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Part II. Conventional and extraordinary responses
The second part examines how the environment could change during the final month and how
institutional responses to the President's allegations should be assessed. It separates three questions
that are often conflated: can an action be implemented, will it affect public behavior or election
administration, and how would an observed change translate into seats?

Conventional developments: five channels to examine

Household costs, policy delivery, candidate-specific information, lawful participation and public
oversight are the principal channels. Fuel prices receive particular attention because frequent, visible
purchases can shape assessments of governing competence. Economic relief matters differently
when it is announced, delivered and recognized by households. Candidate developments and
administrative changes likewise require evidence at the level where they occur.

The scenario table shows the size of the national change needed to alter the chamber outlook. It
does not estimate what any particular message, expenditure, policy or appearance would produce.

Uniform shift toward R Expected House D / R R House control R Senate control

None 236 / 199 8% 39%

1 point 232 / 203 13% 53%

2 points 229 / 206 21% 67%

4 points 222 / 213 42% 87%

5 points 219 / 216 53% 93%

Expected seats are rounded. Control probabilities come from the full distributions, rather than the rounded seat totals.
Senate probabilities are approximate. A shift limited to selected races differs from a uniform national shift.

Extraordinary responses: test the threat, authority and consequences

The paper then grants progressively stronger versions of the allegations, including a current
operational compromise, and asks what follows. It evaluates forensic review, evidence preservation,
civilian monitoring, eligibility verification, cyber protection and emergency procedures against the
specific threat each could address.

National Guard involvement requires separate analysis of mission, command status and location.
Remote cyber support and armed polling-site presence raise very different questions. Even when
allegations are assumed true, legal authority, practical effectiveness and effects on lawful voting
must still be established. Litigation, disruption, intimidation and public backlash belong in the
assessment alongside potential security benefits.

The paper identifies conditions that would justify changing the forecast. It does not attach
unsupported seat gains to dramatic interventions. A verified new finding, a measurable shift in
preferences or a documented local effect can warrant an update; the magnitude and direction must
come from evidence.
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