
Election Fraud in Kootenai County
Part II : Statistical Proof



Early Voting Results Not Posted

• Early Voting Results are usually posted first.
• KCRCC Candidates won all three contests 3 handily!!!

– Lyons (59/41), McKenzie (56/44), Angiletta (61/39)  
– Why weren’t these VERY FAVORABLE RESULTS posted???

• KCRCC Candidates even won in CDA (District 4!!!) 
– Notice: almost a quarter of CDA residents Voted Early. 



First Results Mixed Early/Absentee 

• Arbitrary mix of Early/Absentee—impossible to decipher.

• E-Office used two tabulators to count absentees.  
– Posted Results from Only one Tabulators.



Shock—Initial Post Matched Final Post

• Hair on Fire Moment!!  This cannot happen. 

• All three races match EXACTLY.              No others come close. 
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Statistics and Sampling Error
• Sample Size—19,615 Early voters

– 26% of all in-person ballots cast early. 
– HUGE, highly representative sample. 
– Statistically certain to correlate closely. 

• Early and E-Day percentages should close 
unless sampling error identified. 
– Explanation needed for 9% difference.
– Burden of Proof on e-fraud deniers.



Early to E-Day Differences

• Large, Early vs. E-Day Difference make no sense.

– More than one in four in-person voters, voted early.

– 19,615 early voters from all over the county. 

– Statistically, variation should be within a few %.  

– Early to E-Day Variation in Trump voters less than 3%. 

• With variation < 3%,  all 3 KCRCC Candidates would have won.



9% Difference is an Anomaly



Explaining Early to E-Day Difference

• NIC Trustee Race was Non-Partisan
– Nope. Same for both Early and E-Day voters.

• NIR Spent a fortune on Negative Advertising.
– Nope.  Same for both Early and E-day voting. 
– ALSO, KCRCC will ALWAYS be outspent.  RINO$ are $$$$$. 

• Last Minute anti-KCRCC text flipped E-day Voting 9%.  
– Ya Right.  Anti-KCRCC propaganda, ridicule, 

accreditation scare-porn has gone on for years. 

NOTE:     The NIC Trustee Races had many “undervotes.”   Many 

people who did not have a definite opinion simply did not vote. 



Explaining Early to E-Day Difference

• Early Voters are More Conservative—
– Nope. Most early voters live NEAR CDA.

• Trump told people to Vote Early
– Yes, but Early to E-Day Trump variation is < 3%.

• Too many factors to predict—Age, gender, precinct, 
liberal, etc.  
– Nope. Large samples (19K) integrate many factors.



Summary : Statistical Problems
• First and final results are 

identical for all NIC races.
– Impossible coincidence
– Indicates Fraud

• 9% difference in Early vs. 
E-day NIC races.
– Unexplained
– Statistically impossible 

• Percent of “Undercount” 
Ballots is identical for Early 
vs. E-day voters. 
– No difference in undervotes. 
– Votes were likely flipped, 

not added. 

• More Information on 
Election Fraud in KC: 

Part I of E-Fraud series : https://rumble.com/v5w5s55-election-fraud-in-kootenai-county-overview.html

Article on NIC Steal : https://www.nislowgrow.org/slog-blog/was-the-nic-trustee-election-stolen

https://rumble.com/v5w5s55-election-fraud-in-kootenai-county-overview.html
https://www.nislowgrow.org/slog-blog/was-the-nic-trustee-election-stolen
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