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Cincinnati, Ohio    45230, 
 

and  
 

MERRY LYNNE RINI 
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Massillon, Ohio   44647, 
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v. 
 

STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
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110 Central Plaza South, Suite 510 
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and 
 

SAMUEL J. FERRUCCIO, JR. 
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and 
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and 
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and 
 

KODY V. GONZALEZ 

Member, Stark County Board of Elections 

6476 Shenandoah Avenue NW 

Canton, Ohio  44718, 
 

           Defendants. 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

 

 

Come now LOOK AHEAD AMERICA and MERRY LYNNE RINI and, for their 

Complaint, allege as follows: 

1. Plaintiff LOOK AHEAD AMERICA is a non-profit corporation organized in 

Washington, DC, and is dedicated to empowering everyday Americans by protecting the election 

process. 

2. Plaintiff MERRY LYNNE RINI is a resident and taxpayer of Stark County, Ohio, and a 

citizen of the State of Ohio. 

3. Defendant STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS is the four-member public 

body responsible in Stark County, Ohio, for the enforcement of the election laws of the State of 

Ohio. 

4. Defendant SAMUEL J. FERRUCCIO, JR., is one of the four members of the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

5. Defendant FRANK C. BRADEN is one of the four members of the STARK COUNTY 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

6. Defendant WILLIAM S. CLINE is one of the four members of the STARK COUNTY 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

7. Defendant KODY V. GONZALEZ is one of the four members of the STARK COUNTY 
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BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

8. Defendants SAMUEL J. FERRUCCIO, JR., FRANK C. BRADEN, WILLIAM S. 

CLINE, and KODY V. GONZALEZ are referred collectively herein as “BOARD MEMBERS”. 

9. The STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS is a “public office” as defined in R.C. 

121.22(B)(4) which incorporates, by reference, the definition of “public office” in R.C. 

149.011(A). 

10. The STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS are 

subject to, inter alia, the mandates and restrictions within the Open Meetings Act, i.e., R.C. 121.22. 

Overview of the Open Meetings Act 

11. The Open Meetings Act, R.C. 121.22, was enacted in order to require that all 

governmental decisions, as well as the discussions or deliberations thereon, are undertaken 

publicly and only at properly called and noticed meetings of the pertinent public body conducted 

in conformity with the requirements of law, including the Open Meetings Act. 

12. The Open Meetings Act mandates and imposes certain restrictions and limitations upon 

the conducting of private executive sessions by members of a public body, including the BOARD 

MEMBERS. 

13. Executive sessions are closed-door sessions convened by a public body during the course 

of a meeting of the public body wherein the general public is excluded from observing the public 

business being considered by the public body, including the discussions and deliberations of the 

members of the public body. 

14. Pursuant to R.C. 121.22(G), the members of a public body may hold an executive session 

but only after a majority of a quorum of the public body determines, by a roll call vote, to hold an 



 

 

−4− 

executive session and only for purposes specifically authorized by that division. 

15. Pursuant to R.C. 121.22(G), “[i]f a public body holds an executive session to consider 

any of the matters listed in divisions (G)(2) to (8) of this section, the motion and vote to hold that 

executive session shall state which one or more of the approved matters listed in those divisions 

are to be considered at the executive session.” 

16. Pursuant to R.C. 121.22(G)(2), the members of a public body may meet in an executive 

session “[t]o consider the purchase of property for public purposes [or] the sale of property at 

competitive bidding …, if premature disclosure of information would give an unfair competitive 

or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, private interest is adverse to the general public 

interest.” 

17. Thus, pursuant to R.C. 121.22(G)(2), the members of a public body may meet in an 

executive session to consider “the purchase of property for public purposes” but if and only if 

“premature disclosure of information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to 

a person whose personal, private interest is adverse to the general public interest.” 

18. Pursuant to R.C 121.22(H), “[a] resolution, rule, or formal action adopted in an open 

meeting that results from deliberations in a meeting not open to the public is invalid unless the 

deliberations were for a purpose specifically authorized in division (G) … of this section and 

conducted at an executive session held in compliance with this section.” 

19. As developed below, the BOARD MEMBERS have been holding and conducting 

numerous executive sections not in conformity with or limited to the specific purposes authorized 

by R.C. 121.22(G)(2). 

20. As developed below, the BOARD MEMBERS have been holding and conducting 



 

 

−5− 

numerous executive sections purportedly pursuant to R.C. 121.22(G)(2) but the motion and vote 

to hold that executive session failed to state fully which approved matter listed in R.C. 

121.22(G)(2) was to be considered at the executive sessions. 

 

Events Leading to Action by Board of Elections 

Relative to Purchase of Equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

 

21. In the second half of 2018, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS contacted 

different vendors to obtain information and schedule on-site demonstrations of voting equipment 

relative to the potential purchase of new voting equipment.  As a result, there were many in-depth 

conversations between the vendors and the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS, 

including the staff of the BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

22. In September 2018, on-site demonstrations of potential voting equipment were made by 

potential vendors to the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS and staff. 

23. Ultimately, two vendors tendered proposals to the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS for new voting equipment: (i) Electronic Systems & Software; and (ii) Dominion 

Voting Systems, Inc. 

24. A true and accurate copy of the proposal submitted by Electronic Systems & Software 

tendered to the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS in 2019 is attached hereto as Exhibit 

A. 

25. A true and accurate copy of a revised proposal submitted by Electronic Systems & 

Software tendered to the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS in 2020 is attached hereto 

as Exhibit B. 

26. A true and accurate copy of a revised proposal submitted by Dominion Voting Systems, 
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Inc., tendered to the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS in 2019 is attached hereto as 

Exhibit C; there was no revision to this proposal, 

27. The proposals by Electronic Systems & Software and Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., 

were received by the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS significantly prior to 

December 9, 2020. 

28. In advance of a special meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

scheduled for December 9, 2020, staff of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS made 

a bipartisan recommendation relative to the purchase of new voting equipment and specifically 

recommended acceptance of the proposal tendered by Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

29. A true and accurate copy of the recommendation of the staff of the STARK COUNTY 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS for the purchase of new voting equipment and specifically 

recommending acceptance of the proposal tendered by Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., tendered 

in advance of the special meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS scheduled 

for December 9, 2020, is attached hereto as Exhibit D. 

30. In the morning of December 9, 2020, Jeffrey A. Matthews, the director of the Stark 

County Board of Elections, personally stated and declared to Brant Luther, the Stark County 

Administrator, that the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS would be voting later that 

day to purchase voting machines from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

31. In the morning of December 9, 2020, Jeffrey A. Matthews, the director of the Stark 

County Board of Elections, personally stated and declared to Janet Weir Creighton, one of the 

three members of the Stark County Board of County Commissioners, that the STARK COUNTY 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS would be voting later that day to purchase voting machines from 
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Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

32. Thus, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS considered that it possessed all 

information necessary to the selection of a vendor to provide new voting equipment and such 

information was fully submitted to the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELETIONS and/or its staff 

in advance of the special meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on 

December 9, 2020. 

Executive Session – December 9, 2020 

33. On December 9, 2020, the BOARD MEMBERS met and conducted a special meeting of 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

34. A true and accurate copy of the meeting minutes of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS for the meeting held on December 9, 2020, and as produced pursuant to a public 

records request is attached hereto as Exhibit E. 

35. During the course of and as part of the special meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD 

OF ELECTIONS held on December 9, 2020, the BOARD MEMBERS held and conducted a 

meeting in executive session under the auspices, according to its meeting minutes, of discussing 

“the purchase of property for public purposes”. 

36. Nothing within the motion or vote to conduct part of the meeting of the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on December 9, 2020, in an executive session indicated or 

included that such executive session was necessary because the “premature disclosure of 

information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, 

private interest is adverse to the general public interest.” 

37. Upon concluding the foregoing executive session during the course of and as part of the 
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meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on December 9, 2020, the very 

next order of business was consideration of and approval of the purchase of voting equipment.  

38. Specifically, and as indicated in the minutes of the meeting, i.e., Exhibit E, immediately 

following the BOARD MEMBERS meeting in executive session under the purported auspices of 

considering, discussing, and/or deliberating “the purchase of property for public purposes” (but 

not that such consideration, discussions, and/or deliberations were necessary to prevent the 

“premature disclosure of information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to 

a person whose personal, private interest is adverse to the general public interest”), the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS formally approved the purchase of voting equipment from 

Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

39. Based upon information and belief, when meeting in executive session immediately 

before approving the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., on 

December 9, 2020, the BOARD MEMBERS discussed, considered, and/or deliberated in the 

executive session the purchase of the voting equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., 

which it then approved after concluding the executive sessions. 

40. Based upon information and belief, at the time the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive 

session during the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on 

December 9, 2020, there was, at that time, no information the premature disclosure of which would 

give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, private interest 

was adverse to the general public interest. 

41. The general public was excluded from the executive session held and conducted during 

the course of the meeting of the STARK COUONTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on December 9, 
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2020. 

42. The resolution or action of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on 

December 9, 2020, of approving the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion Voting 

Systems, Inc., was the result, in whole or in part, of the discussions, consideration, and/or 

deliberations that occurred in and as part of the executive session held and conducted during the 

course of the meeting of the STARK COUONTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on December 9, 

2020. 

43. In holding and conducting part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS in executive session on December 9, 2020, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS have violated the letter and spirit of the Open Meetings 

Act. 

Executive Session – January 6, 2021  

44. On January 6, 2021, the BOARD MEMBERS met and conducted a regular meeting of 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

45. A true and accurate copy of the meeting minutes of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS for the meeting held on January 6, 2021, is attached hereto as Exhibit F. 

46. During the course of and as part of the regular meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD 

OF ELECTIONS held on January 6, 2021, the BOARD MEMBERS held and conducted a meeting 

in executive session under the auspices, according to its meeting minutes, of discussing “the 

purchase of property for public purposes”. 

47. Nothing within the motion or vote to conduct part of the meeting of the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on January 6, 2021, in an executive session indicated or 
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included that such executive session was necessary because the “premature disclosure of 

information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, 

private interest is adverse to the general public interest.” 

48. Upon concluding the foregoing executive session during the course of and as part of the 

meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on January 6, 2021, the very 

next business addressed publicly by the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS concerned 

the previous decision of the BOARD OF ELECTIONS to purchase the voting equipment from 

Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., including the pronouncement of the decision to stand by the prior 

decision for the adoption and purchase of the Dominion voting systems equipment. 

49. Immediately after the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive session during the course 

of and as part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on January 

6, 2021, SAMUEL J. FERRUCCIO, JR., publicly stated “we’ve discussed and revisited our 

decision with respect to Dominion Voting Systems, we’ve considered the claims that have been 

made against them, which we’ve determined to be false in 99.9% of the claims, and we stand by 

the decision for the adoption of the Dominion Voting System….” 

50. During the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

held on January 6, 2021, no vote was taken by the BOARD MEMBERS in public session by which 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION adopted the position or made the decision to 

stand by the decision it had made for the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion Voting 

Systems, Inc. 

51. Based upon information and belief, the decision by the BOARD MEMBERS to adopt 

the position or make the decision to stand by the decision it had made for the purchase of voting 
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equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., was made during the course of the executive 

session held during the course of and as part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS held on January 6, 2021. 

52. During the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

held on January 6, 2021, no vote was taken by the BOARD MEMBERS in public session by which 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION determined that 99.9% of claims concerning 

voting equipment provided by Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., were false. 

53. Based upon information and belief, the decision by the BOARD MEMBERS to adopt 

the position or make the conclusion that 99.9% of claims concerning voting equipment provided 

by Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., were false was made during the course of the executive session 

held during the course of and as part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS held on January 6, 2021. 

54. During the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

held on January 6, 2021, no discussion or information was presented to the STARK COUNTY 

BOARD OF ELECTION in public session concerning the claims concerning voting equipment 

provided by Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., including the validity vel non of such claims. 

55. Based upon information and belief, the consideration, discussion, and/or deliberation by 

which the BOARD MEMBERS adopted the position or made the conclusion that 99.9% of claims 

concerning voting equipment provided by Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., occurred during the 

course of the executive session held during the course of and as part of the meeting of the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on January 6, 2021. 

56. Based upon information and belief, at the time the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive 
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session during the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on 

January 6, 2021, there was, at that time, no information the premature disclosure of which would 

give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, private interest 

was adverse to the general public interest. 

57. The general public was excluded from the executive session held and conducted during 

the course of the meeting of the STARK COUONTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on January 6, 

2021. 

58. In holding and conducting part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS in executive session on January 6, 2021, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS have violated the letter and spirit of the Open Meetings 

Act. 

Executive Session – February 9, 2021  

59. On February 9, 2021, the BOARD MEMBERS met and conducted a regular meeting of 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

60. A true and accurate copy of the meeting minutes of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS for the meeting held on February 9, 2021, is attached hereto as Exhibit G. 

61. During the course of and as part of the regular meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD 

OF ELECTIONS held on February 9, 2021, the BOARD MEMBERS held and conducted a 

meeting in executive session under the auspices, according to its meeting minutes, of discussing 

“the purchase of property for public purposes”. 

62. Nothing within the motion or vote to conduct part of the meeting of the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on February 9, 2021, in an executive session indicated or 
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included that such executive session was necessary because the “premature disclosure of 

information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, 

private interest is adverse to the general public interest.” 

63. Upon concluding the foregoing executive session during the course of and as part of the 

meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on February 9 

64. Immediately after the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive session during the course 

of and as part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on February 

9, 2021, SAMUEL J. FERRUCCIO, JR., publicly stated the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS was directing the staff to contact the Stark County Board of County Commissioner 

to seek a firm date by which the Board of County Commissioner would make its decision on 

whether it would proceed forward to authorize the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion 

Voting Systems, Inc., as well as to direct staff to review the legal options of the BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS moving forward. 

65. During the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

held on February 9, 2021, no vote was taken by the BOARD MEMBERS in public session by 

which the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION adopted the position or made the decision 

to direct staff to contact the Stark County Board of County Commissioner to seek a firm date by 

which the Board of County Commissioner would make its decision on whether it would proceed 

forward to authorize the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

66. Based upon information and belief, the decision by the BOARD MEMBERS to adopt 

the position or make the decision to direct staff to contact the Stark County Board of County 

Commissioner to seek a firm date by which the Board of County Commissioner would make its 
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decision on whether it would proceed forward to authorize the purchase of voting equipment from 

Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., was made during the course of the executive session held during 

the course of and as part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held 

on February 9, 2021. 

67. During the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

held on February 9, 2021, no vote was taken by the BOARD MEMBERS in public session by 

which the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION directed its staff to review legal options 

concerning the effort by the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS to purchase voting 

equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

68. Based upon information and belief, the decision by the BOARD MEMBERS to direct its 

staff to review legal options concerning the effort by the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS to purchase voting equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc., was made 

during the course of the executive session held during the course of and as part of the meeting of 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on February 9, 2021. 

69. Based upon information and belief, at the time the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive 

session during the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on 

February 9, 2021, there was, at that time, no information the premature disclosure of which would 

give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, private interest 

was adverse to the general public interest. 

70. The general public was excluded from the executive session held and conducted during 

the course of the meeting of the STARK COUONTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on February 9, 

2021. 
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71. In holding and conducting part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS in executive session on February 9, 2021, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS have violated the letter and spirit of the Open Meetings 

Act. 

Executive Session – March 15, 2021  

72. On March 15, 2021, the BOARD MEMBERS met and conducted a special meeting of 

the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

73. A true and accurate copy of the draft meeting minutes of the STARK COUNTY BOARD 

OF ELECTIONS for the meeting held on March 15, 2021, is attached hereto as Exhibit H. 

74. Based upon information and belief, the draft meeting minutes of the STARK COUNTY 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS for the meeting held on March 15, 2021, i.e., Exhibit H, have been 

approved by the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 

75. During the course of and as part of the regular meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD 

OF ELECTIONS held on March 15, 2021, the BOARD MEMBERS held and conducted a meeting 

in executive session under the auspices, according to its meeting minutes, of discussing “the 

purchase of property for public purposes”. 

76. Nothing within the motion or vote to conduct part of the meeting of the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on March 15, 2021, in an executive session indicated or 

included that such executive session was necessary because the “premature disclosure of 

information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, 

private interest is adverse to the general public interest.” 

77. Immediately after the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive session during the course 
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of and as part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on March 

15, 2021, SAMUEL J. FERRUCCIO, JR., publicly stated the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS had no inclination to revisit the decision of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS to purchase voting equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

78. Based upon information and belief, the position of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS as to revisiting its decision to purchase voting equipment from Dominion Voting 

Systems, Inc., was made in the executive session held during the course of the meeting of the 

STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS held on March 15, 2021, and the consideration, 

discussions, and/or deliberations taking place in that executive session. 

79. Based upon information and belief, at the time the BOARD MEMBERS met in executive 

session during the course of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on 

March 15, 2021, there was, at that time, no information the premature disclosure of which would 

give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, private interest 

was adverse to the general public interest. 

80. The general public was excluded from the executive session held and conducted during 

the course of the meeting of the STARK COUONTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS on March 15, 

2021. 

81. In holding and conducting part of the meeting of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS in executive session on March 15, 2021, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS have violated the letter and spirit of the Open Meetings 

Act. 
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Cause of Action 

Violation of Open Meetings Act 

 

82. The foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference as if fully restated. 

83. By engaging in the conduct alleged herein, the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS have violated and continue to threaten to violate the 

mandates and requirements of the Open Meetings Act, R.C. 121.22. 

84. Due to the violations of or continued threatened violations of the Open Meetings Act, 

irreparable harm and prejudice is conclusively and irrebuttably presumed.  See R.C. 121.22(I)(3). 

85. Due to the violations of or continued threatened violations of the Open Meetings Act, the 

issuance of a statutory injunction is mandatory so as to compel the STARK COUNTY BOARD 

OF ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS to comply with the provisions of the Open 

Meetings Act, including, in particular, limiting meetings convened in executive session under R.C. 

121.22(G)(2) only to those situation when the “premature disclosure of information would give an 

unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a person whose personal, private interest is adverse 

to the general public interest.”  See R.C. 121.22(I)(1). 

86. Because resolutions, rules, and/or formal action by the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS resulted from deliberations in meetings of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS not open to the public and in violation of the Open Meetings Act, all such 

resolutions, rules, and/or formal action of any kind are invalid, see R.C. 121.22(H), including, 

without limitation, the action of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION at its meeting of 

December 9, 2020, wherein it approved the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion Voting 

Systems, Inc. 

87. Due to the violations of or continued threatened violations of the Open Meetings Act, 
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Plaintiffs are entitled to a civil forfeiture against the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

and the BOARD MEMBERS in the amount of five hundred dollars for each distinct violation of 

the Open Meetings Act, together with an award of attorney fees and court costs.  See R.C. 

121.22(I)(2)(a). 

 Wherefore, LOOK AHEAD AMERICA and MERRY LYNNE RINI here pray that the 

Court: 

a. issue judgment in their favor and against the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTIONS and the BOARD MEMBERS. 

 

b. declare that the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS and the BOARD 

MEMBERS have violated the requirements and mandates of the Open Meetings 

Act in considering, discussing and/or deliberating in executive sessions beyond the 

scope authorized by the Open Meetings Act, including considering, discussing, 

and/or deliberating in executive session concerning the purchase of voting 

equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

 

c. issue an injunction compelling the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

and the BOARD MEMBERS to comply with all provisions of the Open Meetings 

Act, including, without limitation, limiting meetings convened in executive session 

under R.C. 121.22(G)(2) only to those situations when the “premature disclosure 

of information would give an unfair competitive or bargaining advantage to a 

person whose personal, private interest is adverse to the general public interest.” 

 

d. declare that all resolutions, rules, and/or formal action of any kind by the STARK 

COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS that resulted from deliberations in meetings 

of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS not open to the public and in 

violation of the Open Meetings Act are invalid and, in particular, declare the action 

of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION at its meeting of December 9, 

2020, wherein it approved the purchase of voting equipment from Dominion Voting 

Systems, Inc., to be invalid and of no legal effect.  

 

e. issue an injunction prohibiting the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

and the BOARD MEMBERS from taking any further actions relative to 

effectuating or implementing the action of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF 

ELECTION at its meeting of December 9, 2020, wherein it approved the purchase 

of voting equipment from Dominion Voting Systems, Inc. 

 

f. for matters discussed during any executive session that was held, in whole or in 
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part, in violation of the Open Meetings Act, including, without limitation, 

discussions or actions at the executive sessions identified above, issuance of an 

injunction directing the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS and the 

BOARD MEMBERS to publicly declare, reveal, and document all discussions 

improperly held in executive session and to do so in a manner that complies fully 

with the legal obligation of the STARK COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS and 

the BOARD MEMBERS that the minutes of all meetings (including those illegally 

held in executive session) contain sufficient facts and information to permit the 

public to understand and appreciate the rationale behind the BOARD MEMBER’s 

decisions; 

 

g. award Plaintiffs a civil forfeiture of five hundred dollars for each distinct violation 

of the Open Meetings Act, as well as an award of all court costs and reasonable 

attorney’s fees. 

 

h. grant such other relief to which Plaintiffs may be entitled in law or in equity. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_______________________ 

Curt C. Hartman (0064242) 

THE LAW FIRM OF CURT C. HARTMAN 

7394 Ridgepoint Drive, Suite 8 

Cincinnati, Ohio   45230 

(513) 379-2923 

hartmanlawfirm@fuse.net 

 

Christopher P. Finney (0038998) 

FINNEY LAW FIRM LLC 

4270 Ivy Pointe Blvd., Suite 225 

Cincinnati, Ohio    45245 

(513) 943-6655 

 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs  

Look Ahead America and Merry Lynne Rini 


















































