IN THR UNLTBD STATES DISTRICY COURT BOR THR .
WBETERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA e
. SHREVERGRT DIVISION '
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Plaintiff
Ve

THE ASSCOCIATION OF CITIZEMS
COQUUICILS OF LOUISIARA, INC.i
THB CITIZENS COUNCIL OB
ARCADIA, LOUISIANA, INC.; THEB
CITIZENS COUNCIL OF GXIBSLAND,
LOUISIANA, INC,; JEBRRY RCUGT
ZUTLER, JOHN ALEXAMNDER BRIDZES,
A%TMER LEONAXD DARCE, FORREST
RILEY McCALLISTER, JQE A,
REEVES, ROBERT LAHAR TAYLCR,
JRa3 JOB BRYANT WILLIZMS, R. C,
WOODARD, PAUL BRITTON PIILLIPS,
J+« RCY¥ CASKEY, and HENRY LRBON
WALEER, individually, and 35
manbers_of the Citizens Council
9f Arczdia, Louilsians, Xne.s
LEQN FRANKLIN XETTLER, ARCHER
TRANELIN MERRITT, CHARLES E.
MERRITT, MELVIN RAY MILLER and
HUGE PEARSON. ind;?xﬁualay and
a3 menbers of the Citizens
Council of Gibsland, Louisiansg,
A
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crviL acrion no, CA J A=

nc.; snd PAULINE A, CULPIPPER,
EGISTRAR OF VOTERS OF BIBNVILLE
PARISH, LOUISYANA,

befendants

The United States of Amevica, pilalatiff, bDrings this civil
cction against the Acsoclation of Citizcns Councils of Louilgiana,
Tac, {("defendant Association™); the Citizens Council of Arcadia,
Leuisiana, Inc, ("defendant Arcadia Cltizens Council™); the Citizens
Covncil of Gibsland, Loulsiana, Inc. ("defendant Gibslaand Citizeas
CQuncil");-Jetxy Rougon Butler, John Alexandez Bridges, Walter

anard ﬂanca, ﬂcrreat R;Ney McCgllister, Jee A, Reeves, Robert
LemaE 1;?102, Jr., Joe Bryant Willians, R. C. Woodard, Paul Britten
?hilliﬁs, j: Roy Caskey, and Heney Leon Walker, individually and as
menbers of defendant Arcadia Citizens Councily Leon Franklin Ketifler,
Apcher Franklin Merfitt, Chaalesiﬂ. Merritt, Melvin Ray Millex, iugh
Pearsocn, ipdividmally and 28 npanbers of defendant Gibsland Citizené
Council {ail of which naned individaals are bereinaftcer somatines

refarvzed to 68 the Yindividuzi defcndan%&“}; and 2uavline 4.




Culpaepper, Registrar of Voters of Bienville Parish, Louisiana
("defeadant registrac")} and alleges that: I

AS AND FOR A PFIRST, SBPARATE CLAIM AGAINST
ALL DEDENDANTS EXCEPT DEPENDANT REGISTRAR:

1, This Court has jurisdiction of this actiouApursuant to -
42 U.S.C. Sec, 1971(d) and under 28 U,5.C. Sec. 1345,

2. In Louisiana, registratioy is a p;erequisite to voting in
eny election by the people. b ‘

3. In 1957, Bienville Pgrish, Louisiana, adopted the permanent
registration system uncder which a-regis;ered voter is not reéui:ed
to ré-register unless hils nane is'cancelled from the registration
rolls in accﬁrdance with procedures provided by law, =

4., At the time the permanent regiétration system was adopted a3’
aforesaid, pe;sons who were registered voters in said Parish as of
Decenmber 31, 1956, Qexe not required to register gg_gggg; but ﬁere
required only to fill out new regiétrat@on cextificates and tranﬁmit_
them to the office of defendant registrar, A |

5. Between'September 26 and October 9, 1956, and in anticipation
of the adoption of saild permanent registration system,-thé individual
defendants challenged the registration status of 560 of the 595
Negroes then registered to vote in Bienville Parish,

6. As a result of the foregoing challenges, all of the 560
registered Negroes thus challenged were removed from the registration
rolls and thus were not anong the registered voters on December 31,
1956, who were transferred to the ﬁermanent registration rolls
simply by transmitting to the defendant registrar completed regis-
tration certificates, | |

7. Under Section 133 of Title 18 of the Louislana Revised
Statutes of 1950 (hercinafter abbreviated as L.R.S5. 18:133), any
TWa registergd vdters.df a parish in Louisiana may e;ecute'sworn
effidavits stating that, after ressonable investigation and upon
information and bélief, certain nawad persons are illegally r%gis-
tered or have lost their right to vote., Upon the filing of a%y such

_ K
affidavit, the registrar of voters of the parish 1s required to

notify the persen whose regieiration status 48 thua challenged by
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mailing to hinm a dupiicate cbpy éf ihe affidavit together with a
printed cifation requiiing hin to appear before the registrar within
ten days and prove his right to remain on the registration rolls by
a written affidavit of three registered voters, 1If a registrant who
is thus challenged fails to prove.his right to remain on the rolls,
the registrar is required to cancel hHis name therefron, The full
text of L,R,S. 18:133 is annexed ﬁe:eto as "Appendix A" and is
incorporated herein by reference,

8, Defendant Association is incorporated under the laws of
Louisiana., Defendant Arcadia Citizens Céuncil and defendant Gibsland
Citizens Council are incosporated under the laws of Louisiana and
are domiciled in Bienville Parigh, Louisians, _

9. One of the objectives of sald organizations was end i8 to
maintain racial segregation in Bienville Pacish, Louigiana, and in
the State of Louisiana. _ _

10, On September 24, 1956, a joint meeting of defendant Arcadia
Cltizens Council and defendant Gibsland Citizens Council was held at
the Amecican Legion Hall in Arcadia, Leuisiana.. Said meeting was
attended by the individual defendants, among others, and by the
following persons who were officers of the defendant Associationg
Willism M. Rainach, p:eéident; William M, Shew, attorney; and
Rayrond Masling, Bxecutive Director. B -

11, At the aforesaid meeting it wgé unanimously decided to
examine the registration records of Bienville Parish and to execute
affidavits of challenge against voters who, in the opinion of those
making the examination, were illegally registered.

12. The purpose of executzng salid affidavite of challenge was
to effect the removal of most Negro voters but only a token nunber
705 white v;ters from the registration rolls of Bienville Parish
gégardless of-whether‘mény other white voters night be egqually
subject‘to caallenge.

13, During the pesriod from September 26 through September 28,
1956, in line with the decision referged to in Pagzagraph “11",

~defendant Arcadia Citizens Council and defendant Gibsland Citizens



Council, through their officers, nmembers and agents, and the indivi-
~dual defendants, acting uﬁder the authority of L.R.,S5. 15:133, con~
‘ducted en examination of soums of the Bienville Parish regiétration
records and, upon the basis of said examination; filed affidavits of
chaliengé with the defendant registrar challenging the registration
status of 560 of the 595 Hegroes registered to vote in the Parish
and 45 of the 5284 white percons registered to vote in the Parish,

14, Said examination of the :egistrafion records by the indivie
dual defendants was confined alimost exclusively to the records .of
Negto.votezs, énd only a token exanmination was made by them of the
records of white voters in Bienville Parish.

15. The affidavits of challenge geferred to in Paragraph 13"
against Negro voters weré based on alleged deficiencies in the
ragistration records of said voters, such as failure to compute age
with exact precision, failure -to conplete registration cards, and
failure to properly fill out registration cards, in such respects
as inserting the word "Negro" in answer to the question "My color
X D

~16. The defendants knew or should have known that, except in the
latter respect, the same type of alleged deficiencies as those for
ﬁhich Negroes were challenged existed in the registration records of
many of the white voters of Bienville Parish who were not challenged.

17. The affidavits of challenge referred to herecinabdve were
filed by the indivicdual defendants with defendant registrar, but were
not made under oath as tequired by the provisions of L.,R.S, 13:133,

18, Copies of the aforesaid affidavits of ;hallenge were mailed
by defendant registrar td> those challenged along with citations
requiring “them to appear within ten days to prove their right to
zemain‘on'the'registration rolls.

19, The affidavits of challenge refexred to zbove were filed by
the individual defendants for the purpose and with.ihe effect of
removing Negro citizen&, bn‘account of their race or color, from the

registration rolls of Bienville Parish,

20, Defendant registray refused, contrary to Louisiana law, to



accept countgé-affidavit§ oa Eehaif of those challenged from persons
who bad themselves bebn thallenged. -

21, Since all but 35 of the registered Negroes in the Parish had
been challenged, the refusal by defendant regisffar to accept counters-
affidavits from those who had beeﬁ challenged made 4% practically
inpessible for Negroes who had been challenged to be reinatated to
the rolls yithout registering de novo.

22, AsAa result of the foregoing acts and sonduct of defendants,
gll of the 560 Negroes who were challenged were removed from the
registration rolls of Bienville Parish and were thereby deprived of
the opportunity to vote iﬁ any election unless they registered de
novo. ,

23. The defendant Association, through 1ts officers, members,
and agents, enﬁouraged and participated in the discriminatory chal;
lenging of Negro voters of Bienviile Parish described hereinbefore
by assisting, counselling, and edvising the defendant Arcadia Citizens
Council, the defendant Gibsland Citizens Council, and the individual
defendunts in the use of methods and procedures to be followed in
making the challenges.

24, Upon information and belief, as of March 31, 1060, there
were 5,143 white persons but only 26 Negroes registered to vote in
Bienville Parish, whereas at the same time there were approximately
6,120 white persons and 4,475 Negroes of voting age in said Parish,

25, The aforesaid acts and conduct of the defeundants deprived-
citizens of their right to be entitled and allowed to vote without
distinction of race or color, all in violation of 42 U,5.C. Sec.
1971, and the Fourteenth end Pifteenth Amendrents to the Constitution
of the_United States,

26, The &aciallv &iscriminatorv challenges described above have
ing been void ggbigiiig, the Negro voters thus challienged were wrong-
fully removed from the registration rolls and could not legally be
required to regisfer de novo as 2 condition precedent to voting.

27. The aforesaid acts and condﬁct of the defendants were
pursuant to a pattern or puactdica of cacial discriﬁination by the

defendants and othevs within Bienville Pavish, Louisiana.




AS AND POR A SECOND, SEPARATE CLAIM
AGAINST DBEFENDANT REGISTRAR:

28, Plaintiff repaats and realleges *he allegationsg contained in
Pazagraphs "1% to w274, ipclus;ve, as if the same were more fully set
forth herein,

29, PFrom about March 1950 to the date of the filing of this
Complaint, defendant registrar has acted as registrar of voters in
Bienville Parish, and, pursuant to the laws of the State of Loulsiana,
3aid defendant in her official capacity as regiét:ar is and has been
recponsible for, among otker things, registration of all qualified
applicants for registration, keeping and preserving all registration
records, and cancelling from the registration rolls the nanmes of ali
voters who lose their ri;ht €0 tremain on the rolls.

30, When the affidavits of chollenge referred to in Paragraph
13" were filed with the defendant registrar, che knew or should have.
Ynown that said affidavits related almost exclusively to Negro votersi
that the examinastion of the reccrds referred to in Paragsaph "13" was
confined almost exclusively to the records of Negzro voters; that the
purpose of said affidavits of chellenge was to effect discrimination
based on race or color against Negro voters; and that the csaid affi-
davits related to alleged deficiencles equally applicable to many
white voters against whom no affidavits of challenge had been filed.

31, Notwithstanding her knowledge as alleged in Paragr?ph "30"
cf the discrimiratory purpose and effect of said affidavitslof chela
ienge, defendant registrar, ln resnponse to the filing of the affi-
dpvits of challenge :eférred to in Paragraph "13*, uand, purporting to
¢zt pursuant to L,R,S, 18:133, signed sailcd affidaviis of challenge
an& mailed or caused to be malled Citations to Appear and copies of
the affidavifs to the persons whose registration Status had thus been
challenged, "thereby fequiriﬁg them to respond %o said challenges or

to register de novo as a condition {0 their being on the registrstion
: . |

!

!

rolls,
22, Defendant registinr SLbsequently cancelled fron the regisn

tration rolls the names of all of the 560 Negroes thus challenged.



33, By virtue of her acts and conduct as described above,
defendant registrar deprived the aforesaid Negroes of their rights
secured by 42 U,5.C. Sec. 1971(a). ,

34, During the period September 1956 to the date of the filing
of this Complaint, defendant registrar has continued to make and has
maiﬂtained distinctions based on face or color in the conduct of her
office and in the performance of her functions as registrar of voters
of Bienville Parish, Louisiana.

35, There are reasonabie grounds to believe that, unless
en joinad Dy this Court,vdefendant registrar will continue to treat
as valid the chailenges to votess based on race or color as described
in this Complaint, thch.challenges have resulted in a mass removal
of Negro voters from the registration rolls of Biesnville Parish; that
said defendant will not restore to the registration rolls of said
Parish any of the persons whose names were thus removaed therefronm
urless said persons qualify for registration de novo; and that all
of the defendants will continue to engage in illegal acts and
practices similar to those set forth in this Complaint.

WHEREFQRE plaiﬁtiff respectfully prays:

(a) That this Court make a finding that the challenging and
removal from the registration rolls of Bienville Parish of Negro
voters, as described in this Complaint, constituted a deprivation by
the defendants of rights secured by 42 U,$.C, Sec., 1971(a), and that
such deprivation was puzsﬁant to a pattern or practice of racial
discrimination.

(b) That this Court issue 2 temporary and permanent injunction:

(1) enjoihing defendsnt Association, 3its officers, menmbers,’
and agentsy dgfendant Arcadia Citizens Council and defendant Gibsland
'Citizens Council, the;f officers, members, and agents; and the indi-
vidual defeﬂ&ants, individually and as members and agents of the
citizens councils made defendants herein; and any persons acting in
concert with any of the defendants named herein having actual notice
of this Court's order, from causing or initiating challenges or from
filing any affidavits of challenge which have as their pusgpose or

effeet discrinination based on race o color against voters, and fron



further engagingin iilegal acts and practices the same s or similar
to those set forth in Paragraphs "10" through "23" of this Complaint

-62) en joining defendant registrar, her suﬁcessors, agents,
and employees, from further giving any legal effect whatsoever to the
challenges of Negro voters refer:éd to in Paragraph "13" hercofy

(3) enjoining defendant'registrar, her successors, agents,
and enployees, from acting upon or giving any effect to any challenges
which might hereafter be made which have as %heir purpose of effect |
imposition or maintenance of distinctions of race or color against
" woterss

_(4) enjoining defendant regisirar, her successors, agents,
and employees, from requ}ring the Negro voters who were challenged
and remnoved from the registration rolls Sf Bienville Parish as de-
scribed in‘Paragraphg "13" through “22" of this Comﬁlaint, to register
de novo or to take any further steps whatsoever as conditions prece~
dent to their reinstatement ferthwith upon the reglstration rolls of
said Parish, |

(c) That this Cguft appoeint a voting referees pursuant to the.
provisions of 42 U,8.C, Sec, 1971(e) (Sec, 601{a) of the Civil Rightis
Act of 1960, 74 Stat. 90).

(d) That this éourt grant such additional relief as justice may
require or as may be required in aid of the jurisdiction of this
Court, including the issuance, upon preper application, of instrvc-
tions where defendant registrar or her successor has reasonable doubts
as to the obligations and duties required under this Court's order.

(e) That this Céurt retain jurisdiction of this action for the
purpose of affording the relief prayed for herezin, |

By direction of the Attorney General of the United States:

JOSEI"H Ma Fa F\.YAN' Jr.
Acting Assistant Attorney General

TR TIHGeH L SGH
United Sintes Attosney



APPENDIX A

RQactlon 133 aof Title 26 ¢f the Louislaong Revisnsd Steitutez of 1950

§ 123, Illegal regisiration or loss of right to vote:
' notice to registrant; erasure of name on
failure %o prove right

Upon an affidavit signed and swcrn to in dupli-
cate before and filed with the registrar o= his
deputy by any twe bona fide registered voters of the
pavigh, to the affect that after reasonazble investi-
gation and on informaticon and belief certain percons
are illegally registered, or have lost their right
te vote in the precinct, ward, or parish in which
they ere zegistered by reason of removal or otherwise,
*he registrar shall immediately, or, in any event%,
within fortyweight hours, notify the registreznts by
mailing to them postage prepaid, at the addresses
given in the precinct register, the duplicate copy
of the affidavit, together with a printed citation
reguising then to appear in person before the zegism
trar or his deputy within ten days from date of the
mailing of the duplicate affidavit =nd citation,
which date shall be stated in the citatiomn, and
prove their right to remain on the registraticn rolls
by affidavit of three bona fide registered voters
in the form a3 provided in R,3, 18:132, The regis-
trar shall inmediately make a simiiar publicetion,
as provided for in R,S. 18:132, and if the challenged
registrants fail, within the same delays provided
in that Section, to prove their right %o remain on
the rolls, as in that Secection provided, the regisirar
ghall erase their names from the precinct register,
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