Gateway Pundit’s AI tests raise accuracy concerns, but do not prove political censorship
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The Gateway Pundit says its staff encountered a series of errors while using paid ChatGPT accounts for political research and graphics, particularly on subjects involving Democrats. The publication interprets the pattern as possible political bias or censorship, but the examples it presents do not establish that the errors were deliberate or that the system was targeting its users.
One test, according to the site, asked ChatGPT to identify people questioning a recent election who had published supporting data. The researchers say the system returned no names, although they expected it to find analysts including Jeffrey O’Donnell, known as The Lone Raccoon. O’Donnell has publicly described collecting and analysing cast vote records and argued that they can help scrutinise election results. His own account documents his research and advocacy; it does not independently verify his interpretations or show that an AI system suppressed his work.
The publication also describes difficulties generating graphics, including misplaced map markers and repeated redesigns when it asked ChatGPT to map locations in Michigan. It says the same task worked correctly after staff logged out and used the free service. That comparison is presented as an observation by the site, rather than evidence identifying why the results differed.
A separate example concerns Maricopa County’s 2022 election-day printer failures. The Gateway Pundit says ChatGPT initially suggested that only three printers had problems, understating the scale of the disruption. An independent investigation found that ballot-printing problems affected about 60 vote centres, while reporting on the review put the number of affected ballots at 16,724. At some locations, ballots printed too lightly for on-site tabulators to read, but they could be taken to the county’s central facility for counting.
The investigation attributed the technical difficulties principally to some printers struggling with longer ballots printed on heavier paper. Maricopa County said the ballots that could not be read at vote centres were successfully tabulated centrally and that all legal ballots were included in the official results. The review documented equipment failures and voter frustration, but found no indication of printer or laptop tampering. The figures cited in different accounts can vary according to whether they refer to centres that reported a problem, those later confirmed to have one, or the total locations under investigation.
The site lists other alleged failures, including an analysis of Iowa race probabilities that it says overlooked Democratic winners, and graphic work involving an investigation into GBI Strategies that it says produced inaccurate maps. It also claims ChatGPT favoured Democratic candidates in a separate voting-recommendation exercise, while Grok more often selected Republicans. These remain the publication’s descriptions of its own tests; the material supplied does not independently verify the results or explain how the tests were designed.
The Gateway Pundit says a multi-model service returned election-related sources, but that links led to an irrelevant debunking article. It argues that casual users may accept AI answers without checking them and says its own experiences leave it concerned about missing information and unreliable results. The examples raise questions about the accuracy and consistency of AI research tools, but they do not, on their own, demonstrate intentional political censorship.
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