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CIRCUIT COURT TOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT HONOtUtU, HAWAII

DR. ORLY TA Z, EsQ

PLAINTIFF

LORETTA FUDDY IN HER OIFICIAL CAPACITY A5

DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

STATE OT HAWAI],

DR, ALVIN T. ONAKA,

IN HIS OFFICIAL CAPACITY AS

THE REGISTRAR, DEPARIMENT OF HEALTH

STATE OF HAWAII

) PFIITION FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS

) REQUEST FOR INSPECTION OF RECORDS

UNDER UNIFIED INFORMATION PRACTICES ACT

} SIATUTE 92F, STATE OF HAWAII

) ctvrl 11-1-1731-08

) HON. RHONDA NISHlMURA PRESIDING

) flLED AUGUST 10, 2011

) AGENCY APPEAL

i oo*oinro*'rn, -JAN - 6 20Egl'q:hqq
) Emergency motion/request for the court to
) docket "Amended Motion for Rehearing",

)which was received by the clerk of court on

) 11.21.2011 by certified mail, but never

) docketed and never given to the Judge

Plaintiff herein, Dr. Orly Taitz, Esq. ("Taitz") is bringing this cmergcncy motion

during November 30,2011 hearing for followilg rcasons. Plaintiff submitted an

amended motion for rehearing on November 15, 201 1. It was received by the court

by certified mail and signed by an employce of the courL Lonaine N. Kanzai. In

fact Ms. Karzai received 2 packets with the sane pleadhgs, as the plaintiff noticcd

that in the first package there was only one copy of the pleadilgs, so a second

package was sent on the same day by Plaintiffs assistant Lila Dubert. Exhibit I

shows that 2 packages were received by the court. Clerk's office never docketed

those pleadings and never forwarded them to judge Nishimura.
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Plaintiff anived in HI yesterday and found out that another pleading, "llcply to

opposition", submitted by Fed Ex was rejected by the court and never docketed as

well. As Plaintiff submitted 2 copies of the "Reply to opposition" , she questioned

thc clcrt of the couft and t1le clerk for judge Nishimura in regards to dre amended

motion. Nobody could lind it- Plaintiff is respectfully asking Judge Nishimura to

order the clerk's office to docket the pleadings that were receivcd and forward it to

the judge's chambers for review. Plaintiff, also, requcsts the court to use its'

inherent powers to investigate, why abovc pleadings wcre noL dockcted and not

provided to the judge. This is particularly important in light of the fact, that Taitz

is a political decedent leader, who submitted to court tie most explosive evidence,

showing that the sitting President is using a Social Secudty number, which was not

assigned to him and an alleged copy of his birth cefiificale, was shown to be a

computer generated forgery. On a number of occasions pleadhgs submitred by.

Taitz were not docketed. ln a number of cases evidence points to the fact, that the

.judges did not see the pleadings and the signature of the judge is missing from

orders, particularly in cases, submitted to the Justice of the Supreme Court

Clarence Thomas and the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of CA Ronald M.

Georgc. [n some iastances pages were removed from transcripts.

Taitz has been subjected to harassment, intimidation, slander, defamation, sabotage

of her web site and e mail accounts, threats to her and her family and tampering
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with her car, when a fumes emissions hose was disconnected aad hot combustible

fumes went back to thc car, whereby the car could catch hre or explode with her,

her husband and her tfuee children il ihe car.

Taitz is forwarding a copy of this emergency motion to *re FBI and the Secret

Service.

Il Iight of ali of the above, she requests the court to give this matter and the

underlying case an outmost imporlance. As long as tbcrc is cover up and hjding of

the origrnal documents of Mr, Obama, there is an incentive to sabotagq.a civil

rights atlomcy, seekilg to inspect those records.

Respectfully submitted

A/ Dr. Orly Taiz. ESa

I, Orly Taitz, declare that I will provide the defendant's attomey Deputy Attomey

General Nagamine, a copy of tbis motioh durjag$ovemler 30, 2011 heariag

/s/ Dr. Orly Taitz, ESQ
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