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Introduction

Michigan is one of the country's most competitive swing states, and it is administering
its 2026 elections under rules voters recently rewrote. Proposal 2 of 2022 added early
voting, a permanent absentee’ list, and other changes to the state constitution, and the
November election will be only the second general election conducted under them. This
year has also seen conflicts over how elections are run: between the federal government
and the state, including Department of Justice records demands, a lawsuit over
Michigan's voter file, and federal monitors sent to Detroit, Lansing, and East Lansing;
between the Republican-led House and Democratic-led Senate over competing election
bills; and between state and local officials over voter list maintenance. This report

covers those developments and the recent policy changes behind them.

Michigan has also hosted several closely watched primaries with record turnout this
cycle. More than 2.5 million ballots were cast—the most in a Michigan gubernatorial
primary in half a century. Progressive candidates won several Democratic nominations,
most notably Dr. Abdul El-Sayed, who defeated Rep. Haley Stevens by about one point
for the U.S. Senate nomination. Analysis of how those ballots were cast points to a shift
in how Michiganders vote: absentee ballots were still a majority of the primary vote, but
the primary was less mail-heavy than 2024 as in-person voting surged, and in the Senate
race absentee and in-person voters split sharply, with Stevens carrying the absentee vote
while El-Sayed won Election Day and early in-person ballots. This report breaks down
these trends across notable contests, voting modes, turnout, and the speed of vote

reporting.

! Michigan election law typically refers to “absent voters” for those who cast a mail ballot. In this report,

we use the more common adjective “absentee” to refer to such voters.



General Election Calendar

The dates and deadlines for the 2026 general election calendar are provided by the

Michigan Secretary of State. Michigan allows same-day registration during the

constitutionally mandated early voting period (Oct. 24 to Nov. 1) and on Election Day
(Nov. 3). However, any new voter registrations that take place between Oct. 19 and Nov.
3 must be done in person at a local clerk’s office or satellite office, and proof of

residency is required.

+ Sept. 24: Absentee ballots become available to voters

+  Oct. 19: Last day to register to vote by mail or online

+ Oct. 24: First day of early voting period?

+ Oct. 30: Last day to request an absentee ballot online or by mail
+ Nov. 1: Last day of early voting period

+ Nov. 2: Last day to request an absentee ballot in-person

+ Nov. 3 (7 A.M. until 8 P.M.): Election Day, polls open

+ Nov. 3 (8 P.M.): Absentee ballot return deadline

+ Nov. 6 (5 P.M.): Absentee ballot signature curing deadline

Data Availability

Michigan publishes its election data centrally through the Department of State's Bureau
of Elections, which indexes results, registration and turnout statistics, candidate

listings, and voting equipment reports on a single election results and data page.

Michigan reports precinct-level results with downloadable files for every November

2 Optional early voting in Michigan begins October 5, but the constitutionally mandated early-voting
period does not start until October 24. Michigan voters should check mi.gov/vote to see when exactly

early voting is offered in their jurisdiction.


https://www.michigan.gov/sos/-/media/Project/Websites/sos/Election-Administrators/Election-Dates.pdf
https://www.ncsl.org/elections-and-campaigns/same-day-voter-registration
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/elections/election-results-and-data

general election from 1998 through 2024. Primaries, special elections, and odd-year

consolidated elections can be read one contest at a time through the Michigan Voter

Information Center, but are not available as bulk, machine-readable downloads.

Statewide turnout statistics reach back to 1948 for general elections and 1978 for
primaries, and county registration totals are posted annually, but both series are
published as PDFs rather than machine-readable files. In the weeks around an election,

the Michigan Voting Dashboard reports absentee, early in-person, and Election Day

voting daily, beginning 45 days before Election Day and freezing 30 days afterward. The

statewide voter roll, the Qualified Voter File, is provided only by request. More

information on Michigan's election data is provided in our Michigan Election Data

Guide.

Election Administration Landscape

The Impacts of Michigan Proposal 2 (2022)

Michigan's current election administration framework is largely the product of
Proposal 2, a constitutional amendment approved by voters in November 2022, and the
legislation enacted to implement it. By placing many election administration policies
directly into the Michigan Constitution, Proposal 2 expanded voting rights while
limiting the Legislature's ability to modify those policies through legislation.
Specifically, Proposal 2 amended the Michigan Constitution to establish or

constitutionalize the following election administration policies:

+ Early voting: Required at least nine consecutive days of statewide early in-person

voting before each statewide election.

+ Absentee voting: Created a permanent absentee voter list, guaranteed voters the
right to request absentee ballots, and established procedures for signature

verification and curing signature discrepancies.

+ Ballot accessibility: Required the state to provide prepaid postage, ballot

tracking, and secure absentee ballot drop boxes.


https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/
https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/elections/election-results-and-data/voter-participation-dashboard
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/elections/admin-info/qvf
https://elexcentral.org/michigan-election-data-guide
https://elexcentral.org/michigan-election-data-guide
https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan_Proposal_2,_Voting_Policies_in_Constitution_Amendment_(2022)
https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan_Proposal_2,_Voting_Policies_in_Constitution_Amendment_(2022)
https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan_Proposal_2,_Voting_Policies_in_Constitution_Amendment_(2022)

+ Military and overseas voting: Required absentee ballots from military and
overseas voters that are postmarked by Election Day to be counted if received

within six days after Election Day.

+ Voter identification: Constitutionalized Michigan's existing voter ID
requirement® while preserving the affidavit option for voters without photo

identification.

+ Election certification: Required county and state canvassing boards to certify
election results based solely on the official vote totals, making certification a

ministerial duty.

+ Election audits: Required post-election audits to be conducted by election
officials under publicly established procedures and prohibited political party

officials from directing or supervising audits.

+ Voting rights protections: Prohibited laws or conduct that harass, intimidate,

interfere with, or unreasonably burden the fundamental right to vote.

+ Election administration funding: Allowed local election officials to accept
publicly disclosed private donations for election administration, provided the

funds were not from foreign sources.

To implement these constitutional reforms, the Legislature enacted a broad package of
election administration legislation before the 2024 election. The legislation updated
Michigan's presidential election certification process to conform with the federal

Electoral Count Reform Act and clarified procedures for resolving presidential election

certification disputes and election contests (Public Acts 269, 255, and 256). Lawmakers
also expanded voter registration opportunities by modernizing online and automatic
voter registration and permitting eligible 16- and 17-year-olds to preregister to vote

(Public Acts 257, 258, 260-262, 268). Additional measures strengthened protections for

3 Michigan voters are not required to present photo ID to vote. Those without one may cast a regular

ballot by signing an affidavit stating they lack valid photo ID.


https://www.millercanfield.com/resources-Sweeping-Changes-to-MI-Election-Law-Enacted-Before-2024-Contests.html
https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/senate-bill/4573
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-SB-0529
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-SB-0590
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-SB-0591
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-SB-0594
http://legislature.mi.gov/(S(qc5m3vxrbjd551kd2zhficnx))/mileg.aspx?page=GetObject&objectname=2023-HB-4569
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-HB-4984
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-HB-4986
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-HB-4983
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/elections/voting/vote-on-election-day#VoterID

election officials and workers by increasing penalties for intimidation and further
insulated post-election audits from partisan influence by prohibiting party officials

from directing or supervising them (Public Acts 252-254).

The effect of these reforms on vote modes became evident during the 2024 presidential
election, the first conducted under the new constitutional framework. The

constitutional amendment established a minimum nine-day early voting period and

expanded absentee voting protections, contributing to significant shifts in how

Michiganders cast their ballots. More than 1.2 million Michiganders voted during the
state's first statewide early voting period, nearly 40% cast absentee ballots, and a
majority of voters cast their ballots before Election Day. (See the section on Voting

Modes for more details on the 2026 trend.)

A consequence of Proposal 2 (and the earlier Ballot Proposal 3 in 2018) is that new

administration requirements have transformed how elections are run in Michigan and

led to a heavier workload, higher costs, and increased staffing demands, especially in

smaller townships. Michigan’s election administration system is decentralized and run
at the local level, meaning over 1,500 local election officials are tasked with
administering elections and implementing new reforms. Some officials have said the

expansion of absentee and early in-person voting has led to substantial cost increases,

mainly paid for by counties, not the state. To support local election officials as they
implement new administrative changes and to address the current statewide voting
system contract expiring in early 2027, Governor Gretchen Whitmer included more than
$43 million for new voting equipment in her proposed 2027-2028 budget. However, this
fund was not included in the finalized budget, meaning that local election officials will

continue to face higher administrative costs without consistent support from the state

government.


https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-SB-0505
https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Bills/Bill?ObjectName=2023-SB-0570
https://bridgemi.com/michigan-government/most-michiganders-voted-early-or-absentee-2024-see-how-your-county-cast-ballots/
https://www.house.mi.gov/hfa/PDF/Alpha/Ballot_Proposal_2018-3_Promote_The_Vote.pdf
https://www.house.mi.gov/hfa/PDF/Alpha/Ballot_Proposal_2018-3_Promote_The_Vote.pdf
https://www.house.mi.gov/hfa/PDF/Alpha/Ballot_Proposal_2018-3_Promote_The_Vote.pdf
https://www.michigancapitolconfidential.com/news/michigan-clerks-struggle-with-expanded-voting-requirements
https://www.michigancapitolconfidential.com/news/michigan-clerks-struggle-with-expanded-voting-requirements
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/elections/security
https://www.michigancapitolconfidential.com/news/michigan-clerks-struggle-with-expanded-voting-requirements
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/02/11/gretchen-whitmer-budget-proposal-new-voting-machines-election-equipment-2027-vvsg/
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/02/11/gretchen-whitmer-budget-proposal-new-voting-machines-election-equipment-2027-vvsg/
https://micounties.org/legislative-update-7-3-26/
https://micounties.org/legislative-update-7-3-26/
https://www.michigancapitolconfidential.com/news/michigan-clerks-struggle-with-expanded-voting-requirements

Department of Justice Involvement

Since the change in administration in 2025, the Department of Justice (DOJ) has
increased federal scrutiny of Michigan’s election administration through a series of

investigations, document requests, and litigation.

In April 2026, the DOJ demanded that Wayne County, Michigan’s most populous
county, produce all ballots cast in the November 2024 federal election, including
absentee and provisional ballots, ballot envelopes, and ballot receipts. The DOJ stated
that the records were needed to investigate potential violations of federal election laws,
and cited three previous Wayne County fraud convictions as well as a 2020 lawsuit
alleging fraud in the county as justification for the request. Michigan officials
responded to the request, saying the fraud cases had already been investigated and
prosecuted, and that the lawsuit had been dismissed after a judge found its allegations

“incorrect and not credible.” Top state officials further criticized the DOJ’s request as

an attempt to interfere with state elections and undermine confidence in Michigan's

election system. As of August 2026, Michigan has not complied with this request.

The DOJ has also sought access to Michigan’s unredacted Qualified Voter File (QVF) as
part of a national effort to obtain voter registration data from states. Michigan provided
the public version of its voter file but redacted personally identifying information
including voters’ birth dates, driver’s license numbers, and partial Social Security
numbers. The DOJ subsequently sued Michigan, arguing that it was entitled to the

unredacted voter file under the National Voter Registration Act and the Help America

Vote Act. In February 2026, the United States District Court for the Western District of

Michigan ruled that federal law did not require Michigan to disclose the requested

information. In June 2026, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit upheld the

decision, the first appellate decision on the issue.

In late June 2026, the DOJ sent letters to election administration officials in Detroit,

East Lansing, and Lansing, notifying them that federal election monitors would be


https://www.michigan.gov/ag/-/media/Project/Websites/AG/releases/2026/April/DOJ-Letter-to-Wayne-County.pdf?rev=14cc3666cb31423c8f0f2c786c1125b4&hash=E605ABE60EDD30985F02F848AB4C1A35
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/-/media/Project/Websites/AG/releases/2026/April/DOJ-Letter-to-Wayne-County.pdf?rev=14cc3666cb31423c8f0f2c786c1125b4&hash=E605ABE60EDD30985F02F848AB4C1A35
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/news/press-releases/2021/10/11/ag-nessel-sos-benson-provide-update-on-new-election-fraud-cases
https://www.courts.michigan.gov/49d81a/siteassets/case-documents/uploads/sct/public/orders/162245_41_01.pdf
https://apnews.com/article/justice-department-elections-trump-wayne-county-michigan-4341df00ea8a2814a9fd42f2225d4495
https://apnews.com/article/justice-department-elections-trump-wayne-county-michigan-4341df00ea8a2814a9fd42f2225d4495
https://electionsecurityglossary.com/glossary/qualified-voter-file
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/06/24/trump-department-justice-voter-rolls-appeals-court-loss-sixth-circuit/
https://www.fox2detroit.com/news/michigan-voter-registration-data-appeal-rejected
https://www.congress.gov/bill/103rd-congress/house-bill/2
https://www.congress.gov/bill/107th-congress/house-bill/3295
https://www.congress.gov/bill/107th-congress/house-bill/3295
https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.miwd.116977/gov.uscourts.miwd.116977.67.0_1.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/-/media/Project/Websites/AG/releases/2026/June/Benson-DOJ-Opinion.pdf?rev=cc8e7028719c46ed9c407fd003ebc181&hash=57BD3BE62E3C0B5DDD81AA29F6F17A80
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/06/24/trump-department-justice-voter-rolls-appeals-court-loss-sixth-circuit/
https://npr.brightspotcdn.com/95/9b/a7f8490f48208cf42992dc047d6d/city-of-detroit-hava-and-election-monitoring-letter-redacted.pdf

deployed during the August primary election. Concerns about long lines, the availability
of provisional ballots, and the accessibility of voting equipment during the 2024 election
formed the basis of the DOJ's reasoning. Michigan officials disputed those allegations,
describing them as unsupported and arguing that the requests reflected an
unprecedented level of federal scrutiny of the state's election administration. While
federal election monitors are routinely deployed to observe compliance with federal

voting rights laws—Detroit was among the 86 jurisdictions monitored during the 2024

election—they are limited to observing and documenting potential violations and have

no authority to question voters, inspect ballots or voting equipment, or otherwise
interfere with election administration. The 2026 deployment nevertheless drew
heightened attention because it followed allegations of election irregularities and was
accompanied by requests for election administration records. On August 4, the DO]J
confirmed that federal personnel were monitoring polling sites in Detroit, East Lansing,

Lansing, and Hamtramck, expanding the deployment to a fourth city.

In President Trump’s address to the nation about election security on July 16, 2026, he

suggested that an FBI investigation be conducted over alleged voter registration fraud

in Muskegon during the 2020 presidential election. He also instructed the DOJ “to

prosecute those responsible for any crimes.” This controversy started in October 2020,

when the Muskegon City Clerk’s Office received voter registration forms with

nonexistent addresses and phone numbers and signatures without a match. However,
these forms were not processed by the office, and were flagged as fraudulent

immediately. The case was also previously investigated by Michigan agencies and the

FBI, which found that no illegal ballots were sent out or cast. As of August 2026, the
DOJ has not opened a formal investigation in Muskegon to investigate this fraud

allegation again.

Litigation over DHS and FEMA Funding Conditions

In July 2026, the Michigan Attorney General’s office joined a coalition of 26 states in

challenging new election-related conditions attached to the Homeland Security Grant

Program. The lawsuit argues that the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and


https://npr.brightspotcdn.com/95/9b/a7f8490f48208cf42992dc047d6d/city-of-detroit-hava-and-election-monitoring-letter-redacted.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/news/press-releases/2026/07/06/ag-nessel-secretary-benson-respond-to-doj-primary-election-municipal-letters
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2024/11/01/justice-election-monitors/
https://www.cnn.com/2025/11/03/politics/justice-department-election-monitors
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-announces-monitoring-polling-sites-four-michigan-cities
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-announces-monitoring-polling-sites-four-michigan-cities
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-announces-monitoring-polling-sites-four-michigan-cities
https://www.whitehouse.gov/videos/president-trump-delivers-an-address-to-the-nation-jul-16-2026/
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/2026/07/16/trump-election-security-speech-cites-muskegon-voter-registrations/90951581007/?gnt-cfr=1&gca-cat=p&gca-uir=true&gca-epti=z116462p119050l002050c119050e1108xxv116462d--47--b--47--&gca-ft=182&gca-ds=sophi
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/2026/07/16/trump-election-security-speech-cites-muskegon-voter-registrations/90951581007/?gnt-cfr=1&gca-cat=p&gca-uir=true&gca-epti=z116462p119050l002050c119050e1108xxv116462d--47--b--47--&gca-ft=182&gca-ds=sophi
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/2026/07/16/trump-election-security-speech-cites-muskegon-voter-registrations/90951581007/?gnt-cfr=1&gca-cat=p&gca-uir=true&gca-epti=z116462p119050l002050c119050e1108xxv116462d--47--b--47--&gca-ft=182&gca-ds=sophi
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/2026/07/16/trump-election-security-speech-cites-muskegon-voter-registrations/90951581007/?gnt-cfr=1&gca-cat=p&gca-uir=true&gca-epti=z116462p119050l002050c119050e1108xxv116462d--47--b--47--&gca-ft=182&gca-ds=sophi
https://michiganadvance.com/2026/07/17/trump-resurrects-debunked-muskegon-voter-fraud-allegations-after-prior-investigations/
https://michiganadvance.com/2026/07/17/trump-resurrects-debunked-muskegon-voter-fraud-allegations-after-prior-investigations/
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/news/press-releases/2026/07/24/ag-nessel-files-lawsuit-challenging-unlawful-conditions-on-federal-counterterrorism-funding
https://www.fema.gov/grants/preparedness/homeland-security
https://www.fema.gov/grants/preparedness/homeland-security
https://oag.maryland.gov/News/Documents/pdfs/FEMA%20DHS%20Complaint.pdf

the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) exceeded their authority by
conditioning federal counterterrorism funding on states adopting specified election
administration policies, including using the federal SAVE system to verify voter
citizenship, transitioning to voting equipment that reads hand-marked paper ballots,
and conducting post-election audits under future DHS guidelines. States that do not
comply could lose up to 20% of the Homeland Security Grant Program funding. The
plaintiff states argue that these conditions unlawfully interfere with states’

constitutional authority to administer elections.

Conflict between State and Local Election Officials

Antrim County Clerk Victoria Bishop was elected in 2024 after campaigning on a
promise to "restore election integrity" by removing deceased and ineligible voters from
the county's voter rolls. After taking office in 2025, Bishop initiated a “corrective audit”
to review the county’s voter registration records, including sending voter confirmation
and cancellation notices and making changes within Michigan’s Qualified Voter File
(QVF). After roughly 1,800 voters received notices, the Michigan Bureau of Elections
(BOE) opened an investigation. In an April 14 letter, the BOE stated that county clerks
were not authorized to independently modify voter registration records or issue
confirmation notices on behalf of local jurisdictions, and alleged that Bishop had
exceeded her statutory authority. In June 2026, the BOE concluded its investigation,
finding that Bishop’s actions did not comply with the Michigan election law and fell
outside the scope of a county clerk's authority. As a result, the BOE suspended Bishop's
access to the QVF and required her to complete election administration training, certify
compliance with Michigan election law, and provide the outstanding information the
Bureau requested before restoring her access. In July 2026, the BOE directed township
clerks to review and reverse unauthorized voter registration changes before the August

primary and notify affected voters of any restored registrations.

Similar tensions emerged between Macomb County and the Michigan Department of
State over methods for identifying potential noncitizen voters. In January 2026, County

Clerk Anthony Forlini, who is also the Republican nominee for Michigan Secretary of


https://www.michigan.gov/ag/news/press-releases/2026/07/24/ag-nessel-files-lawsuit-challenging-unlawful-conditions-on-federal-counterterrorism-funding
https://oag.maryland.gov/News/Documents/pdfs/FEMA%20DHS%20Complaint.pdf
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/04/15/antrim-county-clerk-victoria-bishop-cancel-voter-registrations-notices-election-integrity/
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/28065615-victoria-bishop-press-release-042026/
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/06/12/antrim-county-victoria-bishop-qualified-voter-file-access-revoked/
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/04/15/antrim-county-clerk-victoria-bishop-cancel-voter-registrations-notices-election-integrity/
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/28045819-20260414-boe-letter-antrim-county-clerk/
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/28239692-20260612-boe-letter-antrim-bishop-clerk/
https://www.votebeat.org/michigan/2026/06/12/antrim-county-victoria-bishop-qualified-voter-file-access-revoked/
https://www.interlochenpublicradio.org/2026-06-15/michigan-revokes-antrim-county-clerks-access-to-voter-roll-after-unauthorized-cancellations

State, announced that his office had identified 15 potential noncitizen registrations by

comparing jury questionnaires with Michigan’s QVF. The Michigan Department of
State responded, noting that comparing jury records with voter registration data can
produce false positives because jury lists include, for example, lawful permanent
residents who later become naturalized U.S. citizens. A subsequent Bureau of Elections
review found that only three of the 15 individuals had any voting history, including one
U.S. citizen who had legally cast a ballot. In March, the Bureau of Elections issued
guidance recommending that clerks coordinate with the state when using jury
questionnaire responses to identify potential noncitizen registrations and verify
citizenship before canceling voter registrations. Forlini later announced that, with
assistance from federal officials using the Department of Homeland Security's
Systematic Alien Verification for Entitlements (SAVE) system, they had identified
additional potential noncitizen registrations. The matter later attracted federal
attention when the Department of Homeland Security subpoenaed voter registration
records from Macomb County as part of an investigation into potential noncitizen

voting.

Fusion Voting Proposal

In May 2026, the Michigan Common Sense Party and the Michigan Libertarian Party
filed lawsuits in the Michigan Court of Claims and Ingham County Circuit Court
challenging Michigan's longstanding prohibition on fusion voting, a practice that
allows multiple political parties to nominate the same candidate and aggregate votes
cast under each party label. The litigation comes as several groups have sought to
expand political options for voters in competitive swing states without requiring them
to choose between supporting a minor party and backing a candidate with a realistic
chance of winning. Under current Michigan law, a candidate may not appear in more
than one party column on the ballot, requiring candidates nominated by multiple parties
to select a single party designation. The plaintiffs argue that the prohibition violates the
Michigan Constitution by restricting the rights of political parties and voters to
associate, express political preferences, and cast meaningful votes. If successful, the

lawsuits would permit candidates to appear on the ballot under multiple party labels,
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with votes cast on each party line combined toward the candidate's total vote. Even if
this lawsuit does not result in the enactment of fusion voting, it may be a symptom of
growing dissatisfaction with both the Democratic and Republican parties in one of the

country’s most significant swing states.

The Divided State Legislature: Conflicts and Bill Proposals

During the 2025-2026 legislative session, Michigan's divided legislature advanced
competing election legislation, reflecting broader disagreements over voter eligibility,

election administration, and voting rights.

The Republican-controlled state House advanced several proposals focused on voter

eligibility and election security. House Resolution 244 urged the U.S. Congress to enact

the federal Safeguard American Voter Eligibility (SAVE) Act, which would require
documentary proof of U.S. citizenship to register to vote in federal elections. House Bill
4765 similarly proposed requiring the Secretary of State to verify voter citizenship using
state and federal databases, creating a “federal-only voter” designation for applicants
whose citizenship could not be verified immediately. A voter in that category could cast
a ballot only in races for federal office (president, U.S. Senate, and U.S. House) and not
in state or local contests, until they supplied documentary proof of citizenship. The bill
would also modify Michigan's automatic voter registration system to incorporate
citizenship verification while preserving opportunities for applicants to later verify their
citizenship and receive full voting eligibility. Modeled after the federal SAVE Act, the
bill passed the state House along party lines and was then referred to the state Senate
for consideration. The bill’s sole sponsor, State Representative Jason Woolford (R),
stated that the legislation would strengthen election integrity by ensuring that only U.S.
citizens can vote and by adding safeguards to Michigan’s election systems. Opponents
contended that the legislation's identification requirements were insufficiently defined
and could make voter registration more burdensome for eligible voters by requiring

enhanced identification or additional documentation.
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Legislation introduced in the Democratic-controlled state Senate has focused on
expanding voting rights, increasing transparency, and supporting election

administration. Senate Bill 815 would move the annual filing deadline for candidate

financial disclosure reports from May 15 to April 15, beginning in the 2027 election
cycle. This move would make candidates’ financial disclosures available before primary
elections rather than after. In June 2026, the state Senate passed the Michigan Voting
Rights Act (Senate Bills 961, 962, 963, and 964), and it was sent to the state House for
consideration. These bills would prohibit the state government and local governments
from enacting policies that would reduce voting access for protected classes, create a
Michigan Voting Rights Assistance Fund and the Michigan Voting and Elections
Database—a research center, built with a Michigan public university, that would
preserve election data and support training on election administration—and expand

election accessibility practices, among other changes.

Despite broader disagreements over election policy, state lawmakers from both parties
advanced several bipartisan election administration reforms during the 2025-2026

legislative session. In March 2026, the state Senate approved Senate Bills 691-698, a

bipartisan package that would move Michigan's primary election from August to May
beginning in 2028 while shifting the state's regular May election to February. State
lawmakers from both parties have also introduced companion constitutional
amendments that would move the nomination of Michigan's Attorney General and
Secretary of State from party conventions to statewide primary elections beginning in

2030. As of July 2026, however, none of these proposals have passed both chambers.

Absentee Ballot Stubs Controversy

Michigan law requires election officials processing absentee ballots to compare the
unique number printed on a ballot's detachable stub with the corresponding number on
the ballot return envelope as part of the ballot verification process. In 2024, Secretary of

State Jocelyn Benson issued guidance directing election officials to count ballots with
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missing or mismatched stubs as “challenged” ballots if no other issues were identified,
preserving the ballots for review in the event of an election contest. The Republican
National Committee, the Michigan Republican Party, and Chesterfield Township Clerk
Cindy Berry challenged that guidance, arguing that state law required such ballots to be

rejected. In June 2026, the Michigan Court of Appeals reversed a lower court ruling,

holding that Michigan election law requires inspectors to compare ballot stub numbers
but does not require ballots to be rejected when the numbers do not match or when a
stub is missing. The ruling allowed the existing guidance to remain in effect ahead of
the August 2026 primary, although the decision may still be appealed to the Michigan

Supreme Court.

Past Election Integrity Concerns & Expectations for 2026

Following the 2020 election, Michigan has experienced repeated disputes over the
certification of election results. In 2020, two Republican members of the Wayne County
Board of Canvassers initially refused to certify the county's election results before
reversing their decision following significant public and legal pressure. In 2024, Delta
County canvassers initially refused to certify the results of a local recall election after
outside groups raised unsupported concerns about voting machines, but reversed

course. That same year, the ACLU of Michigan filed a preemptive lawsuit against a

Kalamazoo County canvasser who suggested he might refuse to certify the November
election. Proposal 2 and its implementing legislation strengthened the framework,
although the 2024 incidents demonstrates that disputes can still occur.

As of July 2026, there have been no comparable incidents or credible public reports
indicating that county or state canvassing boards intend to refuse certification of the
2026 election. However, Michigan's recent history makes certification an issue worth

monitoring.

Primary Crossover Voting Confusion

Michigan is an open primary state, meaning voters do not register with a political party

and may choose either the Democratic or Republican ballot in a primary election.

However, when casting their votes, voters must cast all of their partisan votes within a
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single party column. Selecting candidates from both parties, known as "crossover
voting," invalidates the partisan portion of the ballot while leaving nonpartisan contests

and ballot measures unaffected.

Despite ballot instructions warning voters not to "split" their vote, election officials

estimate that thousands of partisan votes are rejected during each August primary

because of crossover voting. In Macomb County alone, nearly 6,300 ballots (3.6% of all

ballots cast) had their partisan votes rejected because of crossover voting in the 2022
primary, while analysis from Washtenaw County suggests approximately 1,400 ballots

(1.5% of ballots cast) were similarly affected. Election officials report that the issue

disproportionately affects absentee voters, who do not receive the real-time tabulator
warnings available to in-person voters and may not realize their partisan votes were not

counted.

Recent Policy and Law Changes

Changes to the Automatic Voter Registration Process

Michigan voters passed a constitutional initiative in 2018 that adopted several new

voting policies, including automatic voter registration (AVR). This change meant that
Michigan residents would automatically be registered to vote when they applied or
renewed a driver's license or state-issued personal ID card, except in cases where the
resident declined to be registered or was ineligible. This process was implemented by
the Michigan Secretary of State and the Michigan Department of State in September

2019 by adding an “opt-out” box to driver’s license and personal ID card applications.

Since the 2024 general election, the most notable change to the AVR system modifies
when Michigan residents have the opportunity to “opt out” of registering. In 2023,
Governor Gretchen Whitmer signed Public Acts 260, 261, 262, and 268, which created a

new opt-out procedure for the AVR system. Instead of having an “opt-out” box on the
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application for a driver’s license or personal ID card, the Michigan Department of State
now mails each newly registered voter a notice that confirms their registration. This
notice provides a form and an envelope with pre-paid postage that the voter can fill out
and send back to remove their registration from the Qualified Voter File (QVF). This

change went into effect on June 1, 2026.

Standardizing Term Start Dates to Protect UOCAVA Ballots

In late June 2026, the state legislature and Governor Whitmer enacted new, bipartisan
legislation (Public Acts 17, 18, 19, and 20 of 2026) to implement provisions of Proposal 2

of 2022. Among other changes, Proposal 2 requires that ballots from military or overseas

voters (also known as UOCAVA voters) be counted if they are postmarked by Election
Day. The changes implemented by the four new bills passed in June aim to ensure that

all votes are counted before elected officials take office. Public Acts 19 and 20 (originally

Senate Bills 240 and 241) set uniform start dates for township and village elected
officials; no local elected official may take office before December 1. Similarly, Public

Acts 17 and 18 (originally House Bills 4358 and 4359) create the same start date

restriction for city and village officers. Under this timeline, UOCAV A ballots will be

counted, and voting results will be certified before any elected official is sworn into

office. The bipartisan effort was characterized by lawmakers as “cleanup” legislation
that made improvements to an “impractical” system where elected officials could be

sworn in before results were certified.

Al/Deepfake Political Ad Disclosure Laws

Michigan became the fifth state to enact legislation regulating artificial intelligence (AI)
usage in elections when Governor Whitmer signed House Bills 5141 and 5144 alongside
other election-related bills in 2023. These bills require political advertisements to

disclose any AI used to create the ad (House Bill 5141), and ban any “materially

deceptive media” produced with Al without disclosure that aims to harm a candidate’s

electoral prospects (House Bill 5144). Violating this law constitutes a misdemeanor, and

offenders must serve jail time for up to 90 days, pay up to a $500 fine, or both. A second
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violation within five years is a felony and punishable by up to five years in jail, a $1000
fine, or both. The disclosure requirement does not apply to advertisements “that

constitute satire or parody.” The criminal prohibition has no parody exception, but does

not apply to media that carries a prominent disclaimer stating that it has been
manipulated by technical means and that it depicts speech or conduct that did not

occur.

Additionally, in 2025, Michigan passed Public Act 11, which punishes creators of “deep
fakes” of other individuals if 1) the creator knew the creation and dissemination of the
deepfake would cause harm to the individual portrayed, 2) the deepfake shows intimate
body parts or sexual activity, and 3) the portrayed individual is identifiable in the
deepfake.

While these laws show that lawmakers are trying to mitigate harmful impacts of Al in
election campaigns, they do not deter candidates from using Al for advertisements or
prevent them from creating violent images depicting politicians being harmed. For
example, Al was used to generate several ads in Michigan’s Republican gubernatorial
primary this year, with one ad showing candidate Aric Nesbitt driving a tractor at

Governor Whitmer, who was lying on the ground in the deepfake (pictured below).
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THIS VIDEO WAS CREATED BY ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE.

PI FOR BY ARC EITFO OVERR 2
This photo is a still from an ad circulated by Republican gubernatorial candidate Aric Nesbitt’s
campaign. It depicts current Michigan Governor Gretchen Whitmer lying on the ground while

Nesbitt drives a tractor toward her. Image is from Aric Nesbitt’s X account.

After facing backlash for the ad, Nesbitt's campaign defended the video as a “parody”
and maintained that it complied with Michigan's AI regulations. Another ad showed
Perry Johnson chasing down John James, ending with Johnson tackling James on a golf
course. These ads may comply with Michigan's Al disclosure requirements, but they
demonstrate the limits of laws aimed at deception rather than at violent imagery.
Whether these laws apply to federal contests is disputed. Both statutes cover federal
races on their face, but the Michigan Bureau of Elections has said the requirements do
not regulate candidates for federal office because state law is preempted by federal
statute—a reading the law's sponsor disputes. If the Bureau's interpretation stands, ads

in U.S. Senate or House contests would fall outside the state's requirements.


https://x.com/aricnesbitt/status/2064323514111246658?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E2064323514111246658%7Ctwgr%5Eec5273e59262efa12e526f58a158674ffe3895b7%7Ctwcon%5Es1_&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fbridgemi.com%2Fmichigan-government%2Fai-campaign-ads-are-here-is-michigans-new-deepfake-law-ready%2F
https://www.9and10news.com/2026/06/10/new-ai-campaign-video-tests-michigans-political-ad-laws/
https://www.govtech.com/artificial-intelligence/michigan-election-ad-prompts-questions-about-use-of-genai

2026 Primary Election Analysis

Notable Results

U.S. Senate Race

One of the highest-profile primary contests in the country has been the Democratic
primary for U.S. Senate in Michigan. The two frontrunners in this contest were U.S.
Representative Haley Stevens, who has served in Michigan's 11th congressional district

since 2019, and Dr. Abdul El-Sayed, an epidemiologist, educator, and former city and

county health director. This contest has been viewed as a litmus test for the Democratic

Party as it continues to face internal debate between moderates and progressives about
the future of the party. In this primary, Stevens was supported by much of the party’s

leadership, including U.S. Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, and was endorsed

by Michigan Governor Gretchen Whitmer and Senator Gary Peters (whom Stevens ran

to replace). Stevens positioned herself as a moderate Democrat, advocating to save

Michigan manufacturing jobs and voicing support for Israel. Her opponent, El-Sayed,

was endorsed by many progressive leaders, including Senator Bernie Sanders,

Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, and Senator Elizabeth Warren. In contrast to

Stevens, El-Sayed has run on more progressive messaging, advocating for abolishing

ICE and expanding healthcare coverage and condemning the Israeli government.

Ultimately, over 1.5 million votes were cast in this contest, setting a new voter turnout

record in Michigan in non-presidential Democratic primaries going back to at least
1998. The race was called for El-Sayed the morning after the election; his margin of

victory was 1 percentage point (48.5% to 47.5%). In the general election, he will face

Republican Mike Rogers, a former congressman and the Republican nominee for the

2024 U.S. Senate contest in Michigan. Rogers was uncontested in the 2026 Republican

primary.


https://www.congress.gov/member/haley-stevens/S001215
https://www.apha.org/events-and-meetings/annual/program/key-sessions-and-speakers/abdul_elsayed
https://www.apha.org/events-and-meetings/annual/program/key-sessions-and-speakers/abdul_elsayed
https://www.nytimes.com/2026/06/05/us/politics/schumer-michigan-democratic-senate-primary.html
https://www.politico.com/news/2026/07/24/gretchen-whitmer-michigan-senate-race-haley-stevens-01011606
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/michigan-sen-gary-peters-backs-haley-stevens-in-contentious-race-to-succeed-him
https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/c62q0kkr6k2o
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2026/07/18/bernie-sanders-sayed-alexandria-ocasio-cortez-rally-michigan-progressives/90959707007/
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2026/07/18/bernie-sanders-sayed-alexandria-ocasio-cortez-rally-michigan-progressives/90959707007/
https://www.politico.com/live-updates/2026/07/20/congress/elizabeth-warren-endorses-abdul-el-sayed-michigan-01004814
https://www.nytimes.com/2026/07/27/us/politics/el-sayed-michigan-senate.html
https://www.cnn.com/2026/08/04/politics/live-news/primary-election-michigan-virginia?post-id=cmsg33o5q00003b6rdycf55i7
https://www.cnn.com/2026/08/04/politics/live-news/primary-election-michigan-virginia?post-id=cmsg33o5q00003b6rdycf55i7
https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/Index?type=C&electionDate=8-4-2026

El-Sayed’s victory echoed Democratic primaries across the country in 2026, in which

voters have favored progressive insurgents over moderates backed by party leaders, with
support for Israel a recurring dividing line. This primary contest was one of a string of
victories for progressive candidates this cycle, many of whom overcame heavy spending
by groups opposed to their candidacy, including those affiliated with the American

Israel Public Affairs Committee—which became a flashpoint in the Michigan race,

where the organization spent more than $30 million spent supporting Stevens, its

largest investment in any race this cycle as of writing.
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The two figures above depict the county-level breakdown of the Democratic primary results for
the U.S. Senate race in Michigan. For the figure on the left, each county is shaded by the
candidate who received the most votes in that county. The figure on the right is shaded by the
share of the vote that went to Abdul El-Sayed, the winner of the primary. Darker hues of blue

correspond to a higher vote share that went to El-Sayed.


https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/takeaways-from-tuesdays-elections-in-michigan-and-more
https://www.aipac.org/
https://www.aipac.org/

While El-Sayed won the most votes overall and thus won the election, Stevens won more
counties, receiving the highest vote share in 49 of Michigan’s 83 counties. El-Sayed's
victory came from strong performances in counties such as Kent, Washtenaw, Grand
Traverse, and Ingham, while Wayne, Oakland, and Macomb—Michigan's three most
populous counties—each saw him win less than 46% of the vote. Washtenaw and
Ingham are home to the University of Michigan and Michigan State University,
respectively, indicative of El-Sayed’s strong performance among young, more highly
educated voters. While Kent and Grand Traverse do not host major universities, they are
among the state’s most highly educated counties, according to the U.S. Census

American Community Survey, with around 40% of their adult population holding a

bachelor’s degree or higher—well above the statewide rate of 32.4%.


https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs.html
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs.html

El-Sayed Vote Share by College Enrollment
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The first figure above shows El-Sayed's vote share by jurisdiction for the twelve counties that
publish precinct results, compared with the percentage of residents enrolled in college or
graduate school; the x-axis is plotted on a log scale, since enrollment is heavily skewed toward a
handful of campus towns. Each point corresponds to one township or city and is sized by the
number of Democratic votes. The second figure compares each county's percentage of adults
age 25 or older with a bachelor's degree or higher with El-Sayed's vote share. The two variables

show a strong, positive correlation (r = 0.76).

East Lansing (located in Ingham County and home to Michigan State University), Ann
Arbor (located in Washtenaw County and home to the University of Michigan), and
Kalamazoo (located in Kalamazoo County and home to Western Michigan University)
voted for El-Sayed at higher rates than other precincts within their counties. Overall,
precincts with large student populations were areas where El-Sayed received a
significant majority of the vote. This suggests that support from university communities
was a major reason for his strong performance in several counties in Southern
Michigan. Similarly, El-Sayed’s vote share was also higher in counties where more
adults had bachelor’s degrees (or higher), supporting the idea that El-Sayed was able to

clinch the nomination by winning over young people and the highly educated.



https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2026/08/05/how-el-sayed-won-contentious-michigan-senate-democratic-primary/
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This figure compares El-Sayed’s performance in each county with how well Senator Bernie
Sanders, another progressive candidate, did in the 2016 presidential primary (left) and the 2020
presidential primary (right). Each point represents a county, and more populated counties have
larger points. The y = x lines on each of the two plots denote where points would fall if El-

Sayed’s vote share was the same as Senator Sanders'".

El-Sayed’s victory was viewed as a breakthrough victory for the progressive wing of the

Democratic Party. However, this primary was not the only time that a progressive
candidate has won over Michiganders in recent years. Senator Bernie Sanders sought
the Democratic nomination in the 2016 and 2020 presidential elections, and narrowly
won the Michigan primary in 2016. Comparing Sanders’ primary vote share in 2016 with
El-Sayed’s in 2026 in the left panel of the above figure, El-Sayed generally performed
worse across most Michigan counties, except in larger counties with large populations
of college students like Wayne, Washtenaw, and Ingham. El-Sayed’s vote share across
counties was typically smaller than Sanders’ vote share in the presidential primary a
decade earlier; he secured the nomination through significant support from a few

counties in the southern part of the state.


https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2026/08/06/michigan-primary-election-progressive-movement-abdul-el-sayed/91180925007/?gnt-cfr=1&gca-cat=p&gca-uir=true&gca-epti=z11xx60p118750l118250c118750e1170xxv11xx60d--43--b--43--&gca-ft=218&gca-ds=sophi
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2016/03/09/456e780e-e53a-11e5-b0fd-073d5930a7b7_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2016/03/09/456e780e-e53a-11e5-b0fd-073d5930a7b7_story.html

Gubernatorial Race

The current Michigan Governor, Gretchen Whitmer, is term-limited and cannot seek a

third term, so neither the Democratic nor Republican gubernatorial primaries included

an incumbent. The Democratic primary was uncompetitive; current Michigan Secretary
of State Jocelyn Benson decisively defeated Genesee County Sheriff Chris Swanson.

Benson received over 83% of the vote and won all 83 counties. Swanson accumulated

endorsements from numerous labor unions but struggled to compete with Benson's
fundraising and statewide recognition. Benson performed strongly across the state,
winning 62 of 83 counties by over 80%. Her weakest performance was in the

Flint/Saginaw corridor, likely as a result of Swanson’s level of labor endorsement in

those counties. Even so, Benson still carried Genesee County, Swanson’s home county,
with nearly 53% of the vote.

2026 Michigan Democratic Gubernatorial Primary
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The figure above depicts the county-level breakdown of the 2026 Michigan Democratic

gubernatorial primary. Each county is shaded by the share of the vote received by Jocelyn


https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/Index?type=C&electionDate=8-4-2026
https://apnews.com/projects/elections-2026/michigan-primary-results-governor/
https://apnews.com/projects/elections-2026/michigan-primary-results-governor/
https://michiganadvance.com/briefs/swanson-receives-honor-from-labor-group-boosting-his-gubernatorial-bid/
https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/2026/08/04/jocelyn-benson-michigan-governor-primary-election/91076746007/
https://swansonformichigan.com/swanson-earns-33rd-labor-endorsement-builds-the-broadest-labor-coalition-in-the-michigan-governors-race/

Benson, the winner of the primary. Darker hues of blue correspond to a higher vote share for

Benson.

The Republican primary was a more contentious, four-candidate contest, headlined by
U.S. Representative John James, who has served Michigan's 10th congressional district
since 2023, and Perry Johnson, a businessman who previously ran for governor in 2022.

Trump endorsed James on June 22, saying James has the “courage and wisdom to deliver

strong results” for Michigan. Following the endorsement, Michigan Senate Minority

Leader Aric Nesbitt dropped out and endorsed James. Former Attorney General Mike
Cox followed, saying Trump's endorsement had placed James “out of reach” in the
primary. Both remained on the ballot despite suspending their campaigns, and went on
to draw 13.00% (Cox) and 1.75% (Nesbitt) of the primary vote. Johnson, despite spending
nearly $32 million of his own money in what became the most expensive gubernatorial

primary in Michigan history, lost to James by roughly 15 percentage points. Johnson

carried only five counties, all small and rural, concentrated in the Upper Peninsula and
northern Lower Peninsula, while James won every major population center in the state

and saw his strongest support in southwest Michigan.


https://bridgemi.com/michigan-government/trump-gives-total-endorsement-to-john-james-in-michigan-governor-race/
https://bridgemi.com/michigan-government/trump-gives-total-endorsement-to-john-james-in-michigan-governor-race/
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/trump-endorses-john-james-michigan-governor-race
https://bridgemi.com/michigan-government/mike-cox-drops-out-of-michigan-governor-race-endorses-john-james/
https://bridgemi.com/michigan-government/michigan-republican-governor-primary-results-john-james-perry-johnson/
https://apnews.com/projects/elections-2026/michigan-primary-results-governor/

2026 Michigan Republican Gubernatorial Primary
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The figure above depicts the county-level breakdown of the 2026 Michigan Republican
gubernatorial primary. Each county is shaded by the candidate who received the most votes.
Counties won by John James are shown in red, while the counties won by Perry Johnson are

shown in purple.

7th Congressional District

Michigan’s 7th Congressional District is expected to be one of the country’s most

competitive U.S. House races in 2026 and could play an important role in determining

control of the House of Representatives. The district encompasses all of Clinton,
Ingham, Livingston, and Shiawassee counties, most of Eaton County, and portions of
Genesee and Oakland counties. Republican incumbent Tom Barrett, an Army veteran
and former state legislator, is seeking a second term after flipping the open seat in 2024.

Barrett is widely viewed as one of the Republican Party’s strongest pickups during the


https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2026-election/progressive-activist-wins-democratic-primary-one-nations-biggest-house-rcna590892
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2026-election/progressive-activist-wins-democratic-primary-one-nations-biggest-house-rcna590892
https://ballotpedia.org/Tom_Barrett_(Michigan)
https://www.nationaljournal.com/s/729154/ihotlineis-initial-2026-house-power-rankings/?unlock=R4J1ITBIKET7J5TI

2024 election cycle and one of the most at risk for 2026. Barrett ran unopposed in the

Republican primary.

Democrats nominated Lansing political organizer and Sunrise Movement co-founder

William Lawrence after he defeated former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Bridget Brink
and retired Navy SEAL Matt Maasdam, winning about 43% of the vote in the
Democratic primary. The Democratic primary attracted national attention because it
highlighted broader ideological divisions within the Democratic Party. Lawrence,
endorsed by Senator Bernie Sanders, consolidated support among progressive voters,
while Brink and Maasdam split support among more moderate Democrats. Lawrence
campaigned on progressive priorities, including Medicare for All, while also making
opposition to hyperscale data center development a defining issue of his campaign.
Following the primary, Democratic leaders quickly united behind Lawrence, and the
race is expected to attract significant national attention and outside spending through

November.
8th Congressional District

The Republican primary in Michigan’s 8th Congressional District produced one of the
most unexpected results of Michigan's 2026 primary elections. The seat is currently held
by first-term Democratic Rep. Kristen McDonald Rivet, who is seeking reelection in a

district that Donald Trump carried in 2024. Retired engineer Thomas J. Smith won

50.44% of the Republican primary vote, defeating Trump-endorsed Navy veteran and
former law enforcement officer Amir Hassan, who received 33.19%, and Al Lemmo, who
received 16.37%. Smith had suspended his campaign in mid-July and endorsed Lemmo,
but his name remained on the ballot and he ultimately won the primary by more than 17
percentage points. Hassan entered the primary as the clear favorite, securing Trump's
endorsement and raising roughly $700,000, compared with just $1,850 reported by
Smith. His loss marked the first defeat of a Trump-endorsed congressional candidate in
the 2026 election cycle. The result also prompted some discussion of Islamophobia

among Republican primary voters, including anti-Muslim rhetoric from far-right



https://ballotpedia.org/Tom_Barrett_(Michigan)
https://www.sunrisemovement.org/
https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/Index?type=C&electionDate=8-4-2026
https://www.nytimes.com/2026/08/03/us/politics/democrats-michigan-house-primary-progressives-moderates.html
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2026/may/21/bernie-sanders-backs-climate-activist-michigan-race
https://wewill2026.com/platform/
https://www.wired.com/story/anti-data-center-movement-reshaping-michigan-politics/
https://michiganadvance.com/2026/08/04/will-lawrence-emerges-as-victor-in-mi-7-democratic-primary/
https://www.politico.com/news/2026/08/05/hassan-loses-michigan-house-primary-tom-smith-01025316
https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/Index?type=C&electionDate=8-4-2026
https://abcnews.com/Politics/candidate-dropped-beats-trump-backed-favorite-michigan-gop/story?id=135390539
https://mvic.sos.state.mi.us/votehistory/Index?type=C&electionDate=8-4-2026
https://abcnews.com/Politics/candidate-dropped-beats-trump-backed-favorite-michigan-gop/story?id=135390539
https://abcnews.com/Politics/candidate-dropped-beats-trump-backed-favorite-michigan-gop/story?id=135390539
https://x.com/LauraLoomer/status/2084990695832486364?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw%7Ctwcamp%5Etweetembed%7Ctwterm%5E2084990695832486364%7Ctwgr%5E32a6b3bbbb207db36962ee81e2ab0c254dea9d80%7Ctwcon%5Es1_&ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.yahoo.com%2Fnews%2Fpolitics%2Farticles%2Ftrump-backed-black-conservative-lost-184911023.html

figures responding to Hassan’s loss. Smith has since returned to the race and will face

McDonald Rivet in November.

13th Congressional District

Michigan’s 13th Congressional District, encompassing much of Detroit, produced one
of the state’s most significant primary upsets. Democratic incumbent Shri Thanedar,
first elected in 2022, was defeated in the Democratic primary by state Representative
Donavan McKinney by roughly a 4-point margin. The district leans heavily Democratic,
making McKinney the heavy favorite in the general election against Republican
nominee T.P. Nykoriak, who ran unopposed in the Republican primary. McKinney, who
has represented Michigan’s District 11 in the state House since 2025, campaigned on a
progressive platform that emphasized a Green New Deal, reducing corporate influence

in politics, and ending U.S. military aid to Israel. He was endorsed by Senator Bernie

Sanders and several Detroit-area elected officials, and his victory was viewed as part of a
broader wave of progressive successes across Michigan's Democratic primaries. The

race also carried symbolic significance because McKinney's victory is expected to

restore Black representation for Detroit in Congress. Thanedar's election in 2022
marked the first time since 1955 that Detroit did not have a Black representative in the
U.S. House following Representative Rashida Tlaib's move to the neighboring 12th

District after redistricting.

Voting Modes

Michigan's official results do not report votes by how the ballot was cast, but the

Department of State's voter data dashboard tracks the three ways Michiganders can

vote: absentee, early in-person, and at the polls on Election Day. In the August primary,

voters largely chose to vote before Election Day, returning 1.3 million absentee ballots

and casting around 139,000 ballots at early voting sites—together, about 59% of the

roughly 2.5 million ballots cast.

That continues the pattern seen in Michigan's August primaries since Proposal 3

established no-excuse absentee voting in 2018: a majority of primary ballots now arrive


https://www.politico.com/news/2026/08/05/hassan-loses-michigan-house-primary-tom-smith-01025316
https://bridgemi.com/michigan-government/michigan-congressional-primary-results-races-to-watch-as-votes-are-tallied/
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2026/08/04/us/elections/results-michigan-us-house-13-primary.html
https://ballotpedia.org/Donavan_McKinney
https://www.donavanforcongress.com/
https://www.bridgedetroit.com/mckinney-ousts-thanedar-vows-to-deliver-for-working-people/
https://www.bridgedetroit.com/mckinney-ousts-thanedar-vows-to-deliver-for-working-people/
https://www.usnews.com/news/politics/articles/2026-08-05/detroit-could-regain-black-voice-in-congress-with-thanedars-tumble-in-13th-district-race
https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan%27s_13th_Congressional_District_election,_2022
https://www.usnews.com/news/politics/articles/2026-08-05/detroit-could-regain-black-voice-in-congress-with-thanedars-tumble-in-13th-district-race
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/tlaib-will-run-for-newly-redistricted-detroit-area-seat
https://app.powerbigov.us/view?r=eyJrIjoiMTk3MjM4ZWQtMTlkZi00N2QxLTk5ZTktODdhYjk3YTVmMzk3IiwidCI6ImQ1ZmI3MDg3LTM3NzctNDJhZC05NjZhLTg5MmVmNDcyMjVkMSJ9
https://app.powerbigov.us/view?r=eyJrIjoiMTk3MjM4ZWQtMTlkZi00N2QxLTk5ZTktODdhYjk3YTVmMzk3IiwidCI6ImQ1ZmI3MDg3LTM3NzctNDJhZC05NjZhLTg5MmVmNDcyMjVkMSJ9
https://app.powerbigov.us/view?r=eyJrIjoiMTk3MjM4ZWQtMTlkZi00N2QxLTk5ZTktODdhYjk3YTVmMzk3IiwidCI6ImQ1ZmI3MDg3LTM3NzctNDJhZC05NjZhLTg5MmVmNDcyMjVkMSJ9
https://www.house.mi.gov/hfa/PDF/Alpha/Ballot_Proposal_2018-3_Promote_The_Vote.pdf

before Election Day, mostly by mail. Early in-person voting remains a small share of the
total ballots cast in primaries, but plays a much larger role in high-turnout general
elections. In the November 2024 general election, early votes accounted for 21% of all

ballots statewide, with absentee and Election Day voting each taking about 39%.

In the four counties that reported votes by mode in each of the last three August
primaries (Wayne, Oakland, Kalamazoo, and Grand Traverse, constituting about two-
fifths of this year's Democratic Senate primary vote), the 2026 primary was actually the
least mail-heavy of the four, as the figure below shows. Absentee ballots accounted for
62% of the counties' Democratic statewide-contest votes in 2022 and 67% in 2024, but
were just 55% of all Democratic votes cast in 2026. That share fell not because absentee
voting shrank (absentee votes grew 30% over 2024) but because more of the electorate
showed up in person: Election Day votes more than doubled from 2024, and early in-

person votes doubled their share, from 3% to 6%.

Democratic Primary Votes by Voting Method

Statewide-contest votes in Wayne, Oakland, Kalamazoo, and Grand Traverse
counties
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Data source: County clerks' canvasses, precinct reports, and results platforms official results; 2026 is unofficial and pre-canvass.

This figure shows the share of Democratic statewide-contest votes cast by each voting method in
the last three August primaries—the 2022 gubernatorial primary and the 2024 and 2026 Senate

primaries—in Wayne, Oakland, Kalamazoo, and Grand Traverse counties, the three where



results by voting method are available for all three elections. Absentee ballots are shown in gold,
early in-person votes in purple, and Election Day votes in green. Statewide early in-person
voting first existed in 2024. Results for 2022 and 2024 are official; 2026 results are unofficial.

Data from county clerks' official canvasses and precinct reports.

This shift was not confined to Wayne and Oakland, which together cast about nine in
ten of those four counties' votes. The figure below tracks the same shift across the
eighteen counties that reported results by voting method in both primaries, with one
panel per method. In the absentee panel, the 2026 square sits to the left of the 2024
circle in almost every county: the absentee share of the Democratic vote fell in sixteen of
the eighteen, by a median of 10 percentage points. The two in-person panels are the
mirror image, with the early in-person share increasing in sixteen counties and the
Election Day share increasing in fifteen. The record participation in this primary came

disproportionately in person.



County Vote Mode Shares in the 2024 and 2026 August Primaries
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This figure shows each county's share of Democratic statewide-contest votes cast by each voting
mode in the August 2024 primary (open circles) and the August 2026 primary (filled squares), for
the eighteen counties reporting results by voting mode in both years. Absentee shares are shown
in gold, early in-person in purple, and Election Day in green, with counties ordered by their
2026 absentee share. Results for 2024 are official; 2026 results are unofficial. Data were
compiled by the MIT Election Lab from county clerks' canvasses, precinct reports, and results

platforms.

Despite this, absentee ballots remained a majority of the primary vote. One driver of the
primary's absentee dominance is the permanent absentee ballot list created by Proposal
2 in 2022, which lets voters sign up once to automatically receive an absentee ballot for

every election. The list now includes about 1.9 million voters, and according to the

dashboard's county figures, it generated more than nine in ten of the primary's absentee

ballot requests in all but one of Michigan's 83 counties, up from roughly three in four


https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan_Proposal_2,_Voting_Policies_in_Constitution_Amendment_(2022)
https://ballotpedia.org/Michigan_Proposal_2,_Voting_Policies_in_Constitution_Amendment_(2022)
https://app.powerbigov.us/view?r=eyJrIjoiMTk3MjM4ZWQtMTlkZi00N2QxLTk5ZTktODdhYjk3YTVmMzk3IiwidCI6ImQ1ZmI3MDg3LTM3NzctNDJhZC05NjZhLTg5MmVmNDcyMjVkMSJ9

requests at the 2024 general election. In practice, the permanent list means a large share

of the Michigan electorate now receives a ballot at home without taking any action.

How people voted also shaped the Senate race itself. Twenty-four counties' election
reports (covering all five of the state's largest counties and 74% of the statewide
Democratic Senate vote) break out results by how ballots were cast, and those returns
show a clear split. As the figure below shows, Stevens won these counties' absentee
ballots 58.0% to 37.0%, while El-Sayed won their Election Day votes by nearly the mirror
image, 61.1% to 36.3%, and their early in-person votes by an even wider one. Absentee
ballots were 54% of the twenty-four counties' Democratic Senate votes. The pattern was
remarkably uniform: across all 191 cities and townships in the nine counties with
precinct-level mode data where at least 200 Democratic Senate votes were cast, El-Sayed
ran ahead of his absentee share on Election Day in every single one, by a median of

about 25 points.

El-Sayed Votes by Mode
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Graph source: MIT Election Data + Science Lab 24 counties publishing results by mode,
Data source: County clerks' precinct reports and election results platforms casting 74% of the statewide vote.

This figure shows the share of the Democratic U.S. Senate primary vote won by El-Sayed
(purple) and Stevens (gray) for each way ballots were cast, in the 24 counties whose election

reports break out results by voting method. The number of votes cast by each method across



those counties is listed on the left. The dashed line marks 50%. Data were compiled from county

clerks' precinct reports and election results platforms, and are unofficial.

Why did absentee and in-person voters split so differently? The returns cannot answer
that on their own, but the polling points to two overlapping explanations. The first is
timing. Absentee ballots went out about six weeks before Election Day, and the race

moved sharply inside that window: a Detroit News/Glengariff poll taken July 8-11 had

Stevens ahead by 7 points, while an Emerson College survey conducted three weeks

later had El-Sayed ahead 54% to 39%. By the second week of July, a fifth of likely

primary voters said they had already returned a ballot, casting their votes while Stevens
still led. The mid-July poll saw voters who had already returned an absentee ballot
favoring Stevens 52% to 43%, and likely Election Day voters favoring El-Sayed 50% to
32%. The same pattern holds for early in-person votes: cast during the final nine days,

when the polls showed El-Sayed ahead, they split like the Election Day vote.

The second explanation is related to who votes by mail in the first place. The same
Emerson survey found Stevens’ strongest support was among voters over 60, who
backed her over El-Sayed 53% to 39% even as she trailed by 15 points overall, and voters

65 and older vote early or by mail at the highest rates of any age group. Timing cannot

be the whole story: mid-July voters who had not yet returned their absentee ballot, and
so would cast it after the race had moved, still favored Stevens 60% to 33%, her widest

margin of any group.

Michigan's own returns show the same relationship. Across the nine counties' cities

and townships, and consistent with broader research on who votes by mail, age predicts

absentee use better than anything else. As the figure below shows, older communities
cast far larger shares of their votes absentee (a correlation of +0.34, weighting
communities by their votes)—a pattern that holds from the younger college towns to
Leelanau County's retirement townships. Income and education add little once age is

accounted for.


https://thehill.com/homenews/campaign/5971801-stevens-el-sayed-michigan-poll/
https://emersoncollegepolling.com/michigan-2026-poll-abdul-el-sayed-leads-haley-stevens-for-democratic-us-senate-nomination/
https://www2.census.gov/library/publications/2024/demo/p20-586.pdf
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voting-mail-and-absentee-voting
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This figure plots, for each city and township in the nine counties, the share of its Democratic
Senate primary votes cast absentee against its residents' median age, with larger circles for
places casting more votes. The dashed line shows the overall trend: older communities voted
absentee at substantially higher rates. The correlation shown on the panel weights communities
by their votes. Communities are labeled at the extremes. Data were compiled by the lab from

county clerks' precinct reports and the 2024 American Community Survey.

Looking ahead to November, both recent history and the structure of Michigan's voting
modes point the same way: a majority of ballots are likely to be cast before Election Day,
anchored by the nearly two million registered voters who will receive absentee ballots
automatically. Early in-person voting, a marginal mode in the primary, should claim a
much larger share in the general election, as it did in 2024, when more than 1.2 million

voters cast their ballots during the state's first statewide early voting period.



Voter Turnout

August 2026 Primary Turnout by County
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Graph source: MIT Election Data + Science Lab
Data source: Michigan Secretary of State; ACS 2024 5-year and 2020 Census

This figure shows the number of ballots cast in the 2026 primaries per 100 eligible voters in each
county. Lighter shades of purple correspond to counties that had lower turnout rates and darker

shades correspond to counties with higher turnout.

While there do not appear to be specific county-level patterns in voter turnout for the

2026 primary, statewide numbers show that participation was significant overall.

According to the data published on Michigan’s voter data dashboard, 35% of active
registered voters participated in the 2026 primary elections. This means over 2.5 million
people cast a ballot, the largest number of Michiganders to turn out in a midterm primary

over the last fifty years. Primary turnout has remained elevated relative to most pre-2018



https://app.powerbigov.us/view?r=eyJrIjoiMTk3MjM4ZWQtMTlkZi00N2QxLTk5ZTktODdhYjk3YTVmMzk3IiwidCI6ImQ1ZmI3MDg3LTM3NzctNDJhZC05NjZhLTg5MmVmNDcyMjVkMSJ9
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/-/media/Project/Websites/sos/Election-Results-and-Statistics/Registered-Voter-Count/Primary-Voter-Registration-Turnout-Statistics.pdf

elections, and the 2026 primary set a modern midterm-primary record. In 2024, over 5.7
million voters voted in the general election, a 2.3% increase from the previous record set
by the 2020 general election. While Michigan primary participation does not reach
general election numbers, turnout in primaries has been increasing over time, even in

midterm years like 2026.

Michigan Primary Turnout (Share of Voting-Eligible Population)
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This figure shows how primary turnout has changed in Michigan from 2000 to 2026. Ballots cast

come from the Michigan Secretary of State; the voting-eligible population comes from the

University of Florida Election Lab, with 2026 using the latest available (2024) estimate. The gold
line shows primary turnout during presidential election years, and the purple line shows primary
turnout during midterm/gubernatorial election years. Michigan’s gubernatorial races coincide
with every midterm election year, so every federal election year is either a presidential election

year or a Michigan gubernatorial election year.

Since 2016, primary turnout in Michigan has generally increased as Michigan has gained
prominence as one of the nation’s most important swing states; this trend is evident in

both presidential and midterm election years. Though participation in the Democratic



https://www.michigan.gov/sos/resources/news/2025/07/03/mdos-releases-2024-election-data-showing-record-turnout-in-states-election-after-proposal-2022-2
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/resources/news/2025/07/03/mdos-releases-2024-election-data-showing-record-turnout-in-states-election-after-proposal-2022-2
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/-/media/Project/Websites/sos/Press-releases/2025/documents/MDOS-2024-Elections-Report.pdf?rev=28212593118b41c09860c6cd2b996470&hash=E677D47072635A96F4E90E38E4190957#page=4
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/-/media/Project/Websites/sos/Election-Results-and-Statistics/Registered-Voter-Count/Primary-Voter-Registration-Turnout-Statistics.pdf
https://election.lab.ufl.edu/voter-turnout/
https://www.nytimes.com/live/2026/08/05/us/michigan-election-results-primary/2be63fbc-5581-5b83-993d-aa77d4240417?smid=url-share

primary likely drove high turnout rates during the 2026 primary elections, it appears as
though record-breaking turnout has been a Michigan trend over the last few federal

elections.

Election Reporting Timelines

Election Night:
Time Description
8:00 pm Polls close (though voters who are already
in line by 8 pm may still vote).
8:00 pm-Midnight and beyond Precinct results reported.
After election night™* Military and overseas absentee ballots
will be added to the results.

*** After Election Night:

+ The deadline for boards of county canvassers to meet to canvass the
election is Thursday, Nov. 5 at 9 am.

+ The deadline for a voter to cure their signature on their absentee ballot
envelope is Friday, Nov. 6 at 5 pm.

+ The deadline for a ballot submitted by a UOCAVA voter (that was sent on
or before Election Day) to be received and counted is Monday, Nov. 9.

+ The deadline for local clerks to deliver UOCAVA ballots to the county
clerk is Tuesday, Nov. 10.

+ The deadline for the boards of county canvassers to complete the canvass
of the November General Election is Tuesday, Nov. 17.

+ The deadline for the Board of State Canvassers to meet to canvass the

November General Election is Monday, Nov. 23.


https://www.nytimes.com/live/2026/08/05/us/michigan-election-results-primary/2be63fbc-5581-5b83-993d-aa77d4240417?smid=url-share
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/-/media/Project/Websites/sos/Election-Administrators/Election-Dates.pdf

Vote Reporting Speed in Michigan
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The first figure above compares vote-reporting speed in Michigan in the 2024 general election
and the 2026 primary. The 2024 general election is shown in purple, and the 2026 primary is

shown in orange. The second figure shows how the vote shares for El-Sayed and Stevens



changed over time as more votes were being reported. El-Sayed’s vote share is shown in navy

and Stevens’ is shown in light blue.

Vote reporting during the August 2026 primary occurred faster than in 2024 for most of
the election night, as shown in the first figure above. Both elections were reported

relatively quickly, especially compared with Michigan’s vote-reporting speed in 2020

during the global pandemic, suggesting Michigan may be on track for timely reporting
in the 2026 general election. This vote-reporting data can also be used to examine why it
took a long time to determine that El-Sayed won the Democratic primary for U.S.
Senate. Though El-Sayed appeared to have a lead in the first hour or two after the polls
closed, the race eventually narrowed as more votes for Stevens were reported, which

made it more difficult to definitively call the race for El-Sayed.


https://electionlab.mit.edu/articles/how-long-did-it-take-count-vote-2024
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