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“l want to teach a

BETTER way of

analyzing election

results — in terms of ]

“The Whole’ — the Author: Billy Parker
Published August 1, 2023

total population”

www.ForFreeAndFairElections.com

“In a nutshell, it mostly has to do with changes in Election Law. Because when you change the method of administering elections,
you change the outcome of elections. And I have the numbers to prove it! (For NC, changes happened in 2007 and again in 2020.)”

“T am terribly afraid that we, as a nation, are heading into war, possibly a nuclear war — WW!II1I (over Ukraine). And it all goes back
to the fact that we had a very questionable election in 2020!”
- Billy Parker



WHAT IS
HAPPENING TO
OUR ELECTIONS?

A Three-Part Series for Explanation

ﬁ Part |

A Comparison of Election Results to Population: Billy Parker has written a total of four (4)
reports about the 2020 Presidential Election. The reports entitled “Part 11” and the “Supplemental to Part
II” of a “Special Report on the 2020 Presidential Election Results” was exclusively about comparing
election results to the total population — what percentages and historical trends are yielded by making such a
comparison, going all the way back to 1948 in some instances. These two reports were then condensed and
summarized into a 4-page article entitled “23%, 6.4%, 41% - Percentages You Need to Know If an
Election is Fraudulent,” published April 3" 2022. This research analysis serves as the basis for and helping
to now give the big-picture view of explaining, “What Is Happening to Our Elections?”

ﬁ Part ||

A Presentation of this Handout Material: The presentation given by Billy Parker further
explaining this 24-page handout represents a mini-workshop, approximately an hour in length. While this
handout contains a substantial amount of information, it represents only a portion of all the material that is
covered with Mr. Parker’s 2-year research project investigating what is actual happening to our elections. By
attending a “Part II” presentation, Mr. Parker helps to guide you and point out important points that you need
to know regarding the information/data covered in this handout. We go beyond simply comparing election
results to the population as with the above 4-page article. We show how our elections used to be and how they
are now — a “before and now” picture definition. We consider the more than 600,000 “out-of-line” bloc of
votes in North Carolina, according to historical trends, for the past two federal election cycles. We learn about
the two analytical tools of the Margin and the Pivot, and discover why our elections are so different than just a
few years ago. And we also consider some of the other studies done of election fraud in the 2020 election.

ﬁ Part 111

Coming Soon Workshop into Explaining, “What Is Happening to Our Elections?”:
With more time allowed in a workshop setting, Billy Parker does a further deep dive into the numbers
involving some of the subjects in the Part 1l section above. He also covers a number of other very important
subjects, making for a comprehensive analysis involving election integrity. An honest attempt is made to
explain exactly what is happening to our elections! Many are surprised to learn that “election fraud” is only a
portion to the big picture as to what is happening — there are a variety of other forces at play. This Coming
Soon Workshop is a MUST for anyone who is concerned with election integrity and the wrongful direction
that our nation seems to be taking. See the back cover for more information about future planned workshops.




What Is Happening to Our Elections?

Because something really strange is in fact happening!

Voting Changes: Our elections are becoming Altered and Manipulated, often by undisclosed
third parties. These changes are reflected in different trend lines and Margins than what one would
expect to see. This does NOT necessarily mean election fraud always takes place, but something
really strange is in fact happening to our elections.*

Bloc of VVotes: For the state of North Carolina in the 2020 Election, there seems to have been a
bloc of votes of at least 600,000 (most likely around 800,000) that really was “out-of-place”
according to historical trends — when comparing election results to the total population. On the
national level, this number was most likely around 28.3 million. It would be wrong, however, to
classify ALL of these votes as being “fraudulent” — just out-of-place.

For the 2022 Midterms, the size of the bloc is not as certain as with the previous presidential
election; but still, the bloc was large enough to prevent the huge “Red Wave” that everyone was
expecting.

In North Carolina since the year of 2000, the percentage of the population that votes has
increased by a staggering 46%. Of this increase, it has gone in favor of the Democrats 2 to 1. |If
there is any doubt about the possible existence of this unexplained bloc of 600,000 votes, this ‘2 to
17 stat should prove beyond any question that one should stop to consider how our election system
has changed and ask, “Who are all these new ‘voters’ and where are they all coming from?”

The Purpose of this presentation is to figure out where this possible bloc of votes is coming
from and how the GOP should proceed forward. Remember, you can’t effectively legislate to fix a
problem unless you first properly and fully understand the nature of the problem.

*1t is DEBATABLE asto whether widespread election fraud took place in North Carolina for
the 2020 Election; but we have actual forensic proof that it did in fact take place in the states of
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin (source: “2000 Mules”).



Elections Elections

THEN NOW

Evenly Divided Scenario Biden vs. Trump
(National - 2000: Bush vs. Gore) (National — 2020)

Total Republican
-V %

yeld 0%
§if: 2
34 Party Vote: &8 8 ¢
VPR: ¢ W VPR:
° of Total Population vy gar® L[]

37.45% L 47.79 %
Swing to the Left Biden vs. Trump
(National - 1964: Johnson vs. Goldwater) v (North Carolina — 2020)

i i VPR:

— 37.39% .—._' - 52.92%
Swing to the Right Possible Factors
(National - 1984: Reagan vs. Mondale) for this Change:

e Demographics
e Polarization

¢ Election Fraud
e “Other”

Let’s Investigate
the Possibilities

39.36%

* VPR stands for Voter Participation Rate — the Total number of Votes cast Divided by the Total number of Population.

Is there any wonder why so many people thought the 2020 election was possibly FRAUDULENT?
A picture is worth a thousand words!

For nearly a five (5) decade period (from 1952 to 2000) the Voter Participation Rate (VPR) was between 36.9% to 39.4%
(Nationally) — a 2.5% range, and our elections looked to varying degrees like the examples shown on the above left-side,
under “Elections THEN.” The political pendulum might not have swung as far to the right or to the left as shown with the
two examples of 1964 and 1984, but what they all had in common was nearly the same percentage of the population voted in
every election cycle. This was a period where both of the two major parties did everything, within legal limits, to get the



vote out and encourage everyone to vote. If either one of the two parties ran at least an average candidate, the voter
participation was within this 2.5% range of the population. There were vigorous campaigns during this period involving
many good to excellent candidates; but 39.4% of the population was the maximum level of voter participation that was
possible (with a two-man race). Only with the third-party candidacy of Ross Perot in 1992 was there enough enthusiasm to
increase this up to 40.9%

Then with the 2004 national election, this all started to change. While the change from THEN to NOW was gradual in
the beginning, the majority of this change actually happened in one election cycle — that of 2020. Now the VPR on a national
level is way up to 47.8% — as shown with the (national) example in the top-right corner.

For North Carolina, the VPR has traditionally been 39% or below; now it is way — way up to 52.9%. And notice in the
last frame how the percentage of “New” Democrat voters outnumbers the “New” Republican voters by an astonishing 2 to 1
ratio. This certainly should warrant an investigation and possibly election audit.

Commonly Asked Questions

1. Why is the VPR usually under 50% — for a functional democratic
republic such as the United States?

2. Isn’t a higher VPR a good thing?
3. If the problem is “Fraud,” then where is it coming from?
4. Shouldn’t Republicans be Vote Harvesting too?

To help to answer these questions, let’s refer to the Voter Participation Rate (VPR) Math Formula.

The VPR Math Formula

(Numbers for NC 2020 Presidential General Elections)

and @ ®) © ®) ® @®
Voter Percentage (%) of P %) s %)
Percent (%) ercent (% ercent (% fous = , ’
S o . . Total Eligible Registrations to Ballot Received to
Participation Total #of Voters —  of Republican -+  of Democrat 4  of 3“Party = €8 L
Ralt)e Total Population Voters Voters Voters Voters % Eligible Voters % Registrations %
N.C. . 52.92% _ 2643% o+ 25.71% + 0.78% _ 7410% < 95.14% X 75.07%
VPR in2020 ° (5,524,804 + = (2,758,775 = (2,684,292 + (81,737 + = (7,735,586 + (7,359,798 + (5,524,804
10,439,388) 10,439,388) 10,439,388) 10,439,388) 10,439,388) 7,735,586) 7,359,798)

(Margin = 0.72%)

Columns D, E, and F of the above VPR Math Formula represents what is called the “Get-Out-the-Vote” Calculation. Let’s
consider how the percentage variables for this calculation has changed over the past two decades.

How the “Get-Out-the-Vote” Number has Changed

Traditional North Carolina Numbers:

Eligible Voter %=

71.60% X

(5,763,308 + 8,049,313)

71.80% X

(6,206,235 < 8,643,781)

Election Year in NC

2000:

2004:

Today’s North Carolina Numbers:

Election Year in NC

2020:

Eligible Voter %*

74.10% X

(7,735,586 + 10,439,388)

Registration to
Eligible Voter %-*

88.87%

(5,122,123 + 5,763,308)

89.06%

(5,526,981 + 6,206,235)

Registration to
Eligible Voter %*

95.14%

(7,359,798 + 7,735,586)

X

Ballots Received to
Registration %

56.84%

(2,911,262 + 5,122,123)

63.35%

(3,501,007 + 5,526,981)

Ballots Received to
Registration %

75.07%

(5,524,804 = 7,359,798)

Voter
Participation Rate

36.17%

(2,911,262 + 8,049,313)

40.50%

(3,501,007 + 8,643,781)

Voter
Participation Rate

32.92%

(5,524,804 + 10,439,388)

* The Youth Population (under 18 years of age) is determined by the US Census. The Adult Population of Ineligible voters, for this analysis is estimated at 4%.



Answers to Commonly Asked Questions

1. Why is the VPR usually under 50% - for a functional democratic republic such as the United States? Simply put, it
is how the numbers are calculated. When considering the “Get-Out-the-Vote” number from the VPR Math
Formula, the highest (legally) that it can be is that of Column D — the “Eligible Voter %” — which is largely
determined by Census data (those 18 and older) but less those Adults who are ineligible to vote. When you multiply
this percentage by the other two percentages (Columns E and F), you traditionally come up with a percentage below
50%.

2. Isn’t a higher VPR a good thing? This is a question that you will really have to answer for yourself. Traditionally
the VPR was under 40%; now in some states, it is over 50%. It should be noted, however, that in Communist
countries, the VPR is often 90%o or higher. Are our elections becoming more like those countries?

3. If the problem is “Fraud,” then where is it coming from? It is coming from Columns E and F of the VPR Math
Formula. The “Registration to Eligible Voter %” (Column E) has traditionally been below 90%; now in North
Carolina, it is way up to 95.14%. | have solid evidence that our voter rolls are bloated with fake registrations. Is
there any wonder why this number is so high? But more importantly, one must consider the “Ballots Received to
Registration %” number (Column F). Traditionally, this has been around 60%, with about a +/- 5% variance
between election cycles; now it’s way up to 75.07% - a historical high. That’s right; traditionally, of the registered
voters, only about 60% actually show up to the polls to vote. The remaining 40% who do not vote offers tremendous
opportunities for mischief by the Democrats. | believe the Democrats know the probability of the unlikelihood of
voting by this pool of 40% of voters. | further believe that the Democrats send people around to vote in the names of
many of these “unlikely” voters. Again, I have gathered some evidence to this affect.

4. Shouldn’t Republicans be Vote Harvesting too? The Democrats have already picked all the low hanging fruit in the
availability of new voters. As one can plainly see, the percentages that make up the “Get-Out-the-Vote” calculation
is very close to being “maxed out.” Where exactly are the Republicans supposed to go get all these “new” voters
with Vote Harvesting to offset what the Democrats have done to our election system? The “Registration to Eligible
Voter %” is already up to 95.14% in NC (with 100% being the maximum amount legally allowed); and the “Ballots
Received to Registration %” is now 75.07% in NC — the highest in history. Yes the Republicans might be able to
squeeze one or two more percent out of these numbers (and the Democrats will be attempting to do the same); but
can Republicans really offset what the Democrats have done, and beat them at their own game? | contend that
everybody who is willing to vote Republican is already voting Republican. And changing them from a precinct voter
to a mail-in voter through Vote Harvesting schemes is only going to move people from one column to another, on the
same side of the ledger. The only real solution is to change our election system back to what it used to be with only
Election Day voting (no Early Voting) and getting rid of the No-Excuse Absentee Ballots.

Trend Lines from 1948 to 2020
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Notice how the Republican Trend Line goes up one or two times and then down one or two times; but over the long run, it is an upward trend
(much like the long-term of the population) — exactly what one might expect. But notice the Democrat Trend Line. Starting in 1984, slowly but
surely, it goes straight up nearly every election cycle! Even for the election cycles that the Republicans do very well, the Democrats still go up.
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Comparing Election Results to the Total Population
(National Percentages)

Large Margins are normally associated with Large Winning Percentages (%) in a Presidential
Contest. It is an anomaly when this does not happen. But when it does, the only possible

mathematical explanation is that the Pivot has greatly increased.

Over past 75 Years, the Winning Percentages in a General Election have ranged from:

e 16.4% to 23.1%*

During the Modern Era of American Politics — the past 75 Years, there have been Seven (7)
Decisive Wins and/or Landslide Victories:

e The Winning Percentages for these large victories have ranged from

21.2% to 23.1%*

e With the exception of 2004, the Margins have ranged from 3.2% to 8.7%
with 6.4% being the median.

* These Winning Percentages do NOT include the 2020 (very questionable results). If the 2020
results are to be correct, then Joe Biden received support of the Total Population of 24.7% - more
than any other presidential contender over the past 75 Years — even more than Reagan’s 1984 re-

election landslide victory.

Pros and Cons of Comparing Election Results to the Total Population

Election Results can be analyzed
“internally” or “externally.” We are
accustomed to the internal approach
where the candidate results are compared
to the total number of votes cast; and
usually, the candidate with 50% plus one
is declared the winner. But election
results can also be compared to other
“external” sets of data. The most
commonly used other sets of data is the
number of registered voters and the US
Census count — the population.
Problems often arise when comparing
results to the number of registered voters
— because the rolls are often bloated with
fictitious and false registrations.

A more promising and accurate
method of “external” comparison is with
the total population. There are numerous
advantages with this approach: One is
able to see things in terms of “The
Whole” — to see how votes are shifting
and moving around in the population and
with the two parties. One is better able
to see anomalies in data, by comparing
one set of data to a different set. Also,
the population is the Ultimate Common
Denominator when making a comparison

involving people (or how they vote).

One big advantage of comparing to
the total population is that one is more
casily able to measure the level of
enthusiasm for a presidential contender.
When there is a lot of enthusiasm, the
winning percentages are at the top end
of the range; and with a lackluster
campaign, they are at the bottom end.

Another big advantage is that it
makes comparing one election cycle to
another much easier. There is no need
to adjust for increases and decreases in
the population. With dividing election
result by the population, this necessary
adjustment is done automatically.

There is however one downside to
comparing election results to the total
population. The results yielded for the
various types of percentages are skewed
because of the ever increasing number
of Illegal Immigrants, as part of the
population. This can make for a slight
statistical problem when viewing
election cycle percentages in a historical
context.

But the author of this article believes
the benefit of this “external” method of

comparison greatly outweighs any down-
side disadvantage. Much interesting data
is leasned by comparing election
results to the total population, especially
when taking a historical perspective.

Part I of “What Is Happening To Our
Elections?” is an Article summarizing
the comparison of Election Result to

the Total Population for past 75 Years

ﬂ 23%, 6.4%, 41%




Different Winning % = Different Margins

Examples of Lackluster or Moderate Campaigns (National Numbers)

% of POPULATION
WHO VOTED

Winner Loser Margin
Presidential Election Year of 1948

Truman vs. Dewey D-16.39% R-14.91% 1.48%
Presidential Election Year of 1960

Kennedy vs. Nixon D-19.08% R-19.02% 0.06%
Presidential Election Year of 1976

Carterve. Ford D-18.79% | R-18.02% 0.77%
Presidential Election Year of 2000

Corevs: Bush® D-18.12% R-17.93% 0.19%

* In 2000, Gore won the Popular Vote, and Bush won the Electoral College

Examples of Decisive Wins and/or Landslide Victories (National Numbers)

% of POPULATION
WHO VOTED
Winner Loser Margin
Presidential Election Year of 1964
Johnsoive Goldwater D-22.82% R-14.38% 8.44%
Presidential Election Year of 1972
Nigonvs. McGoveri R-22.67% D-14.02% 8.65%
Presidential Election Year of 1984
Reagan vs. Mondale R-23.13% D-15.96% 7.17%
Presidential Election Year of 2008 5 o -
Obama vs. McCain D-22.92% R-19.77% 3.15%

Examples of Very “Red” and Very “Blue”

States (State Numbers)

% of POPULATION
WHO VOTED
Winner Loser Margin
North Dakota:
Presidential Election Year of 2004
Bush vs. Kerry R-30.0% D-17.0% 13.0%
Maine:
Presidential Election Year of 2008
Obama vs. MeCaii D-32.0% R-22.4% 9.6%
West Virginia:
Presidential Election Year of 2016
Trump vs. Clinton R-27.0% D-10.4% 16.6%
Massachusetts:
Presidential Election Year of 2016
Trump vs. Clinton D-29.5% R-16.1% 13.4%

* It is possible for up to around 30% of the population to vote for the winning candidate, but you

must have a Margin to support such a win.
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Margins and

Pivot Points

Margin: The DIFFERENCE in the 2 Parties

Large Margins are generally associated
with Large Winning Percentages.

Low Margins and/or Expectations of Low
Margins can create Motivation to Cheat.

Pivot Point: The AVERAGE of the 2 Parties

Factors to cause an Increase/Decrease in
Pivot Point:
e Adding New Voters to Electoral System
(both Legitimately and Illegitimately)
e Hotly Contested Campaigns (brings out
the voters)
e Type of Election (Presidential vs.
Midterm)
e FEntry of a Major 3™ Party Contender(s)
e Changes in Demographics (aging of the
population)
e Flection Fraud

States with the Lowest Margins and High Pivot Points
in the 2020 Presidential General Election

State Highest Source: 2000 Mules

Ranking Above Avg. | Historical | Battle- | Forensic

of Lowest Pivot Pivot Point | Pivot Point | ground | Evidence of Experienced

Margins State Margin | Point in Region* | for State State Election Fraud | Vote Spikes
1 Georgia 0.11% 23.04% Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
2 Arizona 0.14% 23.31% Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
3 Wisconsin 0.35% 27.50% Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
4 Pennsylvania 0.62% 26.29% Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
5 North Carolina | 0.72% 26.07% Yes Yes ¥
6 Nevada 1.08% 22.12% No Yes Yes
G Michigan 1.53% | 27.07% Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
8 Florida 1.73% 25.46% Yes Yes 2 Yes
9 Texas 2.17% 19.13% No Yes
10 Ohio 4.03% 24.73% Yes Yes Yes
11 Alaska 4.03% 23.44% Yes Yes
12 Minnesota 4.08% 28.05% Yes Yes Yes
13 New Hampshire | 4.31% | 28.70% Yes Yes
14 Iowa 4.35% 25.97% Yes Yes
15 Virginia 522% | 25.35% Yes Yes Yes
16 Maine 5.46% 29.21% Yes Yes Yes
17 South Carolina | 5.73% 24.20% Yes Yes

*Above Average Pivot Point is based upon states in same region (West, Midwest, South, & Northeast) of United States.
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Issue of “Election Fraud”

| have set out on a two-year journey to prove “election fraud.” I don’t know if I can do that, or
even if that is possible. Because, I don’t have a badge to go in to get the forensic evidence
necessary; all | can do is provide statistical evidence that might suggest fraud as a possibility. And
along those lines, I can definitely show lots of nefarious and “not right” activities as having taken
place.

As everyone knows by now, some of the claims of “election fraud” have turned out to be
unsubstantiated, like vast switching of votes with the machines and hacking into voting systems
throughout the country. Yes, | believe there was election fraud, even to the extent that it might
have changed the election outcome in some states. But | have come to the conclusion that
“election fraud” is just one of numerous variables and factors that took place in 2020; and we need
to open-minded about these other possibilities, and not be fixated on only “election fraud.”

It is my goal, however, to put this issue in its proper context and give an honest assessment. After
all, it is the TRUTH that I’m seeking, no matter if it was fraud or some other issue that happened
in 2020. I don’t want to over-emphasize the fraud; but at the same time, I don’t want to under-
emphasize it — just treat the issue fairly. For instance, | have recently learned that a lot of the
young people, those who just turned 18 years of age, blamed the Republicans for the school
shutdowns and therefore used Social Media to get all their friends to vote Democrat in 2020 and
2022. I’'m sorry, but this is NOT election fraud, no matter how much you might disagree and
dislike how this aspect of Social Media is being used. Also there is the issue of Big Tech using
Algorithms to determine what type of election news that you receive when doing on-line searches.
I think this stinks to high-heaven and is a serious problem that needs addressing, but | have to
agree that this is technically not “clection fraud.” The movie, 2000 Mules, gives the most credible
evidence of election fraud that | have seen yet. And while the DELIVERY of all those ballots by
paid traffickers is clearly fraudulent, I have to also ask myself, “How many of those voters would
have still voted for Biden if they had gone through legal channels to cast a ballot?” So you see
where I’m kind of going with this issue. It’s not all black and white — there’s a lot of gray.

| believe what mainly happened is that the Left mobilized and got their vote out better than we did
— by getting a lot of NEW mostly ‘low-information voters’ to vote for their side. They did this in a
very stealth, below-the-radar, manner. They did all this by using Social Media/Big Tech, Non-
Profits, and yes even the Government, in order to change the election outcome.

Hopefully by seeing things through a little different colored lens, we will be in a better position to
assess the different reports/books/videos of “election fraud” as shown here in this presentation.

We on our side need to try really hard to understand what is happening to our elections; and then
try to figure out how to counteract what is actually happening. Because one thing is certain,
something mighty strange is in fact happening to our elections. Survival of the Republic is
dependent upon this deeper understanding.

- Billy Parker



“Here is the ‘Official” count of voter fraud in North Carolina for the 2020 and 2021 elections by the NCSBE. I have
a little bit of a problem with some of the numbers, for a variety of reasons.”

NORTH CAROLINA

STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS

Below is the most up to date data for the North Carolina State Board of Elections incidents and
cases pertaining to the 2020 General Election and the 2021 Municipal Election.

The first chart shows the type and number of complaints from September 1, 2020 to January 4,
2022.

Type of Complaint | # of Complaints

 ABS Fraud 14
| Candidate Disclosure 7‘ 1
. Double Voter ; 183
 False Advertising . g !
Felon Registrant | 5
| Felon Voter 57
Non-Citizen Voter » 6
| Phbfc;grabhi;g Voted “ '
| Ballot E— — 24
_ Residency Issue 10
| Voter Assistance | 5
. Vote Buying
Voter Impersonation 1 35
. Voter Intimidation , akl
Voter Registration | 8
Voter Suppression | 1
Total 358
*Data is from 9/1/2020
through 1/4/2022

The second chart shows all the referred cases by type and number from September 1, 2020 to
January 4, 2022.

| Type of Case # of Cases Referred to DA |

Double Voter , 7

 False Swearing L 1
Felon Voter 46

; Photographing Voted . -

| Ballot 1

. Voter Impersonation 6
Total ’ 61

*Data is from 9/1/2020
through 1/4/2022 |
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Some people have questioned the credibility of the numbers as provided by Peter Navarro of the alleged “Possible
lllegal Votes” for the six battleground states. That is a fair concern. But in Mr. Navarro’s defense, he does provide
52 noted endnotes in his study to support his claims. And even if he is 50% off, the number of illegal votes still
greatly outweighs the margin of victory in those six states - still making for a possible “stolen” election in 2020.

Master Table as shown on Page 3 of Mr. Navarro’s Report

Vote Irregularities and Illegalities by Category and State
o | ceorom wcnom | wevon | ronn  wicorsn

Absentee ballots cast without
statutorily required application 170,140

Absentee ballots cast that arrived
after Election Day 10,000

Absentee ballots cast that were
requested before & after statutory 305,701
deadline

Absentee ballots cast from addresses
other than where voters legallyreside 19,997 15,000 14,328

Absentee ballots cast that were returned
on or before the postmark date 22,903 58,221

Absentee ballots cast without a
postmark 9,005

Absentee ballots requested under the
name of a registered voter without 27,825
consent

Dead voters 10,315 482 1,506 8,021

Double voters: In-state 395 42,284 742 234
Felon voters 2,560
Illegal ballot harvesting 17,271

Indefinitely confined voter abuses 216,000
Juvenile voters (<18 years old) 66,247

Mail-in ballots cast by voters
registered after the registration deadline 150,000

No address on file for voter 2,000 1,043 35,109 8,000
Non-citizen voters 36,473 4,000

No corresponding voter registration
B 174,384

Non-registered voters(not on voter rolls) 2,423
Over-votes B 11,676 202,377

Pollwatcher & poll observer abuses 680,774

Voting machine irregularities

(fake/manufactured ballots & spikes) 136,155 195,755 143,379

Voters over 100 years old 1,573

| 254,722 601,130 446,803 220,008 992,467 553,872
10.457 11,779 154,818 33,596 81.660 20,682

Volume Three of the Navarro Report was prepared by Peter Navarro, a member
of the Trump Administration. He produced a series of reports, including this one,
following the election that demonstrates President Trump had good faith in
believing the 2020 Presidential Election were stolen, and there was widespread
fraud and election irregularities. With a checklist of 26 categories used for this
report, Mr. Navarro details potentially illegal vote totals for the six battleground
states of Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. To
substantiate the totals provided, the report was documented with 52 noted Endnotes.
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Answers to “What is Happening to
Our Elections?”

Our election are becoming Altered and Manipulated by the following:

A. The Government

Changes to Election Law — Early Voting & Absentee Ballots
Motor Voter Laws

State/County Board of Elections

Dept. of Health and Human Services

Public School System

B. Nonprofit NGOs (Non-Governmental Organizations)
e “\Voter Registration Project (VRP)”
e “Blueprint NC”
e Left-wing Churches
e Other “Nonprofits”

C. Public-Private Partnerships
e Big-fat Govt. Contracts; Govt. Paid Infrastructure;
& Tax Breaks
e A form of “Fascism” — Phony Capitalism
e \Workers of these industries are likely to vote for Bigger
Government

D. Media and Big Tech
e Suppression of the “Hunter Biden Lap-top” news story
e Use of Algorithms to Censor News
e Many other nefarious activities by the Left-Controlled Media

E. Changes in Population and Demographics (from 2000 to 2020)
e 17.78% Increase in Population for the United States
e 29.69% Increase in Population for North Carolina
e 79.89% Increase in Population for Wake Co., NC

F. Advancements in Technology
e [nternet
e Smart Phone

The Democrat Party is Using (and Abusing) the following to steal elections:

e No Excuse Absentee Ballot (the Mail-In VVote)
e Early Voting Period



e Educate through Website, Video, and
Workshops

e Advertise to the masses — to both Republicans
and Democrats

Boremy
o) WHAT IS

HAPPENING TO
OUR ELECTIONS?

For Answers:

www.ForFreeAndFairElections.com

“I’m just one citizen trying to do everything I can to stop the tyranny. While I have
formed an LLC, | am NOT a Non-Profit; as a consequence, | do not qualify for any
“free” government (or other) grant money. | am therefore not beholding to anyone — I’m
“free” to say and do as | see fit.

A lot of money is required by a private citizen such as me to get the message out as to
what is happening to our elections. In giving this handout of material to you, I’m making
an investment in you, in hopes that you will come see my presentation and decide to make
an investment in me — so | can continue my work and educate our fellow citizens as to
what is truly happening to our elections and why things have changed so much.”

Billy Parker

www.ForFreeAndFairElections.com



Four (4) Extensive Reports on the 2020 Presidential Election

“I have written a total of four reports on the 2020 Presidential Election. My 2-year analysis of that election has been an
evolving one — very much a learning process. What | thought and believed in the beginning is different from what | do now.
One of the biggest differences is what I have come to know as the ‘Out-of-Line’ vote, according to historical trends. Up
until the 2022 Midterm Election, | thought that bloc of votes was nearly entirely fraudulent. Now | have come to realize
that election fraud is just part of — one of numerous forces that are causing our elections to be altered and manipulated. For
a FREE download of each of my reports, simply go to my website, ForFreeAndFairElections.com and go to the ‘Report Page.””

Part 1 of A Special Report on
the 2020 Presidential Election
Results, Published 7/16/2021:
Possibly 9.6 Million Fraudulent
Votes calculated from only 15
states in the 2020 election. Other
studies are considered including
the Election Spikes Report.

PART II «s
SPECIAL REPORT
be

Part Il of A Special Report on
the 2020 Presidential Election
Results, Published 9/21/2021:
Comparison of election result to
US Census population from 1948
to 2020. A historical record of
each election cycle, including the
winning percentage and margins.

SUPPLEMENTAL

o

Supplemental to Part Il of A
Special Report on the 2020
Presidential Election Results,
Published 3/1/2022: Continua-
tion of findings by comparing
election results to the population.
“Inflation at the Ballot Box” and
influence of 3" Party Candidates.

A Critique of Dr. Douglas
Frank — Cyber Symposium of
August 10, 2021, Published
2/10/2022:  This Mike Lindell
sponsored event about the 2020
election was possibly a source of
FALSE INFORMATION with Dr.
Frank’s “incredible” assertations.

Coming Soon - Part 111 Workshop on

WHAT IS

= HAPPENING TO  fi&
OUR ELECTIONS?

Learn a Better way of analyzing election results. Once you learn the 6 Foundations (or Pillars) of Mr. Parker’s method of election
analysis, you too can do your own analysis of election results in upcoming elections. You will have the tools to be confident in

determining if an election is “free and fair.” The workshop
goes into details and teaches you more about the following:

Political Pendulum of THEN and NOW

The Margin and the Pivot

The Voter Participation Rate (VPR) Math Formula
Calculating the “Out-of-Line” Votes

Historical Comparison of Election “Percentages”
How the Numbers have Changed (State/County)
Action Needed for Election Integrity to be Restored

oem

Over 50 Slides of information are covered in the Workshop. As a comparison, this Part 11 — “Handout of Material” contains information
from only 22 of the Slides — therefore, there is just so much more to learn with this method of election analysis by taking the workshop.
There are also a number of handouts in the workshop, including the Exclusive Formatted Table for all 50 states with election results
going all the way back to 1960. And if you are a resident of North Carolina, we give you the data for your county of how the numbers
have changed since the last time we truly had a “free and fair” election (2000 and 2004) — the county numbers may really surprise you!

Qualifier: While ALL are welcomed to take this workshop, but people who are “numbers people” like accountants and engineers are
the ones who will get the most out of it. We do a deep dive into the numbers in figuring out exactly what is happening to our elections.
Because one thing is certain, something really strange is in fact happening!

Register now for upcoming workshops to be announced in your county or area of the state (for now, workshops will only be available in
North Carolina). Go to the “Registration Page” of ForFreeAndFairElection.com to put your name on the list; and when workshops
are available in your county or adjacent county, then you’ll be notified.




