‌‌discussed‌‌below,‌‌the‌‌‌key‌‌dates‌‌in‌‌2020‌‌‌were‌‌as‌‌follows‌,‌‌in‌‌order‌‌                                   
of‌ ‌earliest‌ ‌processing‌ ‌date:‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
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Table‌ ‌1:‌ ‌Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌start‌ ‌dates‌ ‌and‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌deadlines‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌8‌                               
battleground‌ ‌states.‌ ‌Green‌ ‌indicates‌ ‌dates‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(November‌ ‌3,‌ ‌2020),‌ ‌blue‌ ‌indicates‌‌                         
deadlines‌‌and‌‌start‌‌dates‌‌falling‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌and‌‌orange‌‌indicates‌‌deadlines‌‌falling‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌                             
Day.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote:‌ ‌‌Tabulating,‌ ‌also‌‌known‌‌as‌‌counting,‌‌is‌‌the‌‌next‌‌step.‌‌Tabulation‌‌usually‌‌                           
begins‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌at‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌the‌‌polls,‌‌but‌‌some‌‌states‌‌begin‌‌scanning‌‌ballots‌‌earlier,‌‌                                 
even‌‌though‌‌counts‌‌are‌‌not‌‌aggregated‌‌and‌‌revealed‌‌until‌‌after‌‌polls‌‌close.‌‌States‌‌generally‌‌use‌‌                             
machines‌ ‌to‌‌perform‌‌the‌‌initial‌‌tabulation‌‌for‌‌speed‌‌and‌‌to‌‌prevent‌‌human‌‌error.‌‌The‌‌specific‌‌                             
tabulation‌ ‌technology‌ ‌used‌ ‌in‌ ‌each‌ ‌stat‌e‌ ‌‌varies‌ ‌widely‌.‌ ‌Generally,‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌process‌‌                       
involves‌‌poll‌‌workers‌‌feeding‌‌paper‌‌ballots‌‌into‌‌machines‌‌that‌‌create‌‌a‌‌final‌‌count‌‌at‌‌the‌‌end‌‌of‌‌                                 
the‌‌day.‌‌Election‌‌workers‌‌then‌‌transport‌‌the‌‌memory‌‌devices‌‌from‌‌these‌‌scanners‌‌to‌‌a‌‌central‌‌                             
tabulation‌ ‌location‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌uploaded‌ ‌into‌ ‌an‌ ‌election‌ ‌management‌ ‌system.‌ ‌Results‌ ‌are‌ ‌also‌‌                         
printed‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌and‌ ‌posted‌ ‌publicly.‌ ‌Each‌ ‌polling‌ ‌location‌ ‌is‌ ‌usually‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌‌                             
maintain‌ ‌and‌ ‌securely‌ ‌store‌ ‌(or‌ ‌transfer‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌county)‌ ‌a‌ ‌paper‌ ‌record‌ ‌of‌ ‌its‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌Both‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
paper‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌and‌‌printouts‌‌of‌‌the‌‌aggregated‌‌initial‌‌machine‌‌counts‌‌are‌‌preserved‌‌in‌‌case‌‌                             
of‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount.‌ ‌States‌ ‌also‌ ‌have‌ ‌processes‌ ‌for‌ ‌interpreting‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌are‌‌not‌‌readable‌‌by‌‌the‌‌                               
vote-counting‌ ‌machine,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌ones‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌misspelled‌ ‌name‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌write-in‌ ‌candidate.‌ ‌Such‌‌                           
ballots‌ ‌can‌ ‌require‌ ‌manual‌ ‌counts‌ ‌by‌ ‌poll‌ ‌workers.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote:‌ ‌Local‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌are‌ ‌typically‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌submit‌ ‌their‌‌tabulations‌‌                         
into‌‌their‌‌state’s‌‌centralized‌‌results‌‌reporting‌‌system‌‌at‌‌a‌‌designated‌‌time‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night.‌‌In‌‌                             
states‌‌that‌‌start‌‌the‌‌process‌‌of‌‌tabulating‌‌ballots‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌the‌‌first‌‌results‌‌reported‌‌                             
on‌‌election‌‌night‌‌are‌‌often‌‌results‌‌from‌‌early‌‌in-person‌‌voting‌‌and‌‌swiftly‌‌returned‌‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌                             
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State‌ ‌  Processing‌ ‌Began‌ ‌  Tabulation‌ ‌Began‌ ‌  Ballot‌ ‌Receipt‌ ‌Deadline‌ ‌ 

Georgia‌ ‌  Sept.‌ ‌15‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌ 

Florida‌ ‌  Sept.‌ ‌24‌ ‌  Sept.‌ ‌24‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌ 

Nevada‌ ‌  Sept.‌ ‌24‌ ‌  Oct.‌ ‌19‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌10‌ ‌ 

North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌  Sept.‌ ‌29‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌12‌ ‌ 

Arizona‌ ‌  Oct.‌ ‌7‌ ‌  Oct.‌ ‌20‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌ 

Michigan‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌2‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌ 

Pennsylvania‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌‌ ‌   Nov.‌ ‌6‌ ‌ 

Wisconsin‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌  Nov.‌ ‌3‌ ‌ 

https://verifiedvoting.org/verifier/#mode/navigate/map/ppEquip/mapType/normal/year/2020
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Some‌ ‌states‌ ‌require‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌work‌ ‌continuously‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌initial‌ ‌count‌‌is‌‌complete,‌‌                           
while‌ ‌other‌ ‌jurisdictions‌ ‌may‌ ‌suspend‌ ‌counting‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌night‌ ‌and‌ ‌resume‌ ‌the‌ ‌next‌ ‌morning.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote:‌ ‌The‌‌initial‌‌results,‌‌often‌‌revealed‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night,‌‌are‌‌not‌‌yet‌‌final.‌‌The‌‌                               
total‌ ‌vote‌ ‌count,‌ ‌which‌ ‌includes‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌mail-in‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌are‌ ‌processed‌ ‌after‌‌                         
Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌challenged‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌and‌ ‌military‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌must‌‌be‌‌verified‌‌over‌‌the‌‌coming‌‌weeks‌‌                           
through‌ ‌an‌ ‌official‌ ‌canvass.‌ ‌The‌ ‌“canvass”‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌ ‌tally‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌any‌ ‌given‌ ‌election.‌‌                               
Canvassing‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌procedure‌ ‌through‌ ‌which‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌verify‌ ‌that‌ ‌each‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌was‌‌                         
correctly‌ ‌cast‌ ‌and‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌During‌ ‌canvassing,‌ ‌the‌ ‌materials,‌ ‌equipment,‌ ‌and‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌an‌‌                         
election‌ ‌are‌ ‌reviewed,‌ ‌updated,‌ ‌and‌ ‌officially‌ ‌recorded.‌ ‌Once‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌is‌‌                           
completed‌ ‌and‌ ‌any‌ ‌discrepancies‌ ‌resolved,‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌totals‌ ‌are‌ ‌then‌ ‌certified,‌ ‌usually‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌‌                           
chief‌ ‌state‌‌election‌‌official.‌‌‌Certification‌‌is‌‌the‌‌process‌‌by‌‌which‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌an‌‌election‌‌are‌‌                               
made‌‌official.‌‌Canvassing‌‌and‌‌certification‌‌are‌‌two‌‌closely‌‌related‌‌processes,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌terms‌‌are‌‌                           
sometimes‌‌used‌‌interchangeably,‌‌but‌‌it‌‌is‌‌important‌‌to‌‌note‌‌that‌‌an‌‌election‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌certified‌‌                             
until‌ ‌a‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌completed.‌ ‌Certification‌ ‌usually‌ ‌‌involves‌ ‌‌a‌‌presentation‌‌of‌‌all‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                             
canvass‌ ‌documentation—including‌ ‌certified‌ ‌returns,‌ ‌statistics,‌ ‌and‌ ‌narrative—to‌ ‌a‌‌canvassing‌‌                 
board‌‌for‌‌its‌‌review‌‌and‌‌approval.‌‌Following‌‌the‌‌canvassing‌‌board’s‌‌certification‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election,‌                           
the‌ ‌responsible‌ ‌election‌ ‌authority‌ ‌designated‌ ‌by‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌will‌ ‌provide‌ ‌each‌‌candidate‌‌with‌‌a‌‌                           
notice‌‌of‌‌certification‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌Depending‌‌on‌‌state‌‌law,‌‌a‌‌state‌‌may‌‌conduct‌‌a‌‌‌recount‌‌if‌‌a‌‌                                   
candidate‌ ‌contests‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌or‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌are‌ ‌very‌ ‌close;‌ ‌several‌ ‌states‌ ‌‌require‌‌                           
recounts‌ ‌depending‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌ ‌victory.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Together,‌ ‌these‌ ‌four‌ ‌steps‌ ‌constitute‌ ‌how‌ ‌American‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌count‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote.‌ ‌The‌‌                         
appendix‌ ‌details‌ ‌the‌ ‌laws‌ ‌in‌ ‌eight‌ ‌battleground‌ ‌states‌ ‌(Arizona,‌ ‌Florida,‌ ‌Georgia,‌ ‌Michigan,‌‌                       
Nevada,‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina,‌ ‌Pennsylvania,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Wisconsin),‌ ‌describing‌ ‌in‌ ‌detail‌ ‌how‌ ‌each‌ ‌state‌‌                       
performs‌ ‌this‌ ‌four-step‌ ‌process.‌ ‌The‌ ‌state-by-state‌ ‌analysis‌ ‌‌examines‌ ‌specific‌ ‌challenges‌ ‌or‌‌                     
issues‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌process‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌six‌ ‌states‌ ‌where‌ ‌voting‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌race‌ ‌was‌‌                               
considered‌ ‌very‌ ‌close‌ ‌and‌ ‌whose‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌voters‌ ‌were‌ ‌decisive‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌election:‌‌Arizona,‌‌                           
Georgia,‌ ‌Michigan,‌ ‌Nevada,‌ ‌Pennsylvania,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌ 
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https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/eac_assets/1/6/EMG_chapt_13_august_26_2010.pdf
https://ceimn.org/searchable-databases/recount-database
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Analysis:‌ ‌Counting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌in‌ ‌Battleground‌ ‌States‌ ‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

Arizona‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌‌the‌‌days‌‌following‌‌the‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌2020,‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌protests‌‌outside‌‌of‌‌the‌‌elections‌‌                             
office‌‌in‌‌Arizona’s‌‌most‌‌populous‌‌county,‌‌Maricopa‌‌County‌‌in‌‌Phoenix,‌‌made‌‌the‌‌national‌‌news.‌‌                           
The‌‌‌protests‌‌gave‌‌the‌‌impression‌‌of‌‌a‌‌chaotic‌‌vote-counting‌‌process—an‌‌impression‌‌bolstered‌‌                       
by‌‌eight‌‌post-Election-Day‌‌lawsuits‌‌and‌‌the‌‌days‌‌it‌‌took‌‌for‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌tally‌‌their‌‌results.‌‌                               
However,‌ ‌the‌ ‌actual‌ ‌administration‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election—the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counting‌ ‌and‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌‌                       
results—unfolded‌‌in‌‌a‌‌smooth,‌‌timely,‌‌and‌‌precise‌‌manner.‌‌It‌‌constituted‌‌a‌‌remarkable‌‌feat‌‌in‌‌                           
light‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic‌ ‌and‌‌Arizona’s‌‌intensely‌‌partisan‌‌landscape.‌‌‌Governor‌‌Doug‌‌                       
Ducey‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Katie‌ ‌Hobbs‌,‌ ‌members‌ ‌of‌ ‌different‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties‌ ‌and‌ ‌often‌‌                           
political‌ ‌rivals,‌ ‌‌each‌ ‌used‌ ‌their‌ ‌platforms‌ ‌to‌ ‌instill‌ ‌confidence‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌and‌ ‌to‌ ‌urge‌ ‌for‌‌                               
patience‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌process‌ ‌played‌ ‌out.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
As‌ ‌a‌ ‌predominantly‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌state,‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌‌often‌ ‌takes‌ ‌more‌ ‌time‌ ‌than‌ ‌other‌ ‌states‌ ‌to‌‌                           
tabulate‌ ‌its‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌and,‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌added‌ ‌complication‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌2020‌ ‌was‌ ‌no‌‌                             
different.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌Fox‌ ‌News‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Associated‌ ‌Press‌ ‌accurately‌ ‌‌called‌ ‌the‌ ‌contest‌ ‌for‌‌                         
Democrat‌‌Joe‌‌Biden‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night,‌‌based‌‌on‌‌early‌‌returns‌‌from‌‌mail‌‌votes—a‌‌call‌‌that‌‌held‌‌                               
up‌‌as‌‌the‌‌rest‌‌of‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌were‌‌tallied.‌‌Voters‌‌in‌‌Arizona‌‌‌cast‌‌more‌‌than‌‌3.2‌‌million‌‌ballots‌‌and‌‌                                     
turnout‌‌neared‌‌80%‌‌of‌‌registered‌‌voters,‌‌up‌‌from‌‌about‌‌65%‌‌in‌‌2018‌‌midterm‌‌and‌‌about‌‌74%‌‌                               
during‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌2016.‌ ‌Legal‌ ‌challenges‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌impact‌ ‌the‌‌                             
outcome.‌ ‌The‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌counted‌ ‌efficiently,‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌confirmed‌ ‌the‌ ‌initial‌ ‌results,‌‌                       
post-election‌ ‌audits‌ ‌re-affirmed‌ ‌the‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌result,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌was‌ ‌certified‌ ‌on‌‌                           
time.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌Rejecting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Election‌‌officials‌‌rejected‌27,327‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌by‌‌Arizona‌‌voters‌‌in‌‌the‌‌November‌‌election,‌‌more‌‌                           
than‌ ‌twice‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌‌victory‌‌in‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌contest‌‌(10,457‌‌votes).‌‌Ballots‌‌can‌‌be‌‌                               
rejected‌ ‌in‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌for‌ ‌several‌‌reasons,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌a‌‌missing‌‌signature‌‌or‌‌mismatched‌‌signature,‌‌                           
receipt‌‌of‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌beyond‌‌the‌‌deadline‌‌for‌‌receipt,‌‌or‌‌improper‌‌voter‌‌registration.‌‌But‌‌the‌‌                               
1.19%‌ ‌rate‌ ‌of‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌represented‌ ‌an‌ ‌overall‌ decrease‌‌for‌‌Arizona‌‌                           
compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌previous‌ ‌elections,‌ ‌despite‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic‌ ‌and‌ ‌late-changing‌‌                   
registration‌ ‌deadlines‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election.‌ ‌The‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌rate‌ ‌in‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌has‌ ‌‌trended‌‌                           
downward‌ ‌since‌ ‌at‌ ‌least‌ ‌2012,‌ ‌following‌ ‌increased‌ ‌voter‌ ‌education‌ ‌efforts,‌ ‌new‌ ‌laws,‌ ‌and‌‌                         
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https://www.nytimes.com/2020/11/04/us/politics/trump-supporters-protest-arizona.html
https://www.cnn.com/2020/11/30/politics/doug-ducey-defends-election-arizona-trump/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2020/11/30/politics/doug-ducey-defends-election-arizona-trump/index.html
https://ktar.com/story/3680502/arizonas-election-chief-rips-ag-brnovich-for-sharpie-probe/
https://www.azfamily.com/news/politics/election_headquarters/arizona-gov-ducey-secretary-of-state-katie-hobbs-certify-general-election-results/article_bf74d732-31fd-11eb-ad85-d7668dd244e6.html
https://www.azcentral.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/10/26/how-long-take-count-votes-arizona-delays-common-here/5974992002/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-election-protests-arizona/trump-supporters-protest-outside-arizona-vote-center-idUSKBN27L0PC
https://www.azcentral.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/11/30/arizona-secretary-state-certify-election-results-monday/6444577002/
https://azcir.org/news/2020/12/21/state-county-policies-impact-rejected-votes-november-election/
https://azcir.org/news/2020/12/21/state-county-policies-impact-rejected-votes-november-election/
https://azcir.org/news/2020/10/23/history-of-rejected-arizona-ballots-creates-further-election-uncertainty/
https://azcir.org/news/2020/10/23/history-of-rejected-arizona-ballots-creates-further-election-uncertainty/
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improvements‌‌to‌‌election‌‌administration.‌‌Yet‌‌rejection‌‌rates‌‌varied‌‌by‌‌county:‌‌Apache‌‌County,‌‌                       
which‌ ‌contains‌ ‌large‌ ‌portions‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌Navajo‌ ‌Nation,‌ ‌experienced‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌highest‌ ‌overall‌ ‌rate‌ ‌of‌‌                           
rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌at‌ ‌3.76%.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
As‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌previous‌ ‌three‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌elections,‌ ‌issues‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌person’s‌ ‌voter‌‌registration‌‌were‌‌                           
the‌ ‌‌most‌ ‌common‌ ‌reason‌ ‌for‌ ‌rejection:‌ ‌statewide,‌ ‌63%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌votes‌ ‌rejected—or‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌‌                           
17,200‌ ‌ballots—were‌ ‌cast‌ ‌by‌ ‌voters‌ ‌who‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌registered‌ ‌or‌ ‌had‌ ‌an‌ ‌issue‌ ‌with‌ ‌their‌‌                             
registration,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌missing‌‌the‌‌state‌‌deadline‌‌to‌‌register.‌‌Arizona,‌‌unlike‌‌19‌‌other‌‌states,‌‌does‌‌                             
not‌ ‌have‌ ‌same-day‌ ‌voter‌ ‌registration.‌‌  

‌ 
Signature‌‌verification‌‌presented‌‌less‌‌of‌‌an‌‌issue‌‌than‌‌previous‌‌years.‌‌A‌‌‌law‌‌passed‌‌in‌‌2019‌‌with‌‌                               
bipartisan‌ ‌support‌ ‌gave‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voters‌ ‌five‌ ‌business‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌to‌ ‌fix‌ ‌a‌‌                           
mismatched‌ ‌signature.Experts‌ ‌‌said‌ ‌that‌ ‌change‌ ‌contributed‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌decrease‌ ‌in‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballot‌‌                       
rejections.‌‌County‌‌officials‌‌proactively‌‌contacted‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌cure‌‌any‌‌defects‌‌to‌‌their‌‌ballot‌‌return‌‌                           
envelopes.‌‌In‌‌Maricopa‌‌County,‌‌for‌‌example,‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌texted‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌alert‌‌them‌‌to‌‌any‌‌                             
signature‌ ‌issues,‌ ‌helping‌ ‌voters‌ ‌cure‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌‌19,000‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌rejected‌‌                         
otherwise.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌because‌ ‌voters‌ ‌returned‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌huge‌‌number‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌                           
signature‌‌verification‌‌and‌‌the‌‌five-day‌‌cure‌‌period‌‌slowed‌‌the‌‌final‌‌vote‌‌tally‌‌and‌‌made‌‌it‌‌more‌‌                               
difficult‌ ‌for‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌finalize‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌quickly.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌five-day‌ ‌period‌ ‌to‌ ‌cure‌ ‌a‌ ‌signature‌ ‌mismatch‌ ‌did‌ ‌‌not‌ ‌‌apply‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters‌ ‌who‌ ‌forgot‌ ‌to‌ ‌sign‌‌                                 
their‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelopes.‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌automatically‌ ‌rejects‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌‌missing‌‌signatures‌‌after‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌                         
election‌ ‌night.‌ ‌In‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌‌2,000‌‌ ‌such‌ ‌no-signature‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Fears‌ ‌that‌ ‌there‌ ‌would‌ ‌be‌ ‌massive‌ ‌numbers‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌rejected‌‌for‌‌lateness‌‌did‌‌not‌‌                             
materialize.‌ ‌There‌ ‌were‌ ‌concerns‌‌leading‌‌up‌‌to‌‌the‌‌election‌‌that‌‌the‌‌‌U.S.‌‌Postal‌‌Service‌‌would‌‌                             
not‌ ‌be‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌handle‌ ‌the‌ ‌record‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌requested‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Arizona’s‌ ‌“received‌ ‌by”‌‌                             
deadline‌‌meant‌‌that‌‌ballots‌‌received‌‌at‌‌the‌‌county‌‌recorder’s‌‌office‌‌‌after‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌                               
would‌ ‌be‌ ‌considered‌ ‌late‌ ‌and‌ ‌not‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌To‌ ‌reduce‌ ‌the‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌of‌‌late‌‌ballots,‌‌Secretary‌‌                             
Hobbs‌ ‌produced‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌public‌ ‌messaging‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌to‌‌encourage‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌‌return‌‌their‌‌ballots‌‌via‌‌                           
the‌ ‌post‌ ‌office‌ ‌by‌ ‌Tuesday,‌ ‌October‌ ‌27—one‌ ‌full‌ ‌week‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌unable‌‌to‌                             
postmark‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌by‌ ‌October‌ ‌27‌ ‌were‌ ‌encouraged‌ ‌to‌ ‌return‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌an‌ ‌official‌‌                             
ballot‌ ‌drop‌ ‌box‌ ‌or‌ ‌a‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌‌public‌‌messaging‌‌campaign‌‌instructing‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌drop‌‌off‌‌their‌‌completed‌‌ballots‌‌instead‌‌of‌‌                           
mailing‌ ‌them‌ ‌through‌ ‌the‌‌USPS‌‌after‌‌October‌‌27‌‌was‌‌successful.‌‌Many‌‌voters‌‌chose‌‌to‌‌return‌‌                             
their‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌person‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌rather‌ ‌than‌ ‌risk‌ ‌sending‌ ‌them‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌mail‌ ‌and‌‌                                 
having‌‌them‌‌arrive‌‌late.‌‌In‌‌Maricopa‌‌County,‌‌an‌‌estimated‌‌‌175,000‌‌early‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌returned‌‌                           
on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌(dubbed‌‌“late‌‌earlies”).‌‌The‌‌downside‌‌of‌‌the‌‌high‌‌number‌‌of‌‌the‌‌sudden‌‌influx‌‌                               
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https://azcir.org/news/2020/12/21/state-county-policies-impact-rejected-votes-november-election/
https://tucson.com/news/state-and-regional/arizona-county-policies-impact-rejected-ballot-rates-in-election/article_b0b02fa8-4649-53f2-b426-7fd3f9fb11b2.html
https://www.azleg.gov/legtext/54leg/1R/laws/0039.pdf
https://azcir.org/news/2020/12/21/state-county-policies-impact-rejected-votes-november-election/
https://azcir.org/news/2020/12/21/state-county-policies-impact-rejected-votes-november-election/
https://www.azcentral.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/11/05/arizona-vote-counting-slowed-early-ballots-arriving-election-day/6180648002/
https://azcir.org/news/2020/12/21/state-county-policies-impact-rejected-votes-november-election/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/context/u-s-postal-service-letters-to-states/b50799f2-25ad-40ed-ba1e-9d648b1814ad/?itid=lk_inline_manual_7
https://www.nogalesinternational.com/news/az-secretary-of-state-best-not-to-mail-in-early-ballots-at-this-point/article_33e30668-1947-11eb-b690-dfc92b73fd4f.html
https://kjzz.org/content/1630220/arizona-secretary-state-katie-hobbs-return-ballots-mail-no-later-tuesday
https://www.azcentral.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/11/05/arizona-vote-counting-slowed-early-ballots-arriving-election-day/6180648002/
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of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌however,‌ ‌was‌ ‌that‌ ‌it‌ ‌left‌ ‌more‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted‌‌                               
following‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌These‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌still‌ ‌had‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌processed,‌ ‌with‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌‌                         
—including‌‌the‌‌five-day‌‌cure‌‌period‌‌for‌‌mismatched‌‌signatures—before‌‌they‌‌could‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌                       
And‌ ‌the‌ ‌so-called‌ ‌“late‌ ‌early”‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌processed‌ ‌and‌ ‌counted‌ ‌last,‌ ‌after‌ ‌traditional‌‌                         
in-person‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌ballots.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Rejected‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌represent‌ ‌a‌ ‌large‌ ‌portion‌ ‌of‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌‌                             
general‌ ‌election.‌ ‌The‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌dropped‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌largely‌‌                           
because‌‌Maricopa‌‌County—the‌‌largest‌‌in‌‌Arizona—adopted‌‌a‌‌“vote‌‌center”‌‌model‌‌for‌‌in-person‌‌                       
voting.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌center‌ ‌model,‌‌voters‌‌were‌‌able‌‌to‌‌go‌‌to‌‌any‌‌vote‌‌center‌‌in‌‌the‌‌county,‌‌                                   
rather‌ ‌than‌ ‌to‌ ‌one‌ ‌specifically‌ ‌assigned‌ ‌precinct.‌ ‌‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌2016‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election,‌ ‌‌52,173‌‌                         
provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in‌ ‌Maricopa‌ ‌County;‌‌of‌‌those,‌‌15,250‌‌(29%)‌‌were‌‌rejected.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌                             
2020‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election,‌ ‌only‌ ‌‌18,310‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌county;‌ ‌of‌ ‌those,‌‌                           
12,112‌ ‌(66%)‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected.‌ ‌The‌ ‌reduced‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌total‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌was‌ ‌even‌ ‌more‌‌                           
remarkable‌‌in‌‌light‌‌of‌‌the‌‌county’s‌‌increased‌‌voter‌‌turnout‌‌this‌‌election—from‌‌‌74.43%‌‌in‌‌2016‌‌                           
to‌ ‌80.51%‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020.‌ ‌‌Maricopa‌ ‌vote‌ ‌centers‌ ‌effectively‌ ‌neutralized‌ ‌the‌‌state’s‌‌controversial‌‌and‌‌                         
heavily‌‌litigated‌‌law‌‌requiring‌‌that‌‌all‌‌“out-of-precinct‌‌ballots”‌‌be‌‌rejected.‌‌‌However,‌‌more‌‌than‌‌                         
1,400‌ ‌ballots‌—across‌ ‌Mohave,‌ ‌Pinal,‌ ‌Pima‌ ‌and‌ ‌Apache‌ ‌counties,‌ ‌the‌ ‌remaining‌ ‌four‌ ‌counties‌‌                       
that‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌offer‌ ‌any‌ ‌vote‌ ‌centers—were‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌because‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌wrong‌‌                             
precinct.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Counting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Arizona‌ ‌offered‌ ‌a‌ ‌long‌ ‌period‌ ‌for‌ ‌voting‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌new‌ ‌law‌ ‌allowing‌ ‌early‌‌                               
tabulation‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌helped‌ ‌produce‌ ‌a‌ ‌smooth‌ ‌vote‌ ‌count.‌ ‌Statewide,‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌‌early‌‌                         
voting‌ ‌‌began‌ ‌27‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌continued‌ ‌through‌ ‌the‌ ‌Friday‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌‌                           
Day.‌ ‌Tabulation‌ ‌of‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌started‌‌14‌‌days‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌(previously‌‌it‌‌started‌‌only‌‌                             
seven‌ ‌days‌ ‌before)‌ ‌(See‌‌A.R.S.‌‌§‌‌‌16-550(B)‌)‌,‌‌and‌‌after‌‌confirmation‌‌from‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌                             
that‌ ‌all‌ ‌voting‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌passed‌ ‌any‌ ‌required‌ ‌logic‌ ‌and‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌test.‌ ‌(Ariz.‌ ‌Rev.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌§‌‌                             
16-552(A)‌).‌ ‌The‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election‌ ‌was‌ ‌Arizona’s‌ ‌first‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌extended‌‌                       
tabulation‌ ‌timeline,‌ ‌which‌ ‌enabled‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌to‌ ‌deliver‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌more‌ ‌quickly.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Procedures‌ ‌for‌‌tabulating‌‌and‌‌processing‌‌in-person‌‌ballots‌‌differed‌‌by‌‌county—some‌‌counted‌‌                     
ballots‌‌at‌‌a‌‌central‌‌location,‌‌and‌‌others‌‌counted‌‌them‌‌at‌‌individual‌‌polling‌‌locations.‌‌Regardless‌‌                           
of‌ ‌method,‌ ‌there‌ ‌were‌ ‌no‌ ‌reported‌ ‌issues‌ ‌across‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌‌There‌ ‌were‌‌some‌‌‌minor‌‌hiccups‌,‌‌                             
such‌ ‌as‌ ‌when‌ ‌polling‌‌places‌‌ran‌‌out‌‌of‌‌ink‌‌for‌‌their‌‌printers‌‌faster‌‌than‌‌anticipated,‌‌but‌‌these‌‌                                 
isolated‌‌issues‌‌were‌‌resolved‌‌promptly‌‌and‌‌did‌‌not‌‌cause‌‌inordinate‌‌delays.‌‌An‌‌additional‌‌issue‌‌                           
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caused‌ ‌one‌ ‌of‌ ‌three‌ ‌computers‌ ‌to‌ ‌crash‌ ‌at‌‌a‌‌vote‌‌center,‌‌but‌‌that,‌‌too,‌‌was‌‌resolved‌‌in‌‌short‌‌                                   
order.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌most‌‌notable‌‌news‌‌incident‌‌occurred‌‌on‌‌November‌‌4,‌‌2020,‌‌outside‌‌the‌‌Maricopa‌‌County‌‌                           
Elections‌ ‌Department,‌ ‌where‌ ‌a‌ ‌few‌ ‌hundred‌ ‌‌protesters‌,‌ ‌many‌ ‌wearing‌ ‌pro-Trump‌ ‌hats‌ ‌and‌‌                       
carrying‌‌firearms,‌‌chanted‌‌“Count‌‌the‌‌votes!”‌‌for‌‌hours.‌‌Many‌‌of‌‌the‌‌protesters‌‌were‌‌galvanized‌‌                           
by‌ ‌an‌ ‌‌unfounded‌ ‌claim‌ ‌that‌ ‌pro-Trump‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌disqualified‌ ‌because‌ ‌voters‌ ‌used‌‌                         
Sharpie‌ ‌pens‌ ‌to‌ ‌mark‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌rumor‌ ‌dubbed‌ ‌“SharpieGate”‌ ‌claimed‌ ‌that‌ ‌ballots‌‌                         
marked‌‌with‌‌Sharpies‌‌could‌‌not‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌by‌‌the‌‌voting‌‌equipment.‌‌In‌‌fact,‌‌they‌‌were‌‌able‌‌to‌‌                                 
be‌‌counted‌‌by‌‌the‌‌voting‌‌machines‌‌according‌‌to‌‌a‌‌‌statement‌‌by‌‌the‌‌Maricopa‌‌County‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌                               
Supervisors.‌‌Still‌‌other‌‌protesters‌‌expressed‌‌their‌‌dismay‌‌that‌‌some‌‌media‌‌outlets,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌Fox‌‌                           
News‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Associated‌ ‌Press,‌ ‌had‌ ‌called‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌for‌ ‌Joe‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌on‌ ‌election‌ ‌night.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Vote‌ ‌counts‌ ‌were‌ ‌the‌ ‌central‌‌issue‌‌in‌‌several‌‌lawsuits‌‌filed‌‌against‌‌Maricopa‌‌County‌‌Recorder‌‌                           
Adrian‌‌Fontes‌‌and‌‌Arizona‌‌Secretary‌‌of‌‌State‌‌Katie‌‌Hobbs‌‌in‌‌the‌‌wake‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election‌‌returns.‌‌All‌‌                                 
three‌‌lawsuits‌‌were‌‌dismissed‌‌without‌‌having‌‌had‌‌any‌‌effect‌‌on‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌First,‌‌                               
in‌ ‌response‌ ‌to‌ ‌“‌SharpieGate‌,”‌ ‌some‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌Maricopa‌ ‌County‌ ‌filed‌ ‌a‌ ‌suit‌ ‌alleging‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌‌                             
ballots‌ ‌they‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌counted‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌machines‌‌                           
because‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌‌given‌ ‌Sharpie‌ ‌brand‌ ‌markers‌ ‌by‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌fill‌ ‌out‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots.‌‌                             
Their‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Aguilera‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Fontes‌,‌ ‌claimed‌ ‌the‌ ‌voting‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌machines‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌ ‌read‌‌votes‌‌                           
marked‌ ‌in‌ ‌Sharpie‌‌ink.‌‌Arizona‌‌officials‌‌maintained‌‌that‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌were‌‌properly‌‌counted,‌‌and‌‌                           
the‌‌manufacturers‌‌of‌‌the‌‌machines,‌‌‌Dominion‌‌Voting‌‌Systems‌,‌‌specifically‌‌recommended‌‌using‌‌                     
Sharpies‌‌for‌‌ballot‌‌completion‌‌due‌‌to‌‌a‌‌new‌‌ballot‌‌design.‌‌As‌‌there‌‌was‌‌no‌‌evidence‌‌to‌‌support‌‌                                 
their‌‌claim,‌‌plaintiffs‌‌requested‌‌the‌‌court‌‌‌voluntarily‌‌dismiss‌‌the‌‌suit‌‌just‌‌three‌‌days‌‌after‌‌they‌‌                             
filed‌ ‌it.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌‌‌Donald‌‌J.‌‌Trump‌‌for‌‌President‌‌v.‌‌Hobbs‌,‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌brought‌‌suit‌‌against‌‌Secretary‌‌of‌‌                               
State‌ ‌Hobbs‌ ‌to‌ ‌halt‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌could‌ ‌review‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌were‌‌                             
allegedly‌ ‌improperly‌ ‌disqualified‌ ‌due‌‌to‌‌“overvote,”‌‌or‌‌voting‌‌for‌‌too‌‌many‌‌candidates‌‌for‌‌one‌‌                           
office.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌ ‌poll‌ ‌workers‌ ‌had‌ ‌induced‌ ‌voters‌ ‌to‌ ‌override‌ ‌alerts‌ ‌from‌ ‌a‌‌                           
tabulation‌ ‌machine‌ ‌when‌ ‌a‌ ‌vote‌ ‌was‌ ‌flagged‌ ‌as‌ ‌unreadable,‌ ‌causing‌ ‌affected‌ ‌votes‌‌on‌‌those‌‌                           
ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌disqualified.‌ ‌The‌ ‌case‌ ‌was‌ ‌dismissed‌ ‌as‌ ‌moot‌ ‌because‌ ‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌at‌‌                               
issue‌ ‌would‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌impacted‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌outcome.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌ ‌the‌ ‌third‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Arizona‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌Party‌‌v.‌‌Fontes‌,‌‌the‌‌state‌‌Republican‌‌Party‌brought‌‌suit‌‌                             
against‌ ‌Maricopa‌ ‌County‌ ‌Recorder‌ ‌Fontes‌ ‌to‌ ‌increase‌ ‌the‌ ‌sample‌ ‌size‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌required‌‌                         
quality-control‌ ‌hand‌ ‌count‌ ‌from‌ ‌two‌ ‌percent‌ ‌of‌ ‌“polling‌ ‌places”‌ ‌to‌‌two‌‌percent‌‌of‌‌“precincts.”‌‌                           
While‌ ‌this‌ ‌plan‌ ‌may‌ ‌have‌ ‌delayed‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counts,‌ ‌the‌ ‌case‌ ‌was‌ ‌ultimately‌ ‌dismissed‌ ‌as‌ ‌well.‌ ‌  
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Reporting‌ ‌Results‌ ‌ 
‌ 

On‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌ ‌Fox‌ ‌News‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Associated‌ ‌Press‌ ‌‌called‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden,‌ ‌even‌ ‌though‌‌                             
only‌ ‌around‌ ‌70%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌These‌ ‌announcements‌ ‌‌infuriated‌ ‌President‌‌                         
Trump‌‌and‌‌his‌‌supporters.‌‌Yet,‌‌even‌‌though‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌‌argued‌‌that‌‌these‌‌calls‌‌were‌‌                             
made‌‌too‌‌early,‌‌Biden’s‌‌victory‌‌held‌‌as‌‌the‌‌rest‌‌of‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌were‌‌counted.‌‌These‌‌early‌‌calls‌‌held‌‌                                   
in‌ ‌part‌ ‌because‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌election‌ ‌night‌ ‌results‌ ‌included‌ ‌mail‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌which‌ ‌were‌ ‌omitted‌ ‌from‌‌                           
early‌ ‌results‌ ‌in‌ ‌other‌ ‌states‌ ‌with‌ ‌later‌ ‌processing‌ ‌procedures,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌Pennsylvania.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Under‌‌Arizona‌‌‌law‌,‌‌unofficial‌‌tabulated‌‌results‌‌may‌‌be‌‌released‌‌publicly‌‌after‌‌all‌‌precincts‌‌have‌‌                           
reported‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state,‌ ‌or‌ ‌one‌ ‌hour‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌closing‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls,‌ ‌whichever‌‌                               
comes‌‌first.‌‌On‌‌Election‌‌Night‌‌2020,‌‌the‌‌s‌ecretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌website‌‌released‌‌the‌‌first‌‌results‌‌at‌‌8‌‌                                 
p.m.,‌ ‌one‌ ‌hour‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌closed‌ ‌at‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌The‌‌first‌‌results‌‌included‌‌early‌‌ballots,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌                                   
mail‌‌ballots,‌‌that‌‌had‌‌been‌‌counted‌‌starting‌‌14‌‌days‌‌before‌‌election‌‌night.‌‌After‌‌that,‌‌the‌‌results‌‌                               
were‌ ‌updated‌ ‌as‌ ‌counties‌ ‌reported‌ ‌votes‌ ‌from‌ ‌machines‌ ‌at‌ ‌their‌ ‌polling‌ ‌locations.‌ ‌‌These‌‌                         
results‌ ‌were‌ ‌unofficial‌,‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌‌had‌‌not‌‌yet‌‌been‌‌certified‌‌by‌‌the‌‌local‌‌board‌‌of‌‌supervisors‌‌or‌‌                                 
other‌‌officers‌‌in‌‌charge.‌‌Results‌‌were‌‌simultaneously‌‌shared‌‌with‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌via‌‌phone,‌‌fax,‌‌                           
or‌ ‌“other‌ ‌electronic‌ ‌means”‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌tabulated.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Smaller‌ ‌counties‌ ‌with‌ ‌fewer‌ ‌resources‌ ‌experienced‌ ‌some‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌delays‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌high‌‌                       
voter‌ ‌turnout.‌ ‌While‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌ ‌processed‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌the‌ ‌processing‌‌                         
required‌ ‌tremendous‌ ‌diligence‌ ‌and‌ ‌time‌ ‌and‌ ‌involved‌ ‌voter‌ ‌outreach‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌required‌‌                         
curing.‌ ‌In‌ ‌Pima‌ ‌County,‌ ‌‌376,000‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌returned‌ ‌by‌ ‌October‌ ‌30,‌‌which‌‌was‌‌about‌‌                             
72%‌‌of‌‌all‌‌the‌‌early‌‌ballots‌‌requested‌‌by‌‌county‌‌voters.‌‌Meanwhile,‌‌only‌‌‌50,000‌‌of‌‌the‌‌638,000‌‌                               
registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌Pima‌ ‌County‌ ‌voted‌ ‌in‌ ‌person‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌Thus,‌ ‌the‌ ‌vast‌‌majority‌‌of‌‌                               
processing‌‌in‌‌Pima‌‌could‌‌be‌‌done‌‌prior‌‌to‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌By‌‌contrast,‌‌in‌‌Yavapai‌‌County,‌‌80%‌‌of‌‌                                 
the‌‌registered‌‌voters‌‌were‌‌on‌‌the‌Permanent‌‌Early‌‌Vote‌‌List‌‌(PEVL),‌‌but‌‌the‌‌county‌‌needed‌‌days‌‌                               
after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌‌to‌‌count‌‌7,800‌‌“late‌‌earlies”‌‌(mail‌‌ballots‌‌turned‌‌in‌‌late‌‌in‌‌the‌‌election‌‌cycle)‌‌                                 
dropped‌ ‌off‌ ‌at‌ ‌vote‌ ‌centers‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌post-election‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌process‌ ‌in‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌leading‌‌up‌‌to‌‌the‌‌certification‌‌went‌‌smoothly‌‌                         
and‌ ‌efficiently.‌ ‌Boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌supervisors‌ ‌in‌ ‌all‌ ‌15‌ ‌counties‌ ‌‌certified‌ ‌‌tallies‌ ‌ahead‌ ‌of‌ ‌deadline.‌‌                           
Multiple‌‌‌logic‌‌and‌‌accuracy‌‌tests‌‌were‌‌applied‌‌to‌‌the‌‌results‌‌in‌‌Maricopa‌‌County,‌‌confirming‌‌the‌‌                             
canvassed‌ ‌results.‌ ‌On‌ ‌November‌‌30,‌‌2020,‌‌Governor‌‌Ducey‌‌and‌‌Secretary‌‌Hobbs‌‌‌certified‌‌‌the‌‌                         
election‌‌results‌‌on‌‌schedule.‌‌The‌‌final‌‌results‌‌showed‌‌that‌‌Biden‌‌had‌‌beaten‌‌Trump‌‌by‌‌‌10,457‌‌                             
votes‌—a‌‌margin‌‌of‌‌about‌‌0.3‌‌percentage‌‌points.‌‌At‌‌the‌‌certification‌‌ceremony,‌‌Secretary‌‌Hobbs‌‌                         
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praised‌ ‌‌high‌ ‌turnout‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌‌successful‌‌election‌‌operation,‌‌stating‌‌“this‌‌election‌‌was‌‌conducted‌‌                         
with‌ ‌transparency,‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌and‌ ‌fairness‌ ‌in‌ ‌accordance‌ ‌with‌ ‌Arizona’s‌ ‌laws‌ ‌and‌ ‌election‌‌                       
procedures,‌‌despite‌‌numerous‌‌unfounded‌‌claims‌‌to‌‌the‌‌contrary."‌‌Although‌‌Republican‌‌groups‌‌                     
sought‌ ‌to‌ ‌nullify‌ ‌the‌ ‌certification‌ ‌through‌ ‌legal‌ ‌challenges,‌ ‌no‌ ‌challenge‌ ‌succeeded.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌‌‌Ward‌‌v.‌‌Jackson‌,‌‌the‌‌Arizona‌‌Republican‌‌Party,‌‌led‌‌by‌‌Chairwoman‌‌Kelli‌‌Ward,‌‌challenged‌‌the‌‌                             
election‌‌certification‌.‌‌The‌‌lawsuit‌‌claimed,‌‌without‌‌substantial‌‌proof,‌‌that‌‌mistakes‌‌in‌‌signature‌‌                       
verification‌ ‌and‌‌in‌‌duplication‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌which‌‌could‌‌not‌‌be‌‌machine-read‌‌in‌‌Maricopa‌‌County‌‌                           
led‌ ‌to‌‌Trump’s‌‌defeat.‌‌The‌‌trial‌‌court‌‌permitted‌‌inspection‌‌of‌‌1,626‌‌randomly‌‌sampled‌‌ballots,‌‌                           
for‌‌which‌‌there‌‌were‌‌fewer‌‌than‌‌10‌‌errors.‌‌The‌‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌of‌‌Arizona‌‌found‌‌that‌‌the‌‌error‌‌                                 
rate‌ ‌was‌ ‌“statistically‌ ‌negligible”‌ ‌and‌ ‌might‌ ‌have‌‌resulted‌‌in‌‌only‌‌153‌‌votes‌‌lost‌‌for‌‌Trump.‌‌As‌‌                               
such,‌ ‌the‌ ‌error‌ ‌rate‌ ‌was‌ ‌below‌ ‌the‌‌margin‌‌that‌‌would‌‌trigger‌‌a‌‌mandatory‌‌recount.‌‌The‌‌state‌‌                               
supreme‌‌court‌‌affirmed‌‌the‌‌trial‌‌court’s‌‌decision‌‌finding‌‌no‌‌fraud‌‌and‌‌confirmed‌‌the‌‌election‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌slate‌ ‌of‌ ‌Electors‌ ‌under‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌state‌ ‌law.‌ ‌That‌ ‌effectively‌ ‌ended‌ ‌any‌ ‌further‌ ‌legal‌‌                             
challenge‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌outcome‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌Ward‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌‌                             
Party‌‌‌filed‌‌for‌‌certiorari‌‌with‌‌the‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌of‌‌the‌‌United‌‌States.‌‌Their‌‌subsequent‌‌motion‌                             
for‌ ‌expedited‌ ‌consideration‌ ‌was‌ ‌denied‌ ‌on‌ ‌January‌ ‌11,‌ ‌2021,‌ ‌and,‌ ‌on‌ ‌February‌ ‌22,‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌‌                             
Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌denied‌ ‌their‌ ‌petition.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Another‌ ‌case,‌ ‌‌Bowyer‌‌v.‌‌Ducey‌,‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌invalidate‌‌the‌‌election‌‌results‌‌in‌‌Arizona.‌‌U.S.‌‌District‌‌                             
Court‌‌Judge‌‌Diana‌‌Humetewa‌‌‌dismissed‌‌the‌‌case‌‌on‌‌December‌‌9,‌‌2020,‌‌criticizing‌‌the‌‌merits‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌ ‌case‌ ‌but‌ ‌dismissing‌ ‌it‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌grounds‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiffs—the‌ ‌11‌ ‌electors‌ ‌pledged‌ ‌to‌‌                             
President‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌if‌ ‌he‌ ‌had‌ ‌won‌ ‌Arizona—did‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌standing.‌ ‌Petitioners‌ ‌filed‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌notice‌ ‌of‌‌                             
appeal‌‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌Ninth‌ ‌Circuit,‌ ‌but‌ ‌no‌ ‌final‌ ‌ruling‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌case‌ ‌as‌ ‌of‌ ‌March‌ ‌2021.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
In‌ ‌two‌ ‌separate‌ ‌cases‌ ‌against‌ ‌the‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌governor,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌sought‌ ‌to‌ ‌prevent‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌‌                           
certified‌‌results‌‌from‌‌being‌‌cast‌‌at‌‌the‌‌Electoral‌‌College.‌‌Both‌‌lawsuits‌‌alleged‌‌a‌‌wide‌‌range‌‌of‌‌                               
fraud.‌ ‌One,‌ ‌‌Burk‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Ducey‌,‌ ‌focused‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌Dominion‌ ‌Voting‌ ‌Systems‌ ‌voting‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌and‌‌                           
alleged‌‌that‌‌thousands‌‌of‌‌fictitious‌‌votes‌‌had‌‌been‌‌counted.‌‌That‌‌case‌‌was‌‌‌dismissed‌‌for‌‌lack‌‌of‌‌                               
standing‌ ‌because‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiff‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌a‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voter.‌ ‌The‌ ‌second‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Stevenson‌ ‌v.‌‌                           
Ducey‌,‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌vacate‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌certified‌‌results‌‌and‌‌appointment‌‌of‌‌electors‌‌by‌‌arguing‌‌that‌‌                             
private‌ ‌election‌ ‌grants‌ ‌to‌ ‌Maricopa‌ ‌County‌ ‌exacerbated‌ ‌problems‌ ‌with‌ ‌“unlawful‌ ‌ballots.”‌‌                     
Plaintiffs‌ ‌eventually‌ ‌requested‌ ‌the‌ ‌court‌ ‌dismiss‌ ‌the‌ ‌suit.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌attempts‌ ‌to‌ ‌invalidate‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌in‌ ‌Arizona‌‌through‌‌the‌‌courts‌‌were‌‌short-lived‌‌                           
and‌ ‌unsuccessful.‌ ‌This‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌stop‌ ‌the‌ ‌11‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌would-be‌ ‌electors‌ ‌from‌ ‌gathering‌ ‌on‌‌                           
December‌‌16‌‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌their‌‌electoral‌‌ballots‌‌for‌‌President‌‌Trump‌‌and‌‌Vice‌‌President‌‌Mike‌‌Pence.‌‌                             
Though‌‌their‌‌action‌‌may‌‌have‌‌cast‌‌doubt‌‌on‌‌the‌‌integrity‌‌of‌‌the‌‌results,‌‌it‌‌carried‌‌no‌‌weight‌‌in‌‌                                   
the‌ ‌Electoral‌ ‌College‌ ‌because‌ ‌the‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌election‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌certified‌ ‌for‌ ‌President-elect‌ ‌Biden.‌ ‌ 
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Georgia‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Though‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌turnout‌ ‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌in‌‌2016‌‌‌broke‌‌records‌‌with‌‌4.1‌‌million‌‌people‌‌                             
participating,‌ ‌the‌ ‌turnout‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌election‌‌was‌‌higher‌‌by‌‌almost‌‌900,000‌‌votes:‌‌Nearly‌‌‌five‌‌                             
million‌ ‌Georgians—or‌ ‌67.7%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌voting-eligible‌ ‌population—cast‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌                     
election‌‌in‌‌2020.‌‌Existing‌‌vote-by-mail‌‌infrastructure,‌‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌new‌‌updates‌‌for‌‌2020,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌                             
early‌ ‌processing‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots,‌‌helped‌‌keep‌‌mail‌‌voting‌‌accessible,‌‌ballot‌‌rejection‌‌rates‌‌                         
low,‌‌and‌‌ballot‌‌tabulation‌‌on‌‌track.‌‌Unlike‌‌in‌‌most‌‌states,‌‌however,‌‌November‌‌3‌‌closed‌‌only‌‌one‌‌                               
chapter‌‌of‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌presidential‌‌election‌‌in‌‌Georgia.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌weeks‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌Georgia’s‌‌                             
election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌had‌ ‌to‌ ‌oversee‌ ‌a‌ ‌hand‌ ‌audit‌ ‌of‌ ‌five‌ ‌million‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌(the‌ ‌first‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌audit‌‌                               
ever‌ ‌performed‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia)‌‌and‌‌a‌‌full‌‌machine-based‌‌recount.‌‌Despite‌‌the‌‌challenges‌‌and‌‌the‌‌                           
enormity‌‌of‌‌the‌‌undertaking,‌‌county‌‌officials‌‌met‌‌their‌‌deadlines‌‌and,‌‌in‌‌so‌‌doing,‌‌affirmed‌‌the‌‌                             
outcome‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election‌ ‌three‌ ‌separate‌ ‌times.‌ ‌Multiple‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌to‌‌                       
challenge‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌were‌ ‌ultimately‌ ‌unsuccessful.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌Rejecting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Georgia‌ ‌voters‌ ‌cast‌ ‌1,320,154‌ ‌mail‌ ‌votes‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election,‌ ‌representing‌ ‌a‌‌                         
return‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌74.1%.‌‌Voters‌‌cast‌‌more‌‌than‌‌six‌‌and‌‌a‌‌half‌‌times‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌votes‌‌                                   
in‌‌2020‌‌compared‌‌to‌‌2016,‌‌when‌‌voters‌‌cast‌‌‌202,500‌‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌The‌‌percentage‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌                             
votes‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌all‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌was‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌5‌ ‌times‌ ‌higher‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌‌                               
election—5%‌ ‌in‌ ‌2016‌ ‌and‌ ‌26%‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Existing‌‌laws‌‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌eased‌‌the‌‌increase‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌voting‌‌in‌‌2020.‌‌State‌‌law‌‌did‌‌not‌‌require‌‌                                 
voters‌‌to‌‌provide‌‌an‌‌excuse‌‌for‌‌requesting‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌ballot,‌‌and‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌did‌‌not‌‌require‌‌a‌‌                                 
witness‌ ‌signature‌ ‌or‌ ‌a‌ ‌copy‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌ID.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌State‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Board‌ ‌(SEB)‌ ‌also‌‌                               
passed‌ ‌new‌ ‌rules‌ ‌in‌ ‌February‌ ‌2020‌ ‌ahead‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌June‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌primary‌ ‌(which‌ ‌were‌‌later‌‌                             
made‌ ‌applicable‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌November‌‌general‌‌election)‌‌that‌‌proved‌‌vital‌‌to‌‌the‌‌election’s‌‌success.‌‌                           
One‌ ‌‌rule‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌‌pre-process‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌starting‌‌at‌‌8‌‌a.m.‌‌                           
the‌ ‌third‌ ‌Monday‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(October‌ ‌19)‌ ‌instead‌ ‌of‌ ‌waiting‌ ‌for‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌itself.‌‌                             
Though‌ ‌officials‌ ‌were‌ ‌prohibited‌ ‌from‌ ‌counting‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌ahead‌ ‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌this‌‌                         
new‌ ‌rule‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌them‌ ‌to‌ ‌get‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌three‌ ‌weeks‌ ‌head‌ ‌start‌ ‌on‌ ‌everything‌ ‌short‌ ‌of‌‌                             
tabulation—which‌ ‌included‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification,‌ ‌curing‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌errors,‌ ‌ballot‌‌                   
scanning,‌ ‌and‌ ‌adjudication‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌marking‌ ‌errors.‌ ‌Nearly‌ ‌all‌ ‌of‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌159‌ ‌counties‌‌                         
expressed‌‌intent‌‌to‌‌start‌‌processing,‌‌scanning,‌‌and/or‌‌adjudicating‌‌early,‌‌including‌‌Georgia’s‌‌10‌‌                       
most‌ ‌populous‌ ‌counties.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Georgia‌ ‌officials‌ ‌made‌ ‌a‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌policy‌ ‌changes‌ ‌in‌ ‌order‌ ‌to‌ ‌encourage‌ ‌and‌ ‌simplify‌ ‌mail‌‌                             
voting‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌including‌ ‌the‌ ‌introduction‌ ‌of‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌request‌ ‌portal‌ ‌and‌ ‌ballot‌‌                           
dropboxes.‌‌The‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌also‌‌took‌‌steps‌‌to‌‌increase‌‌voter‌‌confidence‌‌in‌‌mail‌‌voting.‌‌In‌‌                               
late‌‌September,‌‌Secretary‌‌Brad‌‌Raffensperger‌‌‌introduced‌‌a‌‌new‌‌partnership‌‌with‌‌BallotTrax,‌‌a‌‌                       
computer‌ ‌application‌ ‌that‌ ‌can‌‌provide‌‌detailed‌‌ballot‌‌tracking‌‌services‌‌to‌‌all‌‌Georgians.‌‌Citing‌‌                         
the‌ ‌need‌ ‌to‌ ‌innovate‌ ‌and‌ ‌adapt‌‌to‌‌“unprecedented‌‌times,”‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌expressed‌‌hope‌‌that‌‌                           
the‌ ‌service‌ ‌would‌ ‌provide‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌voters‌ ‌with‌ ‌“greater‌ ‌clarity‌ ‌and‌ ‌increased‌ ‌confidence‌ ‌that‌‌                         
their‌ ‌votes‌ ‌are‌ ‌accepted.”‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Rejection‌ ‌rates‌ ‌for‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌low.‌‌Secretary‌‌Raffensperger‌‌‌reported‌‌that‌‌only‌‌2,011‌‌(or‌‌                           
0.15%)‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌missing‌ ‌or‌ ‌non-matching‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌                           
November‌‌election.‌‌This‌‌rejection‌‌rate‌‌was‌‌down‌‌from‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌June‌‌primary‌‌rejection‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌                             
0.28%‌ ‌for‌ ‌missing‌ ‌or‌ ‌non-matching‌ ‌signatures.‌ ‌The‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌‌attributed‌ ‌the‌ ‌improvement‌ ‌to‌‌                       
“both‌‌parties‌‌attempting‌‌to‌‌help‌‌voters‌‌cure‌‌their‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌pursuant‌‌to‌‌the‌‌process‌‌set‌‌                             
forth‌‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌statute.”‌‌Interestingly,‌‌the‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌signature‌‌rejection‌‌rate‌‌was‌‌‌on‌‌par‌‌                           
with‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2018‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌rate,‌ ‌even‌ ‌though‌ ‌no‌ ‌signature‌ ‌cure‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌were‌ ‌in‌‌                           
place‌ ‌in‌ ‌2018.‌ ‌Only‌ ‌in‌ ‌2019‌ ‌did‌ ‌‌House‌ ‌Bill‌ ‌316‌ ‌modify‌ ‌the‌ ‌existing‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌‌                             
procedures‌‌and‌‌introduce‌‌for‌‌the‌‌first‌‌time‌‌a‌‌notice‌‌and‌‌cure‌‌process‌‌for‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌with‌‌                               
signature‌ ‌defects.‌ ‌A‌ ‌total‌ ‌of‌ ‌‌454‌ ‌ballots‌‌in‌‌2018‌‌(0.15%‌‌rejection‌‌rate)‌‌and‌‌‌580‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌2016‌‌                                 
(0.24%‌‌rejection‌‌rate)‌‌were‌‌rejected‌‌for‌‌missing‌‌or‌‌non-matching‌‌signatures.‌‌Part‌‌of‌‌the‌‌reason‌‌                           
for‌ ‌the‌ ‌low‌ ‌rate‌ ‌of‌ ‌signature‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌‌the‌‌‌influx‌‌of‌‌volunteers‌‌who‌‌called‌‌and‌‌                                   
canvassed‌ ‌voters‌ ‌with‌ ‌uncured‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌days‌ ‌following‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Besides‌ ‌signature‌ ‌issues,‌ ‌late‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌to‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌represented‌ ‌a‌‌                           
significant‌‌reason‌‌that‌‌Georgia‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌rejected‌‌absentee‌‌ballots.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌June‌‌primary,‌‌                         
8,596‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌11,889‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌tossed‌ ‌because‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌received‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌‌                             
deadline.‌ ‌The‌ ‌‌introduction‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌dropboxes‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌voting‌ ‌may‌ ‌have‌‌                         
overcome‌‌potential‌‌postal‌‌delays‌‌facing‌‌voters‌‌trying‌‌to‌‌get‌‌their‌‌ballots‌‌returned‌‌on‌‌time,‌‌but‌‌                             
changes‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌deadlines‌ ‌for‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌may‌ ‌have‌ ‌misled‌ ‌some‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌believe‌‌they‌‌had‌‌                               
time‌ ‌to‌ ‌mail‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌In‌ ‌late‌ ‌August,‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌New‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌Project‌ ‌v.‌‌                             
Raffensperger‌ ‌secured‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌preliminary‌ ‌injunction‌ ‌extending‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌‌ballot‌‌receipt‌‌                     
deadline‌ ‌by‌ ‌three‌ ‌days,‌ ‌from‌ ‌November‌ ‌3‌ ‌until‌ ‌November‌ ‌6.‌ ‌Though‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌district‌ ‌court‌‌                             
rejected‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌motion‌‌for‌‌a‌‌stay‌‌pending‌‌appeal‌‌in‌‌September,‌‌a‌‌three-judge‌‌panel‌‌on‌‌the‌‌                               
Eleventh‌ ‌Circuit‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Court‌ ‌of‌ ‌Appeals‌ ‌granted‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌stay‌ ‌on‌ ‌October‌ ‌2.‌ ‌Because‌ ‌the‌ ‌Eleventh‌‌                             
Circuit‌‌did‌‌not‌‌hear‌‌and‌‌rule‌‌on‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌appeal‌‌by‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌Georgia‌‌rejected‌‌all‌‌absentee‌‌                                 
ballots‌‌received‌‌after‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌regardless‌‌of‌‌when‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌return‌‌envelope‌‌was‌‌                               
postmarked.‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌who‌ ‌heard‌ ‌about‌ ‌the‌ ‌initial‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌extension—but‌ ‌not‌ ‌about‌ ‌the‌ ‌11th‌‌                         
Circuit’s‌‌stay‌‌of‌‌the‌‌extension—may‌‌have‌‌mistakenly‌‌believed‌‌they‌‌had‌‌longer‌‌than‌‌they‌‌did‌‌to‌‌                             
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return‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots.‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌USPS‌‌delays‌‌may‌‌have‌‌increased‌‌transit‌‌times‌‌even‌‌for‌‌voters‌‌                             
who‌ ‌mailed‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌timely‌ ‌fashion.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Counting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌ ‌the‌ ‌days‌ ‌and‌ ‌weeks‌ ‌after‌ ‌November‌ ‌3,‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌became‌ ‌the‌ ‌subject‌ ‌of‌ ‌intense‌‌                             
national‌ ‌interest‌ ‌and‌ ‌scrutiny.‌ ‌With‌ ‌a‌ ‌razor-thin‌ ‌margin‌ ‌separating‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌presidential‌                       
candidates,‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌took‌ ‌several‌ ‌days‌ ‌to‌ ‌announce‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌results,‌‌                       
reporting‌ ‌that‌ ‌Democrat‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌had‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌popular‌ ‌vote‌ ‌(Associated‌‌Press‌‌took‌‌until‌‌                           
November‌‌12‌‌to‌‌announce‌‌it‌‌believed‌‌Biden‌‌had‌‌won).‌‌However,‌‌that‌‌was‌‌only‌‌the‌‌beginning‌‌of‌‌                               
the‌ ‌post-November‌ ‌3‌ ‌story‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia,‌‌which‌‌ultimately‌‌involved‌‌an‌‌audit,‌‌a‌‌recount,‌‌multiple‌‌                           
lawsuits,‌ ‌and‌ ‌numerous‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌narratives.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting‌ ‌shattered‌ ‌historical‌ ‌records,‌ ‌with‌ ‌relatively‌ ‌few‌ ‌problems.‌ ‌The‌ ‌sheer‌‌                           
volume‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballots,‌‌however—along‌‌with‌‌snafus‌‌such‌‌as‌‌a‌‌‌technical‌‌glitch‌‌in‌‌Gwinnett‌‌                           
County‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌burst‌ ‌water‌ ‌pipe‌ ‌in‌ ‌Fulton‌ ‌County‌—meant‌ ‌that,‌ ‌despite‌ ‌pre-processing‌‌efforts,‌‌                         
the‌‌count‌‌was‌‌not‌‌complete‌‌by‌‌Election‌‌Night.‌‌While‌‌some‌‌counting‌‌had‌‌been‌‌expected‌‌to‌‌spill‌‌                               
into‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wednesday‌ ‌or‌ ‌Thursday‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌Raffensperger‌ ‌expressed‌‌                     
frustration‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌delays.‌ ‌By‌ ‌the‌ ‌evening‌ ‌of‌ ‌Thursday,‌ ‌November‌ ‌5,‌ ‌there‌ ‌were‌ ‌still‌ ‌about‌‌                             
16,105‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌votes‌‌remaining‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted,‌‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌provisional‌‌ballots‌‌and‌‌ballots‌‌that‌‌                             
needed‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌cured‌ ‌before‌ ‌being‌ ‌scanned.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
A‌‌software‌‌problem‌‌that‌‌occurred‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌delayed‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌of‌‌about‌‌‌6,000‌‌ballots‌‌                             
in‌‌Gwinnett‌‌County‌‌outside‌‌of‌‌Atlanta.‌‌The‌‌error‌‌‌forced‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌rescan‌‌roughly‌‌80,000‌‌ballots‌‌                             
to‌‌identify‌‌ones‌‌where‌‌voters‌‌made‌‌errors‌‌in‌‌marking‌‌them‌‌by‌‌hand.‌‌Over‌‌the‌‌next‌‌few‌‌days,‌‌an‌‌                                   
adjudication‌ ‌panel‌ ‌was‌ ‌tasked‌ ‌with‌ ‌examining‌ ‌those‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌voter‌ ‌intent.‌ ‌Once‌‌                         
that‌ ‌process‌ ‌was‌ ‌completed,‌ ‌the‌ ‌outstanding‌ ‌ballots—mostly‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌received‌ ‌on‌‌                     
Election‌ ‌Day–‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Georgia’s‌‌results‌‌may‌‌have‌‌seemed‌‌slow‌‌compared‌‌to‌‌the‌‌rest‌‌of‌‌the‌‌country,‌‌but‌‌the‌‌new‌‌‌rule‌‌                                 
implemented‌ ‌in‌ ‌February‌ ‌2020‌ ‌that‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌for‌ ‌pre-processing‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌was‌ ‌instrumental‌ ‌in‌‌                       
counting‌ ‌the‌ ‌huge‌ ‌influx‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌ability‌ ‌to‌ ‌pre-process‌‌ballots‌‌enabled‌‌more‌‌                           
timely‌‌reporting‌‌of‌‌the‌‌results.‌‌In‌‌Georgia,‌‌where‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌candidates‌‌were‌‌separated‌‌by‌‌                           
fewer‌ ‌than‌ ‌12,000‌ ‌votes‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌senatorial‌ ‌races‌ ‌bobbed‌ ‌in‌ ‌and‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌runoff‌ ‌territory,‌‌                               
counting‌‌all‌‌of‌‌the‌‌nearly‌‌five‌‌million‌‌ballots‌‌became‌‌especially‌‌necessary‌‌for‌‌ensuring‌‌a‌‌reliable‌‌                             
report‌‌of‌‌the‌‌results.‌‌Had‌‌pre-processing‌‌of‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌not‌‌occurred,‌‌Georgia‌‌election‌‌                           
officials‌ ‌might‌‌have‌‌needed‌‌even‌‌longer‌‌to‌‌count‌‌all‌‌the‌‌ballots.‌‌That‌‌delay‌‌could‌‌have‌‌further‌‌                               
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jeopardized‌‌the‌‌perceived‌‌legitimacy‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election‌‌results‌‌and‌‌compromised‌‌officials’‌‌ability‌‌to‌‌                         
comply‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌November‌ ‌13‌‌ ‌county‌ ‌certification‌ ‌deadline.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Though‌ ‌many‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌would‌ ‌follow‌ ‌the‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes,‌‌one‌‌challenge‌‌came‌‌during‌‌the‌‌                           
initial‌‌count.‌‌In‌‌‌In‌‌re:‌‌Enforcement‌‌of‌‌Election‌‌Laws‌‌and‌‌Securing‌‌Ballots‌‌Cast‌‌or‌‌Received‌‌After‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌                                   
on‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌2020‌,‌‌‌the‌‌Georgia‌‌Republican‌‌Party‌‌and‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌asked‌‌a‌‌state‌‌superior‌‌                             
court‌ ‌to‌ ‌order‌ ‌the‌ ‌Chatham‌ ‌County‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌to‌ ‌follow‌ ‌specific‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌custody‌‌                           
procedures,‌‌namely,‌‌to‌‌sequester‌‌all‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌received‌‌after‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌The‌‌                             
court‌held‌‌that‌‌there‌‌was‌‌no‌‌evidence‌‌that‌‌the‌‌‌53‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌question‌‌were‌‌returned‌‌after‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌                                   
on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌or‌ ‌that‌ ‌Chatham‌ ‌County‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌had‌ ‌violated‌ ‌any‌ ‌law.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Auditing‌ ‌Results‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌triggered‌ ‌the‌ ‌first‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌audit‌ ‌ever‌ ‌performed‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia.‌ ‌In‌‌                           
2019,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌legislature‌ ‌‌updated‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌laws‌ ‌to‌ ‌require‌ ‌that‌ ‌in‌‌                         
even-numbered‌ ‌years,‌ ‌a‌ ‌manual‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌risk‌ ‌limiting‌ ‌audit‌ ‌(RLA)‌ ‌be‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌before‌‌                       
certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌results.‌ ‌RLAs‌ ‌are‌ ‌used‌ ‌to‌ ‌confirm,‌ ‌with‌ ‌strong‌ ‌statistical‌                           
likelihood,‌‌that‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌cast‌‌on‌‌a‌‌voting‌‌machine‌‌for‌‌a‌‌certain‌‌contest‌‌were‌‌tabulated‌‌correctly‌‌                               
(i.e.‌‌that‌‌the‌‌same‌‌results‌‌would‌‌have‌‌been‌‌reached‌‌had‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌been‌‌counted‌‌by‌‌hand).‌‌The‌‌                                 
RLA‌ ‌is‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌by‌ ‌hand-counting‌ ‌a‌ ‌statistically‌ ‌significant‌‌sample‌‌of‌‌paper‌‌votes‌‌to‌‌see‌‌if‌‌it‌‌                               
matches‌ ‌the‌ ‌machine‌ ‌count.‌ ‌Unlike‌ ‌traditional‌ ‌post-election‌ ‌audits,‌ ‌where‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌‌                       
ballots‌‌to‌‌be‌‌examined‌‌is‌‌simply‌‌a‌‌fixed‌‌number‌‌or‌‌percentage‌‌of‌‌total‌‌votes‌‌cast,‌‌the‌‌number‌‌                                 
of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌subject‌ ‌to‌ ‌an‌ ‌RLA‌ ‌‌depends‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌closeness‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌given‌ ‌race.‌ ‌Where‌ ‌the‌ ‌margin‌‌                                 
between‌ ‌the‌ ‌top‌ ‌two‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌is‌ ‌wide,‌ ‌fewer‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌inspected‌ ‌to‌ ‌reach‌ ‌statistical‌‌                             
confidence‌ ‌about‌ ‌the‌ ‌results;‌ ‌where‌ ‌the‌ ‌margin‌ ‌is‌ ‌narrow,‌ ‌significantly‌ ‌more‌ ‌sample‌ ‌ballots‌‌                         
must‌ ‌be‌ ‌examined.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
On‌ ‌November‌ ‌11‌ ‌at‌ ‌1‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌EST,‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Raffensperger‌ ‌‌announced‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌‌                           
presidential‌‌contest‌‌would‌‌be‌‌the‌‌subject‌‌of‌‌the‌‌pre-certification‌‌Risk‌‌Limiting‌‌Audit.‌‌At‌‌the‌‌time,‌‌                             
Biden‌‌was‌‌leading‌‌by‌‌around‌‌‌13,500‌.‌‌However,‌‌instead‌‌of‌‌selecting‌‌a‌‌random‌‌sample‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌                             
for‌‌each‌‌county‌‌to‌‌review,‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌announced‌‌that‌‌the‌‌close‌‌margin‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌between‌‌the‌‌                               
two‌‌major‌‌party‌‌presidential‌‌candidates‌‌(about‌‌0.3%)‌‌would‌‌trigger‌‌a‌‌full‌‌‌hand‌‌re-tally‌‌of‌‌all‌‌five‌‌                               
million‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌cast‌ ‌across‌ ‌all‌ ‌159‌‌counties.‌‌The‌‌announcement‌‌followed‌‌public‌‌‌pressure‌‌from‌‌                         
President‌ ‌Trump’s‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌and‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌to‌ ‌conduct‌ ‌a‌ ‌full‌‌                         
recount.‌‌‌Voting‌‌Works,‌‌a‌‌non-partisan‌‌and‌‌non-profit‌‌election‌‌technology‌‌company‌‌contracted‌‌                     
to‌‌develop‌‌Georgia’s‌‌audit‌‌technology,‌‌‌said‌‌that,‌‌while‌‌only‌‌around‌‌1.5‌‌million‌‌ballots‌‌needed‌‌to‌‌                             
be‌‌audited‌‌in‌‌order‌‌to‌‌provide‌‌statistical‌‌confidence‌‌about‌‌the‌‌winner,‌‌in‌‌a‌‌presidential‌‌contest‌‌                             
this‌ ‌close,‌ ‌‌it‌ ‌was‌‌actually‌‌“less‌‌work‌‌to‌‌sample‌‌every‌‌cast‌‌ballot,‌‌simply‌‌because‌‌attempting‌‌to‌‌                               
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audit‌‌a‌‌large‌‌subset‌‌incurs‌‌the‌‌work‌‌of‌‌retrieving‌‌and‌‌replacing‌‌specific‌‌ballots,‌‌while‌‌reviewing‌‌                             
all‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌does‌ ‌not.”‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌‌secretary’s‌‌office‌‌‌directed‌‌counties‌‌to‌‌begin‌‌the‌‌audit‌‌process‌‌no‌‌later‌‌than‌‌November‌‌13‌‌at‌‌                               
9‌ ‌a.m.‌ ‌(the‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌for‌ ‌county‌ ‌certification)‌ ‌and‌ ‌to‌ ‌complete‌ ‌it‌ ‌by‌ ‌11:59‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌‌                               
18—two‌ ‌days‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌certification‌ ‌deadline.‌ ‌VotingWorks‌ ‌made‌ ‌copies‌ ‌of‌ ‌audit‌‌                         
paperwork‌ ‌(and‌ ‌even‌ ‌a‌‌humorous‌‌‌video‌‌demonstrating‌‌the‌‌tasks‌‌required‌‌in‌‌a‌‌full‌‌hand‌‌tally)‌‌                             
publicly‌ ‌available‌ ‌‌online‌.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌facilities‌ ‌also‌ ‌‌live-streamed‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌audit‌ ‌process.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Though‌‌it‌‌was‌‌widely‌‌expected‌‌that‌‌counties‌‌would‌‌need‌‌to‌‌work‌‌around‌‌the‌‌clock‌‌to‌‌meet‌‌the‌‌                                 
November‌ ‌18‌ ‌deadline,‌ ‌many‌ ‌counties—even‌ ‌‌Fulton‌,‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌most‌ ‌populous‌‌                   
county—finished‌ ‌early.‌ ‌On‌ ‌November‌ ‌19,‌ ‌Secretary‌‌Raffensperger‌‌‌announced‌‌the‌‌completion‌‌                   
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌audit—the‌‌largest‌‌hand‌‌tally‌‌in‌‌United‌‌States‌‌history—and‌‌shared‌‌the‌‌‌audit‌‌results‌‌and‌‌                             
audit‌ ‌report‌.‌ ‌‌Secretary‌ ‌Raffensperger‌ ‌also‌ ‌‌announced‌‌the‌‌successful‌‌completion‌‌of‌‌a‌‌forensic‌‌                       
audit‌ ‌of‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machines‌ ‌and‌ ‌shared‌ ‌that‌ ‌a‌‌certified‌‌testing‌‌laboratory‌‌“found‌‌no‌‌evidence‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌‌machines‌‌being‌‌tampered.”‌‌‌According‌‌to‌‌the‌‌‌audit‌‌report‌,‌‌the‌‌audit‌‌“‌confirmed‌‌the‌‌original‌‌                           
result‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌namely‌ ‌that‌ ‌Joe‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌Presidential‌ ‌Contest‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌State‌ ‌of‌‌                               
Georgia.”‌ ‌‌The‌ ‌audit‌ ‌data‌ ‌showed‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌vast‌ ‌majority‌ ‌of‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌159‌ ‌counties‌ ‌‌found‌‌                           
negligible‌ ‌changes‌ ‌in‌ ‌their‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counts.‌ ‌In‌ ‌fact,‌ ‌52‌‌counties‌‌reported‌‌no‌‌changes‌‌in‌‌their‌‌vote‌‌                               
totals,‌‌and‌‌another‌‌73‌‌reported‌‌vote‌‌total‌‌changes‌‌of‌‌fewer‌‌than‌‌10‌‌votes.‌‌Seven‌‌of‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌                                 
more‌‌populous‌‌counties‌‌had‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌differentials‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌100‌‌votes,‌‌and‌‌Dekalb,‌‌Floyd,‌‌                           
Fulton,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Gwinnett‌ ‌had‌ ‌discrepancies‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌500‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌‌Most‌ ‌notable‌ ‌was‌ ‌Floyd‌‌                         
County’s‌‌experience,‌‌which‌‌turned‌‌up‌‌‌2,600‌‌previously‌‌untallied‌‌votes—an‌‌oversight‌‌for‌‌which‌‌                       
a‌‌local‌‌election‌‌administrator‌‌was‌‌later‌‌‌fired‌.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌course‌‌of‌‌the‌‌audit,‌‌President‌‌‌Trump‌‌netted‌‌                               
496‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌bringing‌ ‌Biden’s‌ ‌lead‌ ‌to‌ ‌12,248‌ ‌votes‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌five‌ ‌million‌ ‌cast.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Governor‌ ‌Brian‌ ‌Kemp‌ ‌‌certified‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌audit‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌20‌ ‌but,‌ ‌in‌ ‌his‌ ‌remarks,‌‌                               
Kemp‌ ‌explicitly‌ ‌‌referenced‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌law‌ ‌required‌ ‌him‌ ‌to‌ ‌do‌ ‌so,‌ ‌and‌‌he‌‌encouraged‌‌Secretary‌‌                             
Raffensperger‌ ‌to‌ ‌investigate‌ ‌all‌ ‌potential‌ ‌instances‌ ‌of‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌fraud.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Recounting‌ ‌and‌ ‌Recertifying‌ ‌Results‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Even‌ ‌though‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌audit‌‌corroborated‌‌the‌‌original‌‌tally,‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌was‌‌                             
entitled‌ ‌under‌ ‌‌Georgia‌ ‌law‌ ‌to‌ ‌request‌ ‌a‌ ‌machine‌ ‌‌recount‌ ‌because‌ ‌the‌ ‌post-audit‌ ‌margin‌‌                         
remained‌ ‌below‌‌0.5%.‌‌The‌‌margin‌‌hovered‌‌around‌‌0.3%‌‌after‌‌the‌‌audit.‌‌The‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌                           
formally‌ ‌‌requested‌‌a‌‌taxpayer-funded‌‌machine‌‌recount‌‌on‌‌November‌‌21,‌‌which‌‌differed‌‌from‌‌                       
the‌ ‌hand‌ ‌audit‌ ‌in‌ ‌that‌ ‌all‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌needed‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌rescanned‌ ‌through‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machines.‌ ‌‌The‌‌                             
secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌instructed‌‌counties‌‌to‌‌complete‌‌the‌‌machine‌‌recount‌‌by‌‌December‌‌2,‌‌which‌‌                           
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https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/7327935-11-12-2020-OEB-Audit-Instructions.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=U3Vqs2CtQV8&feature=emb_title
https://docs.voting.works/arlo/
https://www.gpb.org/news/2020/11/12/how-will-georgia-recount-5-million-votes-very-carefully
https://twitter.com/FultonInfo/status/1328084355881766914?s=20
https://sos.ga.gov/index.php/elections/historic_first_statewide_audit_of_paper_ballots_upholds_result_of_presidential_race
https://sos.ga.gov/admin/uploads/county-summary-data.pdf
https://static.fox5atlanta.com/www.fox5atlanta.com/content/uploads/2020/11/Risk-limiting-audit-audit-Georgia-Presidential-Contest-Nov-2020.pdf
https://sos.ga.gov/index.php/elections/secretary_raffensperger_announces_completion_of_voting_machine_audit_using_forensic_techniques_no_sign_of_foul_play
https://static.fox5atlanta.com/www.fox5atlanta.com/content/uploads/2020/11/Risk-limiting-audit-audit-Georgia-Presidential-Contest-Nov-2020.pdf
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/politics/elections/georgia-election-audit-nearly-2600-ballots-found-in-floyd-co/85-f65c3042-d4ba-4825-b1b3-a2b8ce5fb6f3?fbclid=IwAR3T70U5AQG3R99jum-cq_-86j14_acmm2Q6fR5_B-i1qnRh-PoTBkjPTEE
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/politics/elections/top-floyd-county-election-official-fired/85-8f27ff22-4261-4bae-b058-630beef1336f
https://www.cnn.com/2020/11/20/politics/georgia-certify-secretary-of-state-raffensperger/index.html
https://gov.georgia.gov/press-releases/2020-11-23/governor-kemp-formalizes-election-certification-calls-signature-audit
https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2019/title-21/chapter-2/article-12/section-21-2-495/
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/politics/elections/donald-trump-georgia-recount-request/85-caaa2396-35df-411c-8b89-fe1aa0057cc4
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they‌ ‌did,‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌exception‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌negligible‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌Coffee‌ ‌County‌.‌ ‌Every‌ ‌other‌‌                               
county‌ ‌was‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌complete‌ ‌the‌ ‌task‌ ‌of‌ ‌recertification‌ ‌within‌ ‌the‌ ‌given‌ ‌time‌ ‌limits.‌‌The‌‌‌final‌‌                               
results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌recount‌ ‌indicated‌ ‌that‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌officially‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌of‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌by‌ ‌‌11,779‌‌                             
votes—reflecting‌ ‌99.965%‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌original‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌count.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Two‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌were‌ ‌filed‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌recount‌ ‌was‌ ‌complete.‌ ‌In‌ ‌‌Pearson‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Kemp‌,‌ ‌filed‌ ‌on‌‌                             
November‌ ‌25,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌six‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌represented‌ ‌by‌ ‌conservative‌ ‌attorney‌ ‌Sydney‌‌                     
Powell‌ ‌filed‌‌an‌‌election‌‌contest.‌‌The‌‌lawsuit‌‌alleged‌‌that‌‌election‌‌software‌‌and‌‌hardware‌‌from‌‌                           
Dominion‌ ‌Voting‌ ‌Systems,‌ ‌which‌ ‌they‌ ‌claimed‌ ‌was‌ ‌developed‌ ‌by‌ ‌Venezuelans‌ ‌to‌ ‌manipulate‌‌                       
votes‌ ‌in‌ ‌favor‌ ‌of‌ ‌Hugo‌ ‌Chavez,‌ ‌led‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌fraudulent‌ ‌ballot-stuffing‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌in‌ ‌five‌ ‌Georgia‌‌                             
counties.‌ ‌‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌state's‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌Dominion‌ ‌technology‌ ‌violated‌ ‌the‌ ‌Election‌‌                         
Code‌‌and‌‌the‌‌Fourteenth‌‌Amendment‌‌by‌‌processing‌‌"defective"‌‌ballots,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌lawsuit‌‌sought‌‌                         
an‌ ‌injunction‌ ‌against‌ ‌transmitting‌ ‌Georgia's‌ ‌certified‌ ‌results.‌ ‌On‌ ‌December‌ ‌7,‌ ‌the‌ ‌court‌‌                       
dismissed‌ ‌the‌ ‌case.‌ ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌minutes‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌record,‌ ‌the‌ ‌judge‌ ‌‌said‌ ‌that‌‌“[the‌‌plaintiffs]‌‌ask‌‌the‌‌                                 
court‌ ‌to‌ ‌order‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌to‌ ‌decertify‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌as‌ ‌if‌ ‌such‌‌a‌‌mechanism‌‌                                 
even‌ ‌exists,‌ ‌and‌ ‌I‌ ‌find‌ ‌that‌ ‌it‌ ‌does‌ ‌not.”‌ ‌The‌ ‌judge‌ ‌also‌ ‌found‌ ‌that‌‌the‌‌plaintiffs‌‌did‌‌not‌‌have‌‌                                     
legal‌ ‌standing‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌suit‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌belong‌ ‌in‌ ‌federal‌ ‌court.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌filed‌‌an‌‌‌emergency‌‌                               
appeal‌‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌on‌ ‌December‌ ‌11.‌ ‌The‌ ‌petition‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌dismissed‌‌ ‌on‌ ‌February‌ ‌11.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Another‌‌case‌‌filed‌‌on‌‌November‌‌25‌‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌state‌‌court,‌‌‌John‌‌Wood‌‌v.‌‌Raffensperger‌,‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌                               
nullify‌‌the‌‌election‌‌results.‌‌‌Plaintiff,‌‌the‌‌president‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Georgia‌‌Voters‌‌Alliance,‌‌contended‌‌that‌                           
Georgia‌ ‌officials‌ ‌violated‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Code‌ ‌and‌ ‌state‌ ‌constitution‌ ‌in‌ ‌several‌ ‌ways:‌ ‌by‌‌                           
accepting‌‌a‌‌grant‌‌from‌‌the‌‌Center‌‌for‌‌Tech‌‌and‌‌Civic‌‌Life‌‌to‌‌help‌‌fund‌‌the‌‌election,‌‌by‌‌following‌‌                                   
a‌ ‌consent‌ ‌decree‌ ‌that‌ ‌provided‌ ‌for‌ ‌more‌ ‌scrutiny‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌and‌‌                         
disqualification,‌‌and‌‌by‌‌counting‌‌purportedly‌‌illegal‌‌votes.‌‌He‌‌requested‌‌that‌‌the‌‌court‌‌‌prevent‌‌                         
the‌‌governor‌‌from‌‌certifying‌‌Georgia’s‌‌election‌‌results.‌The‌‌case‌‌was‌‌‌dismissed‌‌on‌‌the‌‌grounds‌‌                           
that‌‌neither‌‌the‌‌governor‌‌or‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌can‌‌be‌‌named‌‌as‌‌defendants‌‌in‌‌an‌‌election‌‌                                 
contest,‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌protected‌ ‌by‌ ‌sovereign‌ ‌immunity.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
On‌‌December‌‌7,‌‌2020,‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌‌recertified‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌election,‌‌                             
as‌ ‌‌did‌ ‌Governor‌ ‌Kemp—the‌ ‌last‌ ‌step‌ ‌towards‌ ‌committing‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌votes‌ ‌to‌ ‌Biden.‌‌                         
The‌‌recertification‌‌followed‌‌the‌‌audit-triggered‌‌hand‌‌recount‌‌and‌‌the‌‌formal‌‌recount‌‌requested‌‌                       
by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign.‌ ‌Both‌ ‌recounts‌ ‌‌upheld‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌original‌ ‌outcome‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌race.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌same‌ ‌day‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌recertification,‌ ‌Governor‌ ‌Kemp‌ ‌issued‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌statement‌,‌ ‌along‌ ‌with‌ ‌Lt.‌‌                           
Governor‌ ‌Geoff‌ ‌Duncan,‌ ‌responding‌ ‌to‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌lawmakers’‌ ‌request‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌Georgia‌‌                     
General‌ ‌Assembly‌ ‌convene‌ ‌a‌ ‌special‌ ‌session‌ ‌to‌ ‌select‌ ‌a‌ ‌slate‌ ‌of‌ ‌electors‌‌who‌‌would,‌‌instead,‌‌                             
vote‌ ‌for‌ ‌Trump.‌ ‌Kemp’s‌ ‌‌statement‌ ‌unequivocally‌ ‌denied‌ ‌the‌ ‌request,‌ ‌stating‌ ‌that‌ ‌“‌[i]n‌ ‌the‌‌                         
1960s,‌‌the‌‌General‌‌Assembly‌‌decided‌‌that‌‌Georgia’s‌‌presidential‌‌electors‌‌will‌‌be‌‌determined‌‌by‌‌                         
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https://sos.ga.gov/index.php/elections/secretary_of_states_office_opens_investigation_into_coffee_countys_handling_of_recount
https://sos.ga.gov/index.php/elections/secretary_of_states_office_opens_investigation_into_coffee_countys_handling_of_recount
https://results.enr.clarityelections.com/GA/107231/web.264614/#/summary
https://results.enr.clarityelections.com/GA/107231/web.264614/#/summary
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/politics/elections/georgia-election-news-live-blog-dec-7/85-885855bd-4702-49ad-a50b-1af749a1174a
https://healthyelections-case-tracker.stanford.edu/detail?id=401
https://www.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.gand.284055/gov.uscourts.gand.284055.74.0_2.pdf
https://www.cnbc.com/2020/12/07/judge-dismisses-sidney-powell-lawsuit-challenging-trump-georgia-loss.html
https://www.democracydocket.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/Final-Ga.-Brief-Booklet-Size.pdf
https://www.democracydocket.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/Final-Ga.-Brief-Booklet-Size.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.gov/search.aspx?filename=/docket/docketfiles/html/public/20-816.html
https://www.democracydocket.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/2020CV342959-PETITION.pdf
https://www.democracydocket.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/45/2020/11/2020.12.08-John-Wood-v.-Raffensperger-Final-Order-KH623841x9D7F4.pdf
https://sos.ga.gov/index.php/elections/secretary_of_state_certifies_election_kraken_case_dismissed
https://thehill.com/homenews/campaign/529129-kemp-recertifies-biden-win-in-georgia-after-recount
https://sos.ga.gov/index.php/elections/secretary_of_state_certifies_election_kraken_case_dismissed
https://gov.georgia.gov/press-releases/2020-12-07/gov-kemp-lt-gov-duncan-issue-statement-request-special-session-general
https://gov.georgia.gov/press-releases/2020-12-07/gov-kemp-lt-gov-duncan-issue-statement-request-special-session-general
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the‌ ‌winner‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌popular‌ ‌vote.‌ ‌Any‌ ‌attempt‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌‌legislature‌‌to‌‌retroactively‌‌change‌‌                             
that‌ ‌process‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌3‌ ‌election‌ ‌would‌ ‌be‌ ‌unconstitutional.”‌ ‌In‌ ‌this‌ ‌‌statement‌,‌‌                         
Governor‌‌Kemp‌‌and‌‌Lt.‌‌Governor‌‌Duncan‌‌also‌‌advised‌‌Republican‌‌lawmakers‌‌that‌‌“the‌judicial‌‌                         
system‌‌remains‌‌the‌‌only‌‌viable—and‌‌quickest—option‌‌in‌‌disputing‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌November‌‌                         
3‌‌election‌‌in‌‌Georgia.”‌‌While‌‌it‌‌may‌‌have‌‌been‌‌the‌‌only‌‌option,‌‌the‌‌courts,‌‌ultimately,‌‌were‌‌not‌‌a‌‌                                   
successful‌ ‌forum‌ ‌for‌ ‌litigants‌ ‌hoping‌ ‌to‌ ‌invalidate‌ ‌the‌ ‌will‌ ‌of‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌voters.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌also‌ ‌filed‌ ‌two‌ ‌post-certification‌ ‌lawsuits.‌ ‌‌Trump‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Raffensperger‌,‌ ‌filed‌‌                       
December‌‌4,‌‌asked‌‌a‌‌state‌‌court‌‌in‌‌Fulton‌‌County‌‌to‌‌order‌‌Georgia‌‌to‌‌conduct‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌                               
election‌‌all‌‌over‌‌again,‌‌from‌‌scratch.‌‌Petitioners‌‌alleged‌‌that‌‌respondents,‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌                           
and‌ ‌county‌ ‌elections‌ ‌officials,‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌unqualified‌ ‌people‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote,‌ ‌sent‌ ‌unsolicited‌ ‌absentee‌‌                       
ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters,‌ ‌entered‌ ‌into‌ ‌a‌ ‌consent‌ ‌decree‌ ‌that‌ ‌allocated‌ ‌more‌ ‌personnel‌ ‌to‌ ‌conduct‌‌                           
signature‌ ‌verification,‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌was‌ ‌higher‌ ‌than‌ ‌in‌ ‌previous‌‌                           
elections.‌ ‌The‌ ‌case‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌voluntarily‌ ‌dismissed‌ ‌on‌ ‌January‌ ‌7,‌ ‌2021.‌ ‌In‌ ‌one‌ ‌last-ditch‌ ‌effort,‌‌                           
President‌‌Trump‌‌requested‌‌an‌‌emergency‌‌injunction‌‌in‌‌federal‌‌court‌‌December‌‌31,‌‌in‌‌‌Trump‌‌v.‌‌                           
Kemp,‌ ‌to‌ ‌decertify‌ ‌Georgia's‌‌election‌‌results,‌‌alleging‌‌that‌‌Georgia's‌‌manner‌‌of‌‌conducting‌‌the‌‌                         
election‌‌violated‌‌the‌‌Electors‌‌Clause.‌‌The‌‌court‌‌denied‌‌the‌‌request‌‌on‌‌January‌‌5,‌‌2021.‌‌Neither‌‌                             
of‌ ‌these‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌had‌ ‌any‌ ‌impact‌ ‌on‌ ‌certification‌ ‌or‌ ‌results.‌ ‌  

‌ 
Georgia‌ ‌voters‌ ‌also‌ ‌filed‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌post-election‌ ‌period,‌ ‌but‌ ‌they‌‌had‌‌no‌‌impact‌‌on‌‌                             
the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election‌‌either.‌‌Three‌‌came‌‌before‌‌the‌‌recertification.‌‌‌First,‌‌in‌‌‌Rebecca‌‌Brooks‌‌                             
v.‌‌Thomas‌‌Mahoney‌‌III‌,‌‌filed‌‌on‌‌November‌‌11,‌‌four‌‌Georgia‌‌voters‌‌filed‌‌suit‌‌against‌‌the‌‌Georgia‌‌                               
governor,‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state,‌ ‌and‌ ‌members‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌in‌ ‌eight‌‌                             
counties,‌‌alleging‌‌voter‌‌fraud.‌‌Their‌‌examples‌‌included‌‌claims‌‌that‌‌voter‌‌registration‌‌rolls‌‌in‌‌21‌‌                           
counties‌‌exceeded‌‌100%‌‌of‌‌eligible‌‌voters‌‌in‌‌those‌‌counties,‌‌and‌‌that‌‌they‌‌believed‌‌more‌‌than‌‌                             
70,000‌‌non-citizens‌‌voted‌‌for‌‌Biden.‌‌Plaintiffs‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌exclude‌‌counties‌‌with‌‌any‌‌irregularities‌‌                         
from‌ ‌the‌ ‌state's‌ ‌overall‌ ‌vote‌ ‌total,‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌grounds‌ ‌that‌ ‌such‌ ‌counties'‌ ‌inclusion‌ ‌would‌ ‌dilute‌‌                             
plaintiffs'‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌Five‌ ‌days‌ ‌later,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌‌voluntarily‌ ‌dismissed‌‌ ‌their‌ ‌suit.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌ ‌the‌ ‌second‌ ‌post-election‌ ‌citizen‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Lin‌ ‌Wood‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Raffensperger‌,‌ ‌filed‌ ‌in‌‌federal‌‌court‌‌on‌‌                             
November‌‌13‌‌(the‌‌day‌‌the‌‌audit‌‌began),‌‌a‌‌Georgia‌‌voter‌‌sought‌‌an‌‌injunction‌‌against‌‌certifying‌‌                             
the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌The‌ ‌plaintiff‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌had‌‌                               
violated‌ ‌the‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Clause‌ ‌by‌ ‌entering‌ ‌into‌ ‌the‌ ‌litigation‌ ‌settlement‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌Georgia‌ ‌Democratic‌‌                         
Party‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Raffensperger‌ ‌in‌ ‌March,‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌had‌ ‌changed‌ ‌the‌ ‌manner‌ ‌of‌‌                               
handling‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌‌form‌‌inconsistent‌‌with‌‌state‌‌law.‌‌The‌‌court‌‌‌held‌‌that‌‌Lin‌‌Wood‌‌                               
lacked‌ ‌standing‌ ‌to‌‌bring‌‌these‌‌claims‌‌and‌‌that‌‌the‌‌plaintiff‌‌had‌‌not‌‌demonstrated‌‌a‌‌likelihood‌‌                             
of‌ ‌success‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌merits.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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In‌ ‌the‌ ‌third‌ ‌citizen‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Boland‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Raffensperger‌,‌ ‌‌filed‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌state‌ ‌court‌ ‌in‌ ‌Fulton‌ ‌County‌‌                               
November‌‌30,‌‌a‌‌Georgia‌‌voter‌‌‌alleged‌‌that‌‌20,311‌‌people‌‌who‌‌did‌‌not‌‌reside‌‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌voted‌‌                               
in‌‌the‌‌election‌‌and‌‌that‌‌there‌‌was‌‌a‌‌low‌‌ballot‌‌rejection‌‌rate‌‌based‌‌on‌‌signature‌‌mismatch.‌‌As‌‌                                 
remedy,‌‌the‌‌plaintiff‌‌sought‌‌the‌‌decertification‌‌of‌‌election‌‌results.‌‌The‌‌court‌‌dismissed‌‌the‌‌suit‌‌                           
on‌‌December‌‌8‌‌for‌‌lack‌‌of‌‌standing‌‌and‌‌for‌‌insufficient‌‌factual‌‌basis‌‌for‌‌the‌‌claims.‌‌The‌‌Georgia‌‌                                 
Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌declined‌ ‌to‌ ‌hear‌ ‌an‌ ‌appeal‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiff‌ ‌‌voluntarily‌ ‌dismissed‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌case.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Post-certification,‌‌two‌‌Georgia‌‌voters‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌decertify‌‌Georgia’s‌‌presidential‌‌results‌‌in‌‌‌Still‌‌v.‌‌                         
Raffensperger‌,‌ ‌filed‌ ‌on‌ ‌December‌ ‌12,‌ ‌2020.‌ ‌Petitioners‌ ‌contended‌ ‌that‌ ‌Coffee‌ ‌County‌‌                     
experienced‌ ‌irregularities‌ ‌during‌ ‌its‌ ‌recount‌ ‌and‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌unable‌ ‌to‌ ‌certify‌ ‌its‌ ‌recount‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌‌                           
secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state's‌ ‌deadline.‌ ‌They‌ ‌argued‌ ‌that,‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌this‌ ‌incident,‌ ‌the‌ ‌court‌ ‌should‌‌                           
de-certify‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌results.‌ ‌The‌ ‌case‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌voluntarily‌ ‌dismissed‌‌ ‌on‌ ‌January‌ ‌7,‌ ‌2021.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Finally,‌‌in‌‌‌Favorito‌‌v.‌‌Cooney‌,‌‌a‌‌tabulation‌‌observer‌‌and‌‌several‌‌hand-count‌‌auditors‌‌filed‌‌suit‌‌on‌‌                             
December‌ ‌23‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌state‌ ‌court‌ ‌in‌ ‌Fulton‌ ‌County‌ ‌alleging‌ ‌a‌ ‌range‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail-ballot‌ ‌fraud.‌ ‌Among‌‌                               
other‌ ‌claims,‌ ‌petitioners‌ ‌said‌ ‌they‌ ‌detected‌ ‌a‌ ‌sudden‌ ‌20,000‌ ‌vote‌ ‌increase‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden,‌ ‌and‌‌                           
alleged‌‌that‌‌a‌‌video‌‌posted‌‌on‌‌social‌‌media‌‌showed‌‌that,‌‌during‌‌a‌‌water‌‌main‌‌break‌‌at‌‌the‌‌State‌‌                                   
Farm‌ ‌Arena‌ ‌voting‌ ‌center‌ ‌when‌ ‌some‌ ‌staff‌ ‌and‌ ‌reporters‌ ‌left‌ ‌the‌ ‌premises,‌ ‌other‌ ‌election‌‌                           
workers‌ ‌allegedly‌ ‌pulled‌ ‌out‌ ‌cases‌ ‌filled‌ ‌with‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌scanned‌ ‌them.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌sought‌ ‌an‌‌                           
order‌ ‌permitting‌ ‌them‌ ‌to‌ ‌inspect‌ ‌and‌ ‌scan‌ ‌all‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election;‌ ‌the‌ ‌case‌‌                               
remains‌ ‌open‌ ‌as‌ ‌of‌ ‌early‌ ‌2021.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Michigan‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌ ‌the‌ ‌words‌ ‌of‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Jocelyn‌ ‌Bensen,‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌went‌‌                             
“‌incredibly‌ ‌smoothly‌.”‌ ‌Turnout‌ ‌reached‌ ‌record‌ ‌highs,‌ ‌with‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌5.5‌ ‌million‌ ‌votes‌ ‌‌cast‌,‌‌                         
representing‌ ‌‌71%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌—‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌4.9‌ ‌million‌ ‌votes‌ ‌‌cast‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2016‌‌                               
general‌‌election,‌‌representing‌‌63%‌‌of‌‌registered‌‌voters.‌‌Even‌‌with‌‌the‌‌massive‌‌increase‌‌in‌‌voter‌‌                           
turnout‌ ‌and‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting,‌ ‌‌fewer‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌‌rejected‌‌in‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌than‌‌in‌‌previous‌‌                             
elections.‌‌Although‌‌many‌‌worried‌‌that‌‌it‌‌would‌‌take‌‌several‌‌days‌‌for‌‌the‌‌state‌‌to‌‌report‌‌election‌‌                               
results,‌ ‌the‌ ‌press‌ ‌‌called‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌for‌ ‌Joe‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌at‌ ‌6‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌the‌ ‌day‌ ‌after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌‌Biden‌‌                                   
defeated‌‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌by‌ ‌2.8‌ ‌percentage‌ ‌points,‌ ‌or‌ ‌154,188‌ ‌total‌ ‌votes.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Despite‌ ‌the‌ ‌well-executed‌ ‌election,‌ ‌there‌ ‌was‌ ‌still‌ ‌a‌ ‌cloud‌ ‌of‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌narratives‌ ‌and‌‌                         
unsubstantiated‌ ‌claims‌ ‌of‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌and‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌misconduct‌ ‌hanging‌ ‌over‌ ‌Michigan.‌ ‌The‌‌                       
phenomenon‌‌dubbed‌‌a‌‌“‌red‌‌mirage‌”‌‌by‌‌political‌‌observers‌‌is‌‌one‌‌in‌‌which‌‌Republicans‌‌appear‌‌                           
to‌ ‌be‌ ‌winning‌ ‌at‌ ‌first‌ ‌because‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌votes‌ ‌are‌ ‌counted‌ ‌first.‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020,‌‌                             
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https://www.politico.com/2020-election/results/michigan/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-election-mirage-explainer/explainer-red-mirage-blue-mirage-beware-of-early-u-s-election-wins-idUSKBN27H1A6
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especially‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌leaned‌ ‌heavily‌ ‌on‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌votes‌ ‌(which‌ ‌are‌‌                         
typically‌ ‌counted‌ ‌later).‌ ‌So‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌counting‌ ‌proceeded,‌ ‌an‌ ‌early‌ ‌Republican‌‌lead‌‌(the‌‌                           
“red‌ ‌mirage”)‌ ‌was‌ ‌dissipated‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌later‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌surge‌ ‌(the‌ ‌“blue‌ ‌tsunami”).‌ ‌Unsupported‌‌                         
claims‌ ‌of‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌were‌ ‌buoyed‌ ‌by‌ ‌unsuccessful‌ ‌post-election‌ ‌lawsuits,‌ ‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌by‌‌state‌‌                             
legislative‌ ‌hearings‌ ‌that‌ ‌dragged‌ ‌on‌ ‌until‌ ‌December‌ ‌2.‌ ‌Neither‌ ‌the‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌nor‌ ‌the‌ ‌hearings‌‌                           
stopped‌ ‌Michigan's‌ ‌certification‌ ‌process‌ ‌and,‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌23,‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌certified‌‌its‌‌election‌‌                         
results‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌Rejecting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

As‌ ‌expected,‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voting‌ ‌hit‌ ‌an‌ ‌all-time‌ ‌high‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan.‌ ‌Of‌‌the‌‌5.5‌‌million‌‌votes‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌                                 
November‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌‌3.26‌ ‌million‌ ‌were‌ ‌early‌ ‌or‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌representing‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌60%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌votes‌‌                             
cast‌‌and‌‌with‌‌a‌‌return‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌94%‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌requested.‌‌This‌‌was‌‌a‌‌‌167%‌‌increase‌‌in‌‌mail‌‌                                     
and‌ ‌early‌ ‌vote‌ ‌turnout‌ ‌from‌ ‌2016.‌ ‌Despite‌ ‌this‌ ‌surge‌ ‌in‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting,‌ ‌no‌ ‌supply‌ ‌or‌ ‌ballot‌‌                               
shortages‌ ‌were‌ ‌reported.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌Anticipating‌ ‌a‌ ‌significant‌ ‌increase‌ ‌in‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting,‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Jocelyn‌ ‌Benson‌ ‌and‌‌                           

Michigan‌‌town‌‌clerks‌‌‌called‌‌for‌‌an‌‌earlier‌‌start‌‌date‌‌for‌‌processing‌‌mail‌‌ballots—a‌‌change‌‌they‌‌                             
had‌‌sought‌‌since‌‌August‌‌2019,‌‌long‌‌before‌‌the‌‌coronavirus‌‌pandemic.‌‌Under‌‌state‌‌law‌‌in‌‌2019,‌‌                             
processing‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌ ‌begin‌ ‌until‌ ‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌Election‌‌officials‌‌feared‌‌it‌‌would‌‌                             
take‌ ‌many‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌mail‌ ‌votes‌ ‌(see‌ ‌appendix‌ ‌for‌ ‌details‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌‌                               
procedures).‌ ‌In‌ ‌October‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌legislature,‌ ‌controlled‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌Party,‌‌                       
passed‌ ‌a‌ ‌new‌ ‌law,‌ ‌‌Senate‌ ‌Bill‌ ‌757‌,‌ ‌that‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌in‌ ‌larger‌ ‌municipalities‌ ‌to‌‌                             
pre-process‌ ‌(but‌ ‌not‌ ‌to‌ ‌count)‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌the‌ ‌day‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌one‌ ‌day‌ ‌earlier‌‌than‌‌                               
previously‌‌allowed.‌‌Additionally,‌‌the‌‌bill‌‌‌allowed‌‌for‌‌extra‌‌work‌‌shifts‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌                           
These‌‌changes‌‌were‌‌relatively‌‌modest,‌‌and‌‌Secretary‌‌Benson‌‌‌predicted‌‌that‌‌the‌‌state‌‌might‌‌not‌‌                           
be‌ ‌able‌‌to‌‌announce‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌presidential‌‌results‌‌until‌‌the‌‌Friday‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌However,‌‌                             
election‌ ‌staff‌ ‌worked‌ ‌tirelessly‌ ‌and‌ ‌finished‌ ‌processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌counting‌ ‌votes‌ ‌by‌ ‌Wednesday‌‌                       
evening‌,‌ ‌November‌ ‌4.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Some‌ ‌election‌ ‌experts‌‌‌worried‌‌that‌‌the‌‌rejection‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌could‌‌be‌‌large‌‌enough‌‌to‌‌                               
decide‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌‌election.‌‌This‌‌fear‌‌stemmed‌‌from‌‌the‌‌2016‌‌election,‌‌when‌‌the‌‌‌number‌‌of‌‌                             
mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌was‌ ‌only‌ ‌10‌ ‌fewer‌ ‌than‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌margin‌ ‌by‌ ‌which‌ ‌President‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌‌                               
state.‌‌As‌‌it‌‌turned‌‌out,‌‌however,‌‌rejection‌‌rates‌‌in‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌were‌‌low—0.46%,‌‌compared‌‌                           
to‌ ‌0.49%‌ ‌‌rejected‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2016‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌election‌ ‌and‌ ‌0.70%‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020‌‌                             
primary.‌ ‌Of‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌3.26‌ ‌million‌ ‌mail‌ ‌and‌ ‌early‌‌ballots‌‌cast,‌‌only‌‌15,302‌‌were‌‌‌rejected‌,‌‌well‌‌below‌‌                               
the‌ ‌‌154,188-vote‌ ‌margin‌ ‌by‌ ‌which‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌defeated‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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While‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌require‌ ‌a‌ ‌witness‌ ‌signature‌ ‌or‌ ‌a‌‌copy‌‌of‌‌an‌‌ID‌‌with‌‌mail‌‌ballots,‌‌the‌‌                                   
state‌‌has‌‌a‌‌signature‌‌verification‌‌process.‌‌The‌‌state‌‌also‌‌rejects‌‌ballots‌‌received‌‌after‌‌8‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌                               
Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌no‌ ‌matter‌ ‌the‌ ‌postmark‌ ‌date.‌ ‌Of‌ ‌the‌ ‌15,302‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌‌rejected‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌‌                             
2020‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌most‌‌fell‌‌into‌‌five‌‌categories:‌‌3,328‌‌were‌‌rejected‌‌for‌‌lateness,‌‌1,400‌‌for‌‌                             
mismatched‌ ‌signature,‌ ‌1,852‌ ‌for‌‌missing‌‌signature,‌‌4,090‌‌for‌‌voters‌‌who‌‌moved‌‌to‌‌a‌‌different‌‌                           
jurisdiction‌ ‌after‌ ‌voting‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌but‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌and‌ ‌3,469‌ ‌were‌ ‌voters‌ ‌who‌ ‌died‌‌                           
before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌‌ ‌  
‌ ‌  

Two‌ ‌new‌ ‌sets‌ ‌of‌ ‌rules‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020‌ ‌reduced‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌signature‌‌                               
reasons.‌ ‌First,‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Jocelyn‌ ‌Benson‌ ‌issued‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌signature‌‌                     
verification‌‌‌guidance‌‌in‌‌early‌‌2020.‌‌The‌‌guidance‌‌was‌‌created‌‌in‌‌response‌‌to‌‌a‌‌lawsuit,‌‌‌Priorities‌‌                             
USA‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Benson,‌ ‌filed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌League‌ ‌of‌‌Women‌‌Voters.‌‌It‌‌standardized‌‌criteria‌‌employed‌‌across‌‌                             
the‌ ‌state‌ ‌while‌ ‌providing‌‌more‌‌rigorous‌‌training‌‌for‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌on‌‌signature‌‌verification.‌‌                         
Significantly,‌ ‌the‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌recommended‌ ‌that‌ ‌slight‌ ‌dissimilarities‌ ‌in‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌should‌ ‌be‌‌                     
resolved‌‌in‌‌favor‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌whenever‌‌possible,‌‌permitting‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌accept‌‌more‌‌signatures.‌‌                           
Second,‌ ‌the‌‌Michigan‌‌legislature‌‌passed‌‌a‌‌law‌‌(‌Senate‌‌Bill‌‌0757‌)‌‌on‌‌October‌‌7,‌‌2020,‌‌requiring‌‌                             
notice‌‌be‌‌given‌‌to‌‌voters‌‌who‌‌submitted‌‌defective‌‌ballot‌‌envelopes‌‌and‌‌mandating‌‌such‌‌voters‌‌                           
have‌ ‌an‌ ‌opportunity‌ ‌to‌ ‌cure‌ ‌those‌ ‌defects‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌After‌ ‌these‌ ‌rules‌ ‌went‌ ‌into‌‌                             
effect,‌ ‌the‌ ‌rate‌ ‌of‌ ‌rejections‌ ‌for‌ ‌signature‌ ‌issues‌ ‌‌fell‌ ‌slightly‌ ‌from‌ ‌0.14%‌ ‌to‌ ‌0.1%‌ ‌of‌ ‌total‌‌                               
absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020‌ ‌primary‌‌and‌‌the‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌election.‌‌                         
Rates‌ ‌also‌ ‌fell‌ ‌from‌‌the‌‌2016‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌where‌‌the‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌rejection‌‌for‌‌signature‌‌issues‌‌                               
was‌ ‌‌0.13%‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
In‌ ‌light‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌expected‌ ‌high‌ ‌volume‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌voting‌ ‌rights‌ ‌advocates‌ ‌feared‌ ‌a‌ ‌large‌‌                               
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌November‌ ‌would‌ ‌be‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌lateness.‌ ‌These‌ ‌fears‌ ‌were‌‌                           
exacerbated‌‌by‌‌the‌‌‌high‌‌number‌‌of‌‌rejections‌‌for‌‌late-arriving‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌the‌‌August‌‌primary‌‌and‌‌                             
by‌‌concerns‌‌that‌‌operational‌‌changes‌‌at‌‌the‌‌U.S.‌‌Postal‌‌Service‌‌(USPS)would‌‌‌slow‌‌mail‌‌delivery.‌‌                           
Late‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌did‌ ‌end‌ ‌up‌ ‌constituting‌ ‌about‌ ‌‌1‌ ‌in‌ ‌5‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌‌                               
election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌‌two‌‌lawsuits,‌‌plaintiffs‌‌unsuccessfully‌‌tried‌‌to‌‌obtain‌‌an‌‌extension‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌receipt‌‌                             
deadline.‌ ‌First,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌League‌ ‌of‌ ‌Women‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌of‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Benson‌ ‌unsuccessfully‌‌                         
petitioned‌‌a‌‌three-judge‌‌panel‌‌of‌‌the‌‌‌Michigan‌‌Court‌‌of‌‌Appeals‌‌to‌‌order‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌                               
to‌‌accept‌‌ballots‌‌‌postmarked‌‌by‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌Michigan‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌‌denied‌‌plaintiffs‌‌                           
leave‌‌to‌‌appeal.‌‌Then,‌‌in‌‌‌Michigan‌‌Alliance‌‌for‌‌Retired‌‌Americans‌‌v.‌‌Benson‌,‌‌a‌‌Michigan‌‌state‌‌court‌‌                               
granted‌ ‌plaintiffs’‌ ‌request‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌preliminary‌ ‌injunction‌ ‌enjoining‌ ‌enforcement‌ ‌of‌ ‌Michigan’s‌‌                     
Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌deadline.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌on‌‌October‌‌16,‌‌well‌‌after‌‌the‌‌state‌‌had‌‌‌printed‌‌                             
and‌ ‌mailed‌ ‌voting‌‌materials‌‌and‌‌instructions‌‌reflecting‌‌the‌‌new‌‌injunction-granted‌‌deadline,‌‌a‌‌                       
different‌ ‌three-judge‌ ‌panel‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌appeals‌‌court‌‌‌reversed‌‌that‌‌ruling.‌‌The‌‌appeals‌‌panel‌‌                           
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held‌‌that‌‌it‌‌was‌‌constitutional‌‌to‌‌require‌‌ballots‌‌be‌‌‌received‌‌by‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌polls‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌                                   
in‌ ‌order‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌This‌ ‌late‌ ‌reversal‌ ‌left‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌and‌ ‌voting‌ ‌rights‌ ‌advocates‌‌                             
scrambling‌ ‌to‌ ‌publicize‌ ‌the‌ ‌change‌ ‌in‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌to‌ ‌minimize‌ ‌voter‌ ‌confusion.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Fortunately,‌ ‌operational‌ ‌slowdowns‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌USPS‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌cause‌ ‌as‌ ‌many‌‌                             
votes‌‌to‌‌be‌‌rejected‌‌for‌‌lateness‌‌as‌‌some‌‌had‌‌feared‌‌and‌‌expected.‌‌But‌‌the‌‌USPS‌‌changes‌‌and‌‌                                 
delays‌ ‌did‌ ‌prompt‌ ‌at‌ ‌least‌ ‌three‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌involving‌ ‌Michigan.‌‌‌Over‌‌the‌‌summer‌,‌‌the‌‌Michigan‌‌                           
attorney‌ ‌general‌ ‌joined‌ ‌other‌ ‌states‌‌in‌‌a‌‌federal‌‌lawsuit‌‌against‌‌the‌‌USPS.‌‌Then,‌‌‌the‌‌weekend‌‌                             
before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌federal‌ ‌lawsuit‌ ‌brought‌ ‌by‌ ‌voting‌ ‌rights‌ ‌groups,‌ ‌‌a‌ ‌federal‌ ‌court‌‌                             
ordered‌ ‌‌t‌he‌ ‌USPS‌ ‌to‌ ‌accelerate‌ ‌delivery‌ ‌in‌ ‌Detroit,‌ ‌Michigan,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Lakeland,‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌And‌‌                         
finally,‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌itself,‌ ‌in‌‌response‌‌to‌‌data‌‌‌showing‌‌that‌‌the‌‌USPS‌‌was‌‌in‌‌possession‌‌of‌‌                                 
300,000‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌nationwide‌ ‌that‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌scanned‌‌into‌‌the‌‌USPS’s‌‌processing‌‌system‌‌but‌‌not‌‌                           
delivered‌‌to‌‌their‌‌elections‌‌office‌‌destinations,‌‌voting‌‌rights‌‌nonprofits‌‌‌filed‌‌a‌‌lawsuit‌‌seeking‌‌an‌‌                           
injunction‌‌that‌‌would‌‌require‌‌USPS‌‌inspectors‌‌to‌‌scour‌‌facilities‌‌across‌‌the‌‌country,‌‌including‌‌in‌‌                           
Detroit,‌‌for‌‌undelivered‌‌ballots.‌‌While‌‌the‌‌court‌‌‌granted‌‌the‌‌injunction‌‌for‌‌various‌‌USPS‌‌facilities‌‌                           
in‌ ‌Detroit,‌ ‌USPS‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌comply‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌judge’s‌ ‌order‌,‌ ‌claiming‌ ‌that‌ ‌compliance‌ ‌“would've‌‌                           
interrupted‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌processes‌‌at‌‌the‌‌facilities‌‌and‌‌wasn’t‌‌feasible‌‌for‌‌the‌‌small‌‌number‌‌of‌‌                             
inspectors‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌facility.”‌ ‌While‌ ‌some‌ ‌were‌ ‌alarmed‌‌by‌‌the‌‌USPS’s‌‌failure‌‌to‌‌comply,‌‌only‌‌‌3,328‌‌                               
ballots‌‌were‌‌ultimately‌‌rejected‌‌in‌‌Michigan‌‌for‌‌lateness,‌‌about‌‌half‌‌the‌‌number‌‌(‌6,405‌‌ballots‌)‌‌                           
as‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌August‌ ‌primary.‌ ‌Extensive‌ ‌‌educational‌ ‌campaigns‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌by‌‌                       
Michigan’s‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌and‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌100‌ ‌nonprofit‌ ‌organizations‌ ‌likely‌ ‌helped‌‌                       
encourage‌ ‌voters‌ ‌to‌ ‌mail‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌early‌ ‌or‌ ‌drop‌ ‌them‌ ‌off‌ ‌at‌ ‌official‌ ‌locations.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Counting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌proceeded‌ ‌faster‌ ‌than‌ ‌‌anticipated‌.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Associated‌ ‌Press‌‌                         
called‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌for‌ ‌Joe‌‌Biden‌‌on‌‌Wednesday,‌‌November‌‌4,‌‌at‌‌6‌‌p.m,‌‌two‌‌days‌‌before‌‌a‌‌call‌‌                                   
was‌‌expected.‌‌AP‌‌was‌‌able‌‌to‌‌make‌‌an‌‌early‌‌call‌‌because‌‌the‌‌remaining‌‌uncounted‌‌votes‌‌came‌‌                               
from‌ ‌overwhelmingly‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌areas.‌ ‌Though‌ ‌the‌ ‌count‌ ‌was‌ ‌expected‌ ‌to‌ ‌take‌ ‌up‌ ‌to‌ ‌three‌‌                           
days‌ ‌after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌Michigan‌‌finished‌‌counting‌‌its‌‌remaining‌‌ballots‌‌on‌‌Wednesday‌‌night,‌‌                         
as‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌Benson‌ ‌‌announced‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌video.‌ ‌Counties‌ ‌posted‌ ‌their‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results‌ ‌on‌ ‌their‌‌                           
websites‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌early‌ ‌morning‌ ‌hours‌ ‌on‌ ‌Thursday,‌ ‌November‌ ‌5.‌ ‌The‌ ‌‌new‌ ‌law‌ ‌allowing‌‌                           
processing‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌the‌ ‌day‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌and‌ ‌extending‌ ‌work‌ ‌hours‌ ‌for‌ ‌poll‌ ‌workers‌‌                             
enabled‌ ‌this‌ ‌efficient‌ ‌counting‌ ‌effort.‌ 

‌ 
Republican‌‌poll‌‌challengers‌‌and‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌filed‌‌multiple‌‌lawsuits‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌                         
seeking‌ ‌to‌ ‌delay‌ ‌or‌ ‌halt‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌or‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌certification.‌ ‌While‌ ‌these‌‌                               
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lawsuits‌ ‌all‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌election‌ ‌irregularities‌ ‌and‌ ‌even‌ ‌outright‌ ‌fraud,‌ ‌their‌ ‌legal‌ ‌claims‌‌centered‌‌                         
around‌ ‌compliance‌ ‌with‌ ‌election‌ ‌procedures,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌observation‌ ‌of‌ ‌certain‌ ‌processes.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Three‌‌lawsuits,‌‌all‌‌in‌‌state‌‌courts,‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌halt‌‌the‌‌count‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌votes‌‌until‌‌more‌‌Republican‌‌                                 
poll‌ ‌observers‌ ‌were‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌to‌ ‌watch‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌First,‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌Polasek‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Benson‌,‌‌                             
plaintiffs‌‌sought‌‌an‌‌emergency‌‌declaratory‌‌judgment‌‌that‌‌more‌‌than‌‌one‌‌challenger‌‌per‌‌party‌‌                         
should‌ ‌be‌ ‌present‌‌to‌‌observe‌‌the‌‌absent‌‌voter‌‌counting‌‌board.‌‌The‌‌judge‌‌denied‌‌the‌‌request,‌‌                             
finding‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌defendants,‌ ‌including‌ ‌Michigan’s‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state,‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌the‌ ‌power‌‌                           
under‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌law‌ ‌to‌ ‌expand‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌challengers‌ ‌to‌ ‌10‌ ‌per‌ ‌party‌ ‌as‌ ‌requested.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Second,‌‌in‌‌‌Donald‌‌J.‌‌Trump‌‌for‌‌President‌‌v.‌‌Benson‌,‌‌plaintiffs‌‌requested‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌in‌‌Wayne‌‌                               
County‌‌be‌‌halted‌‌until‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌allowed‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign’s‌‌chosen‌‌inspectors‌‌                           
to‌ ‌be‌ ‌present‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌boards.‌ ‌It‌ ‌also‌ ‌asked‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌count‌ ‌be‌ ‌halted‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌‌                                   
campaign’s‌ ‌challengers‌ ‌were‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌review‌ ‌video‌ ‌surveillance‌ ‌footage‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌dropboxes‌‌                       
(which‌‌they‌‌alleged‌‌would‌‌show‌‌a‌‌passenger‌‌in‌‌a‌‌car‌‌dropping‌‌off‌‌more‌‌ballots‌‌than‌‌there‌‌were‌‌                                 
people‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌car).‌ ‌The‌ ‌judge‌ ‌dismissed‌ ‌the‌ ‌case‌ ‌and‌‌the‌‌appeals‌‌court‌‌upheld‌‌the‌‌dismissal,‌‌                               
holding‌‌that‌‌Michigan‌‌law‌‌required‌‌fraud‌‌claims‌‌to‌‌be‌‌tested‌‌through‌‌the‌‌request‌‌of‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌                               
before‌ ‌relief‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌ ‌granted‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌courts.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌ ‌the‌‌third‌‌case,‌‌‌Stoddard‌‌v.‌‌City‌‌Election‌‌Commission‌,‌‌plaintiffs‌‌requested‌‌an‌‌injunction‌‌to‌‌halt‌‌                             
the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌until‌ ‌observers‌ ‌from‌ ‌both‌ ‌parties‌ ‌were‌ ‌present.‌ ‌The‌ ‌judge‌‌                           
denied‌‌the‌‌motion,‌‌noting‌‌that‌‌plaintiffs‌‌had‌‌failed‌‌to‌‌state‌‌a‌‌cause‌‌of‌‌action,‌‌made‌‌allegations‌‌                               
that‌ ‌amounted‌ ‌to‌ ‌“mere‌ ‌speculation,‌ ‌”‌ ‌and‌ ‌offered‌ ‌“no‌ ‌evidence‌‌to‌‌support‌‌their‌‌assertions.”‌‌                           
The‌ ‌judge‌ ‌also‌ ‌noted‌ ‌that‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌had‌ ‌alternative‌ ‌remedies,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Republican‌ ‌poll‌ ‌challengers,‌ ‌state‌ ‌elected‌ ‌officials,‌ ‌and‌ ‌President‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌‌himself‌ ‌made‌‌                     
numerous‌ ‌claims‌ ‌of‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌and‌ ‌improper‌ ‌election‌ ‌conduct‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan.‌‌The‌‌Republican-‌‌                         
controlled‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌legislature‌ ‌held‌ ‌days‌ ‌of‌ ‌hearings,‌ ‌allowing‌ ‌witnesses‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌testify‌,‌ ‌with‌ ‌little‌‌                         
oversight‌ ‌or‌ ‌rebuttal,‌ ‌that‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌occurred.‌ ‌‌These‌ ‌hearings‌ ‌gave‌ ‌an‌ ‌‌uncontested‌‌                       
microphone‌‌to‌‌claims‌‌of‌‌voter‌‌fraud‌‌that‌‌did‌‌not‌‌hold‌‌up‌‌in‌‌lawsuits.‌‌But‌‌the‌‌repeated‌‌publicly‌‌                                 
aired‌ ‌claims‌ ‌of‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌ ‌states‌ ‌may‌ ‌have‌ ‌had‌ ‌an‌ ‌impact‌ ‌on‌ ‌public‌‌                                 
opinion:‌ ‌Three‌ ‌in‌ ‌four‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌in‌ ‌late‌ ‌November‌ ‌said‌ ‌they‌ ‌‌lacked‌ ‌confidence‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌‌                           
November‌ ‌election‌ ‌was‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌fairly.‌ ‌Additionally,‌ ‌these‌ ‌claims‌ ‌sparked‌ ‌significant‌ ‌anger‌‌                     
and‌‌led‌‌to‌‌threats‌‌of‌‌violence‌‌against‌‌many‌‌state‌‌election‌‌officials,‌‌including‌‌‌against‌‌Michigan’s‌‌                           
secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌(a‌‌Democrat).‌‌Michigan’s‌‌election‌‌infrastructure‌‌and‌‌administration‌‌proved‌‌to‌‌                       
be‌ ‌robust,‌ ‌but‌ ‌political‌ ‌and‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌campaigns‌ ‌were‌‌also‌‌robust‌‌and‌‌undermined‌‌the‌‌                         
perceived‌ ‌legitimacy‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌minds‌ ‌of‌ ‌many‌ ‌voters.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Many‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌narratives‌ ‌surrounded‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌counting‌ ‌process.‌ ‌The‌‌combination‌‌of‌‌                     
protests‌ ‌and‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌‌culminated‌ ‌in‌‌a‌‌year‌‌of‌‌“political‌‌chaos”‌‌in‌‌Michigan.‌‌Most‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                             
misinformation‌ ‌narratives‌ ‌were‌ ‌easily‌ ‌and‌ ‌quickly‌ ‌debunked.‌ ‌Claims‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌stuffing‌‌in‌‌Flint‌‌                         
relied‌‌on‌‌a‌‌video‌‌which‌‌‌turned‌‌out‌‌to‌‌show‌‌a‌‌polling‌‌place‌‌in‌‌Russia.‌‌Claims‌‌that‌‌a‌‌“mysterious‌‌                                   
wagon”‌ ‌filled‌ ‌with‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌was‌ ‌sneaked‌ ‌into‌ ‌Detroit’s‌ ‌TCF‌‌Center‌‌were‌‌‌discredited‌‌                         
when‌ ‌the‌ ‌wagon‌ ‌turned‌ ‌out‌ ‌to‌ ‌contain‌ ‌a‌ ‌reporter’s‌ ‌camera‌ ‌equipment.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Two‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌narratives‌ ‌did‌ ‌gain‌ ‌considerable‌ ‌traction.‌ ‌The‌ ‌first‌ ‌contended‌ ‌that‌‌                     
computer‌ ‌glitches‌ ‌in‌ ‌Antrim‌ ‌and‌ ‌Oakland‌ ‌counties‌ ‌swung‌ ‌their‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counts‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden.‌‌                         
Conspirators‌ ‌‌alleged‌ ‌a‌ ‌plot‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌Party‌ ‌and‌ ‌Dominion‌ ‌Voting‌ ‌Systems,‌ ‌a‌‌                         
company‌ ‌which‌ ‌manufactures‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machines‌ ‌used‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌ ‌states,‌ ‌to‌‌ensure‌‌                         
that‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌won.‌ ‌While‌ ‌two‌ ‌computer‌ ‌glitches‌‌in‌‌Antrim‌‌and‌‌Oakland‌‌counties‌‌did‌‌occur,‌‌both‌‌                             
were‌‌‌quickly‌‌rectified‌‌and‌‌the‌‌source‌‌of‌‌each‌‌was‌‌easily‌‌identified.‌‌In‌‌Antrim‌‌County,‌‌which‌‌‌did‌‌                               
use‌‌Dominion‌‌voting‌‌machines,‌‌the‌‌glitch‌‌was‌‌‌caused‌‌by‌‌the‌‌town‌‌clerk’s‌‌failure‌‌to‌‌update‌‌the‌‌                               
ballot‌‌file‌‌in‌‌certain‌‌voting‌‌machines.‌‌The‌‌glitch‌‌was‌‌minor,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌tabulation‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌in‌‌each‌‌                                 
precinct‌ ‌was‌ ‌correct,‌ ‌as‌ ‌‌verified‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌hand‌ ‌count.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌the‌ ‌glitch‌ ‌caused‌ ‌the‌ ‌individual‌‌                             
precincts’‌‌vote‌‌tallies‌‌to‌‌be‌‌added‌‌together‌‌incorrectly,‌‌so‌‌the‌‌unofficial‌‌total‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌for‌‌the‌‌                               
county‌‌was‌‌off‌‌by‌‌a‌‌few‌‌thousand‌‌votes‌‌until‌‌the‌‌error‌‌was‌‌discovered‌‌and‌‌fixed.‌‌In‌‌Oakland,‌‌a‌‌                                   
software‌ ‌glitch‌ ‌‌caused‌‌some‌‌votes‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌twice.‌‌However,‌‌the‌‌issue‌‌was‌‌‌fixed‌‌within‌‌a‌‌                               
day‌ ‌of‌ ‌being‌ ‌identified.‌ ‌Additionally,‌ ‌Oakland’s‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machines‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌manufactured‌ ‌by‌‌                       
Dominion,‌ ‌so‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌glitches‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌connected‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌grander‌ ‌Dominion‌‌                           
conspiracy.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
A‌ ‌second‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌narrative‌ ‌claimed‌ ‌that‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌poll‌ ‌challengers‌ ‌were‌ ‌unfairly‌‌                     
barred‌ ‌from‌ ‌observing‌ ‌the‌ ‌processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌‌in‌‌Detroit.‌‌This‌‌‌claim‌‌                           
was‌ ‌parroted‌ ‌in‌ ‌several‌ ‌election‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌(described‌ ‌above)‌ ‌and‌ ‌was‌ ‌amplified‌ ‌by‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌on‌‌                           
Twitter.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌election‌ ‌challengers‌ ‌were‌ ‌prevented‌‌from‌‌entering‌‌a‌‌counting‌‌center‌‌in‌‌Detroit‌‌                         
(TCF‌‌Center),‌‌but‌‌that‌‌was‌‌because‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌Republican‌‌challengers‌‌already‌‌observing‌‌the‌‌                           
process‌ ‌had‌ ‌‌reached‌ ‌the‌ ‌limit‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌under‌ ‌state‌ ‌law.‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌law‌ ‌‌provides‌ ‌that‌ ‌only‌ ‌one‌‌                             
appointed‌‌election‌‌challenger‌‌per‌‌eligible‌‌group‌‌may‌‌observe‌‌the‌‌conduct‌‌of‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌voter‌‌                           
counting‌ ‌board,‌‌which‌‌tallies‌‌absentee‌‌votes‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌the‌‌day‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌                             
In‌ ‌fact,‌ ‌over‌ ‌100‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌challengers‌ ‌were‌ ‌‌allowed‌‌ ‌to‌ ‌observe‌ ‌at‌ ‌TCF‌ ‌Center.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Detroit’s‌‌Wayne‌‌County‌‌election‌‌board‌‌initially‌‌refused‌‌to‌‌certify‌‌the‌‌election‌‌results‌‌because‌‌of‌‌                           
fraud‌‌allegations,‌‌and‌‌many‌‌‌feared‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌County‌‌Canvassers‌‌would‌‌do‌‌the‌‌same.‌‌                             
However,‌ ‌each‌ ‌of‌ ‌Michigan's‌ ‌83‌ ‌counties‌ ‌‌certified‌ ‌‌local‌ ‌election‌‌results‌‌on‌‌time,‌‌following‌‌the‌‌                           
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standard‌ ‌double-checking‌ ‌that‌ ‌occurs‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌routine‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌process.‌ ‌This‌ ‌process,‌‌as‌‌is‌‌                         
usual,‌ ‌revealed‌ ‌a‌ ‌handful‌ ‌of‌ ‌issues‌ ‌attributed‌ ‌to‌ ‌“‌typical‌ ‌human‌ ‌error‌”‌ ‌‌that‌ ‌were‌ ‌resolved.‌‌                           
Biden's‌ ‌margin‌ increased‌ ‌slightly‌ ‌‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass—but‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌5.5‌ ‌million‌ ‌ballots‌‌                           
cast,‌ ‌only‌ ‌a‌ ‌small‌ ‌fraction‌ ‌were‌ ‌affected‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌process.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Bureau‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌‌                             
subsequently‌ ‌‌recommended‌ the‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌County‌ ‌Canvassers‌ ‌certify‌ ‌the‌ ‌statewide‌‌                     
results.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Michigan’s‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌County‌ ‌Canvassers‌ ‌voted‌ ‌on‌ ‌Monday,‌ ‌November‌ ‌23,‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌certify‌ ‌the‌‌                           
state’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌in‌ ‌all‌ ‌83‌ ‌counties,‌ ‌formally‌ ‌granting‌ ‌Joe‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌the‌ ‌state's‌ ‌‌16‌ ‌electoral‌‌                             
votes‌.‌ ‌‌Three‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌four‌ ‌members‌ ‌‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Board‌‌of‌‌State‌‌Canvassers‌‌voted‌‌to‌‌certify‌‌                               
the‌ ‌results,‌ ‌arguing‌ ‌it‌ ‌was‌ ‌their‌ ‌required‌ ‌duty‌ ‌under‌ ‌the‌ ‌law.‌ ‌The‌ ‌remaining‌ ‌board‌ ‌member,‌‌                             
Republican‌‌‌Norm‌‌Shinkle‌,‌‌abstained.‌‌After‌‌the‌‌vote,‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌vowed‌‌to‌‌continue‌‌to‌‌                           
fight‌ ‌to‌ ‌overturn‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌despite‌ ‌Michigan's‌ ‌certification,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌administration‌‌                       
announced‌‌ ‌‌it‌ ‌would‌ ‌begin‌ ‌the‌ ‌transition‌ ‌process‌ ‌to‌ ‌Biden's‌ ‌presidency.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
No‌ ‌automatic‌ ‌recount‌ ‌was‌ ‌required‌ ‌under‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌because‌ ‌Biden’s‌ ‌margin‌ ‌over‌ ‌Trump‌‌                         
exceeded‌‌2,000‌‌votes.‌‌Under‌‌Michigan‌‌law‌‌(‌§168.879‌),‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌could‌‌have‌‌filed‌‌for‌‌                           
a‌ ‌recount‌ ‌within‌ ‌48‌ ‌hours‌ ‌of‌ ‌certification.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌request‌ ‌a‌‌                             
recount‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan.‌ ‌The‌ ‌margin‌‌by‌‌which‌‌President‌‌Trump‌‌lost‌‌Michigan‌‌(‌154,188‌‌votes‌)‌‌was‌‌                           
much‌‌wider‌‌than‌‌in‌‌other‌‌states‌‌where‌‌the‌‌campaign‌‌filed‌‌for‌‌recounts.‌‌Republican‌‌lawmakers‌‌                           
in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌also‌ ‌‌met‌ ‌with‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌21‌ ‌and‌ ‌reported‌‌that‌‌they‌‌had‌‌“not‌‌yet‌‌been‌‌                                 
made‌ ‌aware‌ ‌of‌ ‌any‌ ‌information‌ ‌that‌ ‌would‌ ‌change‌ ‌the‌ ‌outcome‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan.”‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Four‌ ‌lawsuits,‌‌in‌‌state‌‌and‌‌federal‌‌courts,‌‌attempted‌‌to‌‌halt‌‌certification‌‌of‌‌Michigan’s‌‌election‌‌                           
results.‌‌In‌‌‌Constantino‌‌v.‌‌Detroit‌,‌‌several‌‌Wayne‌‌County‌‌voters‌‌alleged‌‌a‌‌laundry‌‌list‌‌of‌‌electoral‌‌                             
misconduct‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌City‌ ‌of‌ ‌Detroit‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials.‌‌They‌‌requested‌‌an‌‌audit,‌‌an‌‌order‌‌to‌‌stop‌‌                               
the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌and‌ ‌an‌ ‌injunction‌ ‌to‌ ‌halt‌‌certification.‌‌The‌‌state‌‌circuit‌‌court‌‌denied‌‌all‌‌                               
requests,‌ ‌finding‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌affidavits‌ ‌supplied‌ ‌by‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌were‌ ‌"rife"‌ ‌with‌ ‌generalization,‌‌                       
speculation,‌ ‌hearsay,‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌lack‌ ‌of‌ ‌evidentiary‌ ‌basis.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌‌‌Donald‌‌J.‌‌Trump‌‌for‌‌President,‌‌Inc.‌‌v.‌‌Benson‌,‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌alleged‌‌in‌‌a‌‌federal‌‌district‌‌                                 
court‌ ‌that‌ ‌‌Wayne‌ ‌County‌ ‌and‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌Benson‌ ‌violated‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Code‌ ‌by‌‌                         
purportedly‌ ‌not‌ ‌permitting‌ ‌challengers‌ ‌to‌ ‌observe‌ ‌the‌ ‌conduct‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌‌                         
processing‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌also‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌‌pre-dated‌‌ballots‌‌that‌‌were‌‌                         
not‌ ‌eligible‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌voluntarily‌ ‌‌dismissed‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌case‌ ‌eight‌ ‌days‌ ‌later.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
In‌ ‌‌Bally‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Whitmer‌,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌in‌ ‌federal‌ ‌district‌ ‌court‌ ‌that‌ ‌a‌ ‌certified‌ ‌poll‌ ‌watcher‌ ‌was‌‌                               
excluded‌ ‌from‌ ‌observing‌ ‌canvassing,‌ ‌and‌ ‌they‌ ‌made‌ ‌claims‌ ‌of‌ ‌fraud,‌‌citing‌‌the‌‌complaints‌‌in‌‌                           
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Constantino‌‌v.‌‌Detroit‌‌and‌‌‌Donald‌‌J.‌‌Trump‌‌for‌‌President‌‌Inc.‌‌v.‌‌Benson‌.‌‌Within‌‌five‌‌days,‌‌plaintiffs‌‌                               
voluntarily‌ ‌‌dismissed‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌case.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Finally,‌‌in‌‌‌Johnson‌‌v.‌‌Benson‌,‌‌two‌‌Michigan‌‌voters‌‌and‌‌poll‌‌challengers‌‌at‌‌the‌‌TCF‌‌Center‌‌polling‌‌                               
location‌ ‌in‌ ‌Detroit‌ ‌requested‌ ‌an‌‌injunction‌‌barring‌‌election‌‌certification.‌‌They‌‌alleged‌‌that‌‌‌the‌‌                         
secretary‌‌of‌‌state's‌‌purportedly‌‌illegal‌‌plan‌‌to‌‌mail‌‌absentee‌‌applications‌‌to‌‌all‌‌registered‌‌voters‌‌                           
enabled‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌Party‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌to‌ ‌fill‌ ‌out‌ ‌"thousands"‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌TCF‌ ‌Center,‌ ‌in‌‌                             
violation‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌law.‌ ‌After‌ ‌two‌ ‌days,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌voluntarily‌ ‌requested‌ ‌their‌ ‌lawsuit‌ ‌be‌ ‌‌dismissed‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
After‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌were‌ ‌certified,‌ ‌two‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌in‌ ‌state‌ ‌court‌ ‌sought‌ ‌to‌ ‌decertify‌ ‌the‌‌                             
results.‌ ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌first,‌ ‌‌Johnson‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Benson‌,‌ ‌members‌ ‌of‌ ‌Black‌ ‌Voices‌ ‌for‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌‌                             
respondent‌ ‌state‌ ‌officials‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌allow‌ ‌meaningful‌ ‌poll‌ ‌observation,‌ ‌that‌ ‌they‌ ‌instructed‌‌                       
election‌ ‌workers‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌invalid‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌they‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌counties‌ ‌to‌ ‌accept‌ ‌private‌‌                           
grants‌ ‌from‌ ‌tech‌ ‌billionaire‌ ‌Mark‌ ‌Zuckerberg‌ ‌to‌ ‌help‌ ‌fund‌ ‌election‌ ‌expenses.‌ ‌The‌ ‌case‌ ‌was‌‌                           
dismissed‌ ‌for‌ ‌lack‌ ‌of‌‌jurisdiction‌‌and‌‌because‌‌the‌‌injunction‌‌request‌‌was‌‌moot.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌second‌‌                             
case,‌ ‌‌King‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Whitmer‌,‌ ‌six‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌voters‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌ ‌Republican‌‌poll‌‌observers‌‌were‌‌denied‌‌                           
the‌‌opportunity‌‌to‌‌meaningfully‌‌observe‌‌vote‌‌counts,‌‌that‌‌election‌‌workers‌‌forged‌‌and‌‌altered‌‌                         
ballots,‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌defective‌ ‌ballots‌‌were‌‌counted.‌‌The‌‌federal‌‌district‌‌court‌‌‌dismissed‌‌the‌‌case,‌‌                           
and‌‌plaintiffs‌‌‌filed‌‌a‌‌petition‌‌for‌‌a‌‌writ‌‌of‌‌certiorari‌‌with‌‌the‌‌U.S.‌‌Supreme‌‌Court,‌‌which‌‌denied‌‌                                 
cert‌ ‌on‌ ‌February‌ ‌22.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌ ‌a‌ ‌suit‌ ‌filed‌ ‌in‌ ‌December,‌ ‌‌Leaf‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Whitmer‌,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌claimed‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌‌                               
Elections’‌ ‌routine‌‌order‌‌to‌‌delete‌‌certain‌‌election‌‌records‌‌was‌‌intended‌‌to‌‌destroy‌‌evidence‌‌of‌‌                           
voter‌ ‌fraud.‌ ‌The‌ ‌lawsuit‌ ‌was‌‌‌thrown‌‌out‌‌on‌‌various‌‌procedural‌‌grounds,‌‌including‌‌a‌‌failure‌‌to‌‌                             
submit‌ ‌a‌ ‌proper‌ ‌complaint‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌failure‌ ‌to‌ ‌comply‌ ‌with‌ ‌basic‌ ‌notice‌ ‌requirements.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
One‌ ‌case‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌was‌ ‌filed‌ ‌‌against‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign.‌ ‌‌Michigan‌ ‌Welfare‌ ‌Rights‌‌                         
Organization‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Trump‌,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌president’s‌ ‌attempts‌ ‌to‌ ‌pressure‌ ‌election‌‌                       
officials‌‌to‌‌decertify‌‌Michigan‌‌election‌‌results‌‌was‌‌an‌‌effort‌‌to‌‌disenfranchise‌‌Black‌‌voters.‌‌The‌‌                           
case‌ ‌has‌ ‌not‌ ‌been‌ ‌resolved‌ ‌as‌ ‌of‌ ‌March‌ ‌2021.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Nevada‌ ‌ 
‌ 

With‌ ‌six‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌initially‌ ‌expected‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌a‌ ‌state‌ ‌that‌ ‌could‌ ‌sway‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
election.‌ ‌But‌ ‌as‌ ‌results‌‌around‌‌the‌‌country‌‌trickled‌‌in,‌‌Nevada‌‌became‌‌a‌‌critical‌‌battleground.‌‌                           
To‌‌outsiders,‌‌the‌‌lack‌‌of‌‌immediate‌‌results‌‌appeared‌‌to‌‌be‌‌due‌‌to‌‌counting‌‌delays,‌‌but‌‌Nevada‌‌                               
election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌were‌ ‌on‌ ‌pace‌ ‌to‌ ‌conduct‌ ‌a‌ ‌timely‌ ‌election‌ ‌and‌ ‌count.‌ ‌Multiple‌ ‌lawsuits‌‌                           
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challenged‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌universal‌‌vote-by-mail‌‌option,‌‌argued‌‌a‌‌lack‌‌of‌‌“meaningful‌‌observation,”‌‌                       
and‌ ‌cast‌ ‌doubt‌ ‌about‌ ‌the‌ ‌veracity‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌Agilis‌ ‌brand‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌ ‌system.‌ ‌But‌ ‌the‌‌                             
Nevada‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌unanimously‌‌certified‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌election‌‌results.‌‌Biden‌‌won‌‌Nevada‌‌by‌‌                         
33,596‌ ‌votes—a‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌ ‌2.39%‌ ‌over‌ ‌Trump.‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌cast‌ ‌‌1,425,026‌ ‌total‌ ‌votes‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌‌                             
general‌ ‌election‌ ‌(78.22%‌ ‌of‌ ‌active‌ ‌voters),‌ ‌an‌ ‌increase‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌2016‌‌total‌‌of‌‌‌1,125,429‌‌votes‌‌                             
(76.83%‌‌of‌‌active‌‌voters).‌‌Despite‌‌the‌‌conclusion‌‌of‌‌lawsuits‌‌in‌‌Nevada‌‌and‌‌a‌‌78%‌‌voter‌‌turnout‌‌                               
rate,‌ ‌misinformation‌ ‌continued‌ ‌to‌ ‌spread‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌weeks‌ ‌after‌ ‌November‌ ‌3.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌Rejecting‌ ‌Ballots‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Mail‌ ‌voting‌ ‌was‌ ‌the‌‌most‌‌popular‌‌method‌‌of‌‌voting‌‌in‌‌the‌‌Nevada‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌election.‌‌Mail‌‌                               
ballots‌ ‌accounted‌ ‌for‌ ‌‌48.46%‌ ‌of‌ ‌overall‌ ‌turnout,‌ ‌while‌ ‌early‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌voting‌ ‌accounted‌ ‌for‌‌                         
40.59%‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌person‌ ‌voting‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌accounted‌ ‌for‌ ‌‌10.95%‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌The‌‌                               
690,548‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌for‌‌2020‌‌marked‌‌a‌‌monumental‌‌increase‌‌from‌‌the‌78,572‌‌mail‌‌votes‌‌                             
of‌ ‌2016,‌ ‌when‌ ‌they‌ ‌represented‌ ‌only‌ ‌6.98%‌ ‌of‌ ‌total‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Nevada’s‌ ‌existing‌ ‌laws,‌ ‌plus‌ ‌legislative‌ ‌action‌ ‌in‌ ‌August,‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌to‌ ‌avoid‌ ‌problems‌‌                           
that‌ ‌made‌ ‌voting‌ ‌by‌ ‌mail‌ ‌more‌ ‌difficult‌ ‌in‌ ‌other‌ ‌states.‌ ‌Before‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic,‌‌                           
Nevada‌ ‌already‌ ‌had‌ ‌the‌ ‌no-excuse‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌option,‌ ‌no‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌for‌ ‌witness‌ ‌or‌‌                       
signature‌ ‌identification,‌ ‌and‌ ‌same-day‌ ‌voter‌ ‌registration.‌ ‌In‌ ‌2019,‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌passed‌ ‌‌legislation‌‌                     
that‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌1)‌‌that‌‌were‌‌postmarked‌‌on‌‌or‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌                               
but‌ ‌arrived‌ ‌no‌ ‌later‌ ‌than‌ ‌‌seven‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌and‌ ‌2)‌ ‌that‌ ‌had‌ ‌indeterminable‌‌                             
postmarks‌ ‌but‌ ‌arrived‌ ‌no‌ ‌later‌ ‌than‌ ‌the‌ ‌three‌ ‌‌days‌ ‌‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌By‌ ‌May‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌Nevada‌‌                               
authorized‌ ‌automatically‌ ‌sending‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌primary‌ ‌election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
After‌‌the‌‌June‌‌primary‌‌election,‌‌the‌‌Nevada‌‌State‌‌Legislature‌‌passed‌‌‌Assembly‌‌Bill‌‌4‌‌(“‌AB‌‌4‌”)‌‌in‌‌                               
August‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌which‌ ‌created‌ ‌election‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌during‌ ‌an‌ ‌“‌affected‌ ‌election‌”—a‌ ‌general‌‌                     
election‌ ‌for‌ ‌which‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌declaration‌ ‌of‌ ‌emergency‌ ‌in‌ ‌effect‌ ‌on‌ ‌July‌ ‌1.‌ ‌Unsurprisingly‌‌                             
because‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌there‌ ‌was‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌declared‌‌state‌‌of‌‌emergency‌‌in‌‌Nevada‌‌in‌‌                             
effect‌‌on‌‌July‌‌1,‌‌thus‌‌making‌‌the‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌election‌‌an‌‌“affected‌‌election.”‌‌Importantly‌‌for‌‌                             
mail‌ ‌voting,‌ ‌AB‌ ‌4‌ ‌authorized‌ ‌state‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌send‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌every‌ ‌registered‌‌voter‌‌and‌‌                               
permitted‌‌third-party‌‌ballot‌‌collection.‌‌The‌‌law‌‌enabled‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌‌process‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌                         
upon‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌‌and‌ ‌to‌ ‌start‌ ‌counting‌ ‌them‌ ‌‌15‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌These‌ ‌rules‌ ‌made‌ ‌it‌‌                               
simpler‌‌for‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌ballots‌‌and‌‌more‌‌efficient‌‌for‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌count‌‌them.‌‌President‌‌Trump‌‌                               
challenged‌ ‌AB‌ ‌4‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌grounds‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌new‌ ‌rules‌ ‌would‌ ‌lead‌ ‌to‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌‌court‌                                   
dismissed‌ ‌the‌ ‌suit‌ ‌for‌ ‌lack‌ ‌of‌ ‌standing.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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AB‌ ‌4‌ ‌also‌ ‌had‌ ‌important‌ ‌implications‌ ‌for‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌Before‌‌AB‌‌4,‌‌a‌‌                               
ballot‌‌could‌‌be‌‌rejected‌‌if‌‌at‌‌least‌‌two‌‌employees‌‌in‌‌the‌‌office‌‌of‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk‌‌“believe‌‌there‌‌                                   
is‌ ‌a‌ ‌reasonable‌ ‌question‌ ‌of‌ ‌fact‌ ‌as‌ ‌to‌ ‌whether‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature”‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌matched‌ ‌the‌‌                               
signature‌ ‌“available‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌records‌‌of‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk.”‌‌AB‌‌4‌‌altered‌‌the‌‌rejection‌‌standard‌‌so‌‌                               
that‌ ‌a‌ ‌signature‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌ ‌challenged‌ ‌‌only‌ ‌if‌ ‌it‌ ‌“‌differs‌ ‌in‌ ‌multiple,‌ ‌significant‌ ‌and‌ ‌obvious‌‌                             
respects‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌available‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌records‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌clerk‌.”‌ ‌In‌‌                               
accordance‌ ‌with‌ ‌existing‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌ ‌policies‌ ‌before‌ ‌AB‌ ‌4,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌notified‌‌                       
the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌if‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌was‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌signature‌ ‌deficiencies‌ ‌and‌ ‌provided‌ ‌them‌ ‌with‌‌                           
opportunities‌‌to‌‌“cure”‌‌signature‌‌deficiencies‌‌until‌‌5‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌November‌‌12.‌‌During‌‌the‌‌Nevada‌‌                           
primary‌ ‌election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌main‌ ‌reason‌ ‌for‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌missing‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌and‌‌                           
signature‌ ‌mismatches‌.‌ ‌Historically,‌ ‌members‌ ‌of‌ ‌minority‌ ‌communities‌ ‌in‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌were‌ ‌more‌‌                     
likely‌ ‌to‌ ‌have‌ ‌‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌rejected‌‌ ‌for‌ ‌signature‌ ‌issues‌ ‌than‌ ‌white‌ ‌voters.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Just‌ ‌‌0.58%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌returned‌‌in‌‌Nevada‌‌were‌‌rejected‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌a‌‌                                 
significantly‌ ‌smaller‌ ‌portion‌ ‌than‌ ‌in‌ ‌2016‌‌(‌1.60%‌)‌‌and‌‌2018‌‌(‌‌‌2.05%‌).‌‌Initially,‌‌‌12,584‌‌‌(1.82%‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌ ‌‌690,584‌ ‌returned‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots)‌ ‌needed‌ ‌a‌ ‌signature‌ ‌cure.‌ ‌Of‌ ‌those,‌ ‌‌9,697‌ ‌‌(77.06%‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌‌                             
ballots‌‌in‌‌need‌‌of‌‌cure)‌‌were‌‌‌successfully‌‌cured‌‌‌before‌‌November‌‌10.‌‌This‌‌left‌‌only‌‌2,887‌‌(0.42%‌‌                               
of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots)‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌signature‌ ‌defect.‌ ‌By‌‌                                 
contrast,‌ ‌‌12,366‌ ‌(2.56%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌483,788‌ ‌returned‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots)‌ ‌needed‌ ‌a‌ ‌signature‌ ‌cure‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌                             
primary‌ ‌election.‌ ‌Just‌ ‌‌under‌ ‌half‌ ‌of‌ ‌those‌‌ballots‌‌ended‌‌up‌‌being‌‌cured‌‌and‌‌counted.‌‌In‌‌total,‌‌                               
97.31%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌voters‌ ‌returned‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌‌election‌‌were‌‌returned‌‌correctly‌‌and‌‌did‌‌                             
not‌ ‌need‌ ‌subsequent‌ ‌signature‌ ‌cures.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Nevada’s‌ ‌extended‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌lessened‌ ‌the‌ ‌risk‌ ‌that‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌would‌ ‌be‌ ‌rejected‌‌                         
because‌‌of‌‌postal‌‌delays.‌‌While‌‌‌national‌‌media‌‌coverage‌‌of‌‌USPS‌‌delays‌‌fueled‌‌voter‌‌fear‌‌that‌‌                             
their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌would‌ ‌not‌ ‌reach‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌on‌ ‌time,‌‌Nevada‌‌law‌‌allows‌‌for‌‌some‌‌delay.‌‌As‌‌                               
long‌‌as‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌postmarked‌‌by‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌they‌‌would‌‌be‌‌counted—even‌‌if‌‌they‌‌arrived‌                             
as‌‌late‌‌as‌‌November‌‌10,‌‌2020.‌‌Due‌‌to‌‌Nevada’s‌‌lengthy‌‌ballot‌‌receipt‌‌deadline‌‌(seven‌‌days‌‌after‌‌                               
the‌ ‌election),‌ ‌the‌ ‌Nevada‌‌deputy‌‌secretary‌‌for‌‌elections‌‌‌predicted‌‌that‌‌USPS‌‌delays‌‌would‌‌not‌‌                           
be‌‌an‌‌issue‌‌within‌‌the‌‌state.‌‌To‌‌further‌‌alleviate‌‌some‌‌‌concerns‌‌surrounding‌‌vote-by-mail,‌‌state‌‌                           
officials‌ ‌in‌ ‌September‌ ‌implemented‌ ‌‌BallotTrax‌,‌ ‌a‌ ‌third-party‌ ‌tool‌ ‌used‌ ‌in‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌‌                         
states‌ ‌to‌ ‌track‌ ‌when‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌‌mailed,‌‌when‌‌returned‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌received‌‌by‌‌the‌‌county,‌‌                             
and‌ ‌when‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Counting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌Reporting‌ ‌Results‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Nevada’s‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌received‌‌national‌‌attention,‌‌as‌‌it‌‌was‌‌among‌‌the‌‌final‌‌battlegrounds‌‌to‌‌be‌‌                             
called.‌ ‌Despite‌ ‌‌memes‌ ‌‌ridiculing‌ ‌the‌ ‌slow‌ ‌pace‌ ‌of‌ ‌Nevada’s‌ ‌count‌ ‌procedure,‌ ‌the‌ ‌count‌ ‌was‌‌                           
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actually‌ ‌happening‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌normal‌ ‌and‌ ‌expected‌ ‌speed.‌ ‌To‌ ‌ease‌ ‌the‌ ‌tension,‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌‌                             
Barbara‌ ‌Cegavske‌ ‌‌issued‌ ‌a‌ ‌statement‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌‌4‌‌to‌‌clarify‌‌why‌‌the‌‌results‌‌had‌‌not‌‌been‌‌                               
posted,‌ ‌stressing‌ ‌that‌ ‌“the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌‌Nevada‌‌is‌‌proceeding‌‌at‌‌the‌‌expected‌‌pace.”‌‌                             
For‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌Nevada‌‌law‌‌allowed‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌start‌‌counting‌‌returned‌‌                           
mail‌‌ballots‌‌‌15‌‌days‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌required‌‌all‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌within‌‌‌nine‌‌days‌‌                                 
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌Officials‌ ‌had‌ ‌warned‌ ‌that‌ ‌results‌ ‌could‌ ‌take‌ ‌up‌‌to‌‌‌10‌‌days‌,‌‌emphasizing‌‌their‌‌                               
prioritization‌ ‌of‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌over‌ ‌speed.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Nevada's‌ ‌count‌ ‌appeared‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌delayed‌ ‌for‌ ‌multiple‌ ‌reasons.‌ ‌First,‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌were‌‌                           
postmarked‌‌by‌‌November‌‌3‌‌but‌‌arrived‌‌through‌‌‌November‌‌10‌‌‌were‌‌eligible‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌per‌‌                             
state‌ ‌law,‌ ‌so‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌was‌ ‌obligated‌ ‌to‌ ‌wait‌ ‌a‌ ‌week‌ ‌for‌ ‌late-arriving‌‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌                                 
ballots‌ ‌with‌ ‌signature‌ ‌defects‌ ‌could‌‌be‌‌cured‌‌and‌‌counted‌‌through‌‌‌November‌‌12‌.‌‌With‌‌a‌‌slim‌‌                             
margin‌ ‌between‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌and‌ ‌Biden,‌ ‌these‌ ‌outstanding‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌crucial‌‌in‌‌determining‌‌the‌‌                         
ultimate‌ ‌winner‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌‌Lastly,‌‌voters‌‌who‌‌registered‌‌in‌‌person‌‌during‌‌early‌‌voting‌‌or‌‌on‌‌                               
Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌cast‌‌‌provisional‌‌ballots‌,‌‌and‌‌their‌‌registrations‌‌needed‌‌to‌‌be‌‌‌verified‌‌before‌‌their‌‌                           
votes‌ ‌were‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌During‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election,‌ ‌‌30,007‌ ‌voters‌ ‌registered‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌in‌‌                           
person‌ ‌during‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting‌ ‌or‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌cast‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Nevada’s‌‌policy‌‌of‌‌batching‌‌election‌‌result‌‌updates‌‌also‌‌slowed‌‌the‌‌pace‌‌of‌‌results‌‌as‌‌the‌‌nation‌‌                               
eagerly‌ ‌awaited‌ ‌news.‌ ‌At‌ ‌2:45‌ ‌a.m‌ ‌PT‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌4,‌‌the‌‌Nevada‌‌Elections‌‌Division‌‌‌tweeted‌‌                             
that‌‌all‌‌in-person‌‌early‌‌votes,‌‌in-person‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌votes,‌‌and‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌through‌‌November‌‌                           
2‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌counted,‌ ‌but‌ ‌there‌ ‌were‌ ‌still‌ ‌many‌ ‌more‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌count.‌‌A‌‌‌large‌‌volume‌‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌                                   
ballots‌‌received‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌be‌‌received‌‌over‌‌the‌‌next‌‌week,‌‌and‌‌provisional‌‌                               
ballots‌‌were‌‌yet‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌Furthermore,‌‌no‌‌new‌‌results‌‌would‌‌be‌‌posted‌‌until‌‌November‌‌5‌‌                               
at‌ ‌9‌ ‌a.m.‌ ‌PT.‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌Cegavske‌ ‌also‌ ‌‌announced‌ ‌that‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌would‌ ‌be‌‌                           
updated‌ ‌daily‌‌around‌‌9‌‌a.m.‌‌starting‌‌on‌‌November‌‌5,‌‌while‌‌one-off‌‌updates‌‌might‌‌occur‌‌from‌‌                             
time-to-time.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
In‌‌other‌‌states,‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌election‌‌could‌‌be‌‌estimated‌‌by‌‌how‌‌many‌‌ballots‌‌                               
remained‌ ‌outstanding‌ ‌in‌ ‌certain‌ ‌precincts.‌ ‌But‌ ‌in‌ ‌Nevada,‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌‌ballots‌‌outstanding‌‌                         
was‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌difficult‌ ‌number‌ ‌to‌ ‌estimate‌ ‌‌because‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌had‌ ‌sent‌ ‌every‌ ‌voter‌ ‌a‌ ‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌and,‌‌                                 
while‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌‌did‌ ‌not‌‌expect‌‌‌a‌‌100%‌‌return‌‌rate,‌‌it‌‌did‌‌not‌‌know‌‌what‌‌the‌‌turnout‌‌might‌‌be.‌‌                                     
Therefore,‌‌even‌‌though‌‌Biden‌‌led‌‌Trump‌‌by‌‌about‌‌1%‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌on‌‌the‌‌‌morning‌‌of‌‌November‌‌5‌,‌‌                                 
news‌‌networks‌‌held‌‌off‌‌on‌‌making‌‌an‌‌official‌‌call.‌‌Furthermore,‌‌key‌‌counties‌‌had‌‌high‌‌numbers‌‌                             
of‌ ‌ballots‌‌remaining‌‌to‌‌be‌‌processed‌‌and‌‌counted—by‌‌10‌‌a.m.‌‌on‌‌November‌‌5,‌‌‌63,262‌‌‌ballots‌‌                             
remained‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌in‌‌Clark‌‌County‌‌alone.‌‌‌However,‌‌by‌‌November‌‌7,‌‌media‌‌outlets‌‌such‌‌as‌‌                               
the‌ ‌Associated‌ ‌Press‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌New‌ ‌York‌ ‌Times‌ ‌had‌ ‌‌called‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden.‌ ‌Ultimately,‌‌                           
President-Elect‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌‌ ‌33,596‌‌ ‌votes.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Other‌ ‌than‌ ‌delays,‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌process‌ ‌went‌ ‌fairly‌ ‌smoothly.‌ ‌There‌ ‌were‌ ‌a‌ ‌few‌ ‌isolated‌‌                           
incidents‌‌of‌‌protests‌‌at‌‌polling‌‌and‌‌counting‌‌locations.‌‌Post-Election‌‌Day,‌‌‌protestors‌‌descended‌‌                       
on‌‌the‌‌Clark‌‌County‌‌Election‌‌Center‌,‌‌where‌‌election‌‌workers‌‌were‌‌counting‌‌ballots,‌‌demanding‌‌                         
the‌ ‌count‌ ‌be‌ ‌stopped.‌ ‌In‌ ‌response,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌‌increased‌ ‌security‌ ‌and‌ ‌started‌ ‌tracking‌ ‌cars‌‌                           
entering‌ ‌and‌ ‌leaving‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌center.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Nevada‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌began‌ ‌legally‌ ‌challenging‌ ‌Nevadas’s‌ ‌general‌‌                     
election‌‌processing‌‌and‌‌counting‌‌procedures‌‌as‌‌early‌‌as‌‌‌October‌‌23‌.‌‌The‌‌last‌‌case‌‌was‌‌filed‌‌on‌‌                               
November‌‌17‌‌to‌‌request‌‌that‌‌the‌‌Nevada‌‌State‌‌Court‌‌certify‌‌the‌‌Nevada‌‌election‌‌for‌‌President‌‌                             
Trump.‌ ‌The‌ ‌most‌ ‌substantive‌ ‌challenges‌ ‌concerned‌ ‌the‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌Agilis‌ ‌automated‌‌                       
signature-matching‌ ‌software‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌purported‌ ‌lack‌ ‌of‌ ‌ability‌ ‌to‌ ‌observe‌ ‌counting‌‌procedures.‌‌                       
None‌‌of‌‌the‌‌cases‌‌resulted‌‌in‌‌ordering‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌cease‌‌using‌‌the‌‌Agilis‌‌software.‌‌One‌‌                               
case‌ ‌‌ended‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌stipulation‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌Clark‌ ‌County‌ ‌‌agreed‌ ‌to‌ ‌expand‌ ‌observation‌‌                           
access.‌ ‌Despite‌ ‌that‌ ‌agreement,‌ ‌a‌ ‌subsequent‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌asking‌ ‌for‌ ‌closer‌ ‌observation‌ ‌(among‌‌                       
other‌ ‌things),‌ ‌was‌ ‌ultimately‌ ‌‌dismissed‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Republican‌ ‌voters‌ ‌filed‌ ‌a‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Stokke‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Cegavske‌,‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌5,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌to‌ ‌challenge‌ ‌the‌‌                             
ballot‌ ‌counting‌ ‌process.‌ ‌Plaintiffs,‌ ‌two‌ ‌individuals‌ ‌and‌ ‌two‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌Congressional‌ ‌campaigns,‌‌                     
sought‌‌injunctive‌‌relief‌‌to‌‌direct‌‌state‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌(a)‌‌cease‌‌their‌‌use‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Agilis‌‌system‌‌                                 
to‌‌count‌‌ballots‌‌and‌‌(b)‌‌allow‌‌greater‌‌access‌‌to‌‌ballot-counting‌‌observers.‌‌Plaintiffs‌‌claimed‌‌that‌‌                           
the‌ ‌Agilis‌ ‌system,‌ ‌which‌ ‌purportedly‌ ‌misidentified‌ ‌plaintiff‌ ‌Stokke‌ ‌as‌ ‌having‌ ‌already‌‌voted‌‌by‌‌                         
mail,‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌properly‌ ‌verify‌ ‌signatures.‌ ‌The‌ ‌court‌ ‌denied‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiffs’‌ ‌request‌ ‌for‌‌                             
preliminary‌ ‌injunction‌ ‌to‌ ‌mandate‌ ‌that‌ ‌Clark‌ ‌County‌ ‌permit‌ ‌observers‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌closer‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌                           
ballot-counting‌ ‌process.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌subsequently‌ ‌voluntarily‌ ‌dismissed‌ ‌their‌ ‌lawsuit.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Nevada‌ ‌officially‌ ‌‌certified‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌24,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌after‌‌                           
county‌‌clerks‌‌had‌‌certified‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌for‌‌their‌‌counties‌‌and‌‌passed‌‌their‌‌certifications‌‌up‌‌to‌‌                               
the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state.‌‌The‌‌Nevada‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌‌approved‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌election‌‌results.‌‌Several‌‌                           
Nevada‌ ‌Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌justices‌ ‌‌congratulated‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Cegavske‌ ‌for‌ ‌running‌ ‌a‌‌                       
smooth‌ ‌election‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌77.3%‌ ‌turnout‌ ‌rate.‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌‌won‌‌ ‌‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌ ‌33,596‌ ‌votes‌ ‌overTrump.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Nevada’s‌ ‌certification‌ ‌took‌ ‌place‌ ‌despite‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌GOP‌ ‌‌legal‌ ‌challenges‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌‌                           
election‌ ‌results‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌counting‌‌process‌,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign’s‌‌unsupported‌‌‌accusations‌‌of‌‌                       
voter‌‌fraud‌‌in‌‌the‌‌state.‌‌Under‌‌Nevada‌‌law,‌‌a‌‌candidate‌‌defeated‌‌in‌‌any‌‌election‌‌may‌‌request‌‌a‌‌                                 
recount‌ ‌within‌ ‌three‌ ‌business‌ ‌days‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌subsequent‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌‌votes.‌‌                           
While‌‌Trump‌‌did‌‌not‌‌request‌‌a‌‌recount,‌‌his‌‌campaign‌‌and‌‌other‌‌candidates‌‌for‌‌office‌‌filed‌‌four‌‌                               
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election‌ ‌contests.‌ ‌An‌ ‌election‌ ‌contest‌ ‌in‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌special‌ ‌judicial‌ ‌proceeding‌ ‌with‌ ‌its‌ ‌‌own‌‌                             
rules‌.‌ ‌In‌ ‌addition‌ ‌to‌ ‌making‌ ‌unfounded‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌claims,‌ ‌all‌ ‌the‌ ‌legal‌ ‌challenges‌ ‌filed‌ ‌in‌‌                             
Nevada‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌replace‌‌Agilis,‌‌an‌‌automated‌‌ballot‌‌processing‌‌system‌‌used‌‌                           
by‌‌Clark‌‌County‌‌to‌‌conduct‌‌signature‌‌verification‌‌for‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌supplement‌‌human‌‌review‌‌                           
(see,‌ ‌e.g.,‌ ‌‌Stokke‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Cegavske‌,‌ ‌‌Law‌‌v.‌‌Whitmer‌,‌‌and‌‌‌Rodimer‌‌v.‌‌Gloria‌).‌‌While‌‌plaintiffs‌‌contended‌‌                             
that‌‌the‌‌Agilis‌‌machine‌‌misidentified‌‌signatures,‌‌courts‌‌found‌‌no‌‌proof‌‌of‌‌such‌‌malfunctioning.‌‌                         
In‌‌one‌‌case,‌‌the‌‌judge‌‌found‌‌the‌‌testimony‌‌not‌‌credible‌‌because‌‌the‌‌plaintiffs’‌‌expert‌‌witnesses‌‌                             
were‌‌“unable‌‌to‌‌identify‌‌the‌‌source”‌‌of‌‌their‌‌datasets‌‌and‌‌admitted‌‌to‌‌using‌‌“no‌‌quality‌‌control”‌‌                               
(‌Law‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Whitmer‌).‌ ‌All‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌were‌ ‌unsuccessful.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Pennsylvania‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌and‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌proceeded‌ ‌as‌ ‌many‌ ‌expected‌ ‌and‌‌                       
largely‌‌without‌‌issue,‌‌including‌‌the‌‌early‌‌emergence‌‌of‌‌a‌‌“red‌‌mirage”‌‌that‌‌was‌‌later‌‌swamped‌‌                             
by‌‌a‌‌“blue‌‌tsunami.”‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌fully‌‌complied‌‌with‌‌the‌‌law‌‌and‌‌successfully‌‌                           
oversaw‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvassing,‌ ‌tabulating,‌ ‌reporting,‌ ‌and‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌procedures.‌ ‌Ultimately,‌‌                 
Pennsylvania‌ ‌elected‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌contest‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌ ‌‌80,555‌‌ ‌votes‌ ‌over‌ ‌Trump.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌Rejecting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Following‌ ‌nationwide‌ ‌trends‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌‌coronavirus‌‌pandemic,‌‌mail,‌‌or‌‌absentee,‌‌ballots‌‌hit‌‌a‌‌                         
record‌ ‌high‌ ‌in‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election.‌ ‌Of‌ ‌the‌ ‌total‌ ‌‌6,915,283‌ ‌votes‌‌                           
counted‌‌during‌‌Pennsylvania's‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌‌37.8%‌‌were‌‌cast‌‌via‌‌absentee‌‌ballot.‌‌This‌‌figure‌‌                         
marks‌ ‌a‌ ‌significant‌ ‌increase‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌‌2016‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌in‌‌which‌‌only‌‌4.3%‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌were‌‌                               
cast‌‌absentee.‌‌Moreover,‌‌more‌‌than‌‌80%‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌returned‌‌prior‌‌to‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌in‌‌                               
2020.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Fears‌‌of‌‌mass‌‌rejections‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌because‌‌of‌‌late‌‌arrival‌‌did‌‌not‌‌materialize.‌‌Only‌‌‌10,000‌‌                               
ballots‌ ‌arrived‌ ‌after‌ ‌November‌ ‌3,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌had‌ ‌extended‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌‌receipt‌‌deadline‌‌                         
until‌‌November‌‌6‌‌in‌‌anticipation‌‌of‌‌the‌‌influx‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌votes.‌‌However,‌‌the‌‌extended‌‌grace‌‌period‌‌                               
drew‌ ‌significant‌ ‌‌litigation‌,‌ ‌which‌ ‌yielded‌ ‌a‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌‌order‌ ‌to‌ ‌keep‌ ‌the‌‌                         
post-November‌ ‌3‌ ‌arrivals‌ ‌separate.‌ ‌The‌ ‌10,000‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌received‌ ‌after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌were‌ ‌far‌‌                         
fewer‌ ‌than‌ ‌previous‌‌election‌‌cycles‌‌and‌‌‌not‌‌enough‌‌to‌‌make‌‌a‌‌difference‌‌in‌‌the‌‌final‌‌electoral‌‌                               
results‌‌in‌‌which‌‌Biden‌‌beat‌‌Trump‌‌by‌‌more‌‌than‌‌80,000‌‌votes.‌‌Therefore,‌‌the‌‌disposition‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                               
segregated‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌delay‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Before‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌many‌ ‌were‌ ‌concerned‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌mandatory‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌that‌‌                       
absentee‌ ‌voters‌ ‌use‌ ‌“secrecy‌ ‌sleeves”‌ ‌(inner‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌that‌ ‌protect‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌privacy‌ ‌while‌‌                         
identifying‌ ‌information‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌outer‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌is‌ ‌processed)‌ ‌would‌ ‌increase‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌‌                         
rejection‌ ‌rate.‌ ‌Philadelphia’s‌ ‌City‌ ‌Commissioner‌ ‌Lisa‌ ‌M.‌ ‌Deeley‌ ‌‌cautioned‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌secrecy‌‌                       
sleeve‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌in‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌‌would‌‌cause‌‌“electoral‌‌chaos”‌‌and‌‌could‌‌result‌‌in‌‌100,000‌‌                         
rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌statewide.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌despite‌ ‌the‌ ‌large‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌first-time‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌‌                       
voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌just‌ ‌‌7,411‌ ‌ballots‌,‌ ‌or‌ ‌0.282%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌in‌‌                             
Pennsylvania.‌‌This‌‌was‌‌a‌‌significantly‌‌lower‌‌rejection‌‌rate‌‌compared‌‌to‌‌the‌‌2016‌‌cycle,‌‌in‌‌which‌‌                             
0.95%‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌(or‌ ‌2,534‌ ‌ballots)‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected,‌ ‌a‌ ‌rate‌ ‌roughly‌ ‌in‌ ‌line‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌‌                               
historical‌ ‌average.‌ ‌Extensive‌ ‌media‌ ‌coverage‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌issue‌‌and‌‌nonprofit‌‌advertising‌‌may‌‌have‌‌                         
successfully‌ ‌educated‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌voters‌‌to‌‌include‌‌the‌‌secrecy‌‌sleeve‌‌or‌‌to‌‌cure‌‌any‌‌“naked‌‌                           
ballots”‌ ‌through‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌voting‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Pennsylvania‌‌did‌‌not‌‌have‌‌consistent‌‌notification‌‌rules‌‌governing‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌rejected‌‌for‌‌                       
technical‌ ‌errors.‌ ‌Jonathan‌ ‌Marks,‌ ‌Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌deputy‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌for‌ ‌elections‌ ‌and‌‌                   
commissions,‌‌advised‌‌all‌‌counties‌‌to‌‌scan‌‌flawed‌‌ballots‌‌as‌‌quickly‌‌as‌‌possible‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌                             
and‌ ‌mark‌ ‌them‌ ‌as‌ ‌canceled‌ ‌in‌ ‌order‌ ‌to‌ ‌trigger‌ ‌notification‌ ‌emails‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters.‌ ‌While‌ ‌some‌‌                             
counties‌ ‌followed‌ ‌this‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌and‌ ‌took‌ ‌additional‌ ‌steps‌ ‌to‌ ‌help‌ ‌voters‌ ‌“cure”‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballot‌‌                           
defects,‌ ‌other‌ ‌counties‌ ‌(such‌ ‌as‌ ‌Lycoming‌ ‌County),‌ ‌instead‌ ‌marked‌ ‌these‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌as‌ ‌received‌‌                         
with‌ ‌‌no‌ ‌indication‌ ‌of‌ ‌any‌ ‌problem‌ ‌or‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌rejection‌.‌‌Allegheny‌‌County‌‌mailed‌‌flawed‌‌ballots‌‌                           
back‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters‌ ‌but‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌mark‌ ‌these‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌tracking‌ ‌system.‌ ‌Officials‌ ‌anticipated‌ ‌a‌‌                               
time-crunch‌ ‌in‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌curing‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌proactively‌ ‌‌urged‌ ‌voters‌ ‌to‌ ‌make‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌‌                             
provisional‌‌ballots‌‌if‌‌they‌‌believed‌‌that‌‌their‌‌ballot‌‌might‌‌be‌‌rejected‌‌(for‌‌instance,‌‌for‌‌failing‌‌to‌‌                               
include‌ ‌the‌ ‌secrecy‌ ‌sleeve‌ ‌or‌ ‌forgetting‌ ‌to‌ ‌sign).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌also‌ ‌sent‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌to‌ ‌all‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌stating‌‌                           
that‌ ‌“the‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌should‌ ‌provide‌ ‌information‌ ‌to‌ ‌party‌ ‌and‌ ‌candidate‌‌                         
representatives‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌pre-canvass‌ ‌that‌ ‌identifies‌ ‌the‌ ‌voters‌ ‌whose‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌‌                       
rejected‌‌and‌‌should‌‌promptly‌‌update‌‌the‌‌[online‌‌ballot‌‌tracking]‌‌system.”‌‌While‌‌some‌‌counties‌‌                         
followed‌ ‌this‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌several‌ ‌counties—including‌ ‌Blair,‌ ‌Berks,‌ ‌Carbon,‌‌                     
Clinton,‌ ‌Dauphin,‌ ‌Lancaster,‌ ‌Lycoming,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Perry‌ ‌counties—refused‌ ‌to‌ ‌accept‌ ‌the‌ ‌guidance,‌‌                     
alleging‌‌that‌‌it‌‌violated‌‌state‌‌law.‌‌Citing‌‌Pennsylvania’s‌‌election‌‌code‌‌provision‌‌that‌‌“[n]o‌‌person‌‌                           
observing,‌ ‌attending‌ ‌or‌ ‌participating‌ ‌in‌‌a‌‌pre-canvass‌‌meeting‌‌may‌‌disclose‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌any‌‌                           
portion‌‌of‌‌a‌‌pre-canvass‌‌meeting‌‌prior‌‌to‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌the‌‌polls,”‌‌these‌‌counties‌‌failed‌‌to‌‌provide‌‌                                 
any‌ ‌names‌ ‌of‌ ‌voters‌ ‌of‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌‌official‌‌poll‌‌workers‌‌and‌‌later‌‌filed‌‌several‌‌lawsuits‌‌                               
over‌ ‌the‌ ‌legality‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌itself.‌ ‌At‌ ‌least‌ ‌one‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌lawsuits,‌ ‌filed‌ ‌by‌ ‌Republican‌‌                               
candidates,‌ ‌‌sought‌ ‌to‌ ‌block‌ ‌voters‌ ‌whose‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌initially‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌from‌ ‌casting‌                         
provisional‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
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After‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌party‌ ‌officials‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌filed‌ ‌several‌ ‌lawsuits‌‌                         
related‌ ‌to‌ ‌various‌ ‌aspects‌ ‌of‌ ‌Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌procedures.‌ ‌These‌ ‌suits‌ ‌included‌ ‌a‌‌                       
challenge‌‌to‌‌the‌‌constitutionality‌‌of‌‌a‌‌provision‌‌of‌‌state‌‌law‌‌(Act‌‌77)‌‌that‌‌allowed‌‌no-excuse‌‌mail‌‌                               
voting‌ ‌(the‌ ‌lawsuit‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌dismissed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌Supreme‌ ‌Court).‌ ‌Other‌ ‌legal‌ ‌actions‌‌                         
made‌‌various‌‌‌requests‌‌to‌‌exclude‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌with‌‌technical‌‌errors,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌those‌‌missing‌‌                           
dates‌ ‌or‌ ‌addresses,‌ ‌or‌ ‌those‌ ‌arriving‌ ‌with‌ ‌partially‌ ‌unsealed‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌(most‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌were‌                           
dismissed‌ ‌or‌ ‌‌denied‌).‌ ‌And‌ ‌there‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌litigation‌ ‌seeking‌ ‌to‌ ‌prevent‌ ‌the‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌‌                         
Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌results,‌ ‌alleging‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌(‌denied‌‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Third‌ ‌Circuit).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Counting‌ ‌Ballots‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Pennsylvania‌ ‌counties‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌‌different‌ ‌“computations,”‌ ‌or‌ ‌buckets‌ ‌of‌‌votes:‌‌votes‌‌received‌‌                     
by‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌including‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌person‌‌and‌‌mail‌‌ballots;‌‌postmarked‌‌ballots‌‌received‌‌                           
between‌ ‌8‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌Nov.‌ ‌6,‌ ‌as‌‌ordered‌‌by‌‌the‌‌state‌‌Supreme‌‌Court;‌‌and‌‌ballots‌‌                                 
that‌‌arrived‌‌between‌‌those‌‌days‌‌with‌‌no‌‌postmark‌‌or‌‌with‌‌an‌‌illegible‌‌postmark,‌‌which‌‌the‌‌high‌‌                               
court‌ ‌also‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌as‌ ‌long‌ ‌as‌ ‌there‌‌wasn’t‌‌a‌‌preponderance‌‌of‌‌evidence‌‌to‌‌show‌‌they‌‌were‌‌                               
sent‌‌too‌‌late.‌‌As‌‌discussed‌‌above,‌‌these‌‌distinctions‌‌ended‌‌up‌‌irrelevant‌‌given‌‌the‌‌wide‌‌margin‌‌                             
of‌ ‌victory.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Shortly‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌brought‌‌a‌‌‌lawsuit‌‌‌against‌‌Philadelphia’s‌‌County‌                         
Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections,‌ ‌seeking‌ ‌to‌ ‌stop‌ ‌the‌‌county‌‌from‌‌counting‌‌ballots‌‌until‌‌Republican‌‌election‌                           
observers‌ ‌were‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌“to‌ ‌be‌ ‌present‌ ‌and‌ ‌observe‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌mail‌ ‌and‌ ‌absentee‌‌                             
ballots.”‌ ‌Unfortunately‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiffs,‌ ‌a‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌attorney‌ ‌‌admitted‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌federal‌‌                         
judge‌‌during‌‌oral‌‌argument‌‌that‌‌the‌‌campaign‌‌had‌‌multiple‌‌representatives‌‌present‌‌to‌‌observe‌‌                         
the‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌at‌ ‌all‌ ‌times.‌ ‌And,‌ ‌according‌ ‌to‌ ‌Philadelphia’s‌ ‌city‌ ‌commissioners,‌ ‌both‌ ‌parties‌‌                         
had‌ ‌observers‌ ‌present‌ ‌and‌‌both‌‌parties‌‌were‌‌given‌‌equal‌‌access‌‌throughout‌‌the‌‌process.‌‌The‌‌                           
case‌ ‌was‌ ‌dismissed.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌did‌ ‌achieve‌ ‌one‌ ‌minor‌ ‌victory,‌ ‌however,‌ ‌securing‌ ‌‌a‌ ‌court‌ ‌order‌ ‌on‌‌                           
November‌ ‌5‌ ‌that‌ ‌required‌ ‌poll‌ ‌watchers‌ ‌be‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌within‌ ‌six‌ ‌feet‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌counting‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌                               
Pennsylvania‌ ‌Convention‌ ‌Center,‌ ‌rather‌ ‌than‌ ‌the‌ ‌initial‌ ‌20-foot‌ ‌barrier.‌ ‌This‌ ‌change‌ ‌‌paused‌‌                       
counting‌ ‌altogether‌ ‌for‌ ‌two‌ ‌hours‌ ‌and‌ ‌subsequently‌ ‌slowed‌ ‌down‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌process‌ ‌in‌‌                         
Philadelphia,‌ ‌as‌ ‌poll‌ ‌workers‌ ‌could‌ ‌use‌ ‌only‌ ‌the‌ ‌tables‌ ‌closest‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌observers’‌ ‌perimeter‌‌                           
barrier,‌‌which‌‌“left‌‌the‌‌other‌‌tables‌‌empty,‌‌equipment‌‌unused,‌‌and‌‌ballots‌‌counted‌‌at‌‌a‌‌slowed‌‌                             
pace.”‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌later‌‌continued‌‌to‌‌‌claim‌‌on‌‌Twitter‌‌that‌‌“Pennsylvania‌‌and‌‌Michigan‌‌didn’t‌‌allow‌‌                           
our‌ ‌Poll‌ ‌Watchers‌ ‌and/or‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌Observers‌ ‌to‌ ‌Watch‌ ‌or‌ ‌Observe,”‌ ‌but‌ ‌this‌ ‌claim‌ ‌was‌‌                           
unequivocally‌‌false‌,‌‌as‌‌poll‌‌watchers‌‌were‌‌allowed‌‌to‌‌observe‌‌the‌‌canvassing‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌both‌‌                             
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌implicated‌ ‌states.‌‌ ‌  
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‌ 
By‌‌the‌‌morning‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌roughly‌‌75%‌‌of‌‌Pennsylvania’s‌‌votes‌‌had‌‌been‌‌counted‌‌and‌‌                             
Trump‌ ‌led‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌by‌ ‌over‌ ‌‌600,000‌‌votes‌‌statewide.‌‌The‌‌overwhelming‌‌majority‌‌of‌‌these‌‌votes,‌‌                           
however,‌ ‌were‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌Because‌ ‌‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌law‌ ‌prevented‌‌                       
officials‌ ‌from‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌‌of‌‌polls,‌‌it‌‌took‌‌weeks‌‌to‌‌officially‌‌canvass‌‌                               
and‌‌tally‌‌100%‌‌of‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌votes.‌‌Over‌‌the‌‌course‌‌of‌‌the‌‌next‌‌several‌‌days,‌‌as‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌                                   
began‌‌to‌‌canvass‌‌‌over‌‌two‌‌million‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌and‌‌‌over‌‌100,000‌‌provisional‌‌ballots,‌‌the‌‌margin‌‌                             
between‌‌Trump‌‌and‌‌Biden‌‌began‌‌to‌‌tighten.‌‌Biden’s‌‌gains‌‌in‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌                             
largely‌‌expected,‌‌given‌‌‌widespread‌‌evidence‌‌that‌‌Democrats‌‌were‌‌overwhelmingly‌‌choosing‌‌to‌‌                     
vote‌‌by‌‌mail.‌‌By‌‌Friday,‌‌November‌‌6,‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌counted‌‌for‌‌Biden‌‌exceeded‌‌Trump’s‌‌                               
vote‌ ‌count.‌ ‌And‌ ‌by‌ ‌November‌ ‌7,‌ ‌‌multiple‌ ‌news‌ ‌outlets‌ ‌called‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌and‌‌                           
declared‌ ‌him‌ ‌the‌ ‌presumptive‌ ‌president-elect.‌ ‌Biden’s‌ ‌final‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌ ‌victory‌ ‌over‌ ‌Trump‌                       
exceeded‌ ‌34,000‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌or‌ ‌‌0.51‌ ‌percentage‌ ‌points‌—outside‌ ‌the‌ ‌margin‌ ‌that‌ ‌would‌ ‌trigger‌ ‌a‌‌                         
mandatory‌ ‌recount‌ ‌under‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌law.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌‌the‌‌several‌‌weeks‌‌following‌‌the‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌election,‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌and‌‌its‌‌allies‌‌                             
pursued‌ ‌‌various‌ ‌efforts‌ ‌to‌ ‌delay‌ ‌or‌ ‌circumvent‌ ‌Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌official‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                       
election‌‌results.‌‌For‌‌example,‌‌Pennsylvania’s‌‌Republican-controlled‌‌House‌‌attempted‌‌to‌‌initiate‌‌                   
a‌ ‌“legislative‌ ‌audit”‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌That‌ ‌move‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌rejected‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Legislative‌ ‌Budget‌ ‌and‌‌                             
Finance‌ ‌Committee‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌2-1‌ ‌vote‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌ongoing,‌ ‌legally‌ ‌mandated‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌‌                             
vote‌ ‌certification‌ ‌audit.‌ ‌In‌ ‌addition,‌ ‌Rudy‌ ‌Guiliani,‌ ‌a‌ ‌prominent‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌attorney,‌ ‌‌joined‌ ‌an‌‌                         
existing‌ ‌lawsuit‌ ‌urging‌ ‌the‌ ‌court‌ ‌to‌ ‌prohibit‌ ‌the‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌Pennsylvania’s‌ ‌results.‌ ‌The‌‌                         
federal‌ ‌district‌ ‌court‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌the‌ ‌request,‌ ‌‌finding‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌had‌ ‌presented‌ ‌“strained‌‌                         
legal‌ ‌arguments‌ ‌without‌ ‌merit‌ ‌and‌ ‌speculative‌ ‌accusations‌ ‌…‌ ‌unsupported‌ ‌by‌‌evidence.”‌‌The‌‌                       
Third‌‌Circuit‌‌U.S.‌‌Court‌‌of‌‌Appeals‌‌also‌‌‌denied‌‌relief‌‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign‌‌in‌‌its‌‌effort‌‌to‌‌stop‌‌                                   
certification.‌ ‌Despite‌ ‌several‌ ‌open‌ ‌cases‌ ‌and‌ ‌ongoing‌ ‌‌attempts‌ ‌to‌ ‌reach‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Supreme‌‌                         
Court,‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌certified‌ ‌its‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌on‌ ‌schedule.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Even‌‌with‌‌the‌‌external‌‌legal‌‌drama,‌‌the‌‌certification‌‌process‌‌in‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌proceeded‌‌on‌‌time‌‌                           
and‌ ‌in‌ ‌accordance‌ ‌with‌ ‌state‌ ‌law.‌ ‌Counties‌ ‌were‌ ‌‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌submit‌ ‌their‌ ‌certified‌ ‌results‌ ‌to‌‌                             
Secretary‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Commonwealth‌‌Kathy‌‌Boockvar‌‌by‌‌November‌‌24,‌‌2020.‌‌County‌‌boards‌‌certify‌‌                         
their‌‌results‌‌during‌‌a‌‌public‌‌meeting‌‌held‌‌before‌‌that‌‌deadline.‌‌Although‌‌minor‌‌disputes‌‌arose‌‌                           
over‌ ‌the‌ ‌validity‌ ‌of‌ ‌small‌ ‌batches‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌with‌ ‌certain‌ ‌technical‌ ‌flaws‌ ‌(such‌ ‌as‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌with‌‌                               
illegible‌‌or‌‌missing‌‌printed‌‌names‌‌or‌‌dates)‌‌and‌‌‌delayed‌‌results‌‌in‌‌some‌‌counties,‌‌ultimately‌‌all‌‌                             
disputes‌ ‌were‌ ‌resolved‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌statutory‌‌deadline.‌‌‌Many‌‌boards‌,‌‌including‌‌those‌‌in‌‌Bucks,‌‌                         
Lehigh,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Lackawanna‌ ‌counties,‌ ‌met‌ ‌the‌ ‌day‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌deadline,‌ ‌Monday,‌ ‌November‌ ‌24,‌ ‌to‌‌                           
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certify‌ ‌their‌‌votes.‌‌Allegheny,‌‌Dauphin,‌‌Luzerne,‌‌and‌‌Montgomery‌‌counties‌‌were‌‌among‌‌those‌‌                       
that‌ ‌certified‌ ‌their‌ ‌results‌ ‌but‌ ‌‌not‌ ‌unanimously‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
On‌ ‌‌November‌ ‌24‌,‌ ‌three‌ ‌weeks‌ ‌after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌‌officially‌‌certified‌‌the‌‌election‌‌                         
results,‌‌securing‌‌Biden’s‌‌victory.‌‌After‌‌the‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State‌‌confirmed‌‌the‌‌county-by-county‌‌                       
figures,‌ ‌Secretary‌‌Boockvar‌‌announced‌‌the‌‌‌final‌‌count‌:‌‌Biden‌‌received‌‌3,458,229‌‌votes,‌‌80,555‌‌                       
more‌ ‌than‌ ‌Trump’s‌ ‌3,377,674‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌won‌ ‌50.01%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌to‌ ‌48.8%‌ ‌for‌ ‌Trump.‌‌                             
Governor‌ ‌Tom‌ ‌Wolf‌ ‌then‌ ‌‌signed‌ ‌the‌ ‌Certificate‌ ‌of‌ ‌Ascertainment,‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌federally‌ ‌required‌‌                       
document‌‌given‌‌to‌‌the‌‌national‌‌archivist,‌‌to‌‌name‌‌the‌‌20‌‌Biden‌‌electors‌‌who‌‌would‌‌meet‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                                 
state’s‌ ‌capital,‌ ‌Harrisburg,‌ ‌on‌ ‌December‌ ‌14,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌to‌ ‌formally‌ ‌cast‌ ‌their‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌When‌‌                         
Pennsylvania’s‌‌2020‌‌election‌‌was‌‌officially‌‌certified,‌‌Governor‌‌Wolf‌‌‌said‌‌that‌‌the‌‌certification‌‌“is‌‌                         
a‌ ‌testament‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌incredible‌ ‌efforts‌ ‌of‌ ‌our‌ ‌local‌ ‌and‌ ‌state‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials,‌ ‌who‌ ‌worked‌‌                             
tirelessly‌ ‌to‌ ‌ensure‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌had‌ ‌a‌ ‌free,‌‌fair‌‌and‌‌accurate‌‌process‌‌that‌‌reflects‌‌the‌‌will‌‌of‌‌                               
the‌ ‌voters.”‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
After‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌certified‌ ‌the‌ ‌results,‌ ‌64‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌state‌ ‌lawmakers‌ ‌‌signed‌ ‌a‌ ‌letter‌ ‌asking‌‌                           
Congress‌‌to‌‌block‌‌Pennsylvania’s‌‌slate‌‌of‌‌electors‌‌from‌‌casting‌‌their‌‌Electoral‌‌College‌‌votes‌‌for‌‌                           
President-Elect‌ ‌Biden.‌ ‌On‌ ‌December‌ ‌14,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌‌Party‌‌of‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌also‌‌released‌‌a‌‌                         
statement‌‌claiming‌‌that,‌‌at‌‌the‌‌request‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign,‌‌the‌‌Republican‌‌slate‌‌of‌‌electors‌‌                             
met‌ ‌in‌ ‌Harrisburg‌ ‌to‌ ‌“cast‌ ‌a‌ ‌conditional‌ ‌vote‌ ‌for‌ ‌Donald‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌.‌ ‌.‌ ‌.‌‌[as‌‌a]‌‌procedural‌‌vote‌‌to‌‌                                     
preserve‌ ‌any‌ ‌legal‌ ‌claims‌ ‌that‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌ ‌preserved‌ ‌going‌ ‌forward.”‌ ‌Neither‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌actions,‌‌                           
however,‌ ‌had‌ ‌any‌ ‌practical‌ ‌effect‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌official‌ ‌certification‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 

Wisconsin‌ ‌ 
‌ 

After‌ ‌seeing‌ ‌an‌ ‌historically‌ ‌high‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌its‌ ‌April‌ ‌primary,‌ ‌Wisconsin‌‌                           
invested‌‌more‌‌resources‌‌in‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌voting‌‌process,‌‌with‌‌strong‌‌results:‌‌The‌‌state‌‌reported‌‌                           
experiencing‌‌no‌‌major‌‌issues‌‌during‌‌the‌‌November‌‌election.‌‌Statements‌‌from‌‌both‌‌‌county‌‌and‌‌                         
state-level‌ ‌officials‌ ‌confirmed‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌ran‌ ‌smoothly,‌ ‌with‌ ‌no‌ ‌major‌ ‌problems‌ ‌or‌‌                         
irregularities‌ ‌reported.‌ ‌Where‌ ‌minor‌ ‌issues‌ ‌did‌‌occur,‌‌poll‌‌workers‌‌were‌‌‌equipped‌‌to‌‌address‌‌                         
them‌‌efficiently‌‌and‌‌effectively.‌‌Nonetheless,‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌Commission‌‌(W.E.C.)‌‌and‌‌                     
many‌‌cities‌‌across‌‌the‌‌state‌‌faced‌‌a‌‌deluge‌‌of‌‌lawsuits‌‌and‌‌accusations‌‌of‌‌fraud,‌‌as‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌                                 
campaign‌ ‌and‌ ‌its‌ ‌allies‌ ‌attempted‌ ‌to‌ ‌discredit‌ ‌the‌ ‌administration‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌However,‌‌                         
these‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌were‌ ‌resolved‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌promptly‌ ‌certified‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
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Processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌Rejecting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Wisconsin‌ ‌saw‌ ‌record-high‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voting‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election.‌ ‌Out‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                             
3,297,524‌‌people‌‌who‌‌‌voted‌‌in‌‌Wisconsin,‌‌more‌‌than‌‌half—1,969,274‌‌voters‌‌(or‌‌59.7%)—‌voted‌‌                       
absentee‌.‌‌Of‌‌those‌‌absentee‌‌ballots,‌‌‌1,346,721‌‌(68.4%)‌‌were‌‌cast‌‌by‌‌mail‌‌and‌‌the‌‌rest‌‌(‌653,236‌‌                             
ballots)‌ ‌came‌ ‌from‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting,‌ ‌known‌ ‌as‌ ‌“‌in-person‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voting‌”‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌All‌‌                         
absentee‌ ‌or‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌‌remained‌ ‌sealed‌ ‌in‌ ‌their‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌and‌ ‌secured‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌local‌‌clerk's‌‌                             
office‌‌until‌‌they‌‌were‌‌delivered‌‌to‌‌polling‌‌places‌‌or‌‌central‌‌counting‌‌facilities‌‌to‌‌be‌‌processed‌‌on‌‌                               
Election‌‌Day.‌‌Absentee‌‌ballot‌‌use‌‌showed‌‌a‌‌significant‌‌increase‌‌from‌‌the‌‌‌2016‌‌general‌‌election‌,‌‌                           
in‌‌which‌‌819,316‌‌(or‌‌27%)‌‌of‌‌voters‌‌voted‌‌absentee.‌‌This‌‌surge‌‌was‌‌largely‌‌expected‌‌because‌‌of‌‌                               
the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic‌‌and‌‌attempts‌‌to‌‌make‌‌absentee‌‌voting‌‌easier.‌‌For‌‌example,‌‌in‌‌June‌‌                           
2020,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commission‌ ‌‌voted‌ ‌to‌ ‌proactively‌ ‌send‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌‌                     
applications‌‌for‌‌the‌‌general‌‌election‌‌by‌‌September‌‌1‌‌to‌‌all‌‌2.7‌‌million‌‌Wisconsin‌‌voters‌‌who‌‌had‌‌                               
not‌ ‌yet‌ ‌applied‌ ‌(with‌ ‌the‌ ‌exception‌ ‌of‌ ‌158,000‌ ‌voters‌ ‌who‌ ‌were‌ ‌flagged‌ ‌as‌ ‌recent‌ ‌movers).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Wisconsin‌ ‌was‌ ‌one‌ ‌of‌ ‌only‌ ‌four‌ ‌states‌ ‌where‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌prevented‌ ‌election‌ ‌workers‌ ‌from‌‌                           
processing‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌until‌ ‌Election‌‌Day‌‌2020.‌‌This‌‌processing‌‌limitation‌‌meant‌‌that‌‌the‌‌                         
ballots‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌ ‌be‌ ‌removed‌ ‌from‌ ‌their‌ ‌envelopes,‌ ‌unfolded,‌ ‌or‌ ‌otherwise‌ ‌prepped‌ ‌to‌ ‌go‌‌                           
through‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌machines‌‌until‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌opened‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌With‌‌almost‌‌two‌‌million‌‌                             
absentee‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌2020‌‌election,‌‌processing‌‌was‌‌a‌‌daunting‌‌task,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌state’s‌‌                             
county‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌association‌ ‌had‌ ‌‌asked‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌legislature‌ ‌to‌ ‌allow‌ ‌them‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌opening‌‌                           
envelopes‌‌earlier.‌‌This‌‌request‌‌was‌‌not‌‌met‌‌with‌‌legislative‌‌response,‌‌however,‌‌forcing‌‌clerks‌‌to‌‌                           
process‌ ‌and‌ ‌count‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌‌through‌ ‌Election‌ ‌night‌‌ ‌and‌ ‌into‌ ‌the‌ ‌next‌ ‌day‌ ‌to‌ ‌finish‌ ‌the‌ ‌count.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Election‌‌clerks‌‌in‌‌Outagamie‌‌and‌‌Calumet‌‌counties‌‌had‌‌some‌‌processing‌‌concerns‌‌and‌‌sought‌‌                         
permission‌‌from‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌to‌‌correct‌‌a‌‌small‌‌technical‌‌misprint‌‌on‌‌13,500‌‌                           
absentee‌‌ballots.‌‌The‌‌misprint‌‌involved‌‌ballot‌‌‌timing‌‌marks‌,‌‌small‌‌black‌‌boxes‌‌printed‌‌along‌‌the‌‌                           
edge‌‌of‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌to‌‌ensure‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌aligned‌‌correctly‌‌as‌‌it‌‌is‌‌fed‌‌into‌‌counting‌‌machines.‌‌The‌‌                                     
timing‌ ‌marks‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌defective‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌sufficiently‌ ‌inked‌ ‌during‌‌the‌‌printing‌‌process,‌‌                           
and‌‌clerks‌‌proposed‌‌using‌‌black‌‌ink‌‌pens‌‌to‌‌fill‌‌in‌‌the‌‌misprinted‌‌timing‌‌marks.‌‌It‌‌was‌‌a‌‌solution‌‌                                   
backed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Commission's‌ ‌six‌ ‌commissioners‌ ‌to‌ ‌save‌ ‌ballot-processing‌‌                     
time,‌‌but‌‌the‌‌Commission‌‌does‌‌not‌‌have‌‌the‌‌authority‌‌to‌‌change‌‌election‌‌law.‌‌The‌‌Commission‌‌                             
sent‌ ‌a‌‌letter‌‌to‌‌the‌‌court,‌‌urging‌‌it‌‌to‌‌allow‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌rectify‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌this‌‌way.‌‌The‌‌                                     
court‌ declined‌ ‌to‌ ‌take‌ ‌the‌ ‌case,‌ ‌however,‌ ‌and‌ ‌election‌‌workers‌‌instead‌‌had‌‌to‌‌‌duplicate‌‌‌each‌‌                             
defective‌‌ballot‌‌onto‌‌a‌‌properly‌‌printed‌‌ballot.‌‌Outagamie‌‌County‌‌Clerk‌‌Lori‌‌O'Bright‌‌estimated‌‌                         
the‌ ‌duplication‌ ‌effort‌ ‌would‌ ‌take‌ ‌about‌ ‌four‌ ‌minutes‌ ‌per‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌and‌ ‌“slow‌ ‌things‌ ‌down."‌ ‌ 

‌ 
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But‌ ‌otherwise,‌ ‌the‌ ‌processing‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌led‌ ‌to‌ ‌few‌ ‌issues‌ ‌and‌ ‌surprisingly‌ ‌fast‌ ‌returns.‌ ‌In‌‌                             
Outagamie‌‌County,‌‌poll‌‌workers‌‌duplicated‌‌the‌‌misprinted‌‌ballots‌‌onto‌‌new‌‌ones‌‌with‌‌the‌‌help‌‌                           
of‌‌additional‌‌staff‌‌from‌‌the‌‌‌National‌‌Guard‌,‌‌and‌‌there‌‌were‌‌no‌‌significant‌‌delays‌‌in‌‌processing‌‌                             
votes.‌ ‌Clerks‌ ‌in‌ ‌Outagamie‌‌County‌‌‌said‌‌that‌‌the‌‌day‌‌“was‌‌better‌‌than‌‌expected,”‌‌that‌‌they‌‌felt‌‌                               
confident‌ ‌in‌ ‌their‌ ‌system‌ ‌and‌ ‌their‌ ‌process,‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌counting‌ ‌the‌‌large‌‌number‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌                             
ballots‌‌“went‌‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌it‌‌could’ve‌‌for‌‌the‌‌amount...‌‌It‌‌was‌‌done‌‌the‌‌way‌‌it‌‌was‌‌supposed‌‌to‌‌be‌‌                                       
done‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌way‌ ‌we’ve‌ ‌always‌ ‌done‌ ‌it.”‌ ‌In‌ ‌Milwaukee,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌finished‌ ‌the‌ ‌count‌‌                             
around‌ ‌‌3‌ ‌a.m.,‌‌ ‌November‌ ‌4,‌ ‌2020.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Wisconsin‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌requires‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌issued‌ ‌to‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌valid‌‌                             
request‌‌on‌‌file,‌‌to‌‌include‌‌completed‌‌certificates‌‌(on‌‌the‌‌return‌‌envelopes)‌‌to‌‌be‌‌signed‌‌by‌‌the‌‌                               
voter‌‌and‌‌a‌‌witness,‌‌and‌‌to‌‌be‌‌received‌‌by‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌by‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌polls.‌‌If‌‌any‌‌of‌‌these‌‌                                       
elements‌ ‌are‌ ‌missing,‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌is‌ ‌rejected.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Rejection‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌for‌‌late‌‌arrival‌‌was‌‌a‌‌significant‌‌concern.‌‌Wisconsin‌‌state‌‌law‌‌does‌‌not‌‌allow‌‌                               
ballots‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌if‌‌they‌‌were‌‌received‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌regardless‌‌of‌‌whether‌‌they‌‌were‌‌                               
postmarked‌ ‌on‌ ‌or‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌This‌ ‌law‌ ‌led‌ ‌to‌ ‌multiple‌ ‌lawsuits,‌ ‌notably‌ ‌‌DNC‌ ‌v.‌‌                             
Bostelmann‌.‌ ‌Though‌ ‌a‌ ‌federal‌ ‌judge‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌spring‌ ‌extended‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌by‌‌six‌‌                             
days‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌primary‌ ‌election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌issue‌‌made‌‌it‌‌to‌‌the‌‌‌U.S.‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌in‌‌October,‌‌where‌‌                                 
the‌ ‌Court‌ ‌blocked‌ ‌the‌ ‌prior‌ ‌court-ordered‌ ‌extension‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Obtaining‌ ‌the‌ ‌required‌ ‌‌witness‌ ‌signature‌ ‌‌presents‌ ‌a‌ ‌potential‌ ‌barrier‌ ‌for‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌‌                         
every‌ ‌election,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌ ‌escalating‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic‌ ‌made‌ ‌it‌ ‌a‌ ‌particular‌ ‌challenge‌ ‌for‌‌                         
voters‌ ‌living‌ ‌alone—or‌ ‌who‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌live‌ ‌with‌ ‌other‌ ‌adult‌ ‌citizens—in‌ ‌2020.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Wisconsin‌‌                           
Elections‌ ‌Commission‌ ‌‌provided‌ ‌additional‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌for‌ ‌securing‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌witness‌ ‌while‌ ‌social‌‌                       
distancing,‌ ‌suggesting‌ ‌voters‌ ‌ask‌ ‌mail‌ ‌delivery‌‌persons,‌‌grocery‌‌or‌‌food‌‌deliv‌ery‌‌persons,‌‌and‌‌                         
medical‌‌professionals‌‌to‌‌serve‌‌as‌‌potential‌‌witnesses‌.‌‌While‌‌a‌‌federal‌‌district‌‌court‌‌‌suspended‌‌                         
Wisconsin’s‌ ‌witness‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Seventh‌ ‌Circuit‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Court‌ ‌of‌‌                       
Appeals‌ ‌‌overturned‌ ‌that‌ ‌decision‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌DNC‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Bostelmann‌,‌ ‌prioritizing‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌interest‌ ‌in‌‌                         
preventing‌ ‌potential‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Reports‌ ‌indicate‌ ‌that‌ ‌Wisconsin’s‌‌absentee‌‌voting‌‌process‌‌went‌‌fairly‌‌smoothly.‌‌The‌‌‌Wisconsin‌‌                       
State‌ ‌Journal‌ ‌reported‌ ‌on‌ ‌October‌ ‌28‌ ‌—less‌ ‌than‌ ‌a‌ ‌week‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election—that‌‌                           
county‌ ‌elections‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌had‌ ‌‌found‌ ‌problems‌ ‌with‌ ‌only‌ ‌1,506‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌1.45‌‌                             
million‌ ‌already‌ ‌returned.‌ ‌Most‌ ‌of‌ ‌those‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌returned‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters‌ ‌so‌ ‌they‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌‌                             
corrected,‌ ‌but‌ ‌contacting‌ ‌voters‌ ‌to‌ ‌correct‌ ‌or‌ ‌"cure"‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌optional‌ ‌for‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌in‌‌                             
Wisconsin.‌‌Milwaukee‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌‌cured‌‌1,063‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌November‌‌that‌‌were‌‌missing‌‌the‌‌                         
city‌ ‌and‌ ‌state‌ ‌part‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌address.‌ ‌Officials‌ ‌either‌ ‌filled‌ ‌in‌ ‌“Milwaukee,‌ ‌WI”‌ ‌after‌‌                             
confirming‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌address‌‌was‌‌in‌‌Milwaukee‌‌or‌‌called‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌to‌‌cure‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌by‌‌mail.‌‌                                 
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Because‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌ ‌be‌ ‌opened‌ ‌until‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌these‌‌errors‌‌found‌‌prior‌‌to‌‌                             
Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌could‌ ‌only‌ ‌be‌ ‌ones‌ ‌that‌ ‌were‌ ‌visible‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌outer‌ ‌‌envelope‌,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌missing‌‌                                 
witness‌ ‌signature‌ ‌or‌ ‌incomplete‌ ‌voter‌ ‌information.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Rejection‌‌rates‌‌were‌‌lower‌‌than‌‌feared.‌‌A‌‌total‌‌of‌‌‌4,270‌‌(0.2%)‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌rejected‌‌                               
in‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election.‌ ‌Of‌ ‌those,‌ ‌‌1,434‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌insufficient‌‌                         
certification,‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌1,045‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌returned‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌‌polls.‌‌An‌‌additional‌‌‌1,151‌‌were‌‌                             
rejected‌ ‌because‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌eligible‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote,‌ ‌and‌ ‌640‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌various‌ ‌other‌‌                               
reasons.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌these‌‌rejection‌‌figures‌‌may‌‌be‌‌‌deceptively‌‌low‌.‌‌Marking‌‌an‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌                         
as‌ ‌“rejected”‌ ‌is‌ ‌only‌ ‌one‌ ‌way‌ ‌to‌ ‌handle‌ ‌flawed‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌‌clerks‌‌                             
recorded‌ ‌flawed‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌as‌ ‌an‌ ‌“administrative‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌cancellation”‌ ‌instead‌ ‌of‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌“rejected‌‌                         
ballot,”‌ ‌though‌ ‌the‌ ‌underlying‌ ‌flaw‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌ ‌the‌ ‌same‌ ‌—‌ ‌the‌ ‌assignment‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌labels‌ ‌was‌‌                               
entirely‌‌at‌‌the‌‌‌discretion‌‌of‌‌local‌‌clerks.‌‌Therefore,‌‌the‌‌“rejected‌‌ballots”‌‌number‌‌is‌‌an‌‌imperfect‌‌                             
measure‌‌of‌‌how‌‌many‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌ultimately‌‌did‌‌not‌‌count.‌‌While‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌                             
ballot‌ ‌rejections‌ ‌dropped‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌April‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌primary‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌‌                         
election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌“administrative‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌cancellations”‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌‌quadrupled‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌reportedly‌ ‌low‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌rate‌ ‌in‌‌November‌‌2020‌‌is‌‌consistent‌‌with‌‌recent‌‌                           
trends‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌The‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌rate‌‌fell‌‌between‌‌the‌‌2016‌‌and‌‌2020‌‌primaries:‌‌In‌‌the‌‌April‌‌                               
2020‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌primary,‌ ‌about‌ ‌1.8%‌ ‌of‌ ‌total‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌(23,196‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots),‌‌                         
compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌2.5%‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌rate‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌April‌ ‌2016‌ ‌primary.‌ ‌November‌ ‌elections‌ ‌see‌ ‌lower‌‌                             
rejection‌ ‌rates‌ ‌than‌ ‌primaries‌ ‌because‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌higher‌ ‌percentage‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌votes‌ ‌are‌ ‌delivered‌‌                         
through‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting,‌ ‌where‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌assist‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌process‌ ‌and‌ ‌serve‌ ‌as‌ ‌witnesses.‌‌                           
November‌ ‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌rejection‌‌rates‌‌have‌‌trended‌‌‌steadily‌‌downward‌‌since‌‌2008,‌‌except‌‌                       
for‌ ‌an‌ ‌increase‌ ‌in‌ ‌November‌ ‌2016‌ ‌after‌ ‌a‌ ‌new‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌required‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌without‌ ‌witness‌‌                             
addresses‌‌not‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌Rates‌‌resumed‌‌their‌‌downward‌‌trend‌‌after‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Election‌‌                           
Commission‌ ‌‌advised‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌to‌‌fix‌‌missing‌‌addresses‌‌based‌‌on‌‌“reliable‌‌information.”‌‌‌Rejection‌‌                       
rates‌‌ ‌were‌ ‌0.23%‌ ‌in‌ ‌November‌ ‌2018‌ ‌and‌ ‌0.2%‌ ‌in‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌saw‌ ‌a‌ ‌decrease‌ ‌in‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌rates‌ ‌in‌ ‌part‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌an‌ ‌extensive‌ ‌effort‌ ‌by‌‌                               
election‌ ‌administrators‌ ‌and‌ ‌community‌ ‌groups‌ ‌to‌ ‌educate‌ ‌voters‌ ‌on‌‌how‌‌to‌‌properly‌‌cast‌‌an‌‌                           
absentee‌‌ballot.‌‌‌For‌‌example‌,‌‌the‌‌exterior‌‌of‌‌ballot‌‌drop‌‌boxes‌‌sported‌‌large‌‌stickers‌‌with‌‌STOP‌‌                             
signs,‌‌asking‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌check‌‌that‌‌they‌‌had‌‌satisfied‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌and‌‌witness‌‌requirements.‌‌In‌‌                             
addition,‌‌news‌‌reports‌‌of‌‌postal‌‌service‌‌issues‌‌may‌‌have‌‌contributed‌‌to‌‌a‌‌shift‌‌away‌‌from‌‌voting‌‌                               
by‌ ‌mail;‌ ‌voters‌ ‌cancelled‌ ‌‌52,148‌‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌requests‌ ‌in‌ ‌favor‌ ‌of‌ ‌voting‌ ‌in‌ ‌person.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 

______________________________________________________________________________‌‌ ‌  
COUNTING‌ ‌AND‌ ‌CERTIFYING‌ ‌THE‌ ‌VOTE‌ ‌IN‌ ‌THE‌ ‌2020‌ ‌ELECTION‌ ‌ 

41‌ ‌ 

https://www.jsonline.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/10/28/most-rejected-wisconsin-april-absentee-ballots-missing-witness-info/3749887001/
https://www.wispolitics.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/D.-November-2020-Election-Data-Report-Updated.pdf
https://www.wispolitics.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/D.-November-2020-Election-Data-Report-Updated.pdf
https://www.wispolitics.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/D.-November-2020-Election-Data-Report-Updated.pdf
https://www.wispolitics.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/D.-November-2020-Election-Data-Report-Updated.pdf
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://elections.wi.gov/node/7275
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2021/02/12/fact-check-wisconsins-absentee-ballot-rejection-rate-expected/6736935002/
https://www.wispolitics.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/D.-November-2020-Election-Data-Report-Updated.pdf


STANFORD-MIT‌ ‌HEALTHY‌ ‌ELECTIONS‌ ‌PROJECT‌ ‌ 

Counting‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌Reporting‌ ‌Results‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Despite‌ ‌state‌ ‌laws‌‌that‌‌prevent‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌from‌‌processing‌‌or‌‌counting‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌                         
before‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌a‌‌herculean‌‌effort‌‌by‌‌Wisconsin‌‌election‌‌workers‌‌provided‌‌the‌‌public‌‌with‌‌                           
an‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌final‌ ‌vote‌ ‌tally‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌early‌ ‌hours‌ ‌of‌ ‌November‌ ‌4.‌ ‌Election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌in‌‌Wisconsin‌                               
worked‌ ‌all‌ ‌night‌ ‌and‌ ‌into‌ ‌the‌ ‌early‌ ‌morning‌ ‌of‌ ‌November‌ ‌4‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌3.2‌ ‌million‌‌                                 
ballots,‌ ‌including‌ ‌the‌ ‌1.9‌ ‌million‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌workers‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌ ‌start‌ ‌processing‌ ‌or‌‌                           
counting‌ ‌until‌ ‌November‌ ‌3.‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commission‌ ‌Administrator‌ ‌Wolfe‌ ‌called‌ ‌it‌ ‌“‌a‌‌                       
smooth‌ ‌day‌‌ ‌with‌ ‌no‌ ‌widespread‌ ‌issues‌ ‌reported.”‌ ‌ 

‌ 
This‌ ‌incredible‌ ‌effort‌ ‌by‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌complete‌ ‌the‌ ‌count‌ ‌was‌ ‌used‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌‌                             
Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌and‌ ‌conservative‌ ‌media‌ ‌to‌ ‌fuel‌ ‌suspicions‌ ‌about‌ ‌the‌ ‌process,‌ ‌leading‌ ‌to‌‌                         
lawsuits‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌partial‌ ‌recount.‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌and‌ ‌his‌ ‌allies‌ ‌used‌ ‌the‌ ‌influx‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌‌tallies‌‌                               
after‌ ‌midnight‌ ‌on‌‌Election‌‌Night‌‌as‌‌a‌‌major‌‌driver‌‌of‌‌misinformation‌‌claiming‌‌voter‌‌fraud‌‌that‌‌                             
resulted‌ ‌in‌ ‌numerous‌ ‌(unsuccessful)‌ ‌lawsuits.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌late‌ ‌influx‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌totals‌ ‌occurred‌ ‌because‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌uses‌ ‌two‌ ‌different‌‌                         
counting‌ ‌systems.‌ ‌Different‌ ‌localities‌ ‌‌employ‌ ‌different‌ ‌approaches‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌their‌ ‌absentee‌‌                     
ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌While‌ ‌most,‌ ‌including‌ ‌Madison,‌ ‌process‌ ‌them‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls,‌ ‌‌39‌‌                         
municipalities‌,‌ ‌including‌ ‌Milwaukee,‌ ‌count‌ ‌them‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌central‌ ‌counting‌ ‌location.‌ ‌Those‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌‌                         
central‌ ‌count‌ ‌system‌ ‌post‌ ‌initial‌ ‌results‌ ‌representing‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌voting‌ ‌totals‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌‌                         
and‌ ‌add‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌tallies‌ ‌later.‌ ‌Those‌ ‌with‌ ‌decentralized‌ ‌counting‌ ‌post‌ ‌a‌ ‌report‌ ‌that‌‌                           
includes‌ ‌a‌ ‌tally‌ ‌of‌ ‌both‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌votes‌ ‌and‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌figures.‌‌Therefore,‌‌unlike‌‌reports‌‌                           
from‌ ‌the‌ ‌rest‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state,‌‌early‌‌reports‌‌from‌‌localities‌‌with‌‌a‌‌central‌‌counting‌‌system‌‌did‌‌not‌‌                                 
include‌ ‌the‌ ‌large‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌cast.‌ ‌Because‌ ‌several‌ ‌municipalities‌ ‌could‌ ‌not‌‌                         
finish‌ ‌processing‌ ‌their‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌by‌‌the‌‌time‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌closed‌‌at‌‌8‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌                                 
there‌‌was‌‌a‌delay‌‌in‌‌reporting‌‌those‌‌results‌‌to‌‌county‌‌clerks.‌‌This‌‌was‌‌especially‌‌true‌‌in‌‌major‌‌                                 
cities,‌ ‌including‌ ‌Milwaukee,‌ ‌Green‌ ‌Bay,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Kenosha,‌ ‌where‌ ‌final‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results‌ ‌were‌‌                       
reported‌ ‌‌after‌‌ ‌3‌ ‌a.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌4.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌delays‌ ‌were‌ ‌expected.‌ ‌“It‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌mean‌ ‌something‌ ‌went‌ ‌wrong‌ ‌–‌ ‌it‌ ‌means‌‌                             
election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌did‌ ‌their‌ ‌jobs‌ ‌and‌ ‌made‌ ‌sure‌ ‌every‌ ‌valid‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌was‌ ‌counted,”‌ ‌‌said‌ ‌Meagan‌‌                             
Wolfe,‌‌Wisconsin’s‌‌chief‌‌election‌‌official.‌‌To‌‌bolster‌‌transparency‌‌in‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌process,‌‌some‌‌                         
central‌ ‌count‌ ‌municipalities,‌ ‌including‌ ‌Milwaukee‌‌and‌‌Green‌‌Bay,‌‌provided‌‌the‌‌public‌‌and‌‌the‌‌                         
media‌ ‌with‌ ‌live‌ ‌webcams‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌‌tabulation.‌‌Central‌‌count‌‌locations‌‌were‌‌also‌‌                           
open‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌public,‌ ‌the‌ ‌media,‌ ‌and‌ ‌representatives‌ ‌of‌ ‌both‌ ‌major‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties,‌ ‌as‌ ‌well‌‌as‌‌                               
independent‌ ‌poll‌ ‌watchers.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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After‌‌the‌‌central‌‌count‌‌locations‌‌reported,‌‌the‌‌early‌‌“red‌‌mirage”‌‌dissolved.‌‌Trump‌‌had‌‌been‌‌in‌‌                             
the‌‌lead‌‌by‌‌more‌‌than‌‌100,000‌‌votes‌‌early‌‌in‌‌the‌‌night,‌‌but‌‌the‌‌picture‌‌changed‌‌after‌‌the‌‌‌City‌‌of‌‌                                     
Milwaukee’s‌ ‌central‌ ‌count‌ ‌finished‌ ‌processing‌ ‌its‌ ‌170,000‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌votes‌ ‌around‌ ‌3:30‌ ‌a.m.‌‌                       
Those‌ ‌votes‌ ‌were‌ ‌overwhelmingly‌ ‌Democratic.‌ ‌The‌ ‌late‌ ‌boost‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌from‌‌Milwaukee‌‌was‌‌                         
expected‌‌—absentee‌‌ballots‌‌tended‌‌to‌‌skew‌‌toward‌‌Democrats‌‌and‌‌Milwaukee‌‌was‌‌historically‌‌                       
a‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌stronghold.‌ ‌After‌ ‌Milwaukee‌ ‌reported‌ ‌those‌ ‌returns,‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌jumped‌ ‌ahead‌ ‌of‌‌                       
Trump‌ ‌by‌ ‌about‌ ‌8,000‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌His‌‌lead‌‌widened‌‌to‌‌around‌‌20,000‌‌after‌‌Green‌‌Bay‌‌reported‌‌its‌‌                               
in-person‌ ‌and‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌results‌ ‌and‌ ‌Kenosha‌ ‌finished‌ ‌its‌ ‌tally.‌ ‌Shortly‌ ‌after,‌ ‌on‌ ‌Wednesday,‌‌                         
November‌ ‌4,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Associated‌ ‌Press‌ ‌‌declared‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌the‌ ‌winner‌‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌and‌ ‌conservative‌ ‌groups‌ ‌immediately‌ ‌looked‌ ‌for‌ ‌ways‌ ‌to‌ ‌challenge‌‌                       
Wisconsin’s‌‌results.‌‌One‌‌conservative‌‌website‌‌made‌‌a‌‌claim,‌‌later‌‌repeated‌‌by‌‌Trump,‌‌that‌‌the‌‌                           
sharp‌ ‌uptick‌ ‌in‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌around‌ ‌4‌ ‌a.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌4‌ ‌(when‌ ‌Milwaukee‌ ‌released‌‌its‌‌                               
absentee‌ ‌ballot‌‌results)‌‌was‌‌‌evidence‌‌of‌‌voter‌‌fraud‌.‌‌Another‌‌widely‌‌shared‌‌post‌‌on‌‌Facebook‌‌                           
called‌ ‌it‌ ‌a‌ ‌"‌ballot‌ ‌dump‌,"‌ ‌while‌ ‌another‌ ‌post‌ ‌referred‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌as‌ ‌being‌ ‌"‌found‌."‌ ‌Trump‌‌                               
followed‌‌the‌‌same‌‌narrative‌‌when‌‌he‌‌‌tweeted‌‌around‌‌9‌‌a.m.‌‌that‌‌his‌‌lead‌‌in‌‌key‌‌states‌‌"started‌‌                                 
to‌ ‌magically‌ ‌disappear‌ ‌as‌‌surprise‌‌ballot‌‌dumps‌‌were‌‌counted."‌‌Other‌‌widely‌‌repeated‌‌claims‌‌                         
included‌ ‌that‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌“‌took‌ ‌a‌ ‌break‌”‌ ‌from‌ ‌counting‌ ‌votes‌ ‌at‌ ‌some‌ ‌point‌‌                           
during‌ ‌the‌ ‌night‌ ‌and,‌ ‌when‌ ‌they‌ ‌returned,‌ ‌they‌ ‌“suddenly‌ ‌came‌ ‌up‌ ‌with”‌ ‌hundreds‌ ‌of‌‌                           
thousands‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden.‌ ‌There‌ ‌was‌ ‌also‌ ‌a‌ ‌claim‌‌made‌‌that‌‌there‌‌were‌‌‌more‌‌votes‌‌than‌‌                                 
registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌All‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌theories‌ ‌were‌ ‌quickly‌ ‌disproven,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌ ‌Trump‌‌                             
campaign‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌ ‌sympathetic‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌forged‌ ‌ahead‌ ‌with‌ ‌filing‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount‌ ‌petition‌ ‌and‌‌                         
numerous‌ ‌lawsuits.‌ ‌These‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌any‌ ‌success‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌first‌ ‌post-election‌ ‌lawsuit‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌was‌ ‌filed‌ ‌November‌ ‌12.‌ ‌In‌ ‌‌Langenhorst‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Pecore‌,‌‌                           
three‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌voters‌ ‌sought‌ ‌to‌ ‌exclude‌‌all‌‌of‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌Menominee,‌‌Milwaukee,‌‌and‌‌                             
Dane‌‌counties‌‌from‌‌Wisconsin’s‌‌total‌‌based‌‌on‌‌differences‌‌in‌‌absentee‌‌voting‌‌rules‌‌among‌‌the‌‌                           
counties.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌objected‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌counties’‌ ‌policies‌ ‌of‌ ‌allowing‌ ‌voters‌ ‌who‌ ‌say‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌‌                           
“indefinitely‌‌confined”‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌ballots‌‌without‌‌providing‌‌photo‌‌identification.‌‌The‌‌complaint‌‌also‌‌                       
cited‌‌a‌‌handful‌‌of‌‌voters‌‌who‌‌said‌‌they‌‌received‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌without‌‌requesting‌‌them,‌‌and‌‌                             
three‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌allegedly‌ ‌completed‌ ‌after‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌mailed‌ ‌to‌‌deceased‌‌people.‌‌                         
However,‌ ‌the‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌‌voluntarily‌ ‌dismissed‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌suit‌ ‌four‌ ‌days‌ ‌later.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Before‌‌certification‌‌occurred,‌‌conservative‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Voters‌‌Alliance‌‌‌sued‌‌t‌o‌‌block‌‌certification‌‌                     
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌‌and‌‌give‌‌the‌‌Republican-controlled‌‌legislature‌‌the‌‌power‌‌to‌‌appoint‌‌presidential‌‌                         
electors‌ ‌to‌ ‌cast‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌10‌ ‌Electoral‌ ‌College‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌Party‌ ‌had‌‌                           
previously‌ ‌selected‌ ‌Biden’s‌ ‌10‌ ‌electors‌ ‌as‌ ‌prescribed‌ ‌by‌ ‌law.‌‌This‌‌lawsuit‌‌became‌‌moot‌‌upon‌‌                           
certification,‌ ‌which‌ ‌confirmed‌ ‌that‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌received‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌10‌ ‌Electoral‌ ‌College‌ ‌votes‌ ‌from‌‌                         
those‌ ‌electors.‌ ‌ 
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‌ 
Because‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌was‌‌within‌‌one‌‌percentage‌‌point‌‌of‌‌those‌‌for‌‌Biden,‌‌                               
Trump‌‌was‌‌‌entitled‌‌to‌,‌‌and‌‌petitioned‌‌for,‌‌a‌‌‌recount‌.‌‌Most‌‌legal‌‌challenges‌‌filed‌‌after‌‌the‌‌state‌‌                               
had‌ ‌already‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌this‌ ‌recount‌ ‌and‌ ‌certified‌ ‌its‌ ‌results,‌ ‌leveled‌ ‌broad‌ ‌allegations‌ ‌that‌                         
election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌had‌ ‌improperly‌ ‌expanded‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting.‌ ‌In‌ ‌each‌ ‌suit,‌ ‌courts‌ ‌held‌ ‌that‌ ‌state‌‌                           
election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌had‌ ‌lawfully‌ ‌administered‌ ‌Wisconsin’s‌ ‌election,‌ ‌as‌ ‌per‌ ‌the‌ ‌directives‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                         
state‌ ‌legislature.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌win‌ ‌for‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌was‌ ‌marked‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌record‌ ‌turnout.‌ ‌In‌ ‌total,‌ ‌3,278,963‌‌                             
Wisconsinites‌ ‌(72.3%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌voting-age‌‌population‌‌in‌‌2019)‌‌‌voted‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌election,‌‌                           
up‌ ‌from‌ ‌3,004,501‌ ‌(67.3%)‌ ‌in‌ ‌2016.‌ ‌President-Elect‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌contest‌ ‌with‌‌                         
1,630,866‌ ‌—or‌ ‌49.57%‌ ‌of‌‌the‌‌votes;‌‌Trump‌‌received‌‌1,610,184‌‌votes,‌‌thereby‌‌losing‌‌by‌‌20,682‌‌                           
votes,‌ ‌a‌ ‌margin‌ ‌small‌ ‌enough‌ ‌to‌ ‌qualify‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌The‌ ‌partial‌ ‌recount‌ ‌only‌‌                                 
added‌ ‌to‌‌ ‌Biden’s‌ ‌margin‌ ‌over‌ ‌Trump,‌ ‌increasing‌ ‌it‌ ‌by‌ ‌‌74‌ ‌‌votes.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Joe‌ ‌Biden’s‌ ‌victory‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌was‌ ‌certified‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌30,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌following‌ ‌the‌ ‌partial‌‌                           
recount.‌‌The‌‌victory‌‌became‌‌official‌‌after‌‌Governor‌‌Tony‌‌Evers‌‌and‌‌Ann‌‌Jacobs,‌‌chairperson‌‌of‌‌                           
the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commission,‌ ‌approved‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌report‌ ‌showing‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌‌                       
winner.‌ ‌Jacobs,‌ ‌a‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌appointee‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌bipartisan‌ ‌commission,‌ ‌signed‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌‌                       
statement‌‌over‌‌‌objections‌‌from‌‌Republicans‌‌on‌‌the‌‌commission‌‌who‌‌wanted‌‌to‌‌wait‌‌until‌‌legal‌‌                           
challenges‌ ‌were‌ ‌exhausted.‌‌In‌‌doing‌‌so,‌‌she‌‌affirmed‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌election‌‌results‌‌from‌‌all‌‌                           
72‌ ‌counties,‌ ‌including‌ ‌the‌ ‌recounts‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌in‌ ‌Dane‌ ‌and‌‌Milwaukee‌‌counties.‌‌Shortly‌‌after‌‌                         
that,‌ ‌Governor‌‌Evers,‌‌a‌‌Democrat,‌‌‌signed‌‌a‌‌certificate‌‌that‌‌completed‌‌the‌‌process‌‌and‌‌cleared‌‌                           
one‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌last‌ ‌hurdles‌ ‌for‌ ‌Wisconsin’s‌ ‌10‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌votes‌ ‌to‌ ‌go‌ ‌to‌ ‌Biden.‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌sent‌ ‌its‌‌                                 
certificate‌ ‌of‌ ‌ascertainment‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌National‌ ‌Archives‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌30,‌‌                           
stating‌ ‌that‌ ‌Biden‌ ‌defeated‌ ‌Trump.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌certification‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌30‌ ‌kicked‌ ‌off‌ ‌a‌ ‌five-day‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌for‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌to‌ ‌file‌ ‌a‌ ‌lawsuit,‌‌                               
which‌ ‌he‌ promised‌ ‌would‌ ‌come‌ ‌the‌ ‌following‌ ‌day.‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌mounted‌ ‌a‌ ‌longshot‌ ‌attempt‌ ‌to‌‌                           
overturn‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌‌by‌‌disqualifying‌‌as‌‌many‌‌as‌‌238,000‌‌ballots‌‌by‌‌alleging,‌‌without‌‌evidence,‌‌                           
that‌ ‌there‌ ‌was‌ ‌widespread‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌and‌ ‌illegal‌ ‌activity.‌ ‌Trump’s‌ ‌litigation‌ ‌strategy‌ ‌involved‌‌                       
requesting,‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌remedy‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌fraud,‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌be‌ ‌decertified‌‌                             
(e.g.‌ ‌‌Trump‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Evers‌).‌ ‌In‌ ‌more‌ ‌audacious‌ ‌lawsuits,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌requested‌ ‌courts‌‌to‌‌throw‌‌out‌‌the‌‌                             
Electoral‌ ‌College‌ ‌slates‌ ‌chosen‌ ‌by‌ ‌popular‌ ‌vote‌ ‌and‌ ‌instead‌ ‌remand‌ ‌the‌ ‌issue‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌                           
Republican-controlled‌ ‌state‌ ‌legislature‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin,‌ ‌so‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌legislature‌ ‌could‌ ‌appoint‌ ‌its‌‌                       
own‌ ‌slate‌ ‌of‌ ‌electors‌ ‌(e.g.‌ ‌‌Trump‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commissions‌).‌ ‌ 
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‌ 
Many‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌specifically‌ ‌involved‌ ‌rules‌ ‌regarding‌ ‌“indefinitely‌ ‌confined”‌‌voters.‌‌While‌‌                       
no‌ ‌excuse‌ ‌was‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌receive‌ ‌and‌ ‌cast‌ ‌an‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌in‌‌Wisconsin,‌‌there‌‌was‌‌some‌‌                               
dispute‌ ‌over‌ ‌who‌ ‌was‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌to‌ ‌request‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌as‌ ‌an‌ ‌“indefinitely‌ ‌confined”‌‌                           
voter‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic.‌ ‌A‌ ‌designation‌ ‌of‌ ‌“indefinitely‌ ‌confined”‌ ‌‌excuses‌ ‌the‌‌                       
voter‌‌from‌‌having‌‌to‌‌submit‌‌a‌‌copy‌‌of‌‌their‌‌photo‌‌ID‌‌with‌‌their‌‌ballot‌‌application.‌‌According‌‌to‌‌                                 
statistics‌ ‌kept‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commission,‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌‌216,000‌ ‌voters‌ ‌said‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌‌                         
indefinitely‌‌confined‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌election—up‌‌from‌‌under‌‌57,000‌‌in‌‌2016.‌‌This‌‌led‌‌to‌‌assertions‌‌                             
that‌‌voters‌‌were‌‌misclassifying‌‌themselves‌‌as‌‌indefinitely‌‌confined‌‌because‌‌of‌‌the‌‌pandemic.‌‌It‌‌                         
also‌ ‌triggered‌ ‌lawsuits‌ ‌over‌‌whether‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌Commission‌‌had‌‌given‌‌adequate‌‌                       
guidance‌ ‌as‌ ‌to‌ ‌who‌ ‌was‌ ‌eligible‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌midst‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌pandemic.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌day‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌30‌ ‌certification,‌ ‌Trump‌ ‌and‌ ‌his‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌‌asked‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌‌                           
Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌to‌ ‌reverse‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌certification,‌ ‌claiming‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌200,000‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌‌                         
were‌ ‌illegally‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌According‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌lawsuit,‌ ‌‌Trump‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Evers‌,‌ ‌election‌ ‌boards‌ ‌in‌‌                         
Democratic-leaning‌ ‌Milwaukee‌ ‌and‌ ‌Dane‌ ‌counties‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌follow‌ ‌proper‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌for‌‌                     
issuing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌accepted‌ ‌tens‌ ‌of‌ ‌thousands‌ ‌that‌ ‌should‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌rejected.‌ ‌The‌‌                           
Wisconsin‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌‌denied‌‌immediate‌‌review‌‌of‌‌the‌‌case‌‌but‌‌permitted‌‌Trump‌‌to‌‌file‌‌his‌‌                             
challenge‌ ‌in‌ ‌circuit‌ ‌court.‌ ‌The‌ ‌lower‌ ‌court's‌ ‌decision‌ ‌on‌ ‌Friday,‌ ‌December‌ ‌11‌ ‌‌dismissed‌ ‌the‌‌                           
Trump‌ ‌campaign's‌ ‌claims‌ ‌that‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌in‌ ‌two‌ ‌counties‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌follow‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌‌                           
regarding‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌during‌ ‌Wisconsin's‌ ‌recount.‌ ‌"The‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                         
2020‌‌Wisconsin‌‌presidential‌‌election,‌‌after‌‌the‌‌Dane‌‌County‌‌and‌‌Milwaukee‌‌County‌‌recounts,‌‌is‌‌                         
affirmed,"‌‌ruled‌‌Reserve‌‌Judge‌‌Stephen‌‌Simanek,‌‌adding,‌‌"I‌‌believe‌‌the‌‌recount‌‌was‌‌transparent‌‌                         
and‌ ‌open—I‌ ‌believe‌ ‌‌it‌ ‌may‌ ‌have‌ ‌even‌ ‌been‌ ‌live-streamed.‌‌ ‌There‌ ‌is‌ ‌no‌ ‌dispute‌ ‌in‌ ‌that‌ ‌regard."‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Also‌‌on‌‌December‌‌1,‌‌2020,‌‌conservative‌‌attorney‌‌Sidney‌‌Powell,‌‌‌who‌‌was‌‌at‌‌times‌‌identified‌‌as‌‌                             
part‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Trump‌‌campaign’s‌‌legal‌‌team,‌‌filed‌‌another‌‌lawsuit.‌‌‌In‌‌this‌‌case,‌‌‌Feehan‌‌v.‌‌Wisconsin‌‌                               
Elections‌ ‌Commission‌,‌ ‌a‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌elector,‌ ‌William‌ ‌Feehan,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌‌                     
nominee‌ ‌for‌ ‌Wisconsin’s‌ ‌Third‌ ‌Congressional‌ ‌District‌ ‌seat,‌ ‌Derrick‌ ‌Van‌ ‌Orden,‌ ‌‌sued‌ ‌the‌‌                       
Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commission‌‌with‌‌numerous‌‌allegations.‌‌Among‌‌other‌‌things,‌‌they‌‌alleged‌                     
the‌ ‌commission‌ ‌had‌ ‌violated‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌in‌ ‌its‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌for‌ ‌submitting‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌‌                           
application‌‌as‌‌an‌‌“indefinitely‌‌confined‌‌voter”‌‌and‌‌in‌‌their‌‌guidance‌‌permitting‌‌clerks‌‌to‌‌contact‌‌                           
absentee‌ ‌voters‌ ‌to‌ ‌cure‌ ‌a‌ ‌missing‌ ‌witness‌ ‌address‌ ‌on‌‌their‌‌return‌‌certification‌‌envelope.‌‌The‌‌                           
plaintiffs‌‌sought‌‌to‌‌decertify‌‌the‌‌election‌‌results‌‌and‌‌to‌‌force‌‌the‌‌state‌‌to‌‌perform‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌or‌‌                                 
a‌ ‌statistically‌ ‌valid‌ ‌sampling‌ ‌of‌ ‌voter‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌to‌ ‌investigate‌ ‌whether‌ ‌ineligible‌ ‌absentee‌‌                       
ballots‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌Two‌ ‌days‌ ‌later,‌ ‌plaintiff‌ ‌Feehan‌ ‌filed‌ ‌an‌ ‌amended‌ ‌complaint,‌‌                         
removing‌‌Van‌‌Orden‌‌as‌‌a‌‌plaintiff.‌‌On‌‌December‌‌9,‌‌the‌‌federal‌‌district‌‌court‌‌‌held‌‌that‌‌it‌‌lacked‌‌                                 
the‌‌jurisdiction‌‌to‌‌grant‌‌the‌‌relief‌‌that‌‌the‌‌remaining‌‌plaintiff‌‌sought‌‌because‌‌"federal‌‌judges‌‌do‌‌                             
not‌‌appoint‌‌the‌‌president‌‌in‌‌this‌‌country."‌‌The‌‌court‌‌also‌‌held‌‌that‌‌the‌‌plaintiff‌‌lacked‌‌Article‌‌III‌‌                                 
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standing‌‌to‌‌sue‌‌in‌‌federal‌‌court‌‌over‌‌a‌‌state‌‌election‌‌claim,‌‌but‌‌went‌‌on‌‌to‌‌dismiss‌‌the‌‌claims‌‌as‌‌                                     
moot.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
On‌‌December‌‌2,‌‌2020,‌‌Donald‌‌Trump’s‌‌lawyers‌‌‌filed‌‌‌Trump‌‌v.‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌Commissions‌,‌‌a‌‌                           
lawsuit‌ ‌in‌ ‌federal‌ ‌district‌ ‌court‌ ‌against‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Commission,‌ ‌alleging‌ ‌that‌‌                       
absentee‌ ‌voting‌ ‌discriminated‌ ‌against‌ ‌"able-bodied"‌ ‌voters.‌ ‌It‌ ‌alleged‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌widespread‌‌                     
availability‌ ‌of‌ ‌voting‌ ‌by‌ ‌mail‌ ‌contradicted‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Legislature's‌ ‌disfavor‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌‌                       
voting‌ ‌policies.‌‌The‌‌suit‌‌also‌‌alleged‌‌that‌‌the‌‌commission‌‌"eliminated‌‌state‌‌laws‌‌requiring‌‌that‌‌                           
voters‌‌provide‌‌information‌‌on‌‌the‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌envelope"‌‌and‌‌permitted‌‌election‌‌workers‌‌to‌‌alter‌‌                           
ballots,‌ ‌among‌ ‌‌other‌ ‌claims‌.‌ ‌The‌ ‌suit‌ ‌challenged‌ ‌the‌ ‌validity‌ ‌of‌ ‌17,000‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌votes‌‌                           
that‌ ‌had‌ ‌been‌ ‌collected‌ ‌at‌ ‌“‌Democracy‌ ‌in‌‌the‌‌Park‌”‌‌events‌‌sponsored‌‌by‌‌the‌‌City‌‌of‌‌Madison.‌‌                               
Trump‌‌requested‌‌that‌‌the‌‌result‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌election‌‌be‌‌remanded‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌State‌‌                             
Legislature.‌‌On‌‌December‌‌12,‌‌the‌‌court‌‌‌denied‌‌the‌‌petition‌‌with‌‌prejudice.‌‌The‌‌court‌‌found‌‌that‌‌                             
the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Commission’s‌ ‌guidance‌ ‌on‌ ‌indefinitely‌ ‌confined‌ ‌voters,‌ ‌the‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌‌                       
absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌drop‌ ‌boxes,‌ ‌and‌ ‌election‌ ‌workers’‌ ‌corrections‌ ‌to‌ ‌witness‌‌addresses‌‌were‌‌not‌‌                         
challenges‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌“Manner”‌ ‌of‌ ‌Wisconsin’s‌ ‌appointment‌ ‌of‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌electors,‌ ‌but‌ ‌rather‌‌                       
disagreements‌ ‌over‌ ‌election‌ ‌administration.‌ ‌The‌ ‌court‌‌also‌‌found‌‌the‌‌Commission‌‌conducted‌‌                     
the‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌manner‌ ‌directed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌legislature,‌ ‌in‌ ‌accordance‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌Electors‌‌                             
Clause.‌‌‌U.S.‌‌District‌‌Court‌‌Judge‌‌Brett‌‌H.‌‌Ludwig,‌‌a‌‌Trump‌‌appointee,‌‌‌opened‌‌his‌‌order‌‌noting,‌‌                             
“This‌ ‌is‌ ‌an‌ ‌‌extraordinary‌ ‌case”‌ ‌(emphasis‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌original)‌‌because‌‌the‌‌President‌‌is‌‌“[h]oping‌‌to‌‌                             
secure‌ ‌federal‌ ‌court‌ ‌help‌ ‌in‌ ‌undoing‌ ‌his‌ ‌defeat.”‌ ‌After‌ ‌surveying‌ ‌the‌ ‌evidence,‌ ‌Judge‌ ‌Ludwig‌‌                           
concluded‌‌that‌‌“[t]his‌‌Court‌‌has‌‌allowed‌‌plaintiff‌‌the‌‌chance‌‌to‌‌make‌‌his‌‌case‌‌and‌‌he‌‌has‌‌lost‌‌on‌‌                                   
the‌ ‌merits.”‌ ‌ 

‌   
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Appendix‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Laws‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Below‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌detailed‌ ‌description‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌laws‌ ‌in‌ ‌eight‌ ‌battleground‌ ‌states‌ ‌related‌ ‌to‌‌                           
counting‌ ‌the‌‌vote.‌‌While‌‌not‌‌all‌‌of‌‌these‌‌laws‌‌were‌‌invoked‌‌or‌‌came‌‌into‌‌play‌‌during‌‌the‌‌2020‌                                   
election,‌ ‌they‌ ‌frame‌ ‌the‌ ‌context‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌and‌ ‌certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌took‌ ‌place.‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Arizona‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Arizona‌‌is‌‌among‌‌the‌‌few‌‌battleground‌‌states‌‌that‌‌allow‌‌early‌‌scanning‌‌of‌‌ballots,‌‌including‌‌mail‌‌                             
ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌count‌ ‌in‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌starts‌ ‌14‌‌days‌‌before‌‌the‌‌election,‌‌such‌‌that‌‌partial‌‌results‌‌were‌‌                               
available‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌despite‌ ‌the‌ ‌increase‌ ‌in‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌election‌‌                             
rules‌ ‌were‌ ‌‌litigated‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌months‌ ‌leading‌ ‌up‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election,‌‌including‌‌the‌‌deadline‌‌for‌‌                               
curing‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌without‌‌signatures‌‌and‌‌the‌‌treatment‌‌of‌‌provisional‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌the‌‌wrong‌‌                             
precinct.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌few‌ ‌of‌ ‌these‌ ‌cases‌ ‌impacted‌ ‌how‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌counted‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

A‌ ‌2019‌ ‌law‌ ‌(Ariz.‌‌Rev.‌‌Stat.‌‌§‌‌‌16-550‌)‌‌extended‌‌the‌‌period‌‌in‌‌which‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌may‌‌open‌‌                                 
and‌ ‌count‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌from‌ ‌seven‌ ‌days‌‌to‌‌14‌‌days‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌helping‌‌to‌‌ensure‌‌smooth‌‌                               
and‌‌timely‌‌processing‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌for‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌elections.‌‌Despite‌‌early‌‌tabulation,‌‌officials‌‌could‌‌                           
not‌ ‌release‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌until‌‌all‌‌precincts‌‌had‌‌reported‌‌or‌‌until‌‌one‌‌hour‌‌after‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌closed‌                                 
on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌All‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌had‌‌to‌‌be‌‌received‌‌by‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌‌A‌‌                                       
case‌ ‌filed‌ ‌in‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌‌Yazzie‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Hobbs‌,‌ challenged‌ ‌this‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌that‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌be‌‌                             
received‌‌by‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌—rather‌‌than‌‌just‌‌postmarked—before‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌but‌‌                           
a‌ ‌federal‌ ‌district‌ ‌court‌ ‌denied‌ ‌the‌ ‌request‌ ‌to‌ ‌extend‌ ‌that‌ ‌deadline,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Ninth‌ ‌Circuit‌‌                             
affirmed.‌ ‌Therefore,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌remained‌ ‌in‌ ‌place‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌‌                           
election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Mail‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌certified‌‌through‌‌signature‌‌verification.‌‌Though‌‌such‌‌ballots‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌                         
earlier‌ ‌than‌ ‌14‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌they‌‌can‌‌be‌‌cleared‌‌through‌‌a‌‌‌signature‌‌verification‌‌                             
process‌‌that‌‌can‌‌begin‌‌when‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌and‌‌ballot‌‌affidavit‌‌are‌‌received‌‌by‌‌the‌‌county‌‌recorder‌‌                               
or‌‌official‌‌in‌‌charge‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌(For‌‌2020,‌‌this‌‌was‌‌approximately‌‌the‌‌week‌‌of‌‌October‌‌12,‌‌                                 
as‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌mailed‌‌beginning‌‌‌October‌‌7‌.)‌‌‌The‌‌process‌‌involves‌‌‌comparing‌‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌                           
the‌‌ballot‌‌affidavit‌‌envelope‌‌with‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌registration‌‌record.‌‌If‌‌a‌‌signature‌‌                             
cannot‌ ‌be‌ ‌verified‌ ‌because‌ ‌it‌ ‌is‌ ‌inconsistent‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌registration‌‌                           
record,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌are‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌make‌ ‌“reasonable‌ ‌efforts”‌ ‌under‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌Revised‌‌                       
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Statutes‌ ‌§ ‌16-550‌ ‌‌to‌ ‌contact‌ ‌voters‌ ‌and‌ ‌give‌ ‌them‌ ‌an‌ ‌opportunity‌ ‌to‌ ‌correct‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature.‌‌                           
Voters‌‌had‌‌until‌‌the‌‌fifth‌‌business‌‌day‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election‌‌to‌‌‌correct‌‌any‌‌mismatched‌‌signatures.‌‌                             
If‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌envelope‌‌was‌‌not‌‌‌verified‌‌by‌‌that‌‌time,‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌was‌‌not‌‌counted.‌‌                                   
If‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌verified‌,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌‌recorder‌‌marked‌‌the‌‌unopened‌‌affidavit‌‌envelope‌‌as‌‌                           
verified‌‌and‌‌kept‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌and‌‌affidavit‌‌unopened‌‌in‌‌the‌‌return‌‌envelope‌‌until‌‌transfer‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                               
election‌ ‌officer‌ ‌for‌ ‌further‌ ‌processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌tabulation.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
By‌‌contrast,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌was‌‌‌missing‌‌a‌‌signature,‌‌voters‌‌had‌‌only‌‌until‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌to‌‌                                     
fix‌ ‌the‌ ‌error‌ ‌before‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌would‌ ‌be‌ ‌rejected.‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌law‌ ‌is‌ ‌silent‌‌on‌‌the‌‌procedure‌‌for‌‌                                 
missing‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌(see‌ ‌Ariz.‌ ‌Rev.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌§‌ ‌16-550‌)‌,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌Elections‌ ‌Procedures‌ ‌Manual‌ ‌‌does‌‌                         
address‌ ‌this‌ ‌issue.‌ ‌‌According‌ ‌to‌ the‌ ‌Manual,‌ ‌“[i]f‌ ‌the‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌affidavit‌ ‌is‌ ‌not‌ ‌signed,‌ ‌the‌‌                               
County‌‌Recorder‌‌shall‌‌not‌‌count‌‌the‌‌ballot.‌‌The‌‌County‌‌Recorder‌‌shall‌‌then‌‌make‌‌a‌‌reasonable‌‌                             
and‌ ‌meaningful‌ ‌attempt‌ ‌to‌ ‌contact‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌via‌ ‌mail,‌ ‌phone,‌ ‌text‌ ‌message,‌ ‌and/or‌ ‌email,‌‌to‌‌                             
notify‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌the‌ ‌affidavit‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌signed‌ ‌and‌ ‌explain‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌‌how‌‌they‌‌may‌‌cure‌‌the‌‌                                   
missing‌ ‌signature‌ ‌or‌ ‌cast‌ ‌a‌ ‌replacement‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌before‌ ‌7‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌The‌ ‌County‌‌                             
Recorder‌ ‌shall‌ ‌attempt‌ ‌to‌ ‌contact‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌as‌ ‌soon‌ ‌as‌ ‌practicable‌ ‌using‌ ‌any‌ ‌contact‌‌                           
information‌ ‌available‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌record‌ ‌and‌ ‌any‌ ‌other‌ ‌source‌ ‌reasonably‌ ‌available‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌                           
County‌‌Recorder.‌‌Neither‌‌replacement‌‌ballots‌‌nor‌‌provisional‌‌ballots‌‌can‌‌be‌‌issued‌‌after‌‌7p.m.‌‌                         
on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.”‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌Party‌ sued‌ ‌‌over‌ ‌the‌ ‌disparity‌ ‌in‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌for‌ ‌missing‌ ‌and‌‌                         
mismatched‌ ‌signatures.‌ ‌‌Arizona‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌Party‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Hobbs‌ ‌challenged‌ ‌the‌ ‌procedure‌ ‌that‌‌                     
allowed‌ ‌voters‌ ‌with‌ ‌mismatched‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌five‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌to‌ ‌verify‌‌their‌‌ballots,‌‌                           
while‌ ‌allowing‌ ‌those‌ ‌with‌ ‌missing‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌only‌ ‌until‌ ‌7‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌fix‌ ‌their‌‌                               
mistake.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌argued‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌‌deadline‌‌made‌‌voters‌‌with‌‌missing‌‌signatures‌‌                         
more‌‌likely‌‌to‌‌have‌‌their‌‌vote‌‌rejected,‌‌as‌‌they‌‌would‌‌be‌‌far‌‌less‌‌likely‌‌to‌‌receive‌‌notice‌‌in‌‌time‌‌                                     
to‌‌correct‌‌the‌‌error.‌‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌there‌‌was‌‌a‌‌risk‌‌that‌‌the‌‌inconsistency‌‌between‌‌the‌‌deadlines‌‌                               
could‌‌be‌‌a‌‌source‌‌of‌‌confusion‌‌for‌‌voters.‌‌Plaintiffs‌‌prevailed‌‌at‌‌the‌‌district‌‌court‌‌level,‌‌but‌‌the‌‌                                 
U.S.‌‌Court‌‌of‌‌Appeals‌‌for‌‌the‌‌Ninth‌‌Circuit‌‌‌overturned‌‌the‌‌district‌‌court‌‌ruling‌‌‌in‌‌October‌‌2020,‌‌                               
finding‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌created‌ ‌only‌ ‌a‌ ‌minimal‌ ‌burden.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Arizona‌ ‌had‌ ‌a‌ ‌controversial‌ ‌policy‌‌of‌‌rejecting‌‌provisional‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌the‌‌wrong‌‌precinct,‌‌a‌‌                             
policy‌‌that‌‌generated‌‌concern‌‌because‌‌so‌‌many‌‌precinct‌‌locations‌‌had‌‌been‌‌relocated‌‌or‌‌closed‌‌                           
in‌ ‌2020‌ ‌to‌ ‌accommodate‌ ‌pandemic‌ ‌circumstances.‌ ‌In‌ ‌‌Brnovich‌ ‌v.‌ DNC‌,‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌sought‌ ‌to‌‌                         
eliminate‌‌‌the‌‌policy,‌‌claiming‌‌that‌‌it‌‌violated‌‌Section‌‌2‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Voting‌‌Rights‌‌Act.‌‌They‌‌proposed‌‌                               
instead‌ ‌that‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌county,‌ ‌state,‌ ‌and‌ ‌national‌‌offices‌‌on‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌the‌‌wrong‌‌precinct‌‌                               
should‌‌be‌‌counted,‌‌but‌‌that‌‌votes‌‌for‌‌precinct-specific‌‌offices‌‌should‌‌not‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌The‌‌Ninth‌‌                             
Circuit‌ ‌‌struck‌ ‌down‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌out-of-precinct‌ ‌policy‌ ‌for‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌January‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌finding‌‌                         
that‌‌it‌‌was‌‌enacted‌‌with‌‌the‌‌intent‌‌to‌‌discriminate‌‌against‌‌minority‌‌voters.‌‌The‌‌Arizona‌‌‌attorney‌‌                             
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general‌‌‌appealed‌‌the‌‌case‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌of‌‌the‌‌United‌‌States,‌‌which‌‌granted‌‌certiorari‌                             
but‌‌set‌‌argument‌‌to‌‌‌hear‌‌the‌‌case‌‌i‌n‌‌March‌‌2021.‌‌The‌‌law,‌‌therefore,‌‌‌remained‌‌in‌‌effect‌‌‌during‌‌                                 
the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌‌election‌‌and‌‌had‌‌the‌‌potential‌‌of‌‌disqualifying‌‌a‌‌large‌‌number‌‌of‌‌provisional‌‌                             
ballots.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Arizona‌‌requires‌‌all‌‌of‌‌its‌‌election‌‌equipment‌‌to‌‌be‌‌tested‌‌and‌‌certified‌‌before‌‌an‌‌election,‌‌using‌‌                               
logic‌‌and‌‌accuracy‌‌tests.‌‌Under‌‌Arizona‌‌Revised‌‌Statutes‌‌§‌‌‌16-449‌,‌‌this‌‌testing‌‌and‌‌certification‌‌                           
process‌‌must‌‌take‌‌place‌‌both‌‌before‌‌and‌‌after‌‌each‌‌election‌‌to‌‌ensure‌‌machines‌‌are‌‌counting‌‌                             
votes‌ ‌accurately‌ ‌and‌ ‌attributing‌ ‌them‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌correct‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌and‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌measures.‌ ‌Each‌‌                         
county‌ ‌is‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌test‌ ‌all‌ ‌of‌ ‌its‌ ‌‌election‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌(i.e.‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machines)‌ ‌before‌ ‌any‌‌                             
tabulation‌‌can‌‌begin.‌‌These‌‌tests‌‌must‌‌be‌‌‌overseen‌‌by‌‌at‌‌least‌‌two‌‌election‌‌staff‌‌or‌‌inspectors‌‌                               
of‌ ‌different‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties.‌ ‌In‌ ‌addition,‌ ‌the‌ ‌testing‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌observed‌ ‌by‌ ‌representatives‌ ‌of‌‌                           
political‌ ‌parties,‌‌candidates,‌‌the‌‌press,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌public.‌‌For‌‌any‌‌election‌‌that‌‌includes‌‌a‌‌federal,‌‌                             
statewide,‌‌or‌‌legislative‌‌office,‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌must‌‌conduct‌‌additional‌‌‌logic‌‌and‌‌accuracy‌‌                           
tests‌‌ ‌‌on‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌from‌ ‌various‌ ‌counties.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In-person‌ ‌‌early‌ ‌voting‌ ‌begins‌ ‌27‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌continues‌ ‌through‌ ‌the‌ ‌Friday‌‌                           
before‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌The‌ ‌election‌ ‌officer‌ ‌may‌ ‌begin‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballots‌‌after‌‌confirmation‌‌                         
from‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌that‌ ‌all‌ ‌voting‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌has‌ ‌passed‌ ‌any‌ ‌required‌ ‌logic‌ ‌and‌‌                             
accuracy‌‌test.‌‌Ariz.‌‌Rev.‌‌Stat.‌‌§‌‌‌16-552(A)‌.‌‌Tabulation‌‌of‌‌early‌‌ballots‌‌can‌‌start‌‌14‌‌days‌‌before‌‌the‌‌                                 
election.‌ ‌A.R.S.‌ ‌§‌ ‌‌16-550(B)‌.‌ ‌Once‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌on‌ ‌an‌ ‌early‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌affidavit‌ ‌is‌ ‌verified‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌‌                               
county‌‌recorder,‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌sent‌‌to‌‌the‌‌early‌‌ballot‌‌board,‌‌which‌‌is‌‌made‌‌up‌‌of‌‌staff‌‌members‌‌                                   
who‌‌are‌‌required‌‌to‌‌be‌‌affiliated‌‌with‌‌different‌‌political‌‌parties.‌‌The‌‌early‌‌ballot‌‌board‌‌removes‌‌                             
the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌from‌ ‌their‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌and‌ ‌transports‌ ‌them‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌room‌ ‌where‌‌election‌‌                           
officials‌‌run‌‌them‌‌through‌‌‌tabulators‌.‌‌The‌‌ballot‌‌tabulation‌‌room‌‌is‌‌required‌‌by‌‌‌law‌‌‌to‌‌have‌‌live‌‌                               
video‌ ‌feed‌ ‌so‌ ‌voters‌ ‌are‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌watch‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌occur.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Counties‌ ‌vary‌ ‌in‌ ‌where‌ ‌they‌ ‌process‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌counties‌ ‌use‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌central‌‌count‌‌‌method‌‌in‌‌                             
which‌ ‌voters‌ ‌put‌ ‌their‌ ‌completed‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌“secured‌ ‌ballot‌‌bin”‌‌which‌‌is‌‌transported‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                               
county's‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌center‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close.‌ ‌This‌ ‌transportation‌ ‌is‌ ‌carried‌ ‌out‌ ‌by‌‌                           
“election‌ ‌workers”‌ ‌of‌ ‌different‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Other‌ ‌counties‌ ‌use‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌precinct‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌‌method,‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌voters‌ ‌or‌ ‌poll‌ ‌workers‌ ‌feed‌ ‌the‌‌                             
completed‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌into‌ ‌a‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌machine‌ ‌located‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌voting‌ ‌location.‌ ‌The‌ ‌machine‌‌                         
tabulates‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌immediately‌‌and‌‌saves‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌to‌‌a‌‌removable‌‌media‌‌device‌‌which‌‌                             
is‌ ‌stored‌ ‌inside‌‌the‌‌tabulator.‌‌After‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌close,‌‌the‌‌poll‌‌workers‌‌or‌‌sheriff’s‌‌deputies‌‌bring‌‌                               
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the‌ ‌removable‌ ‌media‌ ‌devices‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌central‌ ‌counting‌ ‌location‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌county.‌ ‌At‌ ‌the‌ ‌central‌‌                             
counting‌ ‌location,‌ ‌an‌ ‌election‌ ‌official‌ ‌loads‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌from‌‌the‌‌removable‌‌media‌‌device‌‌into‌‌                           
the‌ ‌secure‌ ‌election‌ ‌management‌ ‌system‌ ‌and‌ ‌combines‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌totals‌ ‌for‌ ‌all‌ ‌the‌ ‌polling‌‌                           
locations.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
All‌ ‌counties‌ ‌must‌ ‌follow‌ ‌‌chain‌ ‌of‌ ‌custody‌ ‌protocols‌.‌ ‌This‌ ‌includes‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌for‌‌                       
documentation‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌handling‌ ‌of‌‌every‌‌ballot,‌‌storage‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌secure‌‌locations,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌                             
live‌‌video‌‌feed‌‌on‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌tabulation‌‌rooms.‌‌Counties‌‌must‌‌also‌‌follow‌‌protocols‌‌for‌‌ensuring‌‌                             
the‌ ‌security‌‌of‌‌all‌‌ballots,‌‌including‌‌the‌‌use‌‌of‌‌tamper-evident‌‌seals,‌‌identification‌‌badges,‌‌and‌‌                           
having‌ ‌two‌ ‌or‌ ‌more‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌of‌ ‌opposing‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties‌ ‌present.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Under‌ ‌Arizona‌ ‌Revised‌ ‌Statutes‌ ‌‌Title‌ ‌16‌ ‌Section‌ ‌623‌,‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌results‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌‌                         
released‌ ‌after‌ ‌all‌ ‌precincts‌ ‌have‌ ‌reported‌ ‌or‌ ‌one‌ ‌hour‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌closing‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls,‌ ‌whichever‌‌                             
comes‌ ‌first.‌ ‌It‌ ‌appears‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌latter‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌de‌ ‌facto‌ ‌default,‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌                                   
(SOS)‌‌website‌‌indicates‌‌that‌‌the‌‌first‌‌results‌‌would‌‌be‌‌released‌‌at‌‌8‌‌p.m.,‌‌which‌‌is‌‌one‌‌hour‌‌after‌‌                                   
the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌closed‌ ‌at‌ ‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌These‌‌first‌‌results‌‌included‌‌early‌‌ballots,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌mail‌‌ballots,‌‌which‌‌                                 
can‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted‌ ‌starting‌ ‌‌14‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌election‌ ‌night‌.‌ ‌After‌‌that,‌‌these‌‌results‌‌were‌‌updated‌‌                             
“sporadically”‌‌as‌‌counties‌‌received‌‌information‌‌from‌‌voting‌‌machines‌‌at‌‌their‌‌polling‌‌locations.‌‌                       
These‌‌results‌‌were‌‌unofficial‌,‌‌as‌‌they‌‌had‌‌not‌‌yet‌‌been‌‌certified‌‌by‌‌the‌‌board‌‌of‌‌supervisors‌‌or‌‌                                 
other‌ ‌officers‌ ‌in‌ ‌charge.‌ ‌Results‌ ‌were‌ ‌simultaneously‌ ‌‌shared‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌via‌‌                           
phone,‌ ‌fax,‌ ‌or‌ ‌other‌ ‌electronic‌ ‌means‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌at‌ ‌each‌ ‌precinct.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Arizona‌ ‌uses‌ ‌software‌ ‌from‌ ‌‌BPro‌,‌ ‌a‌ ‌private‌ ‌company‌ ‌that‌ ‌operates‌ ‌the‌ ‌TotalVote‌ ‌Election‌‌                         
Software,‌‌for‌‌its‌‌state‌‌election‌‌night‌‌reporting‌‌(ENR)‌‌system,‌‌which‌‌most‌‌counties‌‌also‌‌rely‌‌on‌‌to‌‌                               
display‌ ‌their‌ ‌results‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌public.‌ ‌On‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌‌the‌‌state‌‌updates‌‌election‌‌results‌‌on‌‌its‌‌                               
ENR‌‌website‌‌as‌‌information‌‌is‌‌sent‌‌in‌‌from‌‌all‌‌counties.‌‌The‌‌state‌‌ENR‌‌website‌‌allows‌‌the‌‌public‌‌                                 
to‌‌view‌‌results‌‌by‌‌county,‌‌and‌‌13‌‌out‌‌of‌‌the‌‌15‌‌counties‌‌rely‌‌on‌‌this‌‌as‌‌their‌‌main‌‌ENR‌‌system.‌‌                                       
In‌ ‌most‌ ‌cases,‌ ‌the‌ ‌individual‌‌counties‌‌also‌‌upload‌‌results‌‌to‌‌their‌‌own‌‌websites‌‌as‌‌.pdf‌‌or‌‌.txt‌‌                                 
files.‌‌Two‌‌counties,‌‌‌Greenlee‌‌and‌‌‌Pinal‌,‌‌use‌‌‌Scytl‌,‌‌another‌‌private‌‌company’s‌‌election‌‌software,‌‌                         
to‌ ‌post‌ ‌their‌ ‌results‌ ‌on‌ ‌their‌ ‌individual‌ ‌county‌ ‌websites.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

To‌ ‌‌certify‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌must‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌each‌‌                           
precinct‌ ‌or‌ ‌election‌ ‌district.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Services‌ ‌Division‌ ‌is‌ ‌in‌ ‌charge‌ ‌of‌‌                             
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certifying‌‌on‌‌the‌‌state‌‌level,‌‌while‌‌the‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Supervisors‌‌for‌‌each‌‌county‌‌certifies‌‌the‌‌results‌‌                               
at‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌level.‌ ‌The‌ ‌canvass‌‌ ‌‌verifies‌‌ ‌vote‌ ‌totals,‌ ‌including‌ ‌write-ins,‌ ‌for‌ ‌all‌ ‌contests.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
At‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌level,‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌supervisors‌,‌‌made‌‌up‌‌of‌‌‌county‌‌officials‌‌elected‌‌to‌‌a‌‌four-year‌‌                                 
term,‌ ‌carries‌ ‌out‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌‌public‌‌meeting‌‌six‌‌to‌‌‌20‌‌days‌‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌The‌‌official‌‌                                   
election‌‌‌results‌‌must‌‌include‌‌a‌‌Statement‌‌of‌‌Votes‌‌Cast,‌‌a‌‌cumulative‌‌Official‌‌Final‌‌Report,‌‌and‌‌a‌‌                               
Write-Ins‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌Report.‌ ‌As‌ ‌required‌ ‌by‌ ‌state‌ ‌law,‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌ ‌election‌ ‌‌results‌ ‌must‌ ‌include‌ ‌a‌‌                             
Statement‌ ‌of‌ ‌Votes‌ ‌Cast,‌ ‌a‌ ‌cumulative‌ ‌Official‌ ‌Final‌ ‌Report,‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌Write-Ins‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌Report.‌‌The‌‌                             
Statement‌ ‌of‌ ‌Votes‌ ‌Cast‌ ‌‌includes‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌each‌‌precinct‌‌and‌‌county,‌‌the‌‌                               
titles‌‌of‌‌offices‌‌up‌‌for‌‌election,‌‌the‌‌name‌‌of‌‌the‌‌people‌‌up‌‌for‌‌election,‌‌the‌‌number‌‌and‌‌title‌‌of‌‌                                     
each‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌measure,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌‌for‌‌and‌‌against‌‌each‌‌ballot‌‌measure.‌‌The‌‌                               
Official‌ ‌Final‌ ‌Report‌ ‌includes‌ ‌the‌ ‌total‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌‌precincts,‌‌total‌‌number‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌cast,‌‌total‌‌                             
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌eligible‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌and‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌‌                             
candidate‌ ‌by‌ ‌district‌ ‌or‌ ‌division.‌ ‌The‌ ‌‌Write-Ins‌‌Vote‌‌Report‌‌includes‌‌the‌‌name‌‌and‌‌number‌‌of‌‌                             
votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌authorized‌ ‌write-in‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌by‌ ‌precinct.‌ ‌Once‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌supervisors‌‌                         
completes‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌certification,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Official‌ ‌Final‌ ‌Report‌ ‌and‌ ‌Statement‌ ‌of‌ ‌Votes‌‌                         
Cast‌ ‌are‌ ‌published‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌website‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌officer‌ ‌in‌ ‌charge‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌Arizona‌‌                               
Revised‌‌Statutes‌‌§‌‌‌16-645‌,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌election‌‌includes‌‌a‌‌federal,‌‌statewide,‌‌or‌‌legislative‌‌office‌‌or‌‌a‌‌                               
statewide‌‌ballot‌‌measure,‌‌the‌‌board‌‌of‌‌supervisors‌‌or‌‌elections‌‌officer‌‌in‌‌charge‌‌is‌‌required‌‌to‌‌                             
transmit‌‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌official‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌electronically‌ ‌and‌ ‌by‌ ‌mail.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 

Florida‌ ‌ 
‌ 

A‌ ‌significantly‌ ‌higher‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌Floridians‌‌were‌‌expected‌‌to‌‌vote‌‌by‌‌mail‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌                               
election‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌previous‌ ‌years.‌ ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌2016‌ ‌and‌ ‌2018‌ ‌general‌ ‌elections,‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌‌                         
ballots‌ ‌constituted‌ ‌approximately‌‌30%‌‌of‌‌total‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌in‌‌Florida.‌‌By‌‌mid-September‌‌2020,‌‌                         
Florida‌ ‌voters‌ ‌had‌ ‌‌requested‌ ‌nearly‌ ‌5‌ ‌million‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌approximately‌ ‌a‌ ‌40%‌‌                       
increase‌ ‌over‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌requested‌ ‌in‌ ‌2016.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Florida’s‌‌vote-counting‌‌process‌‌consists‌‌of‌‌opening‌‌the‌‌ballots,‌‌tabulating‌‌the‌‌ballots,‌‌reporting‌‌                       
the‌ ‌results,‌ ‌and‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌results.‌ ‌All‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌systems‌ ‌used‌ ‌in‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌must‌ ‌undergo‌ ‌a‌‌                             
rigorous‌ ‌logic‌ ‌&‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌test‌ ‌before‌ ‌public‌ ‌use.‌ ‌While‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌process‌ ‌bears‌ ‌general‌‌                           
similarities‌ ‌to‌ ‌that‌ ‌of‌ ‌other‌ ‌states,‌ ‌some‌ ‌salient‌ ‌features‌ ‌of‌ ‌Florida’s‌ ‌vote-counting‌ ‌process‌‌                         
include‌ ‌its‌ ‌voter‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌ ‌process‌ ‌and‌ ‌its‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌system‌ ‌approvals‌ ‌process.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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‌ 
Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌timeline‌ ‌and‌ ‌procedure‌ ‌for‌ ‌opening‌ ‌and‌ ‌counting‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌is‌ ‌specified‌ ‌under‌ ‌Florida‌                           
Statutes‌ ‌Title‌ ‌IX‌ ‌‌§§101.657‌,‌ ‌‌101.68‌.‌ ‌Signature‌ ‌verification‌‌and‌‌counting‌‌‌can‌‌begin‌‌at‌‌7‌‌a.m.‌‌on‌‌                             
October‌ ‌12,‌ ‌22‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day;‌ ‌releasing‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌early‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌felony.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌in‌‌                               
2020,‌ ‌in‌ ‌response‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌COVID-19‌ ‌crisis,‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌Governor‌ ‌Ron‌ ‌DeSantis‌ ‌issued‌ ‌an‌‌‌Executive‌‌                           
Order‌ ‌that‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌counties‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌processing‌‌and‌‌tabulating‌‌vote-by-mail‌‌ballots‌‌                       
immediately‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌machines‌ ‌had‌ ‌completed‌ ‌the‌ ‌public‌ ‌logic‌ ‌&‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌tests‌‌                         
(described‌ ‌below).‌‌Therefore,‌‌because‌‌the‌‌Florida‌‌Supervisors‌‌of‌‌Elections‌‌‌began‌‌sending‌‌mail‌‌                       
ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters‌ ‌on‌ ‌September‌ ‌24,‌ ‌a‌ ‌county‌ ‌could,‌ ‌in‌ ‌theory,‌ ‌begin‌ ‌counting‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌on‌‌                               
September‌ ‌24,‌ ‌so‌ ‌long‌ ‌as‌ ‌its‌‌tabulation‌‌machines‌‌had‌‌been‌‌certified.‌‌Also,‌‌counties‌‌could‌‌not‌‌                             
begin‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌‌ ‌later‌‌ ‌than‌ ‌noon‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌day‌ ‌following‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
In‌‌‌processing‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌,‌‌the‌‌canvassing‌‌board‌‌must‌‌compare‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌                             
ballot‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌signature‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌register‌ ‌to‌ ‌see‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌is‌‌                               
registered‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌and‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌the‌ ‌legality‌ ‌of‌ ‌that‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌ballot.‌ ‌The‌‌                           
canvassing‌ ‌board‌ ‌can‌ ‌only‌ ‌determine‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌do‌ ‌not‌ ‌match‌ ‌if‌ ‌a‌ ‌majority‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                               
canvassing‌ ‌board‌ ‌arrives‌ ‌at‌ ‌that‌ ‌conclusion‌ ‌and‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌mismatch‌ ‌is‌ ‌“beyond‌ ‌a‌‌                           
reasonable‌ ‌doubt.”‌ ‌The‌ ‌supervisor‌ ‌must‌ ‌then‌ ‌notify‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌as‌ ‌soon‌ ‌as‌ ‌possible,‌ ‌both‌ ‌by‌‌                             
first-class‌ ‌mail‌ ‌and‌ ‌by‌ ‌email,‌ ‌text‌ ‌message,‌ ‌or‌ ‌telephone.‌ ‌To‌ ‌cure‌ ‌the‌ ‌defect,‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌must‌‌                               
submit‌ ‌a‌ ‌cure‌ ‌affidavit,‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌that‌ ‌they‌ ‌submitted‌ ‌their‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌and‌ ‌attaching‌‌                         
documents‌‌that‌‌confirm‌‌their‌‌identity.‌‌The‌‌voter‌‌has‌‌until‌‌12‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌the‌‌second‌‌day‌‌after‌‌the‌‌                                 
election‌ ‌to‌ ‌either‌ ‌mail‌ ‌or‌ ‌email‌ ‌their‌ ‌cure‌ ‌affidavit‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌supervisor‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
A‌‌September‌‌2020‌‌‌empirical‌‌study‌‌on‌‌uncounted‌‌mail‌‌votes‌‌in‌‌Florida‌‌(based‌‌on‌‌reasons‌‌such‌‌                             
as‌ ‌lateness‌ ‌or‌ ‌signature‌ ‌mismatches)‌ ‌revealed‌ ‌statistically‌ ‌significant‌ ‌differences‌ ‌in‌ ‌rejection‌‌                     
rates‌‌among‌‌various‌‌cohorts‌‌of‌‌the‌‌population.‌‌For‌‌instance,‌‌in‌‌2018,‌‌Jefferson‌‌County‌‌rejected‌‌                           
0%‌‌of‌‌its‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌while‌‌large‌‌counties‌‌like‌‌Broward‌‌and‌‌Miami-Dade‌‌rejected‌‌nearly‌‌3%.‌‌One‌‌                               
reason‌ ‌for‌‌this‌‌difference‌‌in‌‌rates‌‌among‌‌counties‌‌is‌‌an‌‌inconsistency‌‌in‌‌how‌‌various‌‌counties‌                             
process‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌For‌ ‌instance,‌ ‌different‌ ‌election‌ ‌offices‌ ‌in‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌use‌ ‌‌different‌ ‌methods‌ ‌to‌‌                         
contact‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌cure‌‌their‌‌ballot.‌‌Some‌‌counties‌‌contact‌‌voters‌‌over‌‌the‌‌phone,‌‌by‌‌email,‌‌and‌‌                               
even‌‌through‌‌Facebook,‌‌while‌‌other‌‌offices‌‌simply‌‌mail‌‌a‌‌notice.‌‌A‌‌federal‌‌judge‌‌‌called‌‌Florida's‌‌                             
statute‌ ‌governing‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌“a‌ ‌crazy‌ ‌quilt‌ ‌of‌ ‌conflicting‌ ‌and‌ ‌diverging‌‌                       
procedures,”‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌“canvassing‌ ‌boards‌ ‌across‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌employing‌ ‌a‌ ‌litany‌ ‌of‌ ‌procedures‌‌                         
when‌ ‌comparing‌ ‌signatures.”‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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http://www.leg.state.fl.us/Statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=0100-0199/0101/Sections/0101.657.html
http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&URL=0100-0199/0101/Sections/0101.68.html
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https://dos.myflorida.com/elections/for-voters/election-dates/
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https://www.aclufl.org/en/press-releases/aclu-report-finds-varying-rates-rejected-vote-mail-ballots-across-florida-counties
https://moritzlaw.osu.edu/electionlaw/litigation/documents/FDP-OrderGrantingPreliminaryInjunction101716.pdf
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Once‌ ‌the‌ ‌supervisor‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌‌confirms‌‌that‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌ballot‌‌envelope‌‌or‌‌                             
the‌‌cure‌‌affidavit‌‌matches‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌record,‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌ballot‌‌envelope‌‌is‌‌opened.‌‌The‌‌election‌‌                             
staff‌ ‌will‌ ‌then‌ ‌mix‌ ‌the‌ ‌enclosed‌ ‌secrecy‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌together‌ ‌with‌ ‌other‌ ‌secrecy‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌to‌‌                           
make‌ ‌it‌ ‌impossible‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌which‌ ‌secrecy‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌came‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌which‌ ‌signed‌ ‌mailing‌‌                           
envelope.‌ ‌The‌ ‌county‌ ‌is‌ ‌then‌ ‌ready‌ ‌to‌ ‌tabulate‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Florida‌ ‌precincts‌ ‌tabulate‌ ‌their‌‌votes‌‌using‌‌machine‌‌counting‌‌systems‌‌that‌‌digitally‌‌scan‌‌voter‌‌                         
ballots,‌‌capture‌‌voter‌‌selections,‌‌and‌‌enable‌‌precincts‌‌to‌‌evaluate‌‌and‌‌download‌‌the‌‌aggregate‌‌                         
results.‌‌Under‌‌Florida‌‌Statutes‌‌‌Title‌‌IX‌‌Chapter‌‌101‌,‌‌all‌‌voting‌‌systems‌‌used‌‌for‌‌tabulation‌‌must‌‌                             
be‌ ‌certified‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌As‌ ‌a‌ ‌threshold‌ ‌matter,‌ ‌voting‌ ‌systems‌ ‌must‌‌meet‌‌various‌‌hardware‌‌                             
and‌ ‌software‌‌requirements‌‌set‌‌forth‌‌in‌‌‌§101.5606‌.‌‌For‌‌instance,‌‌among‌‌other‌‌requirements,‌‌a‌‌                         
voting‌ ‌system‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌capable‌ ‌of‌ ‌automatically‌ ‌producing‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌totals‌ ‌in‌ ‌printed‌ ‌form.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
A‌ ‌voting‌ ‌system‌ ‌must‌ ‌also‌ ‌undergo‌ ‌a‌ ‌rigorous‌ ‌public‌ ‌‌“Logic‌ ‌&‌ ‌Accuracy‌ ‌(L&A)”‌ ‌Test‌ ‌under‌‌                             
§101.5612‌.‌‌For‌‌any‌‌given‌‌precinct,‌‌the‌‌canvassing‌‌board‌‌can‌‌publicly‌‌test‌‌either‌‌all‌‌or‌‌a‌‌subset‌‌                               
of‌‌voting‌‌systems‌‌used‌‌in‌‌the‌‌precinct.‌‌In‌‌this‌‌public‌‌test,‌‌officials‌‌use‌‌a‌‌“test‌‌deck”‌‌set‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌                                     
that‌ ‌model‌ ‌real‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌voters‌ ‌may‌ ‌use‌ ‌in‌ ‌casting‌‌their‌‌votes.‌‌For‌‌instance,‌‌the‌‌test‌‌deck‌‌uses‌‌                                 
actual‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌are‌ ‌hand-marked‌ ‌or‌ ‌marked‌ ‌with‌ ‌balloting‌ ‌devices.‌ ‌This‌ ‌test‌ ‌deck‌ ‌is‌ ‌run‌‌                             
through‌‌the‌‌voting‌‌system.‌‌If‌‌a‌‌tested‌‌tabulation‌‌device‌‌produces‌‌an‌‌error‌‌in‌‌tabulating‌‌the‌‌test‌‌                               
deck,‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌is‌ ‌deemed‌ ‌unsatisfactory.‌ ‌The‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌board‌ ‌must‌ ‌then‌ ‌determine‌ ‌the‌‌                         
cause‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌error;‌ ‌identify‌ ‌and‌ ‌test‌ ‌other‌ ‌devices‌‌that‌‌could‌‌reasonably‌‌be‌‌assumed‌‌to‌‌have‌‌                               
the‌‌same‌‌error;‌‌and‌‌test‌‌a‌‌sufficient‌‌number‌‌of‌‌devices‌‌to‌‌determine‌‌that‌‌all‌‌other‌‌devices‌‌are‌‌                                 
satisfactory.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌board‌ ‌must‌‌keep‌‌records‌‌for‌‌all‌‌of‌‌the‌‌public‌‌L&A‌‌tests.‌‌Currently,‌‌all‌‌certified‌‌                               
voting‌‌systems‌‌are‌‌listed‌‌on‌‌the‌‌Florida‌‌Division‌‌of‌‌Elections‌‌‌website‌,‌‌along‌‌with‌‌each‌‌system’s‌‌                             
corresponding‌‌certification‌‌memos‌‌and‌‌certification‌‌test‌‌reports.‌‌‌Democracy‌‌Suite‌‌and‌‌‌EVS‌‌are‌‌                       
the‌ ‌two‌ ‌certified‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌systems‌ ‌being‌ ‌used‌ ‌in‌ ‌Florida.‌ ‌Democracy‌ ‌Suite‌ ‌is‌ ‌used‌ ‌by‌ ‌30‌‌                             
States,‌ ‌and‌ ‌EVS‌ ‌by‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌40‌ ‌States.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Finally,‌ ‌according‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌Florida‌ ‌Statutes‌ ‌Title‌ ‌IX‌ ‌Chapter‌ ‌102‌,‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌tabulated‌‌early‌‌voting‌‌                             
and‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voting‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌entered‌ ‌into‌ ‌the‌ ‌county’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌management‌ ‌system.‌ ‌The‌‌                         
county’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌management‌ ‌system‌ ‌is‌ ‌responsible‌ ‌for‌ ‌aggregating‌ ‌data‌ ‌on‌ ‌verification,‌‌                     
tabulation,‌ ‌and‌ ‌reporting,‌ ‌and‌ ‌it‌ ‌enables‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌to‌ ‌export‌ ‌that‌ ‌data‌ ‌and‌ ‌to‌ ‌view‌ ‌ballot‌‌                               
images.‌ ‌All‌ ‌early‌ ‌and‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌and‌ ‌canvassed‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌‌                           
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http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&URL=0100-0199/0101/0101ContentsIndex.html&StatuteYear=2019&Title=%2D%3E2019%2D%3EChapter%20101
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https://www.dominionvoting.com/democracy-suite-ems/
https://www.essvote.com/blog/our-technology/evs-6000/
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http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=0100-0199/0102/Sections/0102.141.html
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entered‌‌into‌‌the‌‌system‌‌by‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌the‌‌day‌‌before‌‌the‌‌election‌‌as‌‌unofficial‌‌results.‌‌These‌‌results‌‌                                 
must‌ ‌remain‌ ‌private‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Election‌‌Night‌‌Reporting‌‌(ENR)‌‌procedures‌‌for‌‌Florida‌‌are‌‌dictated‌‌by‌‌Florida‌‌state‌‌law,‌‌though‌‌                           
the‌‌specific‌‌reporting‌‌mechanisms‌‌can‌‌vary‌‌by‌‌county.‌‌As‌‌discussed‌‌above,‌‌while‌‌counties‌‌must‌‌                           
tabulate‌‌early‌‌voting‌‌by‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌the‌‌day‌‌before‌‌the‌‌election,‌‌it‌‌is‌‌illegal‌‌to‌‌publicize‌‌these‌‌results‌‌                                   
at‌ ‌that‌ ‌time.‌ ‌Results‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌reported‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌(DOS)‌ ‌30‌ ‌minutes‌‌                               
after‌‌polls‌‌close‌‌and‌‌are‌‌subsequently‌‌updated‌‌every‌‌45‌‌minutes‌‌“in‌‌a‌‌format‌‌prescribed‌‌by‌‌the‌‌                               
DOS.”‌ ‌All‌ ‌results‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌submitted‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌DOS‌ ‌by‌ ‌noon‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌fourth‌ ‌day‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
On‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌ ‌voters‌ ‌can‌ ‌visit‌ ‌a‌ ‌homegrown‌ ‌site,‌ ‌‌Florida‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Watch‌,‌ ‌to‌ ‌view‌‌                           

results.‌‌The‌‌vast‌‌majority‌‌of‌‌counties‌‌use‌‌a‌‌commercial‌‌product‌‌from‌‌the‌‌company‌‌VR‌‌Systems‌‌                             
for‌‌election‌‌night‌‌results.‌‌VoterFocus,‌‌the‌‌Election‌‌Management‌‌System‌‌(EMS)‌‌developed‌‌by‌‌VR‌‌                         
Systems,‌‌is‌‌used‌‌by‌‌‌65‌‌of‌‌67‌‌counties‌‌in‌‌Florida‌‌(it‌‌appears‌‌that‌‌‌Palm‌‌Beach‌‌County‌‌has‌‌recently‌‌                                   
also‌‌adopted‌‌VoterFocus).‌‌While‌‌the‌‌Democracy‌‌Suite‌‌and‌‌EVS‌‌hardware‌‌and‌‌software‌‌packages‌‌                         
are‌‌responsible‌‌for‌‌tabulating‌‌the‌‌ballots,‌‌the‌‌VoterFocus‌‌software‌‌is‌‌responsible‌‌for‌‌organizing‌‌                         
and‌‌managing‌‌election‌‌data.‌‌The‌‌election‌‌night‌‌results‌‌component‌‌reports‌‌votes‌‌per‌‌candidate‌‌                         
(which‌‌can‌‌further‌‌be‌‌broken‌‌down‌‌into‌‌Vote‌‌By‌‌Mail,‌‌Early‌‌Voting,‌‌and‌‌Election‌‌Day)‌‌and‌‌results‌‌                                 
by‌ ‌precinct.‌ ‌‌Sarasota‌‌County‌‌uses‌‌the‌‌ENR‌‌system‌‌from‌‌Scytl,‌‌another‌‌large‌‌voting‌‌technology‌‌                           
company,‌ ‌while‌ ‌‌Orange‌ ‌County‌ ‌appears‌ ‌to‌ ‌post‌ ‌its‌ ‌results‌ ‌on‌ ‌its‌ ‌website‌ ‌as‌ ‌.xls‌ ‌files.‌ ‌All‌‌                               
counties‌ ‌simultaneously‌ ‌report‌ ‌their‌ ‌results‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌Florida‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State‌‌to‌‌update‌‌the‌‌                           
state’s‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Watch‌ ‌website.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Florida‌ ‌has‌ ‌official‌ ‌processes‌ ‌for‌ ‌correcting‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌errors‌ ‌and‌ ‌responding‌ ‌to‌ ‌close‌‌                       

results.‌ ‌As‌ ‌dictated‌ ‌in‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌Statutes‌ ‌Title‌ ‌IX‌ ‌Chapter‌ ‌102‌ ‌Section‌ ‌6,‌ ‌if‌ ‌“unofficial‌‌                           
returns”—votes‌ ‌that‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌canvassed‌ ‌but‌ ‌not‌ ‌certified—contain‌ ‌any‌ ‌counting‌ ‌errors,‌‌                     
counties‌ ‌must‌ ‌correct‌ ‌the‌ ‌errors‌ ‌and‌ ‌retabulate.‌ ‌The‌ ‌DOS‌ ‌will‌ ‌then‌ ‌verify‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌‌and‌‌                             
compare‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌software‌ ‌with‌‌the‌‌software‌‌“filed‌‌with‌‌the‌‌department,”‌‌thus‌‌checking‌‌                         
that‌ ‌both‌ ‌the‌ ‌software‌ ‌and‌ ‌results‌‌were‌‌accurate.‌‌Critically,‌‌if‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌indicate‌‌that‌‌a‌‌                             
candidate‌ ‌or‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌measure‌ ‌has‌ ‌lost‌ ‌by‌ ‌less‌ ‌than‌ ‌0.5%,‌ ‌a‌‌recount‌‌is‌‌ordered‌‌of‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌for‌‌                                   
that‌‌specific‌‌election.‌‌Moreover,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌margin‌‌of‌‌victory‌‌is‌‌equal‌‌to‌‌or‌‌less‌‌than‌‌0.25‌‌percent,‌‌the‌‌                                   
recount‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌performed‌ ‌manually.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
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https://floridaelectionwatch.gov/Home
https://www.vrsystems.com/Portals/VR/doc/brochure-voter-focus.pdf
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Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Florida‌ ‌has‌ ‌different‌ ‌timelines‌ ‌for‌ ‌counties‌ ‌to‌ ‌submit‌ ‌their‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌and‌ ‌to‌‌                           
certify‌ ‌their‌ ‌official‌ ‌election‌ ‌results.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌Statute‌ ‌Title‌ ‌IX‌ ‌‌§‌ ‌102.141(5)‌,‌ ‌all‌ ‌Florida‌‌                           
counties‌‌must‌‌submit‌‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌to‌‌the‌‌DOS‌‌by‌‌noon‌‌on‌‌the‌‌fourth‌‌day‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌                                 
Under‌‌‌§‌‌102.112(2)‌,‌‌counties‌‌then‌‌have‌‌until‌‌12‌‌days‌‌after‌‌the‌‌general‌‌election‌‌to‌‌canvass‌‌and‌‌                               
certify‌ ‌their‌ ‌‌official‌‌ ‌results‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌DOS.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Once‌ ‌counties‌ ‌have‌ ‌canvassed‌ ‌and‌ ‌certified‌ ‌their‌ ‌results,‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌Florida‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Canvassing‌‌                       
Commission‌,‌ ‌made‌ ‌up‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌governor‌ ‌and‌ ‌two‌ ‌members‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌cabinet‌ ‌selected‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌‌                             
governor,‌‌certify‌‌all‌‌of‌‌the‌‌counties’‌‌votes.‌‌The‌‌state‌‌Canvassing‌‌Commission‌‌convenes‌‌at‌‌9‌‌a.m.‌‌                             
14‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌to‌ ‌certify‌ ‌all‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌If,‌ ‌within‌ ‌five‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌‌                                   
certification‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Canvassing‌ ‌Commission,‌ ‌a‌ ‌county‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌board‌‌                       
determines‌‌that‌‌it‌‌has‌‌found‌‌an‌‌error‌‌in‌‌the‌‌official‌‌returns‌‌it‌‌reported‌‌to‌‌the‌‌state,‌‌and‌‌that‌‌a‌‌                                     
correction‌ ‌of‌ ‌that‌ ‌error‌ ‌could‌ ‌result‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌change‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌outcome‌ ‌of‌ ‌an‌ ‌election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌‌                                 
canvassing‌ ‌board‌ ‌must‌ ‌certify‌ ‌corrected‌ ‌returns‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌‌within‌‌24‌‌hours.‌‌                           
The‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Canvassing‌ ‌Commission‌ ‌must‌ ‌then‌ ‌correct‌ ‌and‌ ‌recertify‌‌the‌‌election‌‌returns‌‌as‌‌                         
soon‌ ‌as‌ ‌practicable.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Georgia‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Even‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌was‌ ‌well-suited‌ ‌to‌ ‌accommodate‌ ‌a‌ ‌largely‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌‌                       
election.‌‌Of‌‌the‌‌state‌‌election‌‌laws‌‌on‌‌the‌‌books‌‌before‌‌the‌‌pandemic,‌‌two‌‌important‌‌provisions‌‌                             
this‌ ‌cycle‌ ‌were‌‌‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌21-2-380‌,‌‌which‌‌permits‌‌no-excuse‌‌absentee‌‌voting,‌‌and‌‌‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌                               
21-2-385‌,‌ ‌which‌ ‌provides‌ ‌for‌ ‌“advance”‌ ‌voting‌ ‌(a‌ ‌term‌ ‌that‌ ‌encompasses‌ ‌both‌ ‌absentee‌‌                       
balloting‌ ‌and‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting).‌ ‌The‌ ‌absence‌‌of‌‌other‌‌restrictive‌‌provisions‌‌for‌‌absentee‌‌                         
balloting‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌law—such‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌witness‌ ‌or‌ ‌notary‌ ‌requirement—ensured‌ ‌that‌ ‌Georgians‌‌                       
concerned‌‌with‌‌the‌‌coronavirus‌‌transmission‌‌risks‌‌of‌‌in-person‌‌voting‌‌faced‌‌minimal‌‌barriers‌‌to‌‌                         
casting‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌ballot.‌‌While‌‌other‌‌states‌‌had‌‌to‌‌adjust‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌eligibility‌‌rules‌‌or‌‌launch‌‌                               
last-minute‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting‌ ‌options‌ ‌in‌ ‌response‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌‌and‌‌                         
voters‌ ‌alike‌ ‌already‌ ‌had‌ ‌some‌ ‌familiarity‌ ‌with‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting‌ ‌and‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting‌ ‌under‌ ‌existing‌ ‌law.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Georgia‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌can‌ ‌begin‌ ‌pre-processing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌ ‌and‌‌                       
voter‌‌identification‌‌upon‌‌receipt.‌‌‌(‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌21-2-386‌).‌‌‌When‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌received,‌‌a‌‌registrar‌‌or‌‌                             
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clerk‌ ‌writes‌‌the‌‌day‌‌and‌‌hour‌‌of‌‌receipt,‌‌then‌‌checks‌‌identifying‌‌information‌‌and‌‌validates‌‌the‌                             
voter’s‌‌signature‌‌(‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌21-2-386‌).‌‌If‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌and‌‌identifying‌‌information‌‌appear‌‌to‌‌be‌‌                             
correct,‌ ‌the‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌certifies‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌by‌ ‌signing‌ ‌or‌ ‌initialing‌‌their‌‌name‌‌below‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌oath‌‌                               
and‌‌lists‌‌the‌‌elector’s‌‌name‌‌on‌‌the‌‌numbered‌‌list‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌voters‌‌in‌‌the‌‌precinct‌‌(‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌                                   
21-2-386‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
During‌‌the‌‌identity‌‌and‌‌signature‌‌verification‌‌process,‌‌the‌‌clerk‌‌compares‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌signature‌‌                         
to‌ ‌those‌ ‌on‌ ‌file‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌office,‌ ‌such‌‌as‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌registration‌‌card‌‌and‌‌their‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌                                 
application.‌ ‌Clerks‌ ‌will‌ ‌reject‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌‌elector‌‌has‌‌failed‌‌to‌‌sign‌‌the‌‌oath,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌                                   
does‌ ‌not‌ ‌appear‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌valid,‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌elector‌ ‌has‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌furnish‌ ‌required‌ ‌information,‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
voter’s‌ ‌information‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌conform‌ ‌with‌ ‌that‌ ‌on‌ ‌file,‌ ‌or‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌elector‌ ‌is‌ ‌otherwise‌ ‌found‌‌                               
disqualified‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌(‌§‌ ‌21-2-386‌).‌ ‌According‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌March‌ ‌2020‌‌‌settlement‌‌in‌‌‌Georgia‌‌‌Democratic‌‌                           
Party‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Raffensberger‌ ‌‌that‌ ‌amended‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌verification‌ ‌procedure,‌ ‌a‌ ‌majority‌ ‌of‌ ‌three‌‌                         
registrars‌ ‌must‌ ‌determine‌ ‌that‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌signature‌‌does‌‌not‌‌match‌‌any‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌signatures‌‌on‌‌                             
file‌‌or‌‌on‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌application‌‌in‌‌order‌‌to‌‌reject‌‌the‌‌ballot.‌‌The‌‌registrars‌‌then‌‌mark‌‌                                 
the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌and‌ ‌note‌ ‌the‌ ‌reason‌ ‌for‌ ‌rejection.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌do‌ ‌have‌ ‌an‌ ‌opportunity‌ ‌to‌‌cure‌‌rejected‌‌ballots.‌‌Due‌‌to‌‌changes‌‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌                               
election‌ ‌law‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-386‌)‌ ‌enacted‌ ‌through‌ ‌‌House‌ ‌Bill‌ ‌316‌ ‌in‌ ‌2019,‌ ‌the‌ ‌registrar‌ ‌or‌‌                               
absentee‌‌ballot‌‌clerk‌‌is‌‌required‌‌to‌‌“promptly‌‌notify”‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌of‌‌their‌‌ballot’s‌‌rejection‌‌so‌‌that‌‌                               
the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌can‌ ‌take‌ ‌steps‌ ‌to‌ ‌cure‌ ‌the‌ ‌issue.‌ ‌The‌ ‌voter‌ ‌may‌ ‌cure‌ ‌a‌ ‌failure‌ ‌to‌ ‌sign‌ ‌the‌ ‌oath,‌‌an‌‌                                       
invalid‌‌signature,‌‌or‌‌missing‌‌information‌‌by‌‌submitting‌‌an‌‌affidavit‌‌to‌‌the‌‌board‌‌of‌‌registrars‌‌or‌‌                             
absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌along‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌copy‌ ‌of‌ ‌their‌ ‌photo‌ ‌ID‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-386‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Georgia‌ ‌rejects‌ ‌all‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌received‌ ‌after‌ ‌7‌ ‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌regardless‌‌of‌‌when‌‌                             
the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌was‌ ‌postmarked.‌ ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌months‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌the‌ ‌receipt‌‌                           
deadline‌‌had‌‌been‌‌extended‌‌to‌‌November‌‌6‌‌due‌‌to‌‌litigation‌‌but‌‌then‌‌‌reversed‌‌back‌‌to‌‌7‌‌p.m.‌‌                                 
on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌‌D‌emocratic‌ ‌plaintiffs‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌New‌ ‌Ga.‌ ‌Project‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Raffensperger‌ ‌had‌ ‌secured‌ ‌a‌‌                           
preliminary‌ ‌injunction‌ ‌extending‌ ‌Georgia’s‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌deadline‌‌by‌‌three‌‌days,‌‌                       
but‌ ‌a‌ ‌three-judge‌ ‌panel‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌11th‌ ‌Circuit‌ ‌granted‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌stay‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌extension‌ ‌on‌ ‌October‌ ‌2,‌‌                                 
returning‌ ‌the‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌to‌ ‌November‌ ‌3.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Officials‌ ‌could‌ ‌begin‌ ‌opening‌ ‌and‌ ‌processing‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌‌earlier‌‌than‌‌usual‌‌for‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌                           
elections.‌‌The‌‌State‌‌Election‌‌Board‌‌passed‌‌a‌‌‌new‌‌rule‌‌in‌‌February‌‌ahead‌‌of‌‌the‌‌June‌‌presidential‌‌                               
primary‌‌(later‌‌made‌‌applicable‌‌to‌‌the‌‌November‌‌general‌‌election)‌‌which‌‌moved‌‌up‌‌processing‌‌                         
of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌rule‌ ‌‌permitted‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌process‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌‌                         
starting‌ ‌at‌ ‌8‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌the‌ ‌third‌ ‌Monday‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(October‌ ‌19)‌ ‌instead‌ ‌of‌ ‌waiting‌ ‌for‌‌                               
Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌While‌ ‌signature‌ ‌verification‌ ‌processes‌ ‌could‌ ‌always‌ ‌start‌ ‌‌upon‌ ‌receipt‌,‌ ‌the‌‌new‌‌                         
rule‌ ‌authorized‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌ ‌superintendents‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌open‌ ‌the‌ ‌outer‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌of‌ ‌accepted‌‌                       
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absentee‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌remove‌ ‌the‌ ‌contents‌ ‌including‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot,‌ ‌and‌ ‌scan‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌‌                         
ballot‌ ‌using‌ ‌one‌ ‌or‌ ‌more‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌scanners.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌to‌‌                           
count‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌ballots,‌‌or‌‌cause‌‌the‌‌scanning‌‌equipment‌‌to‌‌produce‌‌any‌‌tally‌‌or‌‌tabulation‌‌                             
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots,‌‌until‌‌the‌‌closing‌‌of‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌‌(‌Rule‌‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌).‌‌If‌‌a‌‌county‌‌                                 
chose‌ ‌to‌ ‌implement‌ ‌this‌ ‌rule‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌processing‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌‌                             
election‌ ‌superintendent‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌to‌ ‌notify‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌in‌ ‌writing‌ ‌at‌ ‌least‌ ‌seven‌‌                             
days‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌ ‌processing‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌(‌Rule‌ ‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Early‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌processing‌ ‌under‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌rule,‌ ‌just‌ ‌like‌ ‌regular‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌processing‌ ‌and‌‌                           
tabulation‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-483‌),‌ ‌is‌ ‌open‌ ‌to‌ ‌public‌ ‌observation‌ ‌and‌ ‌monitoring‌ ‌by‌ ‌political‌‌                           
parties.‌ ‌For‌ ‌counties‌ ‌using‌ ‌the‌ ‌early‌ ‌processing‌ ‌rules‌ ‌outlined‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌Rule‌ ‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌,‌ ‌the‌‌                         
county‌‌superintendent‌‌could‌‌designate‌‌locations‌‌where‌‌public‌‌observers‌‌may‌‌view‌‌the‌‌process,‌‌                       
while‌‌ensuring‌‌that‌‌the‌‌process‌‌maintained‌‌the‌‌security‌‌and‌‌secrecy‌‌of‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌at‌‌all‌‌times.‌‌                               
Each‌ ‌political‌ ‌party‌ ‌also‌ ‌has‌ ‌the‌ ‌right‌ ‌to‌ ‌have‌ ‌two‌ ‌persons‌‌present‌‌as‌‌monitors‌‌for‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌                                 
processing,‌‌which‌‌are‌‌distinguished‌‌from‌‌public‌‌observers‌‌by‌‌nametags‌‌(‌Rule‌‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌).‌‌                     
Monitors‌ ‌and‌ ‌observers‌ ‌may‌ ‌view‌ ‌the‌ ‌“batching‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌reconciliation‌ ‌of‌ ‌envelopes‌‌to‌‌                           
ballots,‌ ‌scanning‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌duplication‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌adjudication‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌by‌ ‌vote‌ ‌review‌‌                         
panels,‌ ‌sealing‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌after‌ ‌scanning,‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌ ‌such‌ ‌areas‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌superintendent‌ ‌may‌‌                           
deem‌ ‌necessary‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌assurance‌ ‌of‌ ‌fair‌ ‌and‌ ‌honest‌ ‌procedures”‌ ‌(‌Rule‌ ‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌).‌‌But‌‌                         
observers‌‌and‌‌monitors‌‌may‌‌not‌‌touch,‌‌photograph,‌‌communicate‌‌any‌‌information‌‌they‌‌see,‌‌or‌‌                         
interfere‌ ‌in‌ ‌any‌ ‌way‌ ‌with‌‌the‌‌process‌‌(‌Rule‌‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌).‌‌If‌‌observers‌‌interfere‌‌with‌‌ballot‌‌                           
processing,‌ ‌they‌ ‌will‌ ‌be‌ ‌removed‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌incident‌ ‌will‌ ‌be‌ ‌referred‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state’s‌                               
office‌ ‌for‌ ‌investigation‌ ‌(‌Rule‌ ‌183-1-14-0.9-.15‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌cast‌ ‌or‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌tabulating‌‌                                   
center,‌ ‌under‌ ‌the‌ ‌direction‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌ ‌superintendent‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-483‌).‌ ‌All‌‌                           
tabulation‌‌proceedings‌‌are‌‌open‌‌to‌‌viewing‌‌by‌‌the‌‌public,‌‌but‌‌only‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌may‌‌touch‌‌                             
any‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌or‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌container‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-483‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
A‌‌Georgia‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌fully‌‌processed‌‌once‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌have‌‌removed‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌from‌‌its‌‌                               
envelope,‌ ‌sorted‌ ‌it‌ ‌into‌ ‌a‌ ‌group,‌ ‌and‌ ‌scanned‌ ‌it‌ ‌into‌ ‌a‌ ‌machine.‌ ‌Officials‌ ‌may‌ ‌duplicate‌ ‌any‌‌                               
ballot‌ ‌that‌ ‌can‌ ‌not‌ ‌be‌ ‌scanned‌ ‌because‌ ‌it‌ ‌is‌ ‌torn,‌ ‌bent,‌ ‌or‌ ‌otherwise‌ ‌defective;‌ ‌all‌ ‌duplicate‌‌                               
ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌clearly‌ ‌labeled‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌word‌ ‌“duplicate”‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-483‌).‌ ‌A‌ ‌bipartisan‌ ‌vote‌‌                             
review‌‌panel‌‌adjudicates‌‌any‌‌ballot‌‌with‌‌an‌‌overvote‌‌to‌‌determine‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌intent‌‌(‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌                               
21-2-483‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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As‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌March‌ ‌2020‌ ‌primary,‌ ‌‌all‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌voting‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌has‌ ‌used‌ ‌‌Dominion‌ ‌Voting‌‌                             
Systems‌‌direct-recording‌‌electronic‌‌voting‌‌machines,‌‌though‌‌polling‌‌places‌‌are‌‌required‌‌to‌‌have‌‌                       
a‌ ‌sufficient‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌blank‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌on‌ ‌hand‌‌in‌‌case‌‌of‌‌emergency‌‌(‌Rule‌‌183-1-12-.01‌).‌‌                             
The‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machines‌ ‌employ‌ ‌user-friendly‌ ‌touchscreen‌ ‌systems‌ ‌and‌ ‌produce‌‌a‌‌secure,‌‌paper‌‌                       
ballot.‌ ‌After‌ ‌voting‌‌on‌‌a‌‌touchscreen‌‌and‌‌printing‌‌their‌‌completed‌‌ballot,‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌‌feeds‌‌their‌‌                             
own‌‌ballot‌‌into‌‌a‌‌scanner,‌‌which‌‌tallies‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌to‌‌be‌‌printed‌‌later.‌‌The‌‌paper‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌‌secured‌‌                                   
for‌ ‌later‌ ‌and‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌ ‌used‌ ‌to‌‌verify‌‌or‌‌audit‌‌results.‌‌Immediately‌‌after‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌close‌‌and‌‌the‌‌                                   
last‌‌voter‌‌has‌‌voted,‌‌the‌‌poll‌‌manager‌‌and‌‌two‌‌witnesses‌‌close‌‌down‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌scanner‌‌so‌‌that‌‌                                 
no‌‌further‌‌votes‌‌are‌‌cast‌‌and‌‌then‌‌print‌‌three‌‌tapes‌‌of‌‌the‌‌tabulated‌‌results.‌‌One‌‌of‌‌the‌‌tapes‌‌is‌‌                                     
affixed‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌door‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌public‌ ‌to‌ ‌view,‌ ‌one‌ ‌tape‌ ‌is‌ ‌placed‌‌in‌‌a‌‌sealed‌‌                                       
envelope‌‌with‌‌the‌‌scanner‌‌memory‌‌cards,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌third‌‌goes‌‌into‌‌an‌‌envelope‌‌with‌‌the‌‌polling‌‌                               
place‌ ‌recap‌ ‌form.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
When‌ ‌all‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌scanned,‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌machine‌ ‌prints‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌‌returns‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                             
votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌on‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌at‌ ‌each‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-483‌).‌ ‌Officials‌ ‌file‌ ‌and‌ ‌retain‌ ‌all‌‌                                 
ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌returns,‌ ‌as‌ ‌well‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌spoiled,‌ ‌defective,‌ ‌and‌ ‌invalid‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-483‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Once‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌machine‌ ‌has‌ ‌printed‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌from‌ ‌a‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌‌                           
certify‌‌the‌‌results‌‌and‌‌post‌‌them‌‌“promptly”‌‌(‌GA‌‌Code‌‌§‌‌21-2-483‌)—or‌‌as‌‌soon‌‌as‌‌possible‌‌after‌‌                               
the‌ ‌closing‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌(‌Rule‌ ‌183-1-12-.12‌).‌ ‌All‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌so‌‌that‌‌returns‌‌                             
may‌ ‌be‌ ‌reported‌ ‌by‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-386‌).‌ ‌However,‌ ‌the‌ ‌159‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌counties‌ ‌are‌‌                             
inconsistent‌ ‌in‌ ‌their‌ ‌method‌ ‌of‌ ‌reporting:‌ ‌Some‌ ‌post‌ ‌only‌ ‌their‌ ‌early‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌votes‌ ‌shortly‌‌                           
after‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌have‌‌closed,‌‌while‌‌others‌‌are‌‌faster‌‌at‌‌reporting‌‌results‌‌from‌‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌Fulton‌‌                               
County,‌ ‌which‌ ‌includes‌ ‌Atlanta,‌ ‌has‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌reputation‌‌ ‌for‌ ‌being‌ ‌slow‌ ‌at‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌vote‌ ‌totals.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Election‌ ‌night‌ ‌results‌ ‌are‌ ‌uploaded‌ ‌onto‌ ‌a‌ ‌state-run‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Night‌‌Reporting‌‌‌website‌‌as‌‌they‌‌                           
come‌ ‌in.‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Night‌ ‌Reporting‌ ‌(ENR)‌ ‌allows‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌upload‌ ‌election‌‌                         
results‌ ‌for‌ ‌display‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌‌state‌‌website.‌‌The‌‌vendor‌‌that‌‌provides‌‌ENR‌‌in‌‌Georgia‌‌is‌‌‌Scytl‌.‌‌The‌‌                                 
Georgia‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state’s‌‌office‌‌works‌‌‌closely‌‌with‌‌Scytl‌‌to‌‌ensure‌‌that‌‌ENR‌‌is‌‌set‌‌up‌‌correctly‌‌                                 
and‌‌operates‌‌smoothly‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night.‌‌State‌‌Election‌‌Board‌‌Rule‌‌‌183-1-12-.12(c)‌‌requires‌‌that‌‌                         
each‌‌county‌‌submit‌‌at‌‌least‌‌‌three‌‌uploads‌‌throughout‌‌the‌‌night:‌‌the‌‌first‌‌upon‌‌one-third‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                               
precincts‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌results,‌ ‌the‌‌second‌‌upon‌‌two-thirds‌‌of‌‌the‌‌precincts‌‌reporting‌‌results,‌‌and‌‌                         
the‌ ‌third‌ ‌upon‌ ‌all‌ ‌precincts‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌results,‌ ‌including‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌within‌ ‌all‌ ‌precincts.‌‌                         
Counties‌ ‌are‌ ‌‌encouraged‌‌ ‌to‌ ‌do‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌three‌ ‌uploads.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌‌  
‌ 

In‌‌Georgia,‌‌the‌‌159‌‌individual‌‌counties‌‌have‌‌‌10‌‌days‌‌after‌‌the‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌to‌‌certify‌‌the‌‌results‌‌                                 
of‌‌the‌‌vote.‌‌That‌‌date‌‌for‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌election‌‌cycle‌‌was‌‌November‌‌13.‌‌As‌‌soon‌‌as‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌                                     
state‌ ‌receives‌ ‌the‌ ‌certified‌ ‌returns‌ ‌from‌ ‌county‌ ‌election‌ ‌superintendents,‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌‌                     
proceeds‌ ‌to‌ ‌tabulate,‌ ‌compute,‌ ‌and‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌across‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌event‌ ‌an‌‌                               
error‌ ‌is‌ ‌found‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌certified‌ ‌returns‌‌presented‌‌to‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌or‌‌in‌‌the‌‌tabulation,‌‌                                 
computation,‌‌or‌‌canvassing‌‌of‌‌votes,‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌notifies‌‌the‌‌county‌‌submitting‌‌the‌‌incorrect‌‌                         
returns‌ ‌and‌ ‌directs‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌to‌ ‌correct‌ ‌and‌ ‌recertify‌ ‌such‌ ‌returns‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-499‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌to‌ ‌certify‌ ‌results‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia‌ ‌is‌ ‌5‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌the‌‌17th‌‌day‌‌                                     
following‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-499‌).‌ ‌In‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌that‌ ‌date‌ ‌fell‌ ‌on‌ ‌November‌ ‌20.‌ ‌The‌‌                               
secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌delivers‌‌certified‌‌results‌‌to‌‌the‌‌governor,‌‌who‌‌enumerates‌‌and‌‌ascertains‌‌the‌‌                           
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌and‌ ‌then‌ ‌certifies‌ ‌the‌ ‌slates‌ ‌of‌ ‌presidential‌‌                           
electors‌ ‌receiving‌ ‌the‌ ‌highest‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-499‌).‌ ‌The‌ ‌governor‌ ‌has‌ ‌one‌‌                             
extra‌ ‌day‌ ‌to‌ ‌certify‌ ‌the‌ ‌slates‌ ‌of‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌electors—the‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌governor’s‌‌                         
certification‌ ‌is‌ ‌5‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌18th‌ ‌day‌ ‌following‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-499‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
A‌‌candidate‌‌can‌‌request‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌within‌‌two‌‌days‌‌of‌‌election‌‌certification,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌voting‌‌margin‌‌                               
is‌ ‌less‌ ‌than‌ ‌or‌ ‌equal‌ ‌to‌ ‌0.5%‌ ‌(‌GA‌ ‌Code‌ ‌§‌ ‌21-2-495‌).‌ ‌‌Taxpayers‌‌ ‌fund‌ ‌any‌ ‌recounts‌ ‌in‌ ‌Georgia.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Michigan‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Since‌ ‌the‌ ‌2016‌ ‌election,‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌has‌ ‌greatly‌ ‌expanded‌ ‌voting‌ ‌accessibility.‌ ‌I‌n‌ ‌2018,‌ ‌voters‌‌                         
passed‌‌a‌‌series‌‌of‌statewide‌‌ballot‌‌proposals‌‌‌that‌‌eliminated‌‌the‌‌need‌‌for‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌provide‌‌an‌‌                               
“excuse”‌‌to‌‌vote‌‌by‌‌mail.‌‌As‌‌a‌‌result,‌‌state‌‌voters‌‌entered‌‌the‌‌election‌‌season‌‌with‌‌full‌‌and‌‌easy‌‌                                   
access‌ ‌to‌ ‌mail‌ ‌voting‌ ‌newly‌ ‌enshrined‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌constitution.‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌‌                           
Jocelyn‌‌Benson‌‌also‌‌‌mailed‌‌out‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌applications‌‌to‌‌all‌‌registered‌‌voters‌‌in‌‌the‌‌state‌‌                             
in‌ ‌May‌ ‌2020.‌ ‌Due‌ ‌to‌ ‌these‌ ‌changes‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic,‌ ‌M‌ichigan‌ ‌officials‌‌                         
anticipated‌ ‌a‌ ‌record-breaking‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election,‌ ‌with‌ ‌mail‌‌                           
ballots‌ ‌expected‌ ‌to‌ ‌comprise‌ ‌‌60-70%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌votes‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌state.‌‌‌Because‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌                               
processed‌ ‌until‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌it‌ ‌was‌ ‌expected‌ ‌that‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌would‌ ‌not‌ ‌be‌ ‌called‌ ‌on‌ ‌election‌‌                             
night.‌ ‌Secretary‌ ‌Benson‌ ‌‌warned‌ ‌in‌‌September‌‌‌that,‌‌due‌‌to‌‌the‌‌flood‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌and‌‌early‌‌ballots,‌‌                               
the‌ ‌state‌ ‌was‌ ‌expecting‌ ‌to‌ ‌take‌ ‌a‌ ‌week‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌its‌ ‌election‌ ‌results:‌ ‌"We‌ ‌should‌ ‌be‌‌                               
prepared‌ ‌for‌ ‌this‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌closer‌ ‌to‌ ‌an‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Week,‌ ‌as‌ ‌opposed‌ ‌to‌ ‌an‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day."‌ ‌Despite‌‌                                 
some‌‌‌late‌‌legislative‌‌changes‌‌that‌‌allowed‌‌for‌‌certain‌‌municipalities‌‌to‌‌begin‌‌processing‌‌ballots‌‌                         
the‌ ‌day‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌it‌ ‌was‌ ‌expected‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌count‌ ‌would‌ ‌take‌ ‌some‌ ‌time.‌‌ ‌  
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Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Under‌‌‌MCL‌‌§168.764a-b‌,‌‌voters‌‌must‌‌submit‌‌their‌‌marked‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌‌before‌‌polls‌‌                       
close‌‌‌at‌‌8‌‌p.m.‌‌‌on‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌either‌‌by‌‌mail‌‌or‌‌hand-delivered‌‌to‌‌their‌‌city‌‌or‌‌township‌‌clerk.‌‌                                   
A‌ ‌September‌ ‌ruling‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Court‌ ‌of‌ ‌Claims‌ ‌had‌ ‌extended‌ ‌the‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌                             
November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election,‌ ‌allowing‌ ‌all‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌postmarked‌ ‌by‌ ‌November‌ ‌2,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌‌                           
counted,‌ ‌as‌ ‌long‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌‌arrived‌ ‌within‌ ‌14‌ ‌days‌ ‌‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌.‌ ‌‌But‌ ‌the‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Court‌ ‌of‌‌                                 
Appeals‌ ‌‌overturned‌ ‌the‌ ‌decision‌,‌ ‌stating‌ ‌that‌ ‌there‌ ‌was‌ ‌no‌ ‌need‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌extension‌ ‌given‌ ‌the‌‌                             
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌delivery‌ ‌options‌ ‌available‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Once‌‌election‌‌precincts‌‌receive‌‌their‌‌absentee‌‌ballots,‌‌they‌‌can‌‌employ‌‌one‌‌of‌‌two‌‌options:‌‌(1)‌‌                             
the‌‌clerk‌‌may‌‌deliver‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌to‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌voter’s‌‌precinct,‌‌where‌‌it‌‌will‌‌be‌‌processed‌‌and‌‌                                 
counted‌‌by‌‌election‌‌inspectors‌‌(MCL‌‌168.765)‌‌or,‌‌(2)‌‌if‌‌the‌‌city‌‌or‌‌township‌‌election‌‌commission‌‌                             
has‌ ‌established‌ ‌an‌‌absent‌‌voter‌‌counting‌‌board‌‌(AVCB),‌‌then‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌must‌‌be‌‌taken‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                               
AVCB‌ ‌for‌ ‌processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌counting‌ ‌(‌MCL‌ ‌168.765a,168.765d‌)‌.‌ ‌AVCBs‌ ‌are‌ ‌dedicated‌ ‌‌election‌‌                     
counting‌ ‌boards‌ ‌‌that‌ ‌meet‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌separate‌ ‌location‌ ‌away‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌and‌ ‌focus‌ ‌solely‌ ‌on‌‌                               
processing‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌under‌ ‌the‌ ‌supervision‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌inspectors.‌ ‌For‌ ‌reporting‌‌                     
purposes,‌ ‌AVCBs‌ ‌are‌ ‌precincts,‌ ‌so‌ ‌their‌ ‌results‌ ‌are‌ ‌reported‌ ‌separately‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌precincts‌‌                         
established‌ ‌for‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌voting.‌ ‌In‌ ‌contrast,‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌delivered‌ ‌directly‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌absent‌ ‌voter’s‌‌                         
precinct‌‌are‌‌included‌‌as‌‌part‌‌of‌‌the‌‌precinct’s‌‌total‌‌(‌Elec.‌‌Offs.‌‌Manual,‌‌Ch.‌‌8‌).‌‌‌On‌‌June‌‌23,‌‌2020,‌‌                                   
Governor‌‌Gretchen‌‌Whitmer‌‌‌signed‌‌into‌‌law‌‌‌an‌‌amendment‌‌that‌‌gave‌‌municipalities‌‌the‌‌option‌‌                         
to‌‌combine‌‌resources‌‌with‌‌other‌‌cities‌‌and‌‌townships‌‌in‌‌the‌‌county‌‌to‌‌create‌‌centralized‌‌AVCBs,‌‌                             
whereas‌ ‌the‌ ‌law‌ ‌had‌ ‌previously‌ ‌only‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌AVCBs‌ ‌to‌ ‌serve‌ ‌an‌ ‌individual‌ ‌precinct.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
According‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌MCL‌ ‌§168.765a(8)‌,‌ ‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌processed‌‌until‌‌7‌‌a.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌                           
Day.‌ ‌A‌ ‌bill‌ ‌with‌ ‌bipartisan‌ ‌support‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌signed‌ ‌into‌ ‌law‌ ‌on‌ ‌October‌ ‌6,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌expanding‌ ‌work‌‌                               
shifts‌ ‌for‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌counting‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌allowing‌ ‌municipalities‌ ‌‌with‌ ‌populations‌ ‌of‌ ‌at‌ ‌least‌‌                         
25,000‌‌to‌‌process‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌the‌‌day‌‌before‌‌the‌‌election,‌‌from‌‌10‌‌a.m.‌‌to‌‌8‌‌p.m.‌‌‌Another‌‌                                 
Michigan‌ ‌bill‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌extended‌ ‌the‌ ‌pre-processing‌ ‌period‌ ‌up‌ ‌to‌ ‌seven‌ ‌extra‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌‌                           
Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌but‌ ‌that‌‌bill‌‌was‌‌‌shot‌‌down‌‌by‌‌Republican‌‌leadership‌‌who‌‌said‌‌it‌‌would‌‌create‌‌a‌‌                                 
“dangerous‌‌precedent”‌‌and‌‌allow‌‌for‌‌the‌‌possibility‌‌of‌‌voter‌‌fraud.‌‌Many‌‌states,‌‌‌such‌‌as‌‌Florida‌,‌‌                             
did‌‌allow‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌begin‌‌processing‌‌ballots‌‌more‌‌than‌‌a‌‌week‌‌in‌‌advance‌‌of‌‌Election‌‌                               
Day.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
There‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌multi-step‌ ‌procedure‌ ‌for‌‌processing‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌Michigan.‌‌‌Processing‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌                             
requires‌‌‌satisfaction‌‌of‌‌various‌‌formalities,‌‌including‌‌that‌‌the‌‌local‌‌clerk‌‌has‌‌completed‌‌relevant‌‌                         
portions‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌and‌ ‌that‌ ‌a‌‌poll‌‌worker‌‌has‌‌checked‌‌for‌‌a‌‌match‌‌between‌‌the‌‌                                 
ballot‌ ‌stub‌ ‌number‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌recorded‌ ‌for‌ ‌that‌ ‌voter.‌‌According‌‌to‌‌‌MCL‌‌§168.766‌,‌‌the‌‌                             

______________________________________________________________________________‌‌ ‌  
COUNTING‌ ‌AND‌ ‌CERTIFYING‌ ‌THE‌ ‌VOTE‌ ‌IN‌ ‌THE‌ ‌2020‌ ‌ELECTION‌ ‌ 

60‌ ‌ 

http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(sbdnalxljsxa4ozw2c55senu))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-764a
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/09/18/absentee-ballot-mail-michigan-election-2020-usps/3492609001/
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/09/18/absentee-ballot-mail-michigan-election-2020-usps/3492609001/
https://www.freep.com/story/news/local/michigan/detroit/2020/10/31/michigan-election-day-deadline/3644183001/
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/michigan-mail-in-voting-what-to-know
https://thehill.com/homenews/state-watch/521516-michigan-court-overturns-absentee-ballot-extension
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-765a
https://www.detroitnews.com/story/opinion/2020/07/01/opinion-new-law-protects-absentee-voting-election/3280231001/
https://www.detroitnews.com/story/opinion/2020/07/01/opinion-new-law-protects-absentee-voting-election/3280231001/
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/sos/VIII_Absent_Voter_County_Boards_265998_7.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/whitmer/0,9309,7-387-90499-532777--,00.html
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-765a
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/10/06/whitmer-absentee-voting-michigan-ballots/3635670001/
https://www.bridgemi.com/michigan-government/bill-speed-absentee-ballot-counting-passes-michigan-house
https://www.bridgemi.com/michigan-government/why-michigan-waiting-state-law-bars-early-counting-absentee-votes
https://www.cbs58.com/news/why-mail-in-ballots-in-michigan-wisconsin-and-pennsylvania-were-counted-so-late
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/sos/june_2011_clerk_accredi_manual_cover-content_362765_7.pdf
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-766


STANFORD-MIT‌ ‌HEALTHY‌ ‌ELECTIONS‌ ‌PROJECT‌ ‌ 

board‌ ‌of‌‌inspectors‌‌must‌‌then‌‌verify‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌envelope‌‌against‌‌their‌‌                             
signature‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌qualified‌ ‌voter‌ ‌file,‌ ‌registration‌ ‌record,‌ ‌or‌ ‌master‌ ‌card‌ ‌(depending‌ ‌on‌ ‌their‌‌                           
method‌ ‌of‌ ‌voter‌‌registration).‌‌See‌‌the‌‌‌Healthy‌‌Elections‌‌Signature‌‌Verification‌‌report‌‌‌for‌‌more‌‌                         
details‌‌on‌‌Michigan’s‌‌verification‌‌process.‌‌If‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌is‌‌verified,‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌then‌‌removed‌‌                             
from‌‌its‌‌exterior‌‌return‌‌envelope.‌‌‌Election‌‌workers‌‌‌must‌‌open‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌envelope‌‌and‌‌‌tear‌‌off‌‌                             
the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌stub.‌ ‌Then,‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌‘processing’‌‌is‌‌complete.‌‌In‌‌Ann‌‌Arbor,‌‌Michigan,‌‌processing‌‌a‌‌                             
single‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌takes‌ ‌an‌ ‌estimated‌‌ ‌‌45‌ ‌seconds‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Only‌ ‌after‌ ‌a‌ ‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌has‌‌been‌‌fully‌‌processed‌‌‌can‌‌it‌‌be‌‌removed‌‌‌from‌‌its‌‌secrecy‌‌envelope‌‌                                 
and‌ ‌prepared‌ ‌for‌ ‌tabulation.‌ ‌‌Poll‌ ‌workers‌ ‌‌remove‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌from‌ ‌its‌ ‌secrecy‌ ‌sleeve,‌ ‌put‌ ‌the‌‌                             
sleeve‌‌in‌‌a‌‌box,‌‌inspect‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌for‌‌any‌‌errors,‌‌back-fold‌‌the‌‌creases,‌‌put‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌stacks‌‌                                   
of‌‌10,‌‌and‌‌place‌‌them‌‌into‌‌a‌‌tabulator‌‌for‌‌counting.‌‌If‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌read‌‌by‌‌a‌‌tabulator,‌‌the‌‌                                       
ballot‌‌proceeds‌‌to‌‌the‌‌‌duplicator‌‌table,‌‌staffed‌‌by‌‌one‌‌Democrat‌‌and‌‌one‌‌Republican‌‌who‌‌then‌‌                             
copy‌ ‌over‌ ‌that‌ ‌ballot’s‌ ‌markings‌ ‌onto‌ ‌a‌ ‌fresh‌ ‌ballot,‌ ‌even‌ ‌if‌ ‌there‌ ‌are‌ ‌overvotes‌ ‌or‌ ‌other‌‌                               
mistakes.‌‌Under‌‌‌MCL‌‌§168.798c(1)‌,‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌may‌‌be‌‌cast‌‌as‌‌paper‌‌ballots,‌‌ballot‌‌cards,‌‌                           
or‌ ‌a‌ ‌combination‌ ‌thereof,‌ ‌depending‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌precinct.‌ ‌If‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌voter‌ ‌submits‌ ‌a‌ ‌paper‌‌                             
ballot,‌‌election‌‌inspectors‌‌are‌‌authorized‌‌to‌‌record‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌on‌‌a‌‌paper‌‌ballot‌‌card‌‌that‌‌is‌‌then‌‌                                 
fed‌ ‌into‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulator.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Each‌‌Michigan‌‌county‌‌has‌‌the‌‌discretion‌‌to‌‌choose‌‌its‌‌own‌‌electronic‌‌voting‌‌system,‌‌so‌‌long‌‌as‌‌                               
it‌ ‌meets‌ ‌all‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌rigorous‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌outlined‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌MCL‌ ‌§168.795(1)‌.‌ ‌‌The‌ ‌statute‌‌states‌‌the‌‌                             
system‌ ‌must‌ ‌include:‌ ‌(1)‌ ‌usage‌ ‌of‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌tabulating‌ ‌purposes‌ ‌(§168.795(1)(b));‌ ‌(2)‌‌                         
electronic‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌that‌‌automatically‌‌rejects‌‌all‌‌choices‌‌recorded‌‌on‌‌an‌‌elector’s‌‌                       
ballot‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌elector‌ ‌votes‌ ‌for‌ ‌more‌ ‌choices‌ ‌than‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌(also‌‌known‌‌as‌‌overvoting)‌‌                               
(§168.795(1)(c));‌‌(3)‌‌electronic‌‌tabulating‌‌equipment‌‌that‌‌can‌‌reject‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌if‌‌no‌‌valid‌‌votes‌‌are‌‌                             
cast‌ ‌(known‌ ‌as‌ ‌undervoting)‌ ‌(§168.795(1)(g));‌‌and‌‌(4)‌‌electronic‌‌tabulation‌‌equipment‌‌that‌‌can‌‌                       
alert‌ ‌the‌ ‌elector‌ ‌if‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌is‌ ‌spoiled‌‌and‌‌give‌‌them‌‌the‌‌opportunity‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌another‌‌ballot‌‌                                 
(§168.795(1)(c)).‌ ‌Additionally,‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulators‌ ‌must‌ ‌provide‌ ‌a‌ ‌method‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌machine‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌‌                         
rendered‌ ‌‘inoperable’‌ ‌if‌ ‌vote‌ ‌totals‌ ‌are‌ ‌revealed‌ ‌before‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close‌ ‌(§168.795(2)).‌ ‌Under‌ ‌‌MCL‌‌                         
§168.803(2)‌,‌ ‌a‌ ‌vote‌ ‌will‌ ‌count‌ ‌only‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌places‌ ‌a‌ ‌mark‌ ‌properly‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌predetermined‌‌                               
area.‌‌Lastly,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌center‌‌is‌‌separate‌‌from‌‌the‌‌precinct,‌‌and‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌being‌‌fed‌‌into‌‌the‌‌                                   
tabulator‌ ‌is‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌because‌‌of‌‌physical‌‌damage‌‌or‌‌defect,‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌can‌‌duplicate‌‌the‌‌                           
damaged‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌and‌ ‌re-feed‌ ‌it‌ ‌into‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulator‌ ‌‌under‌ ‌MCL‌ ‌§168.798a‌.‌ ‌There‌ ‌are‌ ‌currently‌‌                           
three‌ ‌companies‌‌ ‌‌that‌ ‌supply‌ ‌tabulators‌ ‌that‌ ‌meet‌ ‌these‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
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https://healthyelections.org/sites/default/files/2020-10/Signature-Verification-Report.pdf
https://www.mlive.com/news/2019/08/secretary-of-state-jocelyn-benson-clerks-call-for-more-time-to-count-absentee-ballots.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2020/11/05/vote-count-michigan-no-fraud/
https://bipartisanpolicy.org/report/counting-the-vote-during-the-2020-election/
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/sos/june_2011_clerk_accredi_manual_cover-content_362765_7.pdf
https://www.mlive.com/news/2019/08/secretary-of-state-jocelyn-benson-clerks-call-for-more-time-to-count-absentee-ballots.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2020/11/05/vote-count-michigan-no-fraud/
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-798c&query=on&highlight=tabulating
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-795&query=on&highlight=tabulating
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-803&highlight=absentee
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-803&highlight=absentee
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-798a&query=on&highlight=tabulating
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/0,4670,7-127-1633_11976-185718--,00.html
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Every‌‌electronic‌‌tabulating‌‌system‌‌is‌‌tested‌‌at‌‌least‌‌twice‌‌under‌‌Michigan‌‌law.‌‌According‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                             
Test‌‌Procedure‌‌Manual‌,‌‌both‌‌tests‌‌must‌‌confirm‌‌that‌‌“1)‌‌the‌‌equipment‌‌is‌‌performing‌‌properly,‌‌                           
2)‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌properly‌ ‌prepared‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌precinct,‌ ‌and‌ ‌3)‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌programs‌ ‌will‌‌                               
accurately‌ ‌count‌‌votes.”‌‌The‌‌first‌‌test‌‌is‌‌known‌‌as‌‌the‌‌“preliminary‌‌accuracy‌‌test”‌‌and‌‌must‌‌be‌‌                               
run‌ ‌as‌ ‌soon‌ ‌as‌ ‌clerks‌‌receive‌‌the‌‌tabulator‌‌and‌‌ballots.‌‌The‌‌second‌‌test,‌‌known‌‌as‌‌the‌‌“public‌‌                                 
accuracy‌ ‌test,”‌ ‌is‌ ‌mandated‌‌by‌‌‌MCL‌‌§168.798(1‌)‌.‌‌Election‌‌officials‌‌must‌‌give‌‌the‌‌public‌‌at‌‌least‌‌                             
48‌ ‌hours‌ ‌notice‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌time‌ ‌and‌ ‌place‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌test‌ ‌and‌ ‌such‌ ‌notice‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌placed‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌‌                                     
n‌ewspaper‌ ‌“published‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌county,‌ ‌city,‌ ‌village,‌ ‌township,‌ ‌or‌ ‌school‌ ‌district‌ ‌where‌ ‌the‌‌                         
electronic‌‌‌tabulating‌‌equipment‌‌is‌‌used.”‌‌Both‌‌of‌‌these‌‌tests‌‌run‌‌a‌‌series‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌through‌‌the‌                               
tabulator,‌ ‌checking‌ ‌to‌ ‌make‌ ‌sure‌ ‌‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulator‌ ‌accurately‌ ‌counts‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌‌rejects‌‌                           
ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌are‌ ‌blank‌ ‌or‌ ‌overvoted‌ ‌as‌ ‌outlined‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌MCL‌ ‌§168.795(1)‌.‌ 

‌ 
Under‌ ‌‌MCL‌ ‌§168.798b‌,‌ ‌once‌ ‌the‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌is‌‌fully‌‌tabulated‌‌and‌‌write-in‌‌and‌‌absentee‌‌votes‌‌                             
are‌‌separately‌‌added‌‌(if‌‌necessary),‌‌the‌‌count‌‌reported‌‌by‌‌the‌‌electronic‌‌tabulating‌‌equipment‌‌                         
constitutes‌‌the‌‌official‌‌return‌‌of‌‌each‌‌precinct‌‌or‌‌election‌‌district,‌‌once‌‌it‌‌has‌‌been‌‌duly‌‌certified.‌‌                               
Per‌‌‌MCL168.809(2)‌,‌‌after‌‌the‌‌precinct‌‌or‌‌AVCB‌‌completes‌‌its‌‌vote‌‌count,‌‌a‌‌sealed‌‌statement‌‌of‌‌                             
returns‌ ‌is‌ ‌reported‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌clerk,‌ ‌who‌ ‌may‌ ‌then‌ ‌provide‌ ‌an‌‌unofficial‌‌tabulation‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                               
returns‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌public,‌ ‌pending‌ ‌an‌ ‌official‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌board.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Michigan‌ ‌state‌‌law‌‌requires‌‌county‌‌clerks‌‌to‌‌tabulate‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌and‌‌report‌‌them‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                             
public‌‌upon‌‌receipt‌‌of‌‌the‌‌statement‌‌of‌‌returns.‌‌According‌‌to‌‌‌MCL‌‌§168.798b‌,‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌                           
of‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌elections‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌made‌ ‌available‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌public.‌ ‌Additionally,‌ ‌according‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌MCL‌‌                           
§168.809‌,‌‌upon‌‌receipt‌‌of‌‌the‌‌sealed‌‌statement‌‌of‌‌returns‌‌from‌‌the‌‌county‌‌election‌‌inspectors,‌‌                           
county‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌must‌ ‌compile‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌and‌ ‌make‌ ‌them‌ ‌available‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌                             
public.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌no‌ ‌timeline‌ ‌is‌ ‌placed‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌public‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌by‌ ‌law‌ ‌so,‌ ‌while‌‌                             
unofficial‌‌results‌‌are‌‌often‌‌available‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night,‌‌counties‌‌seem‌‌to‌‌publicly‌‌post‌‌unofficial‌‌                           
results‌ ‌anywhere‌ ‌from‌ ‌hours‌ ‌to‌ ‌months‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Election‌ ‌night‌ ‌results‌ ‌are‌ ‌reported‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌and‌ ‌local‌ ‌level‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Michigan‌‌                             
secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌office‌ ‌reports‌ ‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌on‌‌its‌‌webpage.‌‌Only‌‌‌after‌‌‌a‌‌county‌‌has‌‌all‌‌                               
jurisdictions‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌are‌ ‌its‌ ‌results‌ ‌added‌ ‌to‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state’s‌‌website.‌‌Many‌‌counties‌‌                           
also‌ ‌directly‌ ‌post‌ ‌their‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results‌ ‌on‌ ‌their‌ ‌designated‌ ‌websites‌ ‌as‌ ‌PDFs.‌‌A‌‌list‌‌of‌‌those‌‌                               
county‌‌websites‌‌can‌‌be‌‌found‌‌‌here‌.‌‌‌Additionally,‌‌a‌‌few‌‌counties‌‌employ‌‌‌ElectionSource‌,‌‌‌a‌‌local‌‌                           
Michigan‌‌company,‌‌as‌‌an‌‌Election‌‌Management‌‌Service‌‌(EMS)‌‌vendor.‌‌ElectionSource‌‌provides‌‌                     
an‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌site‌ ‌for‌ ‌county-level‌ ‌results,‌ ‌found‌ ‌‌here‌.‌ ‌‌However,‌ ‌Michigan’s‌‌                       
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https://www.michigan.gov/documents/test_deck_manual05_131814_7.pdf
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-798&query=on&highlight=tabulating#2
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-798&query=on&highlight=tabulating#2
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-798&query=on&highlight=tabulating#5
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-795&query=on&highlight=tabulating
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vt5cruon3h13t33cmi0g0shx))/mileg.aspx?page=getobject&objectname=mcl-168-798b&query=on&highlight=tabulating
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(ch2eljt50p5djew4n5l0k2nc))/mileg.aspx?page=GetObject&objectname=mcl-168-809
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(3k2eapqu0wlpeourbbxjxsyi))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-798b
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vdy4obcpnmgff4bmhvy3viwm))/mileg.aspx?page=GetObject&objectname=mcl-168-809
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(vdy4obcpnmgff4bmhvy3viwm))/mileg.aspx?page=GetObject&objectname=mcl-168-809
https://www.clickondetroit.com/decision-2020/2020/11/10/heres-what-comes-next-in-michigans-ballot-counting-process/
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/0,4670,7-127-1633_8722-103241--,00.html
https://electionsource.com/
https://electionreporting.com/
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largest‌ ‌county,‌ ‌Wayne‌ ‌County,‌ ‌cut‌ ‌ties‌ ‌with‌ ‌ElectionSource’s‌ ‌results‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌service‌ ‌shortly‌‌                       
before‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌general‌ ‌election,‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌‌ ‌‌operational‌ ‌mishaps‌‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌primary.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Each‌ ‌of‌ ‌Michigan’s‌ ‌83‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌county‌ ‌canvassers‌ ‌‌is‌ ‌responsible‌ ‌f‌or‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌its‌‌                         
county’s‌ ‌votes‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌Michigan‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Canvassers‌.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌‌MCL‌ ‌§168.822‌,‌ ‌‌a‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌‌                             
county‌ ‌canvassers‌ ‌must‌ ‌certify‌ ‌that‌ ‌county’s‌ ‌votes‌ ‌within‌ ‌14‌ ‌days‌ ‌of‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌The‌‌county‌‌                             
boards‌‌“canvass”‌‌(certify)‌‌elections‌‌by‌‌‌carefully‌‌reviewing‌‌and‌‌authenticating‌‌various‌‌forms‌‌and‌‌                       
certificates‌ ‌completed‌ ‌to‌ ‌document‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌‌at‌‌the‌‌polls.‌‌Once‌‌a‌‌county‌‌has‌‌finished‌‌its‌‌                               
certification,‌ ‌it‌ ‌must‌ ‌then‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌a‌ ‌sealed‌ ‌statement‌ ‌containing‌ ‌data‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌county’s‌ ‌votes,‌‌                           
including‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌office‌ ‌‌(‌MCL‌ ‌§168.824‌).‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌county‌‌                               
canvassers‌ ‌fails‌ ‌to‌ ‌certify‌ ‌its‌ ‌votes‌ ‌and‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌this‌ ‌sealed‌ ‌statement‌ ‌within‌‌14‌‌days,‌‌it‌‌must‌‌                               
deliver‌‌all‌‌relevant‌‌voting‌‌records‌‌on‌‌hand‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Michigan‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌State‌‌Canvassers,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌                               
Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌Canvassers‌ ‌will‌‌finish‌‌certifying‌‌that‌‌particular‌‌county’s‌‌votes‌‌within‌‌10‌‌days‌‌of‌‌                             
receiving‌‌those‌‌records.‌‌Under‌‌‌MCL‌‌§168.842(1)‌,‌‌the‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌State‌‌Canvassers‌‌must‌‌begin‌‌the‌‌                           
state‌ ‌certification‌ ‌process‌ ‌within‌ ‌20‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌and‌ ‌finish‌ ‌certification‌ ‌within‌ ‌40‌‌                           
days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Michigan‌ ‌can‌ ‌also‌ ‌require‌ ‌counties‌ ‌to‌ ‌certify‌ ‌their‌ ‌votes‌ ‌on‌ ‌an‌ ‌expedited‌ ‌basis.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌‌MCL‌‌                             
§168.842(2)‌,‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌election‌ ‌returns‌ ‌show‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌differential‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌‌                         
first-place‌‌and‌‌second-place‌‌candidates‌‌for‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌election‌‌is‌‌fewer‌‌than‌‌25,000‌‌votes,‌‌                         
the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌may‌ ‌direct‌ ‌the‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌county‌‌canvassers‌‌to‌‌finish‌‌certification‌‌more‌‌                             
quickly.‌ ‌In‌ ‌fact,‌ ‌the‌ ‌secretary‌ ‌of‌ ‌state‌ ‌may‌ ‌require‌ ‌the‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌county‌ ‌canvassers‌ ‌to‌ ‌finish‌‌                               
certification‌ ‌and‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌their‌ ‌sealed‌ ‌statements‌ ‌between‌ ‌7‌ ‌and‌ ‌14‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Candidates‌‌can‌‌also‌‌petition‌‌the‌‌Michigan‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌to‌‌conduct‌‌a‌‌vote‌‌recount‌‌in‌‌certain‌‌                               
counties.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌Coded‌ ‌Laws‌ ‌‌§168.879‌,‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌must‌ ‌petition‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount‌‌                         
within‌ ‌48‌ ‌hours‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌completion‌ ‌of‌ ‌certification.‌ ‌The‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌allege‌ ‌a‌‌                               
good-faith‌ ‌belief‌ ‌that,‌ ‌but‌ ‌for‌ ‌voter‌ ‌fraud‌ ‌or‌ ‌mistake,‌ ‌the‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌had‌ ‌a‌‌                             
reasonable‌ ‌chance‌ ‌of‌ ‌winning‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌The‌ ‌petition‌ ‌must‌ ‌allege‌ ‌specific‌ ‌instances‌ ‌of‌‌                         
wrongdoing‌ ‌and‌ ‌indicate‌ ‌whether‌ ‌the‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌has‌ ‌evidence‌ ‌of‌ ‌such‌ ‌wrongdoing,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌‌                         
candidate‌ ‌must‌ ‌specify‌ ‌the‌ ‌counties‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌requesting‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount.‌‌Under‌‌Michigan‌‌                           
Coded‌‌Laws‌‌§§‌168.867‌‌‌and‌‌‌168.881‌,‌‌the‌‌candidate‌‌requesting‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌must‌‌pay‌‌a‌‌$25‌‌deposit‌‌                             
per‌‌precinct.‌‌This‌‌fee‌‌is‌‌raised‌‌to‌‌$125‌‌per‌‌precinct‌‌if‌‌the‌‌pre-petition‌‌margin‌‌of‌‌victory‌‌for‌‌the‌‌                                   
winning‌‌candidate‌‌over‌‌the‌‌petitioner‌‌is‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌50‌‌votes,‌‌or‌‌0.5‌‌percent‌‌of‌‌all‌‌votes‌‌cast,‌‌                                 
whichever‌ ‌is‌ ‌greater.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌outcome‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌is‌ ‌altered‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌result‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌recount,‌‌the‌‌                                   
deposit‌ ‌is‌‌refunded.‌‌Notably,‌‌under‌‌Michigan‌‌‌Coded‌‌Laws‌‌‌§§168.880‌‌and‌‌‌168.880a‌,‌‌registered‌‌                       
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https://www.thenewsherald.com/news/wayne-county-clerk-s-office-cuts-ties-with-web-based/article_f3ff258c-de1e-11e8-80fe-136d88cf4c82.html
http://www.mml.org/pdf/information/elections-structure_of_michigan_elections_system_sos.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/0,4670,7-127-1633_41221---,00.html
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(5gog1eknbljrntkrrffdssw2))/mileg.aspx?page=GetObject&objectname=mcl-168-822
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/sos/BCC_Manual_464331_7.pdf
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(w5vrfrhrlmwtbw0gt0wc45is))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-824
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(hvxgrrjjdkseafrnhe0xpapy))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-842
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(hvxgrrjjdkseafrnhe0xpapy))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-842
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(hvxgrrjjdkseafrnhe0xpapy))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-842
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(uektg5vcl3rvkqlbb13hl3or))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-879
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(ihafo25kyn3r4cqefxvog5ai))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-867
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(g5v5brmwgzdmrzxfoedmrasu))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-881
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(n2lizw3arqsbusffwshnlcjp))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-880
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(yg4y2oxmnso4p0jjbgxt2b4k))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-168-880a
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voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌can‌ ‌also‌ ‌petition‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌vote‌ ‌recount,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌itself‌ ‌will‌‌automatically‌‌                               
trigger‌ ‌a‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌recount‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌winning‌ ‌candidate’s‌ ‌lead‌ ‌is‌ ‌2,000‌ ‌votes‌ ‌or‌ ‌fewer.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Nevada‌ ‌ 

‌ 
As‌ ‌early‌ ‌as‌ ‌March‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌officials‌ ‌made‌‌the‌‌call‌‌to‌‌conduct‌‌their‌‌June‌‌primary‌‌election‌‌                               
mostly‌ ‌by‌ ‌mail.‌ ‌Nevada’s‌ ‌pre-pandemic‌ ‌election‌ ‌laws‌ ‌proved‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌useful‌ ‌in‌ ‌ensuring‌ ‌voter‌‌                           
access‌‌during‌‌the‌‌health‌‌crisis.‌‌For‌‌example,‌‌Nevada‌‌election‌‌laws‌‌already‌‌provided‌‌‌no-excuse‌‌                         
vote-by-mail‌‌and‌‌‌same-day‌‌voter‌‌registration‌.‌‌The‌‌state‌sent‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌all‌‌active‌‌registered‌‌                           
voters,‌‌an‌‌‌inclusive‌‌category‌‌containing‌‌all‌‌voters‌‌with‌‌a‌‌current‌‌address‌‌on‌‌file‌‌(as‌‌determined‌‌                             
by‌‌election‌‌mail‌‌that‌‌had‌‌been‌‌returned‌‌as‌‌undeliverable‌‌and‌‌voter‌‌failure‌‌to‌‌respond‌‌to‌‌update‌‌                               
requests).‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌was‌ ‌prepared‌ ‌for‌ ‌increased‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌turnout‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌previous‌‌                       
elections,‌ ‌while‌ ‌also‌ ‌providing‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌polling‌ ‌availability.‌ ‌By‌ ‌August,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌State‌‌                       
Legislature‌‌passed‌‌‌Assembly‌‌Bill‌‌4‌,‌‌which‌‌provided‌‌for‌‌special‌‌election‌‌procedures‌‌as‌‌long‌‌as‌‌a‌‌                             
state‌‌of‌‌emergency‌‌was‌‌in‌‌effect.‌‌AB‌‌4‌‌provided‌‌helpful‌‌changes‌‌that‌‌increased‌‌in-person‌‌voter‌‌                             
accessibility,‌‌created‌‌changes‌‌that‌‌made‌‌it‌‌easier‌‌for‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌ballots,‌‌and‌‌helped‌‌election‌‌                             
officials‌ ‌verify‌ ‌and‌ ‌count‌ ‌ballots.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Voters‌ ‌need‌ ‌no‌ ‌excuse‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌by‌ ‌mail‌‌in‌‌Nevada‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.309‌)‌‌and‌‌may‌‌apply‌‌for‌‌an‌‌                                 
absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌until‌ ‌14‌ ‌days‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.313‌).‌ ‌By‌ ‌May‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌had‌‌                             
authorized‌ ‌automatically‌ ‌sending‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voters‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌primary‌ ‌election,‌ ‌and‌‌                       
the‌ ‌passage‌ ‌of‌ ‌‌AB‌ ‌4‌ ‌in‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020‌ ‌authorized‌ ‌state‌ ‌officials‌ ‌to‌ ‌send‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌every‌‌                                 
registered‌ ‌voter‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election‌ ‌and‌ ‌any‌ ‌future‌ ‌elections‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌during‌ ‌an‌‌                           
“affected‌ ‌election.”‌ ‌An‌ ‌“‌affected‌ ‌election‌”‌ ‌occurs‌ ‌when‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌declaration‌‌of‌‌emergency‌‌in‌‌                           
effect‌ ‌on‌ ‌March‌ ‌1‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌primary‌ ‌election,‌ ‌or‌ ‌July‌ ‌1‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌general‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Absentee‌‌ballots‌‌submitted‌‌by‌‌mail‌‌must‌‌be‌‌postmarked‌‌by‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌received‌‌not‌‌more‌‌                             
than‌‌seven‌‌days‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.317‌)—a‌‌more‌‌permissive‌‌deadline‌‌than‌‌states‌‌like‌‌                           
Arizona‌‌and‌‌Wisconsin‌‌that‌‌required‌‌receipt‌‌by‌‌close‌‌of‌‌polls.‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌with‌‌indeterminable‌‌                           
postmarks‌ ‌that‌ ‌arrive‌ ‌no‌ ‌later‌ ‌than‌‌three‌‌days‌‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election‌‌are‌‌also‌‌counted.‌‌Voters‌‌can‌‌                               
also‌ ‌submit‌ ‌their‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌person‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌‌                                 
designated‌‌county‌‌location;‌‌but‌‌early‌‌voting‌‌sites‌‌and‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌Vote‌‌Centers‌‌cannot‌‌accept‌‌a‌‌                             
voted‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.353‌).‌‌Before‌‌2020,‌‌only‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌or‌‌their‌‌family‌‌member‌‌could‌‌                             
deliver‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.353‌),‌ ‌but‌ ‌‌AB‌ ‌4‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌third-party‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌collection.‌‌                         
Third-party‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌collection‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌permanent‌‌ ‌change‌ ‌for‌ ‌all‌ ‌future‌ ‌elections.‌‌ ‌  
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https://www.ncsl.org/research/elections-and-campaigns/vopp-table-1-states-with-no-excuse-absentee-voting.aspx
https://www.ncsl.org/research/elections-and-campaigns/vopp-table-1-states-with-no-excuse-absentee-voting.aspx
https://www.nvsos.gov/sos/Home/Components/News/News/2885/23
https://www.nvsos.gov/sos/Home/Components/News/News/2823/23?arch=1
https://www.nvsos.gov/sos/Home/Components/News/News/2841/23
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/32nd2020Special/Bill/7150/Overview
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec309
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec313
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/32nd2020Special/Bill/7150/Overview
https://www.nvsos.gov/sos/home/showdocument?id=9191
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec317
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec353
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec353
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/32nd2020Special/Bills/AB/AB4.pdf
https://thenevadaindependent.com/article/the-indy-explains-everything-to-know-about-nevadas-expanded-mail-in-election
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‌ 
Once‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌‌are‌‌received‌‌and‌‌recorded‌‌in‌‌the‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌record,‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk‌‌checks‌‌                               
the‌‌voter's‌‌signature‌‌on‌‌the‌‌return‌‌envelope‌‌against‌‌all‌‌signatures‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌available‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                               
records‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌clerk.‌ ‌‌Most‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌first‌ ‌processed‌ ‌through‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌machine‌ ‌that‌‌                             
verifies‌ ‌signatures,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌Agilis‌ ‌Ballot‌ ‌Sorting‌ ‌System‌.‌ ‌‌Election‌ ‌staff‌ ‌manually‌‌examines‌‌                         
signatures‌‌not‌‌verified‌‌by‌‌the‌‌machine.‌‌A‌‌signature‌‌is‌‌rejected‌‌if‌‌at‌‌least‌‌two‌‌employees‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                                 
office‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌agree‌ ‌that‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌reasonable‌ ‌question‌‌of‌‌fact‌‌as‌‌to‌‌whether‌‌the‌‌                                   
signature‌‌on‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌matches‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌differs‌‌in‌‌                               
multiple,‌ ‌significant‌ ‌and‌ ‌obvious‌ ‌respects‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌on‌ ‌record.‌ ‌This‌ ‌stringent‌‌                       
rejection‌‌standard,‌‌requiring‌‌“multiple,‌‌significant,‌‌and‌‌obvious”‌‌differences,‌‌was‌‌passed‌‌as‌‌part‌‌                       
of‌‌‌AB‌‌4‌‌in‌‌August‌‌to‌‌clarify‌‌the‌‌process‌‌and‌‌help‌‌officials‌‌determine‌‌whether‌‌to‌‌invalidate‌‌mail‌‌                                 
ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌county‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌must‌ ‌contact‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌and‌ ‌ask‌ ‌him‌‌or‌‌her‌‌to‌‌confirm‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌                                 
(‌NRS‌ ‌293.325‌)‌.‌ ‌T‌he‌ ‌clerk‌‌must‌‌contact‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌as‌‌soon‌‌as‌‌possible‌‌after‌‌receipt‌‌of‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌                                 
deadline‌ ‌by‌ ‌mail,‌ ‌phone,‌ ‌or‌ ‌email‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.325‌).‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌have‌ ‌the‌ ‌opportunity‌ ‌to‌ ‌“cure”‌‌                           
signature‌ ‌deficiencies‌ ‌until‌ ‌‌seven‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌‌election‌‌or,‌‌in‌‌affected‌‌elections‌‌governed‌‌by‌‌                           
AB‌ ‌4,‌ ‌nine‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.8874‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Ballots‌‌are‌‌rejected‌‌if‌‌an‌‌identifying‌‌mark‌‌appears‌‌on‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌which‌‌leads‌‌to‌‌the‌‌reasonable‌‌                               
belief‌‌that‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌has‌‌been‌‌tampered‌‌with,‌‌such‌‌that‌‌the‌‌outcome‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election‌‌would‌‌be‌‌                                 
affected‌ ‌(NRS‌ ‌‌293.367‌).‌ ‌An‌ ‌error‌ ‌in‌ ‌marking‌ ‌one‌ ‌or‌ ‌more‌‌votes‌‌does‌‌not‌‌invalidate‌‌any‌‌votes‌‌                               
marked‌‌properly‌‌on‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌(NRS‌‌‌293.367‌).‌‌Moreover,‌‌a‌‌soiled‌‌or‌‌defaced‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌counted‌‌if‌‌it‌‌                                 
appears‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌soiling‌ ‌or‌ ‌defacing‌ ‌was‌ ‌inadvertent‌ ‌(NRS‌ ‌‌293.367‌).‌ ‌It‌ ‌is‌ ‌unlawful‌ ‌for‌ ‌any‌‌                             
election‌ ‌board‌ ‌member‌ ‌to‌ ‌place‌ ‌a‌ ‌mark‌ ‌upon‌ ‌any‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌other‌ ‌than‌‌a‌‌spoiled‌‌ballot.‌‌Election‌‌                               
officials‌‌must‌‌instead‌‌seal‌‌rejected‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌an‌‌envelope‌‌and‌‌write‌‌on‌‌the‌‌envelope‌‌the‌‌reason‌‌                               
for‌ ‌rejection‌ ‌(NRS‌ ‌‌293.367‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
After‌‌verifying‌‌that‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌voter‌‌is‌‌entitled‌‌to‌‌cast‌‌a‌‌ballot,‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk‌‌is‌‌responsible‌‌                                 
for‌‌delivering‌‌the‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌the‌‌proper‌‌location‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.325‌).‌‌‌Clerks‌‌deliver‌‌                             
the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌using‌ ‌secure‌ ‌containers‌ ‌to‌ ‌either‌ ‌the‌ ‌appropriate‌ ‌election‌ ‌board‌ ‌or‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌‌                           
ballot‌‌central‌‌counting‌‌board,‌‌depending‌‌on‌‌the‌‌county‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.325‌).‌‌‌The‌‌transit,‌‌storage,‌‌and‌‌                           
processing‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌ensure‌ ‌the‌ ‌confidentiality‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌prepared‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌until‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌‌                         
have‌ ‌closed‌‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.325‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

After‌ ‌processing,‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌‌reviewed‌‌‌to‌‌make‌‌sure‌‌the‌‌total‌‌number‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌processed‌‌                             
matches‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌received.‌‌Election‌‌boards‌‌receiving‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌voters’‌‌ballots‌‌                         
from‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk,‌‌remove‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌from‌‌their‌‌secure‌‌transport‌‌boxes,‌‌then‌‌double-check‌‌                           
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https://apnews.com/article/ap-explains-ballot-counting-nevada-b053df100ca8caf26d99f8219e675c84
https://runbeck.net/agilis-ballot-sorting-system/
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Session/32nd2020Special/Bills/AB/AB4.pdf
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec325
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec325
https://www.ncsl.org/research/elections-and-campaigns/vopp-table-15-states-that-permit-voters-to-correct-signature-discrepancies.aspx
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec8874
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec367
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec367
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec367
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec367
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec325
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec325
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-293.html#NRS293Sec325
https://apnews.com/article/ap-explains-ballot-counting-nevada-b053df100ca8caf26d99f8219e675c84
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the‌ ‌name‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter,‌ ‌verify‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌back‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌envelope,‌ ‌and‌ ‌compare‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
numbers‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌and‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌to‌ ‌make‌ ‌sure‌ ‌they‌ ‌match‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.333‌).‌ ‌Once‌ ‌verified,‌‌                             
those‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌‌counted‌.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Before‌ ‌the‌ ‌passage‌ ‌of‌ ‌‌AB‌ ‌4‌,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌were‌ ‌able‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌process‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌upon‌ ‌receipt‌ ‌but‌‌                               
could‌‌begin‌‌‌counting‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌only‌‌four‌‌days‌‌before‌‌the‌‌election‌‌(‌NRS 293.363‌).‌‌AB‌‌4‌‌allowed‌‌                             
election‌‌officials‌‌conducting‌‌an‌‌election‌‌under‌‌a‌‌declaration‌‌of‌‌an‌‌emergency‌‌to‌‌start‌‌counting‌‌                           
returned‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌‌15‌‌days‌‌before‌‌the‌‌election,‌‌making‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌process‌‌more‌‌efficient.‌‌                           
However,‌‌results‌‌are‌‌kept‌‌under‌‌wraps‌‌until‌‌Election‌‌Day—any‌‌person‌‌who‌‌disseminates‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                           
public‌‌in‌‌any‌‌way‌‌information‌‌pertaining‌‌to‌‌the‌‌count‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌before‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌close‌‌                               
is‌ ‌guilty‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌misdemeanor‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.385‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌counting‌ ‌procedure‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌public‌ ‌and‌ ‌continue‌ ‌without‌ ‌adjournment‌ ‌until‌ ‌completed‌‌                       
(‌NRS‌ ‌293.363‌)‌.‌ ‌‌Members‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌public‌ ‌(but‌ ‌not‌ ‌the‌‌press)‌‌are‌‌allowed‌‌to‌‌observe‌‌the‌‌                               
conduct‌‌of‌‌voting‌‌at‌‌the‌‌polling‌‌place,‌‌including‌‌counting,‌‌as‌‌long‌‌as‌‌they‌‌do‌‌not‌‌photograph‌‌or‌‌                                 
record‌ ‌the‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.274‌)‌.‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌law‌ ‌requires‌ ‌all‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted‌ ‌within‌‌                           
seven‌ ‌days‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌day‌ ‌or,‌ ‌for‌ ‌affected‌ ‌elections,‌ ‌within‌ ‌‌nine‌ ‌days‌ ‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌(‌NRS‌‌                               
293.333‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

When‌‌all‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌have‌‌been‌‌counted,‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌board‌‌officers‌‌produce‌‌a‌‌tally‌‌list‌‌organized‌‌                               
by‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌and‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌type‌ ‌indicating‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌that‌‌each‌‌candidate‌‌received‌‌(‌NRS‌‌                             
293.370‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
In‌ ‌‌Clark‌ ‌County‌,‌ ‌for‌ ‌example,‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close‌ ‌at‌ ‌7‌ ‌p.m.,‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌officials‌ ‌bring‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
results‌ ‌to‌‌central‌‌tabulation‌‌at‌‌the‌‌‌Election‌‌Center‌‌for‌‌processing.‌‌The‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌results‌‌are‌‌                             
tabulated‌ ‌along‌ ‌with‌ ‌‌early‌ ‌voting‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌results.‌ ‌After‌ ‌7‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌ ‌or‌‌                               
whenever‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌last‌ ‌voters‌ ‌in‌ ‌line‌ ‌have‌ ‌finished‌ ‌casting‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌election‌ ‌night‌‌                           
results‌ ‌are‌ ‌posted‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌Nevada‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Division‌ ‌website‌.‌‌‌Clark‌‌County‌‌also‌‌posts‌‌election‌‌                           
night‌ ‌results‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌on‌ ‌Clark‌ ‌County‌ ‌Television‌ ‌(CCTV)‌ ‌cable‌ ‌‌Channel‌ ‌4‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Provisional‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌‌not‌‌included‌‌in‌‌the‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night.‌‌Provisional‌‌ballots‌‌                           
will‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌only‌‌‌after‌‌verification‌‌of‌‌applicable‌‌voter‌‌information‌‌and‌‌that‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌did‌‌not‌‌                               
cast‌‌multiple‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌the‌‌same‌‌election.‌‌Provisional‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌counted‌‌in‌‌the‌‌days‌‌following‌‌                             
the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌This‌ ‌procedure‌ ‌stems‌ ‌from‌ ‌a‌ ‌recent‌ ‌law.‌ ‌In‌ ‌2019,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌Legislature‌‌                           
authorized‌ ‌same-day‌ ‌registration‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌during‌ ‌early‌ ‌voting‌ ‌and‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌‌                         
(with‌‌certain‌‌‌identification‌).‌‌Because‌‌the‌‌county‌‌voter‌‌registration‌‌systems‌‌‌do‌‌not‌‌communicate‌‌                       
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with‌ ‌each‌ ‌other‌ ‌in‌ ‌real‌ ‌time,‌ ‌an‌ ‌individual‌ ‌who‌ ‌registers‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌polling‌‌place‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌                                   
verified‌ ‌in‌ ‌real‌ ‌time‌ ‌as‌ ‌not‌ ‌having‌ ‌already‌ ‌voted‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌For‌ ‌this‌ ‌reason,‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌‌                                 
requires‌ ‌that‌ ‌same-day‌ ‌registrants‌ ‌use‌ ‌‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌.‌ ‌These‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌‌                     
counted‌‌only‌‌after‌‌it‌‌is‌‌‌verified‌‌post-election‌‌that‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌has‌‌not‌‌voted‌‌more‌‌than‌‌once‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                                   
election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Until‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌occurs,‌ ‌reported‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌are‌ ‌unofficial.‌ ‌Election‌ ‌results‌‌                           
become‌‌official‌‌upon‌‌the‌‌canvass‌‌of‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌by‌‌the‌‌county‌‌election‌‌official.‌‌The‌‌canvass‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                                 
vote‌ ‌was‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌take‌ ‌place‌ ‌on‌‌or‌‌before‌‌‌November‌‌16‌‌for‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌election.‌‌For‌‌                                 
regular‌ ‌elections,‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌must‌ ‌occur‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌10th‌ ‌day‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌‌but‌‌for‌‌affected‌‌                               
elections‌ ‌governed‌ ‌by‌ ‌AB‌ ‌4,‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌county‌‌commissioners‌‌had‌‌13‌‌days‌‌post-election‌‌to‌‌                             
canvass‌‌results‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.393‌).‌‌The‌‌board‌‌of‌‌county‌‌commissioners‌‌canvasses‌‌the‌‌results‌‌in‌‌its‌‌                           
county‌ ‌by‌ ‌creating‌ ‌an‌ ‌“abstract‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes”—that‌ ‌is,‌ ‌a‌ ‌compilation‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌‌cast‌‌for‌‌a‌‌particular‌‌                               
candidate‌‌by‌‌office‌‌and‌‌precinct‌‌(‌NRS‌‌293.016‌).‌‌After‌‌making‌‌the‌‌abstract‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌as‌‌provided‌‌                             
in‌‌‌NRS‌‌293.393‌,‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk‌‌certifies‌‌the‌‌abstract‌‌and‌‌transmits‌‌it‌‌to‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌                                 
(‌NRS‌‌293.395‌).‌‌Starting‌‌in‌‌January‌‌2022,‌‌each‌‌county‌‌clerk‌‌will‌‌also‌‌conduct‌‌a‌‌risk-limiting‌‌audit‌‌                             
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌an‌ ‌election‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌Chapter‌ ‌293‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
On‌ ‌the‌ ‌fourth‌ ‌Tuesday‌ ‌of‌ ‌November‌ ‌after‌ ‌each‌ ‌general‌ ‌election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌                           
meets‌‌with‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state‌‌to‌‌open‌‌and‌‌canvass‌‌the‌‌vote.‌‌The‌‌meeting‌‌formally‌‌certifies‌‌                               
the‌‌results‌‌and‌‌grants‌‌the‌‌winner‌‌in‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌race‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌presidential‌‌electors‌‌to‌‌                               
which‌ ‌Nevada‌ ‌is‌ ‌entitled‌ ‌(‌NRS‌ ‌293.395‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌‌use‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌was‌‌expected‌‌to‌‌reach‌‌new‌‌records‌‌in‌‌the‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌                                 
election.‌‌As‌‌of‌‌September‌‌30,‌‌2020,‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌had‌‌already‌‌‌experienced‌‌‌an‌‌approximately‌‌                         
ten-fold‌ ‌increase‌ ‌in‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌requests‌ ‌over‌‌the‌‌number‌‌requested‌‌at‌‌the‌‌same‌‌date‌‌in‌‌                             
2016.‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌election‌ ‌law‌ ‌allows‌ ‌officials‌‌some‌‌flexibility‌‌to‌‌deal‌‌with‌‌an‌‌increase.‌‌For‌‌                             
instance,‌ ‌local‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌have‌ ‌the‌ ‌authority‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌‌opening‌ ‌and‌ ‌preparing‌ ‌absentee‌‌                         
ballots‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌on‌‌the‌‌fifth‌‌Tuesday‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌They‌‌may‌‌also‌‌‌count‌‌‌late-arriving‌‌                             
absentee‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Pre-election‌ ‌litigation‌ ‌‌changed‌ ‌the‌‌procedures‌‌for‌‌how‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌can‌‌                       
be‌ ‌processed‌ ‌and‌ ‌counted‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌state.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Although‌ ‌some‌ ‌aspects‌ ‌of‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌election‌ ‌law‌ ‌require‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌uniformity,‌ ‌others‌‌                       
allow‌ ‌a‌ ‌degree‌ ‌of‌ ‌discretion‌ ‌for‌ ‌individual‌ ‌counties.‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌statute‌ ‌lays‌ ‌out‌ ‌some‌‌                           
general‌ ‌principles‌‌‌for‌‌how‌‌ballots‌‌should‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌It‌‌also‌‌requires‌‌the‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌State‌‌                             
Board‌‌of‌‌Elections‌‌to‌‌adopt‌‌‌uniform‌‌‌standards‌‌and‌‌procedures‌‌for‌‌how‌‌counties‌‌should‌‌count‌‌                           
votes‌ ‌and‌ ‌how‌ ‌individual‌ ‌counties‌ ‌may‌ ‌make‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌‌different‌‌‌vote-counting‌‌systems,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌                           
electronic,‌ ‌mechanical,‌ ‌or‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌ ‌counts.‌ ‌All‌ ‌counties‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌engage‌ ‌in‌‌                         
hand-to-eye‌ ‌counts‌ ‌or‌ ‌recounts‌ ‌of‌ ‌at‌‌least‌‌some‌‌of‌‌their‌‌paper‌‌ballots‌‌or‌‌records.‌‌The‌‌results‌‌                               
from‌ ‌all‌ ‌counties‌ ‌are‌ ‌‌viewable‌ ‌‌on‌ ‌election‌ ‌night‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Results‌‌                           
Dashboard.‌ ‌Later,‌‌the‌‌canvassing‌‌and‌‌certification‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌‌take‌‌‌place‌‌both‌‌at‌‌both‌‌the‌‌county‌‌                             
and‌ ‌state‌ ‌level,‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌potential‌ ‌for‌ ‌mandatory‌ ‌and‌ ‌discretionary‌ ‌recounts‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌delay‌ ‌the‌‌                           
completion‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌at‌ ‌each‌ ‌level.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Before‌‌beginning‌‌to‌‌count‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌(which‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌often‌‌‌refer‌‌‌to‌‌as‌‌                             
“absentee‌ ‌ballots”),‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌may‌ ‌begin‌ ‌‌scanning‌ ‌‌each‌ ‌approved‌ ‌absentee‌‌                       
ballot,‌ ‌a‌ ‌process‌ ‌which‌ ‌consists‌ ‌of‌ ‌opening‌ ‌approved‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌removing‌ ‌them‌ ‌from‌‌                         
their‌‌envelopes,‌‌and‌‌inserting‌‌them‌‌into‌‌the‌‌tabulator.‌‌At‌‌this‌‌time,‌‌the‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌‌may‌‌‌use‌‌                               
the‌ ‌tabulators‌ ‌to‌ ‌“read”‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulators‌ ‌do‌ ‌not‌ ‌count‌ ‌the‌‌ballots‌‌until‌‌Election‌‌                               
Day.‌‌This‌‌early‌‌preparatory‌‌step‌‌allows‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌to‌‌‌identify‌‌‌which‌‌ballots‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌read‌‌                             
by‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulator‌ ‌machine,‌ ‌perhaps‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌damage,‌ ‌and‌ ‌to‌ ‌make‌ ‌duplicate‌ ‌copies‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                             
unreadable‌‌ballots‌‌that‌‌can‌‌be‌‌read‌‌by‌‌the‌‌tabulator‌‌machine.‌‌That‌‌way,‌‌election‌‌staff‌‌can‌‌‌avoid‌‌                               
having‌‌to‌‌manually‌‌input‌‌each‌‌voter’s‌‌selections‌‌from‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌into‌‌the‌‌reporting‌‌software,‌‌which‌‌                             
can‌‌save‌‌time‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌All‌‌approved‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌must‌‌be‌‌‌scanned‌‌‌by‌‌the‌‌tabulator‌‌                               
machine.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌election‌‌law‌‌and‌‌guidance‌‌provided‌‌flexibility‌‌for‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌to‌‌                           
deal‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌anticipated‌ ‌significant‌ ‌increase‌ ‌in‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌‌election.‌‌                           
Each‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌could‌ ‌‌decide‌,‌ ‌by‌ ‌majority‌ ‌vote,‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌the‌ ‌scanning‌ ‌process‌‌                             
during‌‌each‌‌absentee‌‌board‌‌meeting.‌‌A‌‌September‌‌22,‌‌2020,‌‌‌memo‌‌from‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌State‌‌                           
Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌Executive‌ ‌Director‌‌Karen‌‌Bell‌‌noted‌‌that,‌‌due‌‌“to‌‌the‌‌significant‌‌increase‌‌in‌‌                             
absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌this‌ ‌election,‌ ‌it‌ ‌is‌ ‌strongly‌ ‌recommended‌ ‌that‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌authorize‌ ‌the‌‌                         
scanning‌‌of‌‌approved‌‌ballots‌‌during‌‌absentee‌‌board‌‌meetings‌‌instead‌‌of‌‌waiting‌‌until‌‌Election‌‌                         
Day.”‌ ‌Therefore,‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌could‌ ‌‌begin‌ ‌‌scanning‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌as‌‌early‌‌as‌‌September‌‌                         
29,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌first‌ ‌required‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌board‌ ‌meeting‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election.‌‌                           
County‌ ‌boards‌ ‌also‌ ‌‌had‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌authority‌ ‌to‌ ‌delegate‌ ‌additional‌ ‌preparatory‌ ‌steps‌ ‌for‌ ‌staff‌ ‌to‌‌                           
perform‌‌before‌‌absentee‌‌board‌‌meetings.‌‌Preparatory‌‌steps‌‌‌included‌‌tasks‌‌such‌‌as‌‌inspecting‌‌                       
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the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌for‌ ‌deficiencies‌ ‌and,‌ ‌if‌ ‌any‌‌deficiencies‌‌were‌‌discovered,‌‌to‌‌notify‌‌                           
voters‌ ‌within‌ ‌one‌ ‌business‌ ‌day.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌‌process‌‌for‌‌how‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌and‌‌their‌‌staff‌‌should‌‌evaluate‌‌and‌‌address‌‌deficiencies‌‌in‌‌                             
absentee‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌was‌ ‌the‌ ‌subject‌ ‌of‌ ‌litigation.‌ ‌The‌ ‌aforementioned‌ ‌September‌ ‌22,‌‌                       
2020,‌‌memo‌‌from‌‌the‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Elections,‌‌for‌‌instance,‌‌was‌‌at‌‌issue‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                                 
lawsuit‌ ‌‌Arnett‌ ‌v.‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌,‌ ‌‌which‌ ‌may‌ ‌require‌ ‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌to‌‌                               
provide‌ ‌greater‌ ‌access‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌public‌ ‌to‌ ‌observe‌ ‌and‌ ‌provide‌ ‌input‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌return‌‌                             
envelope‌ ‌evaluation‌ ‌process.‌ ‌An‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020‌ ‌‌memo‌ ‌from‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌Executive‌ ‌Director‌‌                       
Bell—a‌ ‌memo‌ ‌later‌ ‌revised‌ ‌in‌ ‌September‌ ‌and‌ ‌again‌ ‌in‌ ‌October‌ ‌following‌ ‌a‌ ‌settlement‌ ‌and‌‌                           
rulings‌‌in‌‌‌N.C.‌‌Alliance‌‌for‌‌Retired‌‌Americans‌‌v.‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌and‌‌‌Democracy‌‌NC‌‌v.‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌                               
State‌‌Bd.‌‌of‌‌Elections‌—also‌‌provided‌‌guidance‌‌on‌‌how‌‌the‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌and‌‌their‌‌staff‌‌were‌‌to‌‌                               
evaluate‌‌and‌‌address‌‌deficiencies‌‌in‌‌absentee‌‌return‌‌envelopes.‌‌Notably,‌‌in‌‌verifying‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌                         
signature‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelope,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌was‌ ‌instructed‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌presume‌ ‌‌that‌ ‌the‌‌                           
signature‌‌is‌‌that‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter,‌‌absent‌‌clear‌‌evidence‌‌to‌‌the‌‌contrary,‌‌if‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌“appears‌‌to‌                                 
be‌‌the‌‌name‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter.”‌‌Furthermore,‌‌the‌‌signature‌‌would‌‌be‌‌‌accepted‌‌‌even‌‌if‌‌it‌‌was‌‌illegible.‌‌                                 
There‌ ‌was‌ ‌no‌ ‌legal‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌compare‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌signature‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌return‌‌                           
envelope‌‌“with‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌signature‌‌in‌‌their‌‌registration‌‌record.”‌‌If‌‌an‌‌absentee‌‌return‌‌envelope‌‌                           
lacked‌ ‌‌a‌ ‌witness‌ ‌signature,‌ ‌however,‌ ‌then‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌could‌ ‌no‌ ‌longer‌ ‌cure‌ ‌the‌ ‌deficiency‌ ‌and‌‌                             
save‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌by‌‌submitting‌‌a‌‌certification‌‌over‌‌mail‌‌or‌‌email.‌‌Instead,‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌ballot‌‌would‌‌                               
be‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌and‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌and‌ ‌their‌ ‌staff‌ ‌would‌‌ ‌‌reissue‌‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌a‌ ‌new‌ ‌ballot.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Pre-election‌ ‌litigation,‌ ‌‌Wise‌ ‌v.‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌Moore‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Circosta‌,‌‌                           
unsuccessfully‌‌challenged‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board’s‌‌rules‌‌for‌‌evaluating‌‌and‌‌addressing‌‌deficiencies‌‌in‌‌                       
absentee‌‌return‌‌envelopes,‌‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌its‌‌revision‌‌of‌‌the‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌deadline.‌‌And,‌‌the‌‌State‌‌                               
Board‌‌continued‌‌to‌‌enforce‌‌the‌‌rules‌‌for‌‌absentee‌‌return‌‌envelopes‌‌that‌‌it‌‌outlined‌‌in‌‌its‌‌recent‌‌                               
memos‌,‌ ‌and‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌ ‌‌received‌ ‌‌and‌‌counted‌‌nine‌‌days‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌so‌‌                             
long‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌were‌ ‌mailed‌ ‌on‌ ‌or‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌Plaintiffs‌ ‌in‌ ‌both‌ ‌‌Wise‌ ‌‌and‌‌‌Moore‌‌‌filed‌‌‌a‌‌                                   
request‌‌with‌‌the‌‌U.S.‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌for‌‌an‌‌emergency‌‌injunction,‌‌but‌‌on‌‌October‌‌28,‌‌the‌‌Court‌‌                               
denied‌‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌requests.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌‌of‌‌Elections‌‌set‌‌out‌‌rules‌‌for‌‌evaluating‌‌and‌‌addressing‌‌deficiencies‌‌in‌‌                           

absentee‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020‌ ‌‌memo‌ ‌(revised‌ ‌in‌ ‌October‌ ‌2020).‌ ‌Generally‌‌                         
speaking,‌‌some‌‌deficiencies‌‌could‌‌be‌‌cured‌‌by‌‌the‌‌submission‌‌of‌‌a‌‌certification‌‌from‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌                             
addressing‌ ‌the‌ ‌deficiency,‌ ‌whereas‌ ‌other‌ ‌deficiencies‌‌required‌‌the‌‌reissuance‌‌of‌‌a‌‌ballot,‌‌and‌‌                         
still‌ ‌others‌ ‌required‌ ‌board‌ ‌action.‌ ‌If‌ ‌a‌ ‌deficiency‌ ‌was‌ ‌‌discovered‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌board‌ ‌meeting,‌ ‌then‌ ‌it‌‌                               
could‌ ‌not‌ ‌be‌ ‌resolved‌ ‌by‌ ‌staff‌ ‌and‌ ‌would‌ ‌instead‌ ‌require‌ ‌board‌ ‌action‌ ‌to‌ ‌evaluate‌ ‌the‌‌                             
deficiency.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌ ‌‌rejected‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌by‌ ‌majority‌ ‌vote,‌ ‌then‌ ‌it‌ ‌must‌ ‌notify‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌                               
within‌ ‌one‌ ‌business‌ ‌day.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌‌indicates‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌‌voter‌‌is‌‌requesting‌‌a‌‌replacement‌‌                             
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ballot,‌ ‌lacked‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌witness‌ ‌or‌ ‌assistant,‌ ‌or‌ ‌was‌ ‌unsealed‌ ‌when‌ ‌it‌ ‌arrived‌ ‌at‌‌the‌‌                                 
county‌ ‌board‌ ‌office,‌ ‌then‌ ‌staff‌ ‌would‌ ‌reject‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌and‌ ‌reissue‌ ‌a‌ ‌new‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌along‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌‌                                 
notice‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌within‌ ‌one‌ ‌business‌ ‌day.‌ ‌By‌ ‌contrast,‌ ‌the‌ ‌following‌ ‌deficiencies‌ ‌could‌ ‌be‌‌                             
fixed‌‌ ‌‌by‌ ‌sending‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌a‌ ‌cure‌ ‌certification‌ ‌through‌ ‌mail‌ ‌or‌ ‌email:‌ ‌ 

‌ 
● Voter‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌sign‌ ‌the‌ ‌Voter‌ ‌Certification‌ ‌ 
● Voter‌ ‌signed‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌wrong‌ ‌place‌ ‌ 
● Witness‌ ‌or‌ ‌assistant‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌print‌ ‌name‌ ‌ 
● Witness‌ ‌or‌ ‌assistant‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌print‌ ‌address‌ ‌ 
● Witness‌ ‌or‌ ‌assistant‌ ‌signed‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌wrong‌ ‌line‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Although‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌election‌ ‌law‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌allow‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌‌                           
counting‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌until‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌it‌‌does‌‌provide‌‌some‌‌flexibility‌‌to‌‌allow‌‌additional‌‌time‌‌                             
for‌‌counting.‌‌Under‌‌N.C.‌‌Gen.‌‌Stat‌‌‌§163-234‌,‌‌each‌‌county‌‌board‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌is‌‌required‌‌to‌‌meet‌‌                               
at‌ ‌5‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌counting‌ ‌all‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots,‌‌except‌‌for‌‌late-arriving‌‌ballots‌‌or‌‌                                 
those‌‌challenged‌‌before‌‌5‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌However,‌‌‌§163-234‌‌also‌‌allows‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌                           
to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌counting‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌from‌ ‌military‌ ‌personnel‌ ‌and‌ ‌overseas‌‌voters‌‌as‌‌early‌‌as‌‌9‌‌                             
a.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌‌Day.‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌‌§163-234‌‌allows‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌to‌‌begin‌‌counting‌‌other‌‌mail‌‌                             
ballots‌‌as‌‌early‌‌as‌‌2‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌as‌‌long‌‌as‌‌they‌‌adopt‌‌a‌‌resolution‌‌at‌‌least‌‌two‌‌weeks‌‌                                       
prior‌ ‌to‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌that‌ ‌states‌ ‌the‌ ‌place‌ ‌and‌ ‌time‌ ‌they‌ ‌will‌ ‌begin‌ ‌counting.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Election‌ ‌law‌ ‌also‌ ‌provided‌ ‌county‌‌boards‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌additional‌‌time‌‌to‌‌deal‌‌with‌‌an‌‌influx‌‌of‌‌                               
late-arriving‌‌absentee‌‌ballots.‌‌For‌‌instance,‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌can‌‌‌adopt‌‌a‌‌resolution‌‌to‌‌                           
hold‌‌additional‌‌meetings‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌before‌‌canvassing‌‌to‌‌count‌‌absentee‌‌ballots.‌‌If‌‌                           
a‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌adopts‌ ‌such‌ ‌a‌ ‌resolution,‌ ‌then‌ ‌‌§163-234‌ ‌requires‌‌them‌‌to‌‌publicly‌‌publish‌‌its‌‌                             
contents.‌‌State‌‌law‌‌‌§163-234‌‌also‌‌requires‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌‌to‌‌meet‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌before‌‌                             
the‌‌start‌‌of‌‌canvassing‌‌to‌‌determine‌‌if‌‌all‌‌late-arriving‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌have‌‌been‌‌assessed‌‌and‌‌                             
counted.‌‌Any‌‌late-arriving‌‌ballots‌‌not‌‌‌counted‌‌‌before‌‌the‌‌day‌‌of‌‌canvass‌‌will‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌on‌‌the‌‌                               
day‌ ‌of‌ ‌canvass.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Finally,‌ ‌North‌ ‌Carolina‌ ‌election‌ ‌law‌ ‌allows‌ ‌some‌ ‌flexibility‌ ‌in‌ ‌who‌ ‌can‌‌count‌‌absentee‌‌ballots,‌‌                           
even‌‌while‌‌setting‌‌requirements‌‌for‌‌how‌‌they‌‌can‌‌count‌‌them.‌‌Each‌‌county‌‌board‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌                             
may‌ ‌hire‌ ‌staff‌ ‌to‌ ‌help‌ ‌them‌ ‌count‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌but‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌ ‌must‌ ‌observe‌ ‌and‌‌                               
supervise‌ ‌the‌ ‌staff.‌ ‌As‌ ‌staffers‌ ‌open‌ ‌each‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌will‌ ‌‌record‌ ‌‌the‌‌                             
names‌‌of‌‌each‌‌voter‌‌in‌‌a‌‌paper‌‌or‌‌computer‌‌pollbook,‌‌then‌‌place‌‌each‌‌ballot‌‌in‌‌the‌‌appropriate‌‌                                 
box‌ ‌according‌ ‌to‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌type.‌ ‌Only‌ ‌after‌ ‌all‌ ‌ballots‌‌have‌‌been‌‌placed‌‌in‌‌their‌‌respective‌‌boxes‌‌                               
can‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌process‌‌ ‌‌begin‌.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

North‌‌Carolina‌‌election‌‌law‌‌lays‌‌out‌‌requirements‌‌regarding‌‌the‌‌timing‌‌and‌‌organization‌‌of‌‌the‌                           
counting‌‌of‌‌ballots.‌‌Under‌‌‌§163-182.2‌,‌‌vote‌‌counting‌‌at‌‌each‌‌precinct‌‌begins‌‌immediately‌‌after‌‌                         
the‌‌closing‌‌of‌‌its‌‌polls‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌continues‌‌until‌‌it‌‌is‌‌completed.‌‌The‌‌law‌‌also‌‌requires‌‌                                   
that‌‌vote‌‌counting‌‌in‌‌each‌‌precinct‌‌be‌‌conducted‌‌with‌‌the‌‌participation‌‌of‌‌precinct‌‌officials‌‌from‌‌                             
all‌‌political‌‌parties‌‌present.‌‌And,‌‌it‌‌‌allows‌‌for‌‌any‌‌member‌‌of‌‌the‌‌public‌‌to‌‌witness‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌                                 
process‌ ‌but‌ ‌forbids‌ ‌them‌ ‌from‌ ‌participating‌ ‌or‌ ‌otherwise‌ ‌interfering.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
State‌‌law‌‌‌§163-182.1‌‌lays‌‌out‌‌some‌‌of‌‌the‌‌general‌‌principles‌‌and‌‌rules‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌ballots.‌‌For‌‌                               
instance,‌ ‌under‌ ‌‌§163-182.1‌,‌ ‌no‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌technical‌ ‌errors‌ ‌made‌ ‌in‌‌                           
marking‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot,‌ ‌unless‌ ‌it‌ ‌is‌ ‌impossible‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌choice.‌ ‌Furthermore,‌ ‌if‌ ‌a‌‌                             
ballot‌‌is‌‌‌rejected‌‌‌by‌‌a‌‌scanner‌‌or‌‌other‌‌counting‌‌machine‌‌but‌‌election‌‌staff‌‌can‌‌clearly‌‌discern‌‌                               
the‌‌voter’s‌‌choice,‌‌then‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌will‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌by‌‌hand.‌‌In‌‌addition‌‌to‌‌the‌‌general‌‌principles‌‌                                 
provided‌‌directly‌‌in‌‌the‌‌statute‌,‌‌‌§163-182.1‌‌‌requires‌‌the‌‌North‌‌Carolina‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Elections‌‌                           
to‌ ‌adopt‌ ‌“uniform‌‌and‌‌nondiscriminatory‌‌procedures‌‌and‌‌standards”‌‌for‌‌vote‌‌counting.‌‌These‌‌                       
include‌ ‌rules‌ ‌such‌ ‌a‌s‌ ‌‌08‌ ‌NCAC‌ ‌06B‌ ‌.0105‌,‌ ‌which‌ ‌indicates‌ ‌that‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌will‌ ‌be‌‌                             
counted‌ ‌before‌ ‌canvass.‌ ‌‌08‌ ‌NCAC‌ ‌06B‌ ‌.0105‌ ‌also‌ ‌prohibits‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌from‌ ‌discarding‌ ‌a‌‌                           
voter’s‌ ‌entire‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌if‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌ineligible‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌for‌ ‌some‌ ‌items‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot;‌ ‌boards‌ ‌are‌‌                                 
required‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌the‌ ‌items‌ ‌for‌ ‌which‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌is‌ ‌eligible.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Although‌ ‌counties‌ ‌may‌ ‌make‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌different‌ ‌vote-counting‌ ‌systems,‌ ‌all‌ ‌counties‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌‌                         
required‌ ‌to‌ ‌engage‌ ‌in‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌ ‌counts‌ ‌of‌ ‌at‌ ‌least‌ ‌some‌ ‌of‌ ‌their‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌or‌ ‌records.‌‌                               
§163-182.2‌ ‌notes‌ ‌how,‌ ‌in‌ ‌addition‌‌to‌‌hand-to-eye‌‌counts‌‌of‌‌paper‌‌ballots,‌‌counties‌‌may‌‌make‌‌                           
use‌ ‌of‌ ‌“any‌ ‌certified‌‌mechanical‌‌or‌‌electronic‌‌voting‌‌system,”‌‌including‌‌optical‌‌scan‌‌and‌‌direct‌‌                           
record‌‌electronic‌‌voting‌‌systems.‌‌Any‌‌counties‌‌that‌‌use‌‌a‌‌system‌‌other‌‌than‌‌hand-to-eye‌‌counts‌‌                           
of‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌however,‌ ‌are‌ ‌required‌‌to‌‌‌hold‌‌‌a‌‌hand-to-eye‌‌count‌‌of‌‌a‌‌random‌‌sampling‌‌of‌‌                               
their‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌sampling‌ ‌may‌ ‌‌include‌ ‌‌all‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌from‌ ‌one‌ ‌or‌ ‌more‌ ‌precincts,‌‌                             
mailed‌‌absentee‌‌ballots,‌‌and‌‌ballots‌‌from‌‌early‌‌voting‌‌sites‌‌(where‌‌absentee‌‌voters‌‌are‌‌allowed‌‌                           
to‌‌vote‌‌in‌‌person‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day).‌‌It‌‌‌must‌‌‌also‌‌be‌‌of‌‌sufficient‌‌size‌‌to‌‌produce‌‌a‌‌statistically‌‌                                   
significant‌ ‌result.‌ ‌If‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌“‌material‌ ‌discrepancy‌”‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌mechanical‌ ‌or‌ ‌electronic‌‌                         
count‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌ ‌count,‌ ‌and‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌ ‌no‌ ‌reason‌ ‌to‌ ‌doubt‌ ‌the‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                               
hand-to-eye‌ ‌count,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌because‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌lost‌ ‌or‌ ‌destroyed,‌ ‌then‌ ‌the‌‌                           
hand-to-eye‌ ‌count‌ ‌takes‌ ‌precedence.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌discrepancy‌ ‌is‌ ‌“‌significant‌,”‌ ‌then‌ ‌a‌ ‌complete‌‌                       
hand-to-eye‌ ‌count‌ ‌will‌ ‌be‌ ‌conducted.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 
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Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌process‌ ‌for‌ ‌reporting‌‌the‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌is‌‌straightforward.‌‌After‌‌the‌‌counting‌‌is‌‌                         
completed‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌precincts,‌‌the‌‌chief‌‌judge‌‌or‌‌someone‌‌they‌‌designate‌‌will‌‌verbally‌‌‌announce‌‌                           
the‌ ‌precinct’s‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results.‌ ‌Following‌ ‌the‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌recently‌ ‌rewritten‌‌                     
§163-182.2‌,‌‌precinct‌‌officials‌‌will‌‌then‌‌transmit‌‌the‌‌results‌‌in‌‌an‌‌unofficial‌‌report‌‌to‌‌the‌‌county‌‌                             
board‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌as‌ ‌quickly‌ ‌as‌ ‌possible.‌ ‌This‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌preliminary‌ ‌report‌ ‌will‌ ‌‌include‌ ‌the‌‌                           
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌cast‌ ‌in‌ ‌that‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌and‌ ‌will‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌a‌ ‌binding‌ ‌effect‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
official‌‌county‌‌canvass.‌‌Immediately‌‌after‌‌the‌‌precinct‌‌reports‌‌are‌‌received,‌‌the‌‌chair,‌‌secretary,‌‌                         
or‌ ‌their‌ ‌designee‌ ‌will‌ ‌‌publish‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌unofficial‌ ‌results‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌news‌ ‌media.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
County‌ ‌boards‌ ‌are‌ ‌in‌ ‌charge‌‌of‌‌reporting‌‌election‌‌returns.‌‌Under‌‌‌§163-132.5G‌,‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌                         
are‌‌required‌‌to‌‌report‌‌returns‌‌by‌‌precinct‌‌within‌‌30‌‌days‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌The‌‌30-day‌‌deadline‌‌                               
does‌ ‌not,‌ ‌however,‌ ‌“‌relieve‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌duty‌ ‌to‌ ‌report‌ ‌returns‌ ‌as‌ ‌soon‌ ‌as‌‌                               
practicable‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.”‌ ‌Executive‌ ‌Director‌ ‌Bell‌ ‌‌extended‌ ‌the‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌deadline‌ ‌of‌                       
§163-132.5G‌ ‌‌by‌ ‌an‌ ‌additional‌ ‌30‌ ‌days,‌ ‌effective‌ ‌March‌ ‌20,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌but‌ ‌her‌ ‌emergency‌‌                         
amendment‌ ‌authorizing‌ ‌the‌ ‌extension‌ ‌‌expired‌ ‌in‌ ‌June‌ ‌2020.‌ ‌In‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌returns,‌ ‌the‌‌                         
county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌must‌ ‌also‌ ‌‌report‌,‌ ‌by‌ ‌precinct‌ ‌and‌ ‌by‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌item‌ ‌in‌ ‌each‌ ‌precinct,‌ ‌how‌ ‌many‌‌                               
voters‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌select‌ ‌any‌ ‌choice‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌item‌ ‌and‌ ‌how‌ ‌many‌ ‌voters‌ ‌selected‌ ‌too‌ ‌many‌‌                                 
choices‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌item.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
On‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌ ‌the‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Elections‌ ‌is‌ ‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌maintain‌ ‌an‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Results‌‌                             
dashboard‌.‌ ‌The‌ ‌dashboard‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌updated‌‌as‌‌precincts‌‌report‌‌results‌‌to‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌                             
Elections‌ ‌(SBE)‌ ‌and‌ ‌must‌ ‌include‌ ‌data‌,‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌form‌ ‌of‌ ‌maps,‌ ‌tables,‌ ‌and‌ ‌charts,‌ ‌and‌ ‌enable‌                               
visitors‌ ‌to‌ ‌download‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌spreadsheets.‌ ‌After‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close,‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌is‌ ‌expected‌ ‌to‌‌                           
update‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌dashboard‌‌ ‌every‌ ‌five‌ ‌to‌ ‌10‌ ‌minutes.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌‌  
‌ 

Under‌ ‌‌§163-182.5‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌§163-182.6‌,‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌and‌ ‌certification‌ ‌take‌ ‌place‌ ‌at‌ ‌both‌ ‌the‌‌county‌‌                         
and‌‌state‌‌level.‌‌At‌‌the‌‌county‌‌level,‌‌each‌‌county‌‌board‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌will‌‌‌meet‌‌at‌‌11‌‌a.m.‌‌10‌‌days‌‌                                     
after‌‌the‌‌election‌‌to‌‌conduct‌‌the‌‌official‌‌tally‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌(or‌‌canvass)‌‌in‌‌precincts‌‌in‌‌that‌‌county‌‌and‌‌                                   
to‌‌ensure‌‌that‌‌all‌‌votes‌‌have‌‌been‌‌counted‌‌and‌‌tabulated‌‌correctly.‌‌If‌‌the‌‌initial‌‌canvass‌‌has‌‌not‌‌                                 
been‌ ‌completed‌ ‌by‌ ‌that‌ ‌time,‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌‌may‌‌‌hold‌‌the‌‌canvass‌‌meeting‌‌at‌‌“a‌‌reasonable‌‌time‌‌                               
thereafter.”‌ ‌After‌ ‌completing‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass,‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌will‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌“abstracts”‌ ‌(defined‌‌                       
under‌ ‌‌§163-182‌ ‌as‌ ‌“a‌ ‌document‌ ‌signed‌ ‌by‌ ‌members‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌showing‌ ‌the‌‌                             
votes‌‌for‌‌each‌‌candidate”)‌‌in‌‌the‌‌uniform‌‌format‌‌‌requested‌‌by‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Elections.‌‌The‌‌                               
abstract,‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌‌minimum,‌‌must‌‌‌state‌‌each‌‌candidate’s‌‌name‌‌and‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌received.‌‌                             
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Each‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌‌‌prepares‌‌three‌‌originals‌‌of‌‌the‌‌abstract,‌‌retaining‌‌one‌‌for‌‌itself,‌‌submitting‌‌                           
one‌‌to‌‌the‌‌clerk‌‌of‌‌the‌‌superior‌‌court‌‌for‌‌that‌‌county,‌‌and‌‌submitting‌‌one‌‌to‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌                                     
Elections.‌ ‌Six‌ ‌days‌‌after‌‌the‌‌completion‌‌of‌‌the‌‌canvass,‌‌if‌‌there‌‌is‌‌no‌‌election‌‌protest‌‌pending,‌‌                               
then‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌will‌ ‌‌issue‌‌ ‌a‌ ‌certificate‌ ‌of‌ ‌election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
At‌‌the‌‌state‌‌level,‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Elections‌‌must‌‌‌meet‌‌at‌‌11‌‌a.m.‌‌on‌‌the‌‌Tuesday‌‌three‌‌weeks‌‌                                     
after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌complete‌ ‌its‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌and‌ ‌ensure‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌‌                             
counted‌ ‌and‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌correctly.‌‌If,‌‌at‌‌the‌‌time‌‌of‌‌its‌‌canvas‌‌meeting,‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌has‌‌not‌‌                                 
yet‌ ‌received‌‌abstracts‌‌from‌‌some‌‌county‌‌boards,‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌can‌‌temporarily‌‌‌adjourn‌‌the‌‌                           
meeting‌‌for‌‌up‌‌to‌‌10‌‌days‌‌while‌‌it‌‌obtains‌‌the‌‌missing‌‌abstracts.‌‌In‌‌obtaining‌‌the‌‌abstracts‌‌from‌‌                                 
the‌‌county‌‌boards,‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌is‌‌‌authorized‌‌to‌‌obtain‌‌one‌‌of‌‌the‌‌triplicate‌‌originals‌‌at‌‌the‌‌                                 
expense‌‌of‌‌the‌‌county.‌‌Immediately‌‌after‌‌completing‌‌the‌‌canvass,‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌will‌‌prepare‌‌                           
two‌‌original‌‌copies‌‌of‌‌its‌‌composite‌‌abstracts,‌‌retaining‌‌one‌‌for‌‌itself‌‌and‌‌submitting‌‌the‌‌other‌‌                             
to‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌of‌‌state,‌‌which‌‌the‌‌secretary‌‌is‌‌then‌‌‌required‌‌to‌‌keep‌‌accessible‌‌to‌‌the‌‌public.‌‌                                 
Six‌‌days‌‌after‌‌the‌‌completion‌‌of‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌canvass,‌‌if‌‌there‌‌is‌‌no‌‌election‌‌protest‌‌pending,‌‌                                 
then‌ ‌the‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌will‌ ‌‌issue‌‌ ‌a‌ ‌certificate‌ ‌of‌ ‌election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Recounts‌ ‌have‌ ‌the‌ ‌potential‌ ‌to‌ ‌delay‌ ‌the‌ ‌completion‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌canvass,‌ ‌and‌ ‌there‌ ‌are‌ ‌two‌ ‌types:‌‌                               
discretionary‌ ‌and‌ ‌mandatory.‌ ‌When‌ ‌necessary‌ ‌to‌ ‌complete‌ ‌its‌ ‌canvass,‌ ‌the‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌has‌‌                         
discretion‌‌to‌‌‌order‌‌a‌‌recount,‌‌and‌‌a‌‌county‌‌board‌‌may‌‌do‌‌the‌‌same‌‌if‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌has‌‌not‌‌                                     
already‌‌‌denied‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌in‌‌that‌‌county.‌‌A‌‌losing‌‌candidate‌‌on‌‌a‌‌statewide‌‌ballot‌‌has‌‌the‌‌right‌‌                                 
to‌‌‌demand‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌if‌‌the‌‌margin‌‌of‌‌votes‌‌between‌‌the‌‌losing‌‌and‌‌the‌‌prevailing‌‌candidate‌‌is‌‌                                 
less‌ ‌than‌ ‌0.5%‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌or‌ ‌fewer‌ ‌than‌ ‌10,000‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌losing‌ ‌candidate‌‌wants‌‌to‌‌                                   
exercise‌‌this‌‌right,‌‌they‌‌must‌‌submit‌‌their‌‌‌demand‌‌‌in‌‌writing‌‌to‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌by‌‌“noon‌‌on‌‌the‌‌                                   
second‌‌business‌‌day‌‌after‌‌the‌‌county‌‌canvass.”‌‌If‌‌the‌‌executive‌‌director‌‌later‌‌revises‌‌the‌‌initial‌‌                             
results‌ ‌and‌ ‌concludes‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌winning‌ ‌margin‌ ‌qualifies‌ ‌the‌ ‌losing‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌to‌ ‌demand‌ ‌a‌‌                           
recount,‌ ‌then‌ ‌the‌ ‌executive‌ ‌director‌ ‌is‌ ‌‌required‌ ‌to‌ ‌notify‌ ‌the‌ ‌losing‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌immediately.‌‌                         
After‌ ‌being‌ ‌notified,‌ ‌the‌ ‌losing‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌has‌ ‌48‌ ‌hours‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌exercise‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌right‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Following‌ ‌an‌ ‌initial‌ ‌recount,‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌‌have‌ ‌the‌ ‌right‌ ‌to‌‌demand‌‌an‌‌‌additional‌‌recount‌‌if‌‌the‌‌                             
initial‌ ‌recount‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌use‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌‌counting‌‌and‌‌did‌‌not‌‌reverse‌‌the‌‌results‌‌for‌‌the‌‌losing‌‌                               
candidate.‌‌In‌‌these‌‌circumstances,‌‌the‌‌losing‌‌candidate‌‌may,‌‌within‌‌24‌‌hours‌‌of‌‌completion‌‌of‌‌                           
the‌ ‌initial‌ ‌recount,‌ ‌‌demand‌ ‌a‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌ ‌recount‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌sampling‌ ‌of‌ ‌precincts.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌initial‌‌                             
recount‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌ ‌and‌ ‌it‌ ‌does‌ ‌overturn‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌‌for‌‌the‌‌candidate‌‌who‌‌                             
had‌‌initially‌‌been‌‌declared‌‌the‌‌winner,‌‌then‌‌‌that‌‌candidate‌‌‌has‌‌the‌‌same‌‌right‌‌to‌‌a‌‌hand-to-eye‌‌                               
recount‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌sampling‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌precincts.‌ ‌Such‌ ‌a‌ ‌sampling‌ ‌must‌ ‌‌include‌ ‌all‌ ‌ballots‌‌in‌‌3%‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                                   
precincts‌ ‌casting‌ ‌votes‌‌in‌‌each‌‌county,‌‌rounded‌‌up‌‌to‌‌the‌‌nearest‌‌whole‌‌number‌‌of‌‌precincts.‌‌                             
For‌ ‌the‌ ‌purposes‌ ‌of‌ ‌this‌ ‌calculation,‌ ‌each‌ ‌one-stop‌ ‌(early)‌ ‌voting‌ ‌site‌ ‌would‌ ‌‌be‌ ‌considered‌ ‌a‌‌                             
precinct.‌ ‌If‌ ‌extrapolating‌ ‌the‌ ‌discrepancy‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌initial‌ ‌recount‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌‌                       
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recount‌‌in‌‌the‌‌sampling‌‌would‌‌‌lead‌‌to‌‌a‌‌reversal‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election‌‌results,‌‌then‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌                                   
Elections‌ ‌will‌ ‌order‌ ‌a‌ ‌hand-to-eye‌ ‌recount‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌entire‌ ‌jurisdiction‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌is‌ ‌held.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 

Pennsylvania‌ ‌ 
‌ 

It‌‌was‌‌well-known‌‌before‌‌November‌‌3,‌‌2020,‌‌that‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌would‌‌not‌‌be‌‌able‌‌to‌‌report‌‌its‌‌                               
complete‌ ‌results‌ ‌on‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌large‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌expected‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots,‌‌                           
combined‌ ‌with‌‌legal‌‌requirements‌‌that‌‌prohibited‌‌processing‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌                     
Day.‌ ‌The‌ ‌coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic‌ ‌and‌ ‌new‌ ‌legislation‌ ‌exacerbated‌ ‌those‌ ‌anticipated‌ ‌delays.‌ ‌In‌‌                       
2019,‌‌the‌‌state‌‌legislature‌‌passed‌‌a‌‌law‌‌allowing‌‌all‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌vote-by-mail‌‌without‌‌providing‌‌an‌‌                             
excuse.‌‌As‌‌a‌‌result‌‌of‌‌this‌‌new‌‌law‌‌and‌‌the‌‌pandemic,‌‌a‌‌‌record‌‌‌number‌‌of‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌voters‌‌                                 
planned‌‌to‌‌vote‌‌by‌‌mail‌‌in‌‌2020.‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌does‌‌not‌‌permit‌‌the‌‌tabulation‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌to‌‌                                 
begin‌ ‌until‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌Thus‌ ‌the‌ ‌final‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌statewide‌‌                                 
Pennsylvania‌‌elections‌‌were‌‌not‌‌expected‌‌until‌‌days‌‌later,‌‌‌depending‌‌‌on‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌a‌‌few‌‌key‌‌                               
counties.‌ ‌In‌ ‌fact,‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌primaries‌ ‌i‌n‌ ‌June,‌ ‌around‌ ‌half‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌state’s‌ ‌counties‌ ‌were‌ ‌still‌‌                               
tabulating‌ ‌votes‌ ‌a‌ ‌week‌ ‌later.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌‌tabulation‌‌and‌‌canvassing‌‌system‌‌in‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌is‌‌fairly‌‌standardized.‌‌Unlike‌‌other‌‌states‌                         
where‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌counted‌‌at‌‌polling‌‌places,‌‌ballots‌‌in‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌are‌‌counted‌‌‌centrally‌‌‌using‌‌                           
an‌ ‌industrialized‌ ‌process.‌ ‌‌District-level‌ ‌‌tallies‌ ‌are‌ ‌physically‌‌delivered‌‌to‌‌county‌‌offices,‌‌where‌‌                       
they‌ ‌are‌ ‌aggregated,‌ ‌along‌ ‌with‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Discrepancies‌ ‌and‌‌                       
challenges‌ ‌over‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌reconciled‌ ‌and‌ ‌decided‌ ‌on‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌county‌ ‌‌level.‌ ‌As‌ ‌the‌‌                             
returns‌ ‌come‌‌into‌‌the‌‌counties‌‌and‌‌as‌‌counties‌‌process‌‌mail‌‌ballots,‌‌they‌‌‌report‌‌‌the‌‌unofficial‌‌                             
count‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State.‌‌The‌‌unofficial‌‌counts‌‌are‌‌updated‌‌on‌‌the‌‌statewide‌‌election‌‌                             
night‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌site.‌ ‌The‌ ‌third‌ ‌‌day‌ ‌‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌counties‌ ‌begin‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌returns.‌‌                           
Once‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌ ‌county‌ ‌count‌ ‌is‌ ‌certified,‌ ‌a‌ ‌sealed‌ ‌copy‌ ‌is‌ ‌physically‌ ‌‌delivered‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌                             
Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌scope‌ ‌and‌ ‌process‌ ‌for‌ ‌counting‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌(‌Title‌ ‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌)‌ ‌‌changed‌‌                           
significantly‌‌over‌‌the‌‌course‌‌of‌‌the‌‌year‌‌leading‌‌up‌‌to‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌election‌.‌‌‌Act‌‌77‌,‌‌‌passed‌‌                                 
by‌ ‌the‌ ‌state‌ ‌legislature‌ ‌in‌ ‌October‌ ‌2019,‌ ‌expanded‌ ‌vote-by-mail‌ ‌to‌ ‌any‌ ‌registered‌ ‌voter‌ ‌who‌‌                           
requests‌‌a‌‌ballot.‌‌The‌‌law‌‌also‌‌centralized‌‌the‌‌processing‌‌of‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌at‌‌the‌‌county‌‌level.‌‌‌Act‌‌                                 
12‌,‌ ‌‌passed‌ ‌in‌ ‌March‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌‌responded‌ ‌‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌public‌ ‌health‌ ‌concerns‌ ‌surrounding‌ ‌the‌‌                         
coronavirus‌ ‌pandemic‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌primaries‌ ‌and‌ ‌updated‌ ‌the‌ ‌procedural‌ ‌timeline‌ ‌for‌‌                     
pre-canvassing‌ ‌and‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Subsequent‌ ‌to‌ ‌those‌ ‌changes,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌‌                     
Supreme‌‌Court‌‌in‌‌September‌‌ruled‌‌on‌‌‌Act‌‌77‌‌(‌[J-96-2020]‌‌and‌‌‌[J-97-2020]‌)‌,‌‌allowing‌‌for‌‌receipt‌‌                           
of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌up‌ ‌to‌ ‌three‌ ‌days‌ ‌after‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌permitting‌ ‌the‌ ‌use‌‌of‌‌secure‌‌drop-off‌‌                                 
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locations‌‌for‌‌mail‌‌ballots.‌‌On‌‌October‌‌19,‌‌2020,‌‌the‌‌U.S.‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌‌‌let‌‌stand‌‌the‌‌ruling‌‌‌that‌‌                                 
Pennsylvania‌ ‌could‌ ‌count‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌received‌ ‌in‌‌the‌‌three-day‌‌grace‌‌period‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌so‌‌                           
long‌‌as‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌postmarked‌‌on‌‌or‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌Day‌.‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌the‌‌state‌‌supreme‌‌                               
court‌ruled‌‌‌in‌‌September‌‌2020‌‌that‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌cannot‌‌count‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌sent‌‌in‌‌without‌‌their‌‌                             
state-provided‌ ‌inner‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌(referred‌ ‌to‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌“secrecy‌ ‌envelope”)‌ ‌intended‌ ‌to‌ ‌protect‌ ‌the‌‌                         
privacy‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌(Ballots‌ ‌without‌ ‌the‌ ‌“secrecy‌ ‌envelope”‌ ‌are‌ ‌sometimes‌ ‌referred‌ ‌to‌ ‌as‌‌                           
“naked‌‌ballots.”)‌‌There‌‌was‌‌concern‌‌that‌‌these‌‌changes‌‌might‌‌significantly‌‌impact‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌                           
the‌ ‌November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌this‌ ‌key‌ ‌swing‌ ‌state,‌ ‌though‌ ‌the‌ ‌margin‌‌of‌‌victory‌‌turned‌‌out‌‌                               
wide‌ ‌enough‌ ‌that‌ ‌that‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌happen.‌ ‌  

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌are‌ ‌responsible‌ ‌for‌ ‌processing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots.‌‌They‌‌cannot‌‌begin‌‌                           
opening‌ ‌and‌ ‌counting‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌morning‌ ‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌and‌ ‌can‌ ‌record‌ ‌and‌ ‌publish‌‌                             
results‌ ‌only‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls.‌ ‌‌Pre-canvassing‌,‌ ‌the‌ ‌process‌ ‌of‌ ‌inspecting,‌ ‌opening,‌ ‌and‌‌                           
taking‌‌ballots‌‌out‌‌of‌‌their‌‌inner‌‌“secrecy‌‌envelopes,”‌‌may‌‌begin‌‌once‌‌polls‌‌open‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day,‌‌                               
at‌ ‌7‌ ‌a.m.‌ ‌‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3146.8(1.1)‌).‌ ‌After‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close‌ ‌at‌ ‌8‌ ‌p.m.,‌ ‌counties‌‌can‌‌begin‌‌canvassing‌‌                                 
(counting)‌ ‌all‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌and‌ ‌this‌‌process‌‌continues‌‌until‌‌all‌‌valid‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌have‌‌been‌‌counted‌‌                             
(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3146.8(2)‌).‌ ‌‌After‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close‌ ‌on‌ ‌election‌ ‌night,‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counts‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌ ‌recorded‌ ‌or‌‌                               
published‌ ‌‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3146.8(2)‌).‌ ‌‌Once‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌starts,‌‌each‌‌county‌‌board‌‌meets‌‌to‌‌verify‌‌and‌‌                           
tabulate‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌with‌ ‌one‌ ‌representative‌ ‌from‌ ‌each‌ ‌candidate’s‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌and‌ ‌one‌‌                     
representative‌ ‌from‌ ‌each‌ ‌party‌ ‌allowed‌ ‌to‌ ‌observe‌ ‌‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3146.8(1.1)‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Mail‌ ‌‌ballots‌ ‌sent‌ ‌on‌ ‌or‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌‌are‌ ‌counted‌ ‌‌so‌ ‌long‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌received‌ ‌within‌‌                                 
three‌‌days‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌there‌‌is‌‌no‌‌evidence‌‌that‌‌they‌‌were‌‌mailed‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day.‌                                 
In‌‌addition,‌‌military‌‌ballots‌‌received‌‌‌seven‌‌days‌‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌can‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌and,‌‌thus,‌‌the‌‌                               
pre-canvassing‌ ‌and‌ ‌canvassing‌ ‌period‌ ‌must‌ ‌continue‌ ‌until‌ ‌at‌ ‌least‌ ‌‌eight‌ ‌days‌‌ ‌‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
While‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌ ‌pre-canvassing‌ ‌process‌ ‌cannot‌ ‌begin‌ ‌until‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌‌                         
elections‌ ‌collect‌‌and‌‌record‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌that‌‌have‌‌been‌‌returned.‌‌According‌‌to‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌                           
State‌ ‌‌guidance‌,‌ ‌‌once‌ ‌receiving‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌officials‌ ‌stamp‌ ‌the‌ ‌date‌ ‌of‌ ‌when‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌was‌‌                             
received‌‌and‌‌scan‌‌the‌‌“correspondence‌‌ID‌‌barcode”‌‌that‌‌is‌‌found‌‌on‌‌the‌‌outer‌‌envelope.‌‌Each‌‌                             
issued‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌has‌‌its‌‌own‌‌unique‌‌‌correspondence‌‌ID‌,‌‌and‌‌Pennsylvania’s‌‌Statewide‌‌Uniform‌‌                         
Registry‌ ‌of‌ ‌Electors‌ ‌(SURE)‌ ‌will‌ ‌not‌ ‌accept‌ ‌the‌ ‌same‌ ‌ID‌ ‌twice.‌ ‌The‌ ‌‌SURE‌ ‌system‌ ‌‌also‌ ‌records‌‌                               
when‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌is‌ ‌received‌ ‌and‌ ‌if‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌cancelled.‌ ‌All‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌then‌ ‌‌stored‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌‌                                     
secure‌ ‌location‌ ‌until‌ ‌they‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌ ‌pre-canvassed‌ ‌and‌ ‌canvassed‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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During‌ ‌the‌ ‌pre-canvassing‌‌and‌‌canvassing‌‌process,‌‌there‌‌are‌‌several‌‌reasons‌‌why‌‌ballots‌‌may‌‌                         
be‌ ‌set‌ ‌aside‌ ‌and‌ ‌not‌ ‌counted.‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌using‌ ‌a‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌are‌‌instructed‌‌to‌‌place‌‌                               
their‌‌ballots‌‌into‌‌two‌‌envelopes.‌‌The‌‌ballot‌‌goes‌‌first‌‌into‌‌the‌‌smaller‌‌envelope,‌‌labeled‌‌“Official‌‌                             
Election‌‌Ballot,"‌‌which‌‌is‌‌designed‌‌to‌‌hide‌‌the‌‌identity‌‌and‌‌party‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§1304-D‌).‌‌‌If‌‌                                   
the‌‌ballot‌‌arrives‌‌without‌‌this‌‌“secrecy‌‌envelope,”‌‌it‌‌is‌‌set‌‌aside‌‌and‌‌not‌‌counted,‌‌as‌‌ordered‌‌by‌‌                                 
a‌‌September‌‌2020‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌Supreme‌‌Court‌ruling‌.‌Furthermore,‌‌if‌‌there‌‌is‌‌any‌‌indication‌‌of‌‌                           
the‌‌voter’s‌‌‌identity‌‌or‌‌party‌‌on‌‌the‌‌“Official‌‌Election‌‌Ballot”‌‌envelope,‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌set‌‌aside‌‌and‌‌                                 
not‌ ‌counted‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3146.8(4)(ii)‌).‌ ‌The‌ ‌voter‌ ‌is‌ ‌also‌ ‌instructed‌ ‌to‌‌place‌‌the‌‌smaller‌‌envelope‌‌                             
with‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌into‌‌the‌‌larger‌‌envelope‌‌that‌‌has‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌declaration‌‌and‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌county,‌‌                               
district,‌ ‌and‌ ‌signature‌ ‌‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§1304-D‌)‌.‌ ‌Any‌ ‌deceased‌‌voters’‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌set‌‌aside,‌‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌                               
any‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌are‌‌ ‌‌blank‌.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌then‌ ‌checks‌ ‌the‌ ‌name‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌against‌ ‌the‌‌                             
"Registered‌ ‌Absentee‌ ‌and‌ ‌mail‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌File"‌ ‌and/or‌ ‌the‌ ‌"Military‌ ‌Veterans‌ ‌and‌ ‌Emergency‌‌                       
Civilians‌ ‌Absentee‌ ‌Voters‌ ‌File”‌ ‌through‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌SURE‌ ‌‌system‌ ‌to‌ ‌verify‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌individual‌ ‌is‌‌                           
registered‌‌and‌‌has‌‌a‌‌right‌‌to‌‌vote‌‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3146.8(3)‌).‌‌‌During‌‌this‌‌time,‌‌a‌‌member‌‌of‌‌the‌‌board‌‌                                   
may‌ ‌challenge‌ ‌a‌‌ballot‌‌“on‌‌the‌‌basis‌‌that‌‌the‌‌applicant‌‌is‌‌not‌‌qualified‌‌to‌‌vote,”‌‌according‌‌to‌‌a‌‌                                   
directive‌ ‌‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State,‌ ‌but‌ ‌cannot‌ ‌challenge‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌“based‌ ‌on‌ ‌signature‌‌                           
analysis.”‌ ‌‌Secretary‌ ‌Boockvar‌ ‌‌clarified‌ ‌in‌‌September‌‌2020‌‌that‌‌the‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌Election‌‌‌Code‌‌                       
does‌ ‌not‌ ‌provide‌ ‌clear‌ ‌standards‌ ‌for‌ ‌assessment‌ ‌of‌‌signatures,‌‌and‌‌it‌‌‌does‌‌not‌‌authorize‌‌the‌‌                             
county‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌to‌ ‌reject‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌based‌ ‌solely‌ ‌on‌ ‌signature‌ ‌analysis.‌ ‌‌If‌ ‌not‌‌                             
challenged‌‌or‌‌discarded,‌‌the‌‌inner‌‌envelope‌‌is‌‌opened‌‌and‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌tallied‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3146.8‌).‌‌                               
Ballots‌ ‌that‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌challenged‌ ‌are‌ ‌set‌ ‌aside‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌hearing‌ ‌‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3146.8(5)‌),‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌‌                               
challenge‌ ‌is‌ ‌recorded‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌ ‌‌SURE‌‌ ‌system.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Although‌ ‌individual‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌Pennsylvania‌ ‌have‌ ‌much‌ ‌discretion‌ ‌when‌ ‌it‌‌                         
comes‌‌to‌‌canvassing‌‌methods‌‌and‌‌the‌‌use‌‌of‌‌technology,‌‌they‌‌generally‌‌apply‌‌a‌‌similar‌‌process.‌‌                             
For‌ ‌each‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot,‌ ‌a‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌scans‌ ‌the‌ ‌outer‌ ‌envelope,‌ ‌opens‌ ‌and‌ ‌scans‌ ‌the‌ ‌inner‌ ‌“secrecy”‌‌                               
envelope,‌ ‌then‌ ‌finally‌ ‌opens‌ ‌the‌ ‌inner‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌and‌‌scans‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌into‌‌a‌‌county‌‌tabulation‌‌                             
system.‌‌For‌‌example,‌‌in‌‌‌Montgomery‌‌County‌,‌‌clerks‌‌scan‌‌outer‌‌envelopes‌‌as‌‌well‌‌as‌‌the‌‌ballots‌‌                             
within‌‌and‌‌have‌‌invested‌‌in‌‌“ballot‌‌extraction‌‌devices‌‌and‌‌high-density‌‌scanners.”‌‌‌Philadelphia‌‌                       
County‌ ‌‌has‌ ‌also‌ ‌invested‌ ‌in‌ ‌“high-speed‌ ‌scanners‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌ ‌equipment.”‌ ‌Philadelphia’s‌ ‌22‌‌                       
extraction‌‌desks‌‌can‌‌remove‌‌‌12,000‌‌ballots‌‌from‌‌their‌‌envelopes‌‌per‌‌hour.‌‌The‌‌outer‌‌envelope‌‌                           
must‌ ‌be‌ ‌opened‌ ‌‌without‌ ‌‌being‌ ‌damaged,‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌stored‌ ‌for‌ ‌two‌ ‌years‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌‌                               
election‌‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§‌ ‌3150.17‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 
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Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Pennsylvania’s‌‌tabulation‌‌of‌‌in-person‌‌ballots‌‌begins‌‌in‌‌each‌‌district‌‌when‌‌polls‌‌close‌‌at‌‌                         
8‌‌p.m.‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night‌‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3031.13‌).‌‌In‌‌districts‌‌with‌‌paper‌‌ballots‌‌or‌‌ballot‌‌cards,‌‌officials‌‌                                 
announce‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌totals,‌‌compare‌‌them‌‌with‌‌a‌‌voting‌‌checklist‌‌to‌‌check‌‌for‌‌any‌‌discrepancies,‌‌                             
and‌ ‌input‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌into‌ ‌a‌ ‌voting‌ ‌system,‌ ‌if‌ ‌they‌ ‌have‌ ‌one‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3031.13(g)‌).‌ ‌‌For‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
most‌‌part,‌‌voting‌‌machines‌‌tabulate‌‌the‌‌district’s‌‌votes,‌‌printing‌‌out‌‌a‌‌summary‌‌of‌‌the‌‌returns‌‌                             
for‌‌each‌‌individual‌‌machine.‌‌If‌‌the‌‌district‌‌tabulates‌‌votes‌‌through‌‌a‌‌voting‌‌system‌‌directly,‌‌then‌‌                             
the‌‌automated‌‌tabulation‌‌process‌‌begins‌‌at‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌polls‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3031.13(f)‌).‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌                           
recently‌ ‌required‌ ‌all‌ ‌counties‌ ‌to‌ ‌upgrade‌ ‌their‌ ‌voting‌ ‌systems‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌new‌ ‌safety‌ ‌standard,‌‌                           
outlined‌‌‌by‌‌the‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State,‌‌that‌‌mandates‌‌“voter-verifiable‌‌paper‌‌records”‌‌be‌‌printed‌‌                         
from‌ ‌each‌ ‌machine,‌ ‌so‌ ‌that‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌paper‌ ‌trail‌ ‌for‌ ‌votes.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Individual‌ ‌districts‌ ‌are‌ ‌responsible‌ ‌for‌ ‌delivering‌ ‌a‌‌copy‌‌of‌‌their‌‌vote‌‌counts‌‌to‌‌their‌‌counties.‌‌                             
When‌ ‌the‌ ‌district‌ ‌has‌ ‌a‌ ‌system‌ ‌to‌ ‌tabulate‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌two‌ ‌copies‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌form‌ ‌of‌‌                                   
“district‌‌total‌‌cards”‌‌(i.e.,‌‌memory‌‌cards)‌‌and‌‌“reporting‌‌forms”‌‌are‌‌made‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3031.13(b)(f)‌).‌‌                           
These‌ ‌are‌‌sealed‌‌in‌‌envelopes;‌‌one‌‌copy‌‌stays‌‌in‌‌the‌‌district‌‌and‌‌one‌‌is‌‌physically‌‌delivered‌‌to‌‌                                 
the‌‌county‌‌board‌‌of‌‌election‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3031.13(f)(g)‌).‌‌‌In‌‌Allegheny‌‌County,‌‌however,‌‌the‌‌physical‌‌                           
returns‌‌are‌‌transferred‌‌from‌‌precincts‌‌to‌‌regional‌‌centers‌‌and‌‌then‌‌electronically‌‌‌relayed‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                           
county,‌‌according‌‌to‌‌a‌‌January‌‌2019‌‌‌study‌‌by‌‌the‌‌Blue‌‌Ribbon‌‌Commission‌‌at‌‌the‌‌University‌‌of‌‌                               
Pittsburgh.‌ ‌‌Returns,‌ ‌supplies,‌ ‌and‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌‌must‌‌be‌‌delivered‌‌to‌‌county‌‌offices‌‌by‌‌2‌‌                           
a.m.‌ ‌the‌ ‌day‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3031.13(j)‌).‌ ‌It‌ ‌is‌ ‌also‌ ‌the‌ ‌responsibility‌ ‌of‌ ‌districts‌ ‌to‌‌                                 
publicly‌ ‌post‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌district‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3031.13(f)‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
County‌‌boards‌‌are‌‌responsible‌‌for‌‌aggregating‌‌district‌‌results,‌‌through‌‌tabulation‌‌machines‌‌at‌‌a‌‌                         
“central‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌center”‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§‌3031.14‌).‌ ‌Although‌‌‌counties‌‌‌have‌‌‌a‌‌wide‌‌array‌‌of‌‌election‌‌                           
voting‌‌and‌‌management‌‌systems‌‌that‌‌they‌‌can‌‌use‌‌to‌‌tabulate‌‌and‌‌create‌‌records‌‌of‌‌the‌‌vote,‌‌                               
all‌‌such‌‌systems‌‌must‌‌satisfy‌‌a‌‌statewide‌‌set‌‌of‌‌security‌‌‌requirements‌.‌‌‌For‌‌instance,‌‌county‌‌vote‌‌                             
tabulation‌ ‌systems‌ ‌‌cannot‌ ‌be‌ ‌‌“connected‌ ‌to‌ ‌or‌ ‌permitted‌ ‌on‌ ‌internet-facing‌ ‌networks.”‌ ‌‌In‌‌                       
addition‌ ‌to‌ ‌aggregating‌ ‌results,‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌and‌ ‌count‌ ‌write-in‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌‌                       
provisional‌ ‌ballots.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
There‌‌are‌‌a‌‌few‌‌cases‌‌when‌‌a‌‌voter‌‌may‌‌cast‌‌a‌‌provisional‌‌ballot.‌‌If‌‌an‌‌individual‌‌comes‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                                     
polls‌‌and‌‌their‌‌identity‌‌is‌‌not‌‌verifiable‌‌and‌‌their‌‌proof‌‌of‌‌identity‌‌and‌‌right‌‌to‌‌vote‌‌is‌‌challenged‌‌                                   
(perhaps‌‌because‌‌their‌‌name‌‌does‌‌not‌‌appear‌‌on‌‌the‌‌list‌‌of‌‌registered‌‌electors),‌‌then‌‌they‌‌may‌‌                               
cast‌‌a‌‌provisional‌‌ballot‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§3050‌).‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌if‌‌an‌‌individual‌‌requested‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌but‌‌                                 
goes‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌‌polls‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌does‌‌not‌‌bring‌‌their‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌to‌‌be‌‌discarded,‌‌                                     
then‌‌their‌‌vote‌‌is‌‌cast‌‌as‌‌a‌‌provisional‌‌‌ballot‌.‌‌‌(Polling‌‌locations’‌‌lists‌‌of‌‌voters‌‌will‌‌‌include‌‌‌those‌‌                                 
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who‌ ‌have‌ ‌applied‌ ‌for‌ ‌but‌ ‌not‌ ‌returned‌ ‌a‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot.)‌ ‌‌Officials‌ ‌also‌‌‌encouraged‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌use‌‌                               
provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌if‌ ‌they‌ ‌believed‌ ‌that‌ ‌their‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌was‌ ‌rejected—for‌‌                           
example,‌ ‌if‌ ‌they‌ ‌realized‌ ‌they‌ ‌omitted‌ ‌their‌ ‌secrecy‌ ‌sleeve‌‌or‌‌signature.‌‌‌Within‌‌seven‌‌days‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌ ‌election,‌ ‌county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌evaluate‌ ‌the‌ ‌provisional‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌make‌ ‌a‌‌                         
determination‌‌on‌‌each‌‌provisional‌‌ballot’s‌‌validity‌‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§‌3050.4‌).‌‌If‌‌the‌‌board‌‌determines‌‌the‌‌                           
ballot‌‌is‌‌valid,‌‌it‌‌will‌‌be‌‌included‌‌in‌‌the‌‌tabulation‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§‌3050.4‌(5)(i)‌).‌‌Otherwise,‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌                                 
securely‌‌stored‌‌and,‌‌within‌‌seven‌‌days‌‌of‌‌the‌‌challenge,‌‌a‌‌hearing‌‌will‌‌be‌‌held‌‌where‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌                                 
can‌ ‌object‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌decision‌‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§3050‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌‌regulation‌‌of‌‌election‌‌night‌‌reporting‌‌comes‌‌mostly‌‌from‌‌Pennsylvania‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State‌‌                         
directives.‌ ‌Under‌ ‌‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌‌§‌ ‌3031.14(e)‌,‌ ‌counties‌ ‌“‌may‌ ‌unofficially‌ ‌report‌ ‌the‌ ‌progress‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌                           
count.”‌ ‌The‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌(DOS)‌ ‌points‌ ‌voters‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌designated‌ ‌public‌ ‌‌website‌ ‌where‌‌                           
county‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌‌submit‌‌uncertified‌‌election‌‌counts‌‌by‌‌uploading‌‌exported‌‌files‌‌from‌‌                         
their‌‌election‌‌management‌‌system‌‌to‌‌the‌‌‌SURE‌‌portal.‌‌Although‌‌most‌‌counties‌‌directly‌‌submit‌‌                         
election‌ ‌night‌ ‌returns‌ ‌to‌‌the‌‌DOS‌‌electronically,‌‌a‌‌few‌‌counties‌‌report‌‌them‌‌via‌‌fax,‌‌and‌‌some‌‌                               
counties‌ ‌allow‌ ‌the‌ ‌DOS‌ ‌to‌ ‌manually‌ ‌“scrape”‌ ‌election‌ ‌returns‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌county’s‌ ‌website‌‌                         
(according‌ ‌to‌ ‌a‌ ‌January‌ ‌2019‌ ‌‌study‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Blue‌ ‌Ribbon‌ ‌Commission‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌University‌ ‌of‌‌                             
Pittsburgh).‌ ‌This‌ ‌‌study‌ ‌‌further‌ ‌claims‌ ‌that,‌ ‌for‌ ‌counties‌ ‌that‌‌submit‌‌returns‌‌electronically,‌‌the‌‌                         
computer‌ ‌they‌ ‌use‌ ‌to‌ ‌transmit‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌should‌ ‌be‌ ‌completely‌ ‌separated‌ ‌from‌ ‌other‌‌                         
computer‌ ‌components‌ ‌connected‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌management‌ ‌system.‌ ‌Some‌ ‌counties‌ ‌also‌‌                     
have‌ ‌their‌ ‌own‌ ‌public-facing‌ ‌web‌ ‌portals‌ ‌where‌ ‌they‌ ‌announce‌ ‌uncertified‌ ‌vote‌ ‌counts‌ ‌on‌‌                         
election‌ ‌night‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌days‌ ‌following.‌ ‌Allegheny‌ ‌County,‌ ‌for‌ ‌example,‌ ‌has‌ ‌a‌ ‌designated‌‌                           
website‌‌ ‌for‌ ‌election‌ ‌night‌ ‌reporting.‌ ‌  

‌ 
An‌ ‌August‌ ‌2020‌ ‌‌directive‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State‌‌laid‌‌out‌‌additional‌‌guidelines‌‌for‌‌how‌‌                             
and‌ ‌when‌ ‌to‌ ‌submit‌ ‌returns,‌ ‌given‌ ‌the‌ ‌potential‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌drawn-out‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌period.‌ ‌The‌‌                           
Department‌‌of‌‌State‌‌‌directed‌‌‌county‌‌boards‌‌to‌‌label‌‌counting‌‌groups‌‌and‌‌report‌‌them‌‌as‌‌falling‌‌                             
under‌ ‌one‌ ‌of‌ ‌three‌ ‌categories:‌‌“Election‌‌Day,‌‌Mail‌‌(combination‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌and‌‌mail‌‌ballots),‌‌                           
Provisional.”‌ ‌County‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌‌must‌ ‌‌submit‌ ‌the‌‌following‌‌counts‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night‌‌to‌‌                           
the‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State,‌ ‌along‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌daily‌ ‌updated‌ ‌version,‌ ‌after‌ ‌election‌ ‌night:‌ ‌“1)‌ ‌a‌‌                             
precinct-level‌ ‌results‌ ‌file;‌ ‌2)‌ ‌a‌ ‌county-level‌ ‌summary‌ ‌report‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌EMS‌ ‌system;‌ ‌and‌ ‌3)‌ ‌a‌‌                             
precinct-level‌ ‌summary‌ ‌report‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌EMS‌ ‌system.”‌ ‌This‌ ‌same‌ ‌‌directive‌ ‌‌asks‌ ‌counties‌ ‌to‌‌                         
submit‌‌updated‌‌reports‌‌at‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌polls,‌‌daily‌‌as‌‌the‌‌canvassing‌‌process‌‌continues,‌‌during‌‌                             
certification,‌ ‌and‌ ‌when‌ ‌they‌ ‌submit‌ ‌the‌ ‌final‌ ‌results‌ ‌per‌ ‌county.‌‌ ‌  
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Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

County‌ ‌boards‌ ‌of‌ ‌elections‌ ‌are‌ ‌legally‌ ‌‌required‌‌to‌‌receive‌‌precinct‌‌results‌‌and‌‌certify‌‌them‌‌to‌‌                             
the‌‌Department‌‌of‌‌State‌‌by‌‌the‌‌third‌‌Monday‌‌after‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌County‌‌boards‌‌of‌‌elections‌‌are‌‌                               
usually‌‌made‌‌up‌‌of‌‌‌three‌‌county‌‌commissioners.‌‌Boards‌‌must‌‌include‌‌someone‌‌from‌‌both‌‌the‌‌                           
majority‌‌and‌‌minority‌‌parties,‌‌unless‌‌the‌‌county‌‌has‌‌a‌‌home‌‌rule‌‌charter‌‌with‌‌a‌‌different‌‌setup.‌‌                               
Members‌ ‌‌sign‌ ‌a‌ ‌form‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌during‌ ‌a‌ ‌public‌ ‌meeting‌ ‌before‌ ‌the‌ ‌certification‌‌                           
deadline.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
County‌‌boards‌‌of‌‌election‌‌start‌‌the‌‌process‌‌of‌‌canvassing‌‌and‌‌certifying‌‌the‌‌vote‌‌count‌‌at‌‌9‌‌a.m.‌‌                                 
the‌ ‌third‌ ‌day‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§‌3154‌ ‌(a)‌).‌ ‌This‌ ‌process‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌outlined‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌DOS‌‌                                   
checklist‌.‌ ‌‌First‌,‌ ‌the‌ ‌commissioners‌ ‌retrieve‌ ‌and‌ ‌check‌ ‌the‌ ‌total‌ ‌registration‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌each‌‌                         
district‌ ‌and‌ ‌verify‌ ‌that‌ ‌it‌ ‌aligns‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌elector‌ ‌lists‌ ‌and‌ ‌voting‌ ‌machine‌ ‌lists.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌‌                               
commissioners‌ ‌find‌ ‌discrepancies,‌ ‌then‌ ‌this‌ ‌triggers‌ ‌an‌ ‌investigation‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌return‌‌board‌‌‌(25‌‌                         
P.S.‌ ‌§‌ ‌3154(b)‌)‌ ‌which,‌ ‌barring‌ ‌special‌ ‌circumstances,‌ ‌consists‌ ‌of‌ ‌two‌‌or‌‌more‌‌judges‌‌from‌‌the‌‌                             
court‌‌of‌‌common‌‌pleas‌‌(‌25‌‌P.S.‌‌§‌‌3153(b)‌).‌‌The‌‌number‌‌of‌‌ballots,‌‌extra‌‌ballots,‌‌spoiled‌‌ballots,‌‌                               
and‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌then‌ ‌verified‌ ‌and‌ ‌discrepancies‌ ‌accounted‌ ‌for‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§‌ ‌3154(c)‌).‌‌                           
Finally,‌ ‌the‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌returns‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌district‌ ‌(from‌ ‌district‌ ‌totals‌ ‌cards)‌‌are‌‌read‌‌out‌‌loud‌‌                               
and‌ ‌checked‌ ‌for‌ ‌discrepancies‌ ‌(on‌ ‌the‌ ‌general‌ ‌returns‌ ‌sheet)‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§‌ ‌3154(d)‌).‌ ‌If‌ ‌a‌ ‌district‌‌                               
used‌‌machines,‌‌the‌‌individual‌‌machine’s‌‌registration‌‌number‌‌and‌‌returns‌‌are‌‌read‌‌out‌‌loud‌‌and‌‌                           
checked‌‌for‌‌discrepancies.‌‌Lastly,‌‌the‌‌board‌‌conducts‌‌“a‌‌statistical‌‌recount‌‌of‌‌a‌‌random‌‌sample‌‌                           
of‌ ‌ballots”‌ ‌(‌25‌ ‌P.S.‌ ‌§‌ ‌3031.17‌),‌ ‌which‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌a‌ ‌manual‌‌recount‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌or‌‌“e-ballot‌‌images‌‌                                 
contained‌‌in‌‌the‌‌system”‌‌(according‌‌to‌‌a‌‌2011‌‌‌directive‌).‌‌Official‌‌results,‌‌“certified‌‌under‌‌the‌‌seal‌‌                             
of‌ ‌the‌ ‌county,”‌ ‌are‌ ‌delivered‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌Department‌ ‌of‌ ‌State‌ ‌in‌ ‌‌physical‌ ‌form‌.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 

Wisconsin‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Like‌ ‌Michigan‌ ‌and‌ ‌Pennsylvania,‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌expect‌ ‌to‌ ‌announce‌ ‌a‌ ‌winner‌ ‌of‌ ‌its‌‌                           
statewide‌‌vote‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night‌‌2020‌‌due‌‌to‌‌the‌‌volume‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballots.‌‌The‌‌state‌‌cannot‌‌                               
begin‌‌processing‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌until‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌and‌‌cannot‌‌begin‌‌counting‌‌votes‌‌‌until‌‌the‌‌                           
polls‌ ‌close‌ ‌at‌ ‌8‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌CT.‌ ‌Wisconsin’s‌ ‌‌decentralized‌ ‌election‌ ‌administration‌ ‌system‌ ‌allows‌‌                       
municipalities‌ ‌significant‌ ‌flexibility‌ ‌in‌ ‌choosing‌ ‌procedures,‌ ‌including‌ ‌how‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌‌                     
processed.‌‌This‌‌flexibility‌‌may‌‌result‌‌in‌‌some‌‌localities‌‌being‌‌able‌‌to‌‌report‌‌results‌‌sooner‌‌than‌‌                             
others.‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌issued‌ ‌‌845,243‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2016‌‌general‌‌election‌‌and‌‌‌2,068,464‌‌                         
absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election‌ ‌(a‌ ‌145%‌ ‌increase).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
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Wisconsin‌ ‌law‌ ‌‌provides‌ ‌the‌ ‌basic‌ ‌structure‌ ‌for‌ ‌processing,‌ ‌counting,‌ ‌and‌ ‌certifying‌ ‌election‌‌                       
results.‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌cannot‌ ‌be‌ ‌opened‌ ‌and‌ ‌counted‌ ‌‌until‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌After‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌are‌ ‌returned,‌‌                           
clerks‌ ‌must‌ ‌verify‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelopes‌ ‌have‌ ‌both‌ ‌voter‌ ‌and‌ ‌witness‌‌signatures‌‌and‌‌that‌‌                             
address‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌met.‌ ‌Clerks‌ ‌contact‌ ‌voters‌ ‌who‌‌did‌‌not‌‌meet‌‌requirements.‌‌                         
Then‌‌clerks‌‌open‌‌approved‌‌ballot‌‌envelopes,‌‌feed‌‌ballots‌‌through‌‌voting‌‌machines,‌‌and,‌‌finally,‌‌                         
tally‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌Tallying‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌can‌ ‌occur‌ ‌only‌ ‌‌after‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌close‌ ‌of‌ ‌polls.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌‌steps‌‌in‌‌processing‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌can‌‌be‌‌time-consuming‌‌and‌‌can‌‌create‌‌a‌‌‌backlog‌‌of‌‌millions‌‌                               
of‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌which‌ ‌could‌ ‌delay‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌of‌ ‌results.‌ ‌Officials‌ ‌must‌ ‌verify‌ ‌signatures,‌ ‌open‌‌                         
envelopes,‌‌and‌‌flatten‌‌ballots‌‌crumpled‌‌in‌‌transit‌‌so‌‌that‌‌they‌‌can‌‌be‌‌fed‌‌into‌‌voting‌‌machines‌‌                               
(this‌‌‌video‌‌demonstrates‌‌the‌‌process).‌‌A‌‌key‌‌step‌‌of‌‌this‌‌process,‌‌checking‌‌for‌‌voter‌‌and‌‌witness‌‌                               
signatures,‌ ‌was‌ ‌expected‌ ‌to‌ ‌hold‌ ‌significant‌ ‌influence‌ ‌over‌ ‌the‌ ‌final‌ ‌election‌ ‌result‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020.‌‌                           
Thousands‌ ‌of‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌for‌ ‌missing‌ ‌signatures‌ ‌in‌ ‌past‌ ‌elections.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌                             
April‌ ‌2020‌ ‌primary‌ ‌election,‌‌‌14,042‌‌ballots‌‌were‌‌rejected‌‌for‌‌missing‌‌signatures‌‌(out‌‌of‌‌‌23,196‌‌                           
total‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌absentee‌‌ballots).‌‌To‌‌understand‌‌the‌‌significance‌‌of‌‌that‌‌total,‌‌the‌‌2016‌‌election‌‌                           
in‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌was‌ ‌decided‌ ‌by‌ ‌only‌ ‌‌22,748‌‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Processing‌ ‌Mail‌ ‌Ballots‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌are‌ ‌carefully‌ ‌collected‌ ‌and‌ ‌securely‌ ‌stored‌ ‌until‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day,‌‌                         
when‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌‌‌transported‌‌to‌‌local‌‌polling‌‌places‌‌or,‌‌in‌‌some‌‌communities,‌‌a‌‌central‌‌counting‌‌                             
facility.‌‌‌Most‌‌localities‌‌in‌‌Wisconsin,‌‌including‌‌most‌‌rural‌‌areas‌‌and‌‌small‌‌municipalities,‌‌as‌‌well‌‌                           
as‌ ‌some‌ ‌larger‌ ‌cities‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌Madison,‌ ‌intermingle‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌‌                             
polling‌‌places.‌‌Ballot‌‌processing‌‌and‌‌counting‌‌procedures‌‌at‌‌polling‌‌place‌‌locations‌‌are‌‌defined‌‌                         
by‌‌‌Wis.‌‌Stat.‌‌6.88‌.‌‌All‌‌ballots‌‌are‌‌counted‌‌together‌‌so‌‌that,‌‌when‌‌the‌‌precinct‌‌count‌‌is‌‌released,‌‌                                 
it‌ ‌contains‌ ‌both‌ ‌in-person‌ ‌and‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Other‌‌localities,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌‌Milwaukee‌,‌‌Kenosha,‌‌Waukesha,‌‌and‌‌Janesville,‌‌process‌‌mail‌‌ballots‌‌at‌‌                         
a‌ ‌central‌ ‌counting‌ ‌location,‌ ‌following‌ ‌state‌ ‌law‌ ‌‌Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌§‌ ‌7.52‌.‌ ‌‌Thirty-nine‌ ‌municipalities‌ ‌in‌‌                           
2020‌ ‌processed‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌“Central‌ ‌Count‌ ‌Absentee‌ ‌Ballot‌ ‌site.”‌ ‌A‌ ‌municipal‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌‌                             
absentee‌‌ballot‌‌canvassers,‌‌‌composed‌‌of‌‌the‌‌municipal‌‌clerk‌‌(or‌‌a‌‌qualified‌‌elector‌‌designated‌‌                         
by‌ ‌the‌ ‌clerk)‌ ‌and‌ ‌two‌ ‌other‌ ‌qualified‌ ‌electors‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌municipality‌ ‌appointed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌clerk,‌‌                             
convene‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌public‌ ‌location‌ ‌any‌ ‌time‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌opening‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌and‌ ‌before‌ ‌10‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌‌                                   
Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌municipality.‌‌The‌‌board‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌                             
canvassers‌ ‌follows‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌same‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌as‌ ‌those‌ ‌used‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌‌polling‌‌place‌‌when‌‌processing,‌‌                           
counting,‌ ‌and‌ ‌securing‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌Just‌ ‌like‌ ‌at‌ ‌regular‌ ‌polling‌‌places,‌‌‌election‌‌observers‌‌                         
from‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties‌ ‌and‌ ‌other‌ ‌organizations‌ ‌may‌ ‌observe‌ ‌the‌ ‌processing‌ ‌and‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌‌                         
absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌at‌ ‌these‌ ‌designated‌ ‌sites‌ ‌(Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌‌§‌ ‌7.41‌).‌ ‌ 
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‌ 
Wisconsin‌ ‌waits‌ ‌until‌ ‌‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌open‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌begin‌ ‌processing‌ ‌mail‌ ‌ballots.‌‌                             
Processing‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌act‌ ‌of‌ ‌verifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌identity‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌who‌‌returned‌‌the‌‌mail‌‌ballot.‌‌There‌‌                                 
are‌ ‌multiple‌‌steps‌‌to‌‌processing‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌before‌‌counting‌‌begins.‌‌The‌‌election‌‌inspectors‌‌‌must‌‌                           
ensure‌ ‌that‌:‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
1. the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌certification‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌properly‌ ‌executed,‌‌ ‌  
2. the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌is‌ ‌a‌ ‌qualified‌ ‌elector‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌ward‌ ‌or‌ ‌election‌ ‌district,‌‌ ‌  
3. the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌has‌ ‌not‌ ‌yet‌ ‌voted‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌election,‌‌ ‌  
4. the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌endorsed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌issuing‌ ‌clerk,‌ ‌ 
5. the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌has‌ ‌enclosed‌ ‌proof‌ ‌of‌ ‌residence,‌ ‌if‌ ‌required‌ ‌under‌ ‌Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌§‌ ‌‌6.34‌,‌ ‌and‌ ‌such‌‌ 

proof‌ ‌matches‌ ‌the‌ ‌name‌ ‌and‌ ‌address‌ ‌on‌ ‌file‌ ‌(if‌ ‌not‌ ‌enclosed,‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌is‌ ‌marked‌ ‌as‌‌ 
provisional),‌ ‌and‌ ‌ 

6. the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌name‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌appear‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌poll‌ ‌list‌ ‌as‌ ‌ineligible‌ ‌to‌ ‌vote‌ ‌by‌ ‌reason‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌‌ 
felony‌ ‌conviction.‌ ‌If‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌does‌ ‌have‌ ‌a‌ ‌felony‌ ‌conviction,‌ ‌the‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌will‌ ‌challenge‌‌ 
the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌as‌ ‌provided‌ ‌in‌ ‌Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌§‌ ‌‌6.92‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
If‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌inspector‌ ‌or‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌canvassers‌ ‌finds‌ ‌no‌‌reason‌‌to‌‌reject‌‌the‌‌                               
absentee‌ ‌ballot,‌ ‌they‌ ‌mark‌ ‌the‌ ‌elector’s‌ ‌name‌‌on‌‌a‌‌poll‌‌list‌‌and‌‌‌deposit‌‌the‌‌voter’s‌‌ballot‌‌into‌‌                                 
the‌ ‌proper‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌box.‌ ‌But‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌‌reject‌‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌if‌ ‌they‌ ‌find‌ ‌one‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌following‌ ‌issues:‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
1. A‌ ‌certification‌ ‌is‌ ‌insufficient:‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌has‌ ‌no‌ ‌voter‌ ‌signature,‌ ‌no‌ ‌witness‌‌ 

signature,‌ ‌no‌ ‌witness‌ ‌address,‌ ‌both‌ ‌special‌ ‌voting‌ ‌deputies‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌sign,‌ ‌and‌ ‌/‌ ‌or‌ ‌no‌‌ 
certification‌ ‌language;‌ 

2. the‌ ‌applicant‌ ‌is‌ ‌not‌ ‌a‌ ‌qualified‌ ‌elector‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌ward‌ ‌or‌ ‌election‌ ‌district;‌ ‌ 
3. the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌is‌ ‌open‌ ‌or‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌opened‌ ‌and‌ ‌resealed;‌‌ ‌  
4. the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌contains‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌one‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌of‌ ‌any‌ ‌one‌ ‌kind;‌‌ ‌  
5. the‌ ‌certificate‌ ‌is‌ ‌missing‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌military‌ ‌or‌ ‌overseas‌ ‌elector‌ ‌who‌ ‌received‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌‌ 

ballot‌ ‌by‌ ‌fax‌ ‌or‌ ‌email;‌ ‌or‌‌ ‌  
6. there‌ ‌is‌ ‌proof‌ ‌that‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌submitted‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌voter‌ ‌who‌ ‌has‌ ‌since‌‌ 

died.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

When‌ ‌an‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌is‌ ‌rejected,‌‌an‌‌inspector‌‌‌endorses‌‌the‌‌rejected‌‌ballot‌‌on‌‌the‌‌back‌‌of‌‌                               
the‌ ‌return‌ ‌envelope,‌ ‌giving‌‌the‌‌reason‌‌for‌‌rejection.‌‌They‌‌will‌‌then‌‌reinsert‌‌the‌‌rejected‌‌ballot‌‌                             
into‌ ‌the‌ ‌certificate‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌and‌ ‌securely‌ ‌seal‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌envelope‌ ‌inside‌ ‌an‌ ‌envelope‌‌                             
marked‌‌for‌‌rejected‌‌absentee‌‌ballots.‌‌‌The‌‌inspectors‌‌then‌‌endorse‌‌a‌‌“rejected‌‌ballots”‌‌envelope‌‌                         
with‌ ‌a‌ ‌statement‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌ward‌‌or‌‌election‌‌district‌‌and‌‌date‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌envelope‌‌is‌‌                                   
signed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌chief‌ ‌inspector‌ ‌and‌ ‌one‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌representing‌ ‌each‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌major‌‌                               
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political‌ ‌parties‌ ‌(or‌ ‌every‌ ‌member‌ ‌of‌‌the‌‌board‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌canvassers).‌‌They‌‌send‌‌the‌‌                             
envelope‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌municipal‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌same‌ ‌manner‌ ‌as‌ ‌official‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌voted‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌election.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Ballots‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌issues‌ ‌with‌ ‌certification,‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌no‌ ‌voter‌ ‌signature,‌ ‌‌may‌ ‌be‌‌                           
returned‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌to‌ ‌cure‌‌the‌‌certification‌‌defects‌‌before‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌close‌‌at‌‌‌8‌‌                                 
p.m‌.‌ ‌But‌ ‌notice‌ ‌and‌ ‌cure‌ ‌practices‌ ‌across‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌‌vary‌ ‌widely‌.‌ ‌In‌ ‌some‌ ‌counties,‌ ‌election‌‌                           
officials‌ ‌make‌ ‌an‌ ‌effort‌ ‌to‌ ‌‌call‌ ‌every‌ ‌voter‌ ‌whose‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌‌meet‌‌witness‌‌requirements‌‌                             
and‌‌help‌‌them‌‌fix‌‌the‌‌ballot.‌‌Despite‌‌the‌‌rule‌‌that‌‌ballots‌‌may‌‌not‌‌be‌‌processed‌‌before‌‌Election‌‌                                 
Day,‌ ‌county‌‌clerks‌‌may‌‌‌inspect‌‌the‌‌outside‌‌of‌‌a‌‌mail‌‌ballot‌‌as‌‌soon‌‌as‌‌it‌‌is‌‌received‌‌to‌‌notify‌‌a‌‌                                       
voter‌‌of‌‌a‌‌missing‌‌signature.‌‌In‌‌other‌‌counties,‌‌only‌‌a‌‌small‌‌number‌‌of‌‌ballots‌‌that‌‌fail‌‌to‌‌meet‌‌                                   
the‌ ‌witness‌ ‌and‌ ‌signature‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌‌make‌ ‌it‌‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌eventual‌ ‌count.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Rejection‌‌of‌‌absentee‌‌ballots‌‌was‌‌a‌‌major‌‌concern‌‌for‌‌November‌‌2020.‌‌In‌‌the‌‌past,‌‌deficiencies‌‌                             
in‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot’s‌ ‌certification‌ ‌form,‌ ‌which‌ ‌requires‌ ‌the‌ ‌signature‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌‌                             
witness,‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌responsible‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌majority‌ ‌of‌ ‌rejections‌.‌ ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌April‌ ‌2020‌ ‌primary‌‌                           
elections,‌ ‌more‌ ‌than‌ ‌‌23,000‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌were‌ ‌invalidated—‌14,042‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌‌voters‌‌or‌‌their‌‌                         
witnesses‌ ‌failing‌ ‌to‌ ‌sign‌ ‌the‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌envelope.‌ ‌Anticipating‌ ‌that‌ ‌these‌ ‌‌high‌ ‌rejection‌‌                         
rates‌ ‌might‌‌cause‌‌issues‌‌in‌‌November,‌‌the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌Commission‌‌launched‌‌a‌‌‌public‌‌                         
relations‌ ‌campaign‌ ‌to‌ ‌provide‌ ‌better‌ ‌instructions‌ ‌to‌ ‌voters‌ ‌on‌‌filling‌‌out‌‌a‌‌ballot,‌‌fulfilling‌‌the‌‌                             
witness‌ ‌requirement,‌ ‌correcting‌ ‌mistakes,‌ ‌and‌ ‌returning‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌once‌ ‌completed.‌ ‌(See‌‌                     
Healthy‌ ‌Election’s‌ ‌Signature‌ ‌Verification‌ ‌Memo‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌discussion‌ ‌of‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌rejection‌‌                       
rates‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌defects,‌ ‌the‌ ‌witness‌ ‌form‌ ‌verification‌ ‌process,‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌cure,‌ ‌and‌ ‌related‌‌                           
litigation.)‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Absentee‌‌ballots‌‌must‌‌be‌‌received‌‌by‌‌the‌‌close‌‌of‌‌polls‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌in‌‌order‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌                                   
This‌‌law‌‌was‌‌recently‌‌the‌‌‌subject‌‌of‌‌litigation‌‌as‌‌Democrats‌‌sought‌‌a‌‌more‌‌flexible‌‌deadline.‌‌On‌‌                               
September‌ ‌21,‌ ‌2020,‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌District‌ ‌Judge‌ ‌William‌ ‌Conley‌ ‌‌ruled‌ ‌that‌ ‌ballots‌‌that‌‌arrive‌‌up‌‌to‌‌six‌‌                               
days‌‌after‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌would‌‌count‌‌as‌‌long‌‌as‌‌they‌‌were‌‌postmarked‌‌by‌‌Election‌‌Day;‌‌but,‌‌on‌‌                                 
October‌ ‌8,‌ ‌the‌ ‌Seventh‌ ‌Circuit‌ ‌‌blocked‌ ‌the‌‌extension‌‌of‌‌Wisconsin’s‌‌absentee‌‌ballot‌‌deadline,‌‌                         
and‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Supreme‌ ‌Court‌ ‌‌agreed‌ ‌on‌ ‌October‌ ‌26‌ ‌to‌ ‌uphold‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌law.‌‌As‌‌a‌‌result,‌‌                                 
voters‌ ‌had‌ ‌to‌ ‌get‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌by‌ ‌Election‌‌Day‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted.‌‌However,‌‌at‌‌the‌‌‌39‌‌                                     
municipalities‌,‌ ‌including‌ ‌Milwaukee‌ ‌and‌ ‌Green‌ ‌Bay,‌ ‌that‌ ‌count‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌central‌‌                         
location,‌ ‌rules‌ ‌about‌ ‌where‌ ‌voters‌ ‌should‌ ‌return‌ ‌their‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌‌varied‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Tabulating‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌ ‌Wisconsin,‌ ‌no‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌may‌ ‌be‌ ‌counted‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close.‌ ‌This‌ ‌late‌ ‌start‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌‌                                 
process‌‌elicited‌‌‌concerns‌‌that‌‌the‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌2020‌‌election‌‌would‌‌not‌‌be‌‌known‌‌for‌‌days.‌‌Yet‌‌                                 
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the‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌Commission‌‌‌maintained‌‌that‌‌the‌‌system‌‌of‌‌counting‌‌votes‌‌on‌‌Election‌‌                         
Night‌‌and‌‌canvassing‌‌votes‌‌in‌‌the‌‌following‌‌days‌‌was‌‌designed‌‌to‌‌ensure‌‌an‌‌“accurate,‌‌honest,‌‌                             
and‌ ‌transparent‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌and‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌people’s‌ ‌will‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌box,‌ ‌as‌ ‌well‌ ‌as‌ ‌to‌‌                                 
detect‌ ‌actual‌ ‌fraud.”‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Wisconsin‌‌legislators‌‌have‌‌debated‌‌allowing‌‌votes‌‌to‌‌be‌‌tabulated‌‌before‌‌polls‌‌close‌‌but‌‌did‌‌not‌‌                             
enact‌ ‌any‌ ‌changes‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌general‌ ‌election.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Assembly‌ ‌approved‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌bill‌ ‌in‌ ‌2019‌ ‌that‌‌                               
would‌‌have‌‌allowed‌‌some‌‌in-person‌‌votes‌‌cast‌‌early‌‌to‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌sooner,‌‌but‌‌that‌‌bill‌‌died‌‌in‌‌                                 
the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Senate.‌ ‌A‌ ‌Senate‌ ‌committee‌‌heard‌‌testimony‌‌in‌‌2020‌‌on‌‌a‌‌‌bill‌‌‌that‌‌would‌‌have‌‌                               
allowed‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌to‌ ‌count‌ ‌absentee‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌early,‌ ‌but‌ ‌it,‌ ‌too,‌ ‌failed‌ ‌to‌ ‌pass.‌ ‌Therefore,‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌                               
November‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election,‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌occurred‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌closed‌ ‌at‌ ‌‌8‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌‌                               
Election‌ ‌Day.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Vote‌ ‌counting‌ ‌at‌ ‌polling‌ ‌places‌ ‌is‌ ‌performed‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌inspectors,‌ ‌otherwise‌ ‌known‌ ‌as‌‌                           
“‌poll‌ ‌workers‌.”‌ ‌Each‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌generally‌ ‌has‌ ‌‌seven‌ ‌inspectors,‌ ‌though‌ ‌more‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌‌                         
appointed.‌‌The‌‌governing‌‌body‌‌of‌‌a‌‌municipality‌‌may‌‌also‌‌appoint‌‌‌tabulators‌‌to‌‌assist‌‌election‌‌                           
inspectors‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes‌ ‌after‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Immediately‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌ ‌polls‌ ‌close,‌ ‌the‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌proceed‌ ‌to‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌all‌ ‌votes‌‌received‌‌at‌‌the‌‌                             
polling‌ ‌place.‌ ‌The‌ ‌canvass,‌ ‌whether‌ ‌conducted‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌or‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌central‌ ‌counting‌‌                             
location,‌ ‌must‌ ‌continue‌‌without‌‌adjournment‌‌until‌‌the‌‌canvass‌‌of‌‌all‌‌ballots‌‌cast‌‌and‌‌received‌‌                           
on‌ ‌or‌ ‌before‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌ ‌is‌ ‌completed‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌are‌ ‌reported‌ ‌(Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌‌ ‌7.51(1)‌).‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
The‌‌process‌‌of‌‌counting‌‌ballots‌‌is‌‌detailed‌‌in‌‌the‌‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Election‌‌Day‌‌Manual‌‌(2020),‌‌which‌‌                             
includes‌ ‌detailed‌ ‌procedures‌ ‌for‌ ‌hand-counted‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌optical‌ ‌scan‌ ‌ballots,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Direct‌‌                       
Recording‌‌Electronic‌‌Voting‌‌Equipment‌‌(DRE).‌‌For‌‌example,‌‌the‌‌hand-counted‌‌ballot‌‌procedure‌‌                     
follows‌ ‌‌these‌ ‌basic‌ ‌steps‌‌ ‌(“Counting‌ ‌Ballots”):‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
1. If‌ ‌there‌ ‌are‌ ‌multiple‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌boxes,‌ ‌open‌ ‌boxes‌ ‌one‌ ‌at‌ ‌a‌ ‌time.‌ ‌ 
2. Count‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌each‌ ‌box‌ ‌(without‌ ‌examining‌ ‌them)‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌the‌ ‌total‌ ‌number.‌ ‌ 
3. Determine‌ ‌if‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌is‌ ‌equal‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌voters.‌ ‌(If‌ ‌not,‌ ‌and‌ ‌there‌ ‌is‌‌ 

no‌ ‌alternative‌ ‌reason‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌overage,‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌‌randomly‌ ‌withdraw‌‌ ‌the‌‌ 
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌equal‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌excess‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌and‌ ‌set‌ ‌those‌ ‌aside.)‌‌ ‌  

4. Count‌ ‌and‌ ‌record‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌on‌ ‌two‌ ‌separate‌ ‌tally‌ ‌sheets.‌ ‌Reconcile‌ ‌the‌ ‌tally‌ ‌sheets‌ ‌when‌‌ 
the‌ ‌counting‌ ‌for‌ ‌each‌ ‌office‌ ‌is‌ ‌complete.‌ ‌ 

5. Announce‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌polling‌ ‌place‌ ‌and‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌all‌ ‌election‌‌ 
materials‌ ‌for‌ ‌delivery‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌municipal‌ ‌clerk.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
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Wisconsin‌ ‌law‌ ‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌specify‌ ‌the‌ ‌manner‌ ‌for‌ ‌actually‌ ‌counting‌ ‌paper‌ ‌ballots.‌ ‌The‌ ‌Election‌‌                           
Commission‌ ‌‌recommends‌ ‌a‌ ‌process‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌‌one‌‌election‌‌official‌‌reads‌‌each‌‌ballot,‌‌a‌‌second‌‌                           
official‌‌observes,‌‌and‌‌two‌‌other‌‌election‌‌officials‌‌mark‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌on‌‌tally‌‌sheets,‌‌which‌‌are‌‌then‌‌                               
compared‌ ‌for‌ ‌accuracy‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌end‌ ‌of‌ ‌counting.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Most‌‌Wisconsin‌‌polling‌‌locations‌‌use‌‌optical‌‌scanning‌‌devices‌‌or‌‌voting‌‌machines‌‌for‌‌tabulating‌‌                         
ballots,‌ ‌which‌ ‌record‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌and‌ ‌drop‌ ‌the‌ ‌marked‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌into‌ ‌a‌‌locked‌‌container.‌‌‌Verified‌‌                             
Voting‌ ‌offers‌ ‌a‌ ‌detailed‌ ‌breakdown‌ ‌of‌ ‌election‌ ‌ballot-marking‌ ‌and‌ ‌tabulation‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌by‌‌                       
county.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
For‌‌locations‌‌that‌‌tabulate‌‌votes‌‌using‌‌Direct‌‌Recording‌‌Electronic‌‌Voting‌‌Equipment‌‌(DRE),‌‌the‌‌                         
counting‌ ‌process‌ ‌is‌ ‌straightforward.‌ ‌All‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌including‌ ‌write-in‌ ‌votes,‌ ‌are‌ ‌‌automatically‌‌                     
tabulated‌‌by‌‌the‌‌DRE‌‌equipment.‌‌After‌‌the‌‌polls‌‌close,‌‌election‌‌workers‌‌‌print‌‌out‌‌a‌‌tape‌‌which‌‌                               
lists‌ ‌the‌ ‌tabulated‌‌vote‌‌totals.‌‌Inspectors‌‌‌then‌‌record‌‌the‌‌serial‌‌numbers‌‌on‌‌the‌‌security‌‌seals‌‌                             
and‌ ‌secure‌ ‌a‌ ‌copy‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌(plus‌ ‌the‌ ‌memory‌ ‌cards,‌ ‌unless‌ ‌they‌ ‌remain‌ ‌sealed‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
machines)‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌sealed‌‌envelope‌‌bearing‌‌the‌‌signatures‌‌of‌‌the‌‌chief‌‌election‌‌inspector‌‌and‌‌two‌‌                             
additional‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌across‌‌the‌‌seal.‌‌The‌‌machine-produced‌‌record‌‌of‌‌the‌‌total‌‌votes‌‌cast‌‌for‌‌                           
each‌‌candidate‌‌is‌‌‌presumed‌‌correct‌,‌‌unless‌‌an‌‌error‌‌in‌‌the‌‌record‌‌is‌‌clearly‌‌apparent‌‌or‌‌unless‌‌                               
a‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌requests‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌machine‌ ‌be‌ ‌viewed.‌ ‌Voting‌ ‌machines‌ ‌provide‌ ‌‌three‌‌                       
redundancies:‌ ‌the‌ ‌original‌ ‌ballots‌ ‌in‌ ‌their‌ ‌secured‌ ‌container,‌ ‌the‌ ‌print-out‌ ‌tape‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌‌                         
machine,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌electronic‌ ‌memory‌ ‌device‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌machine.‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌creates‌ ‌a‌ ‌paper‌‌                         
record‌ ‌of‌ ‌‌every‌ ‌vote‌‌ ‌that‌ ‌is‌ ‌cast,‌ ‌no‌ ‌matter‌ ‌what‌ ‌kind‌ ‌of‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌or‌ ‌equipment‌ ‌voters‌ ‌use.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
In‌ ‌addition‌ ‌to‌ ‌following‌ ‌the‌‌steps‌‌for‌‌DRE‌‌equipment,‌‌locations‌‌using‌‌optical‌‌scanning‌‌devices‌‌                           
must‌‌be‌‌aware‌‌of‌‌extra‌‌procedures‌‌to‌‌tabulate‌‌ballots‌‌that‌‌were‌‌not‌‌legible‌‌to‌‌the‌‌machine.‌‌For‌‌                                 
example,‌ ‌a‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌rejected‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌machine‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌examined‌ ‌by‌ ‌two‌ ‌election‌ ‌officials‌ ‌from‌‌                             
different‌ ‌political‌ ‌parties‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌the‌ ‌cause‌ ‌for‌ ‌rejection.‌ ‌The‌ ‌officials‌ ‌can‌ ‌then‌ ‌make‌ ‌a‌‌                             
duplicate‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌to‌ ‌correct‌ ‌the‌ ‌problem‌ ‌(see‌ ‌“Remaking‌ ‌Ballots”‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌WEC‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Day‌‌                           
Manual‌).‌‌For‌‌some‌‌machines,‌‌write-in‌‌ballots‌‌must‌‌be‌‌tabulated‌‌by‌‌hand,‌‌which‌‌may‌‌require‌‌an‌‌                             
edit‌‌to‌‌the‌‌printed‌‌results‌‌if,‌‌for‌‌instance,‌‌an‌‌elector‌‌fills‌‌in‌‌an‌‌oval‌‌next‌‌to‌‌a‌‌candidate’s‌‌name‌‌                                     
and‌‌also‌‌writes‌‌in‌‌a‌‌candidate‌‌for‌‌that‌‌office‌‌but‌‌fails‌‌to‌‌complete‌‌that‌‌oval.‌‌Write-in‌‌votes,‌‌even‌‌                                   
if‌ ‌the‌ ‌arrow/oval‌ ‌is‌ ‌not‌ ‌completed,‌ ‌‌are‌ ‌counted‌ ‌instead‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌on‌‌the‌‌                                 
ballot‌‌if‌‌the‌‌write-in‌‌is‌‌a‌‌registered‌‌candidate.‌‌Therefore,‌‌the‌‌returns‌‌may‌‌need‌‌to‌‌be‌‌amended‌‌                               
to‌ ‌reflect‌ ‌the‌ ‌correct‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌votes.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
The‌ ‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌Commission‌‌(WEC)‌‌offers‌‌‌extensive‌‌‌instructions‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌irregular‌‌                     
ballots‌ ‌in‌‌accordance‌‌with‌‌Wis.‌‌Stat.‌‌§‌‌‌7.50(2)‌.‌‌When‌‌a‌‌voter‌‌has‌‌marked‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌in‌‌a‌‌way‌‌that‌‌                                     
does‌‌not‌‌clearly‌‌indicate‌‌their‌‌voting‌‌objective,‌‌such‌‌as‌‌when‌‌an‌‌elector‌‌has‌‌overvoted‌‌an‌‌office‌‌                               
on‌ ‌the‌ ‌ballot,‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌must‌ ‌attempt‌ ‌to‌ ‌determine‌ ‌the‌ ‌voter’s‌ ‌intention.‌ ‌All‌‌                           
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https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/elections-voting/recount
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https://verifiedvoting.org/verifier/#mode/navigate/map/ppEquip/mapType/normal/year/2020/state/55
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https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.51(2)(g)
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.51(2)(h)
https://elections.wi.gov/elections-voting/recount
https://elections.wi.gov/voters/how-wisconsin-delivers-secure-and-accurate-elections
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/default/files/publication/65/counting_spring_pri_gen_elections_rev_2018_02_p_14494.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.50
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inspectors‌ ‌must‌ ‌be‌ ‌part‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌determination‌ ‌process,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌majority‌ ‌must‌ ‌agree‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌‌                             
voter’s‌ ‌intention‌‌can‌‌or‌‌cannot‌‌be‌‌determined.‌‌Rules‌‌for‌‌counting‌‌‌write-in‌‌votes‌‌also‌‌prioritize‌‌                           
voter‌ ‌intent—for‌ ‌example,‌ ‌an‌ ‌irregular‌‌write-in‌‌vote‌‌may‌‌be‌‌counted‌‌if‌‌the‌‌intent‌‌of‌‌the‌‌voter‌‌                               
can‌ ‌be‌ ‌determined,‌ ‌even‌ ‌if‌ ‌a‌ ‌name‌ ‌is‌ ‌misspelled.‌ ‌A‌ ‌ballot‌ ‌that‌ ‌is‌ ‌damaged,‌ ‌overvoted,‌ ‌or‌‌                               
otherwise‌‌unclear‌‌as‌‌to‌‌voter‌‌intent‌‌is‌‌called‌‌a‌‌“‌defective‌”‌‌ballot.‌‌Whenever‌‌a‌‌ballot‌‌is‌‌found‌‌to‌‌                                 
be‌ ‌defective,‌ ‌cast‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌challenged‌ ‌elector‌,‌ ‌or‌ ‌rejected‌‌(e.g.‌‌for‌‌missing‌‌a‌‌signature),‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌                               
must‌‌be‌‌identified‌‌with‌‌a‌‌number‌‌and‌‌set‌‌aside,‌‌and‌‌a‌‌notation‌‌about‌‌the‌‌rejected‌‌ballot‌‌must‌‌                                 
be‌ ‌made‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌Inspectors'‌ ‌Statement‌.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Reporting‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Wisconsin‌‌law‌‌specifies‌‌the‌‌process‌‌of‌‌election‌‌night‌‌reporting.‌‌After‌‌tallying‌‌the‌‌votes,‌‌election‌‌                           
officials‌ ‌‌announce‌ ‌the‌ ‌results‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌votes‌ ‌cast‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌polling‌ ‌places‌ ‌and‌ ‌prepare‌ ‌all‌ ‌election‌‌                               
materials‌‌for‌‌delivery‌‌to‌‌the‌‌municipal‌‌clerk.‌‌On‌‌election‌‌night,‌‌election‌‌inspectors‌‌‌must‌‌report‌‌                           
the‌ ‌returns,‌ ‌by‌ ‌ward‌ ‌or‌ ‌returning‌ ‌unit,‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌no‌ ‌later‌ ‌than‌ ‌two‌ ‌hours‌ ‌after‌ ‌the‌‌                                   
votes‌ ‌are‌ ‌tabulated‌ ‌(Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌‌§‌ ‌7.51(4)(c)‌).‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌‌does‌ ‌not‌ ‌have‌ ‌an‌ ‌official‌ ‌statewide‌‌                           
Election‌ ‌Night‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌system.‌ ‌According‌ ‌to‌ ‌Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌‌§‌ ‌7.60(1)‌,‌ ‌‌the‌ ‌clerks‌ ‌must‌ ‌post‌ ‌all‌‌                             
returns‌ ‌received‌ ‌from‌ ‌election‌ ‌inspectors,‌ ‌by‌ ‌ward‌ ‌or‌ ‌reporting‌ ‌unit,‌ ‌on‌ ‌an‌ ‌internet‌ ‌site‌‌                           
maintained‌‌by‌‌the‌‌county‌‌no‌‌later‌‌than‌‌two‌‌hours‌‌after‌‌receiving‌‌the‌‌returns‌‌on‌‌election‌‌night.‌‌                               
Some‌ ‌counties‌ ‌(such‌‌as‌‌‌Adams‌‌County‌)‌‌post‌‌results‌‌via‌‌Google‌‌Drive‌‌folders‌‌linked‌‌from‌‌their‌‌                             
county‌ ‌website,‌ ‌while‌ ‌others‌‌report‌‌results‌‌directly‌‌on‌‌their‌‌websites.‌‌The‌‌Wisconsin‌‌Elections‌‌                         
Commission‌‌advises‌‌voters‌‌to‌‌refer‌‌to‌‌this‌‌‌list‌‌of‌‌Wisconsin‌‌county‌‌election‌‌websites‌‌on‌‌election‌‌                             
night‌‌to‌‌find‌‌unofficial‌‌results‌‌from‌‌Wisconsin’s‌‌72‌‌county‌‌clerks‌‌or‌‌‌to‌‌look‌‌for‌‌reporting‌‌by‌‌local‌‌                                 
news‌ ‌outlets,‌ ‌which‌ ‌aggregate‌ ‌and‌ ‌report‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌results.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Certifying‌ ‌the‌ ‌Vote‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Vote‌ ‌totals‌ ‌in‌‌Wisconsin‌‌are‌‌‌triple-checked‌.‌‌Election‌‌results‌‌from‌‌municipalities‌‌are‌‌not‌‌official‌‌                         
until‌ ‌they‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌double-checked‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌and‌ ‌‌certified‌‌by‌‌the‌‌bipartisan‌‌Wisconsin‌‌                           
Elections‌ ‌Commission.‌ ‌The‌ ‌tally‌ ‌from‌ ‌election‌ ‌inspectors‌ ‌on‌ ‌election‌ ‌night‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌‌unofficial‌‌                         
election‌‌result;‌‌the‌‌official‌‌results‌‌of‌‌the‌‌elections‌‌are‌‌‌not‌‌finalized‌‌until‌‌later‌‌(see‌‌“Post‌‌Election‌‌                               
Activities”).‌ ‌To‌ ‌certify‌ ‌the‌ ‌vote,‌ ‌each‌ ‌official‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌canvassers‌ ‌must‌ ‌meet‌ ‌to‌ ‌complete‌ ‌the‌‌                             
official‌‌canvass‌‌(certification)‌‌of‌‌their‌‌respective‌‌offices‌‌(at‌‌the‌‌municipal,‌‌county,‌‌state,‌‌or‌‌other‌‌                           
level).‌ ‌The‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌statement‌ ‌is‌‌the‌‌‌official‌‌determination‌‌of‌‌the‌‌outcome‌‌of‌‌the‌‌election.‌‌The‌‌                             
election‌ ‌is‌ ‌not‌ ‌complete,‌ ‌and‌ ‌no‌ ‌recount‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌ ‌requested,‌ ‌until‌ ‌the‌ ‌canvass‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌‌                             
completed‌ ‌(Wis.‌ ‌Stats.‌ ‌§§‌ ‌‌7.53(4)‌,‌ ‌‌9.01(1)(a)‌).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
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https://elections.wi.gov/sites/default/files/publication/65/counting_spring_pri_gen_elections_rev_2018_02_p_14494.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.51(2)(c)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.52(4)(d)
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Day%20Manual%20%282020-09%29_0.pdf
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https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.51(4)(c)
https://elections.wi.gov/node/6291
https://elections.wi.gov/node/6291
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.60(1)
https://elections.wi.gov/clerks/directory/county-websites
https://elections.wi.gov/clerks/directory/county-websites
https://elections.wi.gov/clerks/directory/county-websites
https://elections.wi.gov/clerks/directory/county-websites
https://elections.wi.gov/clerks/directory/county-websites
https://elections.wi.gov/node/6291
https://elections.wi.gov/clerks/directory/county-websites
https://elections.wi.gov/voters/how-wisconsin-delivers-secure-and-accurate-elections
https://elections.wi.gov/voters/how-wisconsin-delivers-secure-and-accurate-elections
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Administration%20Manual%20%282020-09%29.pdf
https://elections.wi.gov/sites/elections.wi.gov/files/2020-09/Election%20Administration%20Manual%20%282020-09%29.pdf
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.53(4)
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/9.01
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The‌‌canvass‌‌for‌‌the‌‌presidential‌‌race‌‌takes‌‌place‌‌at‌‌the‌‌‌county‌‌level‌.‌‌Immediately‌‌following‌‌the‌‌                             
county‌‌canvass,‌‌the‌‌county‌‌clerk‌‌‌delivers‌‌to‌‌the‌‌Elections‌‌Commission‌‌the‌‌certified‌‌statements‌‌                         
from‌ ‌the‌ ‌county‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌canvassers,‌ ‌with‌ ‌the‌ ‌election‌ ‌returns‌ ‌recorded‌ ‌by‌ ‌ward.‌ ‌County‌‌                           
canvassers‌ ‌must‌ ‌certify‌ ‌their‌ ‌results‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌Wisconsin‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Commission‌ ‌(“WEC”)‌ ‌‌14‌ ‌days‌‌                         
after‌‌the‌‌election‌‌(Wis.‌‌Stat.‌‌§ 7.60(5)).‌‌The‌‌WEC‌‌must‌‌certify‌‌the‌‌statewide‌‌results‌‌by‌‌‌December‌‌                             
1‌‌ ‌(Wis.‌ ‌Stat.‌ ‌§ 7.70(3)(a)).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Candidates‌ ‌and‌ ‌electors‌ ‌may‌ ‌petition‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌recount‌ ‌until‌ ‌5‌ ‌p.m.‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌third‌ ‌business‌ ‌day‌‌                               
following‌ ‌certification‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌official‌ ‌board‌ ‌of‌ ‌canvassers.‌ ‌As‌ ‌soon‌‌as‌‌this‌‌deadline‌‌for‌‌filing‌‌a‌‌                               
petition‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌recount‌ ‌has‌ ‌passed,‌ ‌the‌ ‌municipal‌ ‌clerk‌ ‌issues‌ ‌a‌ ‌‌Certificate‌ ‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌to‌‌each‌‌                               
person‌‌elected‌‌to‌‌any‌‌municipal‌‌office.‌‌When‌‌a‌‌valid‌‌petition‌‌for‌‌a‌‌recount‌‌is‌‌filed,‌‌the‌‌municipal‌‌                                 
clerk‌‌must‌‌wait‌‌to‌‌issue‌‌the‌‌certificate‌‌of‌‌election‌‌for‌‌the‌‌office‌‌in‌‌question‌‌until‌‌the‌‌recount‌‌has‌‌                                   
been‌‌completed‌‌and‌‌the‌‌time‌‌allowed‌‌for‌‌filing‌‌an‌‌appeal‌‌has‌‌passed‌‌or,‌‌if‌‌appealed,‌‌until‌‌the‌‌                                 
appeal‌‌is‌‌decided‌‌(Wis.‌‌Stat.‌‌§‌‌‌7.53(4)‌).‌‌Wisconsin‌‌recount‌‌laws‌‌are‌summarized‌‌in‌‌detail‌‌by‌‌the‌‌                               
Citizens‌ ‌for‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Integrity‌ ‌Minnesota.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
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https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/7.60(5)(a)
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