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Key takeaways

- With less than two weeks to go before Alberta’s October 19 referendum, posts raising concerns about special
(mail-in) ballots have risen sharply since September, as Elections Alberta approved more than 652,000 special
(mail-in) ballots.

- Confidencein a hard-pressed Elections Alberta has fallen 18 percentage points since 2023 after a contentious

18-month process marked by multiple petitions and court battles over question phrasing, controversial inter-

pretations of advertising rules, a voter-list data breach, and accusations of foreign interference.

After the Calgary-Shaw by-election, a doctored “vote flip” chart — a recoloured copy of Wisconsin’s 2020 pres-

idential election results — was passed off as Alberta data and posts repeating the claim drew about 260,000

views. This case study provides a template for how fraud claims will likely circulate immediately after the

referendum.

- We expect fraud claims over Alberta’s referendum results to be pulled into the American online ecosystem.
While some organizers in the independence movement are pushing back against special (mail-in) ballot fraud
claims, other online accounts demonstrate a pattern of appealing to U.S. figures for amplification on social
media.

= 63% of Albertans expect American political figures to weigh in on the referendum to influence the outcome
and 78% consider it inappropriate for US figures to try to influence the outcome.

CENTRE FOR MEDIA, TECHNOLOGY AND DEMOCRACY MEDIATECHDEMOCRACY.COM



ALBERTA’S REFERENDUM, ONLINE

Introduction

This report focuses on the online conversation in advance
of the October 19 referendum. A series of contentious
events and decisions over the past 18 months are culmi-
nating in an important vote on Alberta’s future, coinciding
with a sharp drop in confidence in a hard-pressed Elections
Alberta — across the political spectrum. The following sec-
tion details major sticking points over the integrity of the
process, with social media data showing the correspond-
ing volume of discussion on each topic. We then proceed
to show how election fraud narratives are circulating online
in advance of the vote, using the Calgary-Shaw by-election
as a case study for how referendum night may play out on
social media.

Frustration Over the Process and a Drop in Trust

Albertans have voted in province-wide referendums before,
on topics such as prohibition, electricity, daylight saving
time, and equalization payments. However, the October 19
referendum questions are the first to follow citizen petition
legislation introduced in 2021. Through analysis of social
media data of those passionate about the potential separa-
tion question, we observe widespread frustration over the
process that produced the upcoming referendum.

Among those who support Alberta remaining in Canada,
frustrations have been primarily aimed at the provincial

These events and ongoing conversations coincide with a
dramatic drop of confidence in Elections Alberta. Figure
2 compares confidence in Elections Alberta and Elections
Canada, by Albertans, in May 2023, during the last provin-
cial election, with September—October 2026. While confi-
dence in Elections Canada has remained roughly constant,

Unlike broader trends in the decline of trust in election ad-
ministration bodies, we find that this drop in trust spans
the political spectrum in Alberta. Confidence in Elections
Alberta fell from 71% in May 2023 to 53% in September—
October 2026, a drop of 18 points. It fell by 19 points
among those voting to remain and 20 among those voting
to start separation, and by 18 points among UCP voters and

Concerns about special (mail-in) ballots

Figure 1 highlights a sharp rise in concern about special
(mail-in) ballots in the last panel: 729 posts in the last
30 days of data (August 27th to September 25th), against
70 in the 30 days before. First, the Calgary-Shaw by-
election on September 14 contributed to this discourse.
UCP’s Mike Derry lost a UCP-held seat to the NDP’s Kyle
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government for introducing and amending legislation to
ease the requirements for citizen initiatives to trigger a ref-
erendum on separation. Further, a large electors-list data
breach prompted an investigation from Elections Alberta,
prompting questions over data privacy. Critics have also
raised concerns over the potential for foreign interference,
and particularly the ability of Elections Alberta to monitor,
investigate, and respond to these efforts.

Independence advocates have expressed frustration with
provincial courts after the initial referendum proposal put
forth by Stay Free Alberta was determined to be unconsti-
tutional, and the second, signature-verified, petition was
paused by legal processes due to unsatisfactory consulta-
tions with First Nations. As well, leaders in the movement
have criticised Elections Alberta for failing to enforce adver-
tising law evenly, arguing that the Forever Canadian cam-
paign violated election rules by failing to disclose their fi-
nancial records required by third-party advertiser regula-
tions.

Figure 1 shows this online conversation and major events
that have been discussed since January 2026 across X,
Bluesky, YouTube, TikTok, Instagram and Truth Social, plus
Facebook for influencer accounts only. Panels are ordered
by total engagement (likes, replies, and shares). Each
panel is scaled to its own busiest day, so bar heights are
not comparable across panels.

there has been a distinct drop in confidence in Elections Al-
berta. This shows that concern over electoral institutions is
not necessarily a Canada-wide issue, but focuses on provin-
cial politics in the Alberta context. Figure 2 shows an 18-
point drop in Albertans who have ‘quite a lot’ or ‘a great
deal’ of confidence in Elections Alberta.

24 among NDP voters. Electoral fraud is a concern (44% ex-
pect it to have some or a lot of influence on the result), but
Albertans see disinformation from politicians (78%) and bi-
ased media (76%) as the most likely to sway the result,
ahead of Al-generated content (69%) and foreign interfer-
ence (60%).

Campbell, when the in-person advance vote, reported last,
overturned a late UCP lead. Special (mail) ballots were,
in fact, counted first and shaped initial predictions, but
were also used as a reference point for doubts about how
votes are counted and the possibility of fraud. Second,
the use of special (mail-in) ballot voting has grown sharply,
with major campaign organizations by both remainers and
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Government and judicial influence (10,228 posts, 2,647,276 engagement)
2 Chief justices' statement Referendum Oct 19
4 Nine questions announced

6 Verification 13 Court quashes petition
) paused 15 Referendum question set
5 Injunction

hearing

1 Bessent remarks
3 Separatists met with US officials

7 MEO 'Slopaganda’ 11 Amplification report

report 14 App linked to Hoekstra |21 Cipher Al study |
s Y. e i
Voter data breach (7,960 posts, 1,513,433 engagement)
9 Voter-list breach
12 EA: Parker not co-operating
17 Class action reported
i | |19 Petition verified

Foreign meddling (4,044 posts, 1,151,205 engagement)

3 Separatists met 11 Amplification
with US officials report

8 CBC: Dutch creators

7 MEO 'Slopaganda’

26 Commissioner statement
16 CBC: overseas accounts
22 Smith on bot farms

20 CSIS letter
~ released |
PRI, U B Tt i L

Elections Alberta bias (4,260 posts, 560,961 engagement)
9 Voter-list breach

25 Forever Canadian
campaign status
18 Wilson alleges bias

PR

Russian interference (2,103 posts, 432,879 engagement)
11 Amplification report

21 Cipher AT study

—

Petition fraud (2,134 posts, 348,497 engagement)
10 Petition submitted

5 Referendum question set

! 1
__________________________________________________ 19 Petition verified R

Mail-in ballot fraud (975 posts, 105,424 engagement)
24 >500k requests reported

__________________________________________________ 23 Ballot package errors|
T data end
A e Sep 25

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct

Events
1 Jan 22 Scott Bessent calls Alberta
‘natural partner'
2 Jan 27 Chief justices issue joint
statement
3 Jan 28 FT reports separatists met US
officials
4 Feb 19 Smith unveils nine referendum
questions
5 Apr7 Court hears First Nations
injunction bid
6 Apr10 Court pauses signature
verification
7 Apr 21 MEO 'Slopaganda' YouTube
report
8 Apr 23 CBC traces YouTube channels
to Netherlands
9 Apr29 Centurion voter-list breach
revealed
10 May 4 Separatist petition submitted
(301,620)
11 May 6 Report on Russian, US
amplification
12 May 11 Elections Alberta says David
Parker not co-operating
13 May 13 Court quashes separatist
petition
14 May 18 Report ties Centurion app to
US ambassador Hoekstra
15 May 21 Smith announces referendum
question
16 Jun 8 CBC finds foreign FB accounts
promoting separatism
17 Jun 30 Class action lawsuit proposed
over voter breach
18 Jul 21 Keith Wilson alleges Elections
Alberta bias
19 Jul 24 Petition verified; no leaked
names found
20 Aug 3 Naheed Nenshi releases CSIS
risk letter
21 Aug 17 Cipher Al study on foreign
targeting
22 Aug 17 Smith: bot farms may be
Russia-linked
23 Sep1 Ballot mailing begins; package
errors
24 Sep 17 Over 500,000 mail-ballot
requests
25 Sep 21 Forever Canadian declares
remain campaign
26 Sep 22 Influence commissioner notes
concerns

Figure 1: Posts on key election-integrity topics. Daily posts (bars) and three-day trailing mean (line) across X, Bluesky, Instagram,
YouTube, TikTok and Truth Social, plus Facebook posts from influencer accounts only (Facebook keyword posts excluded), with numbered
events on the right. Each panelis scaled to its own busiest day. Dashed lines mark 50 posts/day in panels that exceed it. Foreign meddling
includes only non-US/Russia interference claims.
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Confidence in Elections Canada

A great deal or quite a lot of confidence

65%
0
May 2023
(n=946) 6% 5% 23% 40% | 25%
63%
0
Sep'?:izqu,;; 7% 9% 21% 40% | 23%
Don't know Noneatall B Notverymuch [l Quitealot Ml Agreatdeal
Confidence in Elections Alberta
A great deal or quite a lot of confidence
71%
0
May2023 . Iy . m =
(n=942) 6% | 4% 19% 45% | 25%
53%
Sep-0ct2026 ., 7% 31% 39% ’ 14%

(n=994)

Don't know Noneatall B Notverymuch [l Quitealot [l Agreatdeal

Figure 2: Confidence in Elections Canada and Elections Alberta, May 2023 vs Sep-Oct 2026. 2023 Alberta Election Study (n = 947)
and 2026 Pre-Referendum Survey (n = 998, Sep 24-0ct 5). Raking weights to 2021 Census Alberta margins for age (18-34, 35-54, 55+),
gender and region.

Expected influence of five threats on the outcome of the referendum

Some or a lot of influence

78%
Disinformation.s.pr'ead 8% 10% 38%
by politicians
76%
Biased media coverage 9% 10%

69%
Contentgenerated by |,
artificial intelligence
Foreign interference 11% 20%
44%
Election fraud 13% 27%
Don't know Noinfluence atall | Not muchinfluence [l Someinfluence [l A lot of influence

Figure 3: Expected influence of five threats on the outcome of the referendum. “How much of an influence do you think the following
will have on the outcome of the 2026 Alberta referendum?” The outlined box combines “some” and “a lot” of influence, and rows are
sorted by that share. Source: MEO Pre-Referendum Survey, Alberta residents who are Canadian citizens, September 24 to October 5,
2026 (n =998), weighted to 2021 Census Alberta age, gender and region margins.
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leavers encouraging their supporters to register for spe-
cial (mail-in) ballot voting to avoid long lines on election
day, and Bill 54 removed the requirement to give a reason
for voting by special ballot. Elections Alberta reported on
September 29 that it had received just over 658,000 spe-

5

cial ballot requests and approved and mailed more than
652,000, against 59,589 requests in the 2023 general elec-
tion, about 11 times more. Exhibit 1 shows several promi-
nent examples of concern over special (mail-in) ballots on
X over the past several weeks.

o @cnm5000 on X, Aug 31, 2026

Alberta Secession - Why? & o -
@cnmse
Given Elections Alberta obvious bias in this referendum, where the

“Forever Canada side doesn't even have to supply their financial data,
how can any Albertan trust a "mail in” ballot count?

B Giobal Edmonton & @GlobalEdmonton - Aug31

mail-in
ballot. In ial election, that
#ableg fiyeg
globalnews.ca/news/12042499).

9:52 PM - Aug 31, 2026 from Calgary, Alberta - 8,057 Views

Osa e [VESY Qs 2

o @AlbertaLeonidas on X, Sep 12, 2026

Alberta-Leonidas & [
@Albertaleonidas
Inlast election in Alberta 60% of the people voted, and 60000 absentee
ballets were requested, 50000 were used

Inthe vote on i ions Alberta
have been requested, a 416% i highly

improbable.

Remember how trumps 2020 election was stolen, mostly mail in ballots

8:57 AM - Sep 12, 2026 - 28K Views

Q207 Qs Q 1k Res 2

o @ClydeDoSomethin on X, Sep 16, 2026

Clyde Do Something =11 & &
@ClydeDoSomethin

Do you think the Alberta referendum this October is gonna look any

o @david_parker on X, Sep 17, 2026

David Parker &
Does anyone know if Independence people are requesting mail in

ballots? Or is this all just the Forever Canadians campaigningin Old Folks
homes?

& Courtney Theriault @ @cspotweet - Sep 17
[ 500K

For context,
provincial election.

2:36 PM - Sep 17, 2026 - 14.9K Views

Qs Qs Om Qs &

© @alberta_cw on X, Sep 17, 2026

cwa ° o
@alberta cw

Mail in ballots - update

2023 59000

Sep12026 225,000

Sep 152026 500,000

There will be scrutineers at the local voting stations...

BUT..

I'm hearing ballots are going into a central station for counting and that
there are no scrutineers at the central station.

Trying to confirm.

Is this going to be the most rigged referendum vote in history?

bill 54 jith mail in ballots
needing no special reason.

The socialists are promoting mail-in ballots ... Hmm

o @mario4thenorth on X, Sep 20, 2026
‘ Mario Zelaya & o
@mariodthenorth
THIS IS INSANE:

“Hey Mario, just the heads up, the mail-in voting for the Alberta
referendum is completely open to anybody.

1just registered, I'm from BC, they didn't ask me anything.
Only clicked a box that I'm a Canadian citizen.

No verification of Alberta residents and they will mail the ballot
anywhere.

Ieven put i they would iled it there,
This s crazylt”

Verification of Alberta residency is required. Page two of the voter registration

voterlink.ab.ca/viidentificati

Do you find this helpful? Rateit

5:26 PM - Sep 20, 2026 - 236.6K Views

Quase Qaz Qax Qo &

(© @AlbertaCanada60 on X, Sep 21, 2026

Alberta @ o -
@AlbertaCanada60

Alberta, they are scamming the elections.

There is no way Alberta is leaving Canada.

1 heard Ballots are even going to China =

The fixis in.

different?
811PM - Sep 17,2026 - 20.3K Views

They've already secured amailin ballot with hundreds of thousands of

people already applying O Qe Qs 2

This was the Calgary election just a few days ago.

155 PM - Sep 16,2026 - 14.3K Views

Qe Q= (VI Qw 2

12:37 PM - Sep 21, 2026 - 9,897 Views

Os Qs Osss Qw a

Exhibit 1: Claims about the referendum’s special (mail-in) ballots, September 2026. Selected high-engagement posts alleging that
the special (mail-in) ballots vote is open to fraud or rigging. Drawn from a classification of election-integrity posts; engagement as of 5

October 2026.

Recycled Fraud Narratives: The Calgary-Shaw By-
Election

Election fraud claims about mail-in ballots are not new.
When a batch of votes from advance or mail-in methods
is counted, there are frequent claims that these new vote
counts are evidence of rigging the election. Most notably,
this was a widespread claim during the 2020 U.S. presi-
dential election (and still today).* In this section, we fo-

Ihttps://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3703701
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cus more on how recycled narratives of voter fraud were
used to cast doubt on the 2026 Calgary-Shaw by-election
results. In particular, an anonymous social media account
shared a doctored image from the Wisconsin 2020 U.S.
presidential election with Alberta NDP and UCP colours to
evoke voter fraud.

On September 14th, a constituency in southern Calgary
held a by-election to replace a seat in the provincial leg-
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islature previously held by UCP cabinet minister Rebecca
Schulz. As unofficial results were updated throughout the
evening, the results were close, with the leading candi-
date switching back and forth throughout the evening. To-
wards the end of counting, after all but advance voting bal-
lots were counted, the UCP held a small lead. However,
when the advance votes were subsequently counted, the

YEGWhisper &
P @YEGWhisper

WTF?

6

NDP took the lead by about 600 votes. Official results re-
leased on September 24th showed the difference to be
591 votes. Throughout the evening of September 14th, ac-
counts on social media, mostly X, were posting updated
numbers showing these results as they came in. After ad-
vance ballots were counted, various accounts began post-
ing visualizations of the final results.

The UCP was leading by 200 with 98% of the votes counted and then

lost by 600 with 100% counted?

What the hell is that?

I haven’t seen anything like this since Joe Biden won the election.

1:03 AM - Sep 15, 2026 - 176.1K Views

QO 368 11532

Q 1.8k

[ 1o oA

Exhibit 2: Doctored image from the Wisconsin 2020 U.S. presidential election with Alberta NDP and UCP colours to evoke voter fraud

The graph posted by @YEGWhisper 20 minutes after the
advance votes were added to the Calgary-Shaw by-election
results page is actually a doctored image of different elec-
toral results. It is the 2020 U.S. presidential vote count in
Wisconsin, recoloured to look like an Alberta result. This
specific plot has a history of being used in election results
from different places to evoke fraud concerns. The same
curve lines were posted to Facebook on June 5, 2026, by
American commentator David J. Harris Jr. and falsely cap-

In addition to the result graph for the Calgary-Shaw by-
election being based on different data, @YEGWhisper’s
post claimed that the UCP “was leading by 200 with 98% of
the votes counted,” which is also misleading. While 70 of
the 71 reporting poll units were counted, this was only 57%

CENTRE FOR MEDIA, TECHNOLOGY AND DEMOCRACY

tioned as a Los Angeles count. We compared the two vote
count lines against those from the 2020 overnight counts
from eight US battleground states. Wisconsin’s curves fit
with an average gap of 1.6% compared to the total image’s
height. The version posted to X in the context of the Al-
berta by-election appears to derive from Harris’s image,
with lines recoloured to UCP blue and NDP orange (Exhibit
3).

of the votes. The last poll unit was the advance vote count:
6,951 ballots cast in person over five days before Septem-
ber 14th. Figure 4 shows how you visualize the results can
impact public interpretation.

MEDIATECHDEMOCRACY.COM
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Wisconsin 2020 presidential count Posted on X as the Calgary-Shaw by-election count, 14 Sep 2026
NYT/Edison results, night of 3-4 Nov (CST) — axes, dates and source removed - redrawn in Alberta party colours
o Gridlines unevenly spaced Gridline painted out
306 px 321 px 330 px
1.6M 238px  Trump’sline, -16M o
© coloured as UCP ) i E
& Signs of tampering -
3 =
8 240 px E
8 Trump ;
g 14M -14M 3
2 ) Biden’s line, 3
3:42 AM CST: Milwaukee’s absentee 218 px coloured as NDP g
ballots, added in one update
about +143,000 Biden, +25,000 Trump
1.9M Biden faded: Wisconsin’s count ~1.2M
12 AM 3AM 6 AM 9 AM 12|AM 3AM 6/I\M 9AM
Wisconsin time (CST) Wisconsin time (CST), fitted

Average gap to Wisconsin’s count: 1.6% of image height - next-best state: 2.9%

9 Top gridline painted out e Signs of tampering

about 430 px
/ of pure white

line stops line resumes

“erased gridlines - white dots - steps that don’t match the count

Exhibit 3: Wisconsin’s 2020 presidential count (left) and the chart posted on X as the Calgary-Shaw by-election count (right), with
details from the posted image. Left: NYT/Edison running totals for Wisconsin overnight on 3—4 November 2020 (Central time), one step
per update. Right: the posted image, unaltered, on time and vote axes fitted by least squares, with Wisconsin’s count faded underneath.
Gridlines are erased beside the strokes, and the strokes carry white pinholes that a plotted line does not.
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A
8,000 18:00 PM Ballots close
10:43 PM Advance vote: 6,951 ballots NDP
cast in person (43%), one unit, reported last
uce
6,000
10:39 PM 70 of 71 units in (98.6%):
UCP +273, but only 57% of votes counted
=
g
z
& H 9:57 PM NDP still ahead (+28)
@ 4,000 : after 45 of 71 units
g
S]
>
L . 11:03 PM @YEGWhisper posts the |
8:22 PM Mail-in (special) ballots ) & !
2,000
reported first: NDP 279, UCP 111 recoloured Wisconsin 2020 cha\rlE
Prog. Tory
g_,_:_,—ﬁ:::l:: Hberal
0 H . Independent
8:00 8:30 9:00 9:30 10:00 10:30 11:00
Election night, 14 September 2026 (MDT, PM)
B The advance vote: 1 unit,

By 10:39 PM, the results page showed 70 of 71 reporting units in (98.6%)

Each unit above, redrawn
as wide as its votes below

reported last at 10:43 PM

Advance vote: 6,951 votes, 43% of the total

But those 70 units held only 57% of the votes. @YEGWhisper’s “98% of the votes counted”

matches the share of reporting units in, not the share of votes

Figure 4: NDP and UCP running vote totals on by-election night in Calgary-Shaw, 14 September 2026. (A) Totals by time on Elections
Alberta’s unofficial results page, recorded from a livestream; shading shows which party led. (B) Share of the 71 reporting units, and of
votes, counted before the advance vote, from the official results (24 September). The two sources differ by up to nine votes.

Pushback and pre-bunking by the independence commu-
nity

While discussion about election fraud is increasing, some
of the volume is from accounts pushing back on the claims.
Many of these voices are leaders in the independence
movement who are organizing actual offline campaigns

It is worth noting that campaigns on both sides of the
separation question have been heavily campaigning for Al-
bertans to vote by mail using special ballots. There are
widespread expectations of long lines to vote in person on
October 19th. Voting by special (mail-in) ballots has been
framed as a way to skip the line by third-party advertisers

CENTRE FOR MEDIA, TECHNOLOGY AND DEMOCRACY

through third-party advertisers or other activist groups. Ex-
hibit 4 shows a sample of posts made in the days following
the Calgary-Shaw by-election. As well, many of these same
individuals regularly host online forums discussing the pro-
cess, where they provide grounded and first-hand informa-
tion about how Elections Alberta is planning for the upcom-
ing referendum.

on either side of the separation question. So while both
campaign sides are recommending voting in advance by
special (mail-in) ballots, major political influencers in the
referendum space are simultaneously casting doubt on the
process (Exhibit 5).
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o “Advance poll spikes for parties
indicate an effective GOTV
campaign. Not vote rigging.”

@CoryBMorgan - X - Sep 16, 2026
4,964 views - 77 likes - 5 reposts - 9 replies

g’ Cory Morgan & o -

@CoryBMorgan
Advance poll spikes for parties indicate an effective GOTV campaign.
Not vote rigging.
We must learn from losses rather than try to blame malfeasance that
isn't there.

2:59 PM - Sep 16, 2026 - 4,964 Views

&3

([®X] s Qm [

@ “We have secure elections in

Alberta. It is next to impossible to

rig votes”

@mrowley1987 - X - Sep 16, 2026
286 views - 4 likes - 1 reply

4", Matthew Rowley & o

@mrowley1987

This is really important. We have secure elections in Alberta. It is next to
impossible to rig votes, as it would require corrupting thousands of
normal people, including partisan scrutineers. We have problems, this is
notone.

’. Cory Morgan & @CoryBMorgan - Sep 16
Advance poll spikes for parties indicate an effective GOTV campaign. Not vote
rigging.

We must learn from losses rather than try to blame malfeasance that isn't
there....

3:13 PM - Sep 16, 2026 - 286 Views

Q1 e Q4 [ &

G “Don't surrender a perfectly legal

vote because you don't like the
method.”

@JasonLavigneAB - X - Sep 16, 2026
2,122 views - 47 likes - 4 reposts - 3 replies

-

Jason Lavigne &
@JasonLavigneAB

| agree with Cory 100%.

For some reason, some conservatives still dismiss mail-in ballots and
advance voting simply because they aren't Election Day voting.

They're legal voting methods available through Elections Alberta. For the
October 19 referendum, eligible voters can use advance voting or apply
for a Special Ballot, including voting by mail.

If you want your voice counted, vote.

Vote on Election Day. Vote in advance. If you need a Special Ballot, use
one.

Don't surrender a perfectly legal vote because you don't like the method.
Participation wins elections and referendums. Complaining about how
other people voted doesn't.

For the referendum, advance voting runs October 1317, and the current
deadline to request a Special Ballot is September 25.

ﬁ Cory Morgan & @CoryBMorgan - Sep 16
Advance poll spikes for parties indicate an effective GOTV campaign. Not vote
rigging.

We must learn from losses rather than try to blame malfeasance that isn't
there....

7:28 PM - Sep 16, 2026 - 2,122 Views

>

Qs a4 Qar A

Exhibit 4: Pro-independence voices arguing against claims of election fraud related to special (mail-in) ballots in the immediate
aftermath of the Calgary-Shaw by-election
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Both sides push supporters to vote by mail

() @LetABDecide on X, Sep 15, 2026
Independence side - 2,101 views - 49 likes

Let Alberta Decide & o -
@LetABDecide

Five weeks to October 19. If there's any doubt about getting to a polling
station, take the doubt out of it.

Apply for a special ballot now and your ballot arrives in your mailbox.
Advance polls run October 13 to 17 as well if you'd rather vote in person

early.

Request a special ballot: specialballot.elections.ab.ca/index/8400

Let add iﬂﬂ""
Aﬁ:e;ta ° 'ii“i'i
Decide .' !
S o o

@

Mise

SKIP THE LINE.
KEEP YOUR
VOTE.

MAKE YOUR PLAN
BEFORE OCTOBER 19.

REQUEST A SPECIAL BALLOT

11:30 AM - Sep 15, 2026 - 2,101 Views

Q1 122 Q a9 N2 oS
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G @albertasvoice on Instagram

Jul 22, 2026 - Federalist side - 293 likes - 96 reposts

-
. albertasvoice Follow <=
Alberta

albertasvoice Edited + 7w
DYK that you can request a mail in ballot
10 vote i this October's referendum in

R Alberta? That means no lines, no worries
\ > if you're out of town and voting with
- flexibility.

as 3 .

ST e, )

Edva o 5 Applications to vote by mail close on
Ocotber 9, 2026 and your package must
be recieved by Elections Alberta by

October 16 by mail delivery only (you
‘cannot drop off at a Returning Office).

Any eligible voters can request a mail in
ballot and you can visit the < in our bio
tolearn more ans request yours today.

Stay in Canada. No to the Nine.

? Q2 Qo Qo6 G A

July 22

’ . Add a comment. @)

Caption in full (edited Aug 16; typos as posted)

DYK that you can request a mail in ballot to vote in this
October's referendum in Alberta? That means no lines, no
worries if you're out of town and voting with flexibility.

Applications to vote by mail close on Ocotber 9, 2026 and
your package must be recieved by Elections Alberta by
October 16 by mail delivery only (you cannot drop off at a
Returning Office).

Any eligible voters can request a mail in ballot and you can
visit the [link] in our bio to learn more ans request yours
today.

Stay in Canada. No to the Nine.

Exhibit 5: Two third-party advocacy groups encouraging their communities to vote via special (mail-in) ballot
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Narrative Spread Patterns and Expectations for Oc-
tober 19th

While the original post by @YEGWhisper attracted moder-
ate attention within the most active accounts following the
by-election results, primarily on X, attention to this fraud
frame burned out within two days, as a single by-election
drew little interest beyond Alberta, as shown in Figure 5.
Of the 58 posts we identified which shared the identical
or near-identical version of the image, 48 occurred within

11:03 pm Mon: @YEGWhisper
posts the chart (176k views)

7:44 am: @JasonLavigneAB

quotes it (30k) quotes it (23k)

3:54 pm: @CanadianPolling

11

24 hours. One account with significant cross-Canadian-US
audiences, @ClydeDoSomethin, notably shared the edited
image twice on September 15th and 16th, while also ap-
pearing on Tim Pool’s Timcast on September 16th. Infor-
mation on social media is often spread by larger accounts
sharing the content of smaller ones. The Calgary-Shaw by-
election was not discussed on that show, but it easily could
have been, which would have brought it significant atten-
tion from online American audiences.

11:55 am Wed: @ClydeDoSomethin re-posts
it about the October referendum (14k)

L]
[ ]
¢ ©®
0. . . .
. i e @e @
0
o y ‘
Y °
48 of the 58 posts 4:08 pm: @ClydeDoSomethin 8:21 pm: @Mill_Moron quotes
went up on Tue 15 Sep quotes it (26k) Clyde's re-post (4.7k)
midnight 6am noon 6pm midnight 6am noon 6 pm
Mon 14 Sep Tue 15 Sep Wed 16 Sep

Figure 5: Posts on X sharing the doctored Calgary-Shaw chart, 14-16 September 2026. Each circle is one of 58 posts that uploaded,
quoted or reposted the image, placed at its posting time (Alberta time) and sized so that circle area grows with the square root of views.
Labels mark the most-viewed posts. Posts were compiled from MEQ’s X collections (53) and Google Lens reverse image search (5).

A single by-election may not interest major influencers in
the US, but the results of Alberta’s referendum will certainly
result in a larger volume of discussion. While @YEGWhis-
per’s post did not get picked up by major US political influ-
encers, there is a risk this may occur on the evening of the
actual referendum. Narratives of electoral fraud, because
of the large number of special ballots, will likely elicit the
recycled narrative of voter fraud, reminiscent of the 2020
U.S. presidential election.

This expectation is grounded in our monitoring of the
two previous Canadian elections. After the 2024 British
Columbia provincial election, fraud claims surged in the
days following the vote, and a (slim) majority of engage-

There is also a demonstrated pattern of major social media
accounts which support the independence movement tag-
ging American officials and influencers in their posts, ap-

While we expect referendum night to attract attention from
international audiences such as the U.S., so too does the
general public in Alberta. Our survey data shows Albertans
expect US officials to weigh in on the referendum process,

CENTRE FOR MEDIA, TECHNOLOGY AND DEMOCRACY

ment with those claims came from accounts outside the
province, mostly elsewhere in Canada and the United
States. In the 2025 federal election, fraud claims were
driven mainly by Canadian influencers, but a handful of
non-Canadian posts reached very large audiences (see Ex-
hibit 6). On election day, the UK-based account @In-
evitablewest posted a video of poll workers “bringing boxes
of unsealed ballots home,” which drew 2.4 million views.
The American account @MAGAVoice posted the same
video 24 minutes later. Eight days after the vote, Alex
Jones told his audience that “What Happened In 2020 In
America With The Election Just Happened Last Week In
Canada.”

pealing to them for amplification. Exhibit 7 shows exam-
ples of this behaviour from major accounts identified in our
previous report.

in an attempt to influence the outcome, with 63% thinking
itis ‘somewhat’ or ‘very’ likely and 78% thinking it is ‘some-
what’ or ‘completely’ inappropriate.
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https://static1.squarespace.com/static/6450265301129e5dbabfe8a2/t/68b1dfbe45132526a083e954/1756487614194/MEO_BCEMP-FullRept-2025_f03.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/6450265301129e5dbabfe8a2/t/68b1dfbe45132526a083e954/1756487614194/MEO_BCEMP-FullRept-2025_f03.pdf
https://meo.ca/work/the-canadianinformation-ecosystem-during-the-2025-federal-election
https://x.com/Inevitablewest/status/1916898833180545316
https://x.com/Inevitablewest/status/1916898833180545316
https://x.com/MAGAVoice/status/1916904816988852363
https://x.com/RealAlexJones/status/1919895967660142952
https://x.com/RealAlexJones/status/1919895967660142952
https://mediatechdemocracy.com/en/publications/ab-referendum-online_2026/
https://mediatechdemocracy.com/en/publications/ab-referendum-online_2026/
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o @Inevitablewest (UK) on X, Apr 28, 2025
2.4M views - 43K likes - 15K reposts

Inevitable West &
L Rttt @ -
@BREAKING: A Canadian man has caught poll workers bringing boxes of
unsealed ballots home with them

The Left are stealing the election again!

12:54 PM - Apr 28, 2025 - 2.4M Views

Q17K 1 15K Q 43k [ 22 2,

© @MAGAVoice (US) on X, Apr 28, 2025
423.3K views - 13K likes - 5.9K reposts

-@ MAGA Voice &
ap @MAGAVoice
BREAKING @ Canadian man caught poll workers bringing boxes of

unsealed ballots home. WHAT

Liberals in Canada are working overtime to steal an Election from the
Canadian people

THIS IS RIDICULOUS

1:18 PM - Apr 28, 2025 - 423.3K Views

Qs 159K Q 13K [ a8 2,
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O @RealAlexJones (US) on X, May 6, 2025
185.1K views - 5.9K likes - 2.2K reposts

Alex Jones & m
@RealAlexJones
BREAKING: Canadian Citizen Journalist Catches Election Workers Taking.

Boxes Of Ballots Home Over The Weekend Before Election Day To Keep
It "Secure"

"What Happened In 2020 In America With The Election Just Happened
Last Week In Canada"

» LIVE X STREAM:
x.com/i/broadcasts/1...

7:24 PM - May 6, 2025 - 185K Views

O 218 122k Q 5.9k [ 207 a2

Exhibit 6: Ballot-fraud claims from foreign accounts in the 2025 federal election. An election-day video alleging that poll workers took
unsealed ballots home. Engagement as of 6 October 2026.
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@ @RiseOfAlberta
Sep 16, 2026 - asks for a plug,
replying to @ClydeDoSomethin's
Timcast IRL post - 622 views

Ciyde Do Something 44 & CiydeDcSomethin  Sep 16 o
Youe not gonna want o s tis one

~ g:

CLYDE DO SOMETHING

TONIGHT

G @RobSchneider
Feb 20, 2026 - US actor's #51stState
post (141.4K views), and
@RiseOfAlberta's reply

G @david_parker
Aug 17, 2026 - quoting Rise of

Alberta's Musk graphic - 2,557 views

’MWG

Elon can.

-

. but

@ Rise Of Alberta & ORiseOtAberts - Aug 17
word.

@ oo o
iseOtAlberta ) o ©ax n -
Congrats! |
e 2
1129M-Sep 16,2026 - 822 View
Alberta isn't going down with the shipt
[S] o o a z

@ClydeDoSomethin posted this the
same day as his election fraud concern
post: “Do you think the Alberta
referendum this October is gonna look
any different?”

@ @cnm5000
Feb 7, 2025 - statehood offer tagging
Trump, Vance, Musk, Smith -
42.5K views
@ sy were o
Hey

You wanna deal on a state the size of Texas? With more o, gas, water,
timber, farmiand,

leaning voters with a eal “get er done” atttude?
Ouropening position;

- full statehood, don't even mention tertory.

- full state ownership of ALL lands + resources.

- every SCan in Albertan's accounts accepted at par SUS
- guaranteed securiy,(of course).

- equal representation n fed gov as per every other state.
- $100K SUSD per capita bonus. $450 Billon. Just print t.

tobe honoured by you.
- AB free from any future miltary draft, n perpetuity.

agreement. None of your current debr.

debt that you negotiate.

of the age of majority who have been resident for 10 years.
Letschatt

Lasteitod 121 AM - Feb 8, 2025 - 425K Views

Ome Q= O n 2

ALBERTA INDEPENDENCE
NOTHING CAN STOP THIS

737 AM-Feb 20,2026 - 470 Views

G @stayfreeCanada2
May 15, 2025 - tags @POTUS -
350.4K views

180

o

My wife and | are 5o utterty done with this piece of shit “country” known

Im100% notjoking.

We HATE this hellhole. ©POTUS Annexus now Sir Juk.
603 7M. May 15,2025 350K Views
Oux Q= Qam A k3

infisentilvoices hetped put the movement on the iobal stage.

ELON MUSK BACKED
ALBERTA INDEPENDENCE

The graphic restages Parker's Apr 8
reply and Musk's “Yeah” (903.3K views
on the real post).

G @YukonStrong
Jan 28, 2025 - tags Trump, Rogan,
Carlson, Kirk, Trump Jr. - 311K views
@ -

Yokon Strong ¥ &

Amessage for president areal

i needs your help

Last edited 110PM- Jan 28,2025 - 31K Views

O aw Qax [~ s
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Exhibit 7: Prominent pro-independence accounts attempting to solicit a response from American voices with large audiences
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How likely is it that US political figures or officials will try to influence the outcome?

unlikely

Very or somewhat likely

63%
35% | 27%
Somewhat Somewhat Very
unlikely likely likely

How appropriate is it for them to weigh in to influence the outcome?

All Albertans
11% 16%
(n=998) i .
Don't know Very
All Albertans
nooog 1% 9% 16% |
. Completely
Don't know appropriate

Completely or somewhat inappropriate

78%
62%
Somewhat Somewhat Completely
appropriate inappropriate inappropriate

Figure 6: US political figures and the referendum. Whether Albertans expect US political figures to try to influence the referendum, and
whether they think it is appropriate. Top: “How likely do you think it is that U.S. political figures or government officials will try to influence
the outcome of Alberta’s referendum?” Bottom: “How appropriate do you think it is for them to weigh in ... in an effort to influence the
outcome?” The outlined box combines the top two answers. Same survey as Figure 3 (n = 998).

Conclusions

Inunder two weeks, Albertans will vote on whether Alberta
should remain in Canada or begin the legal process toward
a binding referendum on separation. At the same time, the
Alberta public is losing confidence in Elections Alberta to
fairly run the referendum after a contentious past year and
a half of legal battles, data leaks, and accusations of foreign
interference.

We anticipate a large volume of election fraud claims in
the lead up to and immediately after the October 19 vote.
These claims will likely be amplified by major political fig-

CENTRE FOR MEDIA, TECHNOLOGY AND DEMOCRACY

ures outside of Canada, despite Albertans broadly consid-
ering any attempt at foreign interference to be inappropri-
ate. Albertans looking for factual information should con-
sult Elections Alberta’s website for accurate information
about referendum results. With a high percentage of votes
anticipated through the special, mail-in ballot process, we
should expect jumps in vote numbers throughout the count-
ing process.

As political events and the online response evolve, we will
continue to monitor how discussions are being shaped,
which voices are the loudest, attention from outside actors,
and potential attempts at coordinated inauthentic activity.
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Annex: Methodology

This report contains three analyses:

1. Post timelines and trends across seven platforms re-
lated to election integrity.

2. Elections Alberta’s results for the Calgary-Shaw by-
election, together with a recording of its results page on
election night.

3. MEQ’s 2026 Pre-Referendum Survey of Albertans, com-
pared with MEO’s 2023 Alberta Election Study.

This section describes the methodology used in each.
Code, data and figure inputs are available upon request.

1. Scope and windows

The social media posts span January 1st 2025 to Septem-
ber 25th 2026. The Calgary-Shaw analysis covers election
night, September 14th 2026, and the spread of the chart on
X from September 14th—16th. The search of MEO’s Amer-
ican influencer panel for Exhibit 6 covered three windows:
October 5 to November 16, 2024; April 7 to May 19, 2025;
and September 7 t0 28, 2026. The survey was fielded from
September 24th to October 5th 2026; the 2023 compari-
son survey from May 25th—-29th 2023.

2. Data sources
Social media posts consisted of two sources:

1. Keyword search collections of public posts were gath-
ered across seven platforms (X, Bluesky, YouTube,
TikTok, Instagram, Facebook and Truth Social) that
matched referendum terms between January 1st 2025
and September 25th 2026. These included searches for
the terms “Alberta” plus “separation,” “independence,”
“separatist,” “secession,” “referendum,” “sovereignty,”
“51st state,” and “Elections Alberta”, plus additional
terms naming people, campaigns, hashtags and ac-
counts. This returned 679,958 posts. For X, we also
fetched the opening post of every thread in which a re-
ply had been collected (200,345 further posts). Face-
book’s keyword collection ran only from January to Au-
gust 2026, so its 100 posts from non-influencer ac-
counts were removed from the integrity-post set (see
section 3.1).

2. Usertimelines for the 113 approved accounts on the ref-
erendum influencer list described in our September re-
port were collected on every platform in the same date
window. This was done for X, Bluesky, YouTube, TikTok,
Instagram, and also Facebook (1,060,598 posts). Truth
Social was excluded since the influencers do not have a
presence there.

&« ” o«
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These bulk posts were then filtered by relevance to election
integrity concerning the Alberta referendum (see section 3
below).

Elections Alberta results were obtained through the official
poll-by-poll results for Calgary-Shaw (the September 14th
2026 by-election and the 2023 general election as a base-
line). These were downloaded from Elections Alberta’s offi-
cialresults site, archived copies of its election-night results
feed, and a public YouTube livestream that kept Elections
Alberta’s results page on screen throughout election night.

The 2020 Wisconsin count was from the New York
Times/Edison race-page feed for Wisconsin’s 2020 presi-
dential election, which records the running statewide total
after each update.

For the surveys, this used MEQ’s 2026 Pre-Referendum
Survey of Alberta residents who are Canadian citizens, and
MEQ’s 2023 Alberta Election Study (Section 5).

3. Identifying election-integrity posts and topics
3.1 Post classifications

Posts from the keyword search and influencer timelines
were filtered by relevance to election integrity concerning
the Alberta referendum. These were classified by an LLM
following a three-question setup: Was the post about Al-
berta? Was it about the referendum or Alberta separatism?
If a post answered yes to either, then: Did it raise a concern
about the integrity of the vote? This integrity question was
asked of posts about Alberta as well as posts about sepa-
ratism since posts about the vote as a process (the Calgary-
Shaw count, voter-list rules, Elections Alberta’s rulings) are
often not about leaving Canada. In a trial of 10,000 posts,
a quarter of integrity posts would have been missed by ask-
ing only the posts about separatism. Furthermore, a post
counted as raising an integrity concern when the model as-
signed it at least one integrity category (unrelated to the
topic categories in Figure 1): foreign interference, petition
fraud, vote-count fraud, bias by the election administrator,
unfair rules, campaign finance or disclosure, inauthentic ac-
tivity, or voter suppression and misinformation.

Of the 349,816 keyword-collected posts and thread open-
ers that passed the gate questions, 43,143 (12.3%) raised
an integrity concern. Adding the influencers’ own posts,
and removing the 100 Facebook keyword-collected posts,
gave 53,566 integrity posts.

The 50,481 integrity posts in an earlier release were topic
modelled using the Toponymy Python library to identify the
six major topic categories used for Figure 1. They were de-
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fined as follows and a second LLM classifier was used to
assign each integrity post to any of these six categories, or
to none of them. The model also recorded blame (for ex-
ample the United States or Russia for foreign interference)
as well as its stance: alleges, refutes, or neither. In Figure
1, foreign interference is split by the accused foreign entity:
the United States, Russia, or other foreign actors.

1. Foreign interference: a foreign state, official or foreign-
funded actor influencing voters, campaigns or the vote.

2. Voter data breach: unauthorised access to, sharing or
misuse of voter data or the list of electors.

3. Elections Alberta bias: criticism of Elections Alberta’s
own integrity or fairness in running the vote and the pe-
titions. Merely naming Elections Alberta does not count.

4. Petition fraud: fake, duplicate, forged or improperly col-
lected petition signatures.

5. Referendum manipulation and handling: a government
or court unfairly shaping whether, or on what terms, the
referendum happens (question wording, Bill 54, signa-
ture thresholds, timing, counting rules, court rulings).

6. Mail-in ballot fraud: fraud or integrity concerns about
mail-in (special) ballots.

3.2 Model and setup

Integrity-relevance classification was done using Qwen3.8-
27B (FP8), served with vLLM on GPUs at the Digital Re-
search Alliance of Canada, using temperature 0, reasoning
off, and one post per call. The model was given the plat-
form and the post together with the post it replies to, any
quoted post and the title of any linked article; handles and
URLs were masked.

Integrity-topic classification was done with a different
model, Qwen3.5-27B (FP8), also on vLLM, with tempera-
ture 0, reasoning off, one post per call, reading the post’s
own text with handles and URLs removed.

3.3 Prompt selection and classification validation

Each question’s prompt was chosen by comparing several
variants on about 200 posts coded in advance, blind to the
model’s answers. On held-out posts, the Alberta question
scored F1 =0.945 and the separatism question F1 = 0.989.
The integrity prompt scored F1 =0.84 on its original test set
and 1.00 on a set of 161 September posts. The reference
labels were coded by a single coder (a language model) and
were not checked by a human.

For integrity-topic classification, a member of the research
team evaluated 60 randomly drawn classifications, deem-
ing topics correct in 90% of cases, and the blamed party
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and stance in 80% of cases. About one fifth of integrity
posts fit none of the six topics (21.9%), mostly posts about
campaign finance, domestic bots, voter ID or other elec-
tions.

3.4 Figure 1

Figure 1 counts the 35,748 integrity posts from 2026 (Jan-
uary 1 to September 25) that carry at least one of the
six topic categories, from 9,848 accounts. Among these,
22,308 posts were for X, 10,365 for Bluesky, 1,115 for In-
stagram, 1,005 for YouTube, 516 for TikTok, 229 for Face-
book (influencer accounts only) and 210 for Truth Social.

3.5 Exhibits

Exhibit 1 (special (mail-in) ballots) was selected in the fol-
lowing way. From the special (mail-in) ballot topic posts
in September 2026 that allege a problem (577), reposts
and duplicate texts were removed (498 posts from 332
accounts), and only those with at least 250 likes, shares,
replies and quotes combined (54) were kept. Each was
read and coded as making, or not making, a claim that the
referendum’s special (mail-in) ballot vote is rigged or open
to fraud. Errors in ballot packages were coded no unless
the post framed them as fraud. 25 posts made such aclaim,
all on X, falling into seven types: ineligible voters, implau-
sible volume, no oversight of the count, a biased Elections
Alberta, ballots in outside hands, a parallel with Calgary-
Shaw, and ballot harvesting. The exhibit shows the most-
engaged post of each type, at most one per account. Cod-
ing was done by a single coder (a language model) and was
not double-coded.

Exhibits 2, 4 and 5 were chosen by the research team to
illustrate a pattern described in the text. Exhibit 2 is the
post that introduced the Calgary-Shaw chart. Exhibit 4
shows prominent pro-independence voices disputing the
fraud reading of the by-election. Exhibit 5 shows one or-
ganisation from each side encouraging special (mail-in) bal-
lot voting. Exhibit 6 traces one ballot-fraud claim from the
2025 federal election into American accounts. It is drawn
from a keyword search of MEQ’s panel of 500 American
political influencers for posts combining Canada and fraud
terms in three windows: the 2024 British Columbia elec-
tion, the 2025 federal election and the 2026 Calgary-Shaw
by-election; every hit was read and labelled. Only the fed-
eral window contained posts claiming fraud in a Canadian
election (five posts from four accounts). The exhibit shows
the two most-engaged, with the UK-based post whose
claim they repeated. Exhibit 7 is drawn from a search of
the influencer accounts’ posts on X (January 1st 2025 to
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August 10th 2026) for posts that tag Donald Trump’s ac-
counts, plus later posts found in monitoring. Of 481 such
tags, 294 came from pro-independence accounts, and 77
of those read as appeals (the tag opens the post, or sits
next to words such as please, help, take or annex). These
tag and appeal counts come from keyword searches, not
from a classifier.

4. The Calgary-Shaw by-election
4.1 The count on election night (Figure 4)

Elections Alberta’s official results report each of the 71
counting units separately: 68 election-day polls, the mo-
bile poll, the special (mail) ballots and the advance vote,
which was counted as a single unit of 6,951 votes. The of-
ficial results do not record when each unit was reported.
To recover the order, we read the results page from the
election-night livestream by optical character recognition,
one frame every ten seconds, keeping a frame only when
every party’s total was legible and no total went down. This
gave 41 distinct states of the count. Clock times were cal-
ibrated from 424 live-chat messages that carry both the
video position and the wall-clock time. Where Elections
Alberta’s own “last updated” stamp is visible, the page
changed 0.3 to 1.2 minutes after it, so each time reads as
“posted about a minute earlier”.

Each change in the on-screen totals was then matched to
the unique set of polls whose official results add up to it.
All 68 election-day polls were placed, in 40 steps; 35 steps
match the official results exactly and five differ by 1 to 6
votes, where the official count later corrected those polls.
The order was checked against an archived copy of Elec-
tions Alberta’s election-night feed, captured with 10 of 71
units reported, which lists the same polls. Panel A shows
the running totals from the livestream. Panel B uses the of-
ficial results to show what share of units, and of votes, had
been counted before the advance vote was reported. The
two sources differ by up to nine votes, so the text names its
source for each number.

4.2 Exhibits 2 and 3

We digitised the two vote-count lines in the chart posted
on X and fit them, by least squares, against the running
totals of eight 2020 battleground states (Wisconsin, Michi-
gan, North Carolina, Georgia, Arizona, Minnesota, Pennsyl-
vania and Nevada). Each fit had a linear time axis and a
linear vote axis, and was tried with each line assigned to
each candidate. Wisconsin fit best, with an average root
mean square error (between the curves) of 1.6% relative to
the overall image’s height. The next best state was Michi-
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gan at 2.9% average RMS error. The steps in the posted
lines match the Wisconsin updates of 3:42 AM and about 6
AM Central time on 4 November 2020. An earlier copy of
the same chart, in American party colours, was posted on
Facebook in June 2026 with a caption describing it as a Los
Angeles count. We have not identified who first made the
chart nor who edited it.

The edits marked in Exhibit 3 were measured in the posted
image file. The gridlines are unevenly spaced (the horizon-
tal gridlines are 238, 240 and 218 pixels apart, and the ver-
tical ones 306, 321 and 330), although the fitted axes are
linear. The top gridline has been painted out for about 430
pixels. At the second jump, the posted lines rise in the op-
posite order to the count. The smooth shape of the lines is
not evidence of editing: a smoothed plot of the Wisconsin
count fits them nearly as well.

4.3 How the chart spread (Figure 5)

Figure 5 shows the 58 posts on X, from 39 accounts,
that uploaded, quoted or reposted the chart image be-
tween 23:03 Alberta time on September 14th and 21:03
on September 16th. Together they drew 305,248 views,
261,422 of them on the 40 posts making the fraud claim
(175,865 onthe original). Of the 58, 21 uploaded the image
(including the original post), 31 quoted the original post,
and 6 reposted or quoted someone else’s post. Posts were
compiled from MEQ’s X collections (53) and Google Lens re-
verse image search (5). Only posts that carry the image are
counted, so text-only replies disputing the chart are not in
the set. Views are as recorded at collection. Each circle’s
area grows with the square root of a post’s views, so that
every post stays visible.

5. Survey data

Public-opinion figures come from MEQO’s 2026 Pre-
Referendum Survey, an online non-probability survey of Al-
berta residents who are Canadian citizens, fielded through
Qualtrics from September 24th to October 5th 2026 (n =
998). The online survey was conducted using the Leger
Opinion (LEO) online panel. As a non-probability online
panel, no margin of error can be calculated; for compar-
ison purposes, a probability sample of 998 respondents
would have a margin of error of £3.1 percentage points, 19
times out of 20. Respondents were screened for consent,
age, citizenship and residence, and excluded if they failed
both of two attention checks or finished in 400 seconds
or less. Responses are raked to Statistics Canada 2021
Census margins for Alberta on age (18-34, 35-54, 55+)
gender and region, with weights trimmed and scaled to a
mean of 1 (range 0.59 to 2.84; effective sample size 824).
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Percentages are weighted, “Don’t know” is kept in every
base, and sample sizes are unweighted.

As arobustness check, we re-weighted the 2026 sample by
education (2021 Census) and by provincial vote intention
matched to the 2023 result. The report’s estimates moved
by at most three percentage points, and the decline in con-
fidence in Elections Alberta since 2023 ranged from 17 to
20 points.

Figure 2 compares the 2026 survey with MEQ’s 2023 Al-
berta Election Study, fielded during the last five days of the
2023 provincial campaign (25-29 May 2023, n = 947 Al-
berta citizens), and is weighted the same way. The confi-
dence question was worded identically in both surveys, but
the two are different samples, not a panel, and the insti-
tutions were rated in different contexts: an election cam-
paign in 2023, and the run-up to a referendum in 2026.

The work of the Media Ecosystem Observatory and the Canadian Digital
Media Research Network is funded in part by Heritage Canada’s Digital

Citizen Initiative.
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Question phrasing (answer options are displayed in the
plots):

Figure 2: “Please indicate how much confidence you have
in the following:” Elections Canada; Elections Alberta.

Figure 3: “How much of an influence do you think the fol-
lowing will have on the outcome of the 2026 Alberta refer-
endum?” Disinformation spread by politicians; Biased me-
dia coverage; Content generated by artificial intelligence;
Foreign interference; Election fraud.

Figure 6, top: “How likely do you think it is that U.S. polit-
ical figures or government officials will try to influence the
outcome of Alberta’s referendum?”

Figure 6, bottom: “How appropriate do you think it is for
U.S. political figures or government officials to weigh in
on Alberta’s referendum in an effort to influence the out-
come?”
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