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V.
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Hawaii, Joshua Booth Green, individually
and in his official capacity as Lieutenant
Governor and de facto Governor of the
State of Hawaii; Sylvia Jung Luke,
individually and her official capacity as de
facto Lieutenant Governor of the State of
Hawaii; and Mark E. Recktenwald,
individually and his official capacity as
Supreme Court Justice for the State of
Hawaii; Holly T. Shikada, individually and in
her official capacity as former Attorney
General for the State of Hawaii; Anne E.
Lopez, individually and in her official
capacity as current Attorney General for the
State of Hawaii; Reese R. Nakamura,
individually and in his official capacity as
Deputy Attorney General for the State of
Hawaii, et al.
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Exhibit (1): Gary A. Cordery Candidate
Nomination Papers of 1 March, 2022

Exhibit (2): SCEC-22-0000734 Cordery v.
Ige et al of 15 December, 2022

Exhibit (3): SCEC-22-000504 Cordery v.
Office of Elections of 22 August, 2022

Exhibit (4): CV22-00439-HG-KJM Cordery
v. Hawaii Supreme Court of 6 October,
2022

Exhibit (5): USCA: 22-16970 Cordery v.
Hawaii Supreme Court of 17 February,
2023

Exhibit (6): SCEC-22-0000703 Cushnie v.
Nago of 22 November, 2022

Exhibit (7): Exhibit (7): Cushnie Petition
for Redress to Hawaii House of
Representatives of 19 January, 2023

Exhibit (8): 1:22-CV-00460, Martin v. Nago
of 26 October, 2022

INTRODUCTION

I, Gary Arthur Cordery, pro se, in propria persona, acting as a private attorney

general, and on behalf of the People of Hawaii (Petitioners) hereby bring this First

Amended Complaint to request this honorable Court provide a Declaratory
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Pursuant to the Constitution of the State of Hawaii, the Respondents had a legal
duty to uphold their public oath and the laws of the State of Hawaii during a
transfer of political power to fill the vacancy in the Governor’s office while election
results were being contested.

Petitioner acknowledges that although it may have seemed proper for the
Respondent (Green) to fill the vacancy of the Governor during a succession of
executive leadership, and while the federal and state courts adjudicated the claims
for a contested election, this was not what was presented to the People during the
public inauguration.

Instead, on Monday, 5 December 2022, Respondent (Ige) oversaw this proceeding
wherein Respondents (Green, and Luke) were presented to the People during a
public inauguration ceremony as lawfully elected public officials, affirming their
positions through public oath, and before the election was lawfully certified.

Respondent (Recktenwald) knowingly administered a promissory oath to
candidates who were not lawfully elected pursuant to state law.

This inauguration effected a transfer of political power to de facto executive
leaders that has effectively denied the People their right to redress their grievance
regarding a contested election, and has circumvented due process of law.

Installation of de facto executive leadership as lawfully elected public officials
has denied the People a Republican Form of Government as guaranteed by the
Constitution of the United States Article IV Section 4.

Petitioners aver that the Respondents intentionally violated the laws of the State
of Hawaii during this transfer of power, in advising, overseeing, and administering
this transfer, and in accepting appointments in the executive branch of government
- in violation of their public oaths, and in conflict with the Constitution of the
United States of America, the Constitution of the State of Hawaii, and State of
Hawaii and Federal laws.

This fraudulent display was capstone to a historical pattern of misconduct that
includes an unconstitutional ballot, suppressed election observer reports, and the
reliance on the use of electronic voting systems without following state statutory
audit procedures, in violation of the Constitution of the State of Hawaii and Hawaii
State law.

Page 3 of 32



Case 1:22-cv-00528-JMS-KIJM Document 19 Filed 05/01/23 Page 4 of 30 PagelD.168

First Amended Complaint: Petition for Declaratory Judgment

84 Petitioner avers that the People of the State of Hawaii have suffered

85 irreparable harm through violation of provisions contained in the Constitution of

86 the United States of America and in the Constitution of the State of Hawaii. The

87  People will continue to suffer irreparable harm while de facto executive leader’s

88 reign through de facto leadership decisions that are not representative of the People
89 and in violation of the United States guarantee to a Republican Form of

90 Government.

91 Petitioner avers that Hawaii’s 2022 Primary and General Elections remains a
92 contested election, by and through continued legal challenges which, if found to be
93  true, would invalidate the alleged results of the election.

94 STANDING
95 Petitioner is one of the People, and the People’s rights are inalienable.
96 Petitioner’s rights and responsibilities are preserved in the Constitution of the

97 State of Hawan Article I Section I, Article I Section II, and as the source for all
98 political power of the State and is the foundation for all government authority.

99 Petitioner’s rights and responsibilities are preserved and protected by the
100  Constitution of the United States of America, the Preamble, the 1st Amendment, 9tk
101  Amendment, 14th Amendment, and among others.

102 Petitioner, is guaranteed protections by the Constitution of the United States of
103  America Article I Section IV.

104 Petitioner is acting as private attorney general and is bringing this request for
105 Declaratory Judgement on behalf of the People and in the public interest.

106 Petitioner has witnessed the pattern of misconduct culminating in an unlawful
107 inauguration.

108 As per the “irreducible constitutional minimum” of standings three elements: (1)
109  the plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury; (2) that injury is fairly traceable to

110  actions of the defendant; and (3) it must be likely—not merely speculative— that
111 the injury will be redressed by a favorable decision. (See Lujan v. Defenders of

112 Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 560, 112 S.Ct. 2130, 119 L.Ed.2d 351 (1992)).

113 Petitioner presents the following uncontested facts:

114 Petitioner was a candidate for Governor in the 2022 Hawaii Primary Election.
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115 Petitioner entered his candidacy agreement under a contract with the state that
116  presumed an election that would be conducted in accordance with the Constitution
117  of the State of Hawaii and statutory laws. (See Exhibit (1): Gary A. Cordery

118  Candidate Nomination Papers of 1 March, 2022).

119 Petitioner identified maladministration of the Hawaii 2022 Primary Election
120  wherein an unconstitutional ballot was used in the administration of the primary
121 election. (See Exhibit (2): SCEC-22-0000734 Cordery v. Ige et al of 15 December,
122 2022).

123 Petitioners’ election complaint regarding the unconstitutional ballot was still
124  actively being adjudicated in the Hawaii Supreme Court on the day that the

125 primary election was presented as certified, and in violation of Hawaii statutory
126 law. Six other election complaints were also within time for appeal when the
127  primary election was presented as certified, and in violation of statutory law.

128 Petitioners right to redress grievances and right to due process as protected by
129  the Constitution was violated through unlawful certification of the primary election
130  while seven election contests brought forward by the People were still actively being
131  adjudicated.

132 Petitioner as a candidate was denied the conduct of an accurate primary election
133 conducted pursuant to the Constitution of the State of Hawaii and state statutory
134  laws.

135 Petitioner as a candidate suffered concrete injury through loss of time, loss of
136  business, and loss of finances in the administration of his candidacy.

137 Petitioners’ injuries were inflicted through breach of contract, violation of laws
138  and violation of public oath by public officials in upholding the provisions of the
139  state’s Constitutional charter, state statutory laws, and in protecting the right of
140  suffrage.

141 Petitioner as a citizen of the United States, a resident of Hawaii, and a

142  registered voter in the State of Hawaii was denied the right of suffrage through the
143  maladministration of both a primary and general election that were not conducted
144  pursuant to the Constitution of the State of Hawaii and state statutory laws.

145 Petitioner is one of many of the People of the citizen, resident, voter class who
146  were also denied the fundamental right of suffrage to elect their public officials in a
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147  republican form of government through an accurate election process as prescribed
148 by law, and as guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States of America.

149 Petitioner right to redress grievances as one of many of the People of this class
150  was violated through unlawful certification of the general election while four

151  election contests brought forward by the People were still actively being

152  adjudicated.

153 Petitioner is one of many People of this class who were injured by unlawfully
154  elected public officials during a public inauguration ceremony wherein a de facto
155  Governor and Lieutenant Governor were presented as lawfully elected, and before
156  the election was certified in accordance with state law.

157 Petitioner is one of many People of this class who were injured by public officials
158  who oversaw the administration of a public promissory oath while knowingly
159  violating the Constitution and state law.

160 Petitioners’ injuries as one of many People of this class continue to be inflicted
161  through the unlawful leadership and policy decisions of de facto executive public
162  officials operating under color-of-law that are not representative of the public trust
163  and a republican form of government.

164 Petitioners’ injuries as one of many People of this class are being advanced by an
165 Attorney General who is acting in violation of public promissory oath and is acting
166  to protect de facto public officials instead of prosecuting offenders of state laws.

167 Petitioners’ injuries as one of many People of this class are being advanced by a
168  de facto Governor and Lieutenant Governor who are acting in violation of their

169  public promissory oath and are employing political power that is not representative
170  of the People and a republican form of government.

171 Petitioner avers that these harms are not “generalized grievances” and that the
172 denial of life, liberty, and property through the maladministration of an election
173  that ignores the Constitution, violates laws, and destroys our republican form of
174  government are of the utmost concern to state and national security.

175 Petitioners pleading for prospective relief through declaratory judgement will
176  solve this controversy.

177
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178 JURISDICTION

179 Petitioner pleads federal jurisdiction, pursuant to Article III Section 2 which
180 extends jurisdiction to cases arising under the Constitution of the United States of
181  America.

182 In addition, the Petitioner is pleading that the Court has original jurisdiction for
183  civil actions arising under the Constitution pursuant to 28 U.S. Code § 1331, and to
184  redress the deprivation of any right, privilege or immunity secured by the

185  Constitution pursuant to 28 U.S. Code § 1343.

186 Petitioner has brought this petition to the attention of this Court pursuant to the
187  Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57 and more specifically 28 U.S. Code 2201,
188  for prospective relief in creation of a remedy.

189 Petitioner requests the Court take judicial notice of 28 U.S. Code 2201(a) which
190 provides “In a case of actual controversy within its jurisdiction...any court of the
191  United States, upon the filing of an appropriate pleading, may declare the rights
192  and other legal relations of any interested party seeking such declaration, whether
193  or not further relief is or could be sought.”

194 Petitioner avers that the Petitioner is an “interested party seeking such
195 declaration” and there is a justiciable controversy.

196 Petitioner respectfully requests the Court take judicial notice and include by

197 reference all appropriate constitutional clauses, state and federal statutes, relevant
198 case law, and uncontested facts, whether referenced or cited in this pleading or from
199 the outside, and which form the basis of the term "deprivation of rights" and “civil
200 rights” as related to lawful procedure, or as necessary to establish any element

201  which may be in question.

202 Petitioner respectfully requests the Court take judicial notice of all properly
203  judicially noticeable facts having probative value necessary for adjust adjudication,
204  especially within the pleadings referenced and included herein.

205 STATEMENT OF FUNDAMENTALS

206 The Constitution of the State of Hawaii is the organic and fundamental law for
207 the establishment of government for the People in this State. There is no higher
208 authority than the Constitution, other than man - who created it, and God the
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369 STATEMENT OF FACTS

370 On Monday, 5 December 2022, an inauguration ceremony was held for the
371 transition of the State of Hawaiil government executive leadership at the Blaisdell
372  Arena in Honolulu, Hawaii.

373 Reportedly, more than 700 witnesses were in attendance.

374 Respondent (Ige) was in attendance and oversaw the proceeding.

375 Respondent (Recktenwald) publicly administered the public oaths of office.

376 Respondent (Green) was sworn in as attested to in public oath as Governor for

377 the State of Hawaii.

378 Respondent (Luke) was sworn in as attested to in public oath as Lieutenant
379  Governor for the State of Hawaii.

380 Respondents (Green and Luke) verbally attested to this public oath with their
381 right hand raised and their left hand on a bible.

382 Respondent (Green) was congratulated by Respondent (Recktenwald) as
383  “Governor Green” and presented to the public as the “9th Governor of the State of
384 Hawaii - Josh Green.”

385 Respondent (Luke) was congratulated by Respondent (Recktenwald) as
386 “Lieutenant Governor” and presented to the public as “Lieutenant Governor for the
387 State of Hawaii — Sylvia Luke.”

388 (See Video “Josh Green becomes Hawaii’s 9th Governor” KHON2 News
389  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=53gr5AzGPwS8)

390 On the date of the gubernatorial inauguration, the People had four active
391 grievances contesting the election which were pending adjudication in the Hawaii
392  Supreme Court and the United States District Court District of Hawaii.

393 In the conduct of the election, Hawaii statutory laws prescribe the certification
394  process for an election wherein a “Certificate of Election” shall be delivered only
395 after the time for bringing an election contest, and if there is an election contest,
396 only after a final determination in the contest has been made and the time for an
397 appeal has expired. (See HRS § 11-156).
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568 STATEMENT OF COMPLAINT
569 CAUSE OF ACTION ONE
570 Respondents violated their promissory oath of office and failed to support and

571  defend the Constitution of the United States of America.

572 Pursuant to the Constitution of the United States of America “[A]ll executive and
573  Officers,... both of the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by

574  Oath or Affirmation and wherein, “Every...executive and judicial officer of a State,
575 shall, before he proceeds to execute the duties of his office, take an oath in the

576  following form, to wit: “I, A B, do solemnly swear that I will support the

577  Constitution of the United States.”” See Constitution of the United States of

578  America Article VI Section 3, and 4 U.S. Code 101.

579 “Support means to vindicate; to maintain; to defend; to uphold by aid or
580 countenance. ” United States v. Schulze, 253 F. 377, 379 (S.D. Cal. 1918)

581 The Constitution of the United States of America guarantees each State a
582 “Republican Form of Government, and shall protect each of them against invasion.”
583  (See Constitution of the United States of America Article VI Section 3).

584 In Ableman v. Booth Chief Justice Taney stated that “Every state legislator and
585 executive and judicial officer is solemnly committed by oath taken pursuant to Art.
586 VI, cl. 3, “to support this Constitution.”” And that this “requirement reflected the

1

587 framers' “anxiety to preserve it [the Constitution] in full force, in all its powers, and

9999

588 to guard against resistance to or evasion of its authority, on the part of a State...
589 Ableman v. Booth, 21 How. 506, 524.

590 Respondents denied the People a government in the republican form and a

591 government of the People when they side-stepped the lawful process for certification
592  of the election and as required by State law, and fraudulently presented those

593  public officials as lawfully elected, and in effect represented them as chosen by the
594  People.

595 “No state legislator or executive or judicial officer can war against the
596 Constitution without violating his solemn oath to support it. P. 18.” Cooper v.
597  Aaron, 358 U.S. 1, 3 (1958)
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630 Petitioner avers that the violation perpetrated through the unlawful
631 1nauguration and during the mockery of the promissory oath is the perfection of the

632  breach which resulted in incalculable injuries to the Plaintiff and the People of
633 Hawaii.

634 CAUSE OF ACTION TWO

635 Pursuant to 42 U.S. Code § 1983 - Civil action for deprivation of rights “Every
636 person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation, custom, or usage, of

637 any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, subjects, or causes to be

638 subjected, any citizen of the United States or other person within the jurisdiction
639 thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the

640 Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured in an action at law, suit in

641 equity, or other proper proceeding for redress, except that in any action brought
642 against a judicial officer for an act or omission taken in such officer’s judicial
643  capacity, injunctive relief shall not be granted unless a declaratory decree was
644  violated or declaratory relief was unavailable.” [underline for emphasis]

645 Respondents violated their promissory oath of office to support the Constitution
646  of the United States of America, and in doing so violated the 15t Amendment, 9th
647 Amendment, and 14th Amendment.

648 Pursuant to the 15t Amendment “Congress shall make no law respecting an
649  establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the
650 freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the People peaceably to assemble,

651 and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.” [underline for

652 emphasis]

653 Pursuant to the 9th Amendment “The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain
654  rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the People.”

655 [underline for emphasis]

656 Pursuant to the 14th Amendment “No State shall make or enforce any law which
657 shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall
658 any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law;

659 nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.”
660 [underline for emphasis]

661 On 5 December, 2022, the Hawaii General Election was a contested election and
662 had two active cases pending in the Hawaii Supreme Court, one case pending in
663 Hawaii 1st District Court, and one case pending in the United States District Court
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664  for the District of Hawaii. Due to these active election contests, and pursuant to
665 Hawaii statutory law, the election could not and had not yet been certified.

666 On 5 December, 2022, the then current Governor for the State of Hawaii and the
667 Supreme Court Justice for the Hawaii Supreme Court presided over an

668 inauguration ceremony wherein a de facto Governor and Lieutenant Governor were
669 presented as lawfully elected public officials, and sworn in as the de facto executive
670 leadership, circumventing the People’s right to redress and sidestepping due process
671  of law.

672 Petitioner avers that a lawful election by the People is fundamental to the

673 functioning of our republican form of government, and in ensuring the transfer of
674  responsibilities to public officers beholden to protect the public trust, the

675 Constitution, and in upholding the law.

676 Petitioner avers that there is a redress of grievances by the People regarding the
677 accuracy of elections currently pending in the Hawaii House of Representatives and
678  which remains unanswered.

679 Petitioner avers that certification of the election is a critical step in this transfer
680 of power, as is specified in the Constitution of the State of Hawaii, and Hawaii
681 Revised Statutes.

682 Petitioner avers that there is precedent for certification of elections prior to
683 transfer of executive power since the inception of the State of Hawaii, and as
684 presented in the Statement of Fundamentals.

685 Petitioner avers that the election certification process is codified in law,
686 specifically in Hawaii Revised Statutes HRS § 11-155, HRS § 11-156, and HRS § 30-
687 2.

688 Petitioner avers that the certification of election is a safeguard created by the
689  People through the legislative process to ensure the fairness and accuracy of
690 elections, against any and all questions.

691 Petitioner avers that the certification of election is a safeguard to protect the
692  People’s right to redress grievances, and to protect due process of law in the event of
693 a contested election.

694 Petitioner avers that certification of the election pursuant to statute is required
695  prior to the inauguration and the transfer of any political power, an that the
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764 Respondents (Ige and Recktenwald) failed to prevent this unlawful transfer of
765 executive power by prioritizing and falsely installing de facto government leaders as
766  lawfully elected while simultaneously sidestepping the People’s rights for a lawful
767  election through certification as required by state statute.

768 On 15 December, 2022 the Petitioner filed a request for Declaratory Judgement
769  without relief in the Hawaii Supreme Court wherein the Petitioner averred that the
770  Respondents had intentionally violated the laws of the State of Hawaii during this
771  transfer of power, in overseeing and administering this transfer, and in accepting
772  appointments in the executive branch of government — in violation of their public
773  oaths, and in conflict with the Constitution and State laws. (See Exhibit (2): SCEC-
774  22-0000734 Cordery v. Ige et al)

775 On 6 January, 2023 the Petitioner put forward a Motion for Interrogatories to
776  determine whether the Attorney General for the State of Hawaii advised the

777  Respondents (Ige, Green, Luke, and/or Recktenwald) to proceed with the Governor
778 and Lieutenant Governor inaugurations on 5 December, 2022.

779 On 12 January, 2023 the Attorney General provided a Memorandum in

780  Opposition of the Motion for Interrogatories, wherein the Respondents (Lopez, and
781  Nakamura) endorsed a response stating that the Respondents were “clients” and
782  refused to respond to interrogatories as this would “reveal privileged attorney-client
783 communications.” (See Exhibit (2): SCEC-22-0000734 Cordery v. Ige Docket 21)

784 Petitioner avers that the nature, timing, parties, and subject of the attorney-
785 client communications makes the assertion of privilege dubious for the lawful
786 transfer of executive power - unless the content of any work product would have
787 1mplicated those Defendants who participated in a conspiracy for a transfer of
788  executive power that was not lawful.

789 Respondents’ assertion of privilege and refusal to openly disclose the governing
790 permission on this issue offers further appearance of wrongdoing, the secrecy of
791  which is repugnant to the very phrase "election", in a free society.

792 On 22 February, 2023, following an exchange of several motions and denial by
793  the Court of two motions for interrogatories as moot, the Hawaii Supreme Court
794  dismissed the Petitioners request for Declaratory Judgement citing the nullity rule,
795 time barring the complaint, citing lack of original jurisdiction, and preserving the
796  “integrity of the court” over any interest in hearing the merits of the controversy.
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864 REMEDY - REQUEST FOR DECLARATORY JUDGEMENT WITHOUT RELIEF

865 Petitioner pleads this Court for declaratory judgment without relief in
866 determining that based on the totality of the evidence presented in the court filed
867 documents, and those included by reference, that:

868 1) Respondent (Ige) did preside over the inauguration of Respondents (Green) as
869  the lawfully elected Governor and Respondent (Luke) as the lawfully elected
870 Lieutenant Governor for the State of Hawaii;

871 2) Respondent (Green) did attest in public oath to accepting the position of the
872 lawfully elected Governor for the State of Hawaii;

873 3) Respondent (Green) was presented to the public as the lawfully elected
874  Governor prior to certification of the election;

875 4) Respondent (Luke) did attest in public oath to accepting the position of the
876 lawfully elected Lieutenant Governor for the State of Hawaii;

877 5) Respondent (Luke) was presented to the public as the lawfully elected
878  Lieutenant Governor prior to certification of the election;

879 6) Respondent (Recktenwald) did administer the public oath to Respondent
880  (Green) and Respondent (Luke) as lawfully elected public officials prior to
881 certification of the election;

882 7) Respondent (Recktenwald) did administer the public oath during an
883 inauguration in connection with the administration of the election;

884 8) Respondent (Ige, Recktenwald, Green, Luke, Lopez, and Nakamura) did

885  violate their public oath of office in failing to support and defend the Constitution of
886 the United States of America and the guarantee for a Republican Form of

887 Government.

888 9) Respondent (Green) did violate his public oath of office by willfully attesting
889  to uphold the Constitution of the United States of America while knowingly
890 violating the law.

891 10) Respondent (Luke) did violate her public oath of office by willfully attesting
892  to uphold the Constitution of the United States of America while knowingly
893  violating the law.
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894 11) Respondent (Ige, Recktenwald, Shikada, and Nakamura) did violate their
895  public oath of office by knowingly allowing an improper transition of executive

896 leadership to occur without ensuring the certification of the election, sidestepping
897 due process and equal protection of the law, as required by law, and in violation of
898 42 U.S. Code 1983.

899 12) Respondents (Ige, Recktenwald, Shikada, and Nakamura) failed to prevent
900 this unlawful transfer of executive power by prioritizing and falsely installing de
901 facto government leaders as lawfully elected while simultaneously sidestepping the
902 People’s rights for a lawful election through certification as required by state

903  statute, and in violation of 42 U.S. Code 1985(3).

904 13) Respondent (Shikada, Lopez, and Nakamura) denied the Petitioner equal
905 protection of the law in defending candidates as “clients,” influencing state

906 authorities, and ignoring the will of the People in their petition for redress of

907 grievances, and in violation of 42 U.S. Code 1985(3).

908 14) Respondents (Ige, Recktenwald, Shikada, and Nakamura) neglected to

909 prevent the unlawful inauguration of gubernatorial candidates as lawfully elected
910 public officials through an election that had not yet been certified in accordance
911  with state statute, and in violation of 42 U.S. Code 1986.

912 15) Respondent (Recktenwald) did violate his public oath of office to uphold the
913  Constitution of the United States of America as he knowingly administered a public

914 oath without ensuring the certification of the election, and in violation of 42 U.S.
915  Code 1986.

916 16) Respondents (Ige, Recktenwald, Shikada, and Nakamura), working in

917  concert, installed Respondent (Green) and Respondent (Luke) as the election

918  winners, conveniently sidestepping and negating any safeguard in the transfer of
919  political power by fiat and defective process, and thereby denying the People their
920 right to redress grievances regarding a contested election, and offering the

921 appearance that a lawful election winner had been declared and inaugurated;

922 17) And that these facts give rise to standing for the Petitioner to bring a cause
923  of action for violations of the Constitution for the United States of America, and
924  pursuant to 42 U.S. Code 1983, 42 U.S. Code 1985(3), and 42 U.S. Code 1986.

925
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926 CONCLUSION

927 The People of Hawaii have just witnessed a most egregious violation of the public
928  trust, wherein our most senior and trusted government public officials fraudulently
929 oversaw and administered an inauguration of unlawfully elected de facto leaders in
930 public display, mocking the People of Hawaii and the Constitutional trust they are
931 sworn as trustees to support and defend.

932 When these supporting facts and related cases are considered together, it raises
933 the inescapable conclusion that the Respondents are not safeguarding the political
934 power as bestowed on them by the People, nor with clean hands, but rather are

935 abusing their authority under color of law to defend and install executive leaders
936 that are not representative of the People. This pattern of misconduct is self-evident
937 and unbroken.

938 The Petitioner is seeking declaratory prospective relief in determining the facts
939 upon which legal relations depend. This claim is not retrospective, and no coercive
940 relief is being sought. The declaration sought would completely terminate the

941 controversy which gave rise to this amended complaint, and would make clear the

942  rights, duties, and responsibilities of the parties involved.

943 The declaration sought is in Petitioners practical interest, but it also wholly
944  serves the public good and the People of Hawaii, and the State of Hawaii, in the
945 interests of Justice to preserve the rule of law, and thus should be of compelling
946 1interest to the United States Judiciary.

947 Respondents (indisputably) acted knowingly in violation of State and Federal
948 law. The Respondents knowingly inflicted injury on the State of Hawaii and her
949  People, including Petitioner. The Respondents knowingly and intelligently worked
950 in concert to cover up the misconduct, and attempted to unlawfully grant

951 themselves effective impunity for what clearly appears to be a criminal conspiracy
952 against the rights of Petitioner and the People, in order to defeat the rule of law for
953  personal or financial gain.

954 The Petitioner respectfully pleads with this Court for the most basic and crucial
955 of rights, in all sincerity and good faith.

956 The Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court allows this matter to be
957 heard and resolved as expeditiously as possible, and makes all necessary inferences
958  to arrive at a just conclusion.
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