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1. On and before January 6, 2021, the Defendants Donald J. Trump, Rudolph W.
Giuliani, Proud Boys, and Oath Keepers conspired to incite an assembled crowd to march upon
and enter the Capitol of the United States for the common purpose of disrupting, by the use of
force, intimidation, and threat, the approval by Congress of the count of votes cast by members
of the Electoral College as required by Article II, Section 1 and the Twelfth Amendment of the
United States Constitution. In doing so, the Defendants each intended to prevent, and ultimately
delayed, members of Congress from convening and discharging their duty commanded by the
United States Constitution to approve the results of the Electoral College in order to elect the
next President and Vice President of the United States.

2. Plaintiffs, the Honorable Bennie G. Thompson, the Honorable Karen Bass, the
Honorable Stephen Cohen, the Honorable Veronica Escobar, the Honorable Pramila Jayapal, the
Honorable Henry C. Johnson, Jr., the Honorable Marcy Kaptur, the Honorable Barbara Lee, the
Honorable Jerrold Nadler, the Honorable Maxine Waters, and the Honorable Bonnie Watson
Coleman, all Members of the United States House of Representatives, bring this action against
the Defendants for conspiring to prevent them and other members of Congress from discharging
these official duties, in violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1985(1). Enacted as the “Ku Klux Klan Act” in
1871, Section 1985(1) was intended to protect against conspiracies that, by force, intimidation,
or threat, sought to prevent members of Congress from discharging their official duties. The
statute was enacted in response to violence and intimidation in which the Ku Klux Klan and
other organizations were engaged during that time period.

3. The Defendants conspired to prevent, by force, intimidation, and threats, the

Plaintiffs, as members of Congress, from discharging their official duties to approve the count of
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votes cast by members of the Electoral College following the presidential election held in
November 2020.

4. In furtherance of this common goal of preventing the timely approval of the
Electoral College vote count, the Defendants acted in concert to incite and then carry out a riot at
the Capitol by promoting an assembly of persons to engage in tumultuous and violent conduct or
the threat of it that created grave danger of harm to the Plaintiffs and to other members of
Congress.

5. This conduct jointly undertaken to threaten the Plaintiffs and other members of
Congress in order to disrupt the Electoral College vote count was part of an ongoing course of
action pursued by the Defendants for the purpose of contesting the announced results of the
presidential election held in November 2020 and preventing the duly elected President and Vice
President from attaining approval by Congress of their election necessary to their inauguration.

6. The insurrection at the Capitol was a direct, intended, and foreseeable result of the
Defendants’ unlawful conspiracy. It was instigated according to a common plan that the
Defendants pursued since the election held in November 2020, culminating in an assembly
denominated as the “Save America” rally held at the Ellipse in Washington, D.C. on January 6,
2021, during which Defendants Trump and Giuliani incited a crowd of thousands to descend
upon the Capitol in order to prevent or delay through the use of force and intimidation the
counting of Electoral College votes in the hope that Defendants could achieve a different
outcome of the election. As part of this unified plan to prevent the counting of Electoral College
votes, Defendants Proud Boys and Oath Keepers, through their leadership, acted in concert to
spearhead the assault on the Capitol while the angry mob that Defendants Trump and Giuliani

incited descended on the Capitol. The carefully orchestrated series of events that unfolded at the
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Save America rally and the storming of the Capitol was no accident or coincidence. It was the
intended and foreseeable culmination of a carefully coordinated campaign to interfere with the
legal process required to confirm the tally of votes cast in the Electoral College.

7. While not all of the Defendants in this action were physically present at the
Capitol during this attack on the Plaintiffs and other members of Congress, the events that
occurred were the natural, foreseeable, and intended consequence of the Defendants’ coordinated
campaign to use force, intimidation and threats in an attempt to prevent Congress from
discharging its legally required duty to preside over, and approve, the count of the Electoral
College votes which ultimately confirmed that Defendant Trump’s opponent was elected the next
President of the United States.

8. Accordingly, this action seeks the award of compensatory damages to redress the
harm to the Plaintiffs caused by the Defendants’ use of intimidation, harassment, and threats of
violence to interfere with the discharge of their legally required duties as members of Congress
and punitive damages to punish the Defendants for the reckless and malicious manner in which
they acted and to enjoin and deter a recurrence of this unlawful conduct.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

0. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this suit pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 1331 because the claim in this case arises under the laws of the United States.

10. Venue is proper in this judicial district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2)
because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claims occurred in this

district.
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THE PARTIES

11.  Plaintiff Bennie G. Thompson is the duly elected Representative of the Second
Congressional District of Mississippi. On January 6, 2021, Rep. Thompson was present in the
Capitol in order to discharge his legally required duty to observe and approve the count of votes
cast by members of the Electoral College for the election of President and Vice-President of the
United States. As described in more detail below, Rep. Thompson was hindered, delayed,
impeded, and almost completely prevented from carrying out these duties because of the
Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Thompson brings this suit in his personal capacity.

12.  Plaintiff Karen Bass is the duly elected Representative from California’s Thirty-
Seventh Congressional District. On January 6, 2021, Rep. Bass was present in the Capitol in
order to discharge her constitutional duty to observe and approve the votes cast by members of
the Electoral College for the election of President and Vice President of the United States. As
described in more detail below, Rep. Bass was impeded and almost completely prevented from
carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Bass brings this suit in
her personal capacity.

13. Plaintiff Stephen Cohen is the duly elected Representative from Tennessee’s
Ninth Congressional District. On January 6, 2021, Rep. Cohen was present in the Capitol in
order to discharge his constitutional duty to observe and approve the votes cast by members of
the Electoral College for the election of President and Vice President of the United States. As
described in more detail below, Rep. Cohen was impeded and almost completely prevented from
carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Cohen brings this suit in

his personal capacity.
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14. Plaintiff Veronica Escobar is the duly elected Representative from Texas’s
Sixteenth Congressional District. On January 6, 2021, Rep. Escobar was present in the Capitol
in order to discharge her constitutional duty to observe and approve the votes cast by members of
the Electoral College for the election of President and Vice President of the United States. As
described in more detail below, Rep. Escobar was impeded and almost completely prevented
from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Escobar brings
this suit in her personal capacity.

15. Plaintiff Pramila Jayapal is the duly elected Representative from Washington’s
Seventh Congressional district. On January 6, 2021, Rep. Jayapal was present in the Capitol in
order to discharge her constitutional duty to observe and approve the votes cast by members of
the Electoral College for the election of President and Vice President of the United States. As
described in more detail below, Rep. Jayapal was impeded and almost completely prevented
from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Jayapal brings this
suit in her personal capacity.

16. Plaintiff Henry C. “Hank” Johnson, Jr. is the duly elected Representative from
Georgia’s Fourth Congressional District. On January 6, 2021, Rep. Johnson was present in the
Capitol in order to discharge his constitutional duty to observe and approve the votes cast by
members of the Electoral College for the election of President and Vice President of the United
States. As described in more detail below, Rep. Johnson was impeded and almost completely
prevented from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Johnson
brings this suit in his personal capacity.

17. Plaintiff Marcy Kaptur is the duly elected Representative for Ohio’s Ninth

Congressional District. Rep. Kaptur was present in the Capitol on January 6, 2021, prepared to
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discharge her duties of tallying the ballots of the Electoral College and certifying the results of
the 2020 presidential election. As described in more detail below, Rep. Kaptur was impeded and
almost completely prevented from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful
actions. Rep. Kaptur brings this suit in her personal capacity.

18. Plaintiff Barbara Lee is the duly elected Representative for California’s
Thirteenth Congressional District. Rep. Lee was present in the Capitol on January 6, 2021,
prepared to discharge her duties of tallying the ballots of the Electoral College and certifying the
results of the 2020 presidential election. As described in more detail below, Rep. Lee was
impeded and almost completely prevented from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’
unlawful actions. Rep. Lee brings this suit in her personal capacity.

19.  Plaintiff Jerrold Nadler is the duly elected Representative for New York’s Tenth
Congressional District. Rep. Nadler was at the Capitol on January 6, 2021, prepared to discharge
his constitutional duties of tallying the ballots of the Electoral College and certifying the results
of the 2020 presidential election. As described in more detail below, Rep. Nadler was impeded
and almost completely prevented from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’ unlawful
actions. Rep. Nadler brings this suit in his personal capacity.

20. Plaintiff Maxine Waters is the duly election Representative from California’s
Forty-Third Congressional District. Rep. Waters was present in the Capitol on January 6, 2021,
prepared to discharge her duties of tallying ballots of the Electoral College and certifying the
results of the 2020 presidential election. As described in more detail below, Rep. Waters was
impeded and almost completely prevented from carrying out these duties because of Defendants’

unlawful actions. Rep. Waters brings this suit in her personal capacity.
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21.  Plaintiff Bonnie Watson Coleman is the duly elected Representative from New
Jersey’s Twelfth Congressional District. Rep. Watson Coleman was present in the Capitol on
January 6, 2021, prepared to discharge her duties of tallying ballots of the Electoral College and
certifying the results of the 2020 presidential election. As described in more detail below, Rep.
Watson Coleman was impeded and almost completely prevented from carrying out these duties
because of Defendants’ unlawful actions. Rep. Watson Coleman brings this suit in her personal
capacity.

22. Defendant Donald J. Trump was the President of the United States from January
20, 2017 until noon Eastern Standard Time on January 20, 2021. Defendant Trump is a resident
of the state of Florida. As described in more detail below, Defendant Trump, acting solely in his
personal capacity, conspired with others to prevent, by force, intimidation, and threats, the
Plaintiffs and other members of Congress from discharging their duties to approve the results of
the Electoral College vote and certify the results of the presidential election held in November
2020. Defendant Trump’s actions in furtherance of the conspiracy were far outside the scope of
his official duties and were taken to advance his continued efforts to campaign and secure
reelection to the presidency, notwithstanding actions taken by the states and members of the
Electoral College that confirmed his defeat. The tweets published by Defendant Trump, for
example, which are reported below in this Amended Complaint, came from his personal (rather
than official) Twitter account, and when he spoke to the assembled crowd on January 6, 2021, he
continued to hold himself out as a viable candidate for the Presidency. Indeed, Defendant
Trump’s campaign and the campaign’s joint fundraising committees made direct payments of at

least $3.5 million to organizers of the January 6 events.
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23.  Defendant Rudolph William Giuliani has acted as a confidant of Defendant
Trump. The actions attributed to Defendant Giuliani were undertaken in his personal capacity
and not as an officer of the United States. He is a resident of New York. As discussed in more
detail below, Defendant Giuliani acted in concert with other Defendants with the intention and
undertaking steps to prevent the Plaintiffs and other members of Congress from discharging their
duties to approve the results of the Electoral College vote and certify the results of the
presidential election held in November 2020.

24.  Defendant Proud Boys International, L.L.C. was a Texas Limited Liability
Company with main offices located in Crossroads, Texas. On February 10, 2021 (six days
before the initial Complaint in this case was filed), this L.L.C. was terminated by its registered
agent and director, Jason Lee Van Dyke.

25.  Defendant Warboys LLC is a Florida Limited Liability Company with main
offices in Miami, Florida. Warboys LLC was incorporated in Florida in July 2020, and the
registered address for Warboys LLC is the same address as a former Proud Boys entity, Proud
Boys, LLC, which was terminated in September 2019. Warboys LLC’s registered agent is Proud
Boys Chairman Enrique Tarrio, and its managers are Joseph R. Biggs and Ethan M. Nordean, all
three of whom were directly responsible for coordinating Proud Boys members in the leadup to
and during the assault on the Capitol on January 6, 2021, as described in the allegations below.
Warboys LLC operated in conjunction with Proud Boys International, L.L.C., and through its
leadership, was involved in planning, promoting and carrying out the insurrection at the Capitol
on January 6, 2021.

26. Defendant Enrique Tarrio is a resident of Miami, Florida. Since 2017, he has

been a member of the Proud Boys, and since November 20, 2018, he has been the Chairman of
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the Proud Boys — the highest role in, and the face of, the organization. Defendant Tarrio is also
the registered agent of Defendant Warboys LLC and has been known to wear paraphernalia of
both Proud Boys and Warboys at rallies and other public gatherings of Proud Boys members.
Defendant Tarrio frequently responds to requests for comment to media organizations on behalf
of the Proud Boys, and he frequently leads Proud Boys rallies and gives direction to Proud Boys
members. Defendant Tarrio was directly responsible for planning and promoting the January 6
insurrection at the Capitol and has served as an alter ego of the Proud Boys and Warboys, and
possibly other entities that have been used to fund and operate the Proud Boys organization.

217. The Proud Boys organization (Proud Boys International, L.L.C., Warboys LLC,
and Enrique Tarrio, as an alter ego of those organizations, hereinafter collectively referred to as
the “Proud Boys”) has multiple chapters in the United States and describes itself as a “pro-
Western fraternal organization for men who refuse to apologize for creating the modern world;
aka Western Chauvinists.” Proud Boys members have participated in multiple events that
supported and promoted views that were highly critical of positions advanced during the
presidential campaign of then-former Vice President Biden and views that were strongly
supportive of positions advanced during the presidential campaign of Defendant Trump. It also
has repeatedly employed and supported the use of violence in its opposition to views with which
it differed, such as the views expressed by leaders of the Black Lives Matter movement. Proud
Boys members can often be identified by the yellow and black colors they wear as well as by
logos and emblems that are identified with the Proud Boys organization. As described in more
detail below, Proud Boys was involved in organizing and carrying out the insurrection at the

Capitol on January 6, 2021, in pursuit of a purpose shared by Defendants Trump and Giuliani, as
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part of a jointly conceived and executed plan to prevent the counting of Electoral Votes
confirming Defendant Trump’s opponent as the next President.

28.  Defendant Oath Keepers is a militia organization incorporated as a non-profit
corporation in Nevada, with its main office located in Las Vegas, Nevada, whose members are
comprised of current and former military and law enforcement officers who express the view that
the federal government is trying to strip American citizens of their rights. The organization’s
name is derived from the oath that all military and police take to “defend the Constitution against
all enemies, foreign and domestic.” The organization and its leadership have routinely stated
that it is preparing for or engaged in a civil war. As described in more detail below, Oath
Keepers was directly involved in organizing and carrying out the insurrection at the Capitol on
January 6, 2021 in pursuit of a purpose shared by Defendants Trump, Giuliani and Proud Boys.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

1. Defendant Trump Laid the Groundwork for the January 6 Attack by Praising
Violent Supporters

29. Even before the election, Defendant Trump repeatedly declined to agree that,
regardless of the outcome, he would ensure a peaceful transition of power. In doing so, he
solicited the support of, and endorsed the belligerent and violent actions of, organizations such as
the Proud Boys (which expressed support for his reelection).

30. For example, during the September 29, 2020 presidential debate, Defendant
Trump was asked: “[A]re you willing, tonight, to condemn white supremacists and militia groups
and to say that they need to stand down and not add to the violence in a number of these cities?”
In response, Defendant Trump said: “Give me a name, give me a name, go ahead who would you
like me to condemn?” When then-former Vice President Biden answered, “Proud Boys,”

Defendant Trump condoned, rather than condemned, their violent conduct, speaking directly to

10



Case 1:21-cv-00400-APM Document 11-1 Filed 04/07/21 Page 16 of 67

members of the group: “Proud Boys, stand back and stand by.” Understanding that Defendant
Trump was endorsing their violent conduct and enlisting them for future conflicts, Proud Boys
Chairman Tarrio responded by tweeting: “Standing by sir.”

31.  During this time, Defendant Trump actively and enthusiastically supported armed
protesters who used threats and, at times, violence in the pursuit of their political and social
agendas. For example, after state governments began implementing restrictions on access to
public facilities in response to the spread of the COVID-19, Defendant Trump referred to
supporters who threatened the use of violence in resisting these restrictions as the “Trump Army”
and the “first line of defense when it comes to fighting off the Liberal mob.”

32.  In another illustration of Defendant Trump’s endorsement of the threat of
violence, after a caravan of Trump supporters swarmed a Biden campaign bus on November 1,
2020, nearly causing a violent accident and leading to the cancellation of a Biden campaign
event, Defendant Trump praised the mob, saying, “These patriots did nothing wrong.”
Defendant Trump later tweeted a video of the incident with the caption “I LOVE TEXAS.”

II. Defendants Trump and Giuliani Mobilized Violent Supporters with a
Misinformation Campaign

33. Before a single vote was cast, Defendant Trump claimed that he would be the
winner of the presidential election and the only way he could lose was through fraud. On
August 17, 2020, Defendant Trump said that “the only way we’re going to lose this election is if
this election is rigged.” Soon thereafter, he insisted that “[t]he only way they can take this
election from us is if this is a rigged election.” He repeated this contention often in the ensuing
months. In other words, no matter how the American people voted, Trump would claim he won,

and if the voters decided otherwise, he would claim fraud.

11
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34.  As vote counts began to reveal that Defendant Trump lost the November 3, 2020
presidential election, Defendants Trump and Giuliani launched a misinformation campaign,
trying to convince violent supporters—and the American public—that the announced vote tallies
were the product of fraud and that Defendant Trump in fact won the election, notwithstanding
that these assertions were repeatedly rejected by the courts and the states to which they were
presented.

35. On November 4, 2020, Defendant Trump declared that he had won the
presidential election, notwithstanding that some votes cast had not yet been counted.

36.  After all the votes had been counted and former Vice President Joseph Biden was
declared the victor, Defendants Trump and Giuliani and Defendant Trump’s supporters
embarked on a campaign to challenge as fraudulent the vote results in more than 60 lawsuits
filed in various state and federal courts.

37.  Notwithstanding that the allegations of fraud were repeatedly rejected by the
courts in which these suits were filed, Defendants Trump and Giuliani together maintained that
Defendant Trump had actually prevailed in the election and continued to attack the integrity of
the state election offices and officials and the election results in those states that reported
Defendant Trump received fewer votes than former Vice President Biden. Defendant Trump
also attacked the integrity and capability of courts and judges that ruled against their meritless
lawsuits.

38. Defendant Trump communicated these inflammatory and demonstrably false
views through various social media outlets, including Twitter, on which he had 89 million
followers. Similarly, at a press conference held in the parking lot of Four Seasons Total

Landscaping in Pennsylvania held on November 7, 2020, Defendant Giuliani stated that there

12
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had been widespread voter fraud in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh which he claimed accounted for
Defendant Trump’s loss in that state. Both cities have large African American populations.

39.  Defendant Giuliani claimed that Philadelphia had “a sad history of voter fraud.”
He also called out by name deceased African Americans, whom he falsely claimed were still
allowed to vote.

40.  Defendants Trump and Giuliani engaged in this misinformation campaign in order
to convince Trump’s supporters that they were victims of a massive electoral conspiracy that
threatened their democracy and the country’s continued existence.

41. In the weeks and months following the election, Defendant Giuliani, in concert
with Defendant Trump, issued statements from his personal Twitter account alleging that the
election was fraudulent, including unsupported claims that the election was part of a massive
conspiracy by “big city ... crooks” in multiple states to “steal votes” from Defendant Trump’s
supporters. Defendant Giuliani also sent tweets during the same time period promoting the
January 6 rally.

42, On November 19, 2020, Defendant Giuliani said, “The margin in Michigan was
146,121, and these ballots were all cast basically in Detroit, that Biden won 80-20. So, you see a
change as a result in the election in Michigan if you take out Wayne County, so it’s a very
significant case.” As a result, Defendant Giuliani advocated rejecting in their entirety the votes
cast by voters in Detroit, the population of which is 78 percent African American. No evidence
of such fraud was ever produced or found by any court or state agency.

43. In still another episode in this campaign to instill doubt in the integrity of the
electoral process, Defendant Giuliani, in coordination with Defendant Trump, asserted at a press

conference held on November 19, 2020 that Defendant Trump’s loss in Wisconsin was attributed

13
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to fraud in voting in Milwaukee and Madison, Wisconsin, both of which have large African
American populations.

44.  Inresponse to Defendant Trump and Giuliani’s coordinated and repeated
assertions that voting in states where Defendant Trump lost was tainted by fraud, some
supporters of Defendant Trump, with his urging and support, harassed election workers in
Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin and other states and attempted to
interfere with and/or stop the vote count in those states.

45.  Undeterred, Defendant Trump continually sought to cast doubt on the integrity of
the electoral process in states where he lost and encouraging supporters to do the same,
notwithstanding that state election officials found no evidence of fraud and even his own
Attorney General acknowledged that the U.S. Department of Justice had uncovered no evidence
of widespread voter fraud that could have changed the outcome of the 2020 election.

I11. Defendant Trump Encouraged Violence Against Officials Who Refused to Lie
About the Election Results

46. Although state officials rebutted the allegations of fraud and urged calmer
exchanges over the election results, supporters of Defendant Trump, with his expressed support,
continued to engage in personal, accusatory, and at times violent attacks.

47. For example, Defendants Trump and Giuliani attempted to apply pressure on state
officials in order to overturn the election of President Biden. When this effort failed in Georgia,
Defendant Trump publicly stated that the Georgia Secretary of State was an “enemy of the
people” for insisting that Georgia’s election was not tainted by fraud. In response, to these
November 26 remarks, Defendant Trump’s followers threatened violence and assassination

against the Georgia Secretary of State.

14
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48. On November 30, 2020, Joseph diGenova, one of the Trump campaign’s
attorneys, called into a television show and suggested that Christopher Krebs, a former federal
election official who refused to say that the 2020 election was not secure, should be “taken out at
dawn and shot.”

49.  In atelevised address on December 1, 2020, Georgia Republican election official
Gabriel Sterling warned Defendant Trump about the foreseeable consequences of these remarks:
“Mr. President, you have not condemned these actions. ... This has to stop. ... Stop inspiring
people to commit potential acts of violence. Someone is going to get shot, someone is going to
get killed. And it’s not right.”

50.  Defendant Trump did not heed this warning, and the threats continued unabated.
On December 6, 2020, for example, armed protestors arrived at the home of Michigan Secretary
of State Jocelyn Benson, threatening violence after the results of the election.

51. On December 8, 2020, the official Twitter account of the Arizona GOP asked
supporters if they were willing to die for Defendant Trump, accompanied by a clip from the
movie “Rambo.”

52. Acknowledging the existence of these threats of violence, Trump endorsed rather
than discouraged them. For example, on December 10, 2020, Defendant Trump tweeted:
“People are upset, and they have a right to be. Georgia not only supported Trump in 2016, but
now. This is the only State in the Deep South that went for Biden? Have they lost their minds?
This is going to escalate dramatically. This is a very dangerous moment in our history....”

53. As states finished certifying the official election results, confirming that
Defendant Trump had lost the presidential election, Defendants Trump and Giuliani—in a

coordinated manner and using the same language—began characterizing the presidential election
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as stolen and encouraged supporters to take desperate measures, including the use of force,
intimidation, and threats, to change the outcome.

54. On December 12, 2020, “Stop the Steal” rallies occurred across the country. At
the “Stop the Steal” rally in Washington, D.C., an Oath Keepers leader said that Defendant
Trump, “needs to know from you that you are with him, [and] that if he does not do it now while
he is commander in chief, we’re going to have to do it ourselves later, in a much more desperate,
much more bloody war ... Let’s get it on now, while he is still the commander in chief.” That
same day, Defendant Trump tweeted in support of this rally, then tweeted, “WE HAVE JUST
BEGUN TO FIGHT!!!”

IV. In December 2020 and January 2021, Defendants’ Plans for the January 6
Insurrection Took Shape

55. On December 19, 2020, Defendant Trump focused the violent efforts to change
the results of the election on the congressional proceedings to certify the Electoral College vote
count, tweeting: “Statistically impossible to have lost the 2020 Election” and “Big protest in DC
on January 6th. Be there, will be wild!”

56.  Within five minutes of this tweet, a user on www.TheDonald.win—a heavily used
pro-Trump online forum that became a key planning platform for the insurrection—posted a link
to the tweet with the headline “TRUMP TWEET. DADDY SAYS BE IN DC ON JAN. 6™”
The post was pinned to the homepage of www.TheDonald.win by moderators and garnered
4,683 comments and 20,663 upvotes (whereby users signal an approval of a post) within five
days.

57.  Many users on www.TheDonald.win construed Defendant Trump’s December 19
tweet as “marching or