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AFFIDAVIT OF ULRIKE SHERER

Ulrike Sherer, being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

1. I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a witness,
am competent to testify to them as well.

2. [ am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

3, I was a Republican Poll Challenger on November 3, and November 4, 2020.

4. On November 3, 2020 I was observing at TCF Center in Detroit Michigan.

5. I began observing @ 7:00 am on November 3, 2020

6. [ observed several irregularities.

7. There was no signature comparison being conducted on absentee ballots. There were
stacks of ballots in “post office” bins in their envelopes, on tables identified by precinct
number.

8. The person that was at the e-poll computer would scan the envelope and pass it to an-
other person who separated the envelope from the secrecy envelope that contained the
ballot.

9. The next person would take the ballot out, roll it to flatten it, tear off the perforated stub
with the ballot number and then put the ballot into a box identified as the “tabulation
box™ that was then taken to a tabulator. The tables had 5 poll workers at each table.
Each poll worker was supposed to have a separate job in the verification process. This
did not happen. Each of the 5 poll workers just opened the ballots and put them in the
tabulation box.

10.  The first ballot I observed was scanned, but had no corresponding name on the data

base, but he had a voter number. However, his date of birth was 1921 but he registered
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to vote in 1900. When I challenged the ballot, the poll worker said it does not matter.
When | asked the supervisor , the supervisor refused to take action. I then wanted to fill
out an incident report and requested a ballot number and name and the supervisor re-
fused me the information and told me “we don’t do that here”.

11 The next ballot | observed was allegedly the wife of the previous voter born 1924, reg-
istered to vote in 1900. Same denied process to challenge. They flipped the ballots over
so I was unable to retrieve the information for my challenge report.

12 A poll worker told me that they had ballots on Tuesday that they had “partially pro-
cessed on Monday”. With these repeat ballots, they were divvied up amongst poll work-
ers , they each individually processed the ballots without going through the 5 step pro-
cess that each ballot was supposed to be confirmed. Therefore, the separation of the
ballot envelope and the ballot number eliminated any traceability.

13 Specifically, there was no post mark verification ; there was no ballot review for stray
marks; there was no verification of the voter existing in the data base; there was no
signature comparison or authentication,

14 These non-verified ballots were then placed in a box and then a separate worker took
the box to the tabulator, without any review.

15 As a challenger [ was prohibited from observing the postmarks.

16 As a challenger I was prohibited from observing the ballot duplication process by poll
workers moving in front of me to block me from watching the duplication process.
During duplication the poll workers duplicating the ballots hovered over the ballots

blocking observation.
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17 Once the duplicate was made, they deposited the original into an envelope and we were
not able to see what happened to the envelope. Upon inquiry as to the disposition of
the originals, it was clear that too much inquiry would result into dismissal from the
site.

18. On November 4, 2020, I returned to TCF at 6:30am.

19 I observed incomplete and inconsistent E-poll documentation.

20 The E-poll system allowed ballot acceptance even when date of birth and/or voter reg-
istration dates were suspect.

21 Ballots were processed on November 4, 2020 without being verified as being in E-poll
or the absentee voter list. It can be observed that these ballots were sequential, highly
suggestive of fraud.

22 I also experienced attempts at intimidation. When the voting stopped, Republican poll
watchers arrived and the poll workers blocked the windows so it could not be seen what
was occurring inside. We were also told we could not speak to press.

23 The newly arrived poll workers called us on the phone informing us that they were
present, but were barricaded onto the roof and being denied entry. When I attempted to

inquire about their entry, 1 was told they were “rioters™

24, Other forms of intimidation were body blocking, deprivation of chairs to sit in. Then
when Republican poll challengers left to get food or drink, they were denied re-entry. |

was also told a SWAT team was there to make sure we did not “argue too much”.
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25. Dated: November 7, 2020

Ulrike Sherer
and to before me
Isi ) =& - 2220
public, State of Mich of:

My commission expires

Notary

in the of
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AFFIDAVIT OF WHITNEY MEYERS

Whitney Meyers, being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a

witness, am competent to testify to them as well.

2 On November 3, 2020 | was stationed as a volunteer for the Republican Party outside
of the Detroit Department of Elections at 2978 W. Grand Blvd. I was there three times
throughout the day. To the best of my recollection | was there from approximately

7:30am to 9:00am, from approximately 11:00am to 2:00pm and from approximately

6:45pm to 8:20pm.

3 On the street in front of the Department | witnessed workers with “Detroit Elections”
aprons on collecting ballots from cars. 1 witnessed multiple drivers in cars drop off

multiple ballots, including more ballots than people in the car.

4 I also witnessed workers with “Detroit Elections” aprons handing t-shirts and food
into cars dropping off ballots. The (-shirts appeared to be from a non-profit voting

advocacy group.

5 At 8:00pm workers from the Detroit Department of Elections locked the front door of

the office, said they were accepting no more ballots and ceased to collect ballots from

cars.
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6 There was a ballot drop box in front of the Department of Elections office. After
8:00pm and after workers of the Detroit Department of Elections announced they were
accepting no more ballots I witnessed an individual place ballots into the drop box
before workers from the Detroit Department of Elections had a chance to place a lock

on it. Nothing was done to find or separate these ballots.

7 As workers from the Detroit Department of Elections were retrieving ballots from the
drop box after 8pm and after it was announced that they were no longer accepting
ballots, I witnessed a worker from the Detroit Department of Elections named
“Travis” accept a ballot from a woman on the street and place it with the other ballots.

[ confronted him about this, but he did not remove the ballot.

Dated: November 7, 2020

Is/

Su and swom to before me on MM%

Notary public. State of Michigan, Cou

of:
My commission expires: ’C(’ZO’Zé;

LES|l.llE
Notary Public,
ryCoulj\ty
My Commission

in the County
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AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM GEORGE HENDERSON
William George Henderson, being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:
1. I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a witness, am competent to
testify to them as well.

2. I am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

3 I was in the TCF Center, Detroit, Michigan as a GOP poll challenger. [ was in the vote tally area from

approximately 1141 to 1945 local on 04Nov20.

4. When [ entered the tally area I signed in at the desk and was told that I could come into and leave the tally

area whenever [ wanted to but once I left, expecting not to return, then [ should sign out.

5. I left the tally area between approximately 1200 and 1228 for a few minutes and returned again. I was in

the tally area from approximately 1228 until I signed out around 1945 local.

6. I was initially monitoring ICC#25 Tables 133 and 134 and then later started monitoring other tables in that
area.
7 I was inside the ballot processing area when the doors were locked and Republican challengers were not

allowed into the tally area. [ witnessed the challengers attempt to get in. Around 1730 I walked around and
noticed very few Republican challengers watching tables. I was only able to identify about 10 Republican

challengers in the area.

8 At 1753 local I observed the Supervisor for Tables 133/134 say “Let’s go over and help them”. She took
Inspector 1 from Table 134 with her to Table 131. The problem at ICC#25-Table 131 was that they had lost
8 ballot envelopes. The table was counting the ballot envelopes and could only account for 13 of the 21
envelopes that they should have had. They counted out envelopes 112 through 125 but could not find
envelopes 126 to 133. After much discussion Table 131 Inspectors, both supervisors and Inspéfctor 1 from
Table 134 all agreed that the ballot envelopes were sent back without having been opEned to the ballot
holding area via the Problem Ballot Box. Inspector 1 said he would make a note in the computer. Nobody
was assigned to go to the holding area to confirm that those ballots were processed somewhere else. The

envelope numbers and names were in the system assigned to Table 131 for processing,.
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Sub
/sl
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Around 1925 local Supervisor for ICC#25-Tables 133 and 134 hand delivered 4 ballots for processing. She
told Inspector 1 that the four ballots have already been certified and that Inspector 1 will type the voter
information into the computer and process the ballots. She then gave two ballots to Inspector 1 for Table
134 and went to Table 133 with the other two ballots. About 1927, I watched Inspector 1, Table 134 input
the following information into the computer — S Detroit Michigan
48228, Date of Birth 01/01/1900. Initially the inspector input 01011900 without the slashes but the system
would not accept the info. The table then processed the ballot, number 858. I then went over to and watched
Table 133 process baliot number 837 via hand input at 1932 local. I went back to table 134 and watched
them finish processing the third ballot. Then at 1935 1 watched them hand input the fourth ballot, number
807 at table 133. [ watched both tables walk the ballots over to the ballot counting area and watched that the

ballots were counted and stored in the ballot storage boxes. At 1937 I watched Ballot 603 hand input and

processed at [CC#25, Table 130.

Around 1945 | asked the entrance area personnel to leave and come back. I was told that I could not be
guaranteed re-entry as they were over capacity for republican and democrat challengers. [ had recently
walked down to column 3 or so and found only around 10 republican challengers watching the tables. The
room overall was less crowded than when I had arrived at 1141. [ signed out around 1945 local and was told
to exit through a different set of doors on the opposite side of the hall from where I had been monitoring
tables 131 thru 134. As I went out the doors, I observed one Detroit police officer monitoring the doors. As
[ exited the hall, two people, one walking and one in a wheel chair were approaching the doors from outside

the hall. They caught the door before it closed and entered the hall.

Dated: November 8, 2020

William George Henderson

ore me on:

e(‘.ZO?—D

Notary public, State of Michigan, County of:

My commission expires: Ole

6

sty o
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AFFIDAVIT OF ZACHARY BASLER

Zachary Basler, being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a

witness, am competent to testify to them as well.

2. [ am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

3. On November 3, 2020 I was a poll challenger for the Republican Party of Michigan

4 At approximately 6:30pm [ was at Detroit Precinct 229 at the Greater Emmanuel

Church in Detroit Michigan,

5 I did not observe any voters filling out applications. I asked an election worker about
this and he showed me a stack of applications that had been filled out. But I never

observed anyone fill one out while I was there.

6. I was told by election workers that I had to stand six feet away from everyone, but the
Democrat poll challenger and election workers were not being required to follow this

rule.

7 I asked to stand behind the table, where poll challengers are supposed to be stationed,

and was told [ could not do so unless I was actively challenging a vote. I could not
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observe the process in order to be able to actively challenge votes without being

behind the table. This impaired my ability to properly monitor and challenge.

8 Election workers physically stood in front of me to block my movements and yelled at
me in a way designed to intimidate. These actions interfered with my ability to

effectively observe and challenge.

Dated: November 8, 2020 r / er

and before me on:
N-5-F020
Notary public, State of Mi of:

My commission expires

JULIE ANN MCEVOY
Notary Public - State of Michigan
of
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AFFIDAVIT OF ZACHARY VAUPEL
Zachary Vaupel, being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

1. I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a
witness, am competent to testify to them as well.

2. [ am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

3. On Wednesday November 4, 2020 [ was a Republican challenger at the TCF Center in
Detroit, Michigan.

4, I monitored table 62 in the TCF Center. While at table 62, I observed an election
worker stacking ballots that could not be identified in the E-poll system. I asked that
election worker a question regarding these ballots. A Democrat challenger objected to
me asking a question. The Democrat challenger brought over an election supervisor
who insisted I not ask questions. I ask this election supervisor his name and he told
me he was “Dwayne Montcrief.” Mr. Montcreif then called me an obscene name and
called over another supervisor. 1 believe this second supervisor was one of the highest
ranking officials at the TCF Center and he also told me to not ask questions.

5. Throughout this time [ was told by election workers where to stand. Some of the
places they told me to stand made it difficult to properly and observe and challenge.

e<lnar M) \/Q\QQ? )

Dated: November 8, 2020

rint name]

Subscribed and sworn to before me on: l/() 8/2_02_ o

i/ MARGARET LEAR ERLE

Notary Public, State of Michigan

Notary public, State of Michigan. Counly ol County of Wayne
o . My Commissien Expires 07 026
My commission expires: Acting in the County of e

A
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AFFIDAVIT OF ANTHONY DELUCA
Anthony L. Del.uca, being sworn, declares under penalty of perjury:

1. I am personally familiar with the facts stated in this Affidavit and, if sworn as a
wilness, am competent to testify to them as well.

2. | am a registered voter in the State of Michigan.

3. On November 4, 2020, I arrived at the TCF Center in Detroit Michigan to volunteer as
a poll challenger for the GOP.

4, I arrived at approximately 1:30 p.m.

5. As I approached the entrance to the TCF Center on foot from Washington Boulevard,
there was a crowd of people outside the entrance of the building trying to enter to
volunteer.

6. They all appeared to be there to volunteer on behalf of the GOP but were being denied
access by Detroit Police officers.

7. [ approached a police officer and told him that [ was there to volunteer.

8. He asked me “which party, GOP?”

9. When | answered affirmatively he stated that I would not be allowed to come inside
the building because they weren’t letting any more volunteers in on behalf of the
GOP,

10.  When 1 told him that I was an attorney and showed him my bar card he reluctantly
agreed to permit me to enter, but specifically forbid me from going to room 260,
which is where I needed to go to become credentialed as a poll challenger.

I1. He told me I was only allowed to go to the ABC board, which is where the ballots

were being counted and processed.
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12. 1 entered the ABC board arca, but was told to leave by an individual who was not a
police officer. When 1| again, stated that I was an attorney and showed my bar card
this individual told me to stand against the wall. He informed me that [ was not
allowed to enter the area where the ballots were being processed.

13.  From this area | could see that many of the tables where ballots were being processed
did not have any challengers at them. They only had two or three people sitting in
chairs purportedly processing ballots.

14, During this time [ witnessed individuals inside the ABC board area placing cardboard
over the windows at the entrance to the area so the people who were not being allowed
in could not see inside.

15. After some time, | spoke with someone who was with the Trump campaign and was
told to go to room 260,

16. I approached room 260 without incident and received my credentials to volunteer as a
poll challenger.

17. However, when [ tried to get back into the ABC board area, the Detroit Police were
not letting anyone inside.

18. There was a large group of us demanding to be let in to work as challengers. We all
appeared to be there to volunteer on behalf the GOP,

19. During this time 1 met another lawyer who was from New York and was part of the
John James campaign. He was not allowed to enter the ABC board area either. Other
individuals were permitted to enter the area, but when we tried to follow them in we

were physically prevented from getting through the door.
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20 After some time. Lawrence Gareia, a lawyer for the City of Detroit, along with the
individual who had told me 1o stand against the wall came outside of the ABC board
arca to address the crowd.

21 The latter stated that the reason they were not letting people inside was because both
parties were at capacity. He stated that 130 challengers per side were allowed inside.
He stated that he was basing his belief that the GOP was at capacity because he was in
possession of a “book™ with the names of the volunteers who had signed in to
challenge ballots, but then stated that if those people did not sign out when they left.

that was their choice.

22 Mr. Garcia spoke as well and stated that if the GOP challengers that had signed in did
not sign out it was not “our problem.”
23 Even though GOP volunteers were not, in fact, at capacity, we were still not allowed

to enter and contest ballots.

Dated: November 9. 2020
Anthony L. DeLuca

\I/T/Lo'z,o

v

Subscribed and sworn to before me on: 1 , 4q ,J J2c20

Notary public, County of;

My commission expires

S IEN Y

Notary Public - State of Michigan
County of Wayne
My Commission
in the





