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Ballot Drop Boxes – Never Approved in Statute

• While their use may be ubiquitous throughout Kansas, 
the use of Ballot Drop Boxes has never been expressly 
approved by the Legislature as a means by which to 
collect ballots (no supporting statute) 

• The recent influx of drop boxes was authorized, by 
fiat, through the Secretary of State’s Office in 
conjunction w/ recommendations from Cybersecurity 
and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA) and paid for 
by CTCL (Facebook/Meta) in Johnson County in 2020.
• Clay Barker, Legal Counsel, Secretary of State’s response on 

Drop Box legality: “On your question regarding the use of 
drop boxes - the current mail ballot statute, KSA 25-1124, 
was enacted in 1967.  In 1978, the legislature amended the 
relevant part of KSA 25-1124(a) to its current language: 
“the ballot envelope shall be mailed or otherwise 
transmitted by the voter to the county election officer.”

• The ballots are NOT being transmitted by the voter– they 
are being transmitted by either 3rd parties (ballot 
harvesters) OR by partisan election workers who we cannot 
monitor and are not required to keep a valid chain of 
custody, apparently.



Ballot Boxes – Paid for by the Center for Tech & 
Civic Life (CTCL) or “Zuckerbucks”

The “total combination” of the Voting 
System is supposed to be certified 
Including but not limited to:
- Electronic PollBooks
- Ballot On-Demand Printers
- Thumb Drives
- Software (See: Konnech/PollChief/
Chinese Communist Party)
- SECURITY CAMERAS 



Ballot Drop Boxes – No Laws Governing Chain of 
Custody or Criminal Penalties
• Chain of Custody = Evidence Integrity

• CISA’s recommendations
• In a 7 page document obtained 

through a KORA request CISA makes 
chain of custody recommendations for 
the Drop boxes

• This recommended procedure is not 
followed at all 



Election Assistance Commission Recommendations for 
Chain of Custody – 07/13/2021



No Chain of Custody - Johnson County, KS - 
November 2nd, 2021
Ballot Transfer Documents – Drop Boxes

• 4 Signatures Required
• One Republican & One Democrat on 

the Retrieving & Receiving end of the 
transfer

• NONE of these 113 ballot transfer 
documents had the required signatures 
State Elections Director, Bryan Caskey, 
told me by phone should be there

• 6,694 votes w/ no legal chain of 
custody were counted in this election

- Johnson County’s Legal Counsel, in an email, told 
me this document was “substantially complete”

- That’s not true according to CISA, the EAC or our 
State Elections Director





Transparency (or Lack Thereof) – KORA Reform is 
BADLY Needed
• I have filed dozens of KORA requests and am routinely 

denied an the most outrageous grounds.

• Johnson County Election Director, Fred Sherman, denied me 
requests because the documents I was seeking were “sealed 
up” and I would “need a court order to see them”. Why?

• The purpose of KORA is “to ensure public confidence in 
government by increasing the access of the public to 
government and its decision-making processes.” Data Tree v. 
Meek, 279 Kan. 445, 454, 109 P. 3d 1226 (2005); Mem. 
Decision and Order at 5. The act “shall be liberally construed 
and applied” to promote the State’s policy of open access to 
public records. K.S.A. 45- 216(a). 

• I have been denied system log files, cast vote records, chain 
of custody documents, ballot envelope images, ballot 
images, etc all under absurd pretenses. 

• Our County Commissioner was denied access to these files 
as well– and she is a canvasser for the election!

• I ask all of you when you leave here today to go and try to 
view the files I mention above. You, the legislature, with 
plenary power over elections will be denied your 
Constitutional oversight by the Executive Branch… Question 
is--- why? What are they hiding?

• More importantly, why are you allowing this?





Absentee Ballots - Signature Verification 
(Impossible)

The Process
Handwriting analysis involves a comprehensive 
comparative analysis between a questioned document 
and known handwriting of a suspected writer. Specific 
habits, characteristics, and individualities of both the 
questioned document and the known specimen are 
examined for similarities and differences.
1) Analysis -- The first step is to analyze the known 
writing sample and the unknown writing sample for 
distinctive characteristics. The examiner looks for unique 
qualities such as letters and word spacing, letter and 
word slant, size and proportionality of letters, unusual 
formations of letters, flourishes, and other individual 
attributes.
2) Comparison -- The next step is to differentiate 
elements from the known sample to those of the 
unknown sample. The examiner considers spelling, 
grammar, punctuation, and phraseology as well.
3) Evaluation -- The final step is to evaluate the 
similarities in the known and unknown samples. While 
differences are a good indication of a non-match, no 
single similar characteristic, no matter how unique, can 
determine a match. Therefore, all likenesses must
be considered. The examiner must make a judgment in 
each case by evaluating the totality of the documents.



Absentee Ballots - Signature Verification 
(Impossible)
• According to the Department of Commerce’s National Institute of Standards & Technology (NIST) & their Forensic Document 

Examination Subcommittee which worked with the American Academy of Forensic Sciences (AAFS) to develop these procedures, 
these are just some of the standards set forth to verify handwriting:

• 6.2.2 The examiner shall determine whether the examination is a comparison of questioned writing to known writing or a comparison of questioned writing to questioned 
writing. 

• 6.2.6 The examiner shall consider factors that might affect the writing (i.e., unnatural writing, simulation, tracing, reproduction). The examiner may consider information 
regarding intrinsic or extrinsic factors that might affect the writing. 

• 6.3.2 The examiner shall determine whether the questioned writing is original writing. If it is not original writing, request the original. 
• 6.3.3 The examiner shall examine the questioned writing for characteristics of duplication, such as those of cut and paste manipulation, by electronic or other means. 
• 6.3.4 The examiner shall evaluate the questioned writing for the following.

• a) Type of Writing—If there is more than one type of writing (hand printing, cursive writing numerals, symbols, or combinations thereof, and signatures) within the 
questioned writing, separate the questioned writing into groups of single types of writing.

• b) Internal Consistency—If there are inconsistencies within any one of the groups created in a) (for example, suggestive of multiple writers), divide the group(s) into 
consistent sub-groups.

• c) Complexity—Assess the perceived ease or difficulty with which the questioned writing could be simulated by another writer for purposes of determining the 
suitability of the questioned writing for comparison purposes. Factors to be considered include speed, skill, style, construction, changes of directions, retracings, pen 
lifts, level of stylization, and degree of repetitive movements or shapes. This includes the examiner’s assessment of overall rarity or generic nature of the 
characteristics. 

• Absolutely no one who is “verifying” signatures on absentee ballots has the necessary training to assess the validity of a signature 
on a ballot.

• Not to mention, there is no way to know if the person who signed that ballot was actually that person or if they registered 
signature is a match to the voter registration

• We now know through public reporting there is a nationwide group that is faking voter registration in masse and at scale (confirmed by MI Attorney General Dana Nessel)

• The only possible solution is for the signatures on the absentee ballot applications and the absentee ballots themselves notarized 
and they must be dropped off at the election office where a valid photo ID would need to be shown to verify both the signature 
and chain of custody of that ballot, otherwise the use of absentee ballots is not possibly secure or verifiable

https://www.aafs.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/070_Std_e1.pdf
https://www.thegatewaypundit.com/2023/08/breaking-mi-ag-dana-nessel-confirms-8000-10000/


Absentee Ballots – Voter Was Able to Falsify Data 
to Get A Ballot



Absentee Ballots – Tracking (Impossible)

• Based on data from the U.S. Election Assistance Commission, an analysis by the Public Interest Legal Foundation shows almost 15 million 
mail ballots effectively disappeared after election officials gave them to the U.S. Postal Service to deliver to voters.

• Some ballots were lost. Some may have ended up on the floors of apartment complexes, never to be claimed. Some went to addresses 
where the registrant no longer lives. Some may have gone to vacant lots and businesses. Some, having never been requested by the voter, 
were never returned. Others were rejected by election officials when they were returned.

• The data also shows that an additional 1.1 million ballots were sent to the wrong addresses in 2020 — the U.S. Postal Service saying they 
were "undeliverable." Think on that. One million ballots went to the wrong house or apartment. Given the inaccuracy of voter rolls, 
automatic voter registration, and the automatic mailing of absentee ballots in some states have only made this problem worse.

• Mass mail balloting with inaccurate voter rolls creates a shaky election system that we cannot trust. We shouldn’t encourage even more 
mail ballots when state voter registration lists are so full of errors. Only after effective list maintenance should we even consider increasing 
the role that mail ballots play in our elections. That might require changes to the federal Motor Voter Act passed in 1993.

• Mail balloting should also be accompanied with security measures such as voter ID requirements and laws that ban candidates, campaign 
staffers, political consultants, and others with a stake in the outcome from picking up, collecting, and handling ballots.
• **I would add that any election worker who handles a ballot should be wearing a bodycam and that footage should be inspectable by 

the public



Absentee Ballots – Tracking (Impossible) – Ballots 
Intended for Johnson County Sent to Wichita



Absentee Ballots – Tracking (Impossible) – Ballots 
Exchanged in the Blue Moose Parking Lot in Prairie 
Village



Absentee Ballots – Security (Impossible) 

- CBS News Chicago released several articles detailing a series of incidents involving mail theft and crime throughout the 
Windy City. On July 31, for instance, the outlet reported blue drop-off mailboxes in Frankfort and Orland Park “were 
cut open by thieves,” with local law enforcement advising residents to “monitor their financial accounts or credit 
profiles for fraudulent activity.”
- On the same day, CBS News Chicago revealed it obtained data from the U.S. Postal Service (USPS) purportedly 
showing that the agency “hadn’t been keeping track of arrow key thefts until 2021” and “hadn’t made a single arrest 
for an arrow-key-related theft between 2020 and March 2023.” For context, arrow keys are used to open blue drop-off 
boxes and larger mailboxes found in apartment complexes or condos. 
- “USPS also said there have been more than 25,000 reported thefts from mail receptacles including blue collection 
boxes in the six months ending March 30 compared with 38,500 for all of 2022,” the report reads. A local Florida news 
outlet separately reported last week that Postal Inspector arrests for mail theft and fraud have declined since 2018, 
despite an increase in such crimes.



Absentee Ballots – Trust (Impossible)

Several instances in the 2020 election of absentee 
ballots being sent out BEFORE (9/24 & 9/30) their 
lawful date and then request were fulfilled by 
ES&S to CHANGE THE DATES to 10/14/2020



Transparency - Election Integrity Matters to the 
People But NOT to Our Government
• In the past 2+ years I have filed dozens of 

KORA requests for various things from my 
government

• The basis on which I have been denied 
have varied but all the reasons are absurd 
and meant to keep the public from seeing 
what is going on 

• Without transparency, no one will trust the 
election process which is already at an all-
time low 

• This is not a partisan issue; it’s an 
American issue
• 45% of Democrats & 68% of overall 

voters think there was cheating in the 
2020 election



Election Integrity Matters to the People but NOT 
to Our Government
• We need reforms to the ways in which are elections are conducted, audited and shared with the 

People

• There is little to no transparency, accountability or enforcement to the process

• The machines we use have a contract that disallows us (the county, law enforcement, the 
Legislature, Law Enforcement or the People) from inspecting them, viewing the source code, doing 
maintenance on them, etc without going through the manufacturer



The Election Process is Purposefully Complicated – 
Krispy Kreme Donuts vs Rube Goldberg Machine 
• Most of the people with whom I 

have spoken (legislators, county 
officials, etc.) have no idea how 
our voting process works from 
start to finish

• It gives the ability to obfuscate 
the facts because the general 
public has no idea what the 
facts are, nor are we allowed to 
see “how the sausage is made” 
without a court order

• And then when you try to learn 
more, see more or do more, you 
are met with fierce opposition 
or illegal/unconstitutional 
denials or KORA requests

• The simpler we make it, the 
harder it is to cheat. Now do you 
see why it’s all so complicated?



Recommended 
Changes to the 
Voting Process

• Paper voting (no machines)
• No precincts larger than 1,000 people
• You can only vote in your precinct
• No electronic poll books (unnecessary if above is implemented)
• Precincts report all results at the same time
• Voting DAY, not voting month (No Post-Election Day votes count)
• Make voting DAY a state holiday
• No drop boxes
• Absentee ballots only for indefinitely confined persons and military
• Every absentee ballot must be notarized and returned by the 

voter to the election office where a photo ID must be presented
• Post a copy of all chain-of-custody documents, ballots, absentee 

ballot envelope images, ballot images, cast-vote records, system 
log files, ballot definition files and any other election-related 
materials online immediately after the conclusion of the count for 
public verification of results prior to canvass and certification

• Mandatory felony designation and 10-year sentencing for any 
Election Crimes.

“Trust but verify.” – Ronald Reagan



Paper Ballots 
– More 
Secure, Less 
Expensive

https://votefinchem.com/announcing-the-ballot-integrity-project/

https://votefinchem.com/announcing-the-ballot-integrity-project/


What is the point of having laws and statutes to govern 
election integrity if there is no enforcement and no 
criminal penalties? 

• The SOS signed a Memorandum of Agreement in September of 2019 abdicating his role in the enforcement of 
elections crimes despite clear statute to the contrary

• The AG’s office (Both Schmidt & Kobach’s) told me they don’t have authority to prosecute election crimes 

• Our Sheriff in Johnson County has provable statutory violations but cannot get anyone to press charges and some of 
the violations do not have a criminal penalty, so charges are pointless.



United States & 
Kansas 
Constitution
• US Constitution

• Article I, Section 4, Clause 1
• "The Times, Places and Manner of 

holding Elections for Senators and 
Representatives, shall be prescribed 
in each State by the Legislature…”

• KS Bill of Rights, Article 2
• Political power; privileges. All political power is 

inherent in the people, and all free governments 
are founded on their authority, and are instituted 
for their equal protection and benefit. No special 
privileges or immunities shall ever be granted by 
the legislature, which may not be altered, 
revoked or repealed by the same body; and this 
power shall be exercised by no other tribunal or 
agency.

• The Secretary of State’s Office is using 
absurd rationale for denying us our right to 
oversee our own elections.

• Cybersecurity protocols wouldn’t be 
necessary if you just used paper ballots. 

• Therefore, by using a system that is 
inherently secretive and stiff-arms the 
people, law enforcement and the Legislature 
from the election process, this creates a 
situation in which the Executive Branch has 
full control and authority over our elections.

- Both Article I, Section 4, and Article II, Section 1, of the United 
States Constitution give state legislatures plenary authority over 
federal elections
- Our legislators must exercise this authority to restore confidence 
in our elections. First and foremost, they must reclaim this power 
from judges and executive branch bureaucrats
- As is, we have 105 counties all operating elections under 
different standards, rules, regulations, electromechanical voting 
systems, electronic e-pollbooks, reporting systems, programmers 
for their elections, testing procedures, etc and almost no laws 
governing their use-- just rules and recommendations from the 
SOS’s office and whatever the counties decide is best
- Our entire election process has been abdicated to 3rd-party, for 
profit contractors and the legislature is completely absent from 
the elections function, administration and oversight
- No one in the Kansas Legislature can possibly know how all of 
this works– it’s too complicated and that’s by design
- The more complicated it is, the more companies, organizations, 
and government officials you need to run it– it’s become a self-
licking ice cream cone of convolutedness


