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l1NIT12 D STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SvUT:U:R~~ DI3TRICT OF ~-t l3Sl:>SIPPI 

--------~----------~----------~x 

RUPrm T P . :l. CRAWFORD, RONALD L.: 
: HTC !{ELL, wAI.TER R. ,UTC~L, 
13;:. fTE ANNE POOLE, E LDR I J. 
SALTER and JOHN R. SALT!R, 

Petitioners, 

-against-

T tE STA'rn OF ,"ltSSIS31P ? I, 

Respond nt. 

. . 

. 
• 

----~---------~--------~-------x 

STATC: OF HIS HSSIPP!) 
COm~TY OF HINDS )aa: 

.iO.-iN R. S'J\L$, being duly BWO'n\ 1 dep~••s and says: 

I am one of the pet1tioners herein, and 1 am submitting 

thi..s affidavit in support of their appli.cnt1on, pursuant to 23 

u.s.c. 144, for the dta.'luali.fication of Hon. WILLtN1 iil\ROt..D COX, 

Uni;_tfKl States District Judge for the :>outhern Dlatrict of Mlssia­

s ippi, from ruling on t ''\ia petition. 

1n view of what petitioners cons i.der to be a slgnifican 

biaa on the ~art of Judge Cox against bot~ them and the cause of 

racial integration. which tlle1r picketing waa designed to advance, 

anu · in favor of tlw respondent, and the fact that thana .ia no 

appea l fro::1 a dec:1•ton to rtr-".wnd a case to a state court which ~as 

been re•:K:7Ved purunt to the provisions of 28 u.s.c. 1443, 1t is 

sub~itted that this application must be grant~!. 

The gro~ for petitioners' a~plication are as foll~ia : . . 
1. Upon 11\forination and belief, J udge Cox believes io 

and subscribes to the principles of raci11l segregation, as advocat 
by respond~nt 'a Governor and Legislature. 

2. Upon information and belie£ during t~ Stm'!ler of 196 , 
~ayor ALLEN T't01P:30N of .JtJek.ton, 1issias1ppi, an outspoken advocat 

of ractfl l seLregction stated, tn n public addreas, that the peopl 
of , rad'-.9-:ln 1era gratoful to .Judge Co~ for helping to Pt»reserve 
:lsst3sippi tr3d1tions. 

3. That JUdge Cox, pri~r t~ his elevation to th• federal 
hench, \as chair.lUI.n of the HWs County Democratic Executive co~a­
!ait te~ and , upon t.nfor.oation and belief, in such capacity invited 
Congresa.tmn Jobn hll \~illt.a•, a!ftong others, to give raciat 
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4. Upon information and belief, Judge Cox waa widely 
heralded as the choice of United Statea Senator Jamea o. Eaatland 
fof the judgeship which he now holds, and rumors as to hla appoln -
ment were current tqng before th appointment in question; that 
said Senator Eastland is ~n outspoken advocate of racial aegrega-
t ion. 

5. On August 26, 1961, 1n deciding five other remoYal \ 
cases (Elmer Brown, 3196-Gr· Jamas C8rey, 3197-Cr; Judith Frieze, 
3198-Cr{· Orville Luster, 3199-cr; and Shirley ~itht 3200-Cr) 
adverse y to the petitioners therein, all FreedOEU R ders, Judge 
Cox, with no evidence as to any of the facts surrounding the 
natura or the objeetlves ot the petitioners• h'llvel to Jaekaon, 
referred to them aa "counteriit citiz-." whose i.ntentate 1tatU1 
-was doubtful. Furthermore despite the tact that there were mora 
than 200 such caaea t incl;itng those of the petitioners therein, 
then pending for trt.al by jury in the state courts, he proclaiaed 
without one shred of evidence before hLm, that "the arreatin& 
officer promptly and efficiently and very properly dlacharg.hia 
duty in arr sting each of these cria,il}fL.a under IUC%h e~irCtJ~Utance " 
(underscoring supplied) 

• 
6. ~nen petitioners• c~el, in a letter application 

for a rehearing, pointed out the above facts and others of aimila 
nature, to Judge Cox on Sept..Der 5th, 1961 Judge Cox responded 
two daya later by referring to the attorneyla "publicity clients 
cases" and auggeated that ._d attorney who is of counsel to the 
present petitioners, had been gu11~ of aome Lmpropriety in seeki 
a reheartng of Judge Cox'• decision. Upon informatio~ and belief 
Judge Cox was motivated by his bias in lavar of respondent and h1 
antipathy toward t hose who oppose racial segregation, a feeling 
that will inevitably be present in the instant proceeding. 

7. Judge Cox • s order and the c.orreapondance referred to 
above are attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

tn the light of the above, petitioners feel that they 

are entitled to ask t hat this proceeding, which they surely beli 

involves Lmportant constitutional lasuea, should not be heard by 

Judge Cox. 

Sworn to before me thia 
day of December, 1962. 

• 

JO% R. SALfElt 
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