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Plaintiff John Paff, by way of complaint against the Defendant Medford Township

Council states as follows:
Preliminary Statement

1. This is an action under the Open Public Meetings Act (“OPMA”), N.J.S.A. 10:4-
6 et seq., challenging the sufficiency of the resolutions typically passed by the Defendant
before excluding the public from its meetings.

Parties

2. Plaintiff John Paff is an individual who resides in Franklin Township,
Somerset County, New Jersey and receives mail at P.O. Box 5424, Somerset, NJ 08875.

3. Defendant Medford Township Council is a public body as that term is defined
by N.J.S.A. 10:4-8(a).

First Count
4. Plaintiff repeats the allegations stated above as if set forth at length herein.
5. In a July 27, 2004 email to Defendant, Plaintiff complained that the

Defendant’s “June 8, 2004 resolution to go into Executive Session does not comply with the



requirements of the Open Public Meetings Act, specifically N.J.S.A. 10:4-13.” A copy of the
July 27, 2004 email is attached as Exhibit Pages 1 and 2.

6. On August 3, 2004, Plaintiff telephoned Defendant to follow up on his July 27,
2004 email and was told that his letter had been sent to Defendant’s attorney for review. A
copy of Plaintiff’s August 3, 2004 email confirming that telephone conversation is attached
as Exhibit Page 3.

7. On August 6, 2004, Plaintiff faxed a letter to Defendant’s attorney.
Accompanying the letter was a copy a July 15, 2004 Order entered in the case of Paff v.

Perth Amboy City Council, Docket No. MID-L.-3470-04. A copy of Plaintiff’s letter and the

Order are attached as Exhibit Pages 4, 5 and 6.

8. On August 24, 2004, Plaintiff conversed on the telephone with Defendant’s
attorney. During that conversation, Defendant’s attorney opined that stating “litigation” in
a resolution, without more, complies with N.J.S.A. 10:4-13. Copies of a) Plaintiff’s August
24, 2004 email confirming that telephone conversation and b) the Resolution Defendant
passed authorizing its August 24, 2004 nonpublic meeting are attached as Exhibit Pages 7,
8 and 9.

9. Attached as Exhibit Pages 10 through 21 are, respectively, the Resolutions
Defendant passed authorizing its April 12, 2006, May 9, 2006, May 23, 2006, June 27, 2006,
July 25, 2006, August 22, 2006, September 12, 2006, September 26, 2006, October 10, 2006,
December 12, 2006 and January 23, 2007 nonpublic meetings.

10. On information and belief, Defendant still uses the same form of resolution to
authorize its nonpublic meetings and still describes the topics to be discussed in one or two

word phrases such as “litigation” or “attorney-client.”

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment:
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A. Declaring that the form of resolution typically passed by Defendant before
going into a nonpublic (i.e. closed or executive) meeting does not describe the subjects to be
discussed outside of public view precisely enough to satisfy N.J.S.A. 10:4-13.

B. Declaring and setting forth the minimum amount of detail and specificity that
N.J.S.A. 10:4-13 requires Defendant to include within its resolutions that authorize
nonpublic meetings.

C. Enjoining Defendant from passing future resolutions that do not meet the
requirements and declarations contained within this Order.

D. Awarding Plaintiff his costs.

E. Such other relief as the Court deems equitable and just.

Certification Of No Other Actions

Pursuant to R.4:5-1, it is hereby stated that the matter in controversy is not the subject
of any other action pending in any other court or of a pending arbitration proceeding to the
best of my knowledge and belief. Also, to the best of my belief, no other action or arbitration
proceeding is contemplated. Further, other than the parties set forth in this pleading, I know
of no other parties that should be joined in the above action. In addition, I recognize the
continuing obligation of each party to file and serve on all parties and the Court an amended

certification if there is a change in the facts stated in this original certification.

Dated: June 11, 2007

John Paff
Plaintiff
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