
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, ALABAMA 

 

JUANDALYNN D. GIVAN,     )  

 Plaintiff,       )       

)  

v.        ) CASE NO.: CV-2026-902432  

)  

RANDY KELLEY, et al.,     )  

)  

Defendants.      ) 

) 

 
 

AMENDED VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT, 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF, MANDAMUS, AND OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF 

 

Plaintiff Juandalynn D. Givan, by and through undersigned counsel, files this Amended Verified 

Complaint and alleges as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This action concerns the legal eligibility of Defendant Alicia Lumpkin to qualify as a 
candidate for the Alabama House of Representatives, District 60. 

2. Plaintiff does not seek a recount of votes, a recasting of election returns, or a judicial 
determination of who received the most votes in the May 19, 2026 Democratic Primary 
Election. 

3. Instead, Plaintiff seeks judicial determination of a narrower and distinct question: 
 

Whether Defendant Alicia Lumpkin was legally eligible under Alabama law to qualify as a 

candidate at the time she filed her qualification papers. 

4. If Defendant Lumpkin was statutorily disqualified at the time of qualification, then her 
qualification was void from its inception and any nomination or certification flowing 
from that unlawful qualification is likewise subject to judicial review. 

5. This case therefore concerns statutory eligibility and compliance with Alabama election 
law, not the outcome of an election contest. 

 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Ala. Code §§ 6-6-220 et seq. (Declaratory 
Judgment Act), Rule 65, Ala. R. Civ. P., and its general equitable powers. 

7. Venue is proper in Jefferson County because the events giving rise to this action occurred 
in Jefferson County and the office at issue represents a district located within Jefferson 
County. 
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III. PARTIES 

8. Plaintiff Juandalynn D. Givan is a qualified elector, candidate, and resident of Jefferson 
County, Alabama. 

9. Defendant Dr. Randy Kelley is Chairman of the Alabama State Democratic Executive 
Committee and is sued in his official capacity. 

10. Defendant Alabama State Democratic Executive Committee ("SDEC") is the governing 
body of the Alabama Democratic Party. 

11. Defendant Alicia Lumpkin is the individual whose qualification and nomination are 
challenged herein. 

 

IV. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

12. Plaintiff incorporates all prior allegations as if fully set forth herein. 
13. Defendant Lumpkin filed qualification documents seeking nomination as the Democratic 

candidate for Alabama House District 60. 
14. Plaintiff alleges that at the time Defendant Lumpkin qualified, she failed to satisfy 

mandatory statutory eligibility requirements imposed by Alabama law. 
15. Plaintiff timely challenged Defendant Lumpkin's eligibility through available party 

procedures. 
16. Despite those challenges, Defendant Lumpkin remained on the ballot. 
17. Following the primary election, the SDEC declared Defendant Lumpkin the Democratic 

nominee. 
18. Defendants now contend that such certification renders Plaintiff's claims moot. 
19. Defendants' argument improperly conflates two legally distinct actions: 

a. Internal Party Certification; and 
b. Certification to Election Officials for ballot access purposes. 

 

V. PARTY CERTIFICATION IS DISTINCT FROM LEGAL ELIGIBILITY 

20. Alabama law recognizes that political parties possess authority over internal nomination 
processes. 

21. However, political party authority does not supersede statutory eligibility requirements 
enacted by the Alabama Legislature. 

22. The SDEC's declaration that Defendant Lumpkin is the Party's nominee is an internal 
party action. 

23. Such action cannot create legal eligibility where statutory disqualification exists. 
24. A political party cannot confer qualifications that Alabama law withholds. 
25. Plaintiff challenges the legal validity of Defendant Lumpkin's qualification and resulting 

nomination, not the internal authority of the Party to select nominees generally. 
 

VI. CERTIFICATION TO ELECTION OFFICIALS IS A SEPARATE LEGAL ACT 

26. Certification transmitted to election officials carries consequences beyond internal party 
governance. 

27. Such certification affects ballot access, election administration, and public elections. 
28. If the underlying qualification was unlawful, subsequent certification does not cure the 

defect. 
29. Alabama law recognizes the principle that actions taken without lawful authority are void 

ab initio. 
30. A void act cannot be ratified through later administrative action. 
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31. Accordingly, neither party certification nor certification to election officials can validate 
an otherwise unlawful qualification. 

 

VII. THIS ACTION IS NOT MOOT 

32. Defendants argue that because certification has occurred, no controversy remains. 
33. The controversy remains live because the challenged certification continues to have 

ongoing legal consequences. 
34. Plaintiff seeks determination of the continuing legal effect of an allegedly unlawful 

qualification and nomination. 
35. Courts routinely determine the validity of actions whose legal consequences remain 

operative. 
36. Effective relief remains available. 
37. The Court may declare Defendant Lumpkin ineligible. 
38. The Court may declare any resulting nomination invalid. 
39. The Court may enjoin continued recognition of a nomination obtained in violation of 

Alabama law. 
40. Because meaningful relief remains available, this action is not moot. 

 

VIII. STATUTORY ELIGIBILITY CLAIM 

41. Plaintiff incorporates all prior allegations. 
42. Alabama election laws impose mandatory qualifications upon candidates seeking public 

office. 
43. Compliance with such requirements is not discretionary. 
44. Plaintiff alleges Defendant Lumpkin failed to satisfy those requirements at the time of 

qualification. 
45. Alabama courts possess authority to determine whether statutory qualifications have been 

met. 
46. Defendants cannot insulate statutory violations from judicial review merely by invoking 

internal party procedures. 
 

IX. ALABAMA LAW RECOGNIZES ELIGIBILITY AS A PROPER SUBJECT OF 

JUDICIAL REVIEW 

47. Alabama Code § 17-16-40 expressly recognizes candidate eligibility as a proper basis for 
challenging election outcomes. 

48. Section 17-16-40(2) provides that an election may be contested: 
"When the person whose election to office is contested was not eligible thereto at the time of 
such election." 

49. The Legislature's inclusion of candidate eligibility as an express ground for contest 
demonstrates Alabama's strong public policy that only legally qualified candidates may 
hold office. 

50. Plaintiff relies upon this legislative policy as evidence that candidate eligibility remains a 
justiciable issue under Alabama law. 

51. Defendants' position would effectively render statutory qualifications unenforceable once 
party certification occurs. 

52. Such a result would undermine legislative intent and the integrity of Alabama's election 
laws. 
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X. FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 

53. The United States Supreme Court has repeatedly recognized a state's compelling interest 
in preserving election integrity and enforcing lawful candidate qualifications. 

54. In Anderson v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. 780 (1983), the Court recognized the State's 
authority to regulate elections in an orderly manner. 

55. In Burdick v. Takushi, 504 U.S. 428 (1992), the Court reaffirmed that reasonable election 
regulations further important governmental interests. 

56. Plaintiff does not seek voter disenfranchisement. 
57. Plaintiff seeks equal application of statutory eligibility requirements to all candidates. 
58. Uniform enforcement of eligibility requirements advances the State's compelling interest 

in maintaining lawful elections. 
 

XI. DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

59. An actual controversy exists between the parties. 
60. Plaintiff is entitled to a declaration regarding Defendant Lumpkin's legal eligibility at the 

time of qualification. 
61. Declaratory relief will resolve uncertainty concerning the legal validity of Defendant 

Lumpkin's qualification and nomination. 
 

XII. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

62. Plaintiff lacks an adequate remedy at law. 
63. Continued recognition of a nomination allegedly obtained in violation of Alabama law 

causes irreparable harm to election integrity and statutory compliance. 
64. Equitable relief is necessary to preserve the rule of law and ensure compliance with 

mandatory eligibility requirements. 
 

XIII. MANDAMUS AND OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF 

65. Election officials and party officials possess ministerial obligations to comply with 
Alabama election law. 

66. Plaintiff seeks appropriate orders compelling compliance with statutory eligibility 
requirements. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court enter judgment in her favor and 

grant the following relief: 

A. Declare that Defendant Alicia Lumpkin was not legally eligible to qualify as a candidate if the 
Court determines that she was statutorily disqualified at the time of qualification; 
B. Declare that any qualification obtained in violation of Alabama statutory eligibility 
requirements is void ab initio; 
C. Declare that any nomination or certification flowing from an unlawful qualification is 
likewise invalid and subject to judicial review; 
D. Declare that party certification cannot cure statutory ineligibility imposed by Alabama law; 
E. Declare that internal party determinations do not supersede mandatory statutory eligibility 
requirements enacted by the Alabama Legislature; 
F. Enjoin any continued recognition or enforcement of a nomination obtained in violation of 
Alabama statutory eligibility requirements; 
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G. Issue such writs of mandamus as may be necessary to compel compliance with Alabama 
election laws; 
H. Enjoin any further action predicated upon an unlawful qualification or certification; 
I. Award Plaintiff costs and such attorney fees as may be authorized by law; 
J. Grant such other, further, and different legal or equitable relief as this Court deems just and 
proper. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

Counsel for Plaintiff 

Juandalynn D. Givan Givan and Associates,  
That Girl LLC  
P.O. Box 13803  
Birmingham, Alabama 35202  
Glennon F. Threatt  
2107 5th Avenue North,  
Suite 201  
Birmingham, Alabama 35203  
Raymond L. Johnson, Jr.  
The Johnson Law Firm, LLC  
1205 19th St North  
Birmingham, AL 35234-2560 
/s/ Wendell W. Major 
WENDELL W. MAJOR 
MAJ011 
Major Law Group, LLC 
P.O. Box 303 
Fairfield, Alabama 35064 
Telephone: (205) 965-1508 
Facsimile: (205) 449-8923 
Email: wendell3303@att.net 
Attorneys for Plaintiff  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 
This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing has been served on counsel for all parties to the 
proceedings on this the 11TH day of June, 2026 by electronically filing the foregoing with the 
Clerk of Court using the AlaFile System, which will send notification of such filing to all counsel 
of record. 
 
Raymond L. Johnson, Jr. (JOH100) 
THE JOHNSON LAW FIRM, LLC 
1205 Nineteenth Street, North 
Birmingham, Alabama 35234 
(205) 731-2150 -Telephone 
(rjohnsonjr@raymondjohnsonlaw.net 
DR. RANDY KELLEY, in his official 
capacity as Chairman of the Alabama 
State Democratic Executive Committee 
P.O. Box 950 Montgomery, AL 36101 
contact@aldemocrats.org 
THE ALABAMA STATE DEMOCRATIC 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
P.O. Box 950 Montgomery, AL 36101 
contact@aldemocrats.org 
BARRY ALAN RAGSDALE 
DOMINICK FELD HYDE, P.C. 
1130 22nd Street South, Suite 4000 
Birmingham, Alabama 35205 
Tel.: (205) 536-8888 
bragsdale@dfhlaw.com 
VANCE ROBERT SMITH VANCE III 
DOMINICK FELD HYDE, P.C. 
1130 22nd Street South, Suite 4000 
Birmingham, Alabama 35205 
Tel.: (205) 536-8888 
Rvance@dfhlaw.com 

Counsel for Plaintiff 
Juandalynn D. Givan Givan and Associates, 
That Girl LLC 
P.O. Box 13803 
Birmingham, Alabama 35202 
Glennon F. Threatt 
2107 5th Avenue North, 
Suite 201 
Birmingham, Alabama 35203 
/s/ Wendell W. Major 
WENDELL W. MAJOR 
MAJ011 
Major Law Group, LLC 
P.O. Box 303 
Fairfield, Alabama 35064 
Telephone: (205) 965-1508 
Facsimile: (205) 449-8923 
Email: wendell3303@att.net 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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