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COME NOW Plaintiffs, Daniel Wood, Brian Steiner, and Paul Rice hereby file



1| this Verified Petition for Writ ofMandamus and in support thereof, would show unto

2| this Court as follows:
3

4 L JURISDICTION AND VENUE

5 1. This verified petition is for a writ of mandamus. Jurisdiction! is proper
6
, in this Court pursuant to A.R.S. § 12-2021 er al. The duty to certify Arizona’s 2020

| presidential election results is a ministerial duty to which the statute specifically

? describes the manner of performance. The Defendants must certify a lawful election

10

11 | and they may not certify an illegal/unlawful election.

2 2. Venue is proper pursuant to ARS. § 12-401.
13

IL PARTIES
14

15 3 Plaintiff Daniel Wood is an Arizona resident who voted in Arizona's

16] Statewide 2020 presidential election.
17

18 4. Plaintiff Brian Steiner is an Arizona resident who voted in Arizona's

19] statewide 2020 presidential election.

20
21 5. Plaintiff Paul Rice is an Arizona resident who voted in Arizona's

22| statewide 2020 presidential election.

23

24

25

26

2 "The 2020 presidential election iswas statewide ection. The writ secks to compl sate officials to
dischargediy owed by sw lw: TheSupreme Couto Ariana is  satewide sur. ny and o ssn hot

25| sate rnchofgoermmen shouldbeh rope ntocompe. ate rane goverment Gb
‘a duty owedby astate statute. ThisCourthasjurisdictionandjurisdiction is proper.

2



1 6. Plaintiffs are citizens of The United States of America and they are over

2| the ageofeighteen (18).

: 7. Plaintiffs have a constitutional right to participate in the 2020 presidential

5| election. See U.S. Const. Amend. 26.

: 8. Plaintiffs suffered a distinct and palpable injury when the State of Arizona

| conducted an unlawful presidential election on November 3, 2020.

9 9. Plaintiffs suffered another distinct and palpable injury when unlawful

" 2020 presidential election results were unlawfully certified on November 24, 2020.

12 10. On November 30, 2020, Defendant Katie Hobbs was the Secretary of

- State and she unlawfully certified the 2020 presidential election,

is 11. On November 30, 2020, Defendant Doug Ducey was the Governor of

161 Arizona and he unlawfully certified the 2020 presidential election.

" 12. On November 30, 2020, Defendant Mark Brovich was Arizona’s

19|  Attomey General and he unlawfully certified the 2020 presidential election.

2 13. On November 30, 2020, Defendant Robert M. Brutinel was the Chief

22| Justiceofthe Arizona Supreme Court and he unlawfully certified the 2020 presidential

23 election.
24

2s 14. “All elections shall be free and equal, and no power, civil or military,

26 shall at any time interfere to prevent the free exercise of the right of suffrage.” Ariz.
27
Jg| Const ArIL§21.

3



1 Il. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

2 A. Introduction.

: 15. On November 3, 2020, the State of Arizona attempted to conduct an

5| election for Presidentofthe United States of America.

: 16. However, the Defendants purported certification of the Arizona 2020

| presidential election did not comply with either Arizona law or federal law.

? 17. Pursuant to Constitution of the United States, “Each State shall appoint,

v in such Mannerasthe Legislature thereof mav direct, a Number ofElectors, equal

12| to the whole Number of Senators and Representatives to which the State may be

. entitled in the Congress: but no Senator or Representative, or Person holding an Office

15| ofTrust or Profit under the United States, shall be appointed an Elector.” U.S. Const.

161 art. 11, § 1, cl. 2 (emphasis added).
17

18 enemies
bo se covers

"

21|bemi eb tm

2

» 18. Pursuant to Arizona law, “Machines or devices used at any election for

" federal, state or county offices may only be certified for use in this state and may only

26 beused in this state IF they comply with the help America vote act of 2002 and if

” those machines or devices have been tested and approved by a laboratory that is

4



1| accredited pursuant to the help America vote act of 2002.” ARS. § 16-442(B)

2] (emphasis added).
3

5 [TR ——————

hes te ptsreprfoctlethghg eS.bh SY
7|| otaaonsandcmepronttcwthvotingprocesses mthst,imor han ofwhomshiofthe amepicapay,and tsoneofwho shallhave st.eastemtaeesn abeeosotsete gro impo nd
8 [| secur:Thecommehat vestigac and etthevariostypes ofverecoeingotabulatinmachines devicesthatmaybeusedunderhsarticle.ThecommingoSARTS ei9|| Srreeemae————

cos eysector soy moet oy et cn.
100|| wththe etsAmericavote ac of2002 nd thsemachinesordevices havebeen estedancapprovedby a aboratrythasaccreditedpursuantto thehepAmericaTear
11

12 19. If voting hardware and/or software has not been lawfully certified

13
Ja| Pursuant o the help America vote act of 2002, then said voting machine may not be

15| used in an Arizona election. See id.

16 20. Ifa voting hardware and/or software has not been tested and approved by
17

18] laboratory that is accredited pursuant to the help America vote actof 2002, then said

19| voting hardware or software may not be used in an Arizona election. See id.

20
21 21. Ifvoting hardware and/or software were used in violationof Arizona law,

22| then said election is void ab initio and said election cannot be lawfully certified by any

Z| Defendant. See id.
24

25 22. Void ab initio is defined as “Having no legal effect from inception.”

26| Thompson Reuters Practical Law, definition of “Void ab initio” last visited June 21,

27
2022

28
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1] (httpsy/1 next westlaw.conyGlossary/PracticalLaw/141334c8d07ef1 1 cbbead0c

2| 95702contextData(sc. Default} firstPage=true&transitionType=Defaulty
3

4 23. Void ab initio means that the action taken is void; itis not voidable. See

s| id
6
; 24. Void ab initio means tht the action taken “has no legal effect.” Id.

3 25. “A void action cannot be ratified or validated [or certified.” Id.

2 26. “An action that is void ab initio never had any legal effect” Id
10

11 | (emphasis added).
12| [comm

Void ab initio
13
14 Havingnolegaleffectfrom inception.

15|| tow arsenateothr ction thts hasno gat fect.Avoid action canesbedoridtd Ancohatisvoidbio nesdy10k A>isly Fred eave 153LO eomrs Fon he16] | bens
17| | voidantcidabinonave thesametechnictinion,todoiisongertemihtis ss ly tbeimproper conduit dsb.
18 40 0¢ socumenT

19 nesouncein waren oocuMmNTTIPE GLOSSARY

20| |RE rem cnnnc te sn15 cep cscentsa
21 oottr Von TeFUpopes4PltetEUSensAFAFS

2 |cnimem————;.
2 27. In order for Arizona to conducta valid election, the Arizona Secretary of
24

State must comply with the requirements contained in ARS. § 16-442 ef seq. See25

26| ARS.§ 16-442.

27

28
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1 28. Ifthe legal requirements contained in A.R.S. § 16-442 were not met, then

2| the Arizona Secretary of State had no authority to use any voting machine or device
3
| in violationofsaid statute.

5 29. Ifthe legal requirements contained in A.R.S. § 16-442 were not me, then
6
| the Defendants had mo authority to cert the results ofArizona's 2020 presidental

8| election and all 2020 presidential election signatures are void ab initio.

9 om
10 42DGEMERALELECTIONOFFALCAWVASSCERTIATIN.
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1| Arizona Secretary of State, 2020 Election State Canvass, hitps:/azsos.gov/sites/

2| efaulVfiles’2020_ General State Canvass.pd (last visited June 30,2022).
3

4 30. Ifnoneofthe Defendants had the legal authorityto certifyArizona's 2020

5| presidential election results, then this Court must issue a peremptory writofmandamus
6

| against cach named Defendant compelling the Defendants o deceify Arizona's 2020

8| presidential election and to rerun Arizona's 2020 presidential election in accordance

9| with Arizona law.
10

2 B. The Dominion electronic voting machines that were used in the 2020
presidential election were not certified by an accredited Voting

12 System Test Laboratory.
13

pb 31. “Machines or devices used at any election for federal, state or county

15 | offices may only be certified for use in this state and may only be used in this state IE

16|" they comply with the help America vote act of2002 AND ifthose machines or devices
17

15| have been tested and approved by a laboratory that is accredited pursuant to the

19| help America vote act of 2002.” ARS. § 16-442(B) (emphasis added).
20 Fo osestagrten

2 me pmznn

2 616-442. Committee approval; adoptionofvotetabulating equipment;» penmaratuse amrgency

24
esc opi ontorr ntfsane
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1 32. Arizona law requires that its voting machines be certified by a Voting

2| System Test Laboratory that “is accredited pursuant to the help America vote act of
3

4| 2002 1d (emphasis added).
| [Machineso device usedatany section for federal,sat or county afices mayonly becried for use in

his tateand mayonlybeused inthissat if they comply with thehlpAmericavote actof2002 andi fthose
6|| machinesordevices have been tested and approved by alaboratorythats ccrdited pursuantto the help
5| | Americavoteactoravoz.

3 33. The Help America Vote Act of 2002 created “the Election Assistance

| Commission” and the Election Assistance Commission (EAC) is referred to in the
10
11 | Actas the “Commission.” 52 U.S.C. § 20921 (formerly cited as 42 U.S.C. § 15321).

» 52USCA 520821

13 Fama cdssQUSCAS15321
14 §20921. Establishment

15 Currentness

16 - on pri
‘Theresherebyestablishedasan independententity the ElectionAssistance Commission (hereafter in this

17|| subchapterreferred a the Commision") consisingof themembers appointed under this subpart.
1g|| Aditonaty, ther iestablishedth ection sistance Commision Standards Boar (inclucingthe

Executive Board ofsuchBoard) nd th lectionAssistanceComission BoardofAdvisorsundersubpart20f
19|| this pare (hereaferin thissubpart referredto 3s th “StandardsBoard an th “Boardof Adisors’,
20 | respective andtheTechnical Guidelines DevelopmentCommitteeundersubpar ofthis part.

21

2 34. The Election Assistance Commission “shall serve as a national

23| clearinghouse and resource for the compilation of information and review of
24

25| procedures with respect to the administrationof Federal elections by —.. (2) carrying

26| out the duties described in part B ofthis subchapter (relating to the testing, certification,

27

28
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1| decertification, and recertification of voting system hardware and software)...” 52

2] USC. §20922 (formerly cited as 42 US.C. § 15322).
3 -

auscasom
4 ‘Formerlycitedas42USCA§15322

5 £20922. Duties
6 Currentness

7
‘TheCommissionshallserveas anationalclearinghouseandresourceforthecompilationofinformationand

8||reviewofprocedureswithrespect totheadministrationofFederalelectionsby
9 (2) carryingoutthedutiesdescribed in subpart3 ofthispart (relatingto the adoptionofvoluntaryvoting.

10 system guidelines), includingthemaintenanceofa clearinghouse of information on theexperiencesofState
and local governmentsinimplementinghe guidlines andinoperating votingsystems in genera;
a) carryingoutth duties describedinpart ofthissubchapter(eatingtothetesting, catication,

” decertification, andrecertification ofvoting systemhardware andsoftware
13

35. The Election Assistance Commission “shall provide for the testing,

15| certification, decertification, and recertification of voting system hardware and

16" Software by accredited laboratories.” 52 U.S.C. § 20971 (a)(1) (formerly cited as 42
17

1g| USC.§ 15371) (emphasis added).

19 auscasomn
Fomrychads 20SCAB 1571

20
0 520971. Certification and testingofvoting systems

curentness
22

23 (a) Certificationandtesting.

2 (ingenerat
25 TheCommision shall providefor the testingcertification, decrtiction, and recertification of voting

2% system hardware andsoftwar by accredited aboratories,
27 (2)OptionalusebyStates

I. Attheoption ofaState,the Statemayprovid for thetesting, certification, decetfcaton, or recertification
‘ofitsvotingsystemhardwareandsoftwarebythelaboratoriesaccreditedbytheCommissionunderthis
secon.

10



1 36. Additionally, at “the optionof a State, the State may provide for the

2| testing, certification, decertification, or recertification of its voting system hardware
3

4 and software by the laboratories accredited by the Commission under this section.”

5| 52U.8.C.§20971(a)2) (formerly cited as 42 U.S.C. § 15371) (emphasis added).
6
5 37. Pursuant to the U.S. Election Assistance Commission, there are only

8| two Voting System Test Laboratories (VSTL) that are accredited by the Election

9| Assistance Commission: (1) Pro V&V; and (2) SLI Compliance. U.S. Election
10

n Assistance Commission, VOTING SYSTEM TEST LABORATORIES (VSTL),

12 httpsy//www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl (last

13
M visited June 21, 2022) (emphasis added).

>, US. ELECTION
15 HE stance a

EP COMMISSION
16

17 jo

:
’
20

21 £6

22 il
» Home.» Vain Syst Test tres VST) Br <sue

2 VOTING SYSTEM TEST LABORATORIES (VSTL)
25

Section 2910) the HepAmerica Vote Act AVA) 2002) 42US. 515070 reins2% {FaoEACprovi rhscrenionnd rvsctonof acfataionl pendent or
{acrossquate avnrestoFadrsnd GrohEAC27 Cosasforrao ssHrsStatedntroca by epioralite
Samarnd Technet NT prs 1HAASeClon STI. Homerost

28 ith HAVASection 231(b)(2)B).theCommissionmayalsovotetoaccredit laboratoriesoutsideofhtrecommendedby NIT gonbaton of sn raion fre oratsedna
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Provay
1 78cm Orsi
2 SentoSeana.pred5 seri
4

SLI Compliance,aDivision of Gaming Laboratories International,
5 ue

6 4720 dependenceStreetreshag caiaots7 SenorafroinS——3 Frnaosatasitsjovi
9

Sretston.
10 pagetof1

11

12 38. Pursuant to the Arizona Secretary of State, the Dominion voting
13
1g| machines used in the 2020 presidential election were certified on November 5, 2019,

15| with an EAC System ID # as follows: DVS-DemSuites.5-B. Arizona Secretary of

16] State, Certified Vote Tabulating Equipment, hips://azsos.govisites/
17

1g| defaultfiles2020.07.22 Oficial Listpdf last visitedJune21,2022).

19 ®AtmaSocrstary otsate teers
20 CorieVarToman ExpmentFarmentoAR.16.42
21

or om Tees
23 ns EET Mikaan
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24 |OmOS CAC Ce at SAREE
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Rp BEnegotin
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1 39. During the 2020 presidential election Dominion voting machines with

2| DVS-DemSuite5.5-B were used in Maricopa County, Arizona. U.S. Election
3

4| Assistance Commission System Certification Process, hitps:/wvww.cac.gov/voting-

S| cquipmentisystem-certification-process.
6

7| | Map of EAC certified Voting Systems by County

8|||Countiesshown n red nthemapbelowusevolng systems thathavebeencartedbytheEAC.For
| |dasnaspotcouny. pot ver acount onthe map.

.
11 Sw;

2 a 3
13 7 iy
14 ad ol {:=) or

eda)mKFRETS J eT16 Si TE
5 3 Aa17 3 By) :

|] Rey i18 LE 8Farad Of \
19 . = ¥
20 . eS gt
21

2 40. Pursuant to the Arizona SecretaryofState’s website and hyperlink in the

23] above PDF, DVS-DemSuites.5-B is manufactured by Dominion Voting Systems Corp
24

55| and the Testing Laboratory was Pro V&V. U.S. Election Assistance Commission,

26 hutpsy/jwww.eac.gov/voting-equipmentdemocracy-suite-SSb-modification (last
27

visited June 21, 2022).
28

13



 —— or —
1

, DEMOCRACYSUITE 5.58 (MODIFICATION) |

3 Manufacturer

4 DomilonVoting SystemsCorp.

5

M Testingstandnd
, —

8 TestingLab.

? ovev

10 —
u 41. Pursuant to the U.S. Election Assistance Commission's website, Pro

12| V&V received a Certificate of Accreditation on February 24, 2015. U.S. Election
13
1g Asisnce Commision, Voting System Test Labratorcs,

15| hitps://swweac.gov/voting-equipment/voting:system-test-laboratories-vstlpro-vy

16] (last visited August 11,2022).
17
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1
2 Pro Va wascreditedby the EAC onFebrary 24, 2015. Feder lwprovides that EAC

sccredtatonaf voting system tetabratorycatbe revokedunless the EAC Commisioners
3 otetorevoksheacreataion: Th credtaionof laboratory for purposesofhssectonmay

notberevoked unless therevocatonisspprovedbyavoteof the Comission52 US. Code§
4 209712).The EAC as nevervotedtorevok the accretionof Pro.Pro VE hs

undergone contigaccreditationssessments and hadnw acredationcertifate suedon
5 February 1.2021
6
, 42. Pursuant to Version 2.0 of the Voting System Test Laboratory Program

8| Manual, which was effective May 31, 2015, “A grant of accreditation is valid for a

9| period not to exceed two years” Voting System Test Laboratory Program Manual, p.
10
0] 39838 ;

Voting System Test Laboratory
12

Program Manual

3 ALEX
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1
, VotingSystem Test Laboratory Program Manual, Version 2.0

3 37.4. Accreditation Logo. AVSTL maydisplay theEAClaboratoryaccreditation logo.
: OnlytheEACauthorizedlogomaybeused. Thedisplaymustbeusedina

‘mannerconsistent Sections 37.1. - 37.3,above. Specificationsforthe
5 reproduction anduseofthe EAC logoarefoundinAppendix D.

6 38. d Renew

7 VSTLSin good standingshall renewtheiaccreditationby
8 Submitting an application package o the Program Director, consistent with the

procedures of Section 3.4 of this Chap, no carlir than60daysbefore the accreditation
9 expiration date and no later than 30 days before that date. Laboratories that timely il the
” renewal application package shall retain their accreditation while the review and

processing of thei application is pending. VSTLs in good standing shall also retain ther
n accreditation should circumstances leave the EAC without a quorum to conduct the vote

required under Section 3.55.
12

13 Swan] _43. Pro V&V received its certification on February 24, 2015.

is Jesse ——————————
16
17 © United Stats Econ Avista Commision

8 Certificate of Accreditation

20 Pro V&V, Inc.
Huntsville, Alabama2

2 Ls cugicdb he USBit Acsisnce Commision fr he stgof tg sts oh2005 Vota onSesGoes ehren forth EACiSen2 Tsingav CratonFrogram and akoraery dcrahsin rogramro VP's sorecogni ashin ces completeamen he NorHorarLorryceedsPryfor conomance oerepre fSOTEC 17025ahrts2 orth IS ado 50and 150.23
25

es Gere
2% mm en

Tauern 20 mt ete rc,3iens omen
27 Bacto 1501
28 ee——————————)
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1 44. Pro V&V’s Certificateof Accreditation expired on February 24, 2017.

2 45. On November 3, 2020, Pro V&V was not accredited by the U.S. Election
3
4| Assistance Commission. US. Election Assistance Commission,

S| hitps://www.eac.gov/voting-equipment/voting-system-test-laboratories-vstl/pro-vy
6
| Gast visited August 11,2022).

g|[ese @- <> © a &sacgov ° +8
. [A }

10
i
ol Related Documents

13 .
; 7122721-VSTLCerticates andAccreditation)

1s S/10721-ProVaV LetterofAgreement)
16 *
” 10721.ProV&VCertificationofConditions and Practices3)

18 2/1/2021. roa Certifeateof Accreditation

10 012712021. ProV&VAccreditation Renewal Memo
20 .
2 0212412015 CetifcateofAccreditation 3)

2 08/0212015-ProVV Later ofAgreement)
2 .
2 08/02/2012 NISTRecommendationeter-ProV&V[)

2 08/02/2012- roV&VCertification of Conditions and Practices)
2
27
2
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1 46. Pro V&V did not receive another Certificate of Accreditation until

2| January 27, 2021, which was afer the November 3, 2020 presidential election.
3
a 47. Since Arizona law expressly requires its voting “machines or devices” to

5| have been “tested and approved by a laboratory that is accredited pursuant to the help
6
|| America vote act of2002" and Pro V&V was not accredited on November 5, 2019, it

8| was unlawful and illegal for the Defendants to certify Arizona’s 2020 presidential

%| election when said results included Maricopa County's votes, which were void ab
10

11| initio and uncerfiable.

12 48. The Dominion voting hardware and software that was used in the 2020
13
1a| presidential election in Maricopa County filed to comply with ARS.§ 16-42(B);

15| said election was unlawful.

16 49. Election results that contain illegal and unlawful votes cannot be certified.
17

* 50. As such, the Defendants’ certification of Arizona's 2020 presidential

19. election was void ab initio as the Defendants only have the authority to certify a
20

lawful election.
21

2 51. Since it was unlawful and illegal for the Defendants to certify the 2020

2| presidential election with the Maricopa County votes included, the Defendants’
24

25| signatures are void ab initio.

2 52. An election that is void ab initio cannot be certified.
27

28
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1 WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Plaintiffs pray as follows:

2 I. That good and adequate service be had on all Defendants;

: 2. That this Court issue a peremptory Writ of Mandamus compelling the

5 | Arizona Secretary of State, Governor, Attorney General andChief Justice to decertify

: Arizona’s 2020 presidential election, recall Arizona's Joseph Robinette Biden, Jr.'s

8| presidential electors, remove the Maricopa County votes from the 2020 presidential

9| election results as they were/are void ab initio, order Maricopa County to rerun the

. Arizona 2020 presidential election, in accordance with the law, as soon as possible, by

12| wayof a special election, with paper ballots only, on a single election dav, omitting

. Zuckerboxes and “no excuse” absentee mail-in ballots, with the paper ballots being

15| counted by hand, with multiple members ofall politicalparties present to observe, with

16] unobstructed 24/7 public livestream cameras of all vote counting so that Arizona can

" restore voter confidence and Arizona's commitment to free and fair elections, with the

19| Defendants then adding Maricopa County’s presidential election votes to the

» remaining votes and ordering the Defendants to then certifya lawful 2020 presidential

2 election; and

» 3. Such other relief to which the Plaintiffs may show themselves to be

» entitled.

26 Respectfully submitted this 31st day ofAugust, 2022.

27

2
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1 PRO SE PLAINTIFFS

2 /s/ Daniel Wood
3 J5/ Brian Steiner
4 /s/ Paul Rice

P.0. Box 50631
5 Phoenix, AZ 85076
6 Email: russell@thenewmanlawfirm.com

(615) 554-1510 (Telephone)

8 PREPARED WITH ASSISTANCE OF COUNSE]
9

10 Russell A. Newman, TN BPR # 033462
2 (Motion for Admission Pro Hac Forthcoming)

‘The Newman Law Firm
12 253 S. Tamiami Trail
3 Suite 120

Nokomis, FL 34275
“ Email: russell@thenewmanlawfirm.com
1s (615) 554-1510 (Telephone)
1 Attorneyfor Plaintiffs
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF Aes 20.0, )

COUNTY OF _/' . / )

have read the foregoing factual allegations contained in this Verified WritofMandamus

and do hereby certify that theyare true andcorrectto the bestof my knowledge.

Hein ARE,Seaton * Daniel Wood te
commissions$4138 Plaintiff’MEETSerene 35.108

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED before me this 24 day of Avgust 2022

Notaryi X

My Commission Expires:

10/2% [3023



VERIFICATION

STATEOF AROMA)

COUNTY OF PINAL )

Ihave read the foregoing factual allegations contained in this Verified Writ of Mandamus

‘anddo hereby certify that they are true and correct to the best ofmy knowledge.

TOTO] Bi =t= =
i Coumy Brian Steiner

WE aes PlaintiffSererss ats

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED before me this_24_ day of August 2022.

£<Zig a
©

My Commission Expires:

[0/28/00



VERIFICATION
STATEOF A/IZON\ |
county oF Uo¢ pA)

|Ihave read the foregoing factual allegations contained in this Verified Writ of Mandamus
and do hereby certify that they are true and correct to the bestofmy knowledge.

=
Paul Rice
Plainiff

7d _SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED before me this 3“ day of_AUJUSH 202

My Commission Expires:

/ 2 eaol-04-202¢ ShSh
®Eoin eon)

|


