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APPEAL

U.S. District Court
Middle District of Louisiana (Baton Rouge)

CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 3:19-cv-00479-JWD-SDJ

Louisiana State Conference of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People, et al v. State of Louisiana, et al
Assigned to: Judge John W. deGravelles
Referred to: Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson
Case in other court:  5th Circuit, 20-30734

5th Circuit Court of Appeals, 24-30237
Cause: 28:1343 Violation of Civil Rights

Date Filed: 07/22/2019
Jury Demand: None
Nature of Suit: 441 Civil Rights: Voting
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Plaintiff

Anthony Allen represented by Arthur Ray Thomas
Arthur Thomas & Associates
3313 Government Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70806
225-802-4199
Fax: 225-334-7491
Email: artthomas51@gmail.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Adam L Shaw
The Law Office of Adam L. Shaw, Esq.
PLLC
515 Duncan Avenue
Alexandria, VA 22301
571-814-0755
Email: adam@adamshawpllc.com
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Ajay Saini
LAWYERS COMMITTEE FOR CIVIL
RIGHTS UNDER LAW
1500 K Street NW
Suite 900
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 662-8304
TERMINATED: 10/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Alec W Farr
Perkins Coie LLP
700 13th Street, NW
Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-654-6200
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Fax: 202-654-6211
Email: afarr@perkinscoie.com
TERMINATED: 11/22/2021
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jason Semmes
Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP
1155 F Street NW, Suite 700
Washington, DC 20004
TERMINATED: 03/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Kristin Howard Corradini
161 North Clark Street, Suite 4300
Chicago, IL 60601
312-602-5000
Email: kristin.corradini@bclplaw.com
TERMINATED: 03/25/2024
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Logan Rutherford
Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP
1200 Main Street
Suite 3800
Kansas City, MO 64105
816-374-3200
Email: logan.rutherford@bclplaw.com
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Meryl Macklin
Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP
3 Embarcadero Center
7th Floor
94111
San Francisco, CA 94111
415-675-1981
Fax: 415-675-3434
Email: meryl.macklin@bryancave.com
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Pooja Chaudhuri
Voting Rights Project of the Lawyers
Committee for Civil Ri
1500 K Street, NW
Suite 900
Washington, DC 20005
PRO HAC VICE

Plaintiff
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Stephanie Anthony represented by Arthur Ray Thomas
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Adam L Shaw
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Ajay Saini
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 10/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Alec W Farr
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 11/22/2021
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jason Semmes
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Kristin Howard Corradini
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/25/2024
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Logan Rutherford
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Meryl Macklin
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Pooja Chaudhuri
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE

Plaintiff

Louisiana State Conference of the
National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People

represented by Arthur Ray Thomas
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Adam L Shaw
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(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Ajay Saini
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 10/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Alec W Farr
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 11/22/2021
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Brendan Downes
Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under
Law
1500 K St, NW. 9th Floor
Washington, DC 20005
202-662-8600
TERMINATED: 03/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Ezra D. Rosenberg
Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under
Law
1500 K Street, NW
Suite 900
Washington, DC 20005
202-662-8345
Fax: 202-783-0857
Email: erosenberg@lawyerscommittee.org
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jason Semmes
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/04/2021
PRO HAC VICE

Jennifer Nwachukwu
Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under
Law
1500 K Street NW
Ste 900
Washington, DC 20005
202-662-8329
Email: jnwachukwu@lawyerscommittee.org
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jon M. Greenbaum
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Justice Legal Strategies PLLC
District Of Columbia
1455 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 400
Washington, DC 20004
202-601-8678
Email: jgreenbaum@justicels.com
TERMINATED: 04/24/2024
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kristin Howard Corradini
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/25/2024
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Logan Rutherford
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Meryl Macklin
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Pooja Chaudhuri
(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE

V.

Defendant

State of Louisiana represented by Angelique Duhon Freel
State of Louisiana Office of the Governor
900 3rd Street
Ste 4th Floor
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
225-342-2788
Fax: 225-342-7099
Email: Angelique.Freel@la.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Carey T. Jones
Carey T. Jones
1885 North Third Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
225-326-6017
Fax: 225-326-6096
Email: JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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Elizabeth Baker Murrill
Louisiana's Office of the Attorney General
P.O. Box 94005
Baton Rouge, LA 70804
225-326-6766
Email: murrille@ag.louisiana.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jason Brett Torchinsky
Holtzman Vogel PLLC
2300 N Street, NW
Suite 643a
Washington, DC 20037
202-737-8808
Email: jtorchinsky@holtzmanvogel.com
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeffrey Landry
203 Silver Oak Lane
Broussard, LA 70518
337-380-1382
Email: landryj@ag.louisiana.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeffrey Michael Wale
Office of the Governor
900 N. Third Street
4th Floor
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
225-326-7015
Email: jeffrey.wale@la.gov
TERMINATED: 01/04/2024
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Lauryn A Sudduth
Dept of Justice
1885 N Third Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70804
225-326-6038
Email: Lsudduth@lsbme.la.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Phillip Michael Gordon
Holtzman Vogel Josefiak Torchinsky PLLC
15405 John Marshall Hwy
Haymarket, VA 20169
540-341-8808
Email: pgordon@holtzmanvogel.com
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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Shae McPhee
Louisiana Department of Justice
909 Poydras Street, Suite 1850
New Orleans, LA 70112
225-938-0779
Email: mcphees@ag.louisiana.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Defendant

R. Kyle Ardoin
Secretary of State of Louisiana in his
official capacity

represented by Celia R. Cangelosi
Celia R. Cangelosi
7914 Wrenwood Blvd., Suite D
Baton Rouge, LA 70809
225-231-1453
Fax: 225-231-4566
Email: celiacan@bellsouth.net
TERMINATED: 03/17/2022
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David Jeddie Smith , Jr.
David Jeddie Smith, JR.
Louisiana Department of Justice
1885 N. Third Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
225-302-9748
Email: smithda@ag.state.la.us
TERMINATED: 01/24/2023
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John Carroll Walsh
Shows. Cali & Walsh, LLP
P. O. Drawer 4425
628 St. Louis Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70821
225-346-1461
Fax: 225-346-1467
Email: john@scwllp.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Angelique Duhon Freel
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Caroline M Tomeny
Shows, Cali, & Walsh, LLP
628 St. Louis Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
(225) 346-1461
Fax: (225) 346-1467
Email: caroline@scwllp.com
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ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jason Brett Torchinsky
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeffrey K. Cody
Shows, Cali, Berthelot & Walsh, LLP
628 St. Louis Street
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
225-346-1461
Fax: 225-346-1467
Email: jeffreyc@scwllp.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jennifer Olivier Bollinger
Louisiana Secretary of State
8585 Archives Ave.
Baton Rouge, LA 70809
225-922-2880
Fax: 225-922-2003
Email: jennifer.bollinger@sos.la.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Terrence J. Donahue , Jr.
Donahue Law Firm
P.O. Box 41017
Baton Rouge, LA 70835
225-939-9104
Fax: 225-612-6430
Email: DonahueT@ag.louisiana.gov
TERMINATED: 01/24/2023
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Movant

John L. Weimer represented by Richard C. Stanley , I
Stanley, Reuter, Ross, Thornton & Alford,
LLC
Partner
909 Poydras Street
Suite 2500
New Orleans, LA 70112
504-523-1580
Fax: 504-524-0069
Email: rcs@stanleyreuter.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Carl A. Butler
Butler Law Firm LLC
2400 Veterans Blvd.
Suite 485
Kenner, LA 70062
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504-305-4117
Fax: 504-305-4118
Email: cbutler@butlerlawllc.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Christopher H. Riviere
Law Office of Christopher H. Riviere, APLC
P.O. Box 670
103 West Third Street
Thibodaux, LA 70302-0670
985-447-7440
Fax: 985-447-3233
Email: criviere@rivierelaw.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Daniel A. Cavell
Morvant & Cavell APLC
402 W. 4th Street
Thibodaux, LA 70301
985-449-7500
Fax: 985-449-7520
Email: morvantncavell@bellsouth.net
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Danna E. Schwab
The Schwab Law Firm
7847 Main Street
Houma, LA 70360
985-868-1342
Email: dschwab@theschwablawfirm.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Eva J. Dossier
Stanley, Reuter, Ross, Thornton & Alford
LLC
909 Poydras St.
Suite 2500
New Orleans, LA 70112
504-523-1580
Fax: 504-524-0069
Email: eva.dossier@gmail.com
TERMINATED: 10/18/2023
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Harold Martin Block
Block and Bouterie
408 West 3rd Street
Thibodaux, LA 70301
985-447-6767
Fax: 985-446-7357
Email: hmb@blockandbouterie.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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John Paul D'Avello
Stanley, Reuter, Ross, Thornton & Alford,
LLC
909 Poydras Street
Suite 2500
New Orleans, LA 70112
504-523-1580
Email: jpd@stanleyreuter.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John W. Perry , Jr.
Perry, Atkinson, Balhoff, Mengis & Burns,
LLC
2141 Quail Run Drive
Baton Rouge, LA 70808
225-767-7730
Fax: 225-767-7967
Email: perry@pbmbllc.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kathryn Munson
Stanley, Reuter, Ross, Thornton & Alford,
LLC
909 Poydras Street
Suite 2500
New Orleans, LA 70112
(504) 523-1580
Email: kwm@stanleyreuter.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Movant

Greg Champagne represented by Richard C. Stanley , I
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Carl A. Butler
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Christopher H. Riviere
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Daniel A. Cavell
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Danna E. Schwab
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Eva J. Dossier
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(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 10/18/2023
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Harold Martin Block
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John Paul D'Avello
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John W. Perry , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kathryn Munson
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Movant

Craig Webre represented by Richard C. Stanley , I
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Carl A. Butler
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Christopher H. Riviere
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Daniel A. Cavell
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Danna E. Schwab
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Eva J. Dossier
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 10/18/2023
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Harold Martin Block
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John Paul D'Avello
(See above for address)
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ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John W. Perry , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kathryn Munson
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Movant

Mike Tregre represented by Richard C. Stanley , I
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Carl A. Butler
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Christopher H. Riviere
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Daniel A. Cavell
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Danna E. Schwab
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Eva J. Dossier
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 10/18/2023
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Harold Martin Block
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John Paul D'Avello
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

John W. Perry , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kathryn Munson
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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Date Filed # Docket Text

07/23/2019 1 (p.43) COMPLAINT for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief against R. Kyle
Ardoin, State of Louisiana, Office of the Governor, Division of
Administration, Office of Risk Management, filed by Stephanie
Anthony, Anthony Allen, Louisiana Conference NAACP.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Summons, # 2 (p.77) Civil Cover
Sheet)(Thomas, Arthur)($400.00 Receipt # 1974400) Modified on
7/23/2019 to add payment information (LLH). Modified on 7/23/2019
to edit the docket text (SWE). (Entered: 07/23/2019)

07/23/2019 2 (p.77) Summons Issued as to R. Kyle Ardoin, State Of Louisiana. (NOTICE:
Counsel shall print and serve both the summons and all attachments in
accordance with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4.) (SWE) (Entered:
07/23/2019)

07/23/2019 3 Summons Not Issued: Counsel has requested issuance of a summons
for Melissa Harris. The named person is not reflected on the docket
sheet as a party in the case. Therefore, summons will not be issued.
(SWE) (Entered: 07/23/2019)

07/23/2019 4 (p.83) SCHEDULING CONFERENCE ORDER: Scheduling Conference set
for 9/19/2019 at 03:30 PM in chambers. Status Report due by 9/5/2019.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Erin Wilder-Doomes on 7/23/2019. (SWE)
(Entered: 07/23/2019)

07/27/2019 5 (p.93) SUMMONS RETURNED EXECUTED by Louisiana State Conference
of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proof of Service)(Thomas, Arthur) Modified
on 7/30/2019 to edit text (ELW). (Entered: 07/27/2019)

07/29/2019 6 (p.121) Ex Parte MOTION for Extension of Time to File Responsive Pleadings
by State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) Modified on 7/29/2019 to edit the
docket text (SWE). (Entered: 07/29/2019)

07/29/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 6 (p.121) Ex Parte MOTION for Extension
of Time to File Responsive Pleadings. This motion is now pending
before the USMJ. (SWE) (Entered: 07/29/2019)

08/01/2019 7 (p.124) MOTION for Brendan Downes to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1979449) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Attachment Certificate of
Good Standing, # 3 Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered:
08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 8 (p.130) MOTION for Jennifer Nwachukwu to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1979464) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Attachment Certificate of
Good Standing, # 3 Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered:
08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 9 (p.136) MOTION for Ezra Rosenberg to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1979473) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Attachment Certificate of
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Good Standing, # 3 Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered:
08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 10 (p.142) MOTION for Jon Greenbaum to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1979486) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Attachment Certificate of
Good Standing, # 3 Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered:
08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 7 (p.124) MOTION for Brendan Downes to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1979449). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(KMW) (Entered: 08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 8 (p.130) MOTION for Jennifer
Nwachukwu to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt
Number ALAMDC-1979464). This motion is now pending before the
USMJ. (KMW) (Entered: 08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 9 (p.136) MOTION for Ezra Rosenberg to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1979473). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(KMW) (Entered: 08/01/2019)

08/01/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 10 (p.142) MOTION for Jon Greenbaum to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1979486). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(KMW) (Entered: 08/01/2019)

08/02/2019 11 ORDER granting 6 (p.121) Ex Parte Motion for Extension of Time
pursuant to Local Civil Rule 7(a). State of Louisiana's responsive
pleadings due 9/5/2019. Signed by Magistrate Judge Erin
Wilder-Doomes on 08/02/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY.
There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.)(EWD) (Entered: 08/02/2019)

08/06/2019 12 (p.148) MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer to 1 (p.43) Complaint,
by R. Kyle Ardoin. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading;
Order)(Cangelosi, Celia) (Entered: 08/06/2019)

08/06/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 12 (p.148) MOTION for Extension of Time
to File Answer to 1 (p.43) Complaint, . This motion is now pending
before the USMJ. (KMW) (Entered: 08/06/2019)

08/07/2019 13 ORDER granting 12 (p.148) Ex Parte Motion for Extension of Time
within which to File Responsive Pleadings. R. Kyle Ardoin responsive
pleadings due 9/6/2019. Signed by Magistrate Judge Erin
Wilder-Doomes on 8/7/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There
is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (BLR)
(Entered: 08/07/2019)

08/08/2019 14 ORDER granting 7 (p.124) , 8 (p.130) , 9 (p.136) and 10 (p.142)
Motions for Brendan Downes, Jennifer Nwachukwu, Ezra Rosenberg
and Jon Greenbaum to Appear Pro Hac Vice. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Erin Wilder-Doomes on 8/8/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
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entry.) (BLR) (Entered: 08/08/2019)

08/19/2019 15 (p.151) First MOTION for Jason Torchinsky to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing
fee $100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1987395) by State Of
Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Proposed
Pleading; Proposed Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 08/19/2019)

08/19/2019 16 (p.158) First MOTION for Phillip Gordon to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1987412) by State Of Louisiana.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 08/19/2019)

08/19/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 15 (p.151) First MOTION for Jason
Torchinsky to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt
Number ALAMDC-1987395). This motion is now pending before the
USMJ. (KMW) (Entered: 08/19/2019)

08/19/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 16 (p.158) First MOTION for Phillip
Gordon to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1987412). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(KMW) (Entered: 08/19/2019)

08/19/2019 17 ORDER granting 15 (p.151) and 16 (p.158) Motion for Jason
Torchinsky and Phillip Gordon to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
defendant, the State of Louisiana. Signed by Magistrate Judge Erin
Wilder-Doomes on 8/19/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There
is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (BLR)
(Entered: 08/19/2019)

09/03/2019 18 (p.165) Second MOTION for Extension of Time Responsive Pleadings by All
Defendants. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Memorandum in Support, # 2
(p.77) Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit B, # 4 (p.83) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 09/03/2019)

09/03/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 18 (p.165) Second MOTION for Extension
of Time Responsive Pleadings. This motion is now pending before the
USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 09/03/2019)

09/04/2019 19 (p.194) MOTION for Alec W. Farr to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number BLAMDC-1996006) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Exhibit
Certificate of Good Standing, # 3 Attachment Proposed
Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 09/04/2019)

09/04/2019 20 (p.204) MOTION for Meryl Macklin to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1996009) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit Sworn Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Exhibit
Certificate of Good Standing, # 3 Attachment Proposed
Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 09/04/2019)

09/04/2019 21 (p.213) MOTION for Adam L. Shaw to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1996010) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit Sworn Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Exhibit
Certificate of Good Standing, # 3 Attachment Proposed
Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Attachment 2 replaced on 9/5/2019) (EDC).
Modified on 9/5/2019 to rotate pages. (EDC). (Entered: 09/04/2019)
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09/04/2019 22 (p.223) MOTION for Jason C. Semmes to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-1996012) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit Sworn Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Exhibit
Certificate of Good Standing, # 3 Attachment Proposed
Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 09/04/2019)

09/05/2019 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 21 (p.213) MOTION for Adam L. Shaw to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1996010), 20 (p.204) MOTION for Meryl Macklin to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1996009), 19 (p.194) MOTION for Alec W. Farr to Appear
Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
BLAMDC-1996006), 22 (p.223) MOTION for Jason C. Semmes to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-1996012). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(EDC) (Entered: 09/05/2019)

09/05/2019 23 ORDER granting 18 (p.165) Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time
for good cause shown. The State of Louisiana and Kyle Ardoin, in his
official capacity asSecretary of State are hereby granted an extension of
twenty-nine (29) days (until October 4, 2019) within which to file
responsive pleadings. Signed by Magistrate Judge Erin Wilder-Doomes
on 9/5/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or
PDF document associated with this entry.) (BLR) (Entered:
09/05/2019)

09/05/2019 24 ORDER granting 19 (p.194) , 20 (p.204) , 21 (p.213) , 22 (p.223)
Motions for Alec. W. Farr, Meryl Macklin, Adam L. Shaw and Jason
C. Semmes to Appear Pro Hac Vice;. Signed by Magistrate Judge Erin
Wilder-Doomes on 9/5/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There
is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (BLR)
(Entered: 09/05/2019)

09/05/2019 25 (p.232) STATUS REPORT And by All Defendants by All Plaintiffs. (Thomas,
Arthur) (Entered: 09/05/2019)

09/16/2019 26 Notice to Counsel: In light of the Order (R. Doc. 23), the Scheduling
Conference is reset for 11/14/2019 at 03:00 PM in chambers before
Magistrate Judge Erin Wilder-Doomes. Status Report due by
10/31/2019. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or
PDF document associated with this entry.) (BLR) (Entered:
09/16/2019)

10/04/2019 27 (p.243) MOTION to Dismiss by State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Order, # 3
Exhibit A, # 4 (p.83) Exhibit B)(Freel, Angelique) (Entered:
10/04/2019)

10/04/2019 28 (p.288) MOTION to Dismiss by R. Kyle Ardoin. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading;
Order)(Cangelosi, Celia) (Entered: 10/04/2019)

10/07/2019 29 NOTICE of Briefing Schedule on 28 (p.288) MOTION to Dismiss , 27
(p.243) MOTION to Dismiss : Opposition to the motion shall be filed
within 21 days from the filing of the motion and shall not exceed 10
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pages excluding attachments. The mover may file a reply brief within
14 days of the filing of the opposition and shall be limited to a total of 5
pages. No motion for leave will be required. Sur-Reply briefs will be
permitted only with leave of Court for extraordinary reasons supported
by sufficient facts. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no
hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.)(KDC)
(Entered: 10/07/2019)

10/16/2019 30 (p.309) Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Excess Pages by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Attachment Proposed Order)(Shaw, Adam)
(Entered: 10/16/2019)

10/16/2019 31 (p.313) MEMORANDUM in Support of 30 (p.309) Unopposed MOTION for
Leave to File Excess Pages filed by All Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam)
(Entered: 10/16/2019)

10/17/2019 32 (p.316) ORDER granting 30 (p.309) Unopposed Motion for Leave to File
Excess Pages. Plaintiffs' briefs in response to Defendants' Motions to
Dismiss shall not exceed 15 pages, exclusive of attachments, tables of
contents, tables of authorities, signature blocks, and certificates of
service. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 10/17/2019. (KAH)
(Entered: 10/17/2019)

10/24/2019 33 Notice to Counsel: In light of the pending 27 (p.243) and 28 (p.288)
Motions to Dismiss, good cause is shown to defer entry of a scheduling
order at this time. The the Scheduling Conference is set for 11/14/2019
is CANCELED. The court will review this matter in 90 days. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (BLR) (Entered: 10/24/2019)

10/25/2019 34 (p.317) MEMORANDUM in Opposition to 27 (p.243) MOTION to Dismiss
filed by All Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam) (Entered: 10/25/2019)

10/25/2019 35 (p.340) MEMORANDUM in Opposition to 28 (p.288) MOTION to Dismiss
filed by All Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam) (Entered: 10/25/2019)

11/07/2019 36 (p.361) REPLY to 35 (p.340) Memorandum in Opposition to Motion, 28
(p.288) MOTION to Dismiss (Motion For Leave Not Required, see
Doc 29) filed by R. Kyle Ardoin. (Cangelosi, Celia) (Entered:
11/07/2019)

11/08/2019 37 (p.365) REPLY to 34 (p.317) Memorandum in Opposition to Motion, 27
(p.243) MOTION to Dismiss filed by State Of Louisiana. (Torchinsky,
Jason) (Entered: 11/08/2019)

02/19/2020 38 NOTICE: Pursuant to General Order 2020-03, this case is reassigned to
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY.
There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.)(NLT) (Entered: 02/20/2020)

03/23/2020 39 Notice to Counsel: The State cites Thaggard v. Jackson, 687 F.2d 66,
68 (5th Cir. 1983) for the propositions that, [O]nly the district court
supervising implementation of the decree [has] subject matter
jurisdiction to modify the decree[].... and that, It is settled that a
consent decree is not subject to collateral attack. (Doc. 27-1 at 4 (citing
Thaggard, 687 F.2d at 68, 69 n.3).) The parties are hereby given seven
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(7) days to submit supplemental briefs not to exceed five (5) pages that
address Martin v. Wilks, 490 U.S. 755, 109 S. Ct. 2180, 104 L. Ed. 2d
835 (1989) (particularly its holding and footnotes 2 and 3) and Texas v.
Dep't of Labor, 929 F.3d 205, 210-11 (5th Cir. 2019) (and the concept
of adequate representation).(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is
no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KDC)
(Entered: 03/23/2020)

03/30/2020 40 (p.371) Joint MOTION for Leave to File Response Brief (per record document
39) in Excess of Page Limit , by All Defendants. (Attachments: # 1
(p.43) Proposed Pleading; Order, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading;)(Freel,
Angelique) Modified on 3/30/2020 to edit text (LT). (Entered:
03/30/2020)

03/30/2020 41 ORDER: The Defendants' Joint Motion for Leave to File Response
Brief in Excess of Page Limit (Doc. 40) is GRANTED IN PART AND
DENIED IN PART. The motion is denied to the extent Defendants
asserted new arguments (specifically regarding the first to file rule and
transfer of venue) outside the scope of the Court's notice for
supplemental briefing (Doc. 39.) The Court will not consider these new
arguments with the instant motion. However, the motion is granted in
that the Defendant's brief will be accepted into the record, and nothing
further needs to be done on their part. Signed by Judge John W.
deGravelles on 03/30/2020. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is
no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KDC)
(Entered: 03/30/2020)

03/30/2020 42 (p.382) Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Supplemental Brief (Per Doc
39) in Excess of Page Limit by Anthony Allen, Stephanie Anthony,
Louisiana State Conference of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed
Pleading; Order, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading;)(Shaw, Adam)
(Entered: 03/30/2020)

03/31/2020 43 ORDER granting 42 (p.382) MOTION for Leave to file Plaintiffs'
Supplemental Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant's Motion to
Dismiss. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 03/31/2020. (This is
a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 03/31/2020)

04/02/2020 44 (p.395) SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION to 27 (p.243)
MOTION to Dismiss , 28 (p.288) MOTION to Dismiss filed by All
Plaintiffs. (SWE) (Entered: 04/02/2020)

04/20/2020 45 (p.403) First MOTION to Enroll Carey Tom Jones as Additional Attorney by
State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 04/20/2020)

04/20/2020 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 45 (p.403) First MOTION to Enroll Carey
Tom Jones as Additional Attorney . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (LT) (Entered: 04/20/2020)

04/27/2020 46 ORDER granting 45 (p.403) Motion to Enroll Additional Attorney.
Added attorney Carey T. Jones for State Of Louisiana. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 4/27/2020. (This is a TEXT
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ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 04/27/2020)

06/26/2020 47 (p.406) RULING and ORDER : The 27 (p.243) Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs
Complaint and 28 (p.288) Motion to Dismiss are DENIED. Signed by
Judge John W. deGravelles on 06/26/2020. (ELW) (Entered:
06/26/2020)

07/10/2020 48 (p.479) ANSWER to 1 (p.43) Complaint, by State Of Louisiana.(Torchinsky,
Jason) (Entered: 07/10/2020)

07/10/2020 49 (p.491) ANSWER to 1 (p.43) Complaint, by R. Kyle Ardoin.(Cangelosi, Celia)
(Entered: 07/10/2020)

07/10/2020 50 There is no record document 50. Entered in error by case administrator.
(Entered: 07/10/2020)

07/17/2020 51 (p.505) JOINT MOTION for Certification of Order for Interlocutory Appeal by
R. Kyle Ardoin, State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading;)(Torchinsky,
Jason) Modified on 7/20/2020 to edit text. (EDC). (Entered:
07/17/2020)

07/17/2020 52 (p.519) JOINT MOTION to Transfer Venue Under 28. U.S.C. 1404(a) or,
Alternatively the First to File Rule by R. Kyle Ardoin, State Of
Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Memorandum in
Support)(Torchinsky, Jason) Modified on 7/20/2020 to edit text.
(EDC). (Entered: 07/17/2020)

07/20/2020 53 NOTICE of Briefing Schedule on 52 (p.519) MOTION to Change
Venue , 51 (p.505) MOTION Certification for Interlocutory Appeal :
Opposition to the motion shall be filed within 21 days from the filing of
the motion and shall not exceed 25 pages excluding attachments. The
mover may file a reply brief within 14 days of the filing of the
opposition and shall be limited to a total of 10 pages. No motion for
leave will be required. Sur-Reply briefs will be permitted only with
leave of Court for extraordinary reasons supported by sufficient facts.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 07/20/2020)

08/07/2020 54 (p.533) RESPONSE in Opposition to 51 (p.505) MOTION Certification for
Interlocutory Appeal filed by All Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam) (Entered:
08/07/2020)

08/07/2020 55 (p.549) Brief in Opposition to 52 (p.519) JOINT MOTION to Transfer Venue
Under 28. U.S.C. 1404(a) or, Alternatively the First to File Rule filed
by All Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam) Modified on 8/10/2020 to edit the
docket text (KMW). (Entered: 08/07/2020)

08/21/2020 56 (p.565) REPLY Brief in Support of 51 (p.505) MOTION for Certification for
Interlocutory Appeal filed by All Defendants. (Torchinsky, Jason)
Modified on 8/24/2020 to edit the docket text (KMW). (Entered:
08/21/2020)

08/21/2020 57 (p.571) REPLY in Support of 52 (p.519) MOTION to Transfer Venue Under
28 USC 1404(a) or, Alternatively, the First-to-File Rule filed by All
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Defendants. (Torchinsky, Jason) Modified on 8/24/2020 to edit the
docket text (KMW). (Entered: 08/21/2020)

10/19/2020 58 (p.580) RULING AND ORDER granting in part and denying in part 51 (p.505)
Motion for Certification of Order for Interlocutory Appeal. Signed by
Judge John W. deGravelles on 10/19/2020. (NLT) (Entered:
10/19/2020)

10/19/2020 59 ORDER: IT IS ORDERED that the State of Louisiana's and the
Secretary of State's Joint Motion to Transfer Venue Under 28 U.S.C.
1404(a) or, alternatively, the First-to-File Rule (Doc. 52) is DENIED
WITHOUT PREJUDICE, subject to refiling, if necessary, after the
Fifth Circuit renders a decision on the Defendants' interlocutory appeal
of this Court's denial of Defendants' motions to dismiss (See Docs. 47,
58). Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 10/19/2020. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 10/19/2020)

11/24/2020 Notice of Payment of $505.00 Appeal Filing Fee by R. Kyle Ardoin,
State Of Louisiana. Filing fee $ 505, receipt number
ALAMDC-2210702. (Torchinsky, Jason) (Entered: 11/24/2020)

11/25/2020 60 (p.607) COURT ORDER granting Motion for permission to appeal filed by
Petitioners State of Louisiana and Mr. R. Kyle Ardoin [9432520-2]
pursuant to 1292 (b). (SWE) (Entered: 11/25/2020)

12/02/2020 61 NOTICE OF APPEAL of 47 (p.406) Order on Motion to Dismiss, 58
(p.580) Order on Motion for Miscellaneous Relief by R. Kyle Ardoin,
State Of Louisiana. (SWE) (Entered: 12/02/2020)

12/02/2020 62 USCA Case Number 20-30734 for 61 Notice of Appeal filed by State
Of Louisiana, R. Kyle Ardoin. (SWE) (Entered: 12/02/2020)

12/10/2020 Record on Appeal #20-30734 Electronically Certified regarding 61
Notice of Appeal. US Court of Appeals notified of certification. (SWE)
(Entered: 12/10/2020)

12/10/2020 63 Electronic Access to the Record on Appeal is now available through
the Court of Appeals CM/ECF document filing system. Instructions for
accessing the record can be found at
www.ca5.uscourts.gov/attorneys/attorney-forms/eroa_downloads.
Request for paper exhibits in addition to the record on appeal and
shipping information should be faxed to the clerks office at
225-389-3501. The clerk of court will retain the responsibility of
sending the record to the 5th Circuit upon their request. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (SWE) (Entered: 12/10/2020)

02/12/2021 64 Electronic Access to the Record on Appeal is now available to Ezra D.
Rosenberg through the Court of Appeals CM/ECF document filing
system. Instructions for accessing the record can be found at
www.ca5.uscourts.gov/attorneys/attorney-forms/eroa_downloads.
Request for paper exhibits in addition to the record on appeal and
shipping information should be faxed to the clerks office at
225-389-3501. The clerk of court will retain the responsibility of
sending the record to the 5th Circuit upon their request. (This is a
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TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (SWE) (Entered: 02/12/2021)

02/12/2021 65 Electronic Access to the Record on Appeal is now available to Jennifer
Nwachukwu through the Court of Appeals CM/ECF document filing
system. Instructions for accessing the record can be found at
www.ca5.uscourts.gov/attorneys/attorney-forms/eroa_downloads.
Request for paper exhibits in addition to the record on appeal and
shipping information should be faxed to the clerks office at
225-389-3501. The clerk of court will retain the responsibility of
sending the record to the 5th Circuit upon their request. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (SWE) (Entered: 02/12/2021)

03/03/2021 66 (p.609) MOTION for Jason C. Semmes & Brendan Downes to Withdraw as
Attorney by All Plaintiffs. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Attachment
Proposed Order)(Shaw, Adam) (Main Document 66 replaced on
3/5/2021) (ELW). Modified on 3/5/2021 as granted by rec doc 68
(ELW). (Entered: 03/03/2021)

03/04/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 66 (p.609) MOTION for Jason C. Semmes
& Brendan Downes to Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now
pending before the USMJ. (KMW) (Entered: 03/04/2021)

03/04/2021 67 (p.614) MOTION to Substitute Document No. 66 by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Corrected Motion to
Withdraw Counsel of Record, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order re Motion to Withdraw Counsel of Record, # 3 Attachment
Proposed Order)(Shaw, Adam) (Entered: 03/04/2021)

03/04/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 67 (p.614) MOTION to Substitute
Document No. 66 . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 03/04/2021)

03/04/2021 68 ORDER granting 67 (p.614) MOTION to Substitute Document No. 66.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 3/4/2021. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 03/04/2021)

03/04/2021 69 ORDER granting 66 (p.609) Motion to Withdraw Brendan B. Downes
and Jason C. Semmes as Counsel of Record. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Scott D. Johnson on 3/4/2021. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY.
There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.)
(KAH) (Entered: 03/04/2021)

03/12/2021 70 Electronic Access to the Record on Appeal is now available to
Elizabeth Baker Murrill through the Court of Appeals CM/ECF
document filing system. Instructions for accessing the record can be
found at
www.ca5.uscourts.gov/attorneys/attorney-forms/eroa_downloads.
Request for paper exhibits in addition to the record on appeal and
shipping information should be faxed to the clerks office at
225-389-3501. The clerk of court will retain the responsibility of
sending the record to the 5th Circuit upon their request. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
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associated with this entry.) (SWE) (Entered: 03/12/2021)

04/27/2021 71 (p.623) MOTION for Ajay Saini to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00,
Receipt Number ALAMDC-2279321) by Anthony Allen, Stephanie
Anthony, Louisiana State Conference of the National Association for
the Advancement of Colored People. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Affidavit, # 2 (p.77) Attachment Certificate of Good Standing, # 3
Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 04/27/2021)

04/27/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 71 (p.623) MOTION for Ajay Saini to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-2279321). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(SWE) (Entered: 04/27/2021)

04/28/2021 72 (p.630) NOTICE of Corrected Affidavit by Anthony Allen, Stephanie Anthony,
Louisiana State Conference of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People re 71 (p.623) MOTION for Ajay Saini
to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-2279321) (Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 04/28/2021)

04/28/2021 73 ORDER granting 71 (p.623) Motion for Ajay Saini to Appear Pro Hac
Vice. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 4/28/2021. (This
is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.)

ATTENTION: Local counsel shall provide the following link regarding
e-file registration to those attorneys granted leave to proceed pro hac
vice in the Middle District of Louisiana, if they so choose
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/pro-hac-vice-e-filing-registration

. (KAH) Modified on 5/4/2021 (NLT). (Entered: 04/28/2021)

06/01/2021 74 Electronic Access to the Record on Appeal is now available to Shae
Gary McPhee Jr. through the Court of Appeals CM/ECF document
filing system. Instructions for accessing the record can be found at
www.ca5.uscourts.gov/attorneys/attorney-forms/eroa_downloads.
Request for paper exhibits in addition to the record on appeal and
shipping information should be faxed to the clerks office at
225-389-3501. The clerk of court will retain the responsibility of
sending the record to the 5th Circuit upon their request. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (SWE) (Entered: 06/01/2021)

09/18/2021 75 (p.632) MOTION for Ajay Saini to Withdraw as Attorney by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Attachment - Proposed Order)(Shaw, Adam)
(Entered: 09/18/2021)

09/20/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 75 (p.632) MOTION for Ajay Saini to
Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 09/20/2021)

09/22/2021 76 ORDER denying 75 (p.632) Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Signed
by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 9/22/2021. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 09/22/2021)
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09/28/2021 77 (p.636) MOTION for Ajay Saini to Withdraw as Attorney by Anthony Allen,
Stephanie Anthony, Louisiana State Conference of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored People. (Shaw, Adam)
(Entered: 09/28/2021)

09/29/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 77 (p.636) MOTION for Ajay Saini to
Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 09/29/2021)

10/04/2021 78 ORDER granting 77 (p.636) Motion to Withdraw Ajay Saini as
Attorney. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 10/4/2021.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 10/04/2021)

10/12/2021 79 (p.640) MANDATE of USCA as to 61 Notice of Appeal filed by State Of
Louisiana, R. Kyle Ardoin. Action Taken at the Circuit: IT IS
ORDERED and ADJUDGED that the judgment of the District Court is
AFFIRMED. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that appellants pay to
appellees the costs on appeal to be taxed by the Clerk of this Court
(USCA). (NLT) (Entered: 10/12/2021)

10/21/2021 80 (p.659) SCHEDULING CONFERENCE ORDER: Scheduling Conference set
for 12/16/2021 at 11:30 AM before Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson.
Status Report due by 12/2/2021. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 10/21/2021. (KAH) (Entered: 10/21/2021)

11/18/2021 81 (p.669) MOTION for Alec W. Farr to Withdraw as Attorney by Anthony
Allen, Stephanie Anthony, Louisiana State Conference of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored People. (Farr, Alec)
(Entered: 11/18/2021)

11/19/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 81 (p.669) MOTION for Alec W. Farr to
Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 11/19/2021)

11/22/2021 82 ORDER granting 81 (p.669) Motion to Withdraw Alec Farr as
Attorney. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 11/22/2021.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 11/22/2021)

11/30/2021 83 (p.673) MOTION to Enroll Lauryn A. Sudduth as Additional Attorney by State
Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) Modified on 12/1/2021 to edit text (SWE).
(Entered: 11/30/2021)

12/01/2021 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 83 (p.673) First MOTION to Enroll Lauryn
A. Sudduth as Additional Attorney . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (SWE) (Entered: 12/01/2021)

12/01/2021 84 ORDER granting 83 (p.673) Motion to Enroll Additional Attorney.
Added attorney Lauryn A Sudduth for State Of Louisiana. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 12/1/2021. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 12/01/2021)

12/02/2021 85 (p.676) 
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Joint STATUS REPORT by All Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam) (Entered:
12/02/2021)

12/08/2021 86 NOTICE: The Scheduling Conference set for 12/16/2021 is hereby
CONVERTED to a Telephone Conference for 12/16/2021 at 11:00 AM
before Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson. Counsel participating in the
Conference shall call using the AT&T Teleconference System five
minutes prior to the conference. Counsel will receive a separate e-mail
containing dial in information prior to the conference. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.)(KAH) (Entered: 12/08/2021)

12/16/2021 87 (p.691) Minute Entry/Order for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson: Telephone Conference held on 12/16/2021. The parties
discussed the status of the case and the scheduling deadlines proposed
in the parties' joint Status Report (R. Doc. 85). The parties will
continue to confer regarding proposed scheduling deadlines, and a
follow-up telephone status conference regarding said deadlines is set
for Tuesday, December 21, 2021, at 1:30 p.m. Counsel participating in
the Conference shall call using the AT&T Teleconference System five
minutes prior to the conference. Counsel will receive a separate e-mail
containing dial-in information prior to the conference. (KAH) (Entered:
12/20/2021)

12/21/2021 88 (p.692) Minute Entry/Order for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson: Telephone Conference held on 12/21/2021. The parties
continued discussing the scheduling deadlines proposed in the parties'
joint Status Report (R. Doc. 85) and initially discussed during the
December 16, 2021 Telephone Conference in this case. The
Undersigned has taken the issue of whether to incorporate a deadline
for rebuttal expert reports under advisement. A Scheduling Order will
be issued separately. (KAH) (Entered: 12/21/2021)

01/07/2022 89 (p.693) MOTION for Adam L. Shaw to Withdraw as Attorney by All
Plaintiffs. (Shaw, Adam) (Entered: 01/07/2022)

01/10/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 89 (p.693) MOTION for Adam L. Shaw to
Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(EDC) (Entered: 01/10/2022)

01/10/2022 90 ORDER granting 89 (p.693) Motion to Withdraw Adam L. Shaw as
Attorney. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/10/2022.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 01/10/2022)

03/15/2022 91 (p.697) SCHEDULING ORDER: In accordance with FRCP 16(b), the
following discovery deadlines are established. Amended Pleadings due
by 3/31/2022. Discovery due by 5/20/2022. Plaintiff's Expert Witness
List due by 5/13/2022. Defendant's Expert Witness List due by
5/27/2022. Plaintiff's Expert Reports due by 6/3/2022. Defendant's
Expert Reports due by 6/17/2022. Discovery from Experts due by
7/1/2022. Motions shall be filed by 7/15/2022. Proposed Pretrial Order
due by 8/5/2022. Pretrial Conference set for 8/19/2022 at 03:00 PM in
chambers before Judge John W. deGravelles. Motions In Limine shall
be filed by 8/31/2022. Affidavit of Settlement Efforts due by
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8/17/2022. Joint jury instructions, voir dire, verdict forms, and trial
briefs due by 9/6/2022. Jury Trial set for 9/19/2022 - 9/27/2022 at
09:00 AM in Courtroom 1 before Judge John W. deGravelles. Signed
by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 3/15/2022. (KAH) (Entered:
03/15/2022)

03/15/2022 92 Notice to Counsel: Status Conference is set for 4/19/2022 at 9:00 AM
by video before Judge John W. deGravelles.

Evidence, in electronic format, shall be provided in accordance with
Local Rule 79 and Administrative Procedures.

Participants must be in appropriate courtroom attire, seated in a
private room or office, and using a camera that is stationary.

(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 03/15/2022)

03/16/2022 93 (p.700) MOTION to Substitute David Jeddie Smith, Jr. and Terrence J.
Donahue, Jr. in place of Celia R. Cangelosi as Attorney by R. Kyle
Ardoin. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Order)(Cangelosi,
Celia) (Entered: 03/16/2022)

03/16/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 93 (p.700) MOTION to Substitute David
Jeddie Smith, Jr. and Terrence J. Donahue, Jr. in place of Celia R.
Cangelosi as Attorney . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 03/16/2022)

03/17/2022 94 ORDER granting 93 (p.700) Motion to Substitute Attorney. David
Jeddie Smith, Jr. and Terrence J. Donahue, Jr. for R. Kyle Ardoin
replacing Celia R. Cangelosi. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 3/17/2022. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no
hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH)
(Entered: 03/17/2022)

04/18/2022 95 (p.705) First MOTION for Logan Rutherford to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing
fee $100.00, Receipt Number BLAMDC-2418710) by All Plaintiffs.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit Affidavit for Admission, # 2 (p.77)
Exhibit Certificate of Good Standing, # 3 Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 04/18/2022)

04/19/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 95 (p.705) First MOTION for Logan
Rutherford to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt
Number BLAMDC-2418710). This motion is now pending before the
USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 04/19/2022)

04/19/2022 96 ORDER granting 95 (p.705) Motion for Logan Rutherford to Appear
Pro Hac Vice. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
4/19/2022.

ATTENTION: Local counsel shall provide the following link to those
attorneys granted leave to proceed pro hac vice in the Middle District
of Louisiana who choose to register for e-file access
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/pro-hac-vice-e-filing-registration.

24-30237.25

Case: 24-30237      Document: 44     Page: 29     Date Filed: 07/19/2024



(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 04/19/2022)

04/19/2022 97 (p.714) Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge John W. deGravelles.
Status Conference held on 4/19/2022. Attorney General Jeff Landrys
oral motion to enroll is GRANTED. The parties updated the Court on
the status of this matter. The Court will stay and administratively close
this case to allow the parties to time attempt to resolve this matter.
(ELW) (Entered: 04/19/2022)

04/20/2022 98 (p.716) First MOTION to Enroll Jeffrey M. Landry as Additional Attorney by
State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 04/20/2022)

04/21/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 98 (p.716) First MOTION to Enroll Jeffrey
M. Landry as Additional Attorney . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 04/21/2022)

04/21/2022 99 ORDER granting 98 (p.716) Motion to Enroll Additional Attorney.
Added attorney Jeffrey Landry for State Of Louisiana. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 4/21/2022. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 04/21/2022)

05/02/2022 100 (p.720) First MOTION to Stay by State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 05/02/2022)

05/04/2022 101 (p.735) ORDER granting 100 (p.720) Motion to Stay. Every 45-days, the
parties will submit to the Magistrate Judge, Under Seal, a joint
statement of the actions taken, and progress made in the resolution of
the case. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 5/3/2022. (ELW)
Modified on 6/21/2022 to add text (LLH). (Entered: 05/04/2022)

05/05/2022 102 (p.736) MOTION for Kristen Howard Corradini to Appear Pro Hac Vice
(Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number ALAMDC-2425500) by All
Plaintiffs. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit Sworn Affidavit, # 2
(p.77) Attachment Certificate of Good Standing, # 3 Proposed
Pleading; Ex Parte Order Pro Hac Vice)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered:
05/05/2022)

05/06/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 102 (p.736) MOTION for Kristen Howard
Corradini to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-2425500). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 05/06/2022)

05/06/2022 103 ORDER granting 102 (p.736) Motion for Kristen Howard Corradini to
Appear Pro Hac Vice. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
5/6/2022.

ATTENTION: Local counsel shall provide the following link to those
attorneys granted leave to proceed pro hac vice in the Middle District
of Louisiana who choose to register for e-file access
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/pro-hac-vice-e-filing-registration.

24-30237.26

Case: 24-30237      Document: 44     Page: 30     Date Filed: 07/19/2024



(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 05/06/2022)

06/14/2022 104 (p.746) MOTION to Enroll Jennifer O. Bollinger as Additional Attorney by R.
Kyle Ardoin (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading;
Order)(Donahue, Terrence) (Entered: 06/14/2022)

06/14/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 104 (p.746) MOTION to Enroll Jennifer O.
Bollinger as Additional Attorney . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 06/14/2022)

06/14/2022 105 ORDER granting 104 (p.746) Motion to Enroll Additional Attorney.
Added attorney Jennifer Olivier Bollinger for R. Kyle Ardoin. Signed
by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 6/14/2022. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 06/14/2022)

06/14/2022 106 (p.749) MOTION to Enroll Shae McPhee as Additional Attorney by State Of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Order)(Murrill, Elizabeth)
(Entered: 06/14/2022)

06/15/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 106 (p.749) MOTION to Enroll Shae
McPhee as Additional Attorney . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 06/15/2022)

06/15/2022 107 ORDER granting 106 (p.749) Motion to Enroll Additional Attorney.
Added attorney Shae McPhee for State Of Louisiana. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 6/15/2022. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 06/15/2022)

06/17/2022 108 SEALED JOINT STATUS REPORT . (Macklin, Meryl) Modified on
6/21/2022 to edit text (LLH). (Entered: 06/17/2022)

06/29/2022 109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene by John L. Weimer, Greg Champagne, Craig
Webre, Greg Tregre (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Order, # 2
(p.77) Exhibit)(Dossier, Eva) (Entered: 06/29/2022)

06/29/2022 110 (p.779) MOTION for Expedited Hearing on 109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene
, 101 (p.735) Order on Motion to Stay, by Greg Champagne, Greg
Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Order)(Dossier, Eva)
(Entered: 06/29/2022)

06/29/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 110 (p.779) MOTION for Expedited
Hearing on 109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene , 101 (p.735) Order on
Motion to Stay, , 109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene . This motion is
now pending before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 06/29/2022)

06/30/2022 111 Notice to Counsel:Status Conference before the District Judge is set for
7/1/2022 at 10:30 AM by zoom before Judge John W. deGravelles.

Evidence, in electronic format, shall be provided in accordance with
Local Rule 79 and Administrative Procedures.
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Participants must be in appropriate courtroom attire, seated in a
private room or office, and using a camera that is stationary.

(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 06/30/2022)

07/01/2022 113 (p.792) Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge John W. deGravelles.
Status Conference by zoom held on 7/1/2022. This conference was
called by the Court to address the pending Motion to Intervene, (Doc.
109). Once Magistrate Judge Johnson addresses the Motion to
Intervene, (Doc. 109), and if the Motion to Intervene is granted, this
Court will determine the issue of whether to lift the stay in this matter.
(ELW) (Entered: 07/01/2022)

07/05/2022 114 (p.794) AMENDED MOTION to Intervene and for Temporary Restraining
Order and Preliminary Injunction to maintain the Status Quo 109
(p.753) MOTION to Intervene by Greg Champagne, Greg Tregre,
Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Memorandum
in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Order, # 3 Exhibit List, # 4 (p.83)
Exhibit, # 5 (p.93) Exhibit, # 6 (p.121) Exhibit, # 7 (p.124) Exhibit, # 8
(p.130) Exhibit, # 9 (p.136) Exhibit, # 10 (p.142) Exhibit, # 11 Exhibit,
# 12 (p.148) Exhibit)(D'Avello, John) Modified on 7/6/2022 to edit text
(ELW). (Attachment 10 replaced on 7/7/2022) (ELW). Modified on
7/7/2022 as ordered by rec doc 120 (ELW). Added MOTION for
Temporary Restraining Order, MOTION for Preliminary Injunction on
7/11/2022 (NLT) (Entered: 07/05/2022)

07/05/2022 115 (p.866) NOTICE OF Joinder Intervenor Candidate by John L. Weimer by Greg
Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer re 109 (p.753)
MOTION to Intervene (D'Avello, John) (Entered: 07/05/2022)

07/05/2022 116 (p.871) Emergency MOTION for Expedited Hearing on 114 (p.794) MOTION
to Amend 109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene by Greg Champagne,
Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Order)(D'Avello, John)
(Entered: 07/05/2022)

07/06/2022 117 Notice to Counsel: Status Conference before set for 7/7/2022 at 8:45
AM by zoom before Judge John W. deGravelles. Participants must be
in appropriate courtroom attire, seated in a private room or office, and
using a camera that is stationary.

(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.)(KDC) (Entered: 07/06/2022)

07/06/2022 118 NOTICE of Expedited Briefing Schedule on 109 (p.753) MOTION to
Intervene, 114 (p.794) MOTION to Amend 109 (p.753) MOTION to
Intervene: All Parties are hereby notified that any objections or
responses to the pending Motion to Intervene (R. Doc. 109) or to the
Amended Motion to Intervene (R. Doc. 114) only as it relates to the
issue of intervention are due by 5:00 p.m. on July 7, 2022. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 07/06/2022)

07/06/2022
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MOTION(S) REFERRED: 114 (p.794) MOTION to Amend 109
(p.753) MOTION to Intervene , 116 (p.871) Emergency MOTION for
Expedited Hearing on 114 (p.794) MOTION to Amend 109 (p.753)
MOTION to Intervene . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 07/06/2022)

07/06/2022 119 (p.884) MOTION to Substitute Exhibit 4 to 114 (p.794) Amended Motion to
Intervene and for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary
Injunction to Maintain the Status Quo Rec. Doc. 114-10 by Greg
Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments:
# 1 (p.43) Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Updated Exhibit 4 to
Rec. Doc. 114, # 3 Proposed Order)(D'Avello, John) Modified on
7/7/2022 to edit text (ELW). (Entered: 07/06/2022)

07/07/2022 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 119 (p.884) MOTION to Substitute Exhibit
4 to Amended Motion to Intervene and for Temporary Restraining
Order and Preliminary Injunction to Maintain the Status Quo Rec. Doc.
114-10. This motion is now pending before the USMJ. (ELW)
(Entered: 07/07/2022)

07/07/2022 120 (p.895) ORDER granting 119 (p.884) MOTION to Substitute Exhibit 4 to
Amended Motion to Intervene and for Temporary Restraining Order
and Preliminary Injunction to Maintain the Status Quo Rec. Doc.
114-10 filed by John L. Weimer, Craig Webre, Greg Tregre, Greg
Champagne. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 7/7/2022.
(ELW) (Entered: 07/07/2022)

07/07/2022 121 (p.896) RESPONSE to Motion to Intervene filed by All Plaintiffs. (Macklin,
Meryl) (Entered: 07/07/2022)

07/07/2022 122 (p.901) MEMORANDUM in Opposition to 114 (p.794) MOTION to Amend
109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene , 109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene
filed by All Defendants. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit A, # 2 (p.77)
Exhibit B)(Freel, Angelique) (Entered: 07/07/2022)

07/07/2022 123 (p.924) MOTION for Leave to File Reply Memorandum by Greg Champagne,
Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Proposed Order, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Reply
Memorandum)(Dossier, Eva) (Entered: 07/07/2022)

07/07/2022 128 (p.1061) Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge John W. deGravelles:
Status Conference held on 7/7/2022. Pending motions were addressed.
For oral reasons assigned, the request of the Intervenors for a hearing
within 72 hours on their request for a TRO. (Doc. 116 at 2.) is
DENIED. A briefing schedule for the 114 (p.794) Motion for
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction to Maintain
the Status Quo was issued and The Motion for TRO is set for hearing
on Friday, 7/15/2022, at 9:00 a.m. by zoom, and the Court will issue a
decision by noonon Monday, 7/18/2022, addressing this matter before
7/20/2022. (LLH) (Entered: 07/11/2022)

07/08/2022 124 ORDER: The 123 (p.924) Motion for Leave to File Reply
Memorandum filed by John Weimer, Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre,
and Craig Webre (collectively, "Intervenors") is GRANTED. The Clerk
of Court will file Intervenors' Reply Memorandum (R. Doc. 123-2) into
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the record. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 7/8/2022.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 07/08/2022)

07/08/2022 125 (p.939) REPLY Memorandum in Support of , 109 (p.753) MOTION to
Intervene and 114 (p.794) MOTION to Amend 109 (p.753) MOTION
to Intervene filed by Greg Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre,
John L. Weimer. (LLH) (Entered: 07/08/2022)

07/08/2022 126 (p.949) MEMORANDUM in Opposition to 114 (p.794) MOTION to Amend
109 (p.753) MOTION to Intervene Temporary Restraining Order filed
by State Of Louisiana. (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit A, # 2 (p.77)
Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C)(Freel, Angelique) Modified on 7/11/2022 to
correct docket relationship (LLH). (Entered: 07/08/2022)

07/08/2022 127 (p.1044) MOTION for Leave to File Reply Memorandum by Greg Champagne,
Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Proposed Order, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Reply
Memorandum)(Dossier, Eva) (Entered: 07/08/2022)

07/11/2022 129 (p.1063) ORDER: The 109 (p.753) Motion to Intervene, filed by John L.
Weimer, Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, is DENIED
as moot. The 114 (p.794) Amended Motion to Intervene and for
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed by John
L. Weimer, Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, is
GRANTED IN PART. Pursuant to Rule 24 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure, John L. Weimer, Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and
Craig Webre may intervene in this litigation as requested. This ruling,
however, does not address the Movants' request for a temporary
restraining order and preliminary injunction, which issues remain
pending before this Court. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 7/11/2022. (KAH) (Entered: 07/11/2022)

07/11/2022 130 ORDER: In light of this Court's expedited consideration of the Motions
to Intervene (R. Docs. 109 and 114) filed by John L. Weimer, Greg
Champagne, Craig Webre, and Greg Tregre, the 110 (p.779) Motion for
Expedited Hearing on Motion to Intervene, filed by those same
individuals, is DENIED as moot. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 7/11/2022. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no
hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH)
(Entered: 07/11/2022)

07/11/2022 131 (p.1081) ORDER granting 127 (p.1044) MOTION for Leave to File Reply
Memorandum filed by John L. Weimer, Craig Webre, Greg Tregre,
Greg Champagne. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 7/11/2022.
(ELW) (Entered: 07/11/2022)

07/11/2022 132 ORDER: Any Appeals from the Magistrate Judge's Orders (Docs. 129
and 130) shall be filed by Wednesday, July 13, 2022 at noon. Signed by
Judge John W. deGravelles on 07/11/2022. (This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.)(KDC) (Entered: 07/11/2022)

07/12/2022 133 (p.1082) MOTION to clarify procedure for TRO hearing by State Of Louisiana
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Memorandum in Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed
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Order)(Freel, Angelique) (Entered: 07/12/2022)

07/12/2022 134 (p.1087) RESPONSE to 133 (p.1082) MOTION to clarify procedure for TRO
hearing filed by Greg Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L.
Weimer. (Dossier, Eva) (Entered: 07/12/2022)

07/13/2022 135 (p.1092) RULING AND ORDER: GRANTED 109 (p.753) Motion to Intervene.
The 101 (p.735) May 4, 2022 Consent Stay Order which stayed all
Louisiana Supreme Court elections indefinitely is hereby VACATED.
Plaintiffs and Defendants may move to stay and administratively close
this case so that they may pursue a settlement of Plaintiffs' claims.
However, the upcoming election in Louisiana Supreme Court District
Six is hereby allowed to proceed as previously scheduled before the
stay. DENIED AS MOOT 114 (p.794) Motion for Temporary
Restraining Order toMaintain the Status Quo and that the July 15,
2022, hearing on that motion is CANCELLED as unnecessary; and that
the State of Louisiana's 133 (p.1082) Motion to Clarify the procedures
for the July 15, 2022, hearing is DENIED AS MOOT. Signed by Judge
John W. deGravelles on 7/13/2022. (EDC) (Entered: 07/13/2022)

07/18/2022 136 (p.1106) Consent MOTION to Stay and Administratively Close Case by State Of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Order)(Torchinsky,
Jason) (Entered: 07/18/2022)

07/19/2022 137 (p.1111) ORDER granting 136 (p.1106) Motion to Stay. This case is stayed and
administratively closed so that the parties may continue to pursue a
settlement of Plaintiffs claims. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles
on 7/19/2022. (ELW) (Entered: 07/19/2022)

07/27/2022 138 (p.1112) MOTION for Attorney Fees by Greg Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig
Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Memorandum in
Support, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Order, # 3 Exhibit A, # 4 (p.83) Exhibit
B, # 5 (p.93) Affidavit of Richard Stanley, # 6 (p.121) Affidavit of Eva
Dossier, # 7 (p.124) Affidavit of Matthew Paul, # 8 (p.130) Affidavit of
John D'Avello)(Dossier, Eva) Modified on 7/29/2022 to remove
duplicate description of attachment (JEG). (Entered: 07/27/2022)

07/28/2022 139 NOTICE of Briefing Schedule on 138 (p.1112) MOTION for Attorney
Fees : Opposition to the motion shall be filed within 21 days from the
filing of the motion and shall not exceed 25 pages excluding
attachments. The mover may file a reply brief within 14 days of the
filing of the opposition and shall be limited to a total of 10 pages. No
motion for leave will be required. Sur-Reply briefs will be permitted
only with leave of Court for extraordinary reasons supported by
sufficient facts. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink
or PDF document associated with this entry.)(JHF) (Entered:
07/28/2022)

07/29/2022 140 Notice of Deficiency with Administrative Procedure III(A)(1) as to 138
(p.1112) Motion for Attorney Fees. Pursuant to Administrative
Procedure III(A)(1), Each exhibit should be submitted individually in
CM/ECF with an exhibit number and short description (e.g., Ex.1
Plaintiff Depo). REQUIRED CORRECTION: The filer is directed to
refile the exhibits in the proper format using the event Exhibit located
under Other Documents in the CM/ECF system and link the exhibits to
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the previously filed document. The main document for this event shall
be an exhibit list of the exhibits being attached. (JEG) (Entered:
07/29/2022)

07/29/2022 141 (p.1152) Exhibit(s) to 138 (p.1112) MOTION for Attorney Fees by Greg
Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Exhibit Itemized Billing Invoice 6/24/22
through 6/30/22, # 2 (p.77) Exhibit Itemized Billing Invoice 7/1/2022
through 7/26/22, # 3 Affidavit of Richard C. Stanley, # 4 (p.83)
Affidavit of Eva J. Dossier, # 5 (p.93) Affidavit of Matthew J. Paul, # 6
(p.121) Affidavit of John P. DAvello)(D'Avello, John) (Entered:
07/29/2022)

08/04/2022 142 Joint SEALED DOCUMENT JOINT STATUS REPORT . (Macklin,
Meryl) (Entered: 08/04/2022)

08/17/2022 143 (p.1176) MEMORANDUM in Opposition to 138 (p.1112) MOTION for
Attorney Fees filed by All Defendants. (Freel, Angelique) (Entered:
08/17/2022)

08/31/2022 144 (p.1195) REPLY in Support of 138 (p.1112) MOTION for Attorney Fees filed
by Greg Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer.
(Dossier, Eva) (Entered: 08/31/2022)

09/15/2022 145 SEALED DOCUMENT JOINT STATUS REPORT . (Macklin, Meryl)
(Entered: 09/15/2022)

10/28/2022 146 SEALED DOCUMENT Joint Status Report . (Macklin, Meryl)
(Entered: 10/28/2022)

12/14/2022 147 SEALED DOCUMENT JOINT STATUS REPORT . (Macklin, Meryl)
(Entered: 12/14/2022)

01/18/2023 148 SEALED Joint Motion for Scheduling Hearing. (Attachments: # 1
(p.43) Proposed Order)(Macklin, Meryl) Modified on 1/19/2023 to
reflect correct event and to remove duplicate description of attachment
(JEG). (Entered: 01/18/2023)

01/20/2023 149 ORDER granting 148 Sealed Motion for Scheduling Hearing, and a
hearing will be held on 1/24/2023 at 04:00 PM via Zoom before
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson as set forth in document. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/20/2023. (Attachments: # 1
(p.43) ZoomGov Instructions) (JEG) (Entered: 01/20/2023)

01/23/2023 150 (p.1208) MOTION to Substitute John C. Walsh, Jeffrey K. Cody, and Caroline
M. Tomeny in place of David Jeddie Smith, Jr. and Terrence J.
Donahue, Jr. as Attorney by R. Kyle Ardoin (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Proposed Pleading; Order)(Donahue, Terrence) (Entered: 01/23/2023)

01/24/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 150 (p.1208) MOTION to Substitute John
C. Walsh, Jeffrey K. Cody, and Caroline M. Tomeny in place of David
Jeddie Smith, Jr. and Terrence J. Donahue, Jr. as Attorney . This
motion is now pending before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 01/24/2023)

01/24/2023 151 ORDER granting 150 (p.1208) Joint Motion to Substitute Counsel of
Record. John Carroll Walsh, Jeffrey K. Cody, Caroline M Tomeny for
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R. Kyle Ardoin replacing David Jeddie Smith, Jr., and Terrence J.
Donahue, Jr. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
1/24/2023. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or
PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered:
01/24/2023)

01/24/2023 152 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson: SEALED Status Conference held on 1/24/2023. The parties
discussed proposed dates for a settlement conference. (JEG) (Entered:
01/25/2023)

01/25/2023 153 SEALED ORDER: Settlement Conference set for 2/16/2023 at 09:00
AM in by video before Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/25/2023. (Attachments: # 1
(p.43) ZoomGov Instructions)(JEG) (Entered: 01/25/2023)

01/26/2023 154 (p.1213) Motion to Substitute Lead Counsel of Record by Greg Champagne,
Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L. Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43)
Attachment Proposed Order)(Riviere, Christopher) Modified on
1/27/2023 to edit event text (ELW). (Entered: 01/26/2023)

01/27/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 154 (p.1213) MOTION. This motion is now
pending before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 01/27/2023)

01/27/2023 155 ORDER granting 154 (p.1213) Motion to Substitute Lead Counsel of
Record. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/27/2023.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 01/27/2023)

01/27/2023 156 SEALED JOINT Status Report filed per 101 (p.735) ORDER.
(Macklin, Meryl) Modified on 1/30/2023 to edit text (LLH). (Entered:
01/27/2023)

01/30/2023 157 (p.1217) NOTICE OF Change of Lead Counsel by State of Louisiana (Wale,
Jeffrey) (Entered: 01/30/2023)

02/16/2023 158 (p.1219) Minute Entry/Order for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson: Settlement Conference held on 2/16/2023. The parties
were unable to reach a resolution. The parties will continue
negotiations themselves. The parties must contact the Court with
jointly-proposed times for a follow-up settlement conference to be held
no later than March 10, 2023. (KAH) (Entered: 02/16/2023)

03/13/2023 159 (p.1220) SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE ORDER: Settlement Conference set
for 3/27/2023 at 02:00 PM by video before Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 3/13/2023.
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Zoom Instructions)(KAH) (Entered:
03/13/2023)

03/14/2023 160 SEALED JOINT Status Report filed per 101 (p.735) ORDER .
(Macklin, Meryl) Modified on 3/15/2023 to edit text (LLH). (Entered:
03/14/2023)

03/27/2023 161 (p.1227) Minute Entry/Order for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson. Settlement Conference held on 3/27/2023. The parties
were unable to reach a resolution at this time; however, the parties will
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continue negotiations themselves. (ELW) (Entered: 03/28/2023)

04/28/2023 162 SEALED DOCUMENT JOINT STATUS REPORT . (Macklin, Meryl)
(Entered: 04/28/2023)

06/12/2023 163 SEALED DOCUMENT JOINT STATUS REPORT . (Macklin, Meryl)
(Entered: 06/12/2023)

06/13/2023 164 NOTICE of Hearing: A Status Conference set for 6/20/2023 at 02:00
PM by zoom video conference before Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson. Participant instructions will be sent by separate email from
the Courtroom Deputy. ALL participants must be in appropriate
courtroom attire, seated in a private room or office, and using a camera
that is stationary. Failure to comply may result in removal from the
proceedings and attorneys are specifically required to provide this
information to any witnesses or other participants as necessary. (This is
a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.)(KAH) (Entered: 06/13/2023)

06/20/2023 165 (p.1228) Minute Entry/Order for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson: Video Status Conference held on 6/20/2023. The parties
discussed the status report, and explained that settlement negotiations
are at an impasse. The Court informed the parties that they should file a
motion to lift the stay on the case if they feel it is necessary to reopen
proceedings. The Court further advised that if the parties confer on a
motion to lift the stay, they should also discuss a discovery plan and
other pretrial deadlines in anticipation of a likely scheduling conference
to be held upon any lifting of the stay. (EDC) (Entered: 06/20/2023)

07/26/2023 166 (p.1230) SEALED DOCUMENT Plaintiffs' Petition to Lift Consent Motion to
Stay . (Macklin, Meryl) (Entered: 07/26/2023)

07/27/2023 167 (p.1235) ORDER: The 166 (p.1230) Motion to Lift Stay and Reopen the Case is
GRANTED.This matter is referred to Magistrate Judge Johnson for a
scheduling conference to address the discovery plan set forth by
Plaintiffs in this motion. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on
07/27/2023. (ELW) (Entered: 07/27/2023)

07/31/2023 168 (p.1236) MOTION for Adam Shaw to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00,
Receipt Number ALAMDC-2613990) by Anthony Allen (Thomas,
Arthur) (Entered: 07/31/2023)

08/04/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 168 (p.1236) MOTION for Adam Shaw to
Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
ALAMDC-2613990). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 08/04/2023)

08/08/2023 169 (p.1240) SCHEDULING CONFERENCE ORDER: Telephone Scheduling
Conference set for 9/7/2023 at 10:30 AM before Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson. Status Report due by 8/24/2023. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Scott D. Johnson on 8/8/2023. (KAH) (Entered: 08/08/2023)

08/08/2023 170 ORDER denying pursuant to Local Civil Rule 83(b) 168 (p.1236)
Motion for to Appear Pro Hac Vice. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott
D. Johnson on 8/8/2023. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no
hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH)
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(Entered: 08/08/2023)

08/08/2023 171 (p.1250) MOTION for Adam L. Shaw to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number BLAMDC-2617587) by All Plaintiffs
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit Affidavit in Support of Motion Pro
Hac Vice, # 2 (p.77) Exhibit DC Bar Certificate, # 3 Proposed
Pleading; Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered: 08/08/2023)

08/09/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 171 (p.1250) MOTION for Adam L. Shaw
to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt Number
BLAMDC-2617587). This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(ELW) (Entered: 08/09/2023)

08/09/2023 172 ORDER granting 171 (p.1250) Motion for Adam L. Shaw to Appear
Pro Hac Vice. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
8/9/2023.

ATTENTION: Local counsel shall provide the following link to those
attorneys granted leave to proceed pro hac vice in the Middle District
of Louisiana who choose to register for e-file access
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/pro-hac-vice-e-filing-registration.

(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 08/09/2023)

08/24/2023 173 (p.1259) STATUS REPORT by Anthony Allen, Stephanie Anthony, Louisiana
State Conference of the National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People. (Macklin, Meryl) (Entered: 08/24/2023)

08/28/2023 174 (p.1274) SCHEDULING ORDER: The scheduling conference presently set for
September 7, 2023, is CANCELED. In accordance with FRCP 16(b),
the following discovery deadlines are established. Amended Pleadings
due by 11/30/2023. Discovery due by 2/29/2024. Plaintiff's Expert
Witness List due by 4/30/2024. Defendant's Expert Witness List due by
6/28/2024. Plaintiff's Expert Reports due by 4/30/2024. Defendant's
Expert Reports due by 6/28/2024. Discovery from Experts due by
10/15/2024. Proposed Findings of Facts due by 6/9/2025. Motions shall
be filed by 12/13/2024. Proposed Pretrial Order due by 4/4/2025.
Pretrial Conference set for 4/17/2025 at 02:30 PM in chambers before
Judge John W. deGravelles. Motions In Limine shall be filed by
4/28/2025. Affidavit of Settlement Efforts due by 5/12/2025. Bench
Trial set for 6/23/2025 - 7/1/2025 at 09:00 AM in Courtroom 1 before
Judge John W. deGravelles. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 8/28/2023. (KAH) (Entered: 08/28/2023)

10/17/2023 175 (p.1278) MOTION to Substitute Kathryn W. Munson in place of Eva J. Dossier
as Attorney by Greg Champagne, Greg Tregre, Craig Webre, John L.
Weimer (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(D'Avello, John) (Entered: 10/17/2023)

10/18/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 175 (p.1278) MOTION to Substitute
Kathryn W. Munson in place of Eva J. Dossier as Attorney . This
motion is now pending before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 10/18/2023)

10/18/2023 176 
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ORDER granting 175 (p.1278) Motion to Substitute Attorney. Kathryn
Munson for Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, Craig Webre, and John L.
Weimer replacing Eva J. Dossier. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 10/18/2023. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no
hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH)
(Entered: 10/18/2023)

11/30/2023 177 STRICKEN FROM THE RECORD AMENDED COMPLAINT
against All Plaintiffs, filed by Anthony Allen, Stephanie Anthony,
Louisiana State Conference of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People.(Corradini, Kristin) Modified on
12/13/2023 to remove document as it has been stricken by Order #180
(LLH). (Entered: 11/30/2023)

11/30/2023 178 (p.1283) AMENDED COMPLAINT against All Defendants, filed by Louisiana
State Conference of the National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People.(Macklin, Meryl) Modified on 12/13/2023 to replace
document per Order #180 (LLH). (Entered: 11/30/2023)

12/05/2023 179 (p.1301) MOTION to Strike an Incorrectly Filed Document by All Plaintiffs
(Corradini, Kristin) (Entered: 12/05/2023)

12/06/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 179 (p.1301) MOTION to Strike an
Incorrectly Filed Document . This motion is now pending before the
USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 12/06/2023)

12/13/2023 180 ORDER: Plaintiffs' 179 (p.1301) Motion to Strike and Substitute is
GRANTED. The Clerk will strike from the record the duplicate filing
of the Amended Complaint (R. Doc. 177). Additionally, the Clerk will
substitute the corrected Amended Complaint (R. Doc. 179 pp. 5-22,
Exhibit A) in place of the original (R. Doc. 178). Signed by Magistrate
Judge Scott D. Johnson on 12/13/2023. (This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 12/13/2023)

12/14/2023 181 (p.1323) Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer to First Amended
Complaint by R. Kyle Ardoin, State of Louisiana (Tomeny, Caroline)
(Entered: 12/14/2023)

12/15/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 181 (p.1323) Joint MOTION for Extension
of Time to File Answer to First Amended Complaint. This motion is
now pending before the USMJ. (LLH) (Entered: 12/15/2023)

12/21/2023 182 (p.1328) MOTION for Shae McPhee to Withdraw as Attorney by State of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Order)(McPhee, Shae)
(Entered: 12/21/2023)

12/21/2023 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 182 (p.1328) MOTION for Shae McPhee to
Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending before the USMJ.
(NLT) (Entered: 12/21/2023)

12/26/2023 183 ORDER granting 182 (p.1328) Motion to Withdraw Shae McPhee as
Attorney. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 12/26/2023.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 12/26/2023)
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01/03/2024 184 (p.1331) First MOTION for Jeff Landry to Withdraw as Attorney by State of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) Modified on 1/23/2024 to replace document per
Order #198 (LLH). (Entered: 01/03/2024)

01/03/2024 185 (p.1334) First MOTION for Angelique Freel to Withdraw as Attorney by State
of Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) Modified on 1/23/2024 to replace document per
Order #197 (LLH). (Entered: 01/03/2024)

01/03/2024 186 (p.1337) First MOTION for Jeffrey Wale to Withdraw as Attorney by State of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Wale, Jeffrey) (Entered: 01/03/2024)

01/04/2024 187 ORDER: Defendants' unopposed 181 (p.1323) Motion for Extension of
Time to File Response to Amended Complaint is GRANTED.
Defendants' responses to the Amended Complaint (R. Doc. 178) are
now due January 13, 2024. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D.
Johnson on 1/4/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no
hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH)
(Entered: 01/04/2024)

01/04/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 185 (p.1334) First MOTION for Angelique
Freel to Withdraw as Attorney , 184 (p.1331) First MOTION for Jeff
Landry to Withdraw as Attorney , 186 (p.1337) First MOTION for
Jeffrey Wale to Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending
before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 01/04/2024)

01/04/2024 188 ORDER granting 186 (p.1337) Motion to Withdraw Jeffrey Wale as
Attorney. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/4/2024.
(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 01/04/2024)

01/10/2024 189 ORDER denying pursuant to Local Rule 83(b)(13) 184 (p.1331) and
185 (p.1334) Motions to Withdraw as Attorney. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/10/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 01/10/2024)

01/16/2024 190 (p.1341) ANSWER to 178 (p.1283) Amended Complaint by R. Kyle
Ardoin.(Cody, Jeffrey) (Entered: 01/16/2024)

01/16/2024 191 (p.1357) MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction and Failure to State a
Claim by State of Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed
Pleading; Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss, # 2 (p.77)
Proposed Pleading; Proposed Order)(Jones, Carey) Modified on
1/18/2024 to replace document per Order # 194 (LLH). (Entered:
01/16/2024)

01/17/2024 192 NOTICE of Briefing Schedule on 191 (p.1357) MOTION to Dismiss
for Lack of Jurisdiction and Failure to State a Claim : Opposition to
the motion shall be filed within 21 days from the filing of the motion
and shall not exceed 25 pages excluding attachments. The mover may
file a reply brief within 14 days of the filing of the opposition and shall
be limited to a total of 10 pages. No motion for leave will be required.
Sur-Reply briefs will be permitted only with leave of Court for
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extraordinary reasons supported by sufficient facts. (This is a TEXT
ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated
with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 01/17/2024)

01/17/2024 193 (p.1385) MOTION to Substitute 191 (p.1357) Motion to Dismiss by State of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Memorandum
in Support of Motion to Dismiss, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Jones, Carey) Modified on 1/18/2024 to create
linkage (ELW). (Entered: 01/17/2024)

01/18/2024 194 (p.1413) ORDER granting 193 (p.1385) MOTION to Substitute Motion to
Dismiss filed by State of Louisiana. Signed by Judge John W.
deGravelles on 1/18/2024. (LLH) (Entered: 01/18/2024)

01/19/2024 195 (p.1414) MOTION to Substitute Motion to Withdraw as Counsel by State of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Motion to
Withdraw as Counsel, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Order to Allow
Substitution, # 3 Proposed Pleading; Order Granting Motion to
Withdraw)(Jones, Carey) (Entered: 01/19/2024)

01/19/2024 196 (p.1420) MOTION to Substitute Motion to Withdraw as Counsel by State of
Louisiana (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Motion to
Withdraw as Counsel, # 2 (p.77) Proposed Pleading; Order Granting
Motion to Substitute, # 3 Proposed Pleading; Order Allowing
Withdrawal as Counsel)(Jones, Carey) (Entered: 01/19/2024)

01/22/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 196 (p.1420) MOTION to Substitute
Motion to Withdraw as Counsel , 195 (p.1414) MOTION to Substitute
Motion to Withdraw as Counsel . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 01/22/2024)

01/23/2024 197 ORDER granting 195 (p.1414) MOTION to Substitute Motion to
Withdraw as Counsel filed by State of Louisiana. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/23/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 01/23/2024)

01/23/2024 198 ORDER granting 196 (p.1420) MOTION to Substitute Motion to
Withdraw as Counsel filed by State of Louisiana. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Scott D. Johnson on 1/23/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this
entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 01/23/2024)

01/23/2024 199 (p.1426) Joint MOTION to Amend Deadlines by State of Louisiana
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Order to Extend
Deadlines)(Jones, Carey) (Entered: 01/23/2024)

01/24/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 199 (p.1426) Joint MOTION to Amend
Deadlines. This motion is now pending before the USMJ. (ELW)
(Entered: 01/24/2024)

02/05/2024 200 (p.1432) MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response to 193 (p.1385)
MOTION to Substitute Motion to Dismiss & Motion to Substitute
Motion to Extend Discovery Deadlines by All Plaintiffs (Attachments:
# 1 (p.43) Attachment Proposed Order)(Corradini, Kristin) (Entered:
02/05/2024)
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02/06/2024 201 (p.1440) ORDER granting 200 (p.1432) Joint Motion for Extension of
Deadlines. Defendants' deadline for completion of Fact Discovery is
extended sixty (60) days from February 29, 2024 to April 29, 2024.
The Parties' deadlines for expert witness lists, reports, and discovery
are extended sixty (60) days to the following dates: Plaintiffs' Expert
Witness List and Reports: July 1, 2024; Defendants' Expert Witness
List and Reports: August 28, 2024; Rebuttal Expert Reports: September
30, 2024; Sur-Rebuttal Expert Reports: October 30, 2024; Discovery
from Experts: December 16, 2024. The Parties' deadlines for briefing
the State's Motion to Dismiss are extended thirty (30) days with
Plaintiffs' opposition brief due on March 7, 2024 and the State's reply
brief due fourteen (14) days after the filing of the opposition. The
Parties Motion for Extension of Deadlines (Doc. 199) is granted as
stated herein. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on 02/06/2024.
(KDC) (Entered: 02/06/2024)

03/06/2024 202 (p.1442) RULING and ORDER: The 138 (p.1112) Motion for Attorney Fees is
GRANTED IN PART and DENIED IN PART.Defendants the State of
Louisiana, through Attorney GeneralJeff Landry, and Secretary of State
R. Kyle Ardoin are ordered to pay Intervenors the amount of
$36,442.25 in reasonable attorneys fees.Signed by Judge John W.
deGravelles on 03/06/2024. (ELW) (Entered: 03/06/2024)

03/11/2024 203 (p.1463) Joint MOTION for Extension of Discovery Deadlines by All Plaintiffs
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Attachment Proposed Order)(Corradini,
Kristin) Modified on 3/12/2024 to edit text (ELW). (Entered:
03/11/2024)

03/12/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 203 (p.1463) Joint MOTION for Extension
of Discovery Deadlines Joint MOTION for Extension of Time Motion
to Dismiss Briefing and Fact Discovery. This motion is now pending
before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 03/12/2024)

03/21/2024 204 (p.1469) AMENDED COMPLAINT against All Defendants, filed by Anthony
Allen, Stephanie Anthony, Louisiana State Conference of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored People.(Corradini,
Kristin) (Entered: 03/21/2024)

03/22/2024 205 (p.1489) MOTION for Kristin Howard Corradini to Withdraw as Attorney by
All Plaintiffs (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Attachment Proposed
Order)(Corradini, Kristin) (Entered: 03/22/2024)

03/22/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 205 (p.1489) MOTION for Kristin Howard
Corradini to Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending before
the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 03/22/2024)

03/22/2024 206 ORDER: Considering the Second Amended Complaint for Declaratory
and Injunctive Relief (Doc. 204), and pursuant to Middle District of
Louisiana Civil Rule 12, IT IS ORDERED that Defendant State of
Louisiana's Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint (Doc.
191) is DENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE to Defendant's right to
re-urge any arguments made in that motion, if appropriate, in response
to Plaintiffs' new complaint. Signed by Judge John W. deGravelles on
03/22/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or
PDF document associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered:
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03/22/2024)

03/25/2024 207 ORDER granting 205 (p.1489) Motion to Withdraw Kristin Howard
Corradini as Attorney. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
3/25/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or
PDF document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered:
03/25/2024)

04/05/2024 208 (p.1494) NOTICE OF APPEAL to the USCA for the 5th Circuit by State of
Louisiana. Filing fee $ 605, receipt number ALAMDC-2736835. The
transcript request form for appeal cases is located at
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/local-forms/all-local-forms. (Jones, Carey)
(Entered: 04/05/2024)

04/05/2024 209 (p.1496) NOTICE OF APPEAL to the USCA for the 5th Circuit by R. Kyle
Ardoin. Filing fee $ 605, receipt number ALAMDC-2736878. The
transcript request form for appeal cases is located at
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/local-forms/all-local-forms. (Cody, Jeffrey)
(Entered: 04/05/2024)

04/11/2024 210 (p.1498) ORDER granting 203 (p.1463) Joint MOTION for Extension of
Discovery Deadlines. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
4/11/2024. (KAH) (Entered: 04/11/2024)

04/15/2024 211 (p.1499) MOTION for Jon M. Greenbaum to Withdraw as Attorney by All
Plaintiffs (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Order)(Macklin, Meryl)
(Entered: 04/15/2024)

04/17/2024 212 USCA Case Number 24-30237 for 208 (p.1494) Notice of Appeal to
the USCA for the 5th Circuit, filed by State of Louisiana, 209 (p.1496)
Notice of Appeal to the USCA for the 5th Circuit, filed by R. Kyle
Ardoin. (NLT) (Entered: 04/17/2024)

04/19/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 211 (p.1499) MOTION for Jon M.
Greenbaum to Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending
before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 04/19/2024)

04/22/2024 213 ORDER denying 211 (p.1499) Motion to Withdraw as Attorney.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on 4/22/2024. (This is a
TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF document
associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 04/22/2024)

04/22/2024 214 (p.1505) Joint MOTION to Approve Consent Judgment of Agreed Proposed
Order by All Plaintiffs (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading;
Proposed Order)(Macklin, Meryl) (Entered: 04/22/2024)

04/22/2024 215 (p.1523) MOTION for Jon M. Greenbaum to Withdraw as Attorney by All
Plaintiffs (Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Proposed Pleading; Proposed
Order)(Macklin, Meryl) (Entered: 04/22/2024)

04/23/2024 216 Notice to Counsel:Video Status Conference set for 4/24/2024 at 2:00
PM by zoom before Judge John W. deGravelles. Participants must be
in appropriate courtroom attire, seated in a private room or office,
and using a camera that is stationary.
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(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KDC) (Entered: 04/23/2024)

04/23/2024 217 (p.1527) MOTION for Pooja Chaudhuri to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee
$100.00, Receipt Number BLAMDC-2744177) by All Plaintiffs
(Attachments: # 1 (p.43) Affidavit Exhibit A - Affidavit of Chaudhuri,
# 2 (p.77) Attachment Exhibit B - Certificate of Good Standing, # 3
Attachment Exhibit C - Proposed Order)(Thomas, Arthur) (Entered:
04/23/2024)

04/24/2024 MOTION(S) REFERRED: 217 (p.1527) MOTION for Pooja
Chaudhuri to Appear Pro Hac Vice (Filing fee $100.00, Receipt
Number BLAMDC-2744177), 215 (p.1523) MOTION for Jon M.
Greenbaum to Withdraw as Attorney . This motion is now pending
before the USMJ. (ELW) (Entered: 04/24/2024)

04/24/2024 218 ORDER granting 217 (p.1527) Motion for Pooja Chaudhuri to Appear
Pro Hac Vice. Signed by Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson on
4/24/2024.

ATTENTION: Local counsel shall provide the following link to those
attorneys granted leave to proceed pro hac vice in the Middle District
of Louisiana who choose to register for e-file access
www.lamd.uscourts.gov/pro-hac-vice-e-filing-registration.

(This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY. There is no hyperlink or PDF
document associated with this entry.) (KAH) (Entered: 04/24/2024)

04/24/2024 219 ORDER granting 215 (p.1523) Motion to Withdraw as Attorney.
Attorney Jon M. Greenbaum terminated. Signed by Magistrate Judge
Scott D. Johnson on 4/24/2024. (This is a TEXT ENTRY ONLY.
There is no hyperlink or PDF document associated with this entry.)
(KAH) (Entered: 04/24/2024)

04/24/2024 221 (p.1539) Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge John W. deGravelles.
Status Conference by Zoom was held on 4/24/2024. The 214 (p.1505)
Joint MOTION to Approve Consent Judgment of Agreed Proposed
Order is DENIED. The Court remains willing to help the parties reach
an amicable resolution of this matter. If the parties want the Court to do
so, they should submit a new motion and proposed order and provide
the Court with whatever legal authorities and factual support are
necessary for the Court to make an informed decision. (ELW) (Entered:
04/25/2024)

04/25/2024 220 (p.1536) Joint Notice to Court Regarding Status of Louisiana Supreme Court
Redistricting Bill by Anthony Allen, Stephanie Anthony, Louisiana
State Conference of the National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People (Macklin, Meryl) Modified on 4/26/2024 to edit text
(ELW). (Entered: 04/25/2024)

04/29/2024 222 (p.1543) TRANSCRIPT REQUEST by R. Kyle Ardoin re 209 (p.1496) Notice
of Appeal to the USCA for the 5th Circuit, (Cody, Jeffrey) (Main
Document 222 replaced on 4/29/2024) (ELW). Modified on 4/29/2024
to flatten document (ELW). (Entered: 04/29/2024)
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04/29/2024 223 (p.1545) TRANSCRIPT REQUEST by State of Louisiana re 208 (p.1494)
Notice of Appeal to the USCA for the 5th Circuit, (Jones, Carey)
(Entered: 04/29/2024)

Case #: 3:19-cv-00479-JWD-SDJ

24-30237.42

Case: 24-30237      Document: 44     Page: 46     Date Filed: 07/19/2024



 
 
 
 

TAB 2 
  

Case: 24-30237      Document: 44     Page: 47     Date Filed: 07/19/2024



1 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 

 

LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE, OF 

THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR 

THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED 

PEOPLE; ANTHONY ALLEN; AND 

STEPHANIE ANTHONY  

     

Plaintiffs, 

 

v. 

 

STATE OF LOUISIANA; and R. KYLE 

ARDOIN, in his capacity as Secretary of 

State of Louisiana,  

Defendants. 

 

 

Civil Action No. 3:19-cv-00479-JWD-EWD  

 

 

 

 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
 

 

 Nancy Landry, in her capacity as Secretary of State of Louisiana, through undersigned 

counsel, appeals to the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit from the Ruling and 

Order (Doc. 202) entered March 6, 2024, which granted in part and denied in part the Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees (Doc. 138) filed by Intervenors, John L. Weimer, Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, 

and Craig Webre, in their individual capacities, and John L. Weimer in his capacity as a candidate 

for Louisiana Supreme Court, District Six. 

Date: April 5, 2024. 

Respectfully submitted: 

SHOWS, CALI & WALSH, L.L.P. 

 

       /s/ Jeffrey K. Cody                     

                                                John C. Walsh (LA 24903)  

                                                 Jeffrey K. Cody (LA 28536) 

  Caroline M. Tomeny (LA 34120)  

628 St. Louis Street (70802) 

P.O. Box 4425 

                                    Baton Rouge, LA 70821-4425 
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                                    Tel: 225-346-1461 

                                                  Fax: (225) 346-1467  

john@scwllp.com 

jeffreyc@scwllp.com 

      caroline@scwllp.com  

 

Counsel for Defendant, Nancy Landry, in her 

capacity as Secretary of State of Louisiana 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 5th day of April, 2024, I electronically filed the foregoing with 

the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system which will send notice of electronic filing to all 

counsel of record. 

 

/s/ Jeffrey K. Cody 

Jeffrey K. Cody 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 
 

LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE OF 
THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR 
THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED 
PEOPLE, et al. 
 
VERSUS 
 
STATE OF LOUISIANA, et al. 

 
CIVIL ACTION 
 
NO. 19-479-JWD-SDJ 

 
 

RULING AND ORDER 

 This matter comes before the Court on the Motion for Attorney’s Fees (Doc. 138) filed by 

Intervenors John L. Weimer, Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, in their individual 

capacity (“Intervenor Voters”) and John L. Weimer in his capacity as a candidate for Louisiana 

Supreme Court District Six (“Intervenor Candidate”) (collectively, the “Intervenors”). Defendants 

the State of Louisiana, through Attorney General Jeff Landry, and Secretary of State R. Kyle 

Ardoin (“Defendants”) oppose the motion (Doc. 143). Intervenors have filed a reply (Doc. 144). 

Oral argument is not necessary. The Court has carefully considered the law, the facts in the record, 

and the arguments and submissions of the parties and is prepared to rule. For the following reasons, 

Intervenors’ Motion for Attorney’s Fees is granted in part and denied in part. 

I. RELEVANT FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 

In 2019, the Louisiana State Conference of the National Association for the Advancement 

of Colored People (“NAACP”), Anthony Allen, and Stephanie Anthony (collectively “Plaintiffs”) 

filed suit against Defendants, seeking declaratory and injunctive relief to have the State redraw the 

district lines for Supreme Court districts. (Doc. 1 at 2.) On May 2, 2022, the Defendants filed a 

consent motion to stay all Louisiana Supreme Court elections until the voting districts could be 
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reapportioned. (Doc. 100 at 1.) On May 4, 2022, this Court granted the consent motion and stayed 

all Louisiana Supreme Court elections. (Doc. 101 at 1.)  

The Intervenors filed a Motion to Intervene on June 29, 2022, seeking a partial lift of the 

stay order. (Doc. 109 at 1.) The Intervenors were voters located in District Six, and one of them 

wished to qualify to run for Supreme Court Justice in November 2022. (Id. at 2, Doc. 114 at 1–2.) 

Qualification for candidates to run opened on July 20, 2022, and closed on July 22, 2022. (Doc. 

109-2 at 2.) The Intervenors argued that because District Five, not District Six, was the target of 

the reapportionment efforts, District Six’s election should be able to continue. (Id. at 3.)  

Intervenors amended the Motion to Intervene on July 5, 2022, filing the Amended Motion 

to Intervene and asking for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction to allow the 

election to move forward. (Doc. 114.) An Answer, Counterclaim, and Cross-Claim was filed with 

the Amended Motion to Intervene as Exhibit 1. (Doc. 114-4.) In the Answer, Intervenors prayed 

for an award of attorney’s fees and costs. (Id. at 12.) There was no prayer for attorney’s fees in the 

Counterclaim or the Cross-Claim. (Doc. 114-4.)  

Defendants opposed the intervention and the temporary restraining order. (Doc. 122, Doc. 

126.) This Court granted the Amended Motion to Intervene in part on July 11, 2022, allowing the 

Intervenors to intervene in the litigation without addressing the temporary restraining order. (Doc. 

129.) On July 13, this Court granted the Motion to Partially Lift Consent Stay Order from the 

original Motion to Intervene and dissolved the stay on Louisiana Supreme Court elections. (Doc. 

135.) On July 27, 2022, Intervenors filed the present Motion for Attorney’s Fees, requesting fees 

from Defendants totaling $41,845.00. (Doc. 138 at 1.)  
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II. DISCUSSION 

A. Parties’ Arguments 

1. Intervenors’ Memorandum in Support (Doc. 138-1) 

a. Prevailing Party 

Intervenors first argue that they are entitled to attorney’s fees under 42 U.S.C. § 1988. 

(Doc. 138-1 at 5.) They say that § 1988 is applicable because they were the prevailing party in an 

action to enforce 42 U.S.C. § 1983. (Id. at 7.) Intervenors cite Fifth Circuit cases saying that for a 

plaintiff to be a prevailing party: “ ‘(1) the plaintiff must achieve judicially-sanctioned relief, (2) 

the relief must materially alter the legal relationship between the parties, and (3) the relief must 

modify the defendant’s behavior in a way that directly benefits the plaintiff at the time the relief is 

entered.’ ” (Id. at 6 (quoting Petteway v. Henry, 738 F.3d 132, 137 (5th Cir. 2013)).) Intervenors 

assert that to be a prevailing party, the party only needs to succeed on a significant issue, not the 

main claim of the case. (Id. at 6–7.) Intervenors point to an election case from the Fifth Circuit, 

where attorney’s fees were awarded based on interim relief that allowed voters to vote in the 

November 2016 elections. (Id. at 7 (citing Veasey v. Abbott, 13 F.4th 362 (5th Cir. 2021)).)  

Intervenors say they have met each requirement to be considered a prevailing party. (Id. at 

7–8.) They say that the judicially-sanctioned relief was the granting of the Motion to Partially Lift 

Consent Stay Order and the vacating of the stay order, allowing the election to proceed. (Id. at 8.) 

Intervenors argue that the lifting of the stay order materially altered the relationship between them 

and Defendants because without the order, Intervenor Voters would not have been allowed to vote 

and Intervenor Candidate would not have been able to run in the November 2022 election. (Id.) 

Finally, Intervenors assert that the order was not purely technical because it caused an election to 

move forward that would not have occurred absent intervention. (Id.) Intervenors point to the order 
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from the Court, which articulated that the challenge by the Intervenors made the issue with the 

stay order “specific and concrete.” (Id. (citing Doc. 135 at 12–13).)  

b. Calculation of Attorney’s Fees 

Intervenors attached invoices detailing the attorney’s fees as Exhibits 1 and 2. (Doc. 141-

1 and 141-2.) The proposed rates and hours are as follows: Eva J. Dossier, 55 hours at $175 per 

hour; Richard C. Stanley, 57.10 hours at $225 per hour; John P. D’Avello, 94.40 hours at $150 per 

hour; Matthew J. Paul, 29.10 hours at $175 per hour; Brittany Y. Kennedy, 1.60 hours at $75 per 

hour. (Id.) Intervenors used the maximum hourly fee schedule from the Louisiana Department of 

Justice, saying that these rates are lower than those that have been given by this Court in the past. 

(Doc. 138-1 at 10 n.8.) In total, Intervenors billed 237.20 hours and are asking for $41,845.00 in 

attorney’s fees. (Doc. 138-1 at 11.) 

2. Defendants’ Opposition (Doc. 143) 

a. Prevailing Party 

Defendants first address the issue of whether Intervenors should be considered a prevailing 

party under § 1988. (Doc. 143 at 2.) Defendants cite Farrar v. Hobby, saying that there needs to 

be “ ‘actual relief on the merits of his claim’ ” for a party to be prevailing. (Id. (quoting Farrar v. 

Hobby, 506 U.S. 103, 111 (1992)).) They first say that this claim for attorney’s fees is actually 

pursuant to Intervenors’ crossclaim against them, which has not been adjudicated on the merits. 

(Id. at 3.) They acknowledge that an injunction may satisfy this requirement but argue that the 

Intervenors are still not prevailing parties. (Id.) Defendants say that instead of an injunction being 

granted, an injunction was dissolved, which should not be considered relief on the merits of the 

claim. (Id.) Defendants assert that the Court’s decision to dissolve the stay was unrelated to the 
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crossclaim against Defendants, and since the crossclaim was not adjudicated, Intervenors are not 

entitled to attorney’s fees. (Id.) 

Defendants argue that because Intervenors were unsuccessful on nearly all of their claims, 

they cannot be considered prevailing parties. (Id.) Defendants assert that “[w]hile Intervenors may 

have gotten what they wanted, they did not get what they asked for.” (Id. at 4 (emphasis in 

original).) The basis for this assertion is that Intervenors requested a number of different kinds of 

relief, including more expanded relief in the Amended Motion to Intervene, that were denied in 

favor of granting the original Motion to Intervene and dissolving the stay. (Id. at 4–5.) Defendants 

say that since the Court did not address the § 1983 claim that was in the crossclaim, there has been 

no adjudication and Intervenors cannot request attorney’s fees. (Id. at 5.) They conclude by saying 

that because the Intervenors did not get the specific relief that they requested in their final request 

for relief, their Motion should be denied. (Id. at 6.) 

b. State Action 

Defendants claim the consent stay order was not a result of state action, as the state 

defendants were simply complying with a federal court order by stopping the Supreme Court 

elections. (Id. at 7–8.) They say that the actions of a federal court would not be covered under 

§ 1983. (Id. at 8.) Defendants maintain that although they and Plaintiffs jointly moved the Court 

to enter the stay order, that power was not exclusively a power that a state actor could exercise. 

(Id. at 9.) They assert that “any party to a case, whether private or public, can request a stay,” but 

the ultimate actor is the court. (Id.)  

c. Notice 

Defendants argue that attorney’s fees are items of special damage and should be 

specifically pleaded. (Id. at 10 (citing United Indus. v. Simon-Hartley, Ltd., 91 F.3d 762, 764 (5th 
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Cir. 1996)).) Defendants say that although requests for attorney’s fees must be specifically pled, if 

the other party is on notice that attorney’s fees are being sought, then the party may recover. (Id. 

at 11.) Defendants assert that there was no notice here. (Id.) Defendants look to the Intervenors’ 

Answer, Counterclaim, and Cross-Claim, arguing that although there is a request for attorney’s 

fees, it was against Plaintiffs, not Defendants. (Id.) Defendants say that they were unfairly 

surprised by the request for attorney’s fees, especially since Plaintiffs also opposed the 

intervention. (Id. at 11–12.)  

d. Excessive Fees 

Finally, Defendants argue that the fee award requested by Intervenors is excessive. (Id. at 

12.) Defendants contend that the first Motion to Intervene was so deficient that it could not be 

reviewed. (Id. at 13.) They point to one of the factors for determining attorney’s fees—the skill 

required—and say that an intervention is not very advanced, even though it took nearly 50 hours 

of work to complete. (Id.) Defendants outline how the Motion to Intervene was deficient. (Id. at 

13–14.) Defendants say that the 49.1 hours that were spent creating the first Motion to Intervene 

were excessive and that the 62.5 hours used to create the Amended Motion to Intervene were even 

more excessive. (Id. at 15.) Defendants also challenge the 29.2 hours spent preparing the instant 

Motion for Attorney’s Fees and 65.8 hours preparing for a potential emergency appeal. (Id. at 15–

16.)  

Defendants object generally to block billing, but only specify one entry as being block 

billed. (Id. at 16.) They argue that Attorney D’Avello’s bill on July 6, 2022, references 4.10 hours 

that were used for multiple tasks, but no designation of how long each task took. (Id.) Defendants 

request that if fees are to be awarded, they be reduced due to block billing. (Id. at 17–18.) In total, 

Defendants object to 49.10 hours relating to the initial filing, 62.50 hours preparing the Amended 
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Motion to Intervene, 65.80 hours preparing an appellate strategy, and 29.20 hours preparing the 

Motion for Attorney’s Fees, totaling 206.60 hours. (Id. at 18.) 

3. Intervenors’ Reply (Doc. 144) 

Intervenors reiterate that they are prevailing parties, as the Fifth Circuit in Walker v. City 

of Mesquite allowed attorney’s fees when a remedial order was vacated in response to a request 

for a temporary restraining order, a preliminary injunction, and a permanent injunction. (Doc. 144 

at 3–4 (citing Walker v. City of Mesquite, 313 F.3d 246 (5th Cir. 2002)).) The Fifth Circuit allowed 

attorney’s fees because the plaintiffs achieved the result they were seeking. (Id. at 4 (citing Walker, 

313 F.3d at 249–250).) Intervenors argue that the same is applicable here; their goal was to stop 

the violation of constitutional rights, which was achieved through the dissolution of the stay order. 

(Id.)  

Intervenors point to Walker for the issue of whether there was state action, saying that the 

Fifth Circuit there held that state actors complying with official or legal requirements that are 

unconstitutional is not a special circumstance that would allow the denial of attorney’s fees. (Id. 

(citing Walker, 313 F.3d at 251).) Intervenors argue that Defendants “affirmatively urged” the 

court to enter an order that infringed on the constitutional rights of the Intervenors and fought to 

keep the stay order in place. (Id. at 4–5.) Intervenors say that they cannot request attorney’s fees 

from Plaintiffs as they are not state actors and are thus not subject to §§ 1983 and 1988. (Id. at 5.)  

Intervenors argue that Defendants are state actors, as they are the Attorney General and the 

Secretary of State. (Id.) “They used their titles as state officers in federal litigation to interfere with 

the scheduled election in District Six and attempt to ‘create a [new] system’ governing Louisiana 

Supreme Court voting.” (Id. (alteration in original) (quoting Doc. 100 at 1).)  
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Intervenors respond to Defendants’ allegations about any deficiencies in the Motion to 

Intervene by saying that they are an “untimely attempt to reopen the litigation on the merits.” (Id. 

at 6.) Intervenors say that they did not need to cite § 1983 in the intervention in order to receive 

attorney’s fees pursuant to § 1988. (Id.) They cite a Fifth Circuit case which says that § 1983 does 

not need to be cited if the complaint alleges enough facts that would support a § 1983 claim. (Id. 

(citing Noatex Corp. v. King Const. Co. of Houston, LLC, 609 F. App’x 164, 167 (5th Cir. 2015)).) 

Intervenors assert that the result that was achieved in this case was excellent and the fees 

that they are requesting are modest considering the amount of work done. (Id. at 7.) They say that 

they were efficient, as they prevailed within a month of their first pleading. (Id.) Intervenors 

explain the time used researching emergency appeals by saying since (1) Defendants would not 

concede any issues, (2) there was an imminent deadline of July 20, 2022, and (3) it was possible 

that the district court would not rule in time or in their favor, they would have had to pursue other 

avenues to get relief. (Id. at 7–8.) Intervenors argue that research into the appellate avenues was 

reasonable considering the information they had at the time. (Id. at 8.)  

Finally, Intervenors say that the rates that were used to calculate the amount they asked for 

in the Motion for Attorney’s Fees were well below market rate. (Id. at 9.) They point to cases from 

this Court where fees of $350 per hour for lead counsel and $275 per hour for associate attorneys 

were reasonable in the Middle District of Louisiana. (Id. (citing Advocacy Ctr. v. Cain, No. 12-

508, 2014 WL 1246840, at *6 (M.D. La. Mar. 24, 2014) (Jackson, C.J.)).) Intervenors use these 

rates to show that the market price for their services is $69,192.50, so the $41,845.00 that was 

requested is already a reduction from the lodestar amount. (Id. at 10.) 
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B. Law and Analysis 

In sum, the Court will grant in part and deny in part the Intervenors’ Motion for Attorney’s 

Fees. The Intervenors are a prevailing party, as they received the relief that they were seeking. The 

Defendants are state actors under § 1983. Although Intervenors did not pray for attorney’s fees in 

the claim against Defendants, Defendants knew about the prayer for attorney’s fees in the Answer 

and were on notice that fees would be sought. Additionally, Defendants were the primary party 

that opposed the intervention and the dissolution of the stay order, so they were on notice that fees 

would be sought against them. Finally, Intervenors are entitled to fees, but they will be decreased 

to account for block billing. Accordingly, the Court will award $36,442.25 for Intervenors’ 

attorney’s fees. 

1. Prevailing Party 

42 U.S.C. § 1988 provides, in pertinent part, “In any action or proceeding to enforce a 

provision of section[] . . . 1983 . . . the court, in its discretion, may allow the prevailing party . . . 

a reasonable attorney’s fee as part of the costs . . . .” 42 U.S.C. 1988(b). The Supreme Court defined 

“prevailing party” in Farrar. In that case, the Court examined previous rulings and said “ ‘[t]o be 

considered a prevailing party within the meaning of § 1988,’ we held, ‘the plaintiff must be able 

to point to a resolution of the dispute which changes the legal relationship between itself and the 

defendant.’ ” Farrar, 506 U.S at 111 (quoting Tex. State Tchrs. Ass’n. v. Garland Indep. Sch. Dist., 

489 U.S. 782, 792 (1989)). The Supreme Court further said that “to qualify as a prevailing party, 

a civil rights plaintiff must obtain at least some relief on the merits of his claim. . . . Whatever 

relief the plaintiff secures must directly benefit him at the time of the judgment or settlement.” Id. 

In summary, “a plaintiff ‘prevails’ when actual relief on the merits of his claim materially alters 
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the legal relationship between the parties by modifying the defendant’s behavior in a way that 

directly benefits the plaintiff.” Id. at 111–12.  

Section 1988 requires that relief be granted pursuant to certain sections of Title 42, 

including § 1983. The party seeking attorney’s fees does not, however, need to specifically plead 

§ 1983 in their request for relief. The Fifth Circuit has held “that a party may recover § 1988(b) 

fees without pleading § 1983—if his complaint presents a claim for which § 1983 affords succor.” 

Noatex Corp., 609 F. Appx. at 167. Here, Intervenors did not cite to § 1983 in their Motion to 

Intervene or Amended Motion to Intervene, but the relief that is requested is that which is provided 

for in § 1983. In the first paragraph of the Motion to Partially Lift Consent Stay Order, Intervenors 

assert their right to vote and elect a Supreme Court Justice. (Doc. 109-2 at 2.) As stated in the 

ruling granting the lifting of the stay order, with the stay order in place, “Intervenor Voters will 

indefinitely lose their right to vote for a Louisiana Supreme Court justice in their district, and 

Intervenor Candidate must indefinitely postpone his candidacy . . . .” (Doc. 135 at 12.) The right 

to vote is a right that is “secured by the Constitution and laws” and is thus subject to protection 

through § 1983. 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The Court finds that § 1988 is applicable to this case and will 

continue the analysis on whether Intervenors are a prevailing party. 

In this case, Intervenors initially sought a partial lift of the stay of the Louisiana Supreme 

Court elections. They later asked for a temporary restraining order that would allow the election 

to move forward. While the methods were different, the Intervenors had the same goal throughout 

their involvement in this case: stop the unconstitutional limitation on voters’ rights in District Six, 

specifically pertaining to the Louisiana Supreme Court Election. This Court granted that relief 

when it dissolved the stay order. (Doc. 135.) This relief directly benefitted Intervenors, as the 

election was allowed to take place and Intervenor Candidate was able to run.  
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The final element, that the legal relationship between the parties alters the defendant’s 

behavior in a way that benefits the Intervenor, is also met. Absent the intervention, the stay that 

Defendants advocated for would have been in place, preventing Intervenors from exercising their 

right to vote in the Louisiana Supreme Court election. With a judgment on the merits—the 

dissolution of the stay order—Intervenors no longer had a barrier to voting. Thus, the Court finds 

that Intervenors are prevailing parties. 

2. State Action 

Section 1983 requires action “under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation, custom, or 

usage of any State or Territory or District of Columbia.” 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The Supreme Court 

has held that there is a two-part test for determining whether a deprivation of a federal right is 

fairly attributable to the State.  

First, the deprivation must be caused by the exercise of some right or privilege 
created by the State or by a rule of conduct imposed by the state or by a person for 
whom the State is responsible . . . . Second, the party charged with the deprivation 
must be a person who may fairly be said to be a state actor. This may be because 
he is a state official, because he has acted together with or has obtained significant 
aid from state officials, or because his conduct is otherwise chargeable to the State. 
 

Lugar v. Edmondson Oil Co., Inc., 457 U.S. 922, 937 (1982). In West v. Atkins, the Supreme Court 

further said, “generally, a public employee acts under color of state law while acting in his official 

capacity or while exercising his responsibilities pursuant to state law.” 487 U.S. 42, 50 (1988).  

 Although Defendants argue that they were not state actors because any person could have 

moved for the stay, with the court being the ultimate actor, Defendants were acting with the 

authority granted them by the state. Defendants are empowered to represent the state in federal 

court, and they used that power to request that the Court stay the Supreme Court election, thus 

violating the rights of voters. Defendants did not simply comply with a court order; they advocated 
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for the stay and argued against the intervention and the lifting of the stay. These actions indicate 

that Defendants were state actors for the purposes of § 1983. 

3. Notice 

In the Fifth Circuit, attorney’s fees are considered to be special damages, which fall under 

the higher pleading standards of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 9(g).1 See United Indus., 91 F.3d 

at 764 (“While this Circuit has not specifically held that attorneys’ fees are items of special damage 

that must be specifically pleaded, we have intimated that this is so”) (citing Crosby v. Old Republic 

Ins. Co., 978 F.2d 210, 211 n.1 (5th Cir. 1992). Rule 9(g) requires that special damages must be 

specifically stated. Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 9(g).  

While attorney’s fees must be specifically pled, there is an exception when the other party 

is on notice. The Fifth Circuit has acknowledged that there are times when the court may consider 

a request for fees without a specific pleading, particularly when the circumstances are such that 

the opposing party is on notice that attorney’s fees would be sought. United Indus., 91 F.3d at 765, 

n.4 (citing Engel v. Teleprompter Corp., 732 F.2d 1238 (5th Cir. 1984)). 

Additionally, in § 1983 cases, prevailing parties “ ‘should ordinarily recover an attorney’s 

fee unless special circumstances would render such an award unjust’ ” Lefemine v. Wideman, 568 

U.S. 1, 5 (2012) (quoting Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461 U.S. 424, 429 (1983)).   

Here, Intervenors did not claim special damages in either of their Motions to Intervene. 

They did, however, request attorney’s fees in the prayer of the Answer that was filed with the 

Amended Motion to Intervene. While Defendants argue that this was not sufficient notice that 

Intervenors would attempt to collect attorney’s fees from them, the Court disagrees. Intervenors 

 
1 Other jurisdictions follow a more “modern” approach that does not categorize attorney’s fees as special damages. 2 
James Wm. Moore et al., Moore’s Federal Practice – Civil § 9.08 at 3–4 (3d Ed. 2024). 
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may not have directed the request for attorney’s fees toward Defendants, but Defendants would 

have known that attorney’s fees were being requested.  

Further, Plaintiffs in this case were not the driving force behind the opposition to lifting 

the stay; Defendants were. The State of Louisiana, through Attorney General Jeff Landry, filed 

two oppositions to the Motions to Intervene (Doc. 122, Doc. 126), while Plaintiffs only filed a 

short response (Doc. 121). The Court is more inclined to grant attorney’s fees here, as it finds that 

there are no special circumstances that would support the denial of fees. Defendants were heavily 

involved in the litigation surrounding whether the stay order would be lifted, and thus should have 

known that Intervenors would request attorney’s fees from them. The Court holds that there was 

sufficient notice of the request for attorney’s fees.  

4. Calculation of Fees 

The Fifth Circuit utilizes the “lodestar” method to calculate reasonable attorney’s fees. In 

re Fender, 12 F.3d 480, 487 (5th Cir. 1994). Under the lodestar analysis, a district court must first 

determine the reasonable number of hours expended on the litigation and the reasonable hourly 

rates for the participating attorneys. La. Power & Light Co. v. Kellstrom, 50 F.3d 319, 323–24 (5th 

Cir. 1995) (citing Hensley, 461 U.S. at 433). The court then determines the “lodestar” by 

multiplying the reasonable hours expended by the reasonable hourly rates. Id. at 324.  

The lodestar figure is presumptively reasonable. See Perdue v. Kenny A. ex rel. Winn, 559 

U.S. 542, 554 (2010); Watkins v. Fordice, 7 F.3d 453, 457 (5th Cir. 1993). However, “[t]he 

Supreme Court has twice made clear that ‘the most critical factor’ in determining the 

reasonableness of a fee award in a civil rights suit ‘is the degree of success obtained.’ ” Migis v. 

Pearle Vision, Inc., 135 F.3d 1041, 1047 (5th Cir. 1998) (quoting Farrar, 506 U.S. at 114). The 
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district court may adjust the figure upward or downward after assessing the factors set forth in 

Johnson v. Georgia Highway Express, Inc., 488 F.2d 714, 717–19 (5th Cir. 1974): 

(1) the time and labor required, (2) the novelty and difficulty of the issues, (3) the 
skill required to perform the legal services properly, (4) the preclusion of other 
employment, (5) the customary fee, (6) whether the fee is fixed or contingent, (7) 
time limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances, (8) the amount involved 
and the results obtained, (9) the experience, reputation, and ability of the attorneys, 
(10) the undesirability of the case, (11) the nature and length of the professional 
relationship with the client, and (12) awards in similar cases. Johnson, 488 F.2d at 
717–19. 
 

Strong v. Bell S. Telecomms., Inc., 137 F.3d 844, 850 n.4 (5th Cir. 1998). The Fifth Circuit has 

“explained that, of the Johnson factors, the court should give special heed to the time and labor 

involved, the customary fee, the amount involved and the result obtained, and the experience, 

reputation and ability of counsel.” Migis, 135 F.3d at 1047 (citing Von Clark v. Butler, 916 F.2d 

255, 258 (5th Cir. 1990)). “The lodestar may not be adjusted due to a Johnson factor . . . if the 

creation of the lodestar amount already took that factor into account; to do so would be 

impermissible double counting.” Saizan v. Delta Concrete Prod. Co., 448 F.3d 795, 800 (5th Cir. 

2006) (citing Migis, 135 F.3d at 1047). 

a. Reasonable Rate 

The Defendants do not challenge the rates that Intervenors billed. The Court, however, will 

analyze whether the rates set forth in the Motion for Attorney’s Fees are reasonable. With respect 

to assessing the reasonableness of hourly rates, the Fifth Circuit recognizes that “the district court 

is itself an expert in assessing these matters.” Davis v. Bd. of Sch. Comm’rs of Mobile Cnty., 526 

F.2d 865, 868 (5th Cir. 1976) (citations omitted). “To determine reasonable rates, a court considers 

the attorneys’ regular rates as well as prevailing rates.” Kellstrom, 50 F.3d at 328 (citations 

omitted). An attorney’s rate is reasonable only insofar as it is consistent with “those prevailing in 

the community for similar services by lawyers of reasonably comparable skill, experience[,] and 
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reputation.” McClain v. Lufkin Indus., Inc., 649 F.3d 374, 381 (5th Cir. 2011) (quoting Blum v. 

Stenson, 465 U.S. 886, 895 (1984)). In general, the relevant community is “the community in 

which the district court sits.” Scham v. Dist. Courts Trying Criminal Cases, 148 F.3d 554, 558 (5th 

Cir. 1998) (abrogated on other grounds by Buckhannon Bd. and Care Home, Inc. v. W. Va. Dep’t 

of Health and Human Res., 532 U.S. 598, 610 (2001)). This Court recently held that rates of $228 

for an attorney with ten years of experience, $175 for an attorney with four years of experience, 

and $100 for a paralegal were reasonable for the area. See Johnson v. Holliday, No. 15-cv-38, slip 

op. at 17–19 (M.D. La. Sept. 28, 2023) (deGravelles, J.), Doc. 308. 

The rates that Intervenors propose are similar to (and sometimes lower than) the rates that 

this Court has previously found reasonable. See id. At the time the Motion for Attorney’s Fees was 

made, Attorney Stanley had 38 years of experience practicing law. (Doc. 141-3 at 1.) Attorney 

Dossier was a partner who had 11 years of experience. (Doc. 141-4 at 1.) Attorney Paul was a 

partner who had 10 years of experience. (Doc. 141-5 at 1.) Finally, Attorney D’Avello was an 

associate who had six years of experience. (Doc. 141-6 at 1.) The hourly rates in this case are as 

follows: $225 for Attorney Stanley, $175 for other partners who have practiced law between five 

and ten years, $150 for associates who have practiced law between three and five years, and $75 

for paralegals. (Doc. 141-3 at 2.) Attorney Stanley stated in his affidavit that these are below the 

market rates for the area. (Id.) The Court finds that the rates given in the Motion for Attorney’s 

Fees are reasonable and will be used in the calculation of the lodestar. 

b. Hours Reasonably Expended 

Next, “[t]he district court must determine whether the hours claimed were ‘reasonably 

expended on the litigation.’ ” Kellstrom, 50 F.3d at 324 (quoting Alberti v. Klevenhagen, 896 F.2d 

927, 933–34 (5th Cir.), vacated on other grounds, 903 F.2d 352 (5th Cir. 1990)). “In determining 
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the amount of an attorney fee award, courts customarily require the applicant to produce 

contemporaneous billing records or other sufficient documentation so that the district court can 

fulfill its duty to examine the application for noncompensable hours.” Id. (citation omitted). Local 

Rule 54 provides specific guidance for determining whether the number of hours claimed is 

reasonable: “the party desiring to be awarded such fees shall submit to the Court a 

contemporaneous time report reflecting the date, time involved, and nature of the services 

performed. The report shall be in both narrative and statistical form and provide hours spent and 

justification thereof.” M.D. La. LR 54(b)(1).  

The billing documents and affidavits provided by Intervenors (Doc. 141) are adequate to 

show the work done by the attorneys in this case, as they give the hours spent working on this case 

and descriptions of the work done. While the tasks that are documented are reasonable to the Court, 

the amount of time spent on each task cannot be ascertained in many of the entries. Defendants 

argue that the award of fees should be reduced due to block billing, as there are several entries in 

the billing documents that lump multiple discrete tasks together under one total hour calculation. 

As a general proposition, attorneys must exercise “billing judgment” by “writing off 

unproductive, excessive, or redundant hours” when seeking fee awards. Walker v. U.S. Dep’t of 

Hous. & Urban Dev., 99 F.3d 761, 769 (5th Cir. 1996). The fee seeker’s attorneys “are charged 

with proving that they exercised billing judgment.” Id. at 770. When billing judgment is lacking, 

the Court must exclude from the lodestar calculation the hours that were not reasonably expended. 

Cooper v. Pentecost, 77 F.3d 829, 832 (5th Cir. 1996) (citations and internal quotations omitted) 

(“Where the documentation of hours is inadequate, the district court may reduce the award 

accordingly.”); see also Kellstrom, 50 F.3d at 324 (“[A] district court may reduce the number of 

hours awarded if the documentation is vague or incomplete.”). 
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“Block-billing is a time-keeping method by which each lawyer and legal assistant enters 

the total daily time spent working on a case, rather than itemizing the time expended on specific 

tasks.” U.S. ex rel., Cook-Reska v. Cmty. Health Sys., Inc., 641 F. App’x 396, 399 n.7 (5th Cir. 

2016) (internal quotations and citations omitted) “Courts disfavor the practice of block billing 

because it impairs the required reasonableness evaluation [ . . . because] the court cannot accurately 

determine the number of hours spent on any particular task . . . .” Id. (alteration in original). 

However, “[a] reduction for block billing is not automatic.” Fralick v. Plumbers & Pipefitters Nat. 

Pension Fund, No. 9-752, 2011 WL 487754, at *5 (N.D. Tex. Feb. 11, 2011) (Fitzwater, C.J.). 

“[E]ven a failure to provide contemporaneous billing statements does not preclude an award of 

fees per se, as long as the evidence produced is adequate to determine reasonable hours.” Hollowell 

v. Orleans Reg’l Hosp. LLC, 217 F.3d 379, 392 n.18 (5th Cir. 2000) (internal citations and 

quotations omitted). “Therefore, before reducing the fee request based on block billing, the court 

must evaluate whether the applicant’s evidence is adequate to enable it to determine the 

reasonableness of the hours expended.” Fralick, 2011 WL 487754, at *5. 

The Court agrees that Intervenors’ counsel block billed and will reduce the hours 

accordingly. Most of the entries detail the hours that Intervenors’ counsel spent on this case in one 

day, with multiple tasks assigned to one total amount of time. This makes it difficult for the Court 

to determine how long each task took. To account for potential unreasonableness that may have 

been found if these entries had not been block billed, the block billed hours will be reduced by a 

fixed percentage of 15%. See Johnson v. Holliday, slip op. at 22 (where this Court held that a 15% 

reduction in hours for block billing was appropriate). 

Attorney Dossier billed a total of 55 hours, 35.50 of which were block billed. The reduction 

leaves Attorney Dossier with 49.68 hours. Attorney Stanley billed a total of 57.10 hours, 51.4 of 
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which were block billed. The reduction leaves Attorney Stanley with 49.39 hours. Attorney 

D’Avello billed a total of 94.4 hours, 88.3 of which were block billed. The reduction leaves 

Attorney D’Avello with 81.16 hours. Attorney Paul billed a total of 29.1 hours, 28.3 of which were 

block billed. The reduction leaves Attorney Paul with 24.86 hours. Paralegal Kennedy billed a 

total of 1.6 hours, .8 of which were block billed. The reduction leaves Paralegal Kennedy with 

1.48 hours. These numbers will be used in the lodestar calculation. 

c. Exclusion of Hours from Lodestar 

 In addition to arguing that Intervenors block billed, Defendants assert that there are four 

categories of billing that should be excluded from the lodestar. 

Defendants first challenge 49.10 hours that were spent preparing the initial Motion to 

Intervene. Defendants argue that, since the Motion was so deficient, the time spent preparing it 

should not be counted in the lodestar calculation. The Court disagrees. The time spent preparing 

the initial Motion to Intervene reflects a week of research and the drafting of a time-sensitive 

motion. Although the Motion to Intervene was denied due to the filing of the Amended Motion to 

Intervene, the Motion to Partially Lift Stay Order that was included in the initial Motion to 

Intervene was granted, lifting the stay. Since the Motion to Intervene was not defective, as 

Defendant claims it was, the hours were reasonable.  

 Next, Defendants challenge 62.5 hours spent preparing the Amended Motion to Intervene. 

This Motion included a Motion for Temporary Restraining Order that was eventually denied when 

the stay was lifted. Like the initial Motion, the work that was put into the Amended Motion included 

research and writing, while also communicating with the Court. This work is reasonable, as 

Intervenors were trying a different approach to reach their ultimate goal.  
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 Next, Defendants challenge 65.8 hours related to an emergency appeal that never took 

place. These entries, taking place between July 6, 2022, and July 13, 2022, describe research and 

meetings about appellate procedure and strategy. (Doc. 141-2 at 3–6.) While the emergency appeal 

was not needed in the end, it was reasonable for Intervenors’ counsel to conduct research and 

discuss strategy relating to the appeal. The intervention was on a tight deadline, as the time to 

qualify for the November 2022 election was at the end of July. (Doc. 109-2 at 2.) If this Court had 

not ruled by the time the deadline was approaching, an emergency appeal might have been needed. 

Thus, the hours were reasonable.  

 Finally, Defendants challenge 29.20 hours spent preparing the instant Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees. The Fifth Circuit has held that the attorney’s fee award may include compensation 

for time spent litigating the issue of attorney’s fees. Knighton v. Watkins, 616 F.2d 795, 801 (5th 

Cir. 1980). Defendants do not have a specific objection as to why the attorney’s fees here are 

unreasonable. Fees related to preparing a Motion for Attorney’s Fees are allowed in the Fifth 

Circuit, so the Court finds that these hours are reasonable.  

 Since all of these hours were reasonable, they will not be deducted from the reasonable 

hours calculation for the lodestar. 

d. Calculation of Lodestar 

As explained above, the lodestar is calculated by multiplying the reasonable number of 

hours expended on the litigation and the reasonable hourly rates for the participating attorneys. 

Kellstrom, 50 F.3d at 323–24.  

Attorney Dossier’s reasonable rate was $175 per hour. Her reasonable hours expended 

were 49.68 hours. Attorney Dossier’s total amount is $8,694.00 
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Attorney Stanley’s reasonable rate was $225 per hour. His reasonable hours expended were 

49.39 hours. Attorney Stanley’s total amount is $11,112.75  

Attorney D’Avello’s reasonable rate was $150 per hour. His reasonable hours expended 

were 81.16 hours. Attorney D’Avello’s total amount is $12,174.00 

Attorney Paul’s reasonable rate was $175 per hour. His reasonable hours expended were 

24.86 hours. Attorney Paul’s total amount is $4,350.50. 

Paralegal Kennedy’s reasonable rate was $75 per hour. Her reasonable hours expended 

were 1.48 hours. Paralegal Kennedy’s total amount is $111.00. 

All of the totals combined equate to $36,442.25. “The lodestar . . . is presumptively 

reasonable and should be modified only in exceptional cases” Watkins, 7 F.3d at 457 (citing City 

of Burlington v. Dague, 505 U.S. 557 (1992)). The Johnson factors, set forth above, do not call for 

an upward or downward adjustment, as even if some of the factors lean in favor of either party,2 

none are exceptional as to warrant an adjustment. See Perdue, 559 U.S. at 553 (holding that 

specific evidence must be presented to warrant an enhancement, which has not been done here.) 

The Court will not deviate from the lodestar. 

III. CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, 

 
2 The Johnson factors cut both ways.  Again, these factors are: 
 

(1) the time and labor required, (2) the novelty and difficulty of the issues, (3) the skill required to 
perform the legal services properly, (4) the preclusion of other employment, (5) the customary fee, 
(6) whether the fee is fixed or contingent, (7) time limitations imposed by the client or the 
circumstances, (8) the amount involved and the results obtained, (9) the experience, reputation, and 
ability of the attorneys, (10) the undesirability of the case, (11) the nature and length of the 
professional relationship with the client, and (12) awards in similar cases. Johnson, 488 F.2d at 717–
19. 
 

Strong, 137 F.3d at 850 n.4. On the one hand, factors (1), (7), (8), and (9) weigh in favor of adjustment. On the other 
hand, other factors—(2), (3), and (6)—do not. There are not enough facts in the record to determine if factors (4), 
(5), (10), or (11) weigh in favor of adjustment. 
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JUDGE JOHN W. deGRAVELLES 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 
 

 IT IS ORDERED that Intervenor’s Motion for Attorney’s Fees (Doc. 138) is GRANTED 

IN PART and DENIED IN PART. Defendants the State of Louisiana, through Attorney General 

Jeff Landry, and Secretary of State R. Kyle Ardoin are ordered to pay Intervenors the amount of 

$36,442.25 in reasonable attorney’s fees. 

Signed in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, on March 6, 2024. 
 

 S 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 

 
 
LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE  
OF THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION  
FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF 
COLORED PEOPLE, et. al., 
 

Plaintiffs,  
   
 v.                                                                                    Case No. 3:19-cv-00479-JWD-SDJ 
 
STATE OF LOUISIANA, et al.,  
 
  Defendants.   

   
INTERVENORS’ ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM AND CROSS-CLAIM  

 
John L. Weimer, in his capacity as a candidate for the Louisiana Supreme Court and voter 

in Supreme Court District Six, and Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, in their 

individual capacities as voters in Supreme Court District Six (“Intervenors”), through undersigned 

counsel, and concurrent with the motion to intervene, answer the Original Complaint for 

Declaratory and Injunctive Relief (Rec. Doc. 1) as follows: 

1. 

The allegations in Paragraph 1 are admitted to the extent that the Louisiana Supreme Court 

is the highest court in the State.   

2. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations of Paragraph 2; 

to the extent a response is required, the allegations in Paragraph 2 are denied as written.    

3. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations of Paragraph 3; 

to the extent a response is required, the allegations in Paragraph 3 are denied as written.    

EXHIBIT 1
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4. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations of Paragraph 4; 

to the extent a response is required, the allegations in Paragraph 4 are denied as written.  

Furthermore, the allegations in Paragraph 4 are legal conclusion to which no response is required; 

to the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

5. 

The allegations in Paragraph 5 are legal conclusions and requests for relief to which no 

response is required; to the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

6. 

The allegations in Paragraph 6 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied.  

7. 

The allegations in Paragraph 7 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. The Intervenors specifically deny that 

the Court has jurisdiction to stay elections of Supreme Court Districts that are not explicitly the 

subject of this litigation.   

8. 

The allegations in Paragraph 8 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

9. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 9 are denied. 
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10. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 10 are denied. 

11. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 11 are denied. 

12. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 12 are denied. 

13. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 13 are denied. 

14. 

The allegations of Paragraph 14 are admitted. 

15. 

The allegations of Paragraph 15 are admitted. 

16. 

The content of 52 U.S.C. § 10301(a) speaks for itself and no response is required. The 

remaining allegations in Paragraph 16 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 
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17. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 17 are denied. 

18. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 18 are denied. 

19. 

The allegations in Paragraph 19 are admitted.  

20. 

The allegations in Paragraph 20 are admitted.  

21. 

The allegations in Paragraph 21 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

22. 

The allegations in Paragraph 21 are also legal conclusions to which no response is required; 

to the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied as written. 

23. 

The allegations in Paragraph 23 are denied as written. 

24. 

The allegations in Paragraph 24 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied as written. 
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25. 

The contents of the Chisom Consent Decree and 1992 La. Acts No. 512 speak for 

themselves and therefore no response is required; to the extent a response is required, the 

allegations in Paragraph 25 are denied.   

26. 

The allegations in Paragraph 26 are admitted. 

27. 

The allegations in Paragraph 27 are admitted. 

28. 

The allegations in Paragraph 28 are admitted. 

29. 

The allegations in Paragraph 29 are admitted. 

30. 

The allegations in Paragraph 30 are admitted. 

31. 

The allegations in Paragraph 31 are admitted. 

32. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 32 are denied. 

33. 

The allegations in Paragraph 24 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied as written. 
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34. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 34 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 34 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

35. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 35 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 35 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

36. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 36 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 36 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

37. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 37 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 37 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

38. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 38 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 
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Paragraph 38 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

39. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 39 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 39 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

40. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 40 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 40 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

41. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 41 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 41 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

42. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 47 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 47 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 
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43. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 43 are denied. 

44. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 44 are denied. 

45. 

The allegations in Paragraph 45 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

46. 

The allegations of Paragraph 46 are admitted solely to the extent that Louisiana employs a 

majority-vote requirement for all Supreme Court elections. The Intervenors lack sufficient 

knowledge to admit or deny the remaining allegations; to the extent a response is required, the 

remaining allegations of Paragraph 46 are denied. Furthermore, the remaining allegations in 

Paragraph 46 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

47. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 47 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 47 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 
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48. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 48 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 48 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

49. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 49 are denied as written. 

50. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 50 are denied as written. 

51. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 51 are denied as written. 

52. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 52 are denied as written. 

53. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 53 are denied as written. 

54. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 54 are denied as written. 
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55. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 55 are denied. 

56. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 56 are denied. 

57. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 57 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 57 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

58. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 58 are denied.  

59. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 59 are denied.  

60. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 60 are denied.  

61. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 61 are denied.  
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62. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 62 are denied.  

63. 

 The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the 

extent a response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 63 are denied.  

64. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 64 are denied.  

65. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 65 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 65 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

66. 

 The Intervenors incorporate Paragraphs 1–65 as if set forth fully herein.  

67. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 67 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 67 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 
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68. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 68 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 68 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

69. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 69 are denied. Furthermore, the allegations in 

Paragraph 69 are legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 

required, the allegations are denied. 

70. 

The Intervenors lack sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations; to the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 70 are denied. 

71. 

The allegations in the Prayer for Relief require no answer. To the extent a response is 

required, the Intervenors take no position as to whether the Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the 

relief they seek. 

72. 

 Wherefore, the Intervenors pray that this Answer be deemed good and sufficient, that after 

all proceedings are had the Plaintiff’s claims be dismissed with prejudice at their cost; and for all 

general and equitable relief that justice requires, including but not limited to an award of 

Intervenors’ attorneys’ fees and reasonable costs.  
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CROSS-CLAIM IN INTERVENTION  

 And now John L. Weimer, in his capacity as a candidate and voter for Louisiana Supreme 

Court District Six, and Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, in their individual 

capacities (“Intervenors”), through undersigned counsel, bring the following Cross-claim against 

Defendant R. Kyle Ardoin, in his official capacity as Secretary of State, for preliminary injunctive 

relief:  

I.  PARTIES 

73. 

The Intervenors incorporate by reference as if set forth fully herein their responses to the 

Plaintiffs’ allegations regarding the named parties in this matter, see ¶¶ 10–15.  

74. 

The Intervenors Greg Champagne, Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, in their individual 

capacities, are registered voters within Louisiana Supreme Court District Six (“District Six”) and 

are entitled to vote in the election currently set for November 8, 2022. Intervenor John L. Weimer 

is a candidate for the Louisiana Supreme Court from District Six and a registered voter in District 

Six.  

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

75. 

The Court has subject matter jurisdiction over Intervenor’s claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

because they arise under 42 U.S.C. §  1983.  

76. 

Venue is proper in this district under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2) because a substantial part of 

the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred in this district .  
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III. FACTS 

77. 

Intervenors are each registered voters in Supreme Court District Six. 

78. 

The next election for Supreme Court Justice is set for November 8, 2022.  

79. 

The time to qualify as a candidate for District Six seat is set to occur between July 20 and 

July 22, 2022. 

80. 

On May 2, 2022, the Plaintiffs and Defendants to this case submitted a Consent Motion to 

Stay all Louisiana Supreme Court elections.  

81. 

On May 3, 2022, the Court, with the consent of the parties, entered an order staying all 

Louisiana Supreme Court elections until the state’s Supreme Court voting districts have been 

reapportioned. Although the Secretary of State’s website does not reflect that the election is stayed, 

his counsel confirmed at a July 1, 2022 status conference that he believes the stay order should 

remain intact. 

82. 

None of the Intervenors have been contacted by any of the parties in connection with any 

of the filings regarding the order staying elections.   

83. 

None of the Intervenors consent to the stay of all Louisiana Supreme Court elections.   
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84. 

Absent the stay entered in this matter, all of the Intervenors would be entitled to vote in the 

District Six Supreme Court election.   

85. 

The stay in the present matter, if not modified or partially lifted, will irreparably infringe 

the Intervenors’ right to vote in the upcoming November 8, 2022 election for Justice for District 

Six. 

86. 

Furthermore, Intervenor Weimer is qualified for candidacy and intends to qualify as a 

candidate for the District Six seat.  

87. 

During the pendency of this litigation, three other justices from the First, Fourth, and 

Seventh Louisiana Supreme Court Districts have been elected and sworn in as duly-elected 

Justices. 

88. 

The stay in the present matter, if not modified or partially lifted, would irreparably harm 

Intervenor Weimer’s constitutional right to stand for election in District Six for which he is 

properly qualified. 

IV. CROSS-CLAIM – VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

89. 

Intervenors repeat and reallege paragraphs 73 through 88 as if set forth fully herein.  
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90. 

Made cross-claim defendant is R. Kyle Ardoin, in his official capacity as Louisiana 

Secretary of State. For the reasons alleged, the cross-claim defendant, by consenting to a stay order 

halting the election for a Supreme Court Justice from District Six, has infringed upon the 

Intervenor Voters’ constitutional right to vote and the Intervenor Candidate’s constitutional right 

as a candidate to seek office under existing state law. Accordingly, prospective injunctive relief as 

to the cross-claim is appropriate to restrain unconstitutional conduct pursuant to 42 U.S.C § 1983.  

91. 

By reason of the foregoing, Intervenors are entitled to maintenance of the status quo by 

allowing the District Six election to proceed as authorized by the Louisiana Constitution and state 

law, and accordingly request that the Court enter a temporary restraining order to maintain the 

status quo to permit qualifying for District Six to proceed notwithstanding the Consent Stay Order, 

and then grant a preliminary injunction limiting the Consent Stay to permit the District Six election 

to proceed on November 8, 2022 pursuant to existing election laws and the State Constitution.  

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE AND/OR COUNTERCLAIM IN INTERVENTION 

93. 

Intervenors repeat and reallege paragraphs 73 through 88 as if set forth fully herein.  

94. 

The claims of the plaintiffs extend to whether District Five as currently drawn violates the 

Voting Rights Act (“VRA”). The Complaint does not allege a similar violation as to District Six, 

nor do the plaintiffs have standing to do so. The only potential relevance of District Six is that it 

may become part of a future redistricting exercise by the legislature. Accordingly, this VRA action 

as to District Five provides no legal basis to enjoin or stay a pending election in District Six, when 
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even the entitlement to any relief in District Five is contested by the State defendants and has not 

yet been adjudicated.  

96. 

By reason of the foregoing, Intervenors are entitled to maintenance of the status quo by 

allowing the District Six election to proceed as authorized by the Louisiana Constitution and state 

law, and accordingly request that the Court enter a temporary restraining order to maintain the 

status quo to permit qualifying for District Six to proceed notwithstanding the Consent Stay Order, 

and then grant a preliminary injunction limiting the Consent Stay to permit the District Six election 

to proceed on November 8, 2022 pursuant to existing election laws and the State Constitution.. 
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Dated:  July 5, 2022. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ John P. D'Avello 
Richard C. Stanley, La. Bar No. 8487 
Eva J. Dossier, La. Bar No. 35753 
John P. D'Avello, La. Bar No. 39082 
STANLEY, REUTER, ROSS, THORNTON  
  & ALFORD, L.L.C. 
909 Poydras Street, Suite 2500 
New Orleans, LA 70112 
Telephone:  504-523-1580 
Facsimile:  504-524-0069 
rcs@stanleyreuter.com 
ejd@stanleyreuter.com 
jpd@stanleyreuter.com  
 
John W. Perry, Jr., La. Bar No. 10524 
PERRY, BALHOFF, MENGIS & BURNS, L.L.C. 
2141 Quail Run Drive 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70808 
Telephone: 225-767-7730 
Facsimile: 225-767-7967 
perry@pbmbllc.com  
 
Harold M. Block, La. Bar No. 03150 
BLOCK & BOUTERIE 
408 West Third Street 
Thibodaux, Louisiana 70301 
Telephone: 985-447-6767 
Facsimile: 985-446-7357 
hmb@blockandbouterie.com  
 
Daniel A. Cavell, La. Bar No. 04074 
MORVANT & CAVELL, L.L.C. 
402 W. 4th Street 
Thibodaux, LA 70301 
Telephone: 985-449-7500  
Facsimile: 985-449-7520 
dcavell@bellsouth.net  
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Danna E. Schwab, La. Bar No. 20367 
THE SCHWAB LAW FIRM 
7847 Main Street 
Houma, LA 70360-4455 
Telephone: 985-868-1342 
Facsimile: 985-868-1345 
dschwab@theschwablawfirm.com  
 
Christopher H. Riviere, La. Bar No. 11297 
CHRISTOPHER H. RIVIERE, P.L.C. 
103 West 3rd Street 
Thibodaux, LA 70301 
Telephone: 985-447-7440 
Facsimile: 985-447-3233 
criviere@rivierelaw.com  
 
William A. Stark, La. Bar No. 12406 
THE STARK LAW FIRM 
275 Gabasse Street 
Houma, LA 70360 
Telephone: 985-223-3213 
Facsimile: 985-868-8584 
billy@williamstark.com  
 
Carl A. Butler, La. Bar No. 17261 
BUTLER LAW FIRM, L.L.C. 
2400 Veterans Blvd., Suite 485 
Kenner, LA 70062 
Telephone: 504-305-4117 
Facsimile: 504-305-4118 
cbutler@butlerlawllc.com  
 
Attorneys for John L. Weimer, Greg Champagne, 
Mike Tregre, and Craig Webre, in their individual 
capacities as voters from Louisiana Supreme Court 
District Six, and John L. Weimer, in his capacity as 
a candidate for Louisiana Supreme Court Justice 
from District Six  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on July 5, 2022, the foregoing was filed using the Court’s ECF System, which 

constitutes services on all counsel having appeared of record in this proceeding. 

 

   /s/ John P. D'Avello 
       John P. D’Avello 
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