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      ) 
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      ) 
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      ) 
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      ) 
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80 Villamere Drive    ) 
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      ) 

Relators,    ) Original Action in Mandamus

      ) 

vs.      ) 

      ) 

JON HUSTED    ) Expedited Election Case  

Ohio Secretary of State   ) Under S. Ct. Prac. R. 12.08 

180 E. Broad Street, 16th Flr.  ) 

Columbus, OH 43215   ) 

      ) 

 Respondent.     )  

 

 

RELATORS' VERIFIED COMPLAINT IN ORIGINAL ACTION  

FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS   

 

 

Mark R. Brown 

Ohio Bar No. 81941 

303 E. Broad Street  

Columbus, Ohio  43215 

(614) 236-6590 (phone) 

(614) 236-6956 (fax) 

mbrown@law.capital.edu 
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 Now come Relators and for their Petition for the Issuance of a Writ of 

Mandamus state as follows:   

PARTIES, JURISDITION AND VENUE 

1. Relator, John Fockler, is a citizen of the United States; a qualified elector in Ohio;  

a resident of Boardman, Ohio; and one of the five voters in the "group of voters" 

within the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) who formally nominated Gary 

Johnson and William Weld for President and Vice-President, respectively, in Ohio 

during the 2016 general election.  

2. Relator, Kevin Knedler, is a citizen of the United States; a qualified elector in 

Ohio;  a resident of Delaware, Ohio; and one of the five voters in the "group of 

voters" within the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) who formally nominated Gary 

Johnson and William Weld for President and Vice-President, respectively, in Ohio 

during the 2016 general election.  

3. Relator, M. Ann Leech, is a citizen of the United States; a qualified elector in 

Ohio;  a resident of Miami Township, Ohio; and one of the five voters in the 

"group of voters" within the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) who formally 

nominated Gary Johnson and William Weld for President and Vice-President, 

respectively, in Ohio during the 2016 general election.  

4. Relator, Scott Pettigrew, is a citizen of the United States; a qualified elector in 

Ohio;  a resident of Maineville, Ohio; and one of the five voters in the "group of 

voters" within the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) who formally nominated Gary 

Johnson and William Weld for President and Vice-President, respectively, in Ohio 

during the 2016 general election.  

5. Relator, Harold Thomas, is a citizen of the United States; a qualified elector in 

Ohio;  a resident of Columbus, Ohio; and one of the five voters in the "group of 
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voters" within the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) who formally nominated Gary 

Johnson and William Weld for President and Vice-President, respectively, in Ohio 

during the 2016 general election.  

6. Respondent, Jon Husted, is the Ohio Secretary of State and, pursuant to R.C. § 

3501.04, is the chief elections officer in Ohio charged with administering Ohio's 

Election Law.   

7. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action as well as the 

parties pursuant to Article IV, § 2(B)(1)(b) of the Constitution of the State of Ohio 

and R.C. § 2731.02.  

8. This is an election case governed by the provisions of S. Ct. Prac. R. 12.08.  

9. The proximity of the February 1, 2017 filing deadline for candidates who seek 

political party nominations on May 2, 2017 during Ohio's primaries, at which time 

Relators will seek to have their candidates for public office nominated by voters, 

qualifies this matter as an expedited elections case under S. Ct. Prac. R. 12.08.  

FACTS 

10. On August 10, 2016, Relators properly nominated Charles Earl and Kenneth 

Moellman for President and Vice-President, respectively, in full compliance with 

R.C.  §§ 3513.257 and  3513.261.  See Exhibit A (attached). 

11. On August 15, 2016, Relators properly substituted Gary Johnson and William 

Weld as their candidates for President and Vice-President, respectively, by filing 

with Respondent substitution papers in full compliance with R.C. § 3513.31. 

12. Respondent on August 22, 2016 recognized Gary Johnson and William Weld as 

Relators' candidates for President and Vice-President, respectively. 
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13. Respondent placed the names of Gary Johnson and William Weld for President 

and Vice-President, respectively, on all of Ohio's November 8, 2016 general 

election ballots, including all absentee, provisional and overseas-voter ballots. 

14. Gary Johnson and William Weld were Relators' nominated candidates for 

President and Vice-President, respectively, in 2016. 

15. Gary Johnson and William Weld won 3.17 percent of the total votes cast in Ohio in 

2016 for President and Vice-President, respectively. 

16. Respondent on November 29, 2016 certified that Johnson and Weld had won 3.17 

percent of the total vote for President and Vice-President, respectively, in Ohio. 

17. Relators on December 2, 2016 requested, in writing, that Respondent recognize 

them as a political party in Ohio under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) because of their 

candidates' (Johnson and Weld) having won more than 3 percent of the total votes 

cast for President and Vice-President, respectively. See Exhibit B (attached). 

18. Relators (through their attorney) on December 9, 2016 delivered to Respondent 

(through his attorney) Relators' legal authority supporting their request. See Exhibit 

C (attached) (e-mail from Mark Brown to Halli Watson). 

19. Respondent (through his attorney) on December 16, 2016 delivered to Relators' 

attorney Respondent's refusal to recognize Relators as a proper "group of voters" 

under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) and rejected their claim to political party status 

under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a).  See Exhibit D (attached). 

20. In his response dated December 16, 2016, Respondent cited no legal authority for 

his rejection of Relators' request under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a).   

21. Respondent offered two non-legal justifications for rejecting Relators' request to be 

certified as a political party under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a): (1) his press release 

dated August 15, 2016 that accompanied his formal recognition of Johnson and 
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Weld as Relators' properly nominated candidates; and (2) an alleged agreement by 

Relators' attorney that Relators' are not entitled to be recognized as a political party 

under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a).   

22. Neither justification offers accurate, persuasive, relevant legal support for 

Respondent's unprecedented action in refusing to certify Relators as a political 

party under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a).   

23. Respondent's press release, even if relevant, referred to a new and different statute, 

Senate Bill (S.B.) 193, which in November of 2013 stripped the Libertarian Party 

of Ohio of its status as a recognized political party and stated: 

The presence of independent joint-candidates for president and vice-president, 

even when endorsed by, or affiliated with, a national political party or that of 

another state, is not sufficient under Senate Bill 193 to create a minor political 

party.  

 

See Exhibit D (quoting press release issued by Respondent on August 15, 2016). 

 

24. Respondent's press release, even if relevant, has nothing to do with Relators' and 

their right to be certified as a political party under R.C. 3517.01(A)(1)(a). 

25. Press releases are not authoritative precedents and cannot change existing law. 

26. Respondent's assertion in his rejection that Relators and/or their attorney have 

somehow agreed with Respondent's interpretation of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) in this 

or in any other litigation is incorrect.  See Exhibit D. 

27. The quoted language cited by Respondent, see Exhibit D, is taken from an 

application for emergency relief filed by the Libertarian Party of Ohio on August 

23, 2016 in Libertarian Party of Ohio v. Husted, 831 F.3d 582 (6th Cir.), cert. 

pending, U.S. No. 16-580 (2016), three months before Respondent announced his 

interpretation of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) and rejected Relators' request.  

28. The application for emergency relief filed on behalf of the Libertarian Party of 

Ohio in Libertarian Party of Ohio v. Husted, 831 F.3d 582 (6th Cir.), cert. 
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pending, U.S. No. 16-580 (2016), and footnoted language quoted by Respondent 

from that application, see Exhibit D, express no opinion on the meaning of R.C. § 

3517.01(A)(1)(a), have nothing to do with Relators' argument, the meaning of R.C. 

§ 3517.01(A)(1)(a), or any material statute in the present case.  

29. The language Respondent now incorrectly claims constitutes an agreement 

between Relators and Respondent as to the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) is 

contradicted by the very language Respondent quotes, Relators' formal request to 

be recognized as a political party, see Exhibit B, and Relators' legal argument 

delivered to Respondent's attorney on December 9, 2016.  See Exhibit C. 

30. The Libertarian Party of Ohio accurately reported to the Supreme Court of the 

United States that Respondent's pending certification of Relators' nomination of 

Johnson and Weld as independent candidates was not the equivalent of having 

those candidates run as Libertarians because, inter alia, the Libertarian Party of 

Ohio would not be able to use R.C. § 3501.01(F) to remain a political party based 

on votes won by Johnson and Weld: 

Assuming Johnson/Weld were to be certified as an independent ticket and survive 

official protests, it (unlike the established parties' presidential tickets) will still not 

represent LPO as a political party, will not be listed as the 'Libertarian' ticket on 

Ohio's ballot, and cannot meet Ohio's 3% vote test on behalf of LPO in order to 

win for it qualified political party status in Ohio's future elections. 

 

See Exhibit D (quoting application of Libertarian Party of Ohio in Libertarian 

Party of Ohio v. Husted, 831 F.3d 582 (6th Cir.), cert. pending, U.S. No. 16-580 

(2016)) (emphasis added). 

31. The Supreme Court on August 29, 2016 denied the Libertarian Party of Ohio's 

request for emergency relief in Libertarian Party of Ohio v. Husted, 831 F.3d 582 

(6th Cir.), cert. pending, U.S. No. 16-580 (2016), Johnson and Weld were forced 

by Respondent to run as the independent nominees of Relators, and the Libertarian 



7 

 

Party of Ohio was thereafter unable to use R.C. § 3501.01(F) to remain a qualified 

political party (just as the Libertarian Party of Ohio had explained to the Supreme 

Court of the United States). 

32. Section 3501.01(F) of the Revised Code specifically provides that established 

political parties (which the Libertarian Party of Ohio claims to be in Libertarian 

Party of Ohio v. Husted, 831 F.3d 582 (6th Cir.), cert. pending, U.S. No. 16-580 

(2016)), remain recognized political parties in Ohio when their gubernatorial or 

presidential candidates win at least 3% of the total vote for that office. 

33. Specifically, R.C. § 3501.01(F) states:  

"Political party" means any group of voters meeting the requirements set forth in 

section 3517.01 of the Revised Code for the formation and existence of a political 

party. 

 

(1) "Major political party" means any political party organized under the laws of 

this state whose candidate for governor or nominees for presidential electors 

received not less than twenty per cent of the total vote cast for such office at the 

most recent regular state election. 

 

(2) "Minor political party" means any political party organized under the laws of 

this state that meets either of the following requirements: 

 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this division, the political party's candidate for 

governor or nominees for presidential electors received less than twenty per cent 

but not less than three per cent of the total vote cast for such office at the most 

recent regular state election. A political party that meets the requirements of this 

division remains a political party for a period of four years after meeting those 

requirements. 

 

(Emphasis added). 

 

34. Section 3501.01(F) of the Revised Code does not govern whether "any group of 

voters" may achieve political party status using Ohio's 3% vote test. 

35. The relevant statute at issue in the present case before this Court is R.C. § 

3517.01(A)(1), which states that "any group of voters" qualifies as a political party 

by meeting Ohio's 3%  vote test. 
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36. Neither of the two justifications relied upon by Respondent to reject Relators' 

request under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) -- i.e., (1) a press release about the meaning of 

a different statute (S.B. 193); and (2) an accurate description of the effect of 

another, different statute (§ 3501.01(F)) -- are authoritative and neither can alter 

the meaning of R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1) and existing law in Ohio. 

37. Section 3517.01(A)(1) of the Revised Code controls the present case and states in 

plain language: 

A political party within the meaning of Title XXXV of the Revised Code is any 

group of voters that meets either of the following requirements: 

 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this division, at the most recent regular state 

election, the group polled for its candidate for governor in the state or nominees for 

presidential electors at least three per cent of the entire vote cast for that office.  A 

group that meets the requirements of this division remains a political party for a 

period of four years after meeting those requirements. 

 

(Emphasis added).  

 

38. "Any group of voters" may under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) become a "political 

party" in Ohio by polling for their candidate for presidential electors 3% of the 

entire vote cast for that office. 

39. "Any group of voters" may alternatively under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(b) become a 

political party by filing with Respondent a party formation petition supported by a 

sufficient number of signatures as defined by R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(b). 

40. This Court recognized in State ex rel. Waters v. Spaeth, 131 Ohio St.3d 55, 58, 

2012-Ohio-69, 960 N.E.2d 452, 455 (2012), that the "group of voters" referred to 

in R.C. 3517.01(A)(1) refers to both the "group of voters" that may become a 

political party by filing a party formation petition and the "group of voters" whose 

candidate polls the requisite percentage of votes at the preceding presidential or 

gubernatorial election.  
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41. Ohio law provides three alternative mechanisms for "groups of voters" and 

established "political parties" to become or remain qualified political parties:  

(1) Section 3501.01(F) provides that established political parties remain so when 

they meet Ohio's 3% vote test for governor or president;  

 

(2) Section 3517.01(A)(1)(a) provides that "any group of voters" may establish a  

political party by having its gubernatorial or presidential candidate at the preceding 

general election win 3% of the total vote cast for that office; and  

 

(3) "any group of voters" may create a party by filing a proper party formation 

petition supported by sufficient signatures with Respondent under § 

3517.01(A)(1)(b).  

 

42. Relators are a proper "group of voters" who lawfully nominated Gary Johnson and 

William Weld for President and Vice-President, respectively, within the meaning 

of § 3517.01(A)(1)(a). 

43. Gary Johnson and William Weld won more than 3% of the total vote in Ohio for 

President and Vice-President, respectively, during the 2016 general election. 

44. Relators under the plain terms of § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) are a recognized political 

party and will remain a recognized political party in Ohio for the next four years. 

45. Respondent's refusal to recognize Relators as a qualified political party in Ohio is 

unprecedented and is in clear violation of his responsibility under Ohio law. 

46. Relators have complied with all requirements of Ohio law and are entitled to be 

recognized as a qualified political party. 

CLAIM FOR RELIEF: ISSUANCE OF WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

47. Relators incorporate by reference each and every allegation set forth above.  

48. Respondent has a clear legal duty under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) to recognize and 

certify Relators as a qualified political party in Ohio with the political party 

designation of their choice, a duty which he has failed to perform.  
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49. Relators have a clear legal right to have Respondent recognize and certify their 

qualified political party in Ohio with the political party designation of their choice 

under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a). 

50. Relators have no plain or adequate remedy at law in the absence of the issuance of 

a writ of mandamus.  

51. Respondent abused his discretion and/or clearly disregarded applicable law in 

failing to recognize and certify Relators as a political party in Ohio with the 

political party designation of their choice under R.C. § 3517.01(A)(1)(a).  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Relators respectfully pray that the Court grant the following relief: 

1. Issue a Writ of Mandamus ordering Respondent to certify Relators as a 

recognized political party in Ohio under § 3517.01(A)(1)(a) with a political 

party designation of their choosing;  

2. Assess the costs of this action against Respondent;  

3. Award Relators attorney fees and expenses; and 

4. Award such other relief that it deems just and proper.  

 

     Respectfully submitted, 

     /s Mark R. Brown 

 

      Mark R. Brown (#81941) 

303 East Broad Street 

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Tel:   (614) 236-6590 

Fax: (614) 236-6956 

E-mail: mbrown@law.capital.edu 

 

Counsel for Relators  
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PRAECIPE TO CLERK 

 

Please issue summons together with a copy of the foregoing Complaint to 

Respondent at the address set forth in the caption by certified mail pursuant to S. Ct. 

Prac. R. 12.02(A)(2).   

 

     _s Mark R. Brown________________ 

      Mark R. Brown  

 

 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served   by 

electronic mail on the date of filing to Halli Watson, Assistant Attorney General, 

Counsel for Respondent, at halli.watson@ohioattorneygeneral.gov. 

 

     _s/ Mark R. Brown________________ 

      Mark R. Brown  
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Gary Johnson's Committee's Status as Recognized Party
Brown, Mark
Sent:Friday, December 09, 2016 3:56 PM
To: Halli Watson  [Halli.Watson@ohioattorneygeneral.gov] 
Cc: Zachery Keller  [Zachery.Keller@ohioattorneygeneral.gov] 

   

Hi Halli,

            You may be aware that the group of voters I represent (i.e., the Committee whose voters successfully
petitioned to have Gary Johnson placed on Ohio's presidential ballot) have delivered a letter to the Secretary of
State asking that he recognize them as a minor political party under O.R.C. 3517.01(A)(1)(a).  Johnson won
3.17% of the vote for President and satisfies 3517.01(A)(1)(a).

            I have been informed by the Committee that the Secretary has acknowledged receipt of the letter, which
asks for party recognition by December 15, 2016. 

            I thought it might be useful to outline my client's position on the matter to avoid unnecessary litigation if
possible.  I think the law, historical practice and opinions issued from your Office fully support the request.

            First, section 3517.01(A)(1) (as amended by S.B. 193), states:

A political party within the meaning of Title XXXV of the Revised Code is any group of voters that
meets either of the following requirements:
(a) Except as otherwise provided in this division, at the most recent regular state election, the group
polled for its candidate for governor in the state or nominees for presidential electors at least three per
cent of the entire vote cast for that office.  A group that meets the requirements of this division remains a
political party for a period of four years after meeting those requirements.
(b) The group filed with the secretary of state, subsequent to its failure to meet the requirement of
division (A)(1)(a) of this section, a party formation petition ....

(Emphasis added). Section 3517.01(A)(1) uses "any group of voters" interchangeably whether the group is
petitioning for party formation (as S.B. 193 requires) or running a presidential candidate who meets the vote test
of 3%.  Because the former is by definition something other than a recognized political party, the latter is also.

            The Ohio Supreme Court recognized that the "group" language is interchangeable in State ex rel. Waters
v. Spaeth, 131 Ohio St.3d 55, 960 N.E.2d 452 (2012), where a candidate who voted Libertarian in the 2010
primary attempted to run as a Republican in the general election.  The Court ruled he could not (because of
O.R.C. 3513.191(A)) and rejected his claim that the Libertarian Party was not a political party within the
meaning of O.R.C.3517.01(A)(1) (which at that time had a vote test of 5%): 

The definition of “political party” in R.C. 3517.01(A)(1) does not automatically exclude a group
of voters from its definition simply because at the most recent regular state election, its
gubernatorial candidate or nominees for presidential election failed to poll at least 5 percent of
the entire vote for that office. R.C. 3517.01(A)(1) permits a group of voters who failed to meet
the applicable 5 percent threshold to nevertheless qualify as a political party for the succeeding
primary election ballot if it files with the secretary of state a petition signed by qualified
electors equal in number to at least one per cent of the total vote for governor or nominees for
presidential electors at the most recent election, ....

 
Id. at 58, 960 N.E.2d at 455 (emphasis added).  The Court plainly treated "a group of voters" interchangeably for
purposes of either petitioning or meeting the vote test.
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            That a group of voters nominating a gubernatorial or presidential candidate may make use of the vote test
to establish a political party has been repeatedly recognized by your Office.  In a formal Opinion of the Attorney
General released in 1930 (when the vote test was 15%) the AG stated that it was the only way for a group of
voters to become a political party.  There was no petition alternative for parties.  Another opinion released two
years later, 1932 OAG 4587, says that an independent candidate who wins enough votes for governor can
establish a new party this way even after adoption of a party petition alternative.  The statutes at issue in those
AG Opinions also used the language "any group of voters."  An earlier 1917 OAG opinion says basically the
same thing.  See 1917 OAG at 1833.   I have copies of all these if you would like me to send them over.
   
            Of course, none of this replaces the procedure for existing political parties to maintain their recognized
status, which is contained in O.R.C. 3501.01(F)(2)(a).  As amended by S.B. 193, it defines "[m]inor political
party" as "any political party organized under the laws of this state that meets either of the following
requirements:  ....  the political party's candidate for governor or nominees for presidential electors received less
than twenty percent but not less than three percent of the total vote cast for such office at the most recent regular
state election.  A political party that meets the requirements of this division remains a political party for a period
of four years after meeting those requirements."  (Emphasis added).

            LPO, as you know, was not allowed by the SoS to run a presidential candidate in 2016 and therefore
could not meet the vote test requirement for remaining a political party found in 3501.01(F)(2)(a).  Litigation
over that (as you know) is ongoing.

            In sum, the Committee's position is that Ohio law provides three paths to recognized political party
status: (1) Section 3501.01(F)(2)(a) provides that political parties previously recognized remain so when they
meet the 3% vote test for governor or president; (2) Section 3517.01(A)(1) provides that "any group of voters"
(the Committee here) may establish a recognized political party if their gubernatorial or presidential candidate
meets the 3% vote test; and (3) S.B. 193 (which is still being litigated) provides that "any group of voters" may
create a party by nominating petition (which has not been pursued).  The Committee has satisfied the path
prescribed by 3517.01(A)(1) and deserves to be recognized as a political party.

            In the interest of avoiding unnecessary litigation, please let me know if I am missing something or am
simply wrong.  I will do my best to respond to any questions or concerns.

Best,
 
Mark
 
Mark R. Brown
Newton D. Baker/Baker & Hostetler Chair
Capital University Law School

From: Brown, Mark
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 4:12 PM
To: Halli Watson
Cc: Zachery Keller
Subject: RE: Records Request

Hi Halli.   

I represent the committee that has nominated Earl and will substitute Johnson.  Because all we have are press reports it is
impossible to know exactly what SoS's position is.  Still, press reports indicate that SoS feels that substitution would be
improper.  If this is true, it would be helpful if you could relay SoS's position on this to me so we might discuss it.

Basically, the committee's position is that 3513.31(F) governs.  Earl will withdraw and Johnson will be substituted by 4 PM on
Monday, August 15, 2016 per ORC 3513.31(F). That is all the law requires for the substitution to be effective.  
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Ohio has allowed this since 1996 and the Libertarian Party used the procedure in 1996 and 2004.  I have requested those
records just in case they are necessary.

Thanks.

Mark

   

Mark R. Brown
Newton D. Baker/Baker & Hostetler Chair
Capital University Law School

From: Halli Watson [Halli.Watson@ohioattorneygeneral.gov]
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 3:38 PM
To: Brown, Mark
Cc: Zachery Keller
Subject: RE: Records Request

Mark,
 
I am trying to get up to speed on this issue.  Zach Keller is working with me on this and he is copied on this email.  Feel
free to contact either one of us on this.
 
We were contacted by Ma Sanderson who represents the Gary Johnson campaign.  We invited him to share any
authority or anything else he’d like us to consider.   Likewise, if you have anything you’d like us to consider, please let us
know. 
 
Also, just so I’m clear, who are you represenng on this issue?
 
Thank you,
 
Halli Brownfield Watson
Associate Assistant Aorney General, Constuonal Offices
Ohio Aorney General Mike DeWine
614‐466‐2872 Main
614‐644‐7649 Direct
614‐728‐7592 Fax
Halli.Watson@OhioAorneyGeneral.gov
 
30 East Broad Street, 16th Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
OhioAorneyGeneral.gov
 
Confidenality Noce: This message is intended for use only by the individual or enty to whom or which it is
addressed and may contain sensive data and informaon that is privileged, confidenal and/or otherwise exempt
from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or
agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby nofied that any
disseminaon, distribuon, or copying of this communicaon is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communicaon in error, please nofy me immediately by telephone.
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From: Brown, Mark [mailto:MBrown@law.capital.edu] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 9:04 AM
To: Halli Watson
Subject: FW: Records Request
 
 
 
Thanks.
 
From press reports it appears we may be headed back to court in regard to substitution.  Interested in talking about it?
 Would hate to needlessly waste yours and court's time.
 
Best,
 
Mark
 
Mark R. Brown
Newton D. Baker/Baker & Hostetler Chair
Capital University Law School

From: Halli Watson [Halli.Watson@ohioattorneygeneral.gov]
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 8:11 AM
To: Brown, Mark
Subject: RE: Records Request

Mark,
 
I have passed along your request to the Secretary of State’s Office.
 
Halli Brownfield Watson
Associate Assistant Aorney General, Constuonal Offices
Ohio Aorney General Mike DeWine
614‐466‐2872 Main
614‐644‐7649 Direct
614‐728‐7592 Fax
Halli.Watson@OhioAorneyGeneral.gov
 
30 East Broad Street, 16th Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
OhioAorneyGeneral.gov
 
Confidenality Noce: This message is intended for use only by the individual or enty to whom or which it is
addressed and may contain sensive data and informaon that is privileged, confidenal and/or otherwise exempt
from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or
agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby nofied that any
disseminaon, distribuon, or copying of this communicaon is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communicaon in error, please nofy me immediately by telephone.
 
From: Brown, Mark [mailto:MBrown@law.capital.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2016 4:55 PM
To: Halli Watson
Subject: Records Request
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Hi Halli,
 
Because of our ongoing litigation, and to avoid my contacting SoS directly during this ongoing litigation, Bridget was kind
enough to see that my records requests to SoS were delivered.  
Would you be so kind to do the same?
 
Thanks.
 
Mark
 
Mark R. Brown
Newton D. Baker/Baker & Hostetler Chair
Capital University Law School
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