
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

--Posted November 20, 2020-- 
The Board of State Canvassers (Board) will conduct a meeting on November 23, 2020 at 1:00 p.m. 
which will be held remotely due to the COVID-19 pandemic.  A link to observe the meeting will 
be posted at: www.Facebook.com/MichiganSOS.   
Members of the public wishing to speak may do so in two different ways: (1) written comments 
which will be entered into the permanent public record for the meeting; and (2) speaking live to the 
Board. 
Both written comments and requests to speak must be submitted via a signup form made available 
on the Department’s website here: https://www.michigan.gov/sos/0,4670,7-127-1633_41221---
,00.html.  The link will become live at 1:00 p.m. on Sunday, November 22, 2020.   
Members of the public who wish to address the Board live will be invited to speak virtually based 
on the order in which the request is received.  Each person who chooses to speak live will have up 
to 3 minutes to address the Board. These individuals can expect to receive information about how 
to log-on to the webinar via the email they provide in the sign-up form. 
 
Included on the Agenda will be: 

- Consideration of meeting minutes for approval (October 15, 2020 meeting). 

- Canvass and Certification of the November 3, 2020 general election. 

- Recording the results of the November 3, 2020 special election for the Michigan House of 
Representatives, 4th District, partial term ending 1/1/2021. 

- Such other and further business as may be properly presented to the Board. 

/S/ Jonathan Brater 
Jonathan Brater, Secretary 
Board of State Canvassers 

 
 

People with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting 
should email MDOS-Canvassers@Michigan.gov or contact the BOE at (517) 335-3234. 

- -   NOTICE   - - 

 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT THE BOARD OF STATE CANVASSERS 

WILL CONDUCT A REMOTE MEETING ON NOVEMBER  23, 2020 AT 1:00 P.M.  

http://www.facebook.com/MichiganSOS
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/0,4670,7-127-1633_41221---,00.html
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/0,4670,7-127-1633_41221---,00.html
mailto:Elections@Michigan.gov
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November 20, 2020 
 

 
CANVASS AND CERTIFICATION OF THE 
NOVEMBER 3, 2020 GENERAL ELECTION 

 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Board of State Canvassers certify 
the results of the November 3, 2020 general election. Staff’s recommendation is based on the 
fact that all 83 counties in Michigan have certified their official results.  

This memorandum also includes discussion of additional issues that have gained public attention 
before and during the county canvass process.  

Unofficial Reporting Errors 
 
As in past elections, some jurisdictions made errors in reporting unofficial results on Election 
Night. These errors are all attributable to human error in the operation of tools used to report 
unofficial results, did not affect the actual tabulation of votes, and were identified and corrected 
either prior to or during the county canvass. 
 
Unofficial reporting errors occur when tabulator results – which are the totals scanned from 
hand-marked, paper ballots, and which are accurate – are not correctly or completely reported on 
unofficial election night reporting websites. These errors are always caught in the county canvass 
if not before, because the county canvass process involves reviewing all printed totals tapes from 
tabulators and comparing them to the unofficial results to identify any discrepancies.  
 
These errors can happen for various reasons:  
 
(1) Local jurisdiction errors in transmitting unofficial data from tabulators to election 
management systems. For example, if a local jurisdiction accidentally did not transmit the 
unofficial results from one precinct or tabulator, or transmitted a precinct total twice.  
 
(2) County errors in adding results to unofficial reporting sites. For example, if a county did not 
properly export the unofficial results file received from a local jurisdiction, causing some 
precincts to not be included; or a made a data-entry error in reporting unofficial results.    
 
(3) In one case in Antrim County, a clerk made an error in programming election software that 
did not affect tabulation, but did cause candidate vote totals to be transposed in unofficial 
reported totals. All tabulators properly counted ballots. A fuller explanation of this incident is 
provided in the attached documents.  
 



 

 

The Bureau of Elections did not identify unusual patterns in unofficial reporting; the examples 
identified were typical human error similar to that which has occurred in past elections. Nor did 
the Bureau determine that these human errors occurred only with the use of one voting system in 
Michigan. For example, in addition to the error in Antrim County, which uses Dominion Voting 
Systems, there were also publicly reported issues which occurred in Bay County,1 which uses 
Election Systems & Software, and Oakland County,2 which uses Hart Intercivic.  
 
Detroit Out-of-Balance Precincts 
 
During the canvass of the August 2020 Primary Election, which the Board of State Canvassers 
certified, the Board discussed the Wayne County Canvass of election precincts in Detroit and 
noted that a significant number of precincts were out of balance.  
 
If a precinct is in balance, meaning the number of ballots counted equals the number of names on 
the pollbook (or if the reason for the imbalance can be identified), the precinct can be recounted.  
A precinct can also be recounted even if it is not in balance, as long as the number of ballots in 
the ballot container matches the number ballots tabulated according to the tabulator tape.  
 
A review of data from the November 2020 Wayne County Canvass showed a substantial 
improvement in the percentage of precincts that were in balance and recountable as compared 
both to the August 2020 Primary and the November 2016 General Election.  
 
The Bureau of Elections compared out-of-balance precincts from August and November 2020 
and determined both that a significantly higher percentage of precincts were recountable and, 
when precincts were out of balance, the imbalances were smaller in magnitude.  

 
Percentage of Precincts Balanced or Explained: 
 
August 2020: 53.6 % (539/1,006) 
 
November 2020: 71.9% (458/637) 

 
As noted above, balanced precincts or precincts where an imbalance can be explained3 can be 
recounted. Additionally, precincts with unexplained imbalance between the vote total and the 
poll book can be recounted if the number of ballots in the container matches the number 
recorded.  The additional number of out-of-balance but recountable precincts is typically not 
known until recounts occur and all containers are opened. Accordingly, in August 2020 at least 
53.6% of precincts were recountable, whereas in November 2020 at least 71.9% are recountable.  
 
The Bureau also reviewed out of balance precincts to determine how out of balance the precincts 
were. The Bureau found that the percentage of significantly out-of-balance precincts – those with 
an imbalance of 5 or more – was also lower in November 2020 than August 2020.  

 
 
 
 
 

 
1 https://www.abc12.com/2020/11/06/michigan-election-numbers-will-change-after-bay-county-ballots-werent-
counted-properly/  
2 https://www.detroitnews.com/story/news/local/oakland-county/2020/11/06/oakland-county-commissioner-wins-
technical-glitch-vote-totals/6186062002/  
3 There are many legitimate reasons why the numbers may not match. For example, a voter may appear in the poll 
book but have voted a provisional envelope ballot that was not tabulated.  

https://www.abc12.com/2020/11/06/michigan-election-numbers-will-change-after-bay-county-ballots-werent-counted-properly/
https://www.abc12.com/2020/11/06/michigan-election-numbers-will-change-after-bay-county-ballots-werent-counted-properly/
https://www.detroitnews.com/story/news/local/oakland-county/2020/11/06/oakland-county-commissioner-wins-technical-glitch-vote-totals/6186062002/
https://www.detroitnews.com/story/news/local/oakland-county/2020/11/06/oakland-county-commissioner-wins-technical-glitch-vote-totals/6186062002/


 

 

Percentage of Precincts with a Difference of 5 or More: 
 
August 2020: 8.1% (81/1,006) 
 
November 2020: 5.7% (36/637) 

 
Together, these figures indicate that Detroit did a substantially better job of balancing precincts 
in November when compared to August, and also that the recordkeeping errors related to out of 
balance precincts were of smaller scale in the November election when compared with August. 
This improvement is particularly notable given that:  

 
(1) Overall turnout in Detroit approximately doubled in November when compared with August. 

 
(2) The number of absent voter ballots approximately doubled when compared with August. 

 
(3) Multiple precincts were combined into absent voter counting boards in November (meaning 
poll books and vote totals were larger).  
 
Collectively, these factors meant more ballots were cast, collected, and counted; more names had 
to be kept track of in poll books; and precincts were more difficult to balance. Despite these 
factors, Detroit improved on both of these metrics compared to November 2020.  
 
The Bureau also compared November 2020 to November 2016 and found a substantial increase 
in the percentage of balanced or explained precincts compared to 2016, when there was a much 
closer margin in the Presidential race.  

 
Percentage of precincts balanced or explained: 
 
November 2016: 41.8% (270/662) 

• Presidential election margin: 10,704 

November 2020: 71.9% (458/637) 
• Presidential election margin: 154,187  

 
Detroit Turnout and Claimed Irregularities 
 
The Bureau of Elections also examined Detroit’s overall turnout and Presidential and Senate 
Election vote totals to determine if any of the claimed irregularities regarding Detroit’s elections, 
even if verified, could have significantly impacted the outcome. 
 
In litigation seeking to prevent Wayne County from certifying election results, allegations were 
made of irregularities in the processing of ballots in Detroit. Although the Wayne County Circuit 
Court determined that these claims did not give a credible overall account of the processing of 
ballots in Detroit,4 the Bureau reviewed overall turnout data for Detroit to determine if any 
anomalous data tended to suggest irregularities in the outcome that would affect the Presidential 
election.  
 
The Bureau found that turnout in Detroit increased less than other parts of the state when 
compared to 2016, that President Trump gained a higher percentage of votes in Detroit compared 

 
4 https://www.freep.com/story/news/local/michigan/detroit/2020/11/13/judge-rules-against-separate-audit-wayne-
county-election/6272704002/  

https://www.freep.com/story/news/local/michigan/detroit/2020/11/13/judge-rules-against-separate-audit-wayne-county-election/6272704002/
https://www.freep.com/story/news/local/michigan/detroit/2020/11/13/judge-rules-against-separate-audit-wayne-county-election/6272704002/


 

 

to 2016, and that John James’ performance in Detroit compared to Trump was similar to their 
relative performance statewide, tending to undermine the suggestion that irregularities affecting 
the outcome of the election occurred on any significant scale.  
 
Overall, turnout in Detroit increased less than turnout statewide, which tends to undermine 
suggestions that an unusually large number of ballots were counted in Detroit. In Detroit, 
256,514 votes were cast in the presidential race,5 an increase of 9,145 compared to 247,369 in 
2016.6 Statewide, 5,538,212 votes were cast in the Presidential Election,7 an increase of 738,928 
compared to 20168 (Nationally, turnout increased by approximately 20 million votes).    

 
Increase in Presidential Election Votes as a Percentage of 2016 Votes:  

  
Detroit: 3.7% (9,145/247,369)  

  
Statewide: 15.4% (738,928/4,799,284)  

 
Additionally, when compared to 2016, President Trump gained a higher percentage of votes in 
Detroit in 2020, which tends to undermine suggestions that Trump votes were treated irregularly 
or not counted.   
  

Percentage of Trump Votes in Detroit: 
  

2016: 3.1% (7,682/247,369) 
  

2020: 5.0% (12,889/256,514)  
 
The Bureau also did not identify any anomalous differences in vote totals regarding James votes 
relative to Trump votes in Detroit in comparison to the rest of the state; as was the case 
statewide, James received a slightly higher percentage of votes than Trump in Detroit.  
 
 Percentage of Votes in Detroit/Statewide: 
 
 Trump Detroit: 5.0% (12,889/256,514) 
 Trump Statewide: 47.9% (2,649,852/5,538,212) 
 
 James Detroit: 5.1% (12,970/254,941) 
 James Statewide: 48.2% (2,642,222/5,479,687) 
 
Additional Materials and Correspondence 
 
The Board of State Canvassers received additional submissions from interested parties. These 
documents are enclosed in the Board Members packets.  

 
5 https://www.waynecounty.com/elected/clerk/election-results.aspx  
6 https://detroitmi.gov/sites/detroitmi.localhost/files/2018-05/official-results-nov-8-2016.pdf  
7 https://mielections.us/election/results/2020GEN_CENR.html.  
8 https://mielections.us/election/results/2016GEN_CENR.html. Differences in reporting of write-in votes may affect 
these numbers slightly, but not on any significant scale.  

https://www.waynecounty.com/elected/clerk/election-results.aspx
https://detroitmi.gov/sites/detroitmi.localhost/files/2018-05/official-results-nov-8-2016.pdf
https://mielections.us/election/results/2020GEN_CENR.html
https://mielections.us/election/results/2016GEN_CENR.html











































































































