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TEXAS

Court Pleadings and Briefs



IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

FORT WORTH DIVISION

COKE R. STEVENSON, Plaintiff ()

Vs. () CIVIL ACTION NO. 16^0

TOM L. TVSON, ET AL., Defendants ()

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Court finds that the names and residences of all parties hereto, 
both plaintiff, defendants and interveners, are as alleged in the pleaddgigs.

2. The Court finds that the evidence makes a prima facie shewing of 
fraud in the election returns certified to the State Democratic Executive 
Committee from Precinct No. 13 in Jim Wells County, from Zapata County 
and from Duval County in the Democratic Primary Election held August 26, 
191;8, in the race for nominee for United States Senator from Texas.

3. The Court finds from the evidence that such fraud in the counties 
and precincts named is prima facie sufficient to change the result of 
said primary election in the race between complainant, Coke R. Stevenson, 
and respondent, lyndon B. Joins on, for the nomination for Democratic 
nominee for United States Senator from Texas.

11. The Court finds that the giving of effect to the fraudulent returns, 
heretofore mentioned, will result in depriving complainant, Coke R. 
Stevenson, and interveners, H. L. Poole, A. G. Johnson, and F. A. Hark­
rider, of their civil rights, in violation of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States.

5. The Court finds that each material allegation of the amended com­
plaint and the trial amendment is sustained by the evidence.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Court Concludes:

1. That the Court has jurisdiction of the subject matter of the action 
and of the parties, plaintiff, defendants and interveners, and that 
venue of this action is properly laid in this Division and District.

2. That it appears from the evidence as a matter of law, that to give 
effect to the fraudulent returns, described in the foregoing findings, 
would result in depriving the plaintiff, Coke R. Stevenson, and the 
interveners, H. 0. Poole, A. G. Johnson and F. A. Harkrider, or rights 
secured to them by the Constitution and laws of the United States.

3. That the testimony warrants the granting of a temporary injunction 
pending trial of this case on its merits, to preserve the subject mat­

ter of this suit and to prevent said plaintiff and interveners being 



deprived or rights secured to then by the Constitution and laws of 
the United States.

4* That a temporary injunction should issue in terms as set forth 
in the order of the Court this day signed.

Judge* United States District Court 
Northern District of Texas



In the Supreme Court of the United States

October Term, 191$ 

lyndon B. Johnson, in his individual capacity and V. F. Striegler, County 
Judge of Blanco County, Texas, and Frank Shelly, Sheriff of said County, 
and C. H. Stevenson, County Clerk of said County, in their official 
capacity as members of and constituting the Election Board of said Couniy 
and as representativesof the Election Boards of the other Counties of 
Texas as a class, petitioners, versus Coke R. Stevenson, respondent.

ORDER

This cause come on to be heard before me on the petitioners’ 
motion for a stay of a temporary injunction issued by the U. S. Court 
for the Northern District of Texas, Fort Worth Division, and for a 
stay of other proceedings in the said District Court and after hearing 
argument by Counsel for the petitioners and respondent, it is ORDERED 
that the temporary injunction by the U. S. District Court for the 
Northern District, Fort Worth Division, on September 23, 191$, 
in the case entitled

Coke R. Stevenson v lyndon B. Johnson et al

be and the same hereby is stayed, and that the said temporary injunc­
tion is and shall be of no force in effect, until further ordered of 
the Supreme Court.

/signed/ (Hugo L. Black)
Associate Justice of 
the Supreme Court of the U. S.

Sept. 29- 191$
Approved as to form: /signed/ (Alvin L. Wirths )Counsel for the petitioners 

/signed/ (Dan Moody) Counsel for the respondent



UNITED STATES SENATE

Memorandum

Wittington, ‘the Press Officer for the Supreme Court gave ibe 
this information:

Mr. Samuel H. Horne, a Washington attorney, presented a motion to 
the Supreme Court on October 4, 1948, to vacate the stay order 
submitted to the Court.

Mr. Abe Portas, a Washington attorney, submitted a motion to sup­
plement and enlarge the stay order on the same date.

signed Grace E. Johnson
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