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STATE OF MICHIGAN

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

CHERYL A. COSTANTINO and EDWARD P. AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICK J.
McCALL, JR., COLBECK
Plaintiff,

=-VS-

CITY OF DETROIT; DETROIT ELECTION

COMMISSION; JANICE M. WINFREY, in FILE NO: 20- -AW
her official capacity as the CLERK OF THE
CITY OF DETROIT and the Chairperson of JUDGE

the DETROIT ELECTION COMMISSION;
CATHY M. GARRETT, in her official
capacity as the CLERK OF WAYNE
COUNTY; and the WAYNE COUNTY

BOARD OF CANVASSERS,
Defendants.
/
David A. Kallman (P34200)
Erin E. Mersino (P70886)
Jack C. Jordan (P46551)
Stephen P. Kallman (P75622)

GREAT LAKES JUSTICE CENTER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

5600 W. Mount Hope Hwy.
Lansing, MI 48917

(517) 322-3207/Fax: (517) 322-3208

AFFIDAVIT

The Affiant, Robert Cushman, being first duly sworn, hereby deposes and states as follows:

1. My name is Patrick J. Colbeck, I was a poll challenger for the November 3, 2020 election,

and I am a resident of Wayne County.

2. At approximately 5:30pm on November 3, 2020, I asked Daniel Baxter if Tabulation
Computers were connected to internet. Mr. Baxter said simply “No.”
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3. At approximately 5:45pm on November 3, 2020, I first asked Chris Thomas how the
tabulated results were to be transferred to the County and other parties. He said he didn’t know,
but he would find out. I repeated this inquiry throughout the evening until Mr. Thomas
responded that he would not be able to release that information until the end of the next

day. Early during the morning, I was able to look at a copy of the Detroit Election manual which
specified that the tabulated votes would be copied from the adjudicator computers to a series of
flash drives.

4. At approximately 7:30pm on November 3, 2020, about 50% of Poll Workers left the AV
Counting Board before 8pm in violation of MCL 168.792a(11). An announcement was made by
Detroit Election Officials at 7:45pm calling them back but most had already left the AV
Counting Board area.

- At approximately 11pm on November 3, 2020, I asked David Nathan if any of the
computers were connected to the internet. He said “No.” When I asked for confirmation, he said
“Trust me.” I stated that he may have been misled. When I pressed for a demonstration, he
repeated “Trust me.” All it takes to confirm the connectivity status of a Windows computer is to
roll the cursor over the LAN connection icon in the bottom right corner of the display. When
there is no internet connection, a unique icon showing a cross-hatched globe appears. 1
proceeded to review the terminal screens for the Tabulator and Adjudicator computers and I
observed the icon that indicates internet connection on each terminal. Other poll challengers can
attest to this observation as required (e.g. Kristina Karamos and Randy Bishop).

6. Sometime during the evening I proceeded to examine the physical cabling connections
between all of the computers in the facility. The results of this observation are captured in the
attached network topology diagram. The IT technician stationed on the stage actively
discouraged any close-up observation of the network. Phone usage ban discouraged taking
photographs of equipment. There were no observed ethernet connections for Electronic Poll
Books at AV Counting Boards, but Wi-Fi Routers were present with attached active Wi-Fi
networks in area including one called “AV_Connect” and a separate one for “CPSStaff” which
were both of sufficient signal strength to be accessed outside of the Counting Board as well as
inside. Idid not confirm presence of internet connection for Electronic Poll Books but the
“security incident” at 10am on 11/3 would seem to indicate that they were connected to internet
via Wi-Fi.

o Further affiant says not.

P%rick J\?zflbeck
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

CHERYL A. COSTANTINO and EDWARD P. AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT
McCALL, JR., CUSHMAN
Plaintiff,

=-VS-

CITY OF DETROIT; DETROIT ELECTION

COMMISSION; JANICE M. WINFREY, in FILE NO: 20- -AW
her official capacity as the CLERK OF THE
CITY OF DETROIT and the Chairperson of JUDGE

the DETROIT ELECTION COMMISSION;
CATHY M. GARRETT, in her official
capacity as the CLERK OF WAYNE
COUNTY; and the WAYNE COUNTY

BOARD OF CANVASSERS,
Defendants.
/
David A. Kallman (P34200)
Erin E. Mersino (P70886)
Jack C. Jordan (P46551)
Stephen P. Kallman (P75622)

GREAT LAKES JUSTICE CENTER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

5600 W. Mount Hope Hwy.
Lansing, MI 48917

(517) 322-3207/Fax: (517) 322-3208

AFFIDAVIT

The Affiant, Robert Cushman, being first duly sworn, hereby deposes and states as follows:

1. My name is Robert Cushman. I am an adult citizen and resident of the State of
Michigan.
2. I served and was trained to be a poll challenger for the November 2020 election in

Detroit, Michigan.
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3. During my observations of the normal processing of ballots on November 4"
between about 7:45 a.m. and 8:30 a.m. I was substantially obstructed from performing my
challenger duties of observing and making notes at Board Number 31. The persons involved either
directly or indirectly involved: 1. A worker named Joe, 2. A supervisor named Miss Browner, 3.
an unknown person with no credentials, 4. a Democratic Challenger with credentials and one of

the AVCB leaders named David Nathan.

4, On Wednesday, November 4, 2020, Detroit election officials told us that they were
going to process military ballots last. I did my best to try to observe the processing/duplication of

the military ballots.

5. On November 4, 2020, I was surprised to see numerous new boxes of ballots arrive
at the TCF Center in the evening. I first noticed these boxes in the distribution area after many of
the military ballots had been distributed and processed. I estimate these boxes contained several

thousand new ballots when they appeared.

6. The main list of persons who had registered to vote on or before November 1, 2020,
was listed on an electronic poll book, often referred to as the QVF. As I understand it, the
Supplemental Sheets were the lists of persons who had registered to vote on November 2, 2020 or

November 3, 2020.

7. I observed that none of the names on these new ballots were on the QVF or the

Supplemental Sheets.

8. I saw the computer operators at several counting boards manually adding the names

and addresses of these thousands of ballots to the QVF system.

0. When I asked what the possible justification was to counting ballots from unknown,
unverified “persons,” I was told by election supervisors that the Wayne County Clerk’s Office had

“checked them out.”

10. I challenged not one ballet, but the entire process as the names were not in the QVF

or Supplemental Sheets and because the DOB’s were all wrong, all being marked as 01-01-1900.

11.  An Election Supervisor near board number #86 advised me to go to the podium of
election officials and ask one of them to help me. I did, and I enlisted the help of one of the leaders,

a young man named Anthony Miller.
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12. Mr. Miller walked me back to board number #86 and asked what I wanted the
challenge to say. I said that I did not want to challenge just one ballot, but the entire process, as I

was witnessing several thousand ballots inputted illegally.

13, Mr. Miller advised the computer operator what to type in as a challenge so that it

was part of the Official Record in the Poll Book for Board Number #86.

14. I challenged the authority and the authenticity of all of these ballots that were being
processed late with absolutely no accompanying documentation, no corresponding name in the

QVF, and no corresponding name in the Supplemental List.

15. Every ballot was being fraudulently and manually entered into the Electronic Poll
Book (QVF), as having been born on January 1, 1900. This “last” batch of ballots was processed
in the 8:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. time frame.

16. When I asked about this impossibility of each ballot having the same birthday
occurring in 1900, I was told that was the instruction that came down from the Wayne County

Clerk’s office.

17. Mr. Miller was very clear about these late ballots and that the instructions were

coming from the Wayne County Clerk’s office.

18. I was surprised and disappointed at the preponderance of dishonesty, irregularities,

and fraudulent tactics at the November 3, 2020 election at the TCF Center.

19.  The above information is true to the best of my information, knowledge, and belief.
20.  Further affiant says not. W j @M
Robert Cushman

On this 7th day of November, 2020, before me personally appeared Robert Cushman, who
in my presence did execute the foregoing affidavit, and who, being duly sworn, deposes and states
that he has read the foregoing affidavit by him subscribed and knows the contents thereof, and that
the same is true of his own knowledge and belief, except as to those matters he states to be on

information and belief, and as to those matters he believes them to be true.

St?ﬁﬁen P. Kallman
Notary Public, Eaton County, Michigan
My Commission Expires: 11/26/2025
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AFFIDAVIT OF Kathleen Daavettila

I, Kathleen Daavettila , being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a

witness, am competent to testify to them as well.

[d

I am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

3. On September 23, 2020 my husband and I filled out and sent in applications to work
in the Detroit election for the November 3, 2020 presidential election. On the
application we specified that we are not flexible to work at any polling site and would

like to work at the TCF center absentee voter count board.

On October 1, 2020 both my husband and | received a voicemail from Will Griffin at
the City of Detroit Elections Department, calling to let us know that our training was
scheduled for October 6, 2020 at 1:30pm, and that the location of the training was the
northwest Wayne County Community College Campus located at 8200 West Outer
Drive, Southfield, MI and that I would be in room 101G.

On October 1, 2020 I arrived for the training at said location. Upon arrival [ was told
that the training was moved to a different building, which it was. When | got to the
training location, I was asked where I was told to go, and I told them room 101G, so |
was sent to the coordinating room at the new location, At the introduction of the
training the instructor informed us that we will be working as Electronic Poll
Inspectors. I raised my hand, and I asked, “What about absentee ballot counting at the
TCF center, that is what 1 signed up for.” The instructor then told me that they needed
1,100 people to work at the absentee counting board TCF center and they filled them
right away, so there is no need for them right now. But that I could call 313-876-0227
and tell them when I signed up and ask where 1 am on the list. After this I left the

training. As soon as | got out to my car, I called the number, and it rang and rang and

-1-
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rang with no answer. | called multiple more times that day, and the next day, each

time with no answer, and no going to voicemail.

On Wednesday November 4, 2020 my husband and | went down to the TCF absentee
counter board in response to the call for more Republican poll watchers/challengers,
After getting our credentials we went into the absentee counter board room. The room
was larger than a football field with people everywhere. While I was in line in to
check-in in the counting room, I started talking to someone in a group that was
wearing our yellow GOP wristband. They had a packet of instructions with the
heading relating to, “Tactics to Distract GOP Challengers”, which he let me borrow to
read, unfortunately I didn’t get time to read anything else on it. Another man in the
group started telling me, “our main job is to distract and disrupt the GOP challengers,”
then a woman in the group grabbed the packet of papers from my hands and said, “no,

no, no, she’s a republican, she doesn’t need that, bye, bye.”

When we checked in, we had to write our party affiliation, our name, and the time that
we checked in, looking at the sign in sheet, there were over 10 times the amount of
democrats than there were republicans (this was verified as we checked out later,
when the person working at the table had to flip through many pages to find my name

to check me out.)

The atmosphere in the room was very hostile towards me. Numerous times I had poll
workers and democrat challengers screaming at me, if I took a step closer to the table
to get a better view of the ballot, if another republican walked by the table or stopped
to ask me a question, if my mask started to slip and show the top part of my nostril,
multiple times I was told I was going to get kicked out if any of those things happened
again. At one point when [ was challenging a ballot where the ballot number in the
computer did not match the ballot number on the ballot and envelope, the poll worker
did not write that I challenged the ballot in the remarks, so I kindly asked if they

needed to write my name that | challenged the ballot, as they had previously. When |
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asked, about 4 or 5 democrats that happened to be right next to the table (remember |
was hollered at if even one other republican even walked close to the table while I was
standing next to it) started screaming at me that I am not allowed to talk to the workers
at the table. A couple of minutes later a male supervisor came to our table and started
hollering at me that [ am not allowed to talk to the workers or interfere with the
process, and that I am going to be kicked out if I do that again. I kindly apologized to
him and I did not say a single word nor even make eye contact with anyone at the

table for the remainder of the time that [ was there.

On the contrary, multiple other democrats stopped to visit with the democrat
challenger at the table, one even stood right next to her as they both watched the
screen together and talked about the ballot. Nothing was said by ANYONE to them
about having more than one democrat at the table. I did not say anything as I did not
feel safe to (I am a small (53" 130Ib) pregnant white woman), for fear of getting
screamed and hollered at if I opened my mouth. Also, about a half an hour after the
supervisor stopped to holler at me about saying something to the table worker, both
the “non-partisan” and democrat challengers huddled next to the worker at the
computer who was scanning the ballots, and talked to them for at least a minute.

Again, I did not say anything for fear of being screamed at.

I found it interesting that cvery ballot that I challenged where the computer ballot
number and the ballot and envelope number did not match up, the partisan challenger

nor the democrat challenger ever challenged the ballot.

Each ballot that I challenged, a remark was noted in the computer that the numbers did

not malch up, and then the ballot was processed anyway.

Also, the entire time that I was at the TCF center, I did not see a single signature

verified by any registration document,

Around 3pm more and more police officers started to show up. Around this time the doors
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to the room were closed and they would not let anyone else into the room, and the windows
into the room started getting covered with cardboard and paper. It was also around this time
that the GOP issued a lawsuit to stop counting ballots. It started to feel more unsafe in the

(R

room, people started chanting, “stop the count!” while others chanted, “keep the count!™.
They continued to count ballots, I let the supervisor know that every ballot counted past the
time of the lawsuit I am challenging. The supervisor said that after the process all of the
ballots, they will make a blanket remark stating that all ballots after that time are being

challenged.

I was not treated with respect by a single person that I had interaction with (whether |
wanted that interaction or not, with random democrat challengers hollering at me) except for
one male supervisor, that I spoke with when [ was challenging every ballot after the lawsuit

was filed.

Let it be known, that I did not respond to a single person who hollered or screamed at me
except for when | kindly apologized to the supervisor after I had spoken to the poll worker

who had not written that I challenged the ballot.

Between 3pm and 3:57pm I witnessed three white males being thrown out by the police (all
on separate occasions,) each time it happened, the entire room burst out into cheering and
clapping. The outbursts that I heard around me when this happened was, “must be a Trump

supporter!”

My husband and I checked out at 3:57pm, as I was in fear of safety for myself and my unborn
baby. We wanted to leave before the hostility escalated any further. After we checking out,

we had to leave through a back exit, directed by police.
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Dated: November 8, 2020

Notary Public - State of Mich
County of
My Commission
inthe

Subscribed and sworn to before me on: [} l %’I 205

Notary public, State County of;

My commission expires:

Al 7| 20 o4

ka een Doa

Kathleen Daavettila

906 281-1635

a lfg] 20
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AFFIDAVIT OF ADAM de ANGELI

The Affiant, Adam de Angeli, being first duly sworn, hereby deposes and states as follows:

1. I am an adult citizen of the United States and a resident of Michigan.

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

3. I served as a poll worker in the City of Detroit on November 3, 2020.

4, I have been a Republican Party precinct delegate since 2008. Since getting

involved in politics, I have worked on numerous campaigns, serving at various times in every
role from volunteer to senior consultant.

5. I have been a campaign manager, treasurer, press secretary, information
technology director, and state campaign manager for a presidential campaign.

6. I have been a poll challenger and an election day operations coordinator. I was
also a challenger in a recount.

7. I worked in the U.S. House of Representatives as a legislative assistant for more
than a year, and in the Michigan House of Representatives as a senior legislative assistant for
more than three years. In these capacities, I became very familiar with Michigan elections.

8. I registered to become a poll worker for the City of Detroit on September 1, 2020
using the City of Detroit website: https://detroitmi.gov/departments/elections/become-election-
day-pollworker._Neither the web page nor the application contained an email address or even
mailing address where the application was to be submitted, so I called the Department of
Elections and asked if there was a way to submit my application electronically. I was told I could

apply online at “voted4detroit.net”.

NV €1:%%:C 0202/9T7/11 DSIN Aq FATIDTI
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9. I advised the elections official that there was no application at the website;
nothing but a login screen. He responded: “That’s strange. The website was supposed to be open
today. Maybe they’re still working on it. You can try again tomorrow.” The web page appears to
remain unchanged as of November 8, 2020 and the page is archived at https://web.archive.org/
web/20181127073658/https://www.voteddetroit.net/.

10. I ended up driving to the Department of Elections at 2978 W. Grand Blvd in
Detroit and delivered my application in person. At the Department of Elections there was a man
behind a counter and two women speaking with him. The man asked if I was there to apply to be

a poll worker; I said yes and presented my application. He took it from me and thanked me.

NV €1:%%:C 0202/9T7/11 DSIN Aq FATIDTI

However, I later received no response from the Department of Elections, not even an
acknowledgment of receipt.

11.  After hearing no response in weeks, I eventually applied to be a poll worker in
Oakland County. The County Clerk Department of Elections’ website featured a link to the poll
worker application. The form included an email address to submit applications. I received
prompt acknowledgement of receipt and received a phone call to schedule training within 48
hours of applying.

12. Three weeks from the date I first applied to be a Detroit poll worker, on
September 22, I received an email from a friend indicating that an online registration form was
discovered at this address: https://www.voteddetroit.net/Pollaccess/PollWorkerReg.aspx. 1
applied the following day and immediately received an automated email attached, including a
login link, username, and password.

13. I opened the link and logged in successfully. The home page displayed top-level

LIS

tabs: “Home”, “Training”, “Work Assignment”, “Messages”, and “Questions/Comments”. The

Appendix - 00118
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“Home” page contained links for “Edit My Personal Information”, “View Work History”,

ER)

“Update Username/Password”, and “Review Training Materials.” The “Review Training
Materials” link took me to a page with no training materials. The “View Work History” page
was blank. The “Training” and “Work Assignment” pages were blank. The “Messages” tab
contained only one message, identical to the automated email I had received, and the “Questions/
Comments” tab led to a web form for submitting questions and comments. Essentially, there
was no information on the web page.

14. On October 13, 2020 at 11:38am, a man, who introduced himself as from the
Department of Elections, called from the phone number 313-876-0261, identified on my phone’s
caller ID as “Skalski Anntt”.

15.  The individual from the Department of Elections asked if I have taken my poll
worker training. I replied that I had not heard from anyone with the City of Detroit since signing
up three weeks ago and was not aware of any training.

16. The individual from the Department of Elections said trainings were available the
next day at 10am, 1pm, Spm.

TRAININGS OCTOBER 14th and 15th, 2020

17. I arrived for training the next day, October 14, 2020, at Wayne County
Community College at 8200 Outer Drive West in Detroit at 1:00pm. I was asked what I was
there for, and I responded I was there for poll worker training. The training took place on the
third floor; the room number was an even number approximately 324. No one asked for ID or

credentials.

NV €1:%%:C 0202/9T7/11 DSIN Aq FATIDTI
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18.  Training began at 1:42pm. I recorded the training for the main purpose of
listening to it again before Election Day to remind myself of any important information. I was
acting in an official capacity as a poll worker and the training appeared to be a public meeting.

19. The trainer noted that we were to request six feet of space from any poll
challengers. The trainer recognized this distance would make it impossible for poll challengers
to perform their duties and could create a confrontational environment conducive to a law
enforcement intervention.

20. When I arrived home, I logged into the poll worker website. I noticed I had a new
message, dated October 13, 2020 01:13pm (95 minutes after the call I had taken the prior
morning). The message was sent from Yvonne Brookins with the subject line “STRIKE
TEAM.” The message contained credentials authorizing me to work as a “SUBSTITUE
POLLWORKER.” Under the “Work Assignment” tab, it now stated that my assigned job title
was “-EPI”. (Electronic Pollbook Inspector).

21. This meant I had been sent to the wrong training: I had attended the standard poll
worker training for ballot inspector and ballot box inspector. The Electronic Pollbook Inspector
was a different role: The EPI uses the laptop pollbook to process ballot applications and record
the issuing of ballots.

22. At approximately 5:00pm, I used the “Questions/Comments” tab to indicate that I
had taken the wrong training and asked about receiving the correct training. Shortly after
sending the message, it occurred to me that I might not receive a timely reply. I checked the
“Training” tab for a list of upcoming trainings. It displayed approximately ten events coming up
in the week ahead, but all of them were listed as “precinct chairperson training.” There were no

upcoming EPI trainings listed. I remembered from the initial phone call with the individual from
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the Department of Elections that trainings were going to be offered at the same times the
following day.

23. Therefore, on October 15, 2020 at 1:00pm, I returned to the same location to take
EPI training. The check-in attendant asked if she had seen me the day before. I told her I had
taken the wrong training and needed to take EPI training. For the same reasons as before, and
because I was taken aback by the comments the prior day, I recorded this training.

24, On October 15, 2020, the two trainers identified themselves as “Andrea and Miss
Tyra.” Andrea was wearing a City of Detroit employee uniform shirt with an embroidered

nametag identifying her as “A. Johnson.”

NV €1:%%:C 0202/9T7/11 DSIN Aq FATIDTI

25. The training began with a lecture regarding from Andrea. Miss Tyra took over
and lectured for the remainder of the training and discussed the use of the electronic pollbook
computers.

26. Most of the training consisted of basic instructions for performing the jobs we
were assigned. There were, however, moments I found remarkable.

27. I was instructed to tell poll challengers to stay away from me. An hour and thirty-
six minutes into the training, I heard the following exchange:

Miss Tyra: They have to wear a mask and they have to stay six feet. That's

important because they can come behind your table, but if you don't have

six feet, they can't come back there. [...] Any questions?

Trainee: So, if they're six feet back, they can't actually see.

Miss Tyra: Exactly! Unless they got reeeally good vision or they brought their
binoculars

[Laughter]
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Miss Tyra: Six feet. That's the rule, right? And you are entitled to your six feet!

28. Miss Tyra then encouraged poll workers to “call 9-1-17, “call the police on ‘em,”
and “have ‘em thrown up out of there.”

29. In both trainings, poll challengers were trained that poll workers could strictly
enforce social distancing rules that would prevent challengers from coming within six feet of
them,

30. On the October 15, 2020 EPI training, Miss Tyra indicated that she was happily
aware this would impede poll challengers’ ability to perform their duties.

31. Based on my observations with just signing up and being trained, I believe that
there was no way for a member of the general public to be reasonably expected to figure out how
to even apply to become a poll worker in the City of Detroit.

32. A Department of Elections official was unable to direct me to the online
application. After providing me a faulty web address, I was either incorrectly or falsely advised
that I could simply wait until the address would work.

33. 1 was only able to successfully apply to become a poll worker because I had been
given the link to the online application—an unlisted page on an unlisted website—by someone
“in the know.”

34, I still do not know why I received an email with the subject line “STRIKE
TEAM.”

35. As noted above, I attend two distinct training sessions: first for poll inspector;
then for electronic pollbook inspector (EPI). I audio-recorded the trainings of the October 14th

and October 15th, 2020; a true and correct copy of the recordings are attached.
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36. We were furnished printed packets of training materials. The October 14 training
packet is attached.

37. I am familiar that on October 16, 2020, the Secretary of State issued an updated
guidance document that stated:

“Challengers / Poll Watchers: While challengers’ [sic] and poll watchers’ [sic] have
their rights and responsibilities established under law, election workers can strictly
enforce requirements that they observe proper social distancing.” (“Polling Place
Safety and Accessibility”, Michigan Department of State, Bureau of Elections,
updated 10/16/2020) I do not know whether this guidance appeared in earlier versions
of the document.

38.  In both trainings, it was emphasized that, unlike prior elections, the City of
Detroit overstaffed and received more applications than needed. However, it was emphasized
that “many” of the Electronic Pollbook Inspectors were minors that would be unable to
discharge their duties to accompany the precinct chairperson to the Receiving Board.

39. In the October 14 training, this was noted in discussion of pay. Trainees were
informed that they could make an extra $50 if they joined the precinct chairperson in delivering
the critical election materials—including the poll book, the laptop, the results tapes, tabulator
SD cards, and of course, the transfer case containing the ballots-- “but I stress,” the trainer said,
“you can only do this if your EPI is a teenager. Many of our EPIs will be teenagers, who can’t
work until 2, 3 o’clock in the morning.” She then emphasized, however, that it was a lot of
work for little pay: the benefit of being a lowly ballot inspector is that you could go home as
soon as the polling place was closed. Those going to the Receiving Board could expect to be

there “all night”: 2:00am, 3:00am, or later.
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40. In the October 15 training, this was noted to inform the teenaged boys
constituting the majority of trainees that they needed to notify their precinct chairperson early
in the day if they were unable to deliver the materials to the Receiving Board (“because it’s
late, right?” not said: due to work restrictions on minors). They could be there as late as
1:00am, she warned them.

41. It seemed notable to me that, while on one hand it was so difficult to impossible
for members of the public to even find out how to apply, a large number of teenagers were
recruited to work the polls and assigned with particularity to be electronic pollbook inspectors.

42, On the applications to work for the City of Detroit, applicants were required to
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list party affiliation. “Independent” or “non-partisan” was not an option. Upon knowledge and
belief, clerks are required by law to hire an equal number of Democrat and Republican poll
workers. However, Michigan does not have partisan voter registration, so this process is subject
only to the affirmation of applicants, and minor employees being ineligible to vote would have
no record to check against anyhow.

43. In the October 14 training, it was emphasized that, although there would be
phone numbers to call for troubleshooting on Election Day, we would be unlikely to get
through to anyone. “Honestly speaking,” the trainer said, “it’s going to be hard to get ahold of
someone, because there’s going to be 10 people calling us at the same time.”

44, In the October 15 training, we were trained to deceive voters that were listed in
the poll book as having already voted absentee but who insisted they had not. We were advised
to issue them a provisional ballot “to quiet them down” that would not be tabulated but would
instead by destroyed by the Department of Elections.

45. The trainer said the following:
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Miss Tyra: There’s no reason for him to vote again. At all. Ever-- that day.
He’s done. But what if he gets what? Loud! Rude! (impersonating voter) “That’s

12

not me! I didn’t vote! I want to vote!” And just acts the purest, right? What can
you do, besides call your chairperson? That’s what you should do. Call your

chairperson. Your chairperson can issue him what type of ballot?
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Trainees: “Provisional!”

Miss Tyra: A provisional envelope! Why?

Trainees: “Because he wants to vote.”

Miss Tyra: But why a provisional envelope? Where’s it going? Not in the

tabulator! It’s going in that envelope, right? We have how many days? Six! So,

what is the Department of Elections going to do with it?

Trainees: Throw it out.
Miss Tyra: Destroy it! He’s already voted. The people are going to try to test
the system. And some of them are going to act the . . . and 9-1-1 is always an

option, right? It’s always your first option. But if they just insist, “that’s not me, I
didn’t do that, I don’t know who did that, that’s not me” that is an option. The last
resort is to call your chairperson, and have them do the envelope, vote it because that
quiets him down, that gets him out, and it doesn’t what? It doesn’t count. He doesn’t

know that, does he? Does he?

Trainees: No.
Miss Tyra: No. He doesn’t know that.
46. This training struck me because 1 was not apparent to what the “six” days

referred. This was a clear and specific directive to mislead a voter in the event that the voter was
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listed as having already voted absentee. While a voter that already voted absentee certainly
should not be allowed to vote a second time, it struck me that there was a distinct possibility that
an absentee ballot could be have stolen or the system was otherwise incorrect, and the proper
procedure would be for all provisional ballots to be carefully reviewed, not simply destroyed. I
would think all ballots, including rejected ballots, should not be destroyed in any event.

47. In the October 15 training, we were advised of the process for issuing ballots to
voters that were not listed in the poll book because they had only registered to vote in the past
three days pursuant to the new policy that eligible people could register to vote up to and on
Election Day. According to the training, the voter would “hopefully” have a receipt from the
clerk’s office indicating that he or she was a newly registered voter. As shown in the training
manual on Page 17, the receipt would either direct the poll workers to issue a regular ballot, or a
challenged ballot. No explanation was given as to why a voter would be given one or the other.
The sample receipts shown in the manual did not appear to include security devices of any kind.

48. It struck me that anybody could submit a forged document and be issued a regular
ballot, which once inside the tabulator would be anonymous and irrevocably counted. After the
training I asked other election officials if this was their policy as well. A township clerk, of
Oakland Township, told me that her staff were directed to call the clerk to verify these receipts.
The York Township clerk said she was embossing receipts with the township seal.

49. The Detroit officials gave no indication that any such safeguards would be in
place, and indeed, as noted above, we were actually advised that it would be difficult if not

impossible to get ahold of a higher-level election official for any reason.

10
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50.  Also, in the City of Detroit trainings, the description of the ballot challenge
process was bizarre both for what was said and what was unsaid. We were told that challenged
ballots were not to be separated into a challenged ballots envelope.

51. Instead, we were to write the ballot number on the stub onto the ballot itself,
cover up the ballot number with white Post-It tape, and feed the ballot into the tabulator. Upon
knowledge and belief, this was a statewide policy. Knowing that tabulated ballots are kept in a
locked transfer case that is only ever opened in the event of a recount, I concluded that all
challenged ballots are presumptively counted and could only be un-counted later in the event of a
recount.

52. What was unsaid in either training was when this should be done, other than in
the event described above where a voter presents a late registration directing us to process it as a
challenged ballot. In fact, we were advised in both trainings that poll challengers can challenge a
process or challenge a voter’s eligibility; however, it was indicated that unless we discovered an
error on our part, we were to disregard to the challenge and process the voter as normal.

53. I posted the complete audio recordings of both trainings and the training material
packets on the Web at: http://theadamd.com/affidavit/

54. The statements made at the training events compelled me to share this information
with others. I provided the recording to individuals who became plaintiffs in a lawsuit against the
Secretary of State and Director of Elections over the poll challenger social distancing
requirement. The case was 20-000211-MZ in the Court of Claims, filed on October 23.

55. An emergency motion for temporary restraining order was heard on Wednesday,
October 28. The hearing was published on the Court of Claims’ YouTube channel, on the web at

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wrosDhuGpYE. In the hearing, the parties announced that

11
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they had reached a settlement to change the policy to allow for poll challengers to come within
six feet of poll workers as needed to perform their duties. The settlement further stipulated that
the State would “provide this amended directive to local election officials in a manner most
likely to ensure timely receipt”. The proposed final order is attached.

56. I never told or trained that poll challengers could come within six feet to complete
their work.

57. On November 2, 2020, the day before the election, I logged into the poll worker
website to find that I was now assigned to be a ballot box inspector at Precinct 366 located at
Henderson Upper School at 16101 Chicago Street in Detroit. I wrote down the location but

neglected to record the precinct number, erroneously thinking the street address was sufficient.

ELECTION DAY NOVEMBER 3, 2020

58. When I arrived at the school at 5:45am, I discovered there were polling stations
set up for 5 precincts in the room. I located the polling site assessor, Caroline, who was in
charge of the entire location. She was too busy to speak to me. There was no sign-in sheet, no
list of who was assigned where, and nobody checked my credentials. After standing around
uselessly for about 5 minutes, I saw a sign for precinct 374, which sounded right to me, and
offered to help them set up. This precinct had two individuals, Eric and Keith, both serving as
precinct chairperson for the day. I was the only one in the group assigned to be ballot box
inspector, so I performed the job at that location for the entire day. At any rate, no other precinct

appeared to be short-staffed.

We were given nametag stickers to wear throughout the day. Some were blue and some were

red. While these were possibly intended to distinguish between Democrat and Republican poll

12
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workers here were no instructions to use them as such, nobody appeared to be aware of the rule
and it appeared that coworkers chose them randomly. The password for the tabulator was the
date: “11032020.” The passwords we used in our trainings had been the dates of prior
elections, e.g. “08042020.” I noted that the usage of the most obvious possible password,
which was printed on the laminated instruction sheet attached to the tabulator anyway,

essentially rendered this security device meaningless.

59. As we began processing voters, it became immediately obvious that there no

concern for voters’ privacy, neither from the staff nor the voters themselves. The secrecy
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sleeves for the ballots were several inches too short for the paper, so I invariably saw the top
few lines of every ballot as I tore off the stubs. About halfway through the day, we discussed
this, and Eric or Keith decided we should re-fold the sleeve to make it cover the front side at
the expense of coverage of the back, but ballots were often presented to me upside-down,

backwards, or outside the sleeve altogether.

60.  On at least three instances, voters would enter another’s voting booth to “help”
the voter. In two cases it was a wife helping a husband; in another it was a mother helping her

daughter.

61. In the second instance, the husband’s ballot was rejected by the tabulator, which
refused to accept any ballots with stray marks or incomplete ovals, resulting in the need to spoil
the ballot and issue a new one. After having spoiled the ballot, the wife, who had just
completed her own ballot, took the husband’s new ballot and simply completed the entire ballot

for him.

62. I asked our precinct chairpersons if it was proper for voters to be in others’

voting booths and, in that case, voting for him. I was advised that family members are
13
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permitted to help them vote. “Isn’t that a problem for voter privacy?” I asked. “What if
someone is being pressured by a family member to vote a certain way? Isn’t the whole point of
the privacy of a voting booth that a voter cannot feel pressured to vote a certain way?” They
acknowledged I had a point but were pretty sure about the policy and continued to allow family

members to “help” voters at their voting booths.

63. Almost every voter entering the polling site carried and displayed leaflets, some
for individual candidates and others that were “cheat sheet” instructions. We soon discovered

they were very frequently left inside the voting booths for the next voter to find and began
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checking after each voter to retrieve and throw out the campaign materials.

64. Upon taking my first break, I discovered that there were piles of campaign
literature at the windowsill in the hallway, in the bathroom, and on the table next to the
sanitation station. Outside the entrance, campaign workers were distributing the literature to

voters as they entered.

65. Unlike other locations I’ve worked in prior elections, there was no “100 foot”
marking cone to indicate the limit from the entrance where electioneering was allowed.
Furthermore, Michigan’s election law requires campaign workers to be 100 feet from all
building entrances, not just the main entrance, and the campaigners were less than 20 feet from

another building entrance and 10 feet directly in front of an exit.

66. I asked my precinct chairpersons about the voters displaying literature. “Isn’t
that inappropriate?” I asked. “Isn’t that no different from a voter displaying a candidate’s name

and logo on his shirt?” I was advised that it was not inappropriate.

67. Poll challengers arrived at our precinct at approximately 9:00am. We had

received no revised guidance with respect to the 6-foot rule having been amended by the
14
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Secretary of State, and nobody seemed aware of it. The poll challengers themselves spent most

of the day at the far end of the check-in table, which was less than 6 feet from the wall.

68. At approximately 3:00pm, our polling site was visited by Marian Sheridan of the
Michigan Republican Party who saw the campaign literature in the polling area and stated,
“They are not allowed to do that,” she said. Marian requested that the precinct chairperson note
in the poll book that most voters were displaying campaign materials inside the polling site,

which I believe he did.

69. We had at least one instance where I noticed a voter was issued a ballot who was
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not listed in the poll book. When I heard about this, I asked the Electronic Pollbook Inspector
what had happened. She indicated that she was able to verify the voter’s eligibility by visiting
the Secretary of State website (mi.gov/vote) on her phone and entered the voter’s information.
She represented that the voter was listed on the website as being registered in the precinct. She
said he was added to the poll book as a registered voter not in poll book and was given a

regular ballot.

70. After the polls closed at 8:00pm, we began shutting down the precinct and began
the process to close the ballot box. This involved connecting a modem to the machine to
transmit the results to the city and the county. The machine appeared to connect and transit the
results successfully to the Wayne County clerk’s office; however, it repeatedly failed to
transmit the results to the City of Detroit. We eventually gave up, reasoning that the tabulator

tapes would be delivered to the Receiving Board anyway.

71. Because I was working at the ballot box, I could not see how many voters
throughout the day had been listed as having already been issued absentee ballots. As we closed

the poll, I saw what appeared to be about 12 orange slips of paper that were affidavits that the
15
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voters did not have absentee ballots to surrender to the polling place. 199 people voted, and at
least 5% of those people had also received an absentee ballot. However, we received zero

returned absentee ballots.

72. Having worked in several elections in many counties in Michigan, it is my
opinion that certified fraud examiners are needed to audit this election, including but not

limited to the following anomalies:

a. Poll workers were trained to strictly enforce social distancing rules upon

challengers, contrary to a legal settlement, knowing challengers will not
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be able to view the processing and duplication of ballots.

b. Poll workers were advised to deceive voters who may have been subject
to errors or stolen ballots by issuing fake ballots that would be destroyed

by the Department of Elections.

c. The poll worker hiring process made it extremely difficult for the general
public to apply, and the high propensity of teenagers employed as
electronic pollbook inspectors and only electronic pollbook inspectors
strongly suggests that poll workers were recruited in an unknown but

clearly specific and possibly targeted manner.

d. Ballot privacy was completely disregarded throughout the precinct on

Election Day.

e. Prohibitions on electioneering within 100 feet of and inside polling

places were completely ignored.

f. Absentee ballots previously issued were not reclaimed.

16
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Adlim de Angell

On this \ Iwﬂu day of November, 2020, belore me personally appeared
Adam de Angeli, who in my presence did execute the loregoing
allidavit, aadd who, being duly sworn, deposes iand states that he has read
the forepoing altidavie by him subseribed and knows the contents
thereol, and that the same iy true ol his own knowledge and belief,
exvept as (o those matters he states (0 be on information and belief, and
as o those matters he believes them (o be (rue.

Name of Notary Public: S qne g0
o Oakland  County, Michigan
My Commission Expires: n-3p=3a

SHANE TREJO
Notary Pubile, $tare of Mighigan
County 01 Qakland v
My Commistitn Expiing 11:20-2022 fh.
Aoling 10 the Geunty of JAKEANP

Appendix - 00133

NV €1:%%:C 0202/9T7/11 DSIN Aq FATIDTI

I APP. 967



Eugene Dixon






George Henderson



Braden Gaicobazzi



Case 1:20-cv-01083 ECF No. 1-2, PagelD.56 Filed 11/11/20 Page 23 of 234

AFFIDAVIT OF BRADEN GAICOBAZZI
Braden Gaicobazzi being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a
witness, am competent to testify to them as well.

1.I'am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

2.1 had the following experiences at TCF (COBO) Hall on 11/4/2020

3.1 expericnced: Intimidation countless times, persistent lics from some tablc
supervisors and managers regarding rules that prohibited me from doing my
job, and threats of assault. I was escorted from the room by police after about 9
or 10 hours of peacefully doing my job for simply standing my ground at a
table with people who were denying me access to see ballots and threatening
me. I did not resist police in any way and left peacefully.

4.1 saw an online note from someone within my GOP network of friends that
35,000 ballots had been received in the middle of the night and that they
needed poll watchers on November 4th. I arrived in the late morning to be
trained.

5.The first thing I noticed was that at least one person outside the ballot room
entrance had a BLM mask on. She appeared to be doing temperature checks.
Once inside, it was apparent that many and probably most tables in the room
were hostile towards people with GOP lanyards.

6.1 initially worked with an honest table, but after a few hours, I moved to
another table because we were low on GOP Challengers. This is because they
kept kicking out GOP challengers, using the police in the room to physically
remove them. In fact, early in the afternoon or later morning, someone came
into the room, made an announcement, and several people appeared to be
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removed from the room as the doors were locked and the windows were
boarded up with cardboard. I was informed that no GOP people were allowed
in and that, il we left, we could not get back in. I asked several of the
'independent' lawyers and law students who were acting as challengers and
nonc of them seemed to believe this to be an issue.

7.1 talked with several of these 'independent' lawyers/law students at length in
casual, friendly conversation and, based upon their answers to basic questions
about the news, it was evident that EVERY single one of the lawyers/law
students that I talked to was ideologically far-left, supporting things like
CHAZ/CHOP in Seattle and condoning the crime skyrocketing around the
country or wanting to work in Brooklyn because they support 'progressive'
changes (o law to 'not prosecute rioters,' etc. Yet, they all claimed to be
independent. Anyway, every time a GOP staffer was removed [rom the room,
most of the entire room would erupt in cheers and laughter and oftentimes
derogatory insults as GOP Challengers were walked out by police.

8.Throughout the day, I was on numerous occasions told that I was not allowed
within 6 [eet of the tables. I told them I had to step in for a moment for each
ballot to ensure that numbers or names matched and assured them that it would
be brief and that the lawyers said this was by lawful, but table supervisors and
their broader supervisors would often step in the way and prevent me from
seeing ballots while claiming I was trying to kill or endanger their ballot
counters with Covid. This was obviously incorrect and even when lawyers
would tell the whole table this, they would often argue with the lawyer. After
the lawyer would leave, sometimes the behavior would continue.

9.For much of the day I was with one good table. However, as the night drew
long I was bouncing between several tables, mostly near the back of the room,
because there were not enough GOP challengers remaining in the room and
many tables had no challengers watching them at all. At around 8pm at one of
the tables in the second-to-last row near the right corner, a specifically
cgregious moment occurred.
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10.The table was counting a stack of about 35 ballots that all appeared to have
pink challenge stickers on them. None of these ballots appeared to be in the
digital database of voters, so the people at the table were simply entering
names and addresses into the computer with birthdates of 1/1/1900.
personally was able to observe the 1/1/1900 birthdates on the computer. There
were also addresses and names which I could not verify because I wasn’t
allowed close enough to the table for long enough to compare anything. I told
the table I was challenging every one of these ballots. They laughed and said I
can't just do that. I then noticed that at least one of the ballots and envelopes
was mismatched based on the numbers. I waited to see if the table checker (at |
believe station 2) would catch this and he did not, so I spoke up requested that
the ballot be reviewed/challenged. I could not see any political affiliation
information on the ballot, including voting; just the numbers on the envelope
and ballot.

11.At some point, another GOP volunteer went to grab a lawyer for me because
a debate ensued over this. There weren't nearly enough lawyers in the room to
act on our behalf. When I would try to verify the names on the envelope or
check the ballot number against the envelope number to ensure everything was
okay, I was given the Covid runaround and separated from the table. (I cannot
tell you by whom because, throughout the day, I recall very few people at these
tables were ever willing to give me their name and party affiliation or even
their job title. Everyone else stonewalled and said I wasn't allowed to talk with
anyone at the table and that no one at those tables was required to tell me
anything, often including the table supervisors and their managers.

12.The table supervisor came over and began giving me the same speech and,
while I was politely telling him I was just doing my job, another GOP staffer
went to find a lawyer for me, In this time, the table swarmed with, I assume,
Democrat operatives getting very close to me and then yclling at me to back off
6 feet from him for Covid and complaining about the way I was wearing my
mask moving because [ was being forced to talk to him so much. The
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supervisors and table had no problem with these people being close to the table
and seemed to be familiar with one another, as though they were all on the
same team. The antagonistic staffers invented any kind of reason to prevent me
from doing my job and get me agitated. Finally, a lawyer showed up who told
them I was allowed to do my job; like other tables, they simply argued with
him as well. Having missed several ballots due to the arguing, I stepped in for a
moment to verify the next ballot number matched its envelope.

13.The table supervisor, his supervisor and several other operatives (none of
them would give their names or credentials) swarmed in and began
intimidating me. I was separated from the tablc at one point by the table
supervisor's supervisor and told to stand back. He stepped closer and closer to
me as I backed further away to the other side of the table. I asked him what his
name and job title was and he, along with the rest of the intimidators, refused
to give me any information. He made some kind of innuendo about ‘playing
with” him that made me uncomfortable and he then told me something to the
effect that he would either 'kick my ass or kick me out'.

14.In disbelief, I asked him if he was truly threatening me because I was just
doing my job. He repeated his mantras multiple times and called the cops over
and had me forcibly removed. The police questioned nothing and I didn't fight
them at all and left peacefully. However, I had to grab my coat and gave my
unfinished notes to another GOP volunteer, Andrew, so I do not have them as |
write this affidavit and don’t recall if I was able to write down the table number
of this final event of my evening. Once escorted out of the building, I held the
door for a brief moment to ask the police how to get to my car because I had no
idea where I was in relationship to the parking deck, and they said they had no
idea.
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15.As a final note, I did find it odd that, throughout the day/night, I saw a few
dozen military ballots be counted. Although I cannot provide specific numbers
or names, I can estimate that at least 80% of the military ballots I saw were
straight ticket democrat or simply had Joe Biden’s name filled in on them. I had
always been told that military personnel tended to be more conservative, so this
stuck out to me as the day went on.

Dated: November 8, 2020

Subscribed and sworn to before me on:

/s] OB ”o\/ém be~ 2220

Notary public, State of Michigan, County of:l()a\gne-

My commission expires: Dle — H{—222.2,
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AFFIDAVIT OF JANICE HERMANN

The Affiant, Janice Hermann, being first duly sworn, hereby deposes and states as follows:

1

My name is Janice Hermann. | am an adult citizen and resident of the State of Michigan.

I served and was trained to be a Republican challenger for the November 2020 election in
Detroit, Michigan at TCF Hall.

On November 4, 2020 upon arriving at TCF Hall, I noticed that the hall was very large with
hundreds of tables, but there were only a small number of Republicans challenger assigned
to tables.

Specifically, Republicans were not assigned to tables where election workers were
duplicating ballots. This process entails taking the original ballot and copying the votes by
hand on a new ballot so the ballot can be run through the tabulator.

The election supervisors and workers would not let Republican Challengers watch this
process or get close enough to see the process.

This was highly disturbing because the vote can simply be changed by hand and then run
through the tabulator. My understanding is that state law requires members of both parties
to witness the duplication process to ensure its integrity.

This did not occur.

f331
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“Wa"“f?rkexs uld present their backs between me and the process going on, creating a

I -

ths::a]al ballot removed from the spoiled ballot box. As the election worker was duplicating

el ot, | asked to see 1t to make sure it was being duplicated properly. I was shown the
e O R away, too far for me to read it. Then, the ballot was quickly

5 I;losed of. As a challenger, it was literally my job that day to watch election processes

>UCh as this, but 1 was repeatedly disallowed from doing so and saw alarming acts of

Intimidation,

At one point, | saw a woman wield a letter opener as a weapon to make sure the observer

Was not close enough to see what she was doing as she duplicated ballots. This was also

.

Witnessed by my friend who was accompanying me, along with other observers.

At nlc; atlilme did I ever see an election worker or supervisor authenticate signatures to process
any ballots.

I saw election workers attributing names and birthdates to ballots that did not appear in the
computer system.

I saw the election workers repeatedly set aside ballots that did not appear on the voter list,
and I was given no indication of where they were taken and why.

I also saw election workers attribute ballots to very early birth years. Once I caught on that
this was occurring habitually, I noted one voter who was supposed to have been born on May
29, 1921, began voting on January 31, 1900, and registered to vote in Michigan in 2010.

I also noticed a very large number of voter registrations had taken place in September and
October, 2020.
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

CHERYL A. COSTANTINO and EDWARD P. AFFIDAVIT OF JESSY JACOB
McCALL, JR.,

Plaintiff, FILE NO: 20- -AW
-Vs- JUDGE

CITY OF DETROIT; DETROIT ELECTION
COMMISSION; JANICE M. WINFREY, in
her official capacity as the CLERK OF THE
CITY OF DETROIT and the Chairperson of
the DETROIT ELECTION COMMISSION;
CATHY M. GARRETT, in her official
capacity as the CLERK OF WAYNE
COUNTY; and the WAYNE COUNTY

BOARD OF CANVASSERS,
Defendants.
/
David A. Kallman (P34200)
Erin E. Mersino (P70886)
Jack C. Jordan (P46551)
Stephen P. Kallman (P75622)

GREAT LAKES JUSTICE CENTER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

5600 W. Mount Hope Hwy.
Lansing, MI 48917

(517) 322-3207/Fax: (517) 322-3208

AFFIDAVIT
The Affiant, Jessy Jacob, being first duly sworn, hereby deposes and states as follows:

I. My name is Jessy Jacob. I am an adult citizen and resident of the State of Michigan.
2. Thave been an employee for the City of Detroit for decades.
3. I'was assigned to work in the Elections Department for the 2020 election.

4.  Ireceived training from the City of Detroit and the State of Michigan regarding the election

Process.
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I worked at the election headquarters for most of September and I started working at a

satellite location for most of October, 2020.

I processed absentee ballot packages to be sent to voters while I worked at the election
headquarters in September 2020 along with 70-80 other poll workers. I was instructed by my
supervisor to adjust the mailing date of these absentee ballot packages to be dated earlier
than they were actually sent. The supervisor was making announcements for all workers to

engage in this practice.

At the satellite location, I processed voter registrations and issued absentee ballots for people

to vote in person at the location.

I directly observed, on a daily basis, City of Detroit election workers and employees coaching
and trying to coach voters to vote for Joe Biden and the Democrat party. I witnessed these
workers and employees encouraging voters to do a straight Democrat ballot. I witnessed
these election workers and employees going over to the voting booths with voters in order to

watch them vote and coach them for whom to vote.

During the last two weeks while working at this satellite location, I was specifically
instructed by my supervisor not to ask for a driver’s license or any photo I.D. when a person

was trying to vote.

I observed a large number of people who came to the satellite location to vote in-person, but
they had already applied for an absentee ballot. These people were allowed to vote in-person
and were not required to return the mailed absentee ballot or sign an affidavit that the voter

lost the mailed absentee ballot.

Whenever 1 processed an absentee voter application or in-person registration, I was
instructed to input the person’s name, address, and date of birth into the Qualified Voter File

(QVF) system.

The QVF system can be accessed and edited by any election processor with proper

credentials in the State of Michigan at any time and from any location with internet access.

I worked at the satellite location until the polls closed on November 3, 2020 at 8:00 p.m. and
properly completed the entry of all absentee ballots into the QVF by 8:30 p.m.
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Brett Kinney






Cristy Klamer



Stephanie Krause



David Langer



Zachary Larsen



John McGrath



Mordechae Mendelbaum



Whitney Meyers



Matthew Mikolajczak



Phillip O'Hallaren



Dyanna Papsdorf



Bonnie Pettibone



David Piontak



Terry Poplawski



Kline Preston



Christopher Schornak



Alexandra Seely



Ulrike Sherer






Andrew Sitto



Emily Steffans









