
WINSTON TAYLOR
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW

Marshall, Texas

SEP 11 MS

September 9, 1948

Mr. Lyndon B. Johnson 
301 West Eighth Street 
Austin, Texas

Dear Lyndon:

I am inclosing cony of affidavit and list of 
voters alleged not to be on the Karnack poll 
list, which Mr. Thomas Y. Abney mentioned to you 
in his letter of Sept ember 7, 1948.

I will write you later if anything further 
develops along this line.

Sincerely,

WT/aw



THE STATE OF TEXAS |

COUNTY OF HARRISON J

Before me, a Notary Public in and for Harrison 

County, Texas, on this day personally appeared Thomas Y. 

Abney Chairman of the Harrison County Democratic Party 

Executive Committee who upon oath says:

That Karnack is in Harrison County, Texas, and 

is precinct No. 5; that the returns from this box show 226 

votes cast, 214 were cast for Lyndon B. Johnson for United 

States Senator and 12 were cast for Coke R. Stevenson for 

United States Senator, and that as Chairman of the Democratic 

Executive Committee for Harrison County, Texas, I checked 

the poll tax receipts and exemption certificates as certi­

fied by the tax collector of Harrison County, Texas, for 

this box and compared this list with the poll list of those 

who voted in this primary election. My check revealed that 

there were 105 ballots cast in this primary election by 

persons not on the poll tax and exemption list. The 105 

names are hereto attached and made a part hereof. The 

attached list of names has no similarity whatever with the 

poll tax and exemption list: numbers 70, 71, 72, 78, 79, 81, 

82, 88, 89, 92, 96, 101, and 105. On these numbers the name 

of the voter is given and immediately thereafter is the name 

of a person with some similarity of name or initial on the 

poll tax list. In my checking I omitted several names 

who voted and was not on the poll tax list but there was 

such similarity that I was able to identify the party who 

voted with the name on the poll tax list. I have every 

reason to believe that a large number of this 105 votes were 

illegal.

THOMAS Y. ABNEY 
COUNTY CHAIRMAN, DEMOCRATIC PARTY 
HARRISON COUNTY, TEXAS

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME a Notary Public on

the  day of, 1948.

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR HARRISON COUNTY, TEXAS



LIST 05 VOTKHS - KAHNACK - MOT ON POLL TAX

1. Ira Reynolds 34. Mr. 0. W. witherspool

2. John Rivers 35. Mrs. Allan Kilis

3. Yrs. George McKay 36. Tra McCray

4. Sam MoKay 37. Molly Yancy

8. Frank Vanness 38. Bus Williams

6. A* Z. Go>an 39. Dilllard Lane

7. Mrs. A. 3. Govan 40. Julius Thompson

3. RoWKrd Vanness 41. Dora Thompson

9. Mrs. G. F. Bonner 42. Tom Patterson

10.-Tom Haggerty 43. Mrs. Sykes Summers

'-'/MM ■ v
11. Tom McCray ;..r. .

IL. MrrZ. A. G. Fortune 45. Nr. Stows

13. Tense Lee 46. Hayward Hygh

14. Rev. J. 0. Cooper 47. hrs. Ed Odom

15. Lurene Hood 48. MU. 91111a Slaughter

16. Meliota Smith 49. Mrs. F. C. Fox

17. William Hood 50. Mr. Ed Odom

18. william Post 51. Eva Baker

19. John Post 52. north Futrell

20. Tom Tittle 53. Mrs. Jess Mauldin

31. Tenge Smith 54. Mr. Charlie Hayner

22. Wiley Jordan . WDM Dedman

23. Robert Jordan 56. Jim High

24. Corn Webb 57. Gib Porter

25. Cynthia Booker 58. Alice Tittle

26. Mary Br&odn&x 59. Nr. C. B« Goforth

27. Early Lane 60. Mrs. Maude Moore

28. Pauline Fowls 61. Ellen Hargardy

29. Floyd Haddock 62. Mary Etta Yancy

30. Mr. H. B# Miller 83. Alfred Griffin

31. Leah Durham 64. Isa Belle Williams

32. Agnes Lane 65. Bro. J. P. Olive

33. T. A. Warrior 66. Mrs. J. P. Olive



67. Mrs. Floyd Haddock
97. Harriet Edwards

68. C. D. Fason
98. Mr. J. K. Callison

69. Wesley Irving
99. Johnnie Woolridge

70. Mr. Enoc Simons ? James E. on
poll list 100. Willie Carter

71. Mrs. Enoc Simons 7 Mrs. J. L. 101. Vernon Moore 7 V. H. Moore
on poll list on poll list

72. Willie Slaughter 7 W. Slaughter 102. Easter Williams
on poll list

103. Robert Williams
73. Sarah Woolridge

104. Margie Rivers
74. R. L. Johnston

105. Mr. W. F. Shivers 7 N. R.
75. Daisy May Shivers on poll

list
76. Luch Durham

77. Ernestine Dukes

78. Mrs. Leo Palmer 7 Mrs. E. L.
Palmer on noil 
list

79. Mr. Leo Palmer 7 Mr. E. L. Palmer
on poll list

SO. P. L. Patterson

81. Henry Moore Jr 7 Henry Moore
on poll list

82. Mrs. Henry Moore Jr ? Mrs. H.
Moore on noil 
list

S3. Mrs. Ira Reynolds

84. phoebie Boykin

85. Millie Oliver

86. Mr. Charlie Pressler

87. Martha Ann Jones

88. Mrs. Lizzie Moore 7 Mrs. W. L.
Moore on poll 
list

89. J. B. Brooks ? Jennie Brooks on
poll list

90. Mrs. C. C. Bishop

91. J. E. Bishon

92. Mack Smith 7 Mack Smith Jr.
on poll list

■ ? r.
93. Marria R. Smith

94. Addie Irving

95. Lydie Woolridge

96. Mrs. Kenneth Yhner 7 Kenneth
Hiner on poll list



WINSTON TAYLOR
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 

Marshall, Texas

Mr. Lyndon B. Johnson 
301 N. Eighth Street 
Austin, Texas



Re complaints:

The Houston Chronicle
Houston, Texas

Lamar Fleming, Jr.
Houston, Texas

J. Leonard Davidson
Houston, Texas

Andrew Jackson Wray-
Houston, Texas

Carleton D. Speed, Jr.
Second National Bank Building
Houston, Texas

Earl Braly
lOOli N. Flower Street
Palestine, Texas

H.L. Poole
P.O. Box 269
Alice, Texas

J.E. Holmgreen
7011 S. Cameron Street
Alice, Texas







POSSIBLE ELECTION IRREGULARITIES 
WHICH BENEFITED COKE STEVENSON

1. In Brown County six entire boxes were thrown out by Court 
Judgment in a County Judge’s race because the ballots were 
"illegal". IL those same boxes were thrown out in the Sena­
torial Race, it would mean a net gain oL 468 Lor Lyndon Johnson.

2. The vote totals Lor Jack County were switched in the oLLicial 
canvass oL the County as reported to the Secretary oL the State 
Democratic Executive Committee. Vote reported was Stevenson 894, 
Johnson 879. Actual vote was Johnson 894, Stevenson 879. A
net gain oL 30 votes Lor Mr. Johnson would result Lrom a correc­
tion.

3. Lloyd Croslin says that the entire vote in Borden County 
could be thrown out, due to the Lact that the box was leLt un­
sealed in a Lilling station all night election night. Sunday 
aLternoon Croslin went to the County Seat in order to Lind out 
why no vote had been reported Lor the County. ALter investiga­
tion, he located the box in a Lilling station unlocked, and it 
had apparently been there since the night beLore. IL the County 
were thrown out, it would mean a net gain oL 17 votes Lor Johnson.

4. In Dallas County two corrections were made aLter the vote had 
been certiLied to the State Democratic Executive Committee. One 
added 58 votes to Stevenson and the other Lorty more. The latter 
correction was made several days aLter the Linal date Lor canvas­
sing returns had elapsed.

5. Sam Allen, 4023 Simpson Street, Dallas, says that apparently 
the lever over Mr. Johnson’s name in his voting booth in Dallas 
was apparently locked all day and Johnson could be voted Lor only 
when the instructor was called over to unlock it. Allen voted at 
9:00 in the morning and Lound the lever locked. He called the 
instructor who stepped over and released the lever so Mr. Allen 
could vote Lor Johnson. A Lriend oL his voted at 12:00 noon and 
had the same experience.

6. A. J. Payne oL Center, Texas, says that two votes marked with 
an "X" were counted Lor Stevenson in his precinct.

7. Pete Greene and Cole Smith make sworn aLLidavit that they re­
quested the County Chairman oL Guadalupe County to be allowed to 
represent Lyndon Johnson at the canvass. They were told by Mr. 
Edgar Engelke that the meeting to canvass the vote was a "secret 
meeting". Upon being asked again Mr. Engelke again stated the 
meeting was secret. While the meeting was in progress, all the 
doors were closed and the blinds were drawn so that no one could 
see into the meeting room.

8. In Cameron County, according to Judge Oscar Dancy, and an arti­
cle in theSan Antonio Express, 200 ballots were discarded because 
Judges ruled they were mutilated. Dancy says that iL these votes 
were counted, ymmcaH Johnson would gain just about in proportion 
to hismajority in that County. Paul G. Greenwood oL Harlingen 
stated "IL the voter’s intention is clear, I believe the law holds, 
the ballot should be counted, regardless oL what other markings 
appear on it.

9. Mr. Herman Sparks oL Cooper in Delta County says that the vot­
ing place Lor Precinct 12 was in Lront oLthe Mayor’s oLLice.
That prior to the election a picture window card oL Mr. Stevenson’s 
was placed in the window within a Lew Leet oL the election workers 
and within arm’s length oL the prospective voters. The card re­
mained there all day.



10. Mr. E. M. Glasscock of Angleton calls attention to Article 
3022 of the Revised Civil Statutes of 1025, as follows: ”No 
judge, clerk, etc shall make any statement or give any information 
in any manner, of the number of votes cast for or against any 
candidate or convey to any person his opinion regarding the state 
of the polls until after the closing thereof. Any officer, etc. 
who shall violate these provisions shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less 
than $50 nor more than $1,000, or shall be confined in the county 
jail for any period not to exceed one year, or shall be punished 
by both such fine and imprisonment.” Glasscock says, ’’There is 
no doubt in my mind that had it not been for this one violation 
of the law, Johnson would have led by a majority of anywhere from 
10,000 votes to 25,000 votes.”

11. Mr. Brad Thompson of Stephenville says, ’’There is a possibi­
lity of an election contest in a County Commissioner’s race in 
Hood County. There is talk that the election was badly managed 
there, several procedural statutes being violated. Suggest you 
keep an eye on it. If interested, contact Jimmie King, a young S 
en ergetic attorney in Granbury.”

12. Kenneth Olson and Robert I. Nilson acting in Mr. Johnson’s 
behalf in Kerr County wrote to the County Democratic Chairman 
requesting that the Committee comply with the provisions of Arti­
cle 3125 of the Revised Civil Statutes. Mr. Starkey, the Chairman, 
wrote a reply that the Committee had found it impossible to com­
ply with the request because of lack of time. If Kerr County 
were thrown out, it would mean a gain of 363 votes for Johnson.

c
13. W. G. Pate of Houston says there was a 100-vote discrepancy 
in Nailer County which resulted in Stevenson’s favor. He knew no
facts, but suggested it be checked.

14. On Monday night after the election a revision wasmade in 
Eastland County giving Stevenson a gain of 225 votes. Although 
our people indicate it was an honest error, the fact remains 
that we were advised of the change, several hours before it was 
made.

15. Mr. and Mrs. John S. Foote of Houston paid their poll taxes 
in Wharton County where they had resided in January. They were 
allowed to vote absentee in the first primary. However, in the 
second, they went to Wharton to vote and were told that they 
could not do so. They wanted to vote for Johnson.

16. In Harris County 47 absentee ballots, nearly all for Johnson, 'Z:
were not counted because they were ma-il-ed-by mistake bc to the
wrong precinct.

17. F. W. Burke of Goose Creek wired Mrs. Ferguson as follows: 
’’Have checked local chairman and representatives of Mr. Johnson.
If I can get the green light from East Harris County Johnson 
Chairman, will contest two boxes which I am very much inclined 
to believe will give us a nice margin.”

18. In Gregg County Johnson lead by approximately 400 votes in 
the firstprimary and lost by E,300 votes in the 2nd primary.

1 Ms
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Looks fallacious on the face of it.

18. An unsigned letter from Tyler says, ’’Thepolls at Winona, 
Texas, Box 7, were closed Saturday afternoon between 5:00 and 
5:30 by the election judges on ttze excuse that they had run out 
of ballots. There were numerous people at the polls wanting to 
vote who urged the election judges to get more ballots, but they 
made no effort and the polls remained closed and that box’s final 
return made accordingly. Winona has a voting strength of around 
340 and only 205 votes were cast in your race.”

20. Mr. J. L. Cunningham of the Junction National Bank, Kimble 
County, says, ’’Three high class prominent parties told me today 
that when they voted and started to walk away, one of those con­
ducting the election (thinking I was not noticing) deliberately 
unfolded the ballot, read it, and then deposited it. I feel sure 



they will make affidavit to this and there may bemany others who 
had a like experience. If this County could be thrown out for 
such irregularity, fine".

21. Mr. U. A. Clampitt of Kingsville, Kleberg County, says,"It 
looks like there is something rotten at the Kleberg County Court­
house." He also says,"There is plenty of evidence there to justi­
fy a contest in one box, and it is sufficient enough to guarantee 
your election if there isn’t anything pulled somewhere else."

22. In Roberts County 93$ of the votes were for Stevenson, and 
the County Democratic Chairman is the father of Clint Small’s law 
assistant.

23. In one box behind the locked gates of the King Ranch Stevenson 
received every single vote.

24. In Warrant county, illegal returns were counted from two 
boxes. Had these boxes been thrown out, the net gain for Johnson 
would have been 45 votes. in one box, the OFFICIAL returns were 
not returned to the courthouse until more than 72 hLurs after 
the polls closed. In the other box, the cf ficial returns 
were never returned to the canvassing committee. The committee 
took the results off the tally sheets.

25. In Tyler county, more votes were cast in thesecond primary 
than in the first -- 1695 to 1992. Stevenson showed a net gain

in this county of 155.

26. In Gillespie county, more votes were cast in the second than
in the first primary -- 1231 to 1264. Stevenson showed a net gain 

of LLL in this county.
256

27. In Austin county, more votes were cast in the second primary 
than in the first -- 3793 to 2639. Johnson gained 587 votes;

Stevenson gained 1,133 votes.

26. In Guadalupe county, more votes were cast in the second primary 
than in the first -- 1835 to 1342, a difference of 493. Johnson 
gained 110 votes, Stevenson gained 504, a net gain for Stevenson 
of 394.

29. In four Texas counties, in sharp contrast to th® other 246 
counties, the first primary leadership was reversed. Expressed 
in terms of percentage:

Candidate First Primary Second Primary Change

Gregg Coiinty: 
Johnson 
Stevenson

45$
41$

31%
69%

Minus 14$
Plus 28$

Hutchinson County :
Johnson 51$ 32$ Minus 19$
Nt evenson 41$ 68$ Plus 27$

Upshur CoUnty:
Johnson 39$ 43% Plus 2$
Stevenson 37$ 57% Plus 20$

Rockwall County:
Johnson 40$ 39$ Minus 1$
Stevenson 33$ 67$ Plus 34$

30. The last big "revision" in the Texas Election Bureaj.
counting cut Johnson fr 
from 548 to 552.

om to 380; and increased Stevenson
476

That was a net A in for Stevenson of the magic number cf 100.
This was on the Saturday that the TEB stopped count ing .





MEMORANDUM CONCERNING CERTAIN ILLEGAL VOTES COUNTED IN BROWN 
COUNTY, TEXAS, WHICH IS NOW INVOLVED IN A CONTEST IN THE COUNTY 
JUDGE *S RACE, BY REASON OF WHICH LYNDON JOHNSON MIGHT BE ABLE 
TO PICK UP SOME VOTES:

In the August run-off primary thecandidates for the United 
States Senate received the following votes at the various voting 
boxes:

JOHNSON STEVENSON

Ward 1 350 528

Woodland Heights 37 IZh

Bangs 165 272

Brooksmith 31 55

Chapel Hill 38 93

Winchell 13 20

Total 634 1102

In the event such boxes are thrown out it will mean a net 
gain in votes for Johnson of 468.

The presiding judges at Woodland Heights, Brooksmith, Chapel 
Hill and Winchell did not sign their names on the ballots used by 
the voters, neither did such presiding judges initial same. Not­
withstanding this fact, said votes were counted.

At the Bangs, Texas, voting box Mr. Switzer, the presiding 
judge did not write his name on such ballots, either did he initial 
same. He used a rubber stamp which he bought from the bank,.

In Ward 1, Mrs. Smith, who was the presiding Judge, came to 
her post of d#ty but, due to illness, did not stay and no election 
was held by the folk there assembled to select a successor to her. 
A boy by the name of Brewer, who kx is now upon attendance at 
the University of Texas, held the election as presiding Judge. 
He had not been hired as one of the election judges. Mrs. Smith 
did not sign the ballots before she left, but Brewer signed Mrs. 

Smithrs name to each oT jsame. He did not sign his name as pre­
siding judge or as a deQacto presiding judge.



There is pending in the District Court of Brown County, 
Texas, an election contest styled MkL "A. E. Wilson vs. F. A. 
Loudermilk, No. 11, 130" wherein A. E. Wilson, the present 
county judge, is contesting the election of Mr. Loudermilk, 
who received twelve more votes than he received, and he is 
asking that the voting box of Brooksmith be disregarded due 
to the fact that the presiding judge failed to sign the ballots. 
He has also stated that certain irregularities crept into the 
holding of the election at Ward 1, but he has not specifically 
alleged that the presiding judges* names were not written 
across the ballots.

Loudermilk has answered and by way of cross-action, and 
in an Independent > suit, is asking that the voting boxes of 
Bangs, Woodland Heights and Winchell be disregarded because 
the presiding judges failed to write their names across the 
ballots. He also assails Chapel Hill for the same reason.

This hearing is set for next Wednesday morning, September 
15th.

In addition to the above and foregoing, four absentee 
ballots were counted in connection with the Chapel Hill returns. 
They are in addition to the votes hereinabove set forth. One 
of the votes was for you and three for Stevenson. They were 
not in the hands of the election judges at Chapel Hill on Satur­
day and were not received until about Tuesday, having miscarried 
in the mail. These votes are illegal and should not be counted. 
They are includLr^-. in the official certification.

Revised Civil Statute, 3008 provides that each voter shall 
be delivered a ballot, on the blank side of which the presiding 
judge shall have previously written his signature.

Revised Civil Statute 3018 provides that the counting judges 
and clerks shall familiarize themselves with the signature of the 
judge who writes his name on each ballot, and further provides 
that no ballot shall be counted that does not bear the judge’s 
signature.

-2-



The courts of our state have held the requirements of such 
statutes to be mandatory rather than directory, largely upon the 
language in the statute to the effect that no vote can be counted 
that does not have the presiding judge*s signature written across 
the blank side thereof, and in numerous cases have thrown out votes 
that did not have the presiding judge’s signature written across 
the blank side thereof.

So, unquestionably, in so far as the voting boxes of Wood­
land Heights, Brooksmith, Chappel Hill and Winchell are concerned 
they will kxxK be thrown out without any question.

I have not been able to find any court decision with respect 
to whether a rubber stamp will suffice for the judge’s signature. 
The courts have held that where a judge initials the ballots it 
will be sufficient. That is bottomed upon the premises that each 
making an initial would have some peculiar way of making same and 
for that reason the counting M clerks would be able to Identify same. 
I do not believe that a rubber stamp would be sufficient.

There is a statement in Vol. 20, Corpus Juris, to the 
effect that a ballot wouZ.d be rejected when the officer’s name is 
stamped on the ballot with a rubber stamp. 20 Cor. Jur., Sec.180, 
page 152. The footnote to this cites two cases: Berryman vs.Meggin- 
son, 82 N.E. 256, and Cholsser vs. York, 71 N.E. 940.

I believe, therefore, that the Bangs box can be thrown out.

In so far as Ward 1 is concerned, I believe if Mr. Brewer has 
signed his own name across the ballots as defacto presiding judge L 
that same would have been all right.

The case of Walker vs. Mobley, 105 S.W. 61, while modified due 
to the fact that the local option elections are not governed by the 
provisions of the statutes, held that, although the signature of 
the presiding judge was written by someone else in his presence 
and under his direction, nevertheless the ballot was illegal and 
void and could not be counted.

I, therefore, feel that Ward 1 can be thrown out.

The writer of this memorandum represents Loudermilk in the pro- 
ceedikng in Brown County and thus far no attack has been made upon 
Ward 1. It is not known whether the opposition knows the facts con­
cerning this, but I want nothing said about Ward 1 until after the 
contest is had in Brownwood on September 15th. In other words, I 
procured this information in line of duty to my client and would 
not want to divulge it so that it could be used in any sense 
against him.



MESSAGE
C7O

A.M.
Date 19 Time P.M.

WHILE YOU WERE OUT

Mr ___

Address -----------------------------------------

Phone No _____

Called to See You Will Call Again

Telephoned Please Call Him

Message---------------------------------------

Taken by _

Stanley Adams Printing Co.—Washington 5, D. C.
REpublic 1939—1321 New York Avenue, N. W.
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1. In Mown County sir entire boxes were thrown ant by Court Judgment in a County SLAV'S 
race became the ballots were "illegal"* If these same boxes were thrown cwt in the 
Senatorial Eace, it would mean a net gain of 468 for L^ns-cm Johns®.

2. 5 he vote totals for Jack County were switched in the official canvass of the County as 
reported to the Secretary of the State Democratic Executive Committee. Vote reported 
was Stevenson 694, Johnson 879* Actual vote was Johnson 894, Stevenson 879* A net gain 
of ZO votes for Mr. Johnson would result fvom a correction.

Z. Lloyd Croslin says that the entire vote in Borden County could be thrown out, due to the 
fact that the box was left unsealed in A filling station all nigfrt election night. 
Sunday afternoon Croslin went to the County Seat in order to find out why no vote had

V been reported for the County. After investigation, he located the box in a filling 
station unlocked, and it had apparently been there since the night before. If the 
County were thrown out, it would mean a net gain of 17 votes for Johnson.

4. In Dallas County two corrections were made after the vote had been certified to the 
State Democratic Executive Committee. One added 58 votes to Stevenson and the other 
40 more. 5 he latter correction was made several days after the final date for 
canvassing returns Md elapsed.

5. Sam Allen, 4023 Simpson Street, Dallas, says that apparently the lever over Mr. Johnson's 
name in his voting booth in Dallas w as apparently locked all day and Johnson could be voted i 
for only when the instructor was called over to unlock it. Allen voted at 9>00 in the 
morning and found the lever locked. He called the instructor who stepped over and 
released the lever so Mr. Allen could vote for Johnson. A friend of his voted at 12tC0 
noon and had the same experience.

6. A. J. Payne of Center, Texas, says that two votes marked with an "X" were counted for 
Stevenson in his precinct.

7* Pete Greene and Cole &aith make sworn affidavit that they requested the County Chaiman 
of Guadalupe County to be allowed to represent lyndon Johnson at the canvass. They were 
told by Mr. Edgar Engelke that the meeting to canvass the vote was a "secret meeting".

f\ Upon being asked again Mr. Fjjgelke again stated the meeting was secret. Wile the 
meeting was in progress, all the doors were closed and the blinds were drawn so that no 
one could see into the meeting room.

6. In Cameron County, according to Judge Oscar JMncy, and an article in the San Antonio 
Express, 200 ballots were discarded because Judges ruled they were mutilated. Dancy says 
that if these votes "were counted- Johnson would gain Just about in proportion to his

A majority in that County* Paul G. Greenwood of Berlingen stated "If the voter's intention 
is clear, I believe the law holds, the ballot should be counted, regardless of what other 
markings appear on it.

9. Mr. Berman Sparks of Cooper in Delta County says that the voting place for Precinct IL was 
in front of the Mayor's office. That prior to the election a picture window card of Mr. 
Stevenson's was placed in the window within a few feet of the election workers and within 
aim's length of the prospective voters. The card remained there all day.

10. Mr. N. M. Glasscock of Angleton calls attention to Article 3022 of the Revised Civil 
Statutes of I925, as follows J "No Judge, clerk, etc. shall make any statement or give 
any information in any manner, of the number of votes cast for or aMlnst any candidate 
or convey to any person his opinion regarding the state of the polls until after the 

f closing thereof. Any officer, etc. who shall violate these provisions shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less than $50 nor 
more than $1,000, or shall be confined in the county Jail for any period not to exceed one 
year/or shall be punished by both such fine and Wriscopent." Glasscock says, "5here is 
no doubt in my mind that had it not been for this one violation of the law, Johnson would 
have led by a majority of anywhere from 10,000 votes to §5,000 votes."

11. Mr. Brad TMqmpmb of Stepehmville says, ’There is a possibility of an election contest in 
a county cemmissiLmer's race in Hood Camty. There is talk that the election was badly

> managed there, several procedural statutes being violated. Suggest you keep an eye on it. 
If interested, contact Jimmie King, a young energetic attorney in Graribury."



12. Kenneth Olson and Robert I. Wilson acting in Mr. Johnson*a behalf in Kerr County wrote 
to the Ccmty IMaocratio Chainaan requesting that the Comittee comply with the pr revisions 

\ of Article AWA of the Revised Civil Statutes. Mr. Btarkey, the Chairman, ‘wrote a reply 
that the Conslttee had found it Inpossible to coaply with the request became of lack of 
time. If Kerr County were thrown out, it would am a gain of ZvZ votes for Johnson.

1Z. V. G. Nate of Beesten says there was a IM-vote discrepancy in Waller Comity which resulted 
la Stev«W«’s favor. Be knew no facts, but suggested It be checked.

14. On Monday night after the election a revision was made in Bastland County giving Stevenson 
a gain of LLA votes. Although our people indicate it was an honest error, the fact 
remains that we were advised of the change, several hours before it was wade.

19. Mr. and Mrs. John 9. Foote of N mston paid their poll taxes in Wharton County where they 
had resided in January. They were allowed to vote absentee in the first primary. Now-

Xever, in the second, they went to parton to vote and were told that they could not do so. 
They wanted to vote for Johnson.

16. In Barns County 47 absentee ballots, nearly all for Johnson, were not counted because they 
were delivered by mistake to th® wrong precinct.

17. ?. V. Bnrke of Goose Creek wired Mrs. Cargos on as fallows s "Have checked local chairman 
and representatives of Mr. Johnson. If I can get the green light from Vast Barm® Canty

x Johnson Chairman, will contest two boxes which I am very anch inclined to believe will 
A give us a nice margin.M

13. In Gregg County Johnson lead by approximately 400 votes in th® first primary and lost by 
2,300 votes m the KM primary, hooks fallacious cn the face of it. Johnson dropped from

/4$ to Z1A. Stevenson Jumped from 41 to 69K — MSB than the total of Stevenson and I eddy 
in first primary.

LA. An unsigned letter from Tyler say®, Th® polls at Winona, Texas, Box 7, wexv closed 
Saturday afternoon between 5r00 and AtZO by the election Judges on the excuse that they 
had run out of ballots. There were numerous people at the polls wanting to vote who 
urged the election Judges to get wore ballots, but they made no effort and th® polls 
remined closed and that box’s final return made accordingly. Winona has a voting 
strength of around Z40 and only LOK votes were cast in your race."

20. Mr. J. L. Cunningham of the Junction national Bunk, Kimble County, says, "Three high class 
preeminent parties told we today that when they voted and started to walk away, one of 
those conducting the election (thinking I was not noticing) deliberately unfolded the

yballot, read it, and then deposited it. I feel sure they will wake affidavit to this and 
there my be may others who had a like experience. If this County could be thrown out for 
such irregularity, fine".

21. Mr. V. A. ClZyitt of Kingsville, Kletzsrg County, says, "It locks like there is sowsthing 
rotten at the Kleberg County Courthouse." Me also says, There is plenty of evidence 
there to Justify a contest in one box, and it is sufficient enough to guarantee your

/ election if there isn’t anything pulled sxnewhere else."

22. In ’Roberts County AHL of ths votes were for Mevenson, and ths County Democratic Chaiiwsm 
, is the father of Clint ZMU’s law assistant.

LI. m On® box behind the looked gates of th® King Ranch Stevenson received every single vote.

24. In Tarrant County , illegal returns were counted frm two boxes. Had these boxes been 
thrdwn out, the net gain for Johnson would have been 45 votes. In one box, the OFFICIAL 
returns were not returned to the courthouse until more than 72 hours after th® polls closed. 
In the other box., th® official returns were never returned to the canvassing casaittee.
The conoittee took the results off the tally sheets..

25. In Tyler County, war® votes were cast in the second primary than in the flint — I895 to 
1AAL. Stevens cn shewed a net gain in this county of IM.

26. In Gillespie Comity, store votes were cast in the second than in the first primary — 1231 to 
12.64, Stevenson showed a net gain of 256 in this cadrty.

27. In Austin Comty, mr® votes were cast in the second primary than in the first — Z793 to
J hnson gained 587 votesz Stevenson gained 1,133 votes.

26. In Guadalupe County, wore votes were cast in the second primary than in the first — 1835 
to 1342, a difference of 4AZ. J hnson gained 110 votes, Stevenson gained 504, a net gain 
for Stevenson of ZA4.



LA. In four Texas countiee, in sharp contrast to the other 248 counties, the first primary 
leadership w reversed. Expressed in terms of percentage:

Candidate First SrlLmry Second Vrtvsuy Change

Gregg County t
DWWWG *5* Ng MA» 1A*
Stevenson W 69* Pins ?8§

Sutshin»<M County:
Johnson Ng zs§ Minns 19*
Stevenson W W Pin. 27>

Dpshur County t 
t has on Wg Pins 8*
Stevenson 37* 57* Pins 20*

Koahwall County:
Johnson W Mintns 1*
Stevenson 33# 67* Pins 3A*

30. The last big "revision" in the Texas Election I^mr 0 anting cut Johnson from 4?6 to ZSO 
and increased McveaMM from MS to M* 
That vss a net gain for Stevenson of the magic maaber of 100. This nae on the Saturday 
that the MS stopped counting.



MOB LNMZM LMWWMMLM
m*UI MNW-SMOM VW M

1. In Mmm c<mty »i* M*IM tan tlrai ait hr Chart Mpmt. to a vomt/ Mkp*» 
rAss beoWWo the ballet® wre ''LIL-dU.'*. If MWWO WWM MM wre tUr-mn mt In Ms 
MmtEM Lt WWM WM A net Win of MB Oar Mm*

I. *he wW t^aln for M OMckff ww svitatoed Ln th® Etoial mm of th# GsWchss «« 
w/ortod tn the SMrctar/ of the ©taste DmwUo XmUw CMwnittee. Vsts 
im ntewmnn Ztzch, Jim n S?A. Aston! vote w IMa BM, Mmm A net Mln 
«f M MM® O» NT« Mm WWM MM fWM a soDWWME.

z. UtapA SMWlLK WWW that the MU* M in BorMi CoWTt/ oaQA be thrnn art, toe to the 
toot Mat the bmL wj left maeatod Ln a filling ototla* all nLArr nLMt.
tonto/ artES'AM (toaalto w«t to the tantf Kent in mtor to find, art ®h/ Mr rate Ml.

/ been itototoft far the Canty After inveat ig^i on, he Xaontod the bar in a filling 
•tatiai ml'VM, and it hack a^arwitV Mm there since the night before. If the 
Count/ wr® thtow «t, it mU «mm a net Min of 1? vote® for 4tM.

he In Dilins C'wrt/ tvs MEDestiE® VEA W»to after- Me rots hM bMM -OOrtified to the 
MatG MWR^ARLMtiG UNMNtirG C^WMitoe. 'Me tCM M Wto® to ftMM Ml ths other 
40 MAW. V he Latter ©arrertim we wale eevwml ss/s after the final Sate tor 
WWWWMW WWWW W MWWlh,

Saa EE, 55LWME M«WOt, Mhs, s«/s that mmU; the lew w»r Mr. fshnsm*® 
m in his rating booth in Mhi w as «WMWrtl/ looked all to/ and FshMM @f4i be rote! :

/ far ml/ nihm the tortrnct v w mIW w to nnLoM it. Alton rated rt AE in the
Y MMiSW am fam! the towr XsMO-1. Ns ©altod the tostMObM Ms UtGAZM OWWf MSI 

retoMsM the tovsr so Mr* Alton ««lck rote for ftoWE. A friend of bto rotM at X ICO 
M an& MR the WWW

6. A. J* MMO of Center, Hw, WWW that tvs rotes MkUeA with an "I" WWX^ camted for

7* fete QM ®M Coto MLth wata* rvm affidavit that the/ wwH the Camt/ Chairwm 
of <HWMsLMG c«mt/ to be UlowA to HWUWWWlO iMbE ^.sms<M M ths MW. ’/he/ ww 

X' toil V NT. RdMT VnMlto that ths MWWtiW to cmm the wte w a ’’SE/Wt aeetlng".
ME being ashed SMin IM. BcMlhe SMin stated the NsrtilW w# AOWWt. WUe the 
Meeting vao in all ths Ao w ww» elated and the blinds wn diwan so that no
me eouM sss into the Meeting Mk

A. In Cwrm Camt/, aosamng to /edge hear D,nn/, and an article Ln the Osa Aattaato 
LHWWWH, W ballot® Were ilMM bGEMO ^rdWW rntod ths/ WWW Mrtilrted.. VMM/ «a/s 
that if thsMO rotes w> WNEtod, FMWWM Mit Min /art abort in MMortion to his

>x WMZoritf in that Cam!/. Asm! W. Orwvwi of L^rlMW® stated *Xf th® rotor*® intention 
is clear, t >Um the Ism holds, the ballot ahmia to- cErteck, rrWlEess of Mat -ckhsr 
MSMiWD GWMW E it.

9. Mr. Im Mmehs of Co^er in Delta Count/ sa/» that the rating ZtoSO for L^eoinot IL. MS 
in front of the hh/«r*s ffise. That Mior to the a IiotEG windw card E Nr.
§tHr«ME*W HOW AlsmM in Me wM-w within a few fest of Ms electian NEhMU WM within 

' am’® length of the MEPeotire wt«m» the card regained there all da/.

IO. Nr. R. N. Mssssooh of AnglstE sails sttM»ti<m to Article M'L of the ^OwIseck Civil 
Ratnte® of IZK^V, as follESI "Mo A>dM, slerl, st®, shall wh w sMtEEt or Ave 
El 1«fesMtiE in E/ M*r. of the iraber of votes oast for- or sMinat ay/ owdUnte

\ or ©owe/ Ho ®ngr Mrson Ms WiniE rvMMinM Me statM of Me «til after the 
aiming thaMaf• ha/ officer, etc. Mo Mali MMW® theee ArsvLAMW shall be dB«»M 
Milt/ of a MOchWMEE Ed ME cEViatiE Mersof shall be f.vvck not. 1ES tb« HM nor 
MED than Bl,non, or Man be emfined in the WWWM' Jail for w HWVL.M not tN esoseck iMW 
/sar, or shall be MsLMM b/ boM sooh fine Ed L^pris...HWent." CWmsaoak ®W®, ^hWW is 
no doabt in M Mind Mat beck it Wst been for this aw violatiE < the law, /chasm vmld. 
hUM M hr a M»/orit/ of E/shsrs Erna W,CM rots® H® EA/E VshDU."

11. Nr. M»ck of EridbEvillM WWV, thsre is a ynulMliV of SW electim OCUtzsWH in
a MMf SE«dWDirME»s rmss in RsM WWOf. «MWW i® MM that M® slEtim MW WM/

Item , WOWMA MWWGWM WWHMW MM W WMM, WMWH WW WWW W WV W Vh 
If intWWsted, CEtsot JiMSie LtoU, a /MW WMIMtis atbEv/ in CEibm^/.'*



IL* LEsth and lUhorfc X. VLla-m MALM Ln M»* Matrai's behalf In JC«rr 0W«t/ wrote 
to the Marty Dmwtie CWmn ^WKEtLM tint the CWMttss o<wV with the Arovisi.MO

\- of Artldr MH at the ReViDOck Civil Mddca. M. the wrote a reply
tint the tas&ttae hack f’M it W nito to O'MWlf with the »VHMWt beosnss of lad of 
Use. If UchSV OmMss WWW th^Am rmt, it VMM ME a WckN <E WZ votOW for F^"Zme«*

1I* A. A. Kate of AMWtM VMM there w a im-wte OHWWlhWWWF in Valier Cornitj which readied 
M SWWWDM*» hr«« Ve hM no Oaets, Mt WWDWted Lt be MbeeWM*

14* N IbnW night after the dectian a revision w node tn RaWtlsmS. Marty giving fifammon 
a gain of SNA votes. MthSWA oar KOMls indicate it waa «n honeat error, the fact 
remlns that w wr* ackviasck of the change f sewml hm Wore It w rncks.

IK* Mr* sack Mm* J-hn S. Mode of L mton Mick their poll taxes in tWWhcn yonnty where the/ 
hack rrsldd in Icsmar/. wn all wed M vote absent*® in the first prlmry, Nov*

...x GVDf, Ln th® MMiMck, th®/ wnt to parton to vote «ck WWW toM 'that they o MM not cks OQ. 
/> They WWUtM to vote for j-'hvn«

16. Ln Barris C antgr 47 ahaent-v ballots, marl/ all f< f ohne m, wn not cosnted became they 
wn GkliVMM by MgtMW to ths WWW Mtzsingt.

17* f* V. W&® of Goose Civeh wired Mr». fa»W»E aa follow i TUmee shushed local ch&lnm?
and of Mr* y<MWE* .If X on Mt the green light fan* Mat farris C vsty
FMMsn eMirMan will vMtrnt tv» boxes vhish I am wry vmsh indinsck to believe Mil 
give n« a nice MM-An."

18* Ln E»WM C vMty lohnaon lead by aM'osiLMtelF 4^0 vdss in the first prlnary «mck lent by 
S-JM vrtWU in th# MA MJWWf, hmM»' -kaiZMSl''AM E the f«W of Lt. LpWMck fv«
49 to M. MCVUWM M«i from 41 tc — MMW than the total of Msv-nson MM JsMy 
in find sVWWWy.

19* M MWlKwck letter fm * yler wn, th® pdla at Vinona, $SMMlr »« 7, ww dosed 
KatMMMy MftWWMMM betwm 9^ and K»z by ths eMcti'M JMMU SM th® OJWWMS that th»F 
hack Dm <mt of ballots. thMw were MWl® at the polls wanting to vote who

\ WWM the deoil cn MSMW to WWt m -rs bailee, hrt they UWcka no effort and the pEa
/ MWMMck d«WBck WM that bm*« final Mm WWckW aeOSWMLGly* MKWWM MW G voting 

strength of GKWNck OK WWck cdy WK vErtas WWW WWt in ymM MM."

so. M* g. L. SMMlnAaa of ths Jmtln A^tloxml ZE, Mbbh CcAMty , aaye, ^hrvM high class 
prqnlnent parties told ns t May that Men they voted and startsck to edck W; of 
tZWMG eonhasting the election IthisPing X w not noticing) ddlbsnrtdy mfddrt th® 
ballot., m it, and then ckep'-Miteck it. X fed cure they will nmo® affltevtt to this anck 
thesv nay be nany ctharn who hack a Uh expeMem®. Xf thia C'vint/ oonM be thrown sach for 
each irNsMlarity- fine"*

4» M* U* ck. ClMitt of LirWsvLlM, LLZchM-U Comtn *V»» MMW Wk® thcev La a<wthing 
rotten at the LMbsrU Chanty Cunrlhiiinw** Be also aaye, ^bMB La plenty <Zf evidence

\j there to ynatify a c-Mtest in cam box, «M it la snffidmt en^gh to ggamtee year 
r dsetlM if thana isn’t aaMLsU pallet MMMhm dee."

3£-« Xa Wberte o««My WK «k the vockeO vrv for twenm, ant the Scmnty ShnMratie ehalnem 
is the father of n^WL Hadi’a Ian WWieteM *

M Me box behind the IceMI g«^^a of th® LiM >®neh Btevenecn received evexy eiagle vote.

Ob* La Tarrant Cwrly, LlMMl wtwuw wre 'oomtat fvm two boxes• Neck thee® b«OO b<E 
thr sn wt, the set gain O» FMneM vmM hav® b««m 49 votes. M <vw-» b«, th® "WMM. 
wtwme wE not rwtnrnd to the eMtar nrrtil «or® than W hsaM after the- polls doeeck* 
La ths othE b« , the ^Eicid mbom wr® never nhnat to Me cmvwaij^ gendttee.
4he of Ittee took the reaslte off the tally deete*

LZ. La t yHaW Y<Ey, MW® votea were cast in the OEmck Minary than in Me first — 18^9 to 
ZDW. Hmmbar Mhfck a net Win in MLa OfDtzf of ID*

LG. Ln Gillespie C'*mty, MAM votes w®v cast in the WWWWM than M the first primary ** IL'Zl to 
1. w4. AWOWUMM abAWM G nd Min <E SA6 Ln this

Lk7* Ln ^WtLn C<WMty, M«v votes HMVS cast in the aeconck prlMM-/ then in the first ** 5793 to 
MW* y hne«M MLneck 987 vMWGA ShWWWWcn Mined 1,W VNtOG.W

M* Ln nom votes wre seat in the aea«M MMary than in ths first — MW
to 1M, a cklffersmss E bAZ. g hns m Wcknsck 1W v.-tss, Msvensm Mck^sck 904, a net Min 
fE StzSWWWM «f W4*



LA. Xa four <«aM WWM«M, in abw'p omtrart to tb» aW LW ©oatiwij tto flrwt priwy 
IEMrMLV w mwd. HGNWWM la tOMK of MNMMtMMr

DWDDDMU WW WWWW b-GGoM Vr^WLL^ WW --

WWW - ""E r 
NMWWU W , HAAMM

rrww-ii W ^■^f! Phw rW
MMWWMM Oa«MU» 

OMWWU >■:■ MUM IM
1 WWW W tzS WW W

MME (b«^n
F DWWSU W fl

inn lirr 11111111 iiirt “W WWWWWWW - O W jM «»»
UaMWML CMitjs

Mm rts -DW WW M
©’ WWWWWWI ZZ§ 6?» i Itw M

W. AM rsst dlK "LMVLsL'M* LU tlB EG AZMvtL« N^LBWrr G-NMt.^wG M?t Amm T76 to M
DM LDWWMM 5WVWWWM fTM M- to M.
A Mr iMs » «st MLn for rtmassn of tto mglc wMer of I.M. ' W.V MW «r t4r <K'W 
M«t Ms AW UtWWM OWWtLKG.



BWV LcM LWWMMVMS
ML6W WMVD W MUR M'LBAVM

M 1mm OqubV six ortUte 'boom were ttoa art by Cwrt OrtMMrt in a Comrty JMW's 
NAM becWWs Ms ballotG MWTW "illeMl®. If these WMO boom wrw thrown art M the 
r^MMtEsL it WOtM ME ft Wlrt Min Wk bM km-' KML<M JohlkWE.

H he rots totals fr MM WWchk VWIW mattW in the EMML <raws of tes Ca»rty «W 
NSKEtM ts Ms KEVtSS^f of tee state NWMAGTWtiS MWVSNtiVK CEMttee* Uste VSKEtM 
MW Stem® JcSmsE 3W. Actml vote w JchUWE OK, m«wn*aa OW. A net Min 
W W vstes foe M. AMWE vartck MW a eawartim.

lloM Oroaiin says that ths entire vote in Borden Cavity ocaM be thrown art, tee to ths 
fact that the box w® left watea in a filling statlm all night electim night* 
MmLv afWaoa Croslln wrt to ths Comty seat in «ter to find art W w» vote tea 
been reported for tte Coi®V< After investiMtiE, te lEAted tte bae in a filling 
stLticm rsUocted, art it ted teen there since ths night before. If ths
Comty WE thrown art, it mli aan a mt Min < 17 v-rtes for Fctemon.

In Bellas Casrty two OWWWOWMU were Mite after the vote ted bGWi certified to ths 
Stats DWMWratia LxeartiVG CEMtte»* tte teted M vote® to merrnsm and tte otter 
ho MODS, th® latter WMkWrttem WAS mate aewml teM after tte final date for 
VWUWWWlNg WttM ML W1WWWA*

Sm Aten, iEZ SIMMLM street, Mte, MUM that MMLMrtly the lever owr Mr. JMkWE'O 
MUM is his vMIMg booth in mite w as wbsW looted sH te/ aM Johnson soE te voted s 
f» only rtm the iwtmrtnr wa sAllsd over to nnlote it. Allan voted at ArM in the 
morning and faurt Ms tetr looted. Ls ealJM the lastnwter Mo stepped w and 
WteSUsT the lever go Mr* Alim ccmld vote for A frtmd of his voted at A lOO
11W UM '-^ W - ..

A. J. MWM of Senter, ^sxss, ssM that two votes WMted with sm *X* vers evmted for
I i - > ’ ’ W M* WWW %

fete MWMW art vol® Mite sake sworn affidavit that they w^weted tbs Cmvrty Chairman 
of ^aSateM Courty to te allowed to represent tendon Johnson at ten oaimao. they wre 
told, by Mr. MMT MW»Ws that ths »s«tirW te wnes tee vote was a 'teoret nesting”* 
WE being aMM again Mr. BsWUM again stated tee nesting was srnret. Wle the 
meeting was In progress, aU tem do w were el Med and tee blinds were drawn so that no 
EG SEZck WM into tbs DMOting WWM

In tamn CoMty, aosEing te Mg* '-soar Doncy, art an artisle in tte 15m Ant -Mio 
DWWSWO, MW tellote were disoEVd tern J»rtgos rated they WWW Wrtilated. Bamy says 
teat if these votes were OoUMM, JohnsE voML Min Omt abort in proportion te his 
ASjority in teat Cavity* Bml S. GrsenwoM < Korlingen stated **If tee voter's Intention 
is ©tear, I believe tee law holds, the ballot ahonM be oomted, regardless of what other 
MMMWU appear E it.

KM. fens® KMrtW of Cooper in Delta Comity OWN teat tee voting O1EG for Frmrtnst V w 
in front of tes ifeyar*« office* JWrt prior- te tee elrntiE a plater© window card of Mr. 
StevESE's was placed in the window within a few feet of tee eleotiE wortMW and within 
ana's length of tes Mospective voters, ^hs s«M r-eMained there all day.

Mr. L. N. MaasomM E Angleten calls attemtiE to Article JELL of tes Revised Civil 
Statutes of 19V, as follows r "No HUM, olsM, etc. sMrtl «Ms any steteWMt or Ave 
any InfLMMUtiE in smy WAMsr, of tee MMber of votes cast fr or against any candidate 
or OMWWM te any person his cpMoi rvMMDW tee- state «E te® polls mrtil after tee 
closing teeNsof. .Any Eioer, ete. Mo shall violate these provteims shall be dB«M 
guilty of a Mederamnor art ME cEViotiE thereof shall be fined not less than AW nor 
MMW tern -1,000, <jr sbsU be confined in te® comty Jail for w perlrt not te exceed «m 
year»"or be ^MlNhOd. by brth snch fin® wrt ” Qlawc<x5k says, ^hVV is
no dEbt in M MM teat had it not. been for this Es violatiE of tee law, Johnson vonld 
have led by a Majority of wrt®w frea 10,000 vot« te WMW votes.®

Mr. Bn-4 of t<^hmvW> "Stew 1. * p.wimiV of an eieotion c<nt«*t m
a e W ooBtelawr’i woe in B->4 C«V. ’ter. te talk ttet tte otec^icn ww tedl^ 
managnd tter., anu«l prjceteral atatnt*. being n->tet*L. Megnst /on te., an e/c « it. 
Xf tet*»«t«4, contact JukLf Xing, a /nug wjergstlo attswnaar in GteMbwj."



Kenneth >is«n «nL ftbbsrt X. wilsm acting in Mr. behalf in K&rr Cgrmty wrote
to the Ccjwaty vOWoorstic Ctaixwm ns^nesting that the Committee c<wlj with the prwisions 
of Article MA of the Revised Civil Statutes. Mr* MNNWy, the Chairssn, wrote a wV 
that the 0<M»itteO hack found it iaWMsible to ewV with the reqneat became of lack «f 
time. Xf Karr Ccmftty wn» throw ant, it raM mem a gain of WZ votes for Johmscm.

V. s. Kata of Noustott ayra there MM a FD-vote discrGMQs^ in Waller County vhich resulted 
in 0tavmnsW*s favor. Ls Lmew no fact#, but suggested it be checked.

n» MondUv night after the election a revision w node in Raatlsnck Ccxmty giving M-evenson 
a Min of WA votes. .Although ET people indicate it was an honest error, ths fact 
remina that w wre advised of the change, several homm before It was made.

Mr. and Mrs. John 8. Foote of L naten Mid their poll taxes in Wbsrt M County where they 
had redded in January. they an allowed to vote absentee in the first primary. Low- 
ever, in the second, they vent to parton to vote sad vers told that they 0 »,ld not do so. 
They vented to vets for Johnson.

Ln Karns C mty 47 absentee ballots , nearly all f or Jshnson, wb not o ^mted bMMa they 
were delivered by sistahs to ths wrong precinct.I
F. W. Bnflfce of D-oss Creek wired Mrs. .VtzWWM as follows r 'AE oheoksd local shsirmWr 
and r^rssr«tatitves of Mr. j.hnson. If I can get the green light from Fast Karris C mty 
Johnson Chairman, will ccmtest two bmms which I am wry an ch inclined to believe will 
give ns a nice margin. *

Ln Gregg C nnty Johnson lead by approximately 4^0 votes in the first primary and lost by 
L,ID votes in the '■'nd primary. LEW fallacious m the face of it. Mm dropped from 
49 to Z1K. MevMWE JmGed from 41 to 6A§ — MES than ths total of KtevensE «.L?-My 
in first IrIMWky.

Zn nnslMwd letter from ' ylnr says, the polls at Waom, toxas, ».-« 7, were closed 
Saturday OEhWWSM between 5«00 and 9»I by the election Judges <M the exWMG that they 
had rm cat of ballots. UtzDWW were tiw^w people at the polls wanting to vote who 
Vrgkd the sLsstLcn Judges to get m ballots, but they made no effort and the polls 
rwfldnrd closed "end that bcm9a final return made soc«EMly. WMMM has a voting 
strength of around Z4S and aUy SCK votes wrs cast in ymr WWW

Mr. J. L. c^WninAnm of the Junction Baticml Jtank, Liable County, says, "Three hX^i class 
prominent parties told ne today that when they voted and started to walk assy, one of 
those conducting the election (thinking X was not noticing) deliberately unfolded the 
ballot, read it, mad then DOWMtsd it. X feel sure they will make affidavit to this and 
there may be many others who had a like experience. If this County could be thrown Wch for 
such irregularity, fine”.

Mr. V. A. ClMitt of Kingsville, Ll-cherg Comity, says, "It locks like there is something 
rotten at the Kleberg County C^rthonse." Ks also says- '^hsMs is plEty of evidence 
therm to Justify a semtesfc in one boa, and it is sufficient enouM te gaaxmatee ywr 
elect!or if there isn't anything pulled somewhere else."

Xa Roberts County Mt of the votes wre for StevsSWM, and the femafty Demooratic CMirrmn 
is ths father of Mint Shell's Ism assistant..

Ln 'Are boa behind ths lactost gates of the LirW NMsh Stevenson received every single vote.

In Tarrant County, illegal returns were counted from two boxes. Bad these boxes been 
thrown out, the net gain for Johnson would haw been 49 votes. In one box, the MXCLAL 
returns were not returned to the o<wthouse until mow than W howm after the polls closed, 
in the other box, the official 'return# were never returned to the osmvassirU commit tee. 
ths OCWWckttsO took the results off ths tally sheets. .

In tyler c nAty, mow votes were cast in the second primary than in the first — 18M to 
1A9L. : Levans on shaved U net gain in this ©aunty of 199.

Ln Gillespie Cvnrty, more votes were cast in the sec wi than in the first primary *• MAI to 
WA. HtzsvWWWM showed a net Mln M 996 in this s^Mty.

Ln Austin Coimty, ME votes vers cast in the second primary than In the first — 3793 to 
9ZA. J hnson Mined 967 votes- StevWMon Mined l,lzz votes.

In Guadalupe CEty, more votes were cast in the secMd primary than in the first — 1SZ9 
to 1Z4L, a difference of 4AZ. J hnson Mined 110 vdes, Stswnson Mined 904, a net Win 
fE Dhswns'M of 394.



L9. In i ©omtle®, la shWTA cmtraot to the other E voMties, the first prlmry
leaaership w iwemM. >&*****& in term of pem#mta^®i

Candidate ULTWt Mn^r SVOvM Vrlosr^ DjkMM'

GkUM CcmVs
WWWM *!# Miww 3J^
AtOGWWM ss§ fins LW

MchOWNVE 6 Et^r
OWMWU 9M Mmm 19#

k . ■.,< u. ** W flm ri#

upahur OWU^r
J hnson M W IMO G
Stewnaan SO flM WW

K^rehMill DWMW
OOWWM W W MW W
KtEGnmm Z3» 672 Ma S#
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MEMORANDUM CONCERNING CERTAIN ILLEGAL VOTES COUNTED IN BROWN 
COUNTY, TEXAS, WHICH IS NOW INVOLVED IN A CONTEST IN THE COUNTY 
JUDGE’S RACE, BY REASON OF WHICH LYNDON JOHNSON MIGHT BE ABLE 
TO PICK UP SOME VOTES I

In the August run-off primary thecandidates for the United 
States Senate received the following votes at the various voting
boxesi

JOHNSON STEVENSON

Ward 1 350 528

Woodland Heights 37 IZh

Bangs 165 272

Brooksmith 31 55

Chapel Hill 38 S3

Winchell 13 20

Total 634 1102

In the event such boxes are thrown out It will mean a net 
gain in votes for Johnson of tz68.

The presiding judges at Woodland Heights, Brooksmith, Chapel 
Hill and Winchell did not sign their names on the ballots used by 
the voters, neither did such presiding judges Initial same. Not­
withstanding this fact, said votes were counted.

At the Bangs, Texas, voting box Mr. Switzer, the presiding j^ 
judge did not write his name on such ballots, either did he initial 
same. He used a rubber stamp which he bought from the bank, the bsmk.

In Ward 1, Mrs. Smith, who was the presiding judge, came to 
her post of dtzty but, due to illness, did not stay and no election 
was held by the folk there assembled to select a successor to her. 
A boy by the name of Brewer, who kx is now upon attendance at 
the University of Texas, held the election as presiding judge. 
He had not been hired as one of the election judges. Mrs. Smith 
did not sign the ballots before she left, but Brewer signed Mrs. 
Smith’s name to each of same. He did not sign his name as pre­
siding judge or as a def^acto presiding judge.



There is pending in the District Court of Brown County, 
Texas, an election contest styled &t ”AS E. Wilson vs- M, 1* 
Loudermilk, No. 11, 1)0" wherein A. E. Wilson, the present 
county judge, is contesting the election of Mr. Loudermilk, 
who received twelve more votes than he received, and he is 
asking that the voting box of Brooksmith be disregarded due 
to the fact that the presiding judge failed to sign the ballots. 
He has also stated that certain irregularities crept into the 
holding of the election at Ward 1, but he has not specifically 
alleged that the presiding judges* names were not written 
across the ballots.

Loudermilk has answered and by way of cross-action, and 
in an independent > suit, is asking that the voting boxes of 
Bangs, Woodland Heights and Winchell be disregarded because 
the presiding judges failed to write their names across the 
ballots. He also assails Chapel Hill for the same reason.

This hearing is set for next Wednesday morning, September 
15th.

In addition to the above and foregoing, four absentee 
ballots were counted in connection with the Chapel Hill returns. 
They are in addition to the votes hereinabove set forth. One 
of the votes was for you and three for Stevenson. They were 
not in the hands of the election judges at Chapel Hill on Satur­
day and were not received until about Tuesday, having miscarried 
in the mail. These votes are illegal and should not be counted. 
They are Includjbifc^in the official certification.

Revised Civil Statute, ZOO8 provides that each voter shall 
be delivered a ballot, on the blank side of which the presiding 
judge shall have previously written his signature.

Revised Civil Statute 3018 provides that the counting judges 
and clerks shall familiarise themselves with the signature of the 
judge who writes his name on each ballot, and further provides 
that no ballot shall be counted that does not bear the judge * s 
signature 0

-2-



The courts of our state have held the requirements of such 
statutes to be mandatory rather than directory§ largely upon the 
language in the statute to the effect that no vote san be counted 
that does not have the presiding judge’s signature written across 
the blank side thereof, and in numerous cases have thrown out votes 
that did not have the presiding judge’s signature written across 
the blank side thereof.

So., unquestionably, in so far as the voting boxes of Wood­
land Heights, Brooksmith, Chappel Kill and Winchell are concerned 
they will be thrown out without any question.

I have not been able to find any court decision with respect 
to whether a rubber stamp will suffice for the judge’s signature. 
The courts have held that where a judge Initials the ballots it 
will be sufficient. That is bottomed upon the premises that each 
making an initial would have some peculiar way of making same and 
for that reason the counting A clerks would be able to identify same* 
I do not believe that a rubber stamp would be sufficient-

There is a statement in Vol. 20, Corpus Juris, to the 
effect that a ballot would be rejected when the officer’s name is 
stamped on the ballot with a rubber stamp. 20 Cor 6 Jur., Sec.180, 
page 152. The footnote to this cites two cases: Berryman vs.Meggin- 
son, 82 K.L» 256, and Choisser vs. York, 71 K.L. O0-

I believe, therefore, that the Bangs box can be thrown out.

In so far as Ward 1 is concerned, I believe if Nr. Brewer has 
signed his own name across the ballots as defacto presiding judge N 
that same would have been all right.

The case of Walker vs. Mobley, 105 §.W° 61- while modified due 
to the fact that the local option elections are not governed by the 
provisions of the statutes, held that, although the signature of 
the presiding judge was written by someone else in his presence 
and under his direction, nevertheless the ballot was Illegal and 
void and could not be counted.

I, therefore, feel that Ward 1 can be thrown out.

The writer of this -memorandum represents Loudermilk in the pro­
ceeding in Brown County and thus far no attack has been made upon 
Ward 1. M is not known whether the opposition knows the facts con­
cerning this, but I want nothing said about Ward 1 until after the 
contest is had in Brownwood on September 15th. In other words, I 
procured this information in line of duty to my client and would 
not want to divulge it so that it could be used in any sense 
against him.

MW



MEMORANDUM CONCERNING CERTAIN ILLEGAL VOTES COUNTED IN BROWN 
COUNTY, TEXAS, WHICH IS NOW INVOLVED IN A CONTEST IN THE COUNTY 
JUDGE’S RACE, BY REASON OF WHICH LYNDON JOHNSON MIGHT BE ABLE 
TO PICK UP SOME VOTES:

In the August run-off primary thecandidates for the United 
States Senate received the following votes at the various voting 
boxes:

MWWW STEVSNSOH

Ward 1 350 5*8

Woodland Heights Z7 134

Bangs 165 272

Brooksmlth 31 55

Chapel Hill 38 93

Winchell 13 20

Total 6Z4 1102

In the event such boxes are thrown out it will mean a net 
gain in votes for Johnson of 468.

The presiding Judges at Woodland Heights, Brooksmith, Chapel 
BU and Winchell did not sign their names on the ballots used by 
the voters, neither did such presiding Judges initial same. Not­
withstanding this fact, said votes were counted.

At the Bangs, Texas, voting box Mr. Switzer, the presiding MK 
Judge did not write his name on such ballots, either did he initial 
seme § He used a rubber stamp which he bought from the bank,t^aj®eaks

In Ward 1, Mrs. Smith, who was the presiding Judge, came to 
her post of duty but, due to illness, did not stay and no election 
was held by the folk there assembled to select a successor to her. 
A boy by the name of Brewer, who kx is now upon attendance at 
the University of Texas, held the election as presiding Judge. 
He had not been hired as one of the election Judges. Mrs. Smith 
did not sign the ballots before she left, but Brewer signed Mrs. 
Smith’s name to each of same. He did not sign his name as pre­
siding Judge or as a de^facto presiding Judge.



There is pending in the District Court of Brown County, 
Texas, an election contest styled ML: ”A, L. Wilson vs, F. A, 
Loudermilk, No, 11, 130* wherein A, E. Wilson, the present 
county Judge, is contesting the election of Mr, Loudermilk, 
who received twelve more votes than he received, and he is 
asking that the voting box of Brooksmith be disregarded due 
to the fact that the presiding Judge failed to sign the ballots. 
He has also stated that certain irregularities crept into the 
holding of the election at Ward 1, but he has not specifically 
alleged that the presiding Judges’ names were not written 
across the ballots.

Loudermilk has answered and by way of cross-action, and 
in an Independent ch> suit, is asking that the voting boxes of 
Bangs, Woodland Heights and Winchell be disregarded because 
the presiding Judges failed to write their names across the 
ballots. He also assails Chapel Hill for the same reason.

This hearing is set for next Wednesday morning, September 
15th.

In addition to the above and foregoing, four absentee 
ballots were counted in connection with the Chapel Hill returns. 
They WW in addition to the votes hereinabove set forth. One 
of the votes was for you and three for Stevenson. They were 
not in the hands of the election Judges at Chapel Hill on Satur­
day and were not received until about Tuesday, having miscarried 
in the mail. These votes are Illegal and should not be counted. 
They are includ/z^in the official certification.

Revised Civil Statute, 3008 provides that each voter shall 
be delivered a ballot, on the blank side of which the presiding 
Judge shall have previously written his signature.

Revised Civil Statute 3018 provides that the counting Judges 
and clerks shall familiarise themselves with the signature of the 
Judge who writes his name on each ballot, and further provides 
that no ballot shall be counted that does not bear the Judge’s 
signature.
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The courts of our state have held the requirements of such 
statutes to be mandatory rather than directory, largely upon the 
language in the statute to the effect that no vote can be counted 
that does not have the presiding judge’s signature written across 
the blank side thereof# and in numerous cases have thrown out votes 
that did not have the presiding judge’s signature written across 
the blank side thereof*

80# unquestionably# in so far as the voting boxes of Rood- . 
land Heights# Brooksmith# Chappel Mil and Winchell are concerned 
they will hLRL be thrown out without any question*

I have not been able tzG find any court decision with respect 
to whether a rubber stamp will suffice for the judge’s signature* 
The courts have held that where a Judge initials the ballots it 
will be sufficient. That is bottomed upon the premises that each 
making an initial would have some peculiar way of making same and 
for that reason the counting » clerks would be able to identify same 
I do not believe that a rubber stamp would be sufficient*

There is a statement in Vol* SO# Corpus Juris# to the 
effect that a ballot would be rejected when the officer’s name is 
©tamped on the ballot with a rubber stamp* 20 Cor, Jur»# Sec.180# 
page 152. The footnote to this cites two cases; Berryman vs.Meggin- 
son, 82 K.L. 256# and Choisser vs. York# 71 H.R. 940*

I believe, therefore., that the Bangs box can be thrown out*

In so far as Ward 1 is concerned# I believe if Mr* Brewer has 
signed his own name across the ballots as defacto presiding judge A 
that same would have been all right»

The case of Walker vs. Mobley, 105 S*W, 61# while modified due 
to the fact that the local option elections are not governed by the 
provisions of the statutes# held that, although the signature Hf 
the presiding Judge was written by someone else in his presence 
and under his direction# nevertheless the ballot was illegal and 
void and could not be counted.

I# therefore, feel that Ward 1 can be thrown out*

The writer of this #memorandum represents Loudermilk in the pro- 
ceedikng in Brown County and thus far no attack has been made upon . \ 
Ward 1* It is not known whether the opposition knows the facts con­
cerning this# but I want nothing said about Ward 1 until after the 
contest is had in Brownwood on September 15th* In other words, X 
procured this information in line of duty to my client and would 
not want to divulge it so that it could be used in any sense 
against hi®.



MEMORANDUM CONCERNIMG CERTAIN ILLEGAL VOTES COUNTED IN BROWN 
COUNTY# TEXAS# WHICH IS NOW INVOLVED IN A CONTEST IN THE COUNTY 
JUDGE ®S RACE# BY REASON OF WHICH LYNDON JOHNSON MIGHT BE ABLE 
TO Pics: UP SOME VOTES:

In the August run-off 
States Senate received the 
boxes:

primary thecandldates for the United 
following votes at the various voting

LASM WWWU
Ward 1 350 528

Woodland Heights 3T 13*

WWDO 165 272

Brookamith 31 55

Chapel Hill 38 S3

Winchell 13 20

Total <ztz 1102

gain
In the event such boxes
In votes for Johnson of

are thrown out It will mean a net 
MB.

The presiding judges at Woodland Heights, Brooksmith, Chapel 
Hill and Winchell did not sign their WWWO on the ballots used by 
the voters# neither did such presiding Judges initial same. Not­
withstanding this fact# said votes were counted.

At the Bangs# Texas# voting box Mr. Switzer, the presiding JM 
Judge did not write his name on such ballots# either did he initial 
same. He used a rubber stamp which he bought from the bank.ttetamte

In Ward 1# Mrs. Smith# who was the presiding Judge# came to 
her post of dtzty but# due to Illness# did not stay and no election 
was held by the folk there assembled to select a successor to her. 
A boy by the name of Brewer# who kx is now upon attendance at 
the University of Texas# held the election as presiding judge. 
He had not been hired a® one of the election Judges. Mrs. Smith 
did not sign the ballots before she left# but Brewer signed Mrs. 
Smith's WWW to each of WWW. He did not sign his name as pre­
siding judge or as a defjfcaeto presiding judge.



There is pending in the District Court of Brown County, 
Texas, an election contest styled ,:'A. £• Wilson vs, F. A, 
Loudermilk, No* 11, 130" wherein A. *« Wilson, the present 
county judge, is contesting the election of Mr. Loudermilk, 
who received twelve more votes than he received, and he is 
asking that the voting box of Brooksmith be disregarded due 
to the fact that the presiding Judge failed to sign the ballots. 
He hag also stated that certain irregularities crept into the 
holding of the election at Ward 1, but he has not specifically 
alleged that the presiding judges’ names were not written 
across the ballots.

Loudexvnilk has answered and by way of cross-action, and 
in an Independent suit, is asking that the voting boxes of 
Bangs, Woodland Heights and Winchell be disregarded because 
the presiding Judges failed to write their names across the 
ballots. He also assails Chapel Hill for the same reason.

This hearing is set for next Wednesday morning, September 
15th.

In addition to the above and foregoing, four absentee 
ballots were sd in connection with the Chapel Hill returns» 
They are in addition to the votes hereinabove set forth. One 
of the votes was for you and three for Stevenson. They were 
not In the lands of the election judges at Chapel Hill on Satur­
day and were not received until about Tuesday, having miscarried 
in the MH* These votes are illegal and should not be counted. 
They are IncludM^in the official certification.

Revised Civil Statute, 3008 provides that each voter shall 
be delivered a ballot, on the blank side of which the presiding 
Judge shall have previously written his signature.

Revised Civil Statute 3018 provides that the counting Judges 
and clerks shall familiarise themselves with the signature of the 
judge who writes his name on each ballot, and further provides 
that no ballot shall be counted that does not bear the judge’s 
signature.



The courts of our state have held the requirements of such 
statutes to be mandatory rather than directory, largely upon the 
language in the statute to the effect that no vote can be counted 
that does not have the presiding Judge8 s signature written across 
the blank side thereof, and in numerous cases have thrown out votes 
that did not have the presiding judge’s signature written across 
the blank side thereof.

ZO, unquestionably, in so far as the voting boxes of Wood­
land Heights, Brooksmith, Chappel Hill and Winchell are concerned 
they will kMXK be thrown out without any question.

I have not been able tzG find any court decision with respect 
to whether a rubber stamp will suffice for the judge’s signature. 
The courts have held that where a Judge initials the ballots it 
will be sufficient. That is bottomed upon the premises that each 
making an initial would have some peculiar way of making same and 
for that reason the counting » clerks would be able to identify same. 
X do not believe that a rubber stamp would be sufficient.

There is a statement in Vol. 20, Corpus Juris, to the 
effect that a ballot woujd be rejected when the officer’s name is 
stamped on the ballot with a rubber stamp. 20 Cor. Jur., Sec.180, 
page 152» The footnote to this cites two cases: Berryman vs.Meggin- 
son, 82 N.E. 256, and Choisser vs. York, 71 N«E. 9^0.

I believe, therefore, that the Bangs box can be thrown out.

In so far as Ward 1 is concerned, I believe if Nr. Brewer has 
signed his own name across the ballots as defects presiding judge A 
that same would have been all right.

The case of Walker vs. Mobley, 105 S.W. 61, while modified due 
to the fact that the local option elections are not governed by the 
provisions of the statutes, held that, although the signature of 
the presiding Judge was written by someone else in his presence 
and uzzdsr his direction, nevertheless the ballot was illegal and 
void and could not be counted.

X* therefore, feel that Ward 1 can be thrown out.

The writer of this.memorandum represents Loudermilk in the pro- 
ceedlkng in Brown County and thus far no attack has been made upon 
Ward 1. It Is not known Whether the opposition knows the facts con­
cerning this, but I want nothing said about Ward 1 until after- the 
contest is had in Brownwood on September 15th. In other words, I 
procured this information in line of duty to my client and would 
not want to divulge it so that it could be used in any sense 
against him.

m



MMMLUWN W'/LLMTM CKR9AXN T1LWM WML COM RD M 
3W COWX. TEXAS. MSI IS MOW INVOLVED TN L CVUME 
TN ML CO®n JUDES haOE, BX RMSM OF WHICH LMV« 
JOHH30H MOM W ABM W PICK M SCKE VOTES:

In the MM st run*off primry the cmdidstss for the 
United States Senate received Mo following votes at the 
various voting boxes:

Wsodlend Nsights

LMLU
350

w

r ' i

MB

134

IKS 272

MWMZMM 31 W

Chapsl RE M M
IS *

Total 634 1102
In the event ma oh boxes are thrown out it will wan a 

net gain in votes for Johnson of 4M.

The presiding Judge* at Woodland Heights, BrocAEsnlth, 
Chapel Hill Ed Winchell did not sign their name on th® 
ballot® usM by Ms voters, neither did such presiding judges 
initial M« Hotwithstaming this fact, said votes were

At the Bangs, Texas, voting box Nr. Hwltser, Me presiding 
judge, did not write his name on such ballots, neither did he 
initial SEN. He used a rubber stasp which he brought from the 
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Tn NeM 1» Nrs. LsiM, who vae Ms presiding Judge, earn 
to her post of duty but, due to illness, did not stay and no 
election was held by the folk there assembled to select a sue* 
ssssor for her. A boy by the name of Brewer, who is now upon 
attendance at the University of Texas, held the ©lection as 
presiding Judge. Ho had been hired as one of the election 
Judges, Mrs. Brith did not sign the ballots before sha left, 
but Brewer signed Mrs. Smith* s name to each of saaa. lie did 
not sign his name as presiding judge or as a de facto presiding 
Judge.

There is pending in the District Court of Brown County, 
Toxas, an election contest styled *A. E. Wilson vs. F. L. 
Loudermilk, Ko. 11,130" wherein L. L. Wilson, the present 
county Judge, is contesting the election of Nr. Loudermilk, 
who resolved twelve sons votes then hs received, and he is 
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asking that the voting box of Brookoith be MsVMLMM due 
to the foot that the presiding Jud;:® failed to sign the bal­
lots. He has also stated that certain irregularities crept 
into the holding of the election at Ward 1, but he has not 
specifically alleged that the presiding Judges1 NESS ver© 
not written across ths ballots.

Loudermilk has answered and by way of cross-action, 
and in an independent suit, is asking that th® voting boxes 
of Bangs, Woodland Heights and Windhell be disregarded be- 
cauce the presiding Judges failed to write their names ac.roas 
the ballot®. He also assails Chapel Hill for the same reason.

This hearing is set for next Wednesday morning, September 
UMtu

In addition to the above and foregoing, four absentee' 
ballots were counted in connection with th® Chapel Rill re­
turns. They are in addition to the votes hereinabove set 
forth. Cm of the votes was for you and three for Stevenson. 
They were not in the hands of the election Judges at Chapel 
Hill on Saturday and were not received until about Tuesday, 
having Msoarried in the mail. Dross votes are illegal and 
Mould not bs counted. They are iMluded in Rm official 
certification.

Revised Civil Statute 3008 provides that such voter 
shall be delivered a ballot, on the blank side of which the 
presiding Judge shall have previously written his signature.

Revised Civil Statute MM provides that the counting 
Judges and clerks shall familiarise thsssslvss with the 
signature of the Judge who writes Ms name on each ballot, 
and further provides that no ballot shall be counted that 
does not bear the Judge* s signature.

The courts of our state have held the requirements of 
such statutes to be mandatory rather Num directory, largely 
upon the language in the statute to the effect that no vote 
can bs counted that doss not have the presiding Judge*® sig­
nature written -cross the blank side thereof, and in numerous 
cases have thrown out votes that did not have the presiding 
Judge1 a signature written across the blank side thereof.

So, unquestionably, in so far as the voting boxes of 
Woodland Heights, Brook ami th, Chappel Hill and Winchell are 
concerned they will be thrown out without .any question.

I have not been able to find any court decision with res­
pect to whether a rubber stamp will suffice for th® Judge*s 
signature. Me courts have held that where a Judge initials 
the ballots it will be sufficient. That is bottomed upon the 
premise that each making an Initial would have some peculiar 



way of sMing same and for that reason the oountfatt sleMH 
would be able to identify ew. X do not bellow that a 
rubber stsrsp would be sufficient.

Drsrs is a statement in Vol. M, Corpus Juris., tv the 
effect that a ballot would be rejected when the officer1 s 
name is stamped on the ballot with a rubber stamp. 20 Cor. 
Jur., Oso. IM. page IM. the footnote to this cites two 
caaoet NswyNE VN. Megginsan, 82 K. L. 286, Ed ShoissE 
VS. LcM, 71 K. «. S40.

X believe, therefore, th.--t the Bangs box can be thrown 
out.

Xn so far as 'Mard 1 is concerned, X believe if 'r. brewer 
has signed his own name across the ballots as de facto presiding 
Judge that ease would have been all right.

The case of Walker vs. Mobley, log s. W., 61, while modi* 
fled due to the fact that the local option elections are not 
governed by the provisions of the statutes, held that, although 
the signature of the presiding Judge was written by someone 
else in his presence and under his direction, nevertheless 
the ballot was illegal M void and could not be counted.

X, therefore, feel that Ward 1 can be thrown out.

The writer of this nenorandua represents Loudermilk 
in the proceeding in Brown County and thus far no attack 
has been mafic unon Ward 1. Xt Is not known whether the op­
position knows the facts concerning this, but X want nothing 
said about Ward 1 until after the contest is had in Brownwood 
on September 15th. Xn other words, X procured this informa­
tion in lino of duty to my client and would not want to 
divulge it so that Xt could be used in any sense against 
him.
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E. G. LLOYD, JR.
FRANK B. LLOYD
HOMER E. DEAN, JR.

LLOYD & LLOYD
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

ALICE,TEXAS

PARKER ELLZEY

December 8, 1948

Mr. Everett Looney 
Looney, Clark & Moorhead 
Brown Building 
Austin, Texas

Dear Everett:

In reply to your letter of December 6th about the meeting 
of the Democratic Executive Committee of Jim Wells County, 
on September 3rd, Mr. E. M. Brownlee very definitely voted for 
Coke Stevenson. I have no way of knowing how the others 
voted except that I feel reasonably sure that C. T. Hewitt 
and B. G. Bokohl also voted for him.

It is possible that some of the others may have voted for him, 
but I never canvassed them to determine that fact.

ours

With my kindest good wishes, I am

EGLrgp



LYNDON JOHNSON SPEECH
7:30 P.M., September 6, 1948 
KTBG, Austin, Texas

Good evening, Ladies, and Gentlemen -

This is Lyndon Johnson. On this day when we do honor to the working man— 
the most universally observed holiday—I want to report to you as the man ft r 
whom a majority of the people voted in the primary election held on Saturday, 
August 28, for the office of United States Senator.

My everlasting gratitude goes to the thousands of Texans who fought my fight; 
and to the half million Texans who voted for me. I shall spend the next six years 
justifying your faith and confidence. That is the best way I know to say, "Thank 
you."

To every citizen of Texas let me say that my one ambition and my only objective 
is to, be the senator of every citizen of Texas. My voice shall be raised in behalf 
of those principles and policies which most nearly reflect the best judgment of a 
majority of our citizens. There is no room in my heart for revenge or vindictiveness<

Tonight I want to tell you about the last hectic week. The brightest spot 
was when some wit at my headquarters dubbed me "Landslide Lyndon." Seven years ago, 
I went through a similar experience. On election night in 1941, I was leading in 
the unofficial returns by 5,088 votes. All the newspapers conceded my election. 
But on Thursday the unofficial vote showed I was 1,095 votes behind; and in 1941, 
as today, the unofficial vote differed from the final official certified returns. 
Those certified returns showed I had lost by 1,311 votes.

I accepted that close decision. When I played sandlot baseball as a boy, they 
taught me that good sportsmen accepted the umpire’s decision on close ones. I 
said there would be another time at bat. But the next time at bat, I was in the 
South Pacific, wearing my nation’s uniform. I didn’t get to bat again until 1948.

On Election night — I was behind in the unofficial counting. This was a re­
sult of my opponent’s majority in three big cities of about 30,000 votes. When 
the returns from those cities were all in, the trend set in, in my favor. We knew 
that the official, canvassed, figures were the only figures that we could rely 
on; and ten young veteran friends volunteered to get those figures. They worked 
at it for seven days and seven nights. The law says that the county chairman shall 
certify those results. We contacted those chairmen. Some of those chairmen were 
for Johnson; some were for my opponent. All we asked was that both sides be repre­
sented at the county canvass; that all the votes be counted; and that the vote be 
reported to us by telegram or telephone.

On the basis of these reports, we were positive by Tuesday that the official, 
certified results would show a majority for Johnson. Even in the unofficial count­
ing the trend in my favor continued steadily after the big city vote was in—ex­
cepting for revisions and corrections in favor of my opponent. They were substan­
tial corrections—400 in a northeast county; 225 in a west central count; 113 added 
in a Gulf Coast county and 100 in another IGulf Coast county; 400 transferred to 
his column in a deep east Texas county. The Dallas county returns were corrected 
*ftor their first certification to take 2,000 votes from my total. I have not and 
do not charge any wrongdoing to anyone but even honest mistakes do temporarily 
affect the trend.

Last Saturday night at 8 o’clock we h^j the official vote from every 
county in Texas excepting Galveston County. At that hour, I said that the 
official certified returns would show a comfortable majority for me. These of­
ficial returnswill be canvassed next Monday by the state democratic executive 
committee in Fort Worth. The duty of that committee is to tabulate the returns and 
certify the result to the Chairman of the Convention.

Now everything was serene until Lyndon Johnson took an unofficial lead of 17 
votes. Then the charges began to fly. Most of the talk was about the bloc votes 
m one county in Texas.

They were strangely silent about the bloc vote which gave my opponent a 30,000 
vote lead coming out of three big cities.

You didn’t hear of the Kenedy County bloc vote where only 8 votes were in the 
Johnson column.

You weren't told of the bloc vote in a box behind locked gates on the King 
Ranch where not one single vote went to Johnson nor of the box that came in 
Tuesday in another county where Johnson’s vote was zero.
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They didn’t complain ’’bloc voting” in the Germania Hall box where the ballot­
ing was 20 to 1 against me.

Nobody asked for an investigation of the Panhandle county where I got 12 
votes. Nor of the box in the sulphur-producing county where the vote for Stevenson 
295, Johnson 35. Nor the precinct along millionaire’s row, the River Oaks box in 
Houston, where Stevenson got 8 out of every 10 votes.

But strangest of all is the fact that all the hue and cry has taken so many, 
many years to develop. During all of these years, the newspapers have complacently 
reported the vote from that county year after year and my opponent has accepted 
the vote of that county. My opponent was in a position, as speaker of the House, 
lieutenant governor, and governor, to investigate that county. He did not. He 
did accept the county’s vote. He has issued a statement inferring that the county’s 
vote was for sale. If he had evidence to that effect in those years when he re­
ceived the vote, it was his duty to present the evidence to a grand jury. If he 
has the evidence today, it is still his duty. I know that I did not buy anybody’s 
votes. Mr. Stevenson carried this county in his first statewide race, for lieuten­
ant governor in 1938, getting all but 198 votes. In 1940, for re-election, he 
received all but 141 votes. In 1942, as a candidate for governor, he lost only 
77 votes. In 1944, for re-election, he got all but 17 votes.

Nor will I believe that the distinguished Texans who have served in high ju­
dicial and executive posts of our government bought those tsotes. In 1924, Dan 
Moody lost only four; in 1932, Ross Shaw Sterling lost 108; in 1940, W. Lee O'Daniel 
got all except 180, and in 1946 Beauford Jester lost 60 votes only in the county. 
The greatly beloved Morris Sheppard got all except 32 votes in the county in 1930., 
and lost but 49 in 1936. Our distinguished Tom Connally two years ago lost only 
13 votes in the county. On the state’s highest courts, the late Chief Justice 
0. M. Cureton carried all except 6 votes in the county, and Presiding Judge F. L. 
Hawkins of the court of criminal appeals lost only 13 votes. Our present attorney 
general, Brice Daniel, in 1946 lost but 97 of the county's votes. Pat Neff in 
1930 got all but A7 votes; and Railroad Commissioner Ernest 0. Thompson lost only 
50 votes in the county in 1932. This is the first time anyone has cried votes for 
sale.

The plain facts are that all of the hue and cry started only when they fell 
behind in the voting. That makes all too apparent their true concern and purpose 
which is to thwart the will of the people. That attempt may be made at the State 
Convention if we relax our vigilance. The true story may be told in a telegram 
sent out last week signed by a member of the Democratic State Executive Committee. 
This telegram asks certain people to be present at the State Convention; and it 
ends with these words: Use all of your influence for Coke Stevenson.

Now I am not asking anybody to use their influence for me, but I am asking 
that my friends attend that convention. I want you to go there, not to influence 
anybody or anything, but to see that there is fair play, "lien they start talking 
about using influence, it is time for honest citizens to be on guard. It is im­
perative that all of my friends be present, and I make this appeal publicly and 
.penly because all I ask you to do is to see that the letter of the law is fol­
lowed. I would not ask any use of influence; but I do ask for each of us a fair 
and square deal, according to the law.

I know you will do that because you are honorable men and women. I am fight­
ing to keep the office which the canvassed returns will show that I won with your 
-ct.es.

To the utmost of my energies and abilities, I will use that office to carry 
out my pledges to the people of Texas. I will fight for a strong America. . . an 
America dedicated to the ways of peace and progress. I will be the senator of 
every citizen of Texas, big or little. I shall try to be a good and faithful 
servant so that at the end of my tenure you will say, ’’Well done 1”

And now... .to speak for the women of my family. . . and to say good night 
for both of us ... my beloved wife and best campaign worker. . . Ladybird.

Thank you, Lyndon, and thank you people of Texas, but there is one bloc vote 
that Lyndon forgot to tell you about,and that to me is a most important one—the 
vote in the little box of Karnack in Harrison County where I was born and raided. 
They voted for us 214 to 12. With such a tribute from my own folks in East Texas, 
I am not mad at anyone—not even those 12 people, because I am sure if they knew 
my husband as well as I do they would not have voted against him.
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The day before the primary election, I was in a Lar wreck. In the terrifying 
moment when the car turned over, I had this one thought: ■Why, oh why didn’t I 
vote absentee.” Bui? firs. Max Brooks, who was with me, was not so lucky, and she is 
still in the hospital. Marietta Brooks typifies what is to me the most remarkable 
thing about this campaign—the volunteer workers. She has devoted all her time 
whose last three months on a purely volunteer basis to working with the women of 
Texas to help elect Lyndon. Marietta is one. There are all sorts of people— 
housewives, businessmen, even school girls and boys—who have given us hours and 
days of their time and energy—and a whole heart full of their enthusiasm and de­
termination.

There are hundreds of examples of the spirit that went to make up this cam­
paign. Lyndon and I are humble before such loyalty as that shown by our own be­
loved Mary Rather, Lyndon’s secretary, whose father died tragically a week before 
the campaign closed. *.7e did not expect Mary to rejoin us before the campaign 
ended, badly as we needed her, but within four days she just walked in and said 
she was ready to go back to work; and there was Marjorie Jenkins, the wife of 
another of Lyndon’s assistants, Walter Jenkins. Marjorie took all of three days 
off from campaigning when Walter Jenkins, Jr., was born, and then resumed telephon­
ing from her hospital bed L

There is one other group of people I want to say a word to and that is our 
thousands of friends and helpers over the state whom we may never know by name 
or see face to face. Every day we hear of some person actively working for Lyndon 
simply because he believes in him. I know that for every such case we hear about.-, 
there were hundreds we will never know about. This may be my only chance to say 
thank you quite personally to you. To all of you, our thanks will be expressed 
Ly the kind of Senator Lyndon makes. You have his word and mine that we will do 
our very best for the people of Texas. That is the only way we can repay you. Vie 
want you all to do one more thing for us, and that is to meet us in Fort Worth 
next Monday. Thank you all again, and for Lyndon and myself, goodnight.



Lyndon- Johnson today issued this statement:

’’While a large Metropolitan Newspaper and their candidate 

were leading me by fictitious votes, all was quiet and serene. 

When the official count, the honest count, put Lyndon B. Johnson 

in the lead, that newspaper and their candidate started xkxkbbi 

screaming. I would like for them to explain how they corrected 

me out of 400 votes in Cass County, 225 votes in Eastland County, 

and to top it all, from their own columns, in today’s paper, it 

appears that they have corrected me out of 2000 votes in Dallas 

County, in a two-time certification to the State Chairman before 

the votes were even canvassed. I am trying to stop the same 

thing from happening in Wharton and Chambers Counties. By their 
that newspaper 

slanted headlines and their front page editorials,/fckaxNKWK fckafcxHsaxX 

and their candidate are trying to throw up a smoke screen in an 

effort to blind the good people of this State to what that 

newspaper and their candidate are A trying to do to Johnson.

It’s a peculiar thing that my opponent and his newspaper 

sponsor thus far has made no mention of some counties that did a 

complete about-face, but when he trails by 17 votes, they cry for 

an investigation to be conducted by a committee composed of his 

old cronies in the Senate who are his financial, voting and speaking 

supporters. That’s like a mother being asked to judge a baby show 

in which her twins are entered.

If they want an investigation, since this is a Federal election 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation, a disinterested and efficient 

agency, would be the proper agency to conduct it. I can furnish 

some good leads to such an investigating body.

When the honest count is in and all the votes cast are can­

vassed, I will, as I have maintained fehajag throughout the counting 

of the votes, have a comfortable majority.



E. G. LLOYD, JR.
FRANK B. LLOYD
HOMER E.DEAN,JR.

LLOYD & LLOYD
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

ALICE,TEXAS

PARKER ELLZEY December 6, 1948

Mr. Everett L. Looney 
Looney, Clark & Moorehead 
Brown Building
Austin, Texas

Dear Everett:

This will reply to your letters of November 27th 
official returns for the July 24th primary in the 
race, in Precinct 13, were as follows:

Lyndon B. Johnson 309
Otis C. Myers 2
F. B. Clark 1
Roscoe H. Collier 3
Coke R. Stevenson 87
Cyclone Davis 2
Frank G. Cortez 51
Jesse C. Saunders * 1
George Peddy 44
Terrell Sledge 0
James F. Alford 1

and 29th. The 
Senatorial

The official vote for the August 28th 
Lyndon B. Johnson 
Coke R. Stevenson

run-off
965
60

primary was,

The official vote in the Senatorial race for 
on November 2nd was

Lyndon B. Johnson 1010
H. J. Porter 156
Sam Morris 2

the general election

The members of the Democratic Executive Committee, according to 
the records of B. F. Donald, Jr., Secretary, who canvassed the 
returns of the August primary on September 3, 1948, were Clarence 
C. Martens, Chairman, and the following Precinct Committeemen:

Precinct Committeeman
1 E. M. Brownlee
2 Robert Almond (by proxy)
3 Absent
4 C. T. Hewitt
5 Alejandro T. Gonzalez
6 Absent
7 Alfredo Garcia (by proxy)
8 H. W. Havemann
9 Absent
10 Benito Torres (by proxy)
11 Absent
12 B. G. Rokohl



Precinct Committeeman
13 Miguel Rios
14 Juan V. Gonzalez (by proxy
15 Absent
16 Absent
17 Zaragosa Garcia

Actually, I had a proxy for R. San Miguel, Committeeman from Pre­
cinct 6,and for A. V. Lozano, Committeeman from Precinct 11, but 
for some reason or other, the Secretary did not have the names on 
the list. Furthermore, H. E. Harper, Committeeman for Precinct 
15, had given his proxy to Clarence C. Martens, County Chairman, 
who had it at the time, but for some reason the Secretary failed 
to note it.

As a matter of fact, the only absentees were the Committeemen from 
Precincts 3, 9 and 16, the othersbeing represented either in person 
or by proxy, as indicated above.

The complete list of the Executive Committee, as it existed on 
September 3, 1948, is as follows:

Clarence C. Martens, Chairman
E. M. Brownlee 
Robert Almond 
T. N. Dorris 
C. T. Hewitt 
Alejandro T. Gonzalez 
R. San Miguel 
Alfredo Garcia 
H. W. Havemann 
M. A. Evetts 
Benito Torres
A. V. Lozano
B. G. Rokohl 
Miguel Rios 
Juan V. Gonzalez 
H. E. Harper 
Ernesto Trejo 
Zaragosa Garcia

Committeeman, Precinct 1
n It 2
n It 3
tt tt 4
tt tt 5
it tt 6
ii tt 7
ii It 8
tt tt 9
II tt 10
II tt 11
II tt 12
tt tt 13
tt tl 14
tt tt 15
It It 16
tt tt 17

With all good wishes, I am

Your s

EGL:VR



LLOYD & LLOYD
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

ALICE,TEXASE.G. LLOYD, JR.
FRANK B. LLOYD
HOMER E. DEAN, JR.

PARKER ELLZEY February 26, 1949

AIR MAIL

Senator Lyndon B. Johnson FEB 2 8 A,M,
Senate Office Building
Washington, D. 0.

Dear Lyndon:

I am sorry that I did not give you the detailed information you 
desired about the vote in Precinct 13. However, I have gone to 
the records and the vote in Precinct 13 in the State races, in 
the July primary, for the offices where there was a contest, was—

James P. Hart 332

U. S. Senator Governor
Lyndon B. Johnson 309 Caso March 289
Otis G. Myers 2 Sumpter W. Stockton 3
F. B. Clark 1 Roger Q. Evans 46
Roscoe H. Collier 3 Charles B. Hutchison 6
Coke R. Stevenson 87 Holmes A. May 9
Cyclone Davis 2 Beauford H. Jester 132
Frank G. Cortez 51 W. H. Minton 4
Jesse G. Saunders 1 Denver S. Whiteley 9
George Peddy 44
Terrell Sledge 0 Lieutenant Governor
James F. Alford 1 Allan Shivers 409

Turner Walker 87
Chief Justice, Supreme Gt.

J. E. Hickman 360 Assoc. Justice, Supreme Ct. (Pl
Charles T. Rowland 121 John A. Rawlins 142

Judge, Gt. of Or. Appeals
Harry N. Graves 72 Assoc. Justice, Supreme Ct. (Pl
W. E. Myres 396 W. St. John Garwood 132

Jefferson G. Smith 392
Railroad Com'r (Reg. 1Term)

Ernest 0. Thompson 78 Com’r G.L.O.
Tom Blakey 357 Bascom Giles 353

M. Carl Smith 21
Railroad Com’r (Unexp .Term) William T. Mayfield 48

Wm. J. Murray, Jr. 54 R. J. Robison 34
Carlton Moore, Sr. 50
Clyde Austin 424 State Treasurer

Jesse James 402
Com’r of Agriculture Bruce Lloyd 83

J. E. McDonald 365
James D. Griffin 131 •



Representative, U. S. Congress, 14th Dist.
John E. Lyle 1017
Morris Knight 182

State Representstiv e, 71st List.
0. E. Cannon 826
Gabe Garrett 156
Edgar H. Eggert, Jr. 94

The ballot in the July primary was printed on a long wide sheet 
in two columns. All of the candidates for State offices appeared 
in the lefthand column. The candidates for Congress, 14th Con­
gressional District, appeared, at the top of the second column, 
that is, on the righthand side of the ballot, and following those 
were the candidates for the several District, County and Precinct 
offices.

You will observe there is a considerable difference in the number 
of votes for State offices, as compared to the number of votes for 
Congressional District and local offices. That is always the case 
here and probably elsewhere. This is usually occasioned by the 
fact that the interest in local races is so intense the voters do 
not pay as much attention to the State races as they do to the 
local races. This, however, is only a surmise or guess of mine.

The vote in the August primary, in Precinct 13, in the only two 
races, was--

U. S. Senator
Lyndon B. Johnson 965
Coke R. Stevenson 60

State Representative
0. E. Cannon 977
Gabe Garrett 50

With my kindest good wishes, I am

EGL:VR


