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Truth is incontrovertible. Panic may resent it. Ignorance may deride it. Malice may distort it. But there it is.1


—Winston Churchill













PREFACE Why the Truth Is So Important



What theft could be graver than stealing an election? This is especially true if you were stealing an election for the presidency of the United States, and control of the United States Senate. You would be stealing the government of the most valuable thing in the world, the United States of America. It would be the heist of the century, arguably the greatest heist of all time.


The big question, of course, is did it happen? Did the Democrats steal the 2020 presidential election? Did they steal the two Senate seats in the Georgia runoff? Did Trump win reelection? Is the wrong man in the White House? Was there a coordinated ring of election fraud large enough to tip the balance in these races? Or, conversely, was this the “most secure election in American history”?


Here are my answers. This was not the most secure election in history—far from it. I can show that there was a coordinated ring of election fraud more than sufficient to tip the balance in both the presidential race and in the Georgia runoffs. Further, I can show which side organized and pulled off the heist—the Democrats, working through an elaborate criminal network set up for this purpose.


Did Trump win the 2020 election? Yes, he did. Was it stolen from him? Yes, it was. Granted, this cannot be proven with Euclidean certainty, because there is no way now to ferret out the fraudulent votes and separate them from the good ones. They are all mixed in together. But we don’t need absolute certainty to know with reasonable certainty what happened.


Trump won, and by a decisive margin, which is to say that absent the cheating, Trump would have won all the key swing states. Even the most conservative calculus—the narrowest way of reading the evidence that I will present—shows Trump winning the election. I’m less confident about Perdue and Loeffler, although there was massive cheating for the Democrats in those races as well.


I depicted these discoveries in my film 2000 Mules, which quickly went on to become the most successful political documentary in a decade—indeed since my own first documentary, 2016: Obama’s America, which came out in the summer of 2012. This book will establish the case outlined in 2000 Mules through more thorough documentation, evidence, solid math, and argument than can possibly make its way into a movie. It will also answer the “fact-checks” and objections raised against the film, mostly from the Left, but some from the Right as well.


There is one group of diehards reading this book who will respond, “I knew it! I was right. Now, Dinesh, can we drag Biden out of the White House?” I’m not sure about that one. We are in uncharted territory here. One view, of course, is that this is a fait accompli, a done deal. Legally all options have been exhausted. There was a narrow window for the Trump campaign and its allies to make and prove the legal case. This did not happen. So from this perspective Biden is here to stay, at least until he keels over or completely loses his mind or somehow runs out his term. For now, we’re stuck with this guy.


But I don’t want to jump too quickly to this conclusion, to concede the inevitability of Biden’s remaining in office. If you steal a country, don’t you have to give it back? Shouldn’t the cheaters be deprived of the fruits of their criminality and corruption? The Constitution seems not to have anticipated the problem that we are dealing with here. The only specific remedy it provides for removing a president is impeachment. I discuss all this in my last chapter.


But let’s assume for now that there is no way to get Biden out, and that to this degree the Democrats have gotten away with their heist. Hearing this, the diehard might erupt in exasperation, “In that case, Dinesh, what’s the point of all this? What’s the point of putting forward all this evidence when nothing can be done about it?” The point is to know the truth. Consider the case of a burglary or rape where the statute of limitations has expired. Legally, there is no way to lock up the perpetrator. Yet if there is DNA or other evidence that shows who did it, it is still good to know. Truth matters. If you felt in your bones that something went terribly wrong in the 2020 election, I’m here to tell you that you were right.


Even the protesters who went to Washington, D.C., on January 6, 2021, to let out a primal scream that no one was adjudicating the issue of election fraud, and to demand of their elected representatives that they pay attention to it and do something about it, were right. They were not part of any “big lie.” In fact, they were there to challenge the big lie that this was the most secure election in history, that there was no systematic fraud involved in 2020, and that Biden won legitimately and decisively. Nothing could be further from the truth.


What happened in the 2020 election was a profound subversion of the democratic process. The very party that is now clamoring about “saving” and “protecting” democracy was involved in an organized scheme to undo democracy. Indeed, to a degree, they did undo it. And now they are doing their best to cover it up, with the full support of a compliant media that supports the heist and is even, in a manner I’ll illustrate, in on the heist.


The digital platforms Facebook and YouTube are also accessories to the crime. (Twitter was too, but Twitter is a different animal since Elon Musk announced his takeover bid.) They censor content in the name of blocking “misinformation,” but what they fear most is the truth getting out. When I released the teaser trailer for 2000 Mules I posted it only on Rumble. I didn’t even post it on Facebook or YouTube.


That’s not because anything in it was false. Remarkably, the trailer did not attract even a single fact-check. Nothing in it could be challenged, let alone disproven. Yet I couldn’t upload it to Facebook or YouTube because the very suggestion of election fraud—even supported by video evidence—violates the explicit rules of these platforms and is automatic grounds for being shut down or banned. Remarkably, in our free society we are not free even to talk about election fraud.


Moreover, the Biden administration is using the judicial apparatus that has fallen into its hands to go after “election deniers.” The Department of Homeland Security even lists those of us who question the bogus narrative of the “most secure election in history” as potential domestic terrorists. I expect I am already on their radar, and if by some oversight I am not, I will be once this book is published. They seem terrified the truth will come out, and, like any Third World junta, they are unleashing their goons to prevent that.


There have been a number of wild, unsupported allegations about the 2020 election. Consequently, I am likely to have a second type of reader in addition to diehards looking for vindication. This is the skeptic who says, “Here comes the latest conspiracy theory about how the election was stolen.” Of course, this view comes mostly from Democrats, but it also strikes a chord among some Republicans.


This was the view adopted by Joe Scarborough on Morning Joe in response to the documentary. Scarborough made no effort to deal with the content of the film. He merely aligned it with previous theories and fretted that swatting each of the conspiracy theories down was an unending project of “whack-a-mole.”1 I’ll discuss the issue of conspiracy theories later, but to a degree I can sympathize with this sentiment. It is a natural response to crazy things that have been said, theories that are impossible to validate and implausible on their face.


To such a reader I would say, “Forget everything you’ve heard so far. Forget everything that you ‘know’ about election fraud. I’m writing a book that doesn’t rely on suspicions, hunches, or speculations. I’m not making a case for what could have happened. I am showing you, through evidence as reliable as fingerprint evidence and DNA evidence, what did happen. I cannot tell you the full story of the 2020 election because I don’t know it. But I can tell you what I do know, and what I know is both decisive and damning, and comes with the largest conceivable implications for our future as a democracy. In the end, I’m confident you’ll agree with me there was a heist, the criminals are still at large, and the party of the criminals is now running the country.”


This might seem like a deeply depressing book. That is not my tone or approach. Rather, my approach is sober, investigative, skeptical, and analytical. Like a prosecutor making a case, I’ll rely on various types of evidence. I will answer objections and candidly confess what can and cannot be shown. For me, this is a liberating enterprise because the truth is always liberating. I even find it exhilarating. I’ll end the book by showing how the criminals can be held accountable—how satisfying it would be to see all of them in handcuffs—and how to prevent such a heist from occurring again.










CHAPTER 1 Why We Can’t “Move On”



Elections are the lifeblood of a democracy. Modern democracy is based on the idea of representative government, a government “of the people, by the people, for the people.” Elections are the mechanism by which the people choose who is going to rule on their behalf, in their stead, and for their interests and welfare. Without elections, there would be no way for the people to exercise their legitimate sway on the future direction of their country.


Admittedly there are many people who say the United States is not a democracy but rather a republic. When Benjamin Franklin was asked at the conclusion of the Philadelphia Constitutional Convention what form of government the founders had devised, he famously replied, “A republic, if you can keep it.” Legal scholar Randy Barnett is typical of conservative and libertarian scholars who insist that the founders rejected democracy in favor of a republican system of government.1


Barnett points out that many of the founders spoke derisively of democracy as a form of mob rule. For the most part, however, they were speaking of ancient democracy—the democracy of Athens in the fifth century BC—which was direct and not representative democracy. In a direct democracy, there is no need for elections because the people themselves make decisions for their society; they don’t have to elect others to do it for them. In ancient Athens, some twelve thousand or so citizens would show up in the agora or public square and decide, through majority vote, such important decisions as whether Athens should build a statue to a particular god or go to war.


Representative democracy, however, requires that people choose surrogates to govern in their place. Like direct democracy, representative democracy is based on the principle of majority rule. Some of the founders, notably Madison, harbored serious doubts about representative democracy because majority rule might give rise to the “tyranny of the majority.” Majorities, in other words, could use their power to oppress minorities, another form of tyranny.


Consequently Madison, the chief architect of the Constitution, helped devise a system that limited the sphere of the federal government and combined majority rule with minority rights. The Bill of Rights enumerates “unalienable” rights that accrue to us as individuals (or to the sovereign states) and precede the existence of the federal government itself, so that even an elected majority cannot abridge or trample them; and the Constitution vests Congress with the power to establish courts to protect these rights.


None of this means, however, that the United States has an undemocratic system of government. On the contrary, we are a democracy, but of a particular kind. We are a constitutional democracy, which means we are a democracy that operates under the authority of, and through the mechanisms of, a written Constitution. The Constitution itself is not subject to majority revision, and it can only be changed by supermajorities in Congress and in the states through a process specified in the Constitution itself.


Within the tracks established by the Constitution, including the Electoral College, ours is a system of majority rule. At the national level, this means that the president, the members of the House of Representatives, and the senators of all fifty states owe their positions and power to the fact that they have run for election and been chosen by electoral majorities through a legitimate voting process.


Elections, to be legitimate, must be both free and fair. It follows that there are two types of voter suppression to guard against. The first is voter suppression that obstructs the ability of eligible voters to cast their ballots. Voter suppression of this type is obviously a subversion of democracy, has happened before in our history, and everyone is alert to it.


But we hear very little about the second type of voter suppression, though it, too, is a subversion of democracy and has also happened before. This is voter suppression that cancels out the votes of eligible voters through various forms of election fraud. In this case, not only do illegal votes cancel out legal votes, but if plentiful enough they can change the outcome of an election. A government elected by such a fictitious majority can rightly be called a junta or usurping power, because its power derives from corrupting free and fair elections.


The big question is whether the 2020 election was decided in this way, through a system of cheating large enough to alter the outcome. We’re not talking about isolated instances of fraud—a dead man voting here, an illegal alien voting there—but rather about a criminal enterprise operating in key areas of the country to tip the presidential election and other key races to the Democrats.


The stakes could not be higher. We’re asking whether the current occupant of the White House deserves to be there and whether the current distribution of power in the House and Senate is as it should be, or whether the process was corrupted through systematic election fraud. This book, building upon my documentary film investigating these questions, will provide new information and more detailed analysis to my answers.





What’s new and startling about the 2020 election is not that a major party refused to accept the election results. This is the story we get from the Democrats and the media, but it’s scarcely true. Joe Biden said of Trump, “He has done what no president in American history—the history of this country—has ever, ever done: He refused to accept the result of an election and the will of the American people.”2


Yet Democrats have refused to accept election results for decades. The clearest example of this was, well, the previous election. The Democratic candidate, Hillary Clinton, subsequently said the election was stolen from her. Other leading Democrats, such as Jimmy Carter, have echoed this view.3 A group of House Democrats objected to certifying the election results. Fully one-third of House Democrats refused to attend Donald Trump’s inauguration, which was marred by leftist rioting.


Major figures in the Democratic Party and the media vowed they would not “normalize” Trump’s presidency—and they kept that vow, calling themselves the “resistance” and defenders of a democracy in peril, routinely portraying Trump as a criminal, a racist, a white supremacist, and a Nazi.4 Subsequently we learned that the Obama and Hillary teams promulgated a Russia collusion hoax to discredit Trump’s election by falsely accusing him of reaching the presidency through treasonous collaboration with a foreign power.


For Democrats, election denial is something of a tradition. Democrats challenged the result of the Bush-Gore election in 2000, with many in Congress and in the media insisting Bush was “selected, not elected.” Some Democrats disputed Bush’s 2004 reelection win against John Kerry, claiming that the voting machines in Ohio had been manipulated to deliver fraudulent votes to Bush. “In fact,” writes Mollie Hemingway in her recent book Rigged, “the last time Democrats fully accepted the legitimacy of a presidential election they lost was in 1988.”5


What’s new is that, for the first time in recent history, many Republicans questioned the legitimacy of a presidential election. Republicans are the people who go along with election results, even when they lose. They might be sullen for a while, but they move on in the hope that they might win the next time. This is, in fact, what democratic politics should be. Losing an election should not be like losing a war.


But in 2020, losing an election was like losing a war. Why? Because a stolen election is something akin to a coup. It’s one thing to lose fair and square, but something else entirely to be cheated of a victory that is rightfully yours. None of this seemed to perturb Mitch McConnell, the Republican leader in the Senate, who dismissed concerns about a stolen election and seemed to adjust just fine to having Joe Biden in the White House. McConnell even gave up his position as Senate majority leader with his usual equanimity, even though the result was produced by a strange and surreal runoff that gave Democrats two additional Senate seats in a clearly Republican state.


McConnell, however, was not typical of Republican voters. Despite McConnell’s urging, a majority of voters from the party that normally shrugs its shoulders and moves on refused to move on from the 2020 election. In the aftermath of the election, a Politico–Morning Consult survey found that 64 percent of Republicans distrusted the result; more recent surveys show that number has only risen since then. “Nearly Three-Quarters of GOP Doubt Legitimacy of Biden’s Win,” read a December 2021 headline from The Hill.6


Republican distrust of the 2020 election result can be attributed to things that happened—things that Republican voters witnessed—before, during, and after the election.


Before: Republicans saw a decrepit Biden who barely campaigned, putting a “lid” on his schedule at noon or even earlier, while Trump energetically barnstormed across the country, drawing huge crowds at his rallies. When Biden held campaign events the media seemed to outnumber the attendees, and the mood was as flat and uninspiring as the candidate himself.


During: Republicans watched in dismay on Election Night as the counting of the votes was stopped for no apparent reason when Trump had a big lead in virtually all the key states, and then that lead mysteriously evaporated the next morning. I remember watching these events myself and thinking that, in more than forty years of living in America, I had never seen anything quite like this. I was also dumbfounded when Fox News called Arizona for Biden with a tiny percentage of the votes counted—no predictive calculus could have anticipated that Biden would eke out a victory that, as it turned out, was dependent on a few thousand votes. There were many other such “anomalies.”


After: As Republicans pondered Biden’s declared victory, they had to make sense of the fact that Trump had won the bellwether states of Ohio and Florida; he had won virtually all the bellwether counties that normally determine a presidential election; he had increased his vote total dramatically from 2016 (nearly 63 million votes) to more than 74 million votes—far better than Barack Obama had done in 2008 (fewer than 70 million votes) and 2012 (fewer than 66 million votes); and yet he had lost the election, because somehow Biden had increased the Democratic vote total even more dramatically, winning more than 80 million votes.


Consequently Republicans, after the 2020 election and the January 2021 Georgia runoffs, began to smell a rat. Many of them suspected—and some said openly, even stridently—that the 2020 election had been stolen. They made their voices heard on social media. They organized hearings and rallies, and they called for investigations and an adjudication of this issue. In voicing their distrust of the 2020 result they were merely echoing what Democrats had done, far more obstreperously and violently, in 2016. But Republicans, evidently, are not supposed to say such things. So this is when the trouble began.





Democrats responded to GOP protestations by insisting the 2020 election had been the most secure election in history. This was the uniform resounding cry from Democratic elected officials and the media. The same Democrats who had questioned the reliability of voting machines and the same media that had aired innumerable reports of the vulnerability of our election system to hacking and malfeasance now came together to affirm solemnly that this time around, the election had been impregnable. No problems whatsoever!


“Trump’s Own Officials Say 2020 Was America’s Most Secure Election in History.” This headline in Vox reflects the Democratic party line. It appeals to a statement put out by the Department of Homeland Security’s Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA). Chris Krebs, director of CISA, congratulated himself, saying, “We did a good job. I would do it one thousand times over.” Such reassurances from credible officials, Vox said, contrasted with the “unfounded allegations of widespread voting irregularities and fraud” coming from Trump and other Republicans.7


Democrats did not, of course, deny that election fraud sometimes does occur. In October 2021 three women in separate counties in Michigan were charged with election fraud. One woman in Wayne County signed and returned her grandson’s ballot, claiming he would not have time to vote himself, but the grandson did end up voting in person, resulting in duplicate ballots being submitted. In Macomb County, a worker at an assisted living facility allegedly filled out ballot applications for assisted living residents and forged their signatures; she also used her own oversight to determine which residents should and should not receive absentee ballots. In another county a woman forged twenty-six absentee ballot applications on behalf of people under her guardianship and had their ballots sent to her, so she could vote on their behalf.


These cases are instructive—we will see later in this book how instructive—and we might expect that they would inspire broader investigations to determine the magnitude of this sort of fraud. Instead, Michigan secretary of state Jocelyn Benson said the charges prove “our election system is secure, and… demonstrate that in the rare circumstances when fraud occurs we catch it and hold the perpetrators responsible.”8 So cases of fraud are used here to repudiate the allegation of systematic fraud. See, only three fraudsters, and we got ’em!


In a similar—though slightly more sophisticated—gambit, the Associated Press (AP) reviewed what it claimed were all reported cases of voter fraud in six battleground states: Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. Altogether, the AP found “fewer than 475 cases of potential voter fraud.” Again, the AP’s investigation into fraud was aimed not at finding fraud but at dismissing claims of widespread fraud.


“The cases could not throw the outcome into question even if all the potentially fraudulent votes were for Biden, which they were not, and even if those ballots were actually counted, which in most cases they were not.” More than 80 percent of counties in these states, the AP said, had not even reported any suspicious activity.9 Once again, the message was clear: Gee, Republicans, get over this stolen election nonsense. We’ve done the work for you, and there’s nothing to see here.


The problem with this project to vindicate the 2020 election is that it fails to convince even the moderately skeptical observer. In order to establish that the 2020 election was the most secure in history, wouldn’t someone have to do a detailed comparison between the 2020 election and all previous elections in order to demonstrate that the volume of fraud in this election was markedly lower than in all the other elections? Not only has such a demonstration never been made; to my knowledge it has not even been attempted.


Is it really credible to ask the election officials themselves if this was the most secure election? What would you expect the very people running the election to say? Surely they will give the same answer you can expect if you ask a governor, “Hey, how well is your state being run?” or a district attorney, “How good an investigation did your office do in this case?”


Moreover, reported cases of fraud are typically rare, in the same manner that reported cases of drug use are rare, even though lots of Americans do in fact take drugs. Would it be reasonable to use such reported cases or cases of drug prosecutions to estimate the number of drug users in the country? I can envision a similar statement from the Michigan attorney general. “See, we’ve just caught three drug users, and this proves that we have zero tolerance for this practice and also that drug use is extremely rare in Michigan.” Or an equally inane AP investigation aimed at showing that a mere 475 reported cases of drug use across six states confirms that there is no widespread problem of drug use in the country.


The tools used to carry out the investigation reported in this book—the investigation carried out by True the Vote—were all available to the various secretaries of state, not to mention to the Associated Press. They all have the resources to purchase the data and the ability to gain access to the video evidence to determine for themselves the magnitude of election fraud. So why didn’t they bother? The obvious reason is that they weren’t looking for it. They didn’t find it because they were determined not to find it. From the outset they were seeking to show not fraud, but the absence of fraud.


Democrats certainly did not want Republicans to seek or find election fraud, and they mobilized to prevent and block audits in the swing states. Indeed, they dismissed any discussion of election fraud in 2020 as a “big lie.” The leftist tycoons who run social media—such figures as Jack Dorsey on Twitter and Mark Zuckerberg on Facebook—launched a massive campaign of censorship, banning and deplatforming hundreds of thousands, perhaps millions, of Americans for spreading what they termed election “misinformation” and “disinformation.” Essentially, the topic of election fraud, although vividly present in many people’s minds, was silenced.


In early 2022, the Biden Department of Justice classified Americans espousing “election lies” as potential domestic terrorists because their views could provoke others to violence, riots, and insurrection. Republican attempts to pass voter integrity laws to secure future elections were routinely portrayed by Democrats and their media allies as forms of “voter suppression.” In effect, Democrats characterized the very mention of election fraud as a dangerous assault on the democratic process itself.





If Democratic assurances, crackdowns, and censorship were intended to produce Republican compliance and conformity, the result was quite the opposite. Republicans like my wife Debbie reasoned: “Why are they trying to shut us up about the election? If they have nothing to hide, if this was the most secure election, if they won cleanly and fairly, they should welcome our objections. They should themselves demand audits and court hearings. They should want to vindicate their electoral victory.”


So naturally the Democratic vilification and bullying tactics intensified Republican anxieties. What made the whole situation so frustrating for Republicans, myself included, were the chaotic and confused attempts by some on the right to prove election fraud. They declared there was fraud; they insisted they had the proof; they said the proof was forthcoming; and yet they were unable to present it, not then when it counted, and not even after that. We were promised the release of the Kraken, but the Kraken never got released.


A friend of mine, Mike Lindell, undertook, almost entirely on his own, a project to prove that election fraud had been committed through voting machines’ altering votes. Lindell is a great guy, and his heart is in the right place. He is also immensely brave, and he suffered immediate cancellation and retaliation for even attempting to prove voter fraud. Dominion Voting Systems, which made the machines in question, filed a massive lawsuit against Lindell for maligning the integrity of the company. Lindell refused to back down, making a documentary called Absolute Proof and holding a cyber summit to publicize his claims.


I watched the documentary but, alas, I was left with a sinking feeling at the end. There was Lindell, excitedly pointing to various lights on the screen, declaring that the Chinese or various other foreign entities were hacking the U.S. election. I looked for Chinese, but didn’t see any. I saw only lights on the screen. Naturally, as a film guy, I knew what I was seeing were mere “special effects.” I know how to do that myself. This, to me, does not constitute proof of foreign powers hacking into our elections.


Moreover, I listened intently to the guys who made presentations at Lindell’s cyber summit. I came away not so much confused as forced into a self-imposed “time out.” It’s very difficult to review the claims of those who claim cyber expertise—claims that will undoubtedly be disputed by other cyber experts—when we are not ourselves experts in this area. It’s akin to ordinary people like you or me hearing various specialist doctors dispute about a diagnosis and then trying to figure out for ourselves who is right.


It’s one thing to suspect that Trump won or that there was systematic fraud. It’s one thing to point to oddities and anomalies that make it more likely that fraud could have occurred. It’s also one thing to show how a breakdown of procedures made fraud more likely. Two excellent books, Mollie Hemingway’s Rigged and Our Broken Elections by John Fund and Hans von Spakovsky, do exactly this. I would summarize those books as showing that the bank got rid of its security guards, turned off the surveillance system, and instructed the tellers not to do rigorous signature matching, all clearing the way for a bank heist. But the big question remains: Was there in fact a heist? On that question the two books are largely silent.


So it’s one thing to allege fraud, and another thing to prove it. Democrats relished pointing out that the cases presented by the Trump campaign all went nowhere, and cases introduced by outside groups met the same fate. Texas, joined by several other red states, filed a claim to sue Democratic states for bending election rules. But the Supreme Court summarily dismissed the claim, curtly noting that Texas had no “standing” to sue. The Court took the position that the election conduct of some states is none of the other states’ business, even though, as Texas pointed out, the tipping of those states had the effect of altering the result of a presidential election in a manner that affected the whole country.


I found the Supreme Court’s blithe dismissal of the Texas case deeply troubling. But I also felt pretty certain that had the Supreme Court evaluated the claims of fraud and malfeasance, as I think it should have, it would have upheld the election results. Even if Texas and the other plaintiff states could show procedural violations and election irregularities, they could not, in my view, demonstrate that these had been sufficient to tip the election. A Supreme Court review would have gone far to allay public concerns—it might even have prevented the January 6, 2021, incursion into the Capitol—but substantively, I believe, it would leave us with the same result we have now.





For my own part, I eagerly awaited, through the weeks and months following the election, some convincing demonstration of election fraud. None came. Consequently, I have been largely silent on the topic. To quote my Salem Media colleague Dennis Prager, who took the same position, I have been an “agnostic” on the issue. Yes, the whole thing was a strange business. Yes, none of it made sense.


But if the Democrats stole Fort Knox, they had evidently committed the perfect crime. Indeed, legally they had gotten away with it. In the words of Salem’s chairman, Ed Atsinger, “If they stole the election, they stole it fair and square.” Atsinger’s point is that the Republicans should have known this was coming. Trump predicted it, after all. The Republican National Committee raised money to investigate and bust election fraud. So why wasn’t there a plan in place to catch the thieves in the act, or at least expose them afterward and bring them to justice? Basically, Atsinger feels the GOP is partly to blame because if there was a heist, we let them pull it off undetected.


The reason we need proof is because it’s not obvious that Trump won the 2020 election. It’s quite possible, in other words, that he lost. I realize there are many Republicans who think this is preposterous, but I am not one of them. After all, Covid decimated the Trump economy so that the gains Trump spelled out in his 2020 State of the Union were all gone by election time. Covid, Jane Fonda said, was “God’s gift to the Left,” and this is one sense in which that was certainly true.


Trump also performed very badly in the first debate. Debbie and I watched that debate, and we had the dismaying sense that he was throwing away his chances for reelection. We could just envision suburbanites across the country shaking their heads and saying, “Enough of this. We’re done with this guy!” So while Trump made inroads among the working class, including the black and Hispanic working class, it’s conceivable he lost just as many, if not more, suburban voters, and the margin was sufficient to cost him the election.


Whatever the truth about election fraud in the 2020 election, over time the case seemed to go cold. Leading Republicans took the position that it was time to pack up and move on. In early 2022, Senator Mike Rounds proclaimed that “the election was fair, as fair as we have seen. We simply did not win the election.” Senator Kevin Cramer said, “The election was not stolen—at least to the degree that it was illegal theft.” He added, “I’ve moved on a long time ago, and most members of Congress have.” Senators Lindsey Graham and Mitch McConnell have conveyed the same sentiments.10 This is the familiar Republican “grin and bear it” strategy. It suggests not so much an intellectual position—there was no systematic fraud—as a psychological one—we are in no mood to fight.


But there is a very high cost to swallowing our doubts and moving on. Republicans are grimly aware that if the Democrats cheated in the 2020 presidential election and in the Georgia U.S. Senate runoffs in 2021, they are likely to think they can cheat again in 2022, 2024, and every election beyond that. These were my fears, these were my despondent reflections, when Debbie and I were approached by two of Debbie’s old friends, Catherine Engelbrecht and Gregg Phillips. They had a story that needed to be told, and they wanted our help telling it. The spent the better part of a day showing us extraordinary evidence, and by the end of that fateful day, I knew that the game had changed and that we could finally resolve the issue of what happened in the 2020 election.










CHAPTER 2 True the Vote



Election fraud is hard to catch, even when it’s going on in plain sight. In May 2021, a man was captured on video stuffing multiple ballots in a drop box in Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania, during a primary election. Lackawanna County commissioner Chris Chermak obtained the security footage through a public information request and shared it during a board meeting. Yet the sheriff of the county said he had neither the time nor the manpower to review the video or act on its evidence.


Moreover, Chermak said that Democrats on the board, while agreeing the video showed improper conduct, refused to concede that the votes deposited in the drop box were fraudulent or mattered to the total number of ballots. Under Pennsylvania law, a voter can return only his own completed ballot unless he has written permission to submit one on behalf of a disabled person. Otherwise, possessing other people’s ballots is a crime, and conviction can carry a 2-year prison sentence and a $5,000 fine.1


In the lead-up to the 2020 election, the Trump campaign was notified that three people had been observed illegally dropping off multiple ballots into an unmanned drop box. The campaign called on election officials to take action and man the drop boxes. Election officials didn’t do anything except notify the New York Times, which accused Trump campaign observers of engaging in “voter intimidation.”2


The Philadelphia Inquirer published a similar story, quoting Democratic attorney general Josh Shapiro to the effect that observing ballot box election fraud constituted voter intimidation. The story was illustrated with a photograph captioned: “Philadelphia Mayor Jim Kenney delivers his mail ballot outside City Hall on Monday.” The Democratic mayor was actually shown with two ballots, a clear violation of state law.3


Asked about this, the mayor’s office admitted he had been seen with two ballots, but insisted he had been rescued at the last minute from breaking the law. “The mayor was also carrying a mail-in ballot belonging to a person with whom he is personally close,” Kenney spokesman Mike Dunn said. “The elections official standing with him in the photograph informed him that he was not allowed to deposit that person’s ballot. The mayor then deposited only his own ballot into the drop box.”4


In 2020, before the election, James O’Keefe’s undercover reporters of Project Veritas embedded themselves within the Somali community in Congresswoman Ilhan Omar’s district in Minnesota, and they found sources who told them exactly how illegal ballot harvesting worked in the district, with teams going door to door with absentee ballot forms and essentially buying votes.


Project Veritas identified a Somali vote trafficker named Liban Mohamed who boasted of having hundreds of absentee ballots in his car. “Numbers don’t lie. You can see my car is full. All these here are absentee ballots. Can’t you see. Look at all these. My car is full.” Mohamed took videos of himself recording his unlawful conduct. One of them showed him flipping through a stack of ballots, wielding them like playing cards while singing about his accomplishments.5


What was the reaction? Several journalists insisted that ballot harvesting is legal in Minnesota. But Minnesota law says that no one can deliver more than three ballots belonging to someone else to a drop box. This law was challenged in court and its enforcement temporarily stayed, but the law itself remained in effect and was then upheld by the Minnesota Supreme Court. Yet no action was taken to hold the ballot harvesters accountable.


The New York Times published several hit pieces on the Project Veritas report, calling it “deceptive,” “disinformation,” and “false.” When Project Veritas sued the Times for defamation, the newspaper took the revealing position that its reporters were not transmitting facts but rather opinions. The Times basically admitted that its reporters do not distinguish opinion from fact, and had not factually contradicted Project Veritas’s reporting.6


Both in the Pennsylvania and Minnesota cases, no action was taken against alleged perpetrators of election fraud for two reasons. One, the media helped cover up these violations, and two, the responsibility to take action fell on Democratic officials committed to the narrative that elections are largely foolproof and voter fraud is rare and inconsequential.


Granted, these examples show episodic rather than systematic violations. Nevertheless, they are suggestive and highlight the pressing need for an experienced, sophisticated, resourceful, courageous, and persistent group to investigate systematic election fraud, knowing full well that it would face legal attacks, media dismissals, and social media censorship. In Texas, there was such a group.





When Catherine Engelbrecht called my wife Debbie to propose a meeting, the topic of election fraud was entirely taboo, the sort of thing that might get my podcast banned from Facebook, YouTube, and possibly Twitter. Consequently, there was no discussion of election fraud in the public domain. It was discussed on Steve Bannon’s War Room and in a few other precincts, but, in general, the digital tycoons—egged on by the Biden administration and the Democrats—had successfully silenced postmortem debate about what had happened in the 2020 election.


“Catherine says they have something new,” Debbie said. “They” referred to Catherine and her business partner, Gregg Phillips. Debbie had been friends with Catherine for many years. In fact, Catherine’s nonprofit group True the Vote had trained Debbie as a poll watcher in Fort Bend County, Texas. Debbie had served both as a poll watcher and a poll worker in various elections going back to 2012, and she had observed clear cases of election malfeasance firsthand.
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