The
Reasonable
Doubt
Report

by Nicholas St Jon
September 14, 2022



Meeting with Sheriffs September 14, 2022

* Introductions
o Janice Hermsen
o Keith Hanly
o Jeff O’'Donnell
= Play Jeff video
o Nicholas St Jon
= Faired Line curve program on US Submarines
= Provisional Voting Report — Opens an Investigation
o CIiff Curtis — wrote the 51%-49% code installed in the machines in the early to
mid 2000s proving vote counting machines could be manipulated
* Building the case
o In court there must not be “reasonable” doubt
+ Jeff O'Donnell graphs
o Clark County
o Douglas County
o Washoe County
* Washoe County 2020 Cast Vote Records Analysis
o Marsha Berkbigler vs Alexis Hill Commissioner District 1 2020 analysis
= First 5,000 votes of ~53,000 counted
+ It's a wild ride
* Hill has 77 runs of 10-27 sequential votes counted
» Berkbigler has 3 runs of 8
* Hill jumps out to a 71.3% to 28.7% lead in first 5,000 votes counted
with a 2,131 vote lead
= Middle of the counting, 25,000 - 30,000
» Berkbigler wins that grouping of 5,000 56.3% to 43.7%
= Last 5,000 set
» Berkbigler wins 50.2% to Hill's 49.8%
o Berkbigler vs Hill Running Totals Graph 1
» Linear with a predetermined slope for 1% 25% of votes counted
= Extended trend lines show what would have been results if that slope had
been maintained throughout the entire counting processing
o Berkbigler vs Hill Running Totals Graph 2
= Slope changes but stays unnaturally linear from 25% mark out to 45%
mark
= Extended trend lines show that would have been results if that slope had
been maintained throughout the rest of the counting processing
= From 45% to 100% is more indicative of a no machine algorithm
interference counting process
« If there’s nothing to hide
o Denied Nicholas access guaranteed by NRS to watch the post election machine
certification processing
o Denied requests for the VVPAT “audit trail” paper rolls and denied the .sha files

which are the electronic “image” files of every paper ballot run through the
tabulator machines



2020 Election Ratio - CLARK - Mail

Totals From CVR
Candidate Mail  [Early Voting|Election Day|CountingGroup|Total
Trump, Donald J. - REP| 136,916 | 234,410 59,457 0 430,783
Biden, Joseph R. - DEM|303,596 171,712 46,493 ) 591731
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2020 Election Ratio - DOUGLAS - Mail

Totals Frem CYR
Condidate Mail [Early Voting|Election Day|Total
TRUMP, DOMNALD )/PENCE, MICHAEL R. - REP|10,25% 8,541 2,830 21,630
BIDEMN, JOSEPH R/HARRIS, KAMALA D. - DEM | 8,901 1965 705 11,571
"] TRUMP, DONALD J/PENCE, MICHAEL R - REP / BIDEN, JOSEPH R/HARRIS, KAVALAD. - DEM [ Vs Early Voting Election Day
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160
140
120
100 ’-/__M
&0
60
40
20
D S T P S S I S S P I P S S S S TS S PO S I ST ST T
FF P P F P F P P F P F PP F P F PP FFIFFPAPIFPFFFFFFPFFF PSS &
S e T T I T IS FTFSTEITEFTFST I TFFTFSTETESE &




2020 Election Ratio - WASHOE - Mail

Totals From CVR
Caondidate Mail |Early Voting|Election Day|Total
TRUMP, DOMNALD ). / PENCE, MICHAEL R|44074| 57778 14,808 (16,660
BIDEM, JOSEPH R./ HARRIS, KAMALA D. 83082 36,086 8,829 127,997
"] TRUMF, DONALD J./ PEMNCE, MICHAEL R./BIDEN, JOSEPH R./HARRIS, KAMALAD. - Mtail Early Voting Election Day : Low Limit
: High Limit
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Mesa County, Colorado

[ Kamala 0. Hair -"..".l




SAMPLES OF FIRST 5000 VOTES

BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020
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SAMPLES OF FIRST 5000 VOTES

BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020

Consecutive Votes

30
25
20
15
10

5

0

8T
97T
LT
9TLT
ETLT
80LT
90LT
€0LT
0041
£69T
<691
0691
9891
€491
1491
£99T
6191
€VoT
9¢91
0€91
9791
raot
0791
9191
8091
1091
L65T
065T
€851
9451
T45T
6951
9951
95T
1651
arst
orat
LEST
6059T
905T
€05T
26vT
28rT
12:14"
9rT
€Ll
TivT
69r1
T9vT
€9t
st

BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020

Consecutive Votes

25

20

15
1

0
5
0

810¢
oe
8€0¢
a0t
900¢
66T
0861
€461
1461
5961
1961
1461
o1
6€6T
5e6T
8761
a6t
9161
€161
606T
S06T
06T
9681
L88T
5481
1481
€981
6481
€481
1481
6v81
981
81
9€81
re8T
Te8T
6781
0281
LT8T
T181
6Ll
TLLT
9LT
8941
FETA
0541
il
9eLT
PELT
0ELT
8¢

BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020

Consecutive Votes

25
20

15
10

5
0

Tree
6EEC
LEET
0EEC
9z7eC
€TEC
6TEC
STEC
¢ree
66¢7¢
L8CC
6LCC
85¢¢C
95¢¢
05¢¢
9€¢C
recc
0€¢¢
STCC
riee
0T¢e
50¢¢
96T¢
reTc
06T¢
18T¢
89T¢
ST¢
EVIC
wic
8¢T¢
€ETC
6CT¢C
LTTT
STI¢
0ZT1¢
STT¢
TT1¢
€0T¢
660¢
£60¢
560¢
060¢
180¢
LL0T
0L0¢
€90¢
£50¢
£50¢
050¢
8r0¢



SAMPLES OF FIRST 5000 VOTES

BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020
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Hill had 10-27 consecutive votes 77 times in the first 5000 votes.

The highest number of consecutive votes was 27.

Berkbigler had up to 8 consecutive votes and that was just 3 times.



BERKBIGLERws HILL 2000 @
Running Total
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BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020

Running Totals

il

38
v
>

st

-
FFFFF
::::::

i e T

!!!!!

[ (R[] ]



Hill at 72.6% and Berkbigler at 27.4%
With 9308 votes in until 10195 votes

Hill at 67.2% and Berkbigler at 32.8% for first 5000
votes

received.
BERKBIGLER vs HILL 2020 | Berkbigler at 56.3% and Hill at 43.7%
between 25000 and 30000 votes
Percentage 0 VOteS | perkbigler at 50.2% ani Hill at 49.8% of fast 5000 votes
10.0% Ending: Hill at 55.1% and Berkbigler 44.9%
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