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A GRASSROOTS INVESTIGATION 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

**Disclaimer: Many volunteers recorded, counted and analyzed what they observed in precinct election 
results across Chester County, and other counties across Pennsylvania.  Though inspected several times, 
the opportunity exists for human error to be found in what was recorded in any of the charts shown, numbers 
counted, statements made, etc. in this report.  Due to this, it is asked that all authority be placed upon the 
official precinct and cumulative election results released by the Pennsylvania counties.  They are linked to 
this report.  They are official and speak for themselves.  This report seeks to shine a light onto what 
volunteers have observed across Chester County and other Pennsylvania counties in over a decade of 
election results.   

 
**It is believed that all candidates featured have done nothing wrong.  They are considered innocent as they 
do not program nor operate voting machines.  The question that prevails is who was programming the voting 
machines for each of the elections shown, and do they know if any unauthorized software was in use? 
 
 



2015 PA SUPREME COURT REPORT PRELUDE 

Note: The lowest/highest pattern had not yet been discovered when this report was 
originally written.  A glimpse of the pattern was later found in the initial Atglen 
precinct, but was not researched any further throughout this report.   

Let’s imagine there is going to be an election – one where voters will vote for three Justices 
of their state Supreme Court, Judge of the Superior Court, Judge of the Commonwealth 
Court, and Judge of the Court of Common Pleas.  Additional races and candidates are left 
out simply due to lack of space for this illustration.   

Around 100 Republican voters and 80 Democrat voters show up to vote.   After the voters 
go to their precincts to vote, eventually the results are posted into a precinct report.  (On 
election night it is posted as unofficial, after certification it is posted as official). 

Official Results 
General Election, Nov. 4, Any Year 

Somewhere County, USA 
 
 

Justice of the Supreme Court      Votes 
       Bob (REP)    96 
       Mary (REP)  100 
       Jill (REP)    98 
       Jason (DEM)      80 
       Beth (DEM)       78 
       Josh (DEM)    77    
 
Judge of the Superior Court 
       Frank (REP)     94 
       Joe (REP)    98 
       Tracy (DEM)     78 
       Derek (DEM)      80 
 
Judge of the Commonwealth Court  
       Susan (REP)  100 
       Mark (DEM)    79     
 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas 
       Tom (REP)    96  
       Janet (DEM)    78   
 
 
As you can see, the Republicans won all races, and their vote totals were pretty close in 
each race.  Now imagine a bad actor wanted to lower the amount of votes each 
Republican Supreme Court candidate received. 
 



 
The bad actor installs secret unauthorized software onto the voting machines that 
automatically takes 20 votes off the first Republican Supreme Court Candidate Bob, 25 
votes off the second Republican Supreme Court Candidate Mary, and 30 votes off the 
third Republican Supreme Court Candidate Jill.  It is uncertain where each Republican 
candidates’ votes that were removed then go. 
 

Official Results 
General Election, Nov. 4, Any Year 

Somewhere County, USA 
 
 

Justice of the Supreme Court      Votes 
       Bob (REP)    76  (20 votes removed) 
       Mary (REP)    75  (25 votes removed) 
       Jill (REP)    68  (30 votes removed) 
       Jason (DEM)    80   
       Beth (DEM)        78   
       Josh (DEM)     77    
 
Judge of the Superior Court 
       Frank (REP)     94 
       Joe (REP)    98 
       Tracy (DEM)    78 
       Derek (DEM)   80 
 
Judge of the Commonwealth Court  
       Susan (REP) 100 
       Mark (DEM)    79     
 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas 
       Tom (REP)    96  
       Janet (DEM)    78   
 
Now that the secret unauthorized software was applied to the vote totals, we see the 
three Republican Supreme Court candidates’ totals reduced. 
 
Now the three Republican Supreme Court candidates are the only Republican candidates 
that lose their races on the ballot in this precinct.  
 
What else is noticed of this new outcome? 
 



 
Official Results 

General Election, Nov. 4, Any Year 
Somewhere County, USA 

 
 

Justice of the Supreme Court      Votes 
       Bob (REP)    76   
       Mary (REP)    75   
       Jill (REP)    68   
       Jason (DEM)   80   
       Beth (DEM)       78   
       Josh (DEM)    77      
 
Judge of the Superior Court 
       Frank (REP)     94 
       Joe (REP)    98 
       Tracy (DEM)    78 
       Derek (DEM)   80 
 
Judge of the Commonwealth Court  
       Susan (REP) 100 
       Mark (DEM)    79     
 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas 
       Tom (REP)    96  
       Janet (DEM)    78   
 
 
 
 
 
We notice that the Republican Supreme Court candidates now have the lowest vote totals 
of all Republican candidates on the ballot in this precinct.  Their vote totals are 76, 75 and 
68, which are lower than all the other Republican candidates’ totals. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Lowest vote totals of all 
Republican candidates 
on the ballot in this 
precinct. 

 



Now take what you see in this imaginative demonstration, and think about it when you 
read about the “lowest vote total” pattern being found in the 2015 Supreme Court races  
in Chester County, PA and other counties across the Commonwealth.  What conclusions 
do you draw?  Could vote total manipulation be a real possibility, or not at all? 
 
What if 20, 25 and 30 votes specifically were not programmed to be taken off the 
Republican Supreme Court candidates, but instead, some percentage of each of their 
total votes that a computer algorithm figures out?  What if this algorithm is set so that 
each precinct removes a specific amount of votes off the Republican Supreme Court  
candidates which then, when added up, results in a “pre-set” or “pre-determined” final 
result number?   
 
Could it be possible that multiple races in an election can have their votes manipulated?  
 
It will be noticed in this report that the Republican school director candidates will also 
appear to have low vote totals in many instances.  For right now, to help keep this 
illustration easy to understand, the Supreme Court races are the only races focused on.  
 
Keep in mind how the Republican Supreme Court candidates ended up with the lowest 
Republican vote totals.  The concept of how this could have happened is what is trying to 
be explained in this imaginary illustration.   
 
**There is a missing piece to the following report, and that is why is the “lowest/highest” 
pattern not featured for the most part?  While the lowest vote total pattern was apparent, 
researchers had not yet discovered the lowest/highest pattern when this report was 
originally written.  Further research showed that splitting the races up into groups could 
cause the lowest/highest pattern to reappear in Municipal elections.  The key is to find the 
correct groupings of candidates.  For example, if the races were split into state and 
county groups, it might then show the lowest/highest pattern for one race in each group.  
But state and county is not the only way the races could be divided.   
 
Hints of interesting vote totals in the Commissioner and Court of Common Pleas races 
may help guide further investigation into finding the lowest/highest pattern for this 
election.  
 
The low vote total pattern that is present is still very concerning as it is seen across 
multiple counties across the Commonwealth.  Reading this report is highly encouraged.  
 
**It is believed that all candidates featured have done nothing wrong.  They are considered innocent as they 
do not program nor operate voting machines.  The question that prevails is who was programming the voting 
machines for each of the elections shown, and do they know if any unauthorized software was in use? 
 



2015 PENNSYLVANIA SUPREME COURT RACE - SUSPICIOUS PATTERNS IDENTIFIED 

An investigation into 11 years of precinct-level election results in Chester County, Pennsylvania has uncovered 
shocking patterns in judicial candidate vote totals, both in the county and across the Commonwealth.  These vote 
total patterns have been observed in every general election since 2013 in Chester County. 

In 2015, the patterns show the same Republican Supreme Court candidates repeatedly earning some of the 
lowest vote totals out of all the Republican candidates on the ballot.  This pattern occurred in 223 out of 227 
Chester County precincts.  Democrats went on to take majority control of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court after 
this election.  A lowest/highest pattern was found after the initial writing of this report, and an example of it was 
later added to the first precinct example shown.  This pattern causes concern of vote swapping. 
  
This seemingly unnatural consistency throughout most precincts causes great concern among Pennsylvania 
citizens that this race may have been targeted for a fraudulent outcome.  It also raises the following questions:  
Why would Republicans from nearly every precinct not want to vote for Republican Supreme Court candidates?   
Could votes have been taken away from Republican Supreme Court candidates and given to their Democrat 
opponents?  Could just enough votes have been taken away from Republican Supreme Court candidates, in strong 
Republican precincts, to keep them winning without anyone noticing they have lower vote totals than all of their 
fellow candidates?   
 
Below is what was observed in the Chester County precinct of Atglen: 

 

All three Republican Supreme 
Court candidates receive the 
lowest vote totals out of all 
Republican candidates in this 
precinct in the state races (and 
all races).  Candidate Anne 
Covey has the lowest vote total 
of the three. 

REPUBLICAN-WINNING PRECINCT 

Highest vote total of all Democratic 
candidates on the ballot in this 
precinct in the county races. 

Lowest vote total of all Republican 
candidates on the ballot in this 
precinct in the county races. 

Highest vote total of all 
Democratic candidates on the 
ballot in this precinct in the 
state races. 

State 

Races 

https://www.chesco.org/DocumentCenter/View/33701/005f?bidId=


                

 
 
Were votes removed from Republican Supreme Court Candidate Anne Covey and added to opponent Kevin 
Dougherty?  Were votes Removed from Republican County Commissioner Candidate Michelle Kichline and added 
to opponent Kathi Cozzone?  Or was this outcome natural? 
 
All three Republican Supreme Court candidates received the lowest vote totals out of all Republican candidates in 
the Atglen precinct.  This similar pattern occurred throughout many “Republican-winning” precincts in Chester 
County.  You will notice that even though the Supreme Court candidates won their races in this precinct, they won 
by lower vote totals than Republican candidates in other races. 
 
Similar patterns in counties across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania have created additional concern about 
the 2015 election.   While Republican Supreme Court candidates may have won in certain counties, were their 
vote totals reduced just enough to adversely affect the final outcome state-wide?   
 
Continuing on with 2015, the lowest vote total pattern also emerges in “Democrat-winning” precincts.  See an 
example below in the Valley North precinct: 
 
 

https://www.chesco.org/DocumentCenter/View/33880/670f?bidId=


 

All three Republican Supreme Court 
candidates received the lowest vote 
totals out of all Republican 
candidates in this precinct. 

DEMOCRAT-WINNING PRECINCT 



 
 
 
To see all of the 2015 Chester County general election precinct reports, CLICK HERE.   
 
Republican Supreme Court candidates Anne Covey and Mike George were among the bottom three vote totals in 
223 out of 227 precincts.  All three Republican Supreme Court candidates (Covey, George and Judy Olson) were 
among the bottom three Republican vote totals in 126 out of 227 precincts.   
 
To see which precincts gave the Republican Supreme Court candidates the lowest vote totals, see the chart 
below.  As highlighted in 68 of the precincts, Republican school director candidates also were found mixed in with 
the Supreme Court candidates in the bottom three vote totals: 
 
 
 

https://www.chesco.org/3979/Archived-Election-Results


 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
What was going on with Chester County voters not wanting to vote for their Republican Supreme Court 
candidates? 
 
 
Another observation found was that the Republican Supreme Court candidates also received the lowest final 
cumulative vote totals in the state and county-wide races compared to their fellow Republican candidates.  See 
the 2015 Chester County cumulative summary report on the following page for those races:   
 



 

                   
 
To see the 2015 Municipal Election Summary Report in Chester County, CLICK HERE.  
 
 

All three Republican Supreme Court 
candidates receive the lowest vote 
totals out of all Republican candidates 
in state and county-wide races. 

Notice the Republican District 
Attorney, Sheriff, 
Prothonotary, Register of Wills 
and Recorder of Deeds 
candidates all have higher 
vote totals than the top-of-
the-ballot Republican 
candidates above them. 

https://www.chesco.org/DocumentCenter/View/33700/cumf?bidId=


The final numbers have the Republican Supreme Court, Superior Court, Commonwealth Court, Court of Common 
Pleas and County Commissioner candidates earning lower votes than all Republicans in remaining row office 
races.    Are Republican votes being taken off the top of the ballot candidates and added to their Democrat 
challengers?  If true, would it be hard to notice in municipal election precinct reports, while having a major impact 
on final statewide totals?  Municipal elections can have many more candidates on the ballot, and multiple 
candidates running for the same race.  This can make voting patterns much more difficult to analyze in municipal 
elections than in federal elections.   
 
The following are 2015 summary reports from Beaver, Washington, Bucks, Montgomery, Delaware, Northampton, 
Allegheny, Lehigh, Westmoreland, York and Centre counties.  In all eleven counties, the Republican Supreme 
Court candidates earn among the lowest vote totals of all Republican candidates in state and county-wide races. 
 

BEAVER COUNTY 
 

       

All three Republican Supreme 
Court candidates receive the 
lowest vote totals out of all 
Republican candidates in state 
and county-wide races. 

 



                
 

Beaver County Notes:  Beaver County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as the Republican 
Supreme Court candidates all have lower final vote totals than every other state-wide and county-wide Republican 
candidate.  To see the complete Beaver County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 
 

 

 

 

https://www.beavercountypa.gov/getmedia/536547ce-68a9-49a8-bed7-f06c42eefd84/20151103ERR.pdf


WASHINGTON COUNTY 
 

 

 

 All three Republican Supreme Court candidates receive the lowest vote 
totals out of all state and county-wide Republican candidates. 

 



 

 



 

 

Washington County Notes: Washington County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County’s, as the 
Republican Supreme Court candidates all have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate.  To see the complete Washington County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 
Also of interest is the District Attorney’s race, where Republican candidate Gene Vittone receives over 24,000 
votes while the remainder of Republican candidates receive between 11,000 and 19,000 votes.  The Democrat 
District Attorney challenger Peter Marcoline I is then seen with the lowest vote total of all Democrat candidates on 
the ballot in this precinct.  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

https://cms.washingtoncopa.gov/uploads/2015_Election_Official_Results_Election_and_Precinct_Summary_3a0b2e33c0.pdf


BUCKS COUNTY 

 

 
 

 

Lower 
than 
Judy 
Olson 
SC 

2/3 SC 
Republican 
candidates 
got the 
lowest vote 
totals of all 
state and 
county-wide 
Republican 
candidates. 

 



Bucks County Notes:  Bucks County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as 2/3 of the 
Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate.  The lone exception: Republican Supreme Court candidate Judy Olson had roughly 1,500 
more votes than Court of Common Pleas Candidate Brian McGuffin. Otherwise, Olson’s total was lower than the 
remaining Republican candidates.   
 
To see the complete Bucks County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

 

These three vote totals are lower than 
Supreme Court Candidate Judy Olson’s 
totals.  Note the County Commissioner 
candidates  join the Court of Common 
Pleas candidate for low totals. 

2/3 Republican Supreme 
Court candidates received the 
lowest vote totals of all state 
and county-wide Republican 
candidates. 

https://www.buckscounty.gov/ArchiveCenter/ViewFile/Item/86


 

 
 
Montgomery County Notes: Montgomery County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as 2/3 of 
the Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate.  Republican Supreme Court candidate Judy Olson had more votes than Republican Court 
of Common Pleas candidate Stephen Heckman and both Republican Commissioner candidates Gale and Tolbert 
Jr.  Why is this of interest?  Josh Shapiro was one of their opponents. To see the complete Montgomery County 
summary report, CLICK HERE.  

https://montgomerycountypa.gov/ArchiveCenter/ViewFile/Item/2856


  
DELAWARE COUNTY 

 

 
Delaware County Notes:  Delaware County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as all three 
Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate.  To see the 2015 Delaware County summary report, CLICK HERE.   

All three 
Republican SC 
candidates 
received the 
lowest vote 
totals of all 
state and 
county-wide 
Republican 
candidates. 

https://election.co.delaware.pa.us/eb/November_2015/Official/06.html


NORTHAMPTON COUNTY 

 

Northampton County Notes:  Northampton County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as all 
three Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate.   
 
To see the complete 2015 Northampton County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 

 

 

All three Republican Supreme Court 
candidates receive the lowest vote 
totals of all state and county-wide 
Republican candidates. 

https://www.norcopa.gov/corecode/uploads/document6/uploaded_pdfs/corecode/ge2015_254.pdf


ALLEGHENY COUNTY 
 
 

 

 

 

2/3 Republican 
Supreme Court 
candidates 
received the lowest 
vote totals of all 
state and county-
wide Republican 
candidates. 



 

 
Allegheny County Notes: Allegheny County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as 2/3 of the 
Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state-wide and county-wide 
Republican candidate.  The lone exception: Republican Supreme Court candidate Judy Olson had more votes than 
the Republican Member of County Council At-Large candidate Sam Demarco.   
 
An observation of note is that Republican Supreme Court Candidates Anne Covey and Mike George’s vote totals 
are significantly lower than the remaining state and county-wide Republican candidates. 
 
To see the Allegheny County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.alleghenycounty.us/files/assets/county/v/1/government/elections/documents/elections-archive/2015-general-summary.pdf


LEHIGH COUNTY 
 

 

 

All three 
Republican 
Supreme 
Court 
candidates 
receive the 
lowest vote 
totals of all 
state and 
county-wide 
Republican 
candidates. 

? Race excluded 
due to uncertainty 



 
 
Lehigh County Notes: Lehigh County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as all three of the 
Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate.  
 
To see the complete Lehigh County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

https://home.lehighcounty.org/TallyHo/ElectionResultsForCandidateDistrict.aspx?hexkey=317E7E43616E6469646174657E36316131313765362D306337382D346133342D613636652D6363373230303364353664627E30&ElectionKey=317E7E456C656374696F6E7E31306536323737382D393837352D346164642D393935622D3163333631616537663533347E30&RaceKey=317E7E526163657E31343362366134652D343437372D343162352D383839382D3765383232363032653966327E30


WESTMORELAND COUNTY 
 
 

 

2/3 Rep. SC 
candidates 
have the 
lowest vote 
totals. 



 
 
 
Westmoreland County Notes:  Westmoreland County’s 2015 summary report is similar to Chester County, as 2/3 
of the Republican Supreme Court candidates have lower final vote totals than every other state and county-wide 
Republican candidate. The lone exception:  Supreme Court Republican candidate Judy Olson received more votes 
than Republican Commissioner Candidate Tyler Courtney.  As was the case in Montgomery County, we 
once again we have a Republican County Commissioner candidate receiving lower vote totals than the Supreme 
Court candidate Judy Olson.  
 
To see the Westmoreland County summary report, CLICK HERE.   
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

https://www.westmorelandcountypa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/10262/2015-General-Municipal-Election-Candidate


YORK COUNTY 

 

 
 
York County Notes:  Republican County Commissioner candidate Christopher Reilly received the lowest vote 
total of all Republican state and county-wide candidates.  After Reilly, all three Republican Supreme Court 
candidates received the lowest vote totals.  Once again a Commissioner’s race is of interest.    To see the 
complete 2015 York County summary results, CLICK HERE. 

Lowest vote 
totals after 
Republican 
Commissioner 
Candidate 
Christopher 
Reilly. 

https://yorkcountypa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3351/2015generalcountyrecap?bidId=


CENTRE COUNTY 
 

 

1/3 Republican Supreme Court 
candidates received the lowest 
vote total of all state and 
county-wide Republican 
candidates.  The remaining 2/3 
Supreme Court candidates have 
the lowest vote totals after 
Republican Commissioner 
candidate Chris Exarchos.  



 

 



Centre County Notes:  2015 Republican Supreme Court Candidate Mike George received the lowest vote total of 
all state and county-wide Republican candidates.  After George, Republican Commissioner candidate Chris 
Exarchos received the next lowest vote total.  The remaining two Republican Supreme Court candidates received 
the lowest vote totals after Exarchos.  Yet again, a Commissioner’s race is of interest.  More investigation is 
needed into the 2015 County Commissioner races across every Pennsylvania county.  
 
To see the complete 2015 Centre County summary results, CLICK HERE. 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
After analyzing this 2015 sample of PA counties, many of them with high populations, it becomes apparent that  
Republican Supreme Court candidates consistently received the lowest vote totals when compared to their fellow 
state and county-wide Republican candidates.  This matches Chester County’s summary report where 3/3 
Republican Supreme Court candidates received the lowest vote totals of all Republican candidates on the ballot.  
In review, 2/3 Republican Supreme Court candidates received the lowest vote totals in 223/227 precincts, and 3/3 
of the Republican Supreme Court candidates received the lowest totals in 126/227 precincts in Chester County. 
These precinct-level results set off a signal over Republican Supreme Court candidates consistently receiving the 
lowest vote totals, which reflected in the final summary report of Chester County’s election vote totals.   
 
As a result of the 2015 General Election, Democrats took control of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court.   
 
Looking ahead to 2017, Republican Supreme Court Candidate Sallie Mundy received the highest vote total of all 
the other Republican candidates in the state and county-wide races.  This is a total reverse of what happened in 
2015.  See below: 
 

 

This is the highest vote total of 
any Republican state or county-
wide candidate in Chester 
County.  While every other 
Republican candidate lost by 
thousands of votes, Mundy lost 
by a much smaller margin.  

https://centrecountypa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/8743/2015-Municipal-Accumulated-Results
https://www.chesco.org/DocumentCenter/View/44344/cumulative?bidId=


 
 
What was the outcome of the PA State Supreme Court race in 2017?  Sally Mundy won her race. 
 
While the Democrats held the majority on the PA Supreme Court, Mundy’s win meant a Republican justice won a 
full term with the PA Supreme Court.  Was her win a natural outcome?  Did the Democrat PA Supreme Court 
takeover happen naturally in 2015?  Candidates need to start investigating their wins and losses.  
 
In conclusion, a question remains: Was an algorithm run, causing votes to be deducted from the PA Republican 
Supreme Court candidates?  If this is true, would this be the cause for low Republican vote totals.  It is past time to 
ask our county Boards of Elections and Voter Services departments for answers, and ask for no more voting 
machines to be used in any election going forward.  Hand counting all voting methods at the precincts is crucial. 
 
The same patterns occurred in over a decade of Chester County races including the 2016 and 2020 Presidential, 
State Treasurer and Attorney General races, the 2014, 2018 and 2022 Governor races (most profound) and every 
2013 – 2023 Municipal election with the Judicial and School Director races.  See the reports on these races at 
https://votepatterns.com . 
 
 
 

CRITICAL PROACTIVE STEPS YOU CAN TAKE BEFORE THE CERTIFICATION OF THE 
NOVEMBER 2024 GENERAL ELECTION: 

Please be peaceful, respectful and lawful when performing the following tasks: 

1. If you reside in Chester County, Pennsylvania please attend your local commissioner and board of elections meetings 
immediately and ask for answers to how these patterns are happening.  Attend each meeting until the November 
election.  There are public comment periods during the meetings.  In Chester County, each person gets 3 minutes to 
speak, other counties and states may vary.  Dates and times of these meetings in Chester County are posted HERE.  
They are generally on weekdays in the mid-morning.  Contact your commissioners at their offices by phone and email.  
Ask for the elimination of all voting machines this November and that all ballots, including mail-in ballots, are hand 
counted at the precincts.  Say NO to centralized hand counting done by Voter Services, even in an emergency.  Ask 
them to train all of their Judges of Elections, Majority Inspectors, Minority Inspectors and clerks (poll workers) how to 
hand count ballots before November.  A helpful resource may be to review 25 Pa. Stat. § 3062 which addresses how 
ballots were counted in PA prior to voting machines.  Additional resources are available here and here. 

CHESTER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS: JOSH MAXWELL 610-344-6151 
      MARIAN MOSKOWITZ 610-344-6691 
      ERIC ROE  610-344-6031 

 
2. Do a lowest/highest analysis for both parties on the 2022 General Election to determine precincts where poll watchers 

should be placed for November 2024.  Get the 2022 precinct report from your county government website under the 
election results archive section.  This might be found under an elections tab, voter services tab, etc. See which 

https://votepatterns.com/
https://chestercopa.portal.civicclerk.com/
https://casetext.com/statute/pennsylvania-statutes/statutes-unconsolidated/title-25-ps-elections-electoral-districts/chapter-14-election-code/article-xii-preparation-for-and-conduct-of-primaries-and-elections/section-3062-count-and-return-of-votes-in-districts-in-which-ballots-are-used
https://uscase.org/hand-count-materials
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2vvwpUZ_iuE
https://www.chesco.org/203/Commissioners


Republican candidate has the lowest vote total in each precinct, and which Democratic candidate has the highest vote 
total in each precinct.  Then do the reverse.  Which Democratic candidate has the highest vote total, and which 
Republican candidate has the lowest vote total throughout every precinct.   Poll watchers should go to any precincts 
that do not follow the patterns that appear in the analysis, and also any precincts that show tie races in the analysis (for 
example, two races both get the lowest vote total of all R candidates). 

 
3. Take close-up pictures (in sections, top to bottom) and videos of all of the printed out voting machine tapes at the end 

of the night on election day at your precinct (after 8 p.m.).  Make sure the photos and videos are clear and every race 
and their votes are clearly readable.  For the videos, start at the top of the tape and work down to the bottom.  Keep the 
video under one minute long.  They should be hung up on a door or in an area for the public to view at each precinct.  PA 
Election Code Article XI-A, Section 1113-A (f) indicates that regarding the tapes, one such record shall be publicly 
posted at the district polling place.  HERE is the election code you can print out and show if you have any issues.  If you 
can get to other precincts and take pictures/videos of theirs, please do.  Also have mail-in ballot observers ask for 
printed out copies of the mail-in ballot tabulator reports after the batches are finished being counted.  If you cannot get 
a copy, write down all the races and their vote totals in a notebook.  In Chester County, Take pictures of the reports (or 
your notes of the results) and make sure they are clearly readable, then upload the tapes and reports to 
https://votepatterns.com .  Pictures and videos of tapes/reports from every precinct need to be obtained in case any 
issues arise that prevent the election night reporting websites from functioning or being able to give results.  These 
tapes, videos and reports will be analyzed with the lowest vote total and highest vote total analysis for each party to see 
if any patterns appear.  All precinct tapes/reports are needed so they can all be compared to each other.  If you do not 
live in Chester County, find someone to organize where all of this information should be collected. 
 

4. If there are no issues with your county’s internet website, and precinct reports are available, as soon as your county 
posts their election results on the internet on election night, print out and take pictures and videos of your precinct’s 
results and every individual precinct’s results that you can in the county.  Make sure you get pictures and video of all the 
races’ scores.  All precinct reports for the entire county need to be obtained as soon as possible.  Have printer ink ready 
in your printer.  Videos need to be under 1 minute long.  In Chester County, upload pictures and videos of your online 
precinct report to http://votepatterns.com.  

 
5. Record how many votes each Republican and Democratic candidate won or lost their race by in each precinct.  Doing 

this showed clear patterns in previous elections.  This also will show other races with patterns that might not originally 
show up in the lowest/highest analysis, especially down-ballot races.  Email your analysis of a Chester County precinct 
to info@votepatterns.com .  You can also take pictures of your findings and upload them to https://votepatterns.com . 

 
6. Become a poll watcher at the most critical precincts in your county.  Be a poll watcher at a precinct that has not been 

following the patterns.  Make sure you or others are there for the opening and closing of the precinct especially, but all 
day coverage is needed.  Watch to make sure that no one is going into any back rooms or offices to make additional 
fraudulent ballots.  Watch for bags or boxes going into other rooms.  Ask to see the poll book at the opening of the day 
before voters arrive to make sure signatures are not already in them.  Above all, make sure you follow your county’s 
rules for poll watchers.  If you are being blocked from accessing an area you believe you should be able to observe, ask 
a constable for assistance. 

 
7. Become a mail-in ballot observer.  Observe the transportation of them from the ballot intake area to the counting room 

if allowed.  Watch for carts of ballots going in and out of side rooms they shouldn’t be in.   Stay until the very end of 
counting and ask to get a copy of or see the reports that come from the mail-in ballot tabulators.  Take notes in a 
notebook of the race totals  in the reports by batch.  If a precinct’s results are spread out in multiple batches, add the 
grand total up before taking a picture and uploading it.  Take a picture/video of your notes, make sure it is clearly 
readable, and upload them to https://votepatterns.com if you live in Chester County.   

 
 

8. Vote in person, on election day.  Do not vote by mail-in ballot.  Cast Vote Records from around the country show that 
early mail-in ballots are being manipulated.  If there is cheating going on through voting machine manipulation, the one 
way to beat it is to have record turnout where everyone in the voter rolls is voting.  Do not think that your vote is a waste 
of time due to cheating.  It can overpower any cheat if enough people vote.  

https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=1937&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=320&chpt=11A
https://votepatterns.com/
http://votepatterns.com/
mailto:info@votepatterns.com
https://votepatterns.com/
https://votepatterns.com/
http://fingerprintsoffraud.com/fingerprints%20of%20fraud%20volume%20one%20v1.07.pdf


 
9. If you are a poll watcher at a precinct on election day, determine if the number of ballots handed out is tracked and, if 

so, find out and report that number at the end of the day. If the number of ballots given out is not being tracked, 
respectfully ask that they be counted as they are handed out to voters. 

 
10. For poll watchers, be on the lookout for complaints from voters who are told that they already voted via mail-in ballot. 

Encourage any such voters to immediately register an identity theft claim with the local sheriff.  
 

11. It is becoming clear that the USB sticks need to be inspected by bipartisan members of the public before they are 
plugged into voting tabulators to make sure there are no preloaded ballots or unauthorized, additional 
software/malware etc. on them.   The Election Management System also needs to be examined by a bipartisan group 
from the public to confirm no unauthorized software or hardware exists in it.  What can be done so that there is a clear 
transparency as to what is on the county Election Management System and the USB sticks that go to the tabulators, 
immediately prior to each election?  Who programs your county’s USB sticks and voting machines before each 
election?  Who runs the Election Management System?  How can the public know there is not unauthorized 
software/hardware/malware on them?  Please ask your local county commissioners for the answers to these 
questions. 

.  
The actions suggested in this document are intended to help poll watchers, observers of mail-in ballot 
tabulation, and the public be more effective at identifying potential irregularities during the voting and 
tabulation processes.  Reading or following these suggestions will not create any obligation to the reader 
by the author or to the author by the reader. Every poll watcher, mail-in ballot observer or other person is 
responsible for their own behavior.  These suggestions are not legal advice and should not be construed to 
be legal advice.  You may want to get advice from an attorney before taking these or any other action.  
Every person following these suggestions or taking other actions does so at their own risk.  Be certain to 
follow local and state laws when serving as a poll worker, poll watcher, mail-in ballot observer, or an 
observing member of the public.  Please be peaceful and respectful in all interactions with others.  

 

Simplified: 

1. Do lowest/highest analysis on 2022 to determine precincts where poll watchers should be placed. 
2. Get pictures and videos of your precinct voting machine tapes.  Upload them to: https://votepatterns.com 
3. Get pictures and videos of the mail-in ballot tabulator reports.  Upload them to: https://votepatterns.com 
4. Get pictures and videos of your online precinct report on your county election results website.  Upload 

them to: https://votepatterns.com  
5. Record how many votes each Republican candidate won or lost their race by in each precinct.  You can 

also do it for Democratic candidates.  Doing this showed clear patterns in previous elections.  Email your 
results to info@votepatterns.com 

6. Sign up to be a poll watcher or mail-in ballot observer.  
7. Vote on election day.  Do not vote by mail-in ballot. 
8. If you find significant patterns and you are not in Chester County, report your findings to any candidates 

that are affected. 
9. Get to your county Commissioner and Board of Elections meetings and ask for answers to these patterns 

and for them to eliminate voting machines this November in favor of counting all types of paper ballots by 
hand, at the precincts.  Make sure they are ready to switch to hand counting should any issues occur. 

 

 
 
 


