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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 
IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 
BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 
FORMAL PROCEEDINGS DOCKET ENTRIES 

 
Date of Document 

 
1.  May 21, 2018  - Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges 

 
2.  June 5, 2018  - Order for Extension of Time to File an Answer 

 
3.  August 20, 2018  - Answer 

 
4.  September 10, 2018  -  Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges 

 
5.  September 11, 2018 -  Order and Notice of Hearing on Temporary Suspension 

 
6.  September 11, 2018 -  Notice of Time and Place for Hearing 

 
7.  September 17, 2018 - Entry of Appearance 

 
8.  September 17, 2018  - Motion to Withdraw 

 
9.  September 19, 2018  - Order Granting Motion to Withdraw as Counsel 

 
10. September 24, 2018 - Answer  

 
11. September 24, 2018  - Agreed Order of Temporary Suspension 

 
12. October 1, 2018 - Amended Notice of Time and Place for Hearing 

 
13. October 18, 2018 - Second Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and  

Charges 
 

14. October 19, 2018 - Order for Extension 
 

15. October 19, 2018 - Revised Second Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings  
and Charges 

 
16. October 23, 2018  - Corrected Order for Extension 

 
17. November 2, 2018 - Answer  

 
18. November 14, 2018 -  Motion to Stay Proceedings 
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19. November 14, 2018  -  Notice of Entry of Appearance 
 

20. November 15, 2018 - Response to Motion Stay Proceedings 
 

21. November 15, 2018 -  Motion to Continue Hearing 
 

22. November 15, 2018 -  Motion for Opportunity to Appear Informally 
 

23. November 19, 2018 - Order 
 
24. November 20, 2018 - Witness List of Beth Lewis Maze 
 
25. November 20, 2018 - Notice to Take Video Depositions 

 
26. November 26, 2018 -  Motion to Continue 

 
27. November 26, 2018 - Motion to Rule Text Messages as Inadmissible  

 
28. November 26, 2018 - Sealed Motion to Seal Deposition 
 
29. November 27, 2018  - Amended Exhibit List 
 
30. November 27, 2018 - Amended Witness List 
 
31. November 27, 2018  - Amended Exhibit List 

 
32. November 28, 2018 - Order Regarding Hearing 

 
33. November 29, 2018 - Response to Motion to Continue 

 
34. November 29, 2018 - Response to Motion to Rule Text Messages as Inadmissible 

 
35. November 29, 2018 - Response to Sealed Motion to Seal Deposition 

 
36. November 29, 2018 - Order 

 
37. November 30, 2018  -  Supreme Court Order Granting Motion for Immediate  

Relief 
 

38. January 31, 2019 - Third Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges 
 

39. February 8, 2019 -  Answer to Third Notice of Formal Proceedings and  
Charges 

 
40. April 5, 2019  - Notice of Withdrawal of Counsel 

 
41. June 21, 2019  - Notice of Time and Place for Hearing 

 
42. July 3, 2019  - Motion for Continuance 
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43. July 10, 2019  -  Order Continuing and Extension of Time 
 

44. August 6, 2019 - Motion to Continue for Text Messages 
 

45. August 7, 2019 -  Response in Opposition to Motion to Continue 
 

46. August 8, 2019  -  Order on Motion to Continue 
 

47. August 19, 2019 - Notice to Take Deposition of Eddy Coleman 
 

48. August 19, 2019 - Motion to Quash Subpoenas and Subpoenas Duces Tecum 
 

49. August 22, 2019  -  Counsel for the Commission Response to Motion to Quash  
Subpoenas and Subpoenas Duces Tecum 

 
      50. August 22, 2019 - Motion to Disqualify the Firm of Adams Stepner 

Woltermann & Dusing 
 

51. August 26, 2019 - Notice of Video Deposition 
 
52. August 28, 2019 - Response to Motion to Disqualify the Firm of Adams  

Stepner Woltermann & Dusing 
 

53. August 28, 2019 - Counsel for the Commission Motion to Quash Subpoena to 
     Olivia F. Amlung, Esq. 

 
54. August 29, 2019  - Judge Maze Response to Motion to Quash Subpoenas and  

Subpoenas Duces Tecum 
 

55. August 29, 2019 - Motion to Compel Testimony of Judge Eddy Coleman 
 

56. August 29, 2019 - Proposed Voir Dire Questions for JCC 
 

57. August 29, 2019 - Judge Maze’s Amended Exhibit List 
 

58. August 29, 2019  -  Judge Maze’s Amended Witness List 
 
59. August 29, 2019 - Motion to Quash Subpoena Duce Tecum and Memorandum  
    in Support 
 
60. August 30, 2019 - Order Granting Stay Pending Review by the Supreme 
    Court of the United States 
 
61. September 5, 2019  - Response to Motion to Quash Subpoena 
 
62. September 6, 2019 - Reply in Support of Motion to Quash Subpoena to Olivia F. 
    Amlung 
 
63. September 6, 2019  - Response to Motion to Judge Maze’s Motion to Compel  
    Testimony of Judge Eddy Coleman 
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64. September 24, 2019 - Amended Notice of Time and Place for Hearing 
 
65. September 24, 2019 - Judge Eddy Coleman’s Response to Judge Maze’s Motion 
    to Compel 
 
66. September 26, 2019 - Reply to Response to Judge Maze’s Motion to Compel 
 
67. October 2, 2019  - Notice of Video Deposition 
 
68. October 7, 2019 - Order on Pending Motions 
 
69. October 7, 2019 -  Second Amended Witness List 
 
70. October 7, 2019 - Motion to Quash Subpoenas and Subpoenas Duces Tecum  
    and Memorandum in Support 
 
71. October 15, 2019  - Judge Maze’s Amended Witness List 
 
72. October 16, 2019 - Judge Maze’s Second Amended Witness List 
 
73. October 23, 2019 -  Amended Exhibit List 
 
74. October 23, 2019  - Notice of Filing 
 
75. November 7, 2019 - Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Final Order 
 
76. November 13, 2019 - Motion to Alter, Amend or Vacate and Motion for  
    Additional Findings of Fact 
 
77. November 18, 2019 - Counsel for the JCC’s Response in Opposition to Judge  
    Maze’s Motion to Alter, Amend or Vacate 
 
78. November 18, 2019 - Order on the Motion to Alter, Amend or Vacate and the 
    Motion for Additional Findings of Fact 
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS AND CHARGES 

Notice is hereby given of the initiation of formal proceedings under Rule 4.180 of 

Rules of the Supreme Court. At the times set out in this Notice, you were Circuit Court Judge 

for Kentucky's 21st Judicial Circuit consisting of Bath, Menifee, Montgomery, and Rowan 

counties. The charges are as follows: 

Count I 

On September 18, 2017, you received information that your ex-husband had been 

arrested on several criminal charges including possession of a controlled substance. You 

immediately made several attempts to contact the Bath County Jailer, Earl Willis, to obtain 

information on his arrest. After making contact with Mr. Willis, you contacted pretrial 

services in an attempt to secure a pretrial officer from outside of your judicial circuit to 

conduct your ex-husband’s pretrial interview. You then contacted District Judge William 

Roberts to discuss the matter, only to be advised that neither he nor Judge Donald Blair 

would preside and that the matter would be referred to the Chief Regional Judge for the 

appointment of a special judge. 

You then made contact with Jailer Willis again who informed you that he was 

assisting your ex-husband in obtaining a drug test from St. Joseph Hospital in Mount 

Sterling, Kentucky.  Jailer Willis informed you that the hospital would not give your ex-

husband a drug test without a court order. In response, you issued an Order to St. Joseph 
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Hospital to perform the drug screen. When St. Joseph refused to perform the drug screen, 

you issued a second Order to Clark County Medical Center in a second attempt to allow 

your ex-husband to obtain the drug screen he desired.  

Your actions violate SCR 4.020(1)(b)(i) and constitute misconduct in office. 

Furthermore, your actions violate SCR 4.300 and the relevant portions of the following 

Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct, as they existed at the time of the violation:1 

▪ Canon 1 which requires judges to maintain high standards of conduct and 
uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary. 

▪ Canon 2A which requires judges to respect and comply with the law and act 
at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and 
impartiality of the judiciary. 

▪ Canon 2D which prohibits judges from lending the prestige of judicial office 
to advance the private interests of others. 

▪ Canon 3B(7) which prohibits judges from initiating or considering ex parte 
communications with parties. 

▪ Canon 3E(1) which requires a judge to disqualify himself or herself in a 
proceeding in which the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned. 

Count II 

On September 18, 2017, you issued two separate Orders for a drug screen to St. 

Joseph Hospital and Clark County Medical Center for the benefit of your ex-husband. 

Neither of these Orders were included in the official record or sent to the Bath County 

Attorney. 

Your actions violate SCR 4.020(1)(b)(i) and constitute misconduct in office. 

Furthermore, your actions violate SCR 4.300 and the relevant portions of the following 

Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct, as they existed at the time of the violation:2 

                                                        
1 The Canons cited by the Commission herein were the versions in effect at the time of the violation. The 
provisions within the cited Canons are now contained in Rules 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.9, and 2.11. 
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▪ Canon 1 which requires judges to maintain high standards of conduct and 
uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary. 

▪ Canon 2A which requires judges to respect and comply with the law and act 
at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and 
impartiality of the judiciary. 

▪ Canon 3E(1) which requires a judge to disqualify himself or herself in a 
proceeding in which the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned. 

The jurisdiction of the Judicial Conduct Commission in this matter is under SCR 

4.020(1)(b)(i) and (v), and (1)(c) which read in pertinent part as follows: 

(1) Commission shall have authority: 

(b) To impose the sanctions, separately or collectively of (1) admonition, 
private reprimand, public reprimand or censure; (2) suspension 
without pay or removal or retirement from judicial office, upon any 
judge of the Court of Justice or lawyer while a candidate for judicial 
office, who after notice and hearing the Commission finds guilty of any 
one or more of the following: 

(i) Misconduct in office. 

(v) Violation of the code of Judicial Conduct, Rule 4.300. 

(c) After notice and hearing, to remove a judge whom it finds to lack the 
constitutional statutory qualifications for the judgeship in question. 

For your information, the Commission wishes to call your attention to the following 

Supreme Court Rule: 

RULE 4.180 FORMAL PROCEEDINGS 

If the Commission concludes that formal proceedings should be initiated, it 
shall notify the judge.  He may file an answer within 15 days after service of 
the notice.  Upon the filing of his answer, or the expiration of time for so 
filing, the Commission shall set a time and place for the hearing and shall give 
reasonable notice thereof to the judge. 

                                                                                                                                                                                   
2 The Canons cited by the Commission herein were the versions in effect at the time of the violation. The 
provisions within the cited Canons are now contained in Rules 1.1, 1.2 and 2.11. 
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1777661.1 
223751-74684 

Please mail your answer to:  Ms. Jimmy Shaffer, Executive Secretary, Kentucky 

Judicial Conduct Commission, P.O. Box 4266, Frankfort, Kentucky 40604-4266. 

 

May __________, 2018.   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 
 
 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, 

Louisville, KY  40202; and Jeffrey M. Walson, Esq., Rowady Hendricks Law P.S.C., 212 South 

Maple Street, Winchester, KY  40391, this ______ day of May, 2018. 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE ANSWER 

 

 Upon consideration of the motions pending before the Kentucky Supreme Court in the 

above-styled matter, it is, pursuant to SCR 4.200, sua sponte, ORDERED that the time for filing 

an Answer to the Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges be and it is hereby extended.  The 

Answer shall be filed on or before five (5) days after the Kentucky Supreme Court enters a final 

order in the matter.   

_______________  ___________________________________   

 Date Stephen D. Wolnitzek, Chair 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was served upon Judge Beth Lewis Maze by mailing 

same to her attorneys, Jeffrey M. Walson, Rowady Hendricks Law, P.S.C., 212 South Maple 

Street, Winchester, KY  40391; and Thomas E. Clay, Clay Daniel Walton & Adams, PLC, 

Meidinger Tower, Suite 101, 462 South Fourth Street, Louisville, KY, 40202, and upon counsel 

for the Commission, Jeff Jeffrey C. Mando, Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, PLLC, 40 

W. Pike Street, Covington, KY 41011, on the 5th day of June 2018.   

 

  

JIMMY SHAFFER,  

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

ANSWER

II)k)k

Comes  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and for her Answer  to the Notice  of  Formal

Proceedings  and Charges,  states  as follows:

1. Judge  Maze  admits  she contacted  and received  information  from  Bath  County

Jailer,  Earl  Willis.  Mr.  Willis  was unsure  whether  Judge  Maze's  ex-husband  was going  to be

arrested  or issued  a citation.

2. Judge  Maze  admits  she contacted  pre-trial  services  for  the purpose  of  alerting

pretrial  services  that  the local  pretrial  worker  might  liave  to seek outside  assistance  from  a

worker  in  a different  judicial  circuit  to avoid  a conflict.

3. Judge  Maze  admits  she contacted  Judge  Roberts  to alert  him  what  was going  on

about  a potential  conflict,

4. Judge  Maze  called  the Jailer  to determine  whether  her ex-husband  was being

arrested  or cited.  Mr.  Willis  responded  that  he believed  the  ex-husband  was  being  cited.

5. Jailer  Willis  contacted  and requested  Judge  Maze  to issue  an order  for  St. Joseph

Hospital  to perform  a drug  test  on her  ex-husband.  Judge  Maze  initially  refused.

6. Jailer  Willis  advised  Judge  Maze  that  St. Joseph  Hospital  had  refused  to perform

the test.
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Jailer  Willis  then  proceeded  to take  the ex-husband  to Clark  Regional  Medical

Center  at the  request  of  the  ex-husband.

While  in  route  to the  Clark  County  Jail,  Jailer  Willis  drove  by  both  hospitals.

Jailer  Willis  then  called  Judge  Maze  and  advised  her  that  he would  need  another

order  to have  a drug  test  performed.

10.  Judge  Maze  issued  a second  order  which  Jailer  Willis  told  Judge  Maze  was

thrown  in  the  trash  by  Clark  Regional  Medical  Center,  as the  liospital  advised  Jail  Willis  that  a

doctor's  order  was  needed,  not  a court  order.

11.  Judge  Maze  states  that  she never  intended  to bestow  any  benefit  upon  her  ex-

husband  by  ordering  these  drug  tests.

12.  Judge  Maze  believes  any  person  under  similar  circumstance  as her  ex-husband

has a right  to have  a drug  test  performed,  regardless  of  what  the  test  results  might  produce,  in

order  to preserve  evidence  because  evidence  can  be dissipated  if  not  preserved  timely.

13.  Judge  Maze  believed  tliat  the exigent  circumstances  presented  to her  qualifies  as

an exception  to the  Canons  she is charged  with  violating,  specifically  Rule  2. 11,  comment  3.

[3] The  rule  of  necessity  may  override  the  rule  of  disqualification.

For  example,  a judge  might  be required  to participate  in  judicial

review  of  a judicial  salary  statute,  or might  be the only  judge

available  in  a matter  requiring  immediate  judicial  action,  such  as a

hearing  on probable  cause  or a temporary  restraining  order.  In

matters  that  require  immediate  action,  the  judge  must  disclose  on

the  record  the  basis  for  possible  disqualification  and  make

reasonable  efforts  to transfer  the  matter  to another  judge  as soon  as

practicable.

14.  JudgeMaze'spurposeasChiefJudgeforthe21s'JudicialCircuitincontacting

pretrial  and  Judge  Roberts  was  to minimize  the  burden  on other  court  personnel  by  alerting  them

to  the  conflict  to avoid  late  hour  inconvenience.
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15.  Judge  Maze  never  requested  that  Judge  Robeits,  Pretrial,  or the Jailer  take  any

action  on behalf  of  her  ex-husband.

Respectfully,

l
THOMAS  E. CLAY

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay@,tclaylaw.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is liereby  certified  that  a true  and  correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  to Reconsider,

Alter,  Amend  and/or  Findings,  was  this  20Ih day  of  August,  2018,  mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,

first  class  postage  to the  following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amtung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Convington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jin'uny  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Franldort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING  
ON SUSPENSION FROM DUTIES PENDING FINAL ADJUDICATION 

 

Pursuant to SCR 4.020(1)(a)(ii) it is hereby ORDERED that a hearing will be held on 

the 26th day of September, 2018, at the time of 1:30 p.m., in Courtroom B, Second Floor,  in 

the Fayette Circuit Court, 120 North Limestone, Lexington, Kentucky, as to whether it will 

be in the best interest of justice that Judge Beth Lewis Maze be suspended temporarily 

from acting in her official capacity as a judge and from the performance of her duties, 

without affecting her pay status, until final adjudication of the pending formal proceedings.  

 
Date: September _______, 2018   

STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, 

Louisville, KY 40202; and Jeffrey M. Walson, Esq., Rowady Hendricks Law P.S.C., 212 South 

Maple Street, Winchester, KY 40391, this ______ day of September, 2018; and on counsel for 

the Judicial Conduct Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, 40 West Pike Street, Covington, KY 

41011.  

  
JIMMY SHAFFER,  
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



  

 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

NOTICE OF TIME AND PLACE FOR HEARING 

 

 

 NOTICE is hereby given that the hearing in these formal proceedings will be held 

commencing October 29, 2018, at 9:00 a.m. in Courtroom F, Third Floor, in the Fayette 

Circuit Court, 120 North Limestone, Lexington, Kentucky. 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, 

Louisville, KY 40202; and Jeffrey M. Walson, Esq., Rowady Hendricks Law P.S.C., 212 

South Maple Street, Winchester, KY 40391, this ______ day of September, 2018; and on 

counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, 40 West Pike Street, 

Covington, KY 41011.  

  

JIMMY SHAFFER,  

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

 

 

 

      

 



COMMONWEAI,TH  OF KENTUCKY

JtTDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

ENTRY  OF  APPEARANCE

Please  take  notice  tliat  the undersigned,  Stephen  Ryan,  liereby  enters  his appearance  as

co-counsel  for  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  in  the above-styled  action.

Respec  submitted,

HEN  RYAN

7104  Hillcircle  Court

Louisville,  KY  40214

Co-counselfor Beth Lewis Maze

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  on this  1 7th  day of  September,  2018,  I e-mailed  and mailed  via

U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class mail,  the foregoing  Notice  of  Entry  of  Appearance  with  Jirniny

Shaffer,  Executive  Secretary  of  the Judicial  Conduct  Con'imission  aiid  Tieffery  Mando,  Counsel

for  the Judicial  Conduct  Commission.

RYAN
!94,

HAVE  S EN  AND  AGREED:

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNE  LLC

917 Lily  Creek  Drive

Louisville,  KY  40202

(502)  561-2005









COMMONWEALTH  OF  KF,NTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCDT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  J[JDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

ANSWER

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze  and  for  lier  answer  to Charges  III  aiid  IV  and  states  as

follows:

1. Judge  Maze  signed  lier  name  on  tlie  orders  referenced  in Counts  I and  II.

2. Judge  Maze  inadvertently  completed  these  two  orders  in  the  same  manner  she l'iad

completed  other  orders  which  were  on  a different  AOC  form  Order.  (See  Ex.  1 attached  hereto.)

3. Judge  Maze  did  not  complete  either  order  witli  any  intent  to deceive  or mislead

anyone.

4. Judge  Maze  was  not  aware  of  the  issue  charged  in  Counts  III  and  IV  until  she saw

the  report  on WLEX  television  at 11:00  p.m.  on  August  6, 2018.

5. The  two  AOC  fori'ns  differ  on  the infori'nation  contained  in the lower  left  corner.

AOC  Form  103-1  (Rev.  8-97)  contains  "Distribution:"  The  purpose  of  distribution  is to tell  the

Circuit  Clerk  who  to mail  the orders  to if  entered.  AOC  Form  006-3  (Rev.  6-88)  states  "Seen

by  and  order  of  entry  waiver."  (Ex.  2 and  3)

6. Judge  Maze  took  the  old  orders  to her  residence  when  she was  cleaning  out  the

circuit  judge's  office  in Rowan  County  in June,  2011,  in preparation  of  the  move  to the new

judicial  center  and  did  not  realize  the  wording  on  the  bottom  of  the  older  order  was  different.

RESPECTFULLY  SUBMITTED  THIS  24"'  DAY  OF  SEPTEMBER,  2018,
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THOMAS  E.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay(itclaylaw.com

* Please  note  new  mailing  address*

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is liereby  certified  that  a trrie  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  for  Extension  of

Time,  was  this  24"'  day  of  September  2018,  mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to

the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMAI%'TN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jiinmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Corni'nission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frai'ildort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.
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AOC-108-1

Rev.  8-97

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCK%'

Coupy

County

Case  No,

PLAINTIFF

Opoeh

DEFENDANT(S)

This matter  comlng  on  to  be  heord

% *  #  *  *  *  *  *  4$ % *  %

and  the Court  being  advised,  IT IS HEREBY ORDE(:!ED AND ADJUDGED, AS FOLLOWS,  TO-WIT:

this

Dlstribuiiori:

day  of , 19

Judge

Attorney  for  Plolntiff

Afi'orney  for  Defendant(s)



AOC-006-3
6-88

Commonweaffh  of  Keritucky
Court  of  Justlce e

ORDBR

Case No. ,,

Court 'D,'dts'tF  '
county $ € ,.

Q-ori,iyr,%-A-%t4X Plafnttff

VS,

7")=r'l)  h'\r=tz< Defendantai)

Th!s matter  comlng  ontobe  hsrird

andthecourtbelngadv)sad  ffl8HEREBYORDEREDANADJUDGED  osfollowa,+oWH'

Thl8

Seen by  and  order  of entry woivedi

'Ak  x!'or"neyrATh""" .
A+torneyfor  De%ndanf(s)



AOC-006-8
6-88

Commonwealth  of Kentucky
CourtofJusflce @

ORDmR

Case  No.

Couit "y,ydrit,l
County 'll,,,,  ,,,

Qc9v"h rrrnsa My 0'a V1
l=) yV\\.-

Plalntlff

Defendant(s)

andthecOurtbelngadVmed,ffl8HBEBYOriThs:r,EDANADJUDQED,a8fOilow8,tOwtti A @ri

'nhis)faaayora!%'@gl7

Seen by ond  order  of  entrywolved:

Aftorneyfor  Plaln+iff

tforney  orDeenda4f(s)







  

 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF TIME AND PLACE FOR HEARING 

 

 

 NOTICE is hereby given that the hearing in these formal proceedings will now be 

held commencing December 3, 2018, at 9:00 a.m. in Courtroom F, Third Floor, in the 

Fayette Circuit Court, 120 North Limestone, Lexington, Kentucky. 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, 

Louisville, KY 40202; and Stephen Ryan, Esq., 7104 Hillcircle Ct., Louisville, KY  

40214, this ______ day of October, 2018; and on counsel for the Judicial Conduct 

Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq., Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, PLLC, 40 

West Pike Street, Covington, KY 41011.  

  

JIMMY SHAFFER,  

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS AND CHARGES 

Notice is hereby given of the initiation of formal proceedings under Rule 4.180 of 

Rules of the Supreme Court. At the times in this Notice, you were Circuit Court Judge for 

Kentucky's 21st Judicial Circuit consisting of Bath, Menifee, Montgomery, and Rowan 

counties. The charges are as follows: 

Counts I and II in the May 21, 2018 Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges, and 

Counts III and IV in the September 10, 2018 Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings, are 

incorporated by reference and reaffirmed as if fully set forth herein. 

Count V 

In 2018, the Bath County Grand Jury returned indictments against 100 plus 

individuals for drug trafficking.  The cases were commonly referred to as the “Syndicate 

Cases.” This network of drug trafficking cases was separated into four separate groups, or 

“syndicates,” to account for individual cases, co-defendants, and companion cases. On May 

22, 2018, you, Judge William E. Lane, Commonwealth’s Attorney Ronnie Goldy, and Head of 

DPA Charles Landon met to discuss a strategy for handling the Syndicate Cases. At the 

meeting, in the interests of fairness and efficiency, it was agreed that you would preside 

over two syndicates and Judge Lane would preside over the other two syndicates. Each 

judge also agreed to set a special docket on June 14, 2018 to address the Syndicate Cases. 
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However, on the morning of June 14, 2018, in contravention of the agreement, you directed 

that all the Syndicate Cases be transferred to your division.  

On numerous occasions between May 22, 2018 and June 14, 2018, you made 

inquiries regarding the Confidential Informants (“CIs”) involved in these drug trafficking 

cases. Upon information and belief, you or your staff initiated ex parte communications 

with attorneys, staff, and law enforcement officers to inquire whether or not the CIs in the 

Syndicate Cases were the CIs involved in the criminal cases against your ex-husband, 

Champ Maze.  

Your actions violate SCR 4.020(1)(b)(i) and constitute misconduct in office. 

Furthermore, your actions violate SCR 4.300 and the relevant portions of the following 

Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct, as they existed at the time of the violation:1 

▪ Rule 1.2 which requires judges to respect and comply with the law and act at all 
times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and 
impartiality of the judiciary. 

 
▪ Rule 1.3 which prohibits judges from using the prestige of the judicial office to 

advance the personal or economic interests of the judge or others. 
 
▪ Rule 2.4(B) which prohibits a judge from allowing family, social, political, 

financial, or other interests or relationships to influence the judge's judicial 
conduct or judgment. 

  
▪ Rule 2.9 which prohibits judges from engaging in ex parte communications. 

The jurisdiction of the Judicial Conduct Commission in this matter is under SCR 

4.020(1)(b)(i) and (v), and (1)(c) which read in pertinent part as follows: 

(1) Commission shall have authority:  

(b) To impose the sanctions, separately or collectively of (1) admonition, 
private reprimand, public reprimand or censure; (2) suspension 

                                                        
1 These rules were the versions in effect at the time of the violation, having become effective on January 1, 
2018. 
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1868017.2 
223751-74684 

without pay or removal or retirement from judicial office, upon any 
judge of the Court of Justice or lawyer while a candidate for judicial 
office, who after notice and hearing the Commission finds guilty of any 
one or more of the following: 

(i) Misconduct in office. 

(v) Violation of the code of Judicial Conduct, Rule 4.300. 

(c) After notice and hearing, to remove a judge whom it finds to lack the 
constitutional statutory qualifications for the judgeship in question. 

For your information, the Commission wishes to call your attention to the following 

Supreme Court Rule: 

RULE 4.180 FORMAL PROCEEDINGS 

If the Commission concludes that formal proceedings should be initiated, it 
shall notify the judge.  He may file an answer within 15 days after service of 
the notice.  Upon the filing of his answer, or the expiration of time for so 
filing, the Commission shall set a time and place for the hearing and shall give 
reasonable notice thereof to the judge. 

Please mail your answer to:  Ms. Jimmy Shaffer, Executive Secretary, Kentucky 

Judicial Conduct Commission, P.O. Box 4266, Frankfort, Kentucky 40604-4266. 

October __________, 2018.   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 
 
 

 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., Clay Daniel Winner, LLC, 

917 Lily Creek Road Louisville, KY 40243, and Stephen Ryan, 7104 Hillcircle Court, 

Louisville, KY  40214, this ______ day of October, 2018. 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

ORDER FOR EXTENSION 

 

 Determining that additional time is needed for final disposition in this matter, the 

Commission finds good cause for an extension of time, and it is therefore by the Commission, 

 ORDERED that the time within which the Commission shall make final disposition be 

and hereby is extended pursuant to SCR 4.260(3) to and including February 15, 2018. 

 Entered the _____ day of October, 2018.      

 

 

             

      Stephen D. Wolnitzek, Chair 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court Judge, 

by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, Louisville, KY 

40202; and Stephen Ryan, Esq., 7104 Hillcircle Ct., Louisville, KY  40214, this ______ day of 

October, 2018; and on counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq., 

Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, PLLC, 40 West Pike Street, Covington, KY 41011. 

 

       ____________________________ 

         JIMMY A. SHAFFER 

         EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

REVISED SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS AND CHARGES 

Notice is hereby given of the initiation of formal proceedings under Rule 4.180 of 

Rules of the Supreme Court. At the times in this Notice, you were Circuit Court Judge for 

Kentucky's 21st Judicial Circuit consisting of Bath, Menifee, Montgomery, and Rowan 

counties. The charges are as follows: 

Counts I and II in the May 21, 2018 Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges, and 

Counts III and IV in the September 10, 2018 Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings, are 

incorporated by reference and reaffirmed as if fully set forth herein. 

Count V 

In 2018, the Montgomery1 County Grand Jury returned indictments against 100 plus 

individuals for drug trafficking.  The cases were commonly referred to as the “Syndicate 

Cases.” This network of drug trafficking cases was separated into four separate groups, or 

“syndicates,” to account for individual cases, co-defendants, and companion cases. On May 

22, 2018, you, Judge William E. Lane, Commonwealth’s Attorney Ronnie Goldy, and Head of 

DPA Charles Landon met to discuss a strategy for handling the Syndicate Cases. At the 

meeting, in the interests of fairness and efficiency, it was agreed that you would preside 

over two syndicates and Judge Lane would preside over the other two syndicates. Each 

judge also agreed to set a special docket on June 14, 2018 to address the Syndicate Cases. 

                                                        
1 The earlier version of the Second Amended Notice Of Formal Proceedings And Charges mistakenly identifies 
this as the Bath County Grand Jury.  
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However, on the morning of June 14, 2018, in contravention of the agreement, you directed 

that all the Syndicate Cases be transferred to your division.  

On numerous occasions between May 22, 2018 and June 14, 2018, you made 

inquiries regarding the Confidential Informants (“CIs”) involved in these drug trafficking 

cases. Upon information and belief, you or your staff initiated ex parte communications 

with attorneys, staff, and law enforcement officers to inquire whether or not the CIs in the 

Syndicate Cases were the CIs involved in the criminal cases against your ex-husband, 

Champ Maze.  

Your actions violate SCR 4.020(1)(b)(i) and constitute misconduct in office. 

Furthermore, your actions violate SCR 4.300 and the relevant portions of the following 

Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct, as they existed at the time of the violation:2 

▪ Rule 1.2 which requires judges to respect and comply with the law and act at all 
times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and 
impartiality of the judiciary. 

 
▪ Rule 1.3 which prohibits judges from using the prestige of the judicial office to 

advance the personal or economic interests of the judge or others. 
 
▪ Rule 2.4(B) which prohibits a judge from allowing family, social, political, 

financial, or other interests or relationships to influence the judge's judicial 
conduct or judgment. 

  
▪ Rule 2.9 which prohibits judges from engaging in ex parte communications. 

The jurisdiction of the Judicial Conduct Commission in this matter is under SCR 

4.020(1)(b)(i) and (v), and (1)(c) which read in pertinent part as follows: 

(1) Commission shall have authority:  

(b) To impose the sanctions, separately or collectively of (1) admonition, 
private reprimand, public reprimand or censure; (2) suspension 

                                                        
2 These rules were the versions in effect at the time of the violation, having become effective on January 1, 
2018. 
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1868017.2 
223751-74684 

without pay or removal or retirement from judicial office, upon any 
judge of the Court of Justice or lawyer while a candidate for judicial 
office, who after notice and hearing the Commission finds guilty of any 
one or more of the following: 

(i) Misconduct in office. 

(v) Violation of the code of Judicial Conduct, Rule 4.300. 

(c) After notice and hearing, to remove a judge whom it finds to lack the 
constitutional statutory qualifications for the judgeship in question. 

For your information, the Commission wishes to call your attention to the following 

Supreme Court Rule: 

RULE 4.180 FORMAL PROCEEDINGS 

If the Commission concludes that formal proceedings should be initiated, it 
shall notify the judge.  He may file an answer within 15 days after service of 
the notice.  Upon the filing of his answer, or the expiration of time for so 
filing, the Commission shall set a time and place for the hearing and shall give 
reasonable notice thereof to the judge. 

Please mail your answer to:  Ms. Jimmy Shaffer, Executive Secretary, Kentucky 

Judicial Conduct Commission, P.O. Box 4266, Frankfort, Kentucky 40604-4266. 

 

October __________, 2018.   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 
 
 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., Clay Daniel Winner, LLC, 

917 Lily Creek Road Louisville, KY 40243 and Stephen Ryan, Esq., 7104 Hillcircle Court, 

Louisville, KY 40214, this ______ day of October, 2018. 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

CORRECTED ORDER FOR EXTENSION 

 

 Determining that additional time is needed for final disposition in this matter, the 

Commission finds good cause for an extension of time, and it is therefore by the Commission, 

 ORDERED that the time within which the Commission shall make final disposition be 

and hereby is extended pursuant to SCR 4.260(3) to and including February 15, 2019. 

 Entered the _____ day of October, 2018.      

 

 

             

      Stephen D. Wolnitzek, Chair 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court Judge, 

by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, Louisville, KY 

40202; and Stephen Ryan, Esq., 7104 Hillcircle Ct., Louisville, KY  40214, this ______ day of 

October, 2018; and on counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq., 

Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, PLLC, 40 West Pike Street, Covington, KY 41011. 

 

       ____________________________ 

         JIMMY A. SHAFFER 

         EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

 

 



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

ANSWER  TO  JCC  CHARGE  NO.  V

Comes  now  Beth  Lewis  Maze  and for  her  answer  to count  V of  the amended  notice  of

Formal  Proceedings  and states  as follows:

Judge  Maze  agrees that  there  was a brief,  impromptu  meeting,  on May  22, 2018 to

discuss  the assignment  of  the syndicate  cases.  The Commonwealth  Attorney  suggested  that

Judge  Lane  take  two  specific  syndicate  cases and tliat  Judge  Maze  take  two  specific  syndicate

cases.  While  Judge  Maze  was not  necessarily  opposed  to this  idea  at the time,  Judge  Maze's

staff  attorney  came  into  the courtroom  where  all  were  gathered  and stated  that,  before  we started

the process  of  transferring  cases back  and forth,  it needed  to be determined  whether  Judge  Maze

or Judge  Lane  had any conflicts  with  any  of  the cases, as Judge  Maze's  ex-husband  was under

indictment  on  drug  charges  in Montgomery  County.  Judge  Maze's  son is a practicing  attorney  in

Montgomery  County,  and Judge  Maze  wanted  to ensure  that  he had not  represented  any  of  the

Defendants  in District  Court,  Judge  Lane's  secretary,  Dearu'ia  Roberts  is District  Judge  William

Roberts'  wife,  and Judge  Lane  has two  (2) sisters-in-law  who  have  liad  drug  related  indictments

in  the  past.  Furthermore,  one  of the  syndicates  included  the  Assistant  Commonwealth

Attorney's  brother.  There  are only  two  assistant  Commonwealth  Attorneys  in the 21s' Judicial

Circuit.  Judge  Maze  wanted  to make  sure that  fact  was disclosed  so that  there  could  either  be a

special  prosecutor  assigned  or waivers  could  be entered  as Judge  Maze  did  not  want  to allow  a

situation  where  there  could  later  be RCr  11.42  and/or  CR  60.02  claims  from  the onset.  Needless

to say, there  were  several  conflicts  to be accounted  for  before  it made  sense to start  transferring

cases  back  and forth  in an uninformed  and uncoordinated  manner.  Judge  Lane's  two  sisters-in-

law  have  had indictments  involving  drugs  in the past.  The  thought  was that  if  either  judge  had

any  conflict,  that  issue shorild  be determined  prior  to the clerk's  processing  a great  deal of

paperwork,  only  to be required  later  to transfer  cases back  to a different  judge  if  a conflict  was

later  discovered,  because  a conflict  with  a single  Defendant  would  require  an entire  syndicate

case to be transferred.  Additionally,  multiple  transfers  back  and forth  could  cause  a hardship  and

delays  for  the defendants  by  having  court  appearances  with  one  judge  and then  being  required  to

be transferred  to the other  judge  because  of  a conflict,  and it could  cause unnecessary  court

appearances  for  defense  attorneys  coming  from  distant  locations.  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney

asked  the Commonwealth  Attorney  to let  the Judges  know  whether  there  were  any  conflicts  prior

to transferring  any  cases.

Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  undertook  the  task of staying  on tl'ie  Commonwealth

Attorney  to determine  whether  there  were  any conflicts  before  any cases were  transferred.  On
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June 13, 2018,  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  spoke  with  the Commonwealth  Attorney,  Ronnie

Goldy.  The  Commonwealth  Attorney  had  provided  a list  of  all Defendants  and Co-Defendants

indicted  as part  of  four  (4) separate  drug  trafficking  syndicates.  This  list  was necessary  becarise

some  Defendants  had cases with  trailer  numbers;  some Defendants  had consecutive  case

numbers  without  trailer  numbers;  there  were  companion  cases; and there  were  prior  existing

cases and Co-Defendants  in those  prior  existing  cases.  These  cases were  a mess from  the

beginning  in that  the cases without  trailer  numbers  were  impossible  to determine  what  cases

were  related  to the syndicate  cases and  the cases required  several  out  of  Circuit  conflict  attorneys

to be appointed;  the indictments  were  sealed  requiring  service  before  the conflict  counsel  could

be sorted  out;  the Defendants  were  split  up between  the two  Divisions  requiring  transfers  and

requiring  the Commonwealth  to provide  names  of  Co-Defendants  who  did not have trailer

numbers  as it was impossible  to determine  who  else was related  to the Syndicate  cases without  a

trailer  number.  This  confusion  had  to be sorted  out  before  either  judge  undertook  transfer  of  any

of  these  cases, and the Commonwealth  Attorney  was the only  one who  understood  completely

how  these  cases and  Defendants  were  related  to each  other.

Additionally,  since  there  were  so many  Defendants,  Judge  Maze  wanted  to check  for

conflicts  before  transferring  anything  so that  there  would  not  be a sihiation  in which  there  were

transfers  of  cases back  and forth  more  than  once and/or  making  conflict  counsel  appear  more

than  necessary.  Judge  Maze  was aware  of  several  potential  conflicts  which  might  be implicated;

Judge  Maze's  ex-husband  was under  indictment  in Montgomery  County  on drug  related  charges,

and  Judge  Maze  did  not  want  to sit on any  case that  could  be connected  to his  case,

There  had been  many  discussions  since  the syndicates  had  been  indicted  about  how  best

to move  forward.  In addition  to the issues  already  listed,  several  Defendants  had  been  in  custody

for  some  time,  and  their  attorneys  were  justifiably  agitated  in  their  quest  for  complete  discovery

and bond  hearings.  In the middle  of  the cluster,  the Commonwealth  Attorney  realized  that  a

defendant  charged  with  Engaging  in Organized  Crime-Criminal  Syndicate,  a class B felony

based upon  trafficking  in methamphetamine  and heroin/fentanyl,  and in a separate  case,

Possession  of  a Controlled  Substance,  First  Degree,  Heroin,  had mistakenly  been  indicted  for

those  offenses  and should  only  have  been  indicted  on a single  count  of  Possession  of  Controlled

Substance,  First  Degree,  two  (2) Oxycodone.  This  Defendant  is a Licenses  Practical  Nurse  who

spent ninety-nine  (99) days in custody,  had her picture  and the details  of  her indictment

published  in the local  paper,  and  lost  her  job.

Judge  Maze  was very  concerned  that  these  cases were  not  being  effectively  managed  by

the Cornrnonwealth  Attorney  and la'iew  that, before  transfers  corild  be done, she needed  a

complete  list  of  defendant  and Co-Defendants  and companion  cases from  the Commonwealth

Attomey  and a determination  as to whether  either  judge  had any conflicts  in order  to prevent

multiple  transfers.  Given  these factors,  there  was never  a firm  plan  for  who  would  get what

cases because,  when  the impromptu  brief  meeting  occurred,  it was  not  with  information  of  Co-

Defendants  and Conflicts  in hand. What  did  happen  is that  Judge  Lane  and  the Commonwealth

Attomey  made  suggestions  about  how  to divide  the cases between  the two  Divisions.  Judge
Maze  remained  concerned  about accounting  for  all Co-Defendants  and Conflicts  before

transferring  anything.  Once  the Commonwealth  Attorney  provided  tlie  list  of  Defendants  and

Co-Defendants,  and spoke  with  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  and informed  her that,  if  regular
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protocol  were  adhered  to, all four  Syndicate  cases worild  be in Judge  Maze's  Division,  Judge

Maze  did  not  think  it appropriate  to deviate  from  regular  protocol  for  transfers.

There  is standard  protocol  for  transfers  in  the 21Sf Judicial  Circuit,  which  was written  by

Judge  Maze,  so that  there  is no interference  or appearance  of  interference  with  case assignments.

In that  vein,  Judge  Maze  was concerned  about  the Commonwealth  Attorney's  having  any  say  in

how  cases  were  assigned.  Therefore,  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  explained  to  the

Commonwealth  Attorney  tliat,  if  the list  was accurate,  it appeared  all  four  Syndicate  cases would

be assigned  to Judge Maze.  Judge Maze  was  willing  to  accept all four  cases.  The

Commonwealth  Attorney  agreed  with  that  assessment.  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  told  the

Commonwealth  Attorney  that  there  was no reason  to deviate  from  protocol  if  Judge  Maze  liad  no

conflicts,  and Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  asked  the Commonwealth  Attorney  to confirm  that

Judge  Maze  had  no conflicts  so that  Judge  Maze  could  speak  to Judge  Lane  and make  sure  they

were  on the same page and then  transfer  the cases per regular  protocol.  The  Commonwealth

Attomey  informed  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  that  he would  confirm.

On June  13, Judge Maze  was  aware  that Judge  Lane  liad a jury  trial  with  the

Commonwealth  in Rowan  County  and did  not  want  to disturb  him;  however,  on June 14, 2018,

at approximately  8:30 a.m.,  Judge  Maze  began  trying  to call  Judge  Lane.  He did  not  answer.

Judge  Maze  was in Court  all morning  in Menifee  County;  however,  after  leaving  the bench  in

Menifee  County  sometime  around  noon  to return  to Montgomery  County  for  hearings  on the

Syndicate  cases,  Judge  Maze  again  tried  to call  Judge  Lane,  but  there  was  no answer.  On June

14,  the Commonwealth  Attorney  had  not  confirmed  anything  with  Judge  Maze's  office  regarding

conflicts,  and Judge  Maze  had not been able to reach  Judge Lane.  There  had not been a

conversation  between  Judge  Lane  and Judge  Maze  about  Judge  Maze's  understanding  of  the

cases, given  the list of  Defendants,  Co-Defendants  and companion  cases provided  by the

Commonwealth  Attorney.  Judge Maze  never  entered  a single  transfer  order  because  she

wanted  to speak  to Judge Lane  prior  to entering  an order.  Currently,  the Commonwealth

Attorney's  Office  is in the basement  of  the Courthouse  annex  next  door  to Judge  Lane's  Office.

The  only  other  office  in  the  basement  of  the Courthouse  annex  is the Drug  Court  Office  which  is

not  continually  staffed  as the Drug  Court  staff  also travels  throughout  the Circuit.  This  set up

has created  a situation  in which  there  is, according  to attorneys  in this  Circuit,  an abundant

amount  of ex-parte  communication  between  Judge Lane's  Office  and the  Commonwealth

Attorney's  office.  Additionally,  Judge Lane's  secretary  is a close personal  friend  of  the

Commonwealth  Attorney's  wife,  who is the Commonwealtli  Attorney's  secretary.  On the

morning  of  June 14, 2018,  based  upon  the conversation  the Commonwealth  Attorney  had had

with  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney,  not  with  Judge  Maze,  the Cornmonwealth  Attorney  told  Judge

Lane  that  Judge  Maze  had decided  to take  all  the cases.  This  statement  was  patently  false  as at

the time  Judge  Maze  had  not  yet  confirmed  anything  with  respect  to conflicts  nor  had  she had  the

opportunity  to speak  with  Judge  Lane  to get his  input.

Judge  Maze  again  tried  to make  contact  with  Judge  Lane  on the late  afternoon  of  June 14,

2018,  with  no answer,  and, again,  Judge  Maze  believed  she had texted  Judge  Lane  later  that

evening  asking  him  to call  her.  Judge  Maze  remembers  being  surprised  that,  when  she texted

Judge  Lane  and  it showed  green  on her  phone  and  she knew  that  Judge  Lane  had  both  an i-watch

and an i-phone  and knew  he had to have seen that  she was trying  to reach  him,  but  assumed
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when  the text  showed  green,  that  he was out of  range  for  cell  service.  She was very  surprised

when  he didn't  call  back,  but  decided  she should  stop making  tumerous  calls  to him  and that  he

would  call when  he  had time.  Judge  Maze  has no recollection  of ever talking  to the

Commonwealth  Attorney  ex-parte  about  case transfers;  however,  Judge  Lane  accepted  as true,

the  false  representation  of the  Corni'nonwealth  Attorney  even though  the  Commonwealth

Attorney  had  no first-hand  la'iowledge  of  anything  Judge  Maze  said  or intended  to do about  the

case  transfers.

On or about  June 14, 2018,  Judge  Maze  asked  Detective  Mark  Collier,  the lead  detective

on the Syndicate  cases that  were  investigated  by  the Montgomery  County  Sheriff's  Department,

if  he could  confirm  that  Judge  Maze  had no conflicts  with  the Syndicate  cases.  This  question

was asked  of  Detective  Collier  in open  court,  following  hearings  with  Defense  attorneys  and  the

Commonwealth  Attorney  present.  While  Detective  Collier  has resigned  from  the Sheriff's

Office  and has been  unable  to be located,  Judge  Maze  confirmed  with  her  bench  clerk,  Teresa

Clayton,  a former  police  officer,  what  she said to Detective  Collier.  Judge  Maze  specifically

stated  to Detective  Collier  that  she did  not  want  to know  names  of  Confidential  Informants  or

witnesses,  but  simply  wanted  to know  that  she had  no conflicts  in these  cases. Detective  Collier

stopped,  thought  a minute  and then  stated  that  he was not  aware  of  any  such  conflicts  but  could

not speak for  the  Mt.  Sterling  Police  Department  cases.  Judge  Maze  did not ask the

Commonwealth  Attorney  or Detective  Collier  if  the Commonwealth  Attorney  liad  made  any

attempt  to gather  this  inforination  prior  to her  asking,  but  her  impression,  from  her  observation  of

Detective  Collier  when  asked  this,  was  that  he had  not.

Late  in the afternoon  of  June 14, 2018,  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  contacted  the Mt.

Sterling  Police  Department  and spoke  with  now  retired  Chief  of  Police,  David  Charles,  about

reviewing  the list  of  Defendants,  Co-Defendants  to confirm  there  were  no conflicts  witli  any of

their  cases.  The  Mt.  Sterling  Police  Department  was the investigating  agency  on the indictment

of  Judge  Maze's  ex-husband.  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  explained  Judge  Maze's  concern  and

stated  specifically  that  Judge  Maze  did  not  want  to know  any names  of  confidential  informants

or witnesses,  but  simply  wanted  confirmation  there  were  no conflicts.  Chief  Charles  stated  he

would  speak  to Detective  Jimmy  Daniels  and report  back,  and, on June 15, 2018,  Chief  Charles

contacted  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  and confirmed  there  were  no conflicts.

At no time  did Judge Maze  ever ask for a list or any specific  information  about

confidential  informants,  witnesses  or anyone  else related  to her ex-husband's  cases.  Rather,

Judge  Maze  was forced  to inquire  of  law  enforcement  to confirm  the existence  or non-existence

of  conflicts  so that  she could  recuse  if  necessary,  as the Commonwealth  Attorney  had failed  to

get back  with  Judge  Maze's  office  regarding  conflicts.  Judge  Maze  only  had  her staff  attorney

ask law  enforcement  directly  after  repeated  failed  attempts  to have  the Commonwealth  Attorney

provide  such  confirmation.

On June 18, 2018,  Judge  Lane,  who  had continued  to ignore  Judge  Maze's  attempts  to

communicate  with  him,  drafted  orders  in twenty-seven  (27) criminal  cases which  effectively

transferred  all cases to Judge  Maze.  These  orders  were  entered  on June 18, 2018,  and June 20,

2018.  Judge  Maze  thought  these  orders  were  childish  and inappropriate,  given  the information

relayed  to Judge  Lane  and  the way  in  which  it was  relayed.  Judge  Maze  was  not  happy  with  the

4



Commonwealth  Attorney's  actions  and  planned  to speak  to Judge  Lane  before  transferring  any

cases  herself.  As  a result  of  Judge  Maze's  ex-husband's  criminal  cases,  Judge  Maze  had  been

recusing  out  of  Mr.  Maze's  attorneys'  cases,  and Judge  Maze  felt  she had somewhat  been

dumping  on Judge  Lane  and  believed  it was appropriate  for  her  to have  all  the cases if  they

would  be her  cases  pursuant  to regular  protocol,  but  Judge  Maze  wanted  to speak  to Judge  Lane

prior  to making  any  decision  about  transfers;  however,  the Commonwealth  Attorney  stepped  on

her intentions.  Further,  since  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  had confirmed  the  absence  of

conflicts,  Judge  Maze  believed,  based upon  her  staff  attorney's  conversation  with  the

Commonwealth  Attorney  regarding  regular  protocol,  that  all  tlie  cases  would  be assigned  to her,

and,  as Circuit  Judges  do not  get  paid  according  to the  number  of  cases  they  have,  Judge  Maze

believed  Judge  Lane  would  be happy  that  protocol  resulted  in all the syndicate  cases being

assigned  to Judge  Maze.  Judge  Maze  was  in  a four-day  special  judge  trial  in  Boyd  County  the

week  of  June  18,  2018,  when  she learned  that  Judge  Lane  had  transferred  all  twenty  seven  (27)

cases  to her  and  did  not  dwell  on Judge  Lane's  orders  or  the  fact  that  he refused  to communicate

with  her  prior  to the  transfers  as she was  engrossed  in  that  trial.

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  ps.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

telay  oitic),'iylays.c:i'ii'n

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It  is hereby  certified  that  a true  and  correct  copy  of  the  foregoing  Answer  to Charge  V

was  this  2nd day  of  November,  2018,  e-mailed  and  mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class

mail,  to the  following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

Adams  Stepner  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604 A4,,1
THOMAS  E. CLAY
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  TO  ST  AY  PROCEEDINGS  PENDING

RESOLUTION  OF  THE  CRIMINAL  PROSECUTION

CURRENTLY  PENDING  AGAINST  JUDGE  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE

The Bath County grand jui7 returned a three (3) count indictment against Judge Beth

Lewis  Maze  on November  1, 2018.  Counts  one and two  of  the indictment  charge  Judge  Maze

with  forgery,  second  degree,  relating  to the  two  orders  she signed  on September  18,  2018. Count

three  charge  tampering  with  public  records.  Judge Maze  is scheduled  to be arraigned  on

December  6, 2018.

All  three  of  these counts  charge  the same conduct  as Counts  one through  four  of  the

charges  before  the Judicial  Conduct  Commission  (JCC).

Judge  Maze  moves  the JCC to stay its administrative  hearing  currently  scheduled  for

December  3, 2018.

Courts  have  recognized  the importance  of  staying  civil  and administrative  proceedings

when  the defendant  is under  indictment  for the same conduct  which  is the subject  of  the

administrative  proceeding

Courts  have  generally  considered  the following  factors  in determining  whether  a stay in

administrative  proceedings  is appropriate:

1) the extent  to which  the issues  in the criminal  case overlap

with  those  presented  in the civil  case;  2) the status  of  the

case, including  whether  the defendants  have  been  indicted;

3) the private  interests  of the plaintiffs  in  proceeding

expeditiously  weighed  against  the prejudice  to plaintiffs
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caused  by the delay;  4) the private  interests  of  and burden

of  the defendants;  5) the interest  of  the courts;  and 6) the

public  interest.

United  States  Securities  and  Exchange

Commission  v. Abdallah,  313 F.R.D.

59 (N.D.  Ohio  2016),  quoting  F.T.C.

v. E.M.A.  Nationwide,  Inc.,

767  F.3d  611,  617.  (6'h Cir.  2014)

I. OVERLAPPING  CHARGES

The  three  count  indictment  and JCC charges  in Counts  I through  IV  involve  the same

conduct.  Both  proceedings  allege  conduct  of  Judge  Maze  on September  18,  2018,  relating  to the

two  orders  she signed  for  blood  tests  to be perfornned  on her  ex-husband  who  had  been  arrested.

The JCC proceeding  and the criminal  prosecution  necessarily  will  involve  the same issues,

witnesses  and  evidence.

II.  THE  ST  ATUS  OF  THE  CRIMINAL  CASE

This  criminal  matter  has proceeded  beyond  the investigative  phase.  There  is  an

indictment,  and  an arraignment  has been  scheduled.

III.  THE  PRIVATE  INTERESTS  OF  THE  PLAINTIFF  (JCC)

IN  PROCEEDING  EXPEDITIOUSLY  WEIGHED  AGAINST  THE

PREJUDICE  TO  THE  PLAINTIFFS  (JCC)  CAUSED  BY  THE  DELAY.

Judge  Maze's  current  status  is that  she is suspended  with  pay.  She has been  ordered  not

to enter  any of  the courthouses  in the 21s' Judicial  Circuit.  She is performing  no judicial

functions.  No  one or body  will  be prejudiced  by  a stay  of  the JCC  proceedings.

IV.  BURDEN  ON  JUDGE  MAZE

Staying  the JCC  proceeding  would  eliminate  the substantial  concern  Judge  Maze  has of

having  to choose  between  testifying  in  the  JCC  proceeding  and  giving  up her  Fifth  Amendment

2



rights  in the criminal  prosecution.  It  would  also eliminate  the possibility  of  prejudicing  Judge

Maze's  criminal  prosecution  if  JCC  were  to impose  discipline.

V. THE  INTERESTS  OF  JCC

The  resolution  of  the criminal  prosecution  could  have  a significant  impact  upon  the JCC

proceedings

Indeed,  the  resolution  of  the criminal  proceedings  may  serve  to

expedite  the [JCC]  proceedings,  avoiding  the needless  expense  of

[JCC]  time  and  resources.

Abdallah,  supra,  p. 65

VI.  THE  PUBLIC  INTEREST

The public  interest  is better  served  by  allowing  the criminal  prosecution  to take

precedence  over  civil  proceedings

Moreover,  the public  interest  in effective  criminal  prosecution

generally  outweighs  any existing  civil  interests.  See Newman  v.

United  States,  No.  3:90-CV-7646,  1992  WL  115191,  at *l  (N.D.

Ohio  Jan. 10, 1992)(quoting  In re Ivan  F. Bowsky  Sex. Litigation,

128  F.R.D.  47, 49 (S.D.N.Y.1989)).

Id.,  pg.  64

Other  than  where  there  is specific  evidence  of  agency  bad faith  or

malicious  governmental  tactics,  the strongest  case for  deferring

civil  proceedings  until  after  completion  of  criminal  proceedings  is

where  a party  under  indictment  for  a serious  offense  is required  to

defend  a civil  or administrative  action  involving  the same matter.

The  noncriminal  proceeding,  if  not  deferred,  might  undermine  the

party's  Fifth  Amendment  privilege  against  self-incrimination,

expand  rights  of  criminal  discovery  beyond  the limits  of  Federal

Rule  of  Criminal  Procedure  16(b),  expose  the basis  of  the defense

to the prosecution  in advance  of criminal  trial,  or  otherwise

prejudice  the case.  If  delay  of  the noncriminal  proceeding  would

not  seriously  injure  the public  interest,  a court  may  be justified  in

deferring  it.
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Emphasis  added. S.E.C.  v. Dresser

Industries,  Inc.  628 F.3d  1368,  1375-

6 (D.C.  Cir.  1980)

Based  upori  the foregoing  facts and authority,  Judge Maze  requests  that the  JCC

proceedings  be stayed  pending  resolution  of  the criminal  prosecution.

Respectfully,

CLAY  DANIEL  WII%JNER.  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

WILLIAM  E. JOHNSON

JOHNSON  BEARSE,  LLP

326  West  Main  Street

Frankfort,  KY  40601

Telephone:  502-605-6100

Facsimile:  502-605-6108

bill@,johnsonbearse.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  to Stay
Proceedings  Pending  Resolution  of  the Criminal  Prosecution  was this 14'h day of  November,
2018,  e-mailed  and  mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  mail,  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

Adams  Stepner  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  y Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

ci,
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY
BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

F!L-ED i
i NOV - i 2A,
Iciquo=ptbx
I riv  "%J  _[).c..

C(,:'f,ffA.%3)fg:ON I
COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

VS : INDICTMENT

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE,  AKA:  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE
DateofBirt]i:  02/28/1963  License#:
LKA:  860  l'!'yoming  Rd.,  Owixigsville,  KY  40360
Heiglit:  Weiglit:  I-lair:  Eyes:
District  Court  File  Number:

KY  M95-078-455

Race:  W

DEFENDANT

Sex:  F

***0*  I  *  *0***ffi!i*  ****************

THE  GRAND  JURY  OF BATH  COUNTY  CHAROES  tliat  on or about September  18,
2018,  in Batli  County,  Kentucky,  tlie  above-named  defendant,  wliile  acting  aloxie or in complicity
with  anotlier,  unlawfully  committed  tlie  offenses  of.

COUNT  I: FORGERY  SECOND  DEGREE,  in violation  of  KRS 516.030,  a Class D
Felony,  violation  code 25212,  by falseiy  makixig,  completing,  or altering,  a public  record  or
instrument  filed  or required  or axitliorized  by law to be filed  in or with  a public  office  or public
employee;  or a wiitteii  ixistrument  officially  issued or created  by a public  office,  public  employee
or govemmental  agency;

COUNT  IJ: FORGERY  SECOND  DEGREE,  in violation  of  KRS 516.030,  a Class D

Felony, violation code 25212, by falsely making, completing, or altering, a liublic  record or
ixistrument  filed  or required  or autliorized  by law to be filed  in or witli  a public  office  or public
employee;  or a written  instrument  officially  issued or created  by a public  office,  public  exriployee
or govemmental  agency;

COUNT  }lI:  TAMPERING  WITH  PUBLIC  RECORDS,  in violatioxi  of  KRS 519.060;  a
Class D Felony,  violatioii  code 01012,  by knowingly  n'iaking  a false  entry  in or falsely  alterixig  a
public  record; or kiiowingly  ]acking  t}ie autliority  to do so, intentioxially  destroys,  n'iutilates,
conceals,  removes,  or otlierwise  impairs  tlie availability  of  any  public  records;



ALL  AGAINST  THE  PEACE  AND  DIGNITY  OF THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY.

A TRUE  BILL.

FOREPERSON

All  otlier  cliarges,  if  aiiy,  bound  over  wit)i  tliis  case and not  indicted  lierein  are a No  True  Bill.

BY:

GRAND  JURY  WITNESS:  Det.  Cliad  Bowling,  KSP  DESI  East

Earl  Willis,  Batli  County  Jailer

Hon.  Micliae)  Campbel]
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 
IN RE THE MATTER OF: 
 
BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

RESPONSE TO MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS 
PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE CRIMINAL PROSECUTION CURRENTLY PENDING 

AGAINST JUDGE BETH LEWIS MAZE 

 
In Response to Judge Maze’s Motion to Stay Proceedings, Counsel for the 

Commission, states as follows: 

Judge Maze is currently facing five (5) counts of misconduct for alleged violations of 

the Judicial Code of Conduct. After filing her Answer to the original Charges, she agreed to 

an Order of Temporary Suspension effective 12:01 a.m. on October 2, 2018. She has been 

on paid leave since that time. A final hearing is set on December 3, 2018. 

On November 1, 2018, the Bath County Grand Jury returned an Indictment charging 

Judge Maze with two counts of Forgery and one count of Tampering with Public Records. In 

her Motion, Judge Maze contends that the JCC’s proceedings should be stayed until the 

criminal prosecution is concluded. Judge Maze maintains that a stay of proceedings would 

be in everyone’s best interest, and cites to a single case for authority: United States SEC v. 

Abdallah, 313 F.R.D. 59 (N.D. Ohio 2016).  

Having reviewed Judge Maze’s Motion, the Counsel for the Commission does not 

read Abdallah as mandating a stay, nor does he believe that a stay is necessary or 

warranted. 
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I. THE DECISION TO GRANT OR DENY A STAY IS SOLELY WITHIN THE JCC’S 
DISCRETION 

When evaluating a party’s request to stay administrative proceedings pending the 

resolution of a related criminal prosecution, the JCC has broad discretion. F.T.C. v. E.M.A. 

Nationwide, Inc., 767 F.3d 611, 627 (6th Cir. 2014)(“courts have broad discretion in 

determining whether to stay a civil action while a criminal action is pending or 

impending.") The Sixth Circuit has directed that, when addressing such requests for a stay, 

“the burden is on the party seeking the stay to show pressing need for delay and that 

neither the other party nor the public will suffer harm from entry of the order." Id.  at 627-

28 (quoting Ohio Envtl. Council v. U.S. Dist. Ct., S. Dist. of Ohio, E. Div., 565 F.2d 393, 396 (6th 

Cir. 1977))(internal citations omitted). 

In her Motion, Judge Maze cites six factors which she champions as the deciding 

considerations for the JCC in evaluating her request to stay the proceedings. (Mot. Stay 

Proceedings, pp. 1) These factors, while perhaps practical, are not binding upon the JCC, 

nor do they form a specific test widely recognized in either Kentucky or the Sixth Circuit. 

United States SEC v. Abdallah, 313 F.R.D. 59, 64 (N.D. Ohio 2016)(clarifying that “there is no 

precise test in this Circuit for determining when a stay is appropriate”). Thus, while the JCC 

may consider these factors in making its determination, the ultimate decision rests solely 

within its discretion. 

II. A STAY IS NOT WARRANTED, NOR NECESSARY 

As previously noted, Judge Maze bears the burden of demonstrating a “pressing 

need for delay” and that neither the JCC nor the public will be harmed by a stay. E.M.A. 

Nationwide, supra. Judge Maze fails to meet this burden and downplays the vital interests at 

stake in the JCC’s proceedings.  



- 3 - 

a. The public has a compelling interest in concluding the JCC’s proceedings in 
a timely manner. 

Judge Maze broadly states that the public interest is best served “by allowing the 

criminal prosecution to take precedence over the civil proceeding.” (Mot. Stay Proceedings, 

pp. 3) She makes this conclusory statement but offers no compelling facts or controlling 

legal authority to support it. She also fails to acknowledge that the general public, and the 

citizens of the 21st Judicial Circuit in particular, have a legitimate and compelling interest in 

seeing the Charges adjudicated in a timely fashion. 

b. The JCC has a compelling interest in concluding its proceedings in a timely 
manner to restore confidence in the judiciary. 

Judge Maze also argues that the JCC’s interests are advanced if a stay is granted. 

Counsel for the Commission disagrees. In addition to the reasons set forth above, the JCC 

has a duty in concluding these proceedings pursuant to SCR 4.000, et. seq. 

c. Since Judge Maze has spoken publicly about the alleged misconduct, her 
rights would not be violated by her choice to invoke her Fifth Amendment 
rights at either proceeding.  

Judge Maze argues that the JCC’s proceedings will force her “to choose between 

testifying in the JCC proceeding and giving up her Fifth Amendment rights in the 

prosecution.” (Mot. Stay Proceedings, pp. 2-3) However, she fails to acknowledge, much 

less address, the fact that she has already made public statements and filed official 

responses regarding the alleged misconduct, including an August 2018 interview with 

WLEX 18 News. In short, Judge Maze is free to invoke her Fifth Amendment rights in both 

proceedings. However, even if she chooses to invoke her rights, her statements and 

admissions can be used regardless of whether or not she testifies. Varble v. Commonwealth, 
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125 S.W.3d 246, 253 (Ky. 2004)(stating that the Fifth Amendment “does not protect against 

the reiteration of voluntary, out-of-court communications made by that person to others”).  

III. CONCLUSION 

Both the JCC and the public at large have a compelling interest in proceeding with a 

timely hearing on the Charges regardless of the pending criminal prosecution. The 

impairment of Judge Maze’s Fifth Amendment rights, if any, is outweighed by these 

interests. As such, Counsel for the Commission, while recognizing JCC’s discretion, 

respectfully requests that Judge Maze’s Motion be denied.   

Respectfully submitted,  

 
 
___/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando__________________ 
JEFFREY C. MANDO (#43548) 
LOUIS D. KELLY (#92094) 
OLIVIA F. AMLUNG (#97449) 
ADAMS, STEPNER, WOLTERMANN & 
DUSING, P.L.L.C. 
40 W. Pike Street 
P.O. Box 861 
Covington, KY  41012-0861 
(859)394-6200 Phone 
(859)392-7263 Fax 
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
 
Counsel for Judicial Conduct Commission 

 

mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
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1882030 
223751-74684 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
the following via electronic and regular mail, on this the 15th day of November 2018: 

 
Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

William E. Johnson, Esq. 
Johnson Bearse, LLP 
326 West Main Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
bill@johnsonbearse.com 
 

Jimmy Shaffer 
Executive Secretary 
KY Judicial Conduct Commission 
P.O. Box 4266 
Frankfort, KY 40604 
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net  
 

 

 
/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando_______________________ 
Jeffrey C. Mando 

mailto:bill@johnsonbearse.com
mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net


COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  J[JDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  TO  CONTINUE  HEARING  CURRENTLY

SCHEDULED  FOR  DECEMBER  3, 2018

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and moves  the Commission  to continue  the

formal  proceedings  currently  scheduled  for  December  3, 2018,  at 9:00  a.m.,  at courtroom  F, third

floor,  in  the Fayette  Circuit  Court,  and in support  of  this  motion  stats as follows:

1. The  date for  the formal  proceeding  was  set by Amended  Notice  of  Time  and  Place

For  Hearing  dated  October  1, 2019.

2. Since  that  date,  Judge  Maze  has ben  served  with  the following  documents:

A.  October  18, 2018,  Supplemental  Factual  Information  consisting  of  259

pages.

B.  October  18, 2018,  Count  V charging  conduct  totally  unrelated  to Counts  I,

II,  III,  and  IV.

C. October  19, 2018,  Revised  Count  V.

D.  October  26, 2018,  Supplemental  Factual  Information  consisting  of  60

pages.

E.  November  13,  2018,  Supplemental  Information  consisting  of  383 pages.

F. November  13, 2018,  Supplemental  Factual  Information  consisting  of  8

pages.
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3. A total  of  710 pages  of  supplemental  information  has been  produced  since  the

scheduling  order  was  entered.

4. This  total  is in addition  to the 282  pages  supplied  on September  10, 2018,  and  the

93 pages  of  documents  and  video  file  produced  on September  20, 2018.

5. Judge  Maze  has not  had adequate  time  to prepare  her defense  to these  counts

given  the voluminous  amount  of documents  produced  and the complexity  of  the counts,

particularly  Count  V.

6. Hon.  William  Johnson  has recently  entered  his appearance  as co-counsel  for

Judge  Maze  and has not  had adequate  time  to familiarize  himself  with  this voluminous  file.

Additionally,  Mr.  Johnson  will  be representing  Judge  Maze  on the indictment  pending  in Bath

Circuit  Court  and  will  require  time  to get  up to speed  on that  representation.

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  the Cornrnission  to continue  the formal  hearing

currently  scheduled  for  December  3, 2018.

Respectfully,

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  ps.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay@tclaylaw.com

WILLIAM  E. JOHNSON

JOHNSON  BEARSE,  LLP

326  West  Main  Street

Frankfort,  KY  40601

Telephone:  502-605-6100

Facsimile:  502-605-6108

bill@iohnsonbearse.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  to Continue

Hearing  was  this  15'h day  of  November,  2018,  e-mailed  and mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first

class  mail,  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

Adams  Stepner  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jirnmy  y Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Cornrnission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

'rZt,xy  ? g
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21"'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  FOR  OPPORTUNITY  TO  APPEAR  INFORMALLY

BEFORE  THE  COMMISSION  PURSUANT  TO

SCR  4.170(2)

II)k**

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and moves  the Commission  to give  her an

opportunity  to appear  informally  before  the Commission  pursuant  to SCR 4.170(2)  and in

support  of  this  motion  states  as follows:

1. Judge  Maze  attended  an informal  conference  on January  26,  2018.

2. Counts  I and  II  against  Judge  Maze  were  issued  on May  21, 2018.

3. On September  10, 2018,  the original  two  counts  were  supplemented  with  counts

III  and  IV.

4. The  four  counts  were  supplemented  with  Count  V  on October  19, 2018.

5. Judge Maze  has not been afforded  the opportunity  to appear  informally  in

response  to Counts  III,  IV,  and  V.

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  the Commission  to allow  her  to appear  before  the

Commission  informally  pursuant  to SCR  4. l 70(2).

1



Respectfully,

THOMAS  E. CLAY.  ps.c.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER.  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

WILLIAM  E. JOHNSON

JOHNSON  BEARSE,  LLP

326 West  Main  Street

Frankfort,  KY  40601

Telephone:  502-605-6100

Facsimile:  502-605-6108

bill@johnsonbearse.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  for  Opportunity

to Appear  Informally  Before  the Commission  was  this  15I'1 day  of  November,  2018,  e-mailed  and

mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  mail,  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

Adams  Stepner  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimrny  y Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

ORDER 

 
Upon due consideration of Judge Maze’s Motion to Stay Proceedings Pending 

Resolution of the Criminal Prosecution and the Response filed by Counsel for the 

Commission; Judge Maze’s Motion to Continue Hearing; and, Judge Maze’s Motion for 

Opportunity to Appear Informally, and the Commission being fully advised and informed, it 

is hereby ordered that the Motions be and are hereby DENIED. 

Date: November ______, 2018   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
the following via electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the         day of November 
2018: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

William E. Johnson, Esq. 
Johnson Bearse, LLP 
326 West Main Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
bill@johnsonbearse.com 
 

Stephen Ryan 
7104 Hillcircle Court 
Louisville, KY 40214 
stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com 
 

Jeffrey C. Mando 
Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, 
PLLC 
40 West Pike St. 
Covington, KY  41011 
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

mailto:bill@johnsonbearse.com
mailto:stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com




























 

SEALED MOTION TO SEAL DEPOSITION 











COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

AMENDED WITNESS LIST 

 
Counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission submits the following Witness List1 for 

the SCR 4.020 final disposition hearing scheduled for December 3, 2018 at 9:00 a.m.: 

1. Judge Beth Lewis Maze, who is expected to testify consistent with her written 
statements to the JCC (November 15, 2017 and February 28, 2018) and her 
WLEX 18 interview from August 9, 2018; 

2. Michael Campbell, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

3. David Charles, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

4. Mark Collier, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

5. Sgt. Jimmy Daniels, who is expected to testify consistent with his statement 
given on September 18, 2018; 

6. Ronnie Goldy, Jr., who is expected to testify consistent with his statement 
given on August 27, 2018; 

7. Kim Hunt Price, who is expected to testify consistent with her statement 
given on August 27, 2018; 

8. Dagny James, who is expected to testify consistent with her personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

9. Charles O. Landon, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

1 This Witness List does not include any individuals that may be called solely for the purpose of impeachment 
of a party or witness. 
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10. Hon. William Lane, who is expected to testify consistent with his statement 
given on September 20, 2018; 

11. Michael W. Laws, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

12. Det. Jim McDonald, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

13. J. Rachel Noyes, who is expected to testify for the purpose of authenticating 
correspondence and documents sent from Judge Maze to the Judicial Conduct 
Commission; 

14. Hon. William W. Roberts, who is expected to testify consistent with his 
statement given on October 24, 2018;  

15. Officer Justin Sutherland, who is expected to testify consistent with his 
statement given on September 10, 2018;  

16. Wendy Walker, who is expected to testify consistent with her statement 
given on October 17, 2018; 

17. Rachel Walters, who is expected to testify consistent with her personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings. 

Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. (#43548) 
Louis D. Kelly, Esq. (#92094) 
Olivia F. Amlung, Esq. (#97449) 
ADAMS, STEPNER, 
WOLTERMANN & DUSING, PLLC 
40 West Pike Street 
Covington, KY  41011 
859.394.6200 
859.3.92.7263 – Fax  
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
lkelly@aswdlaw.com 
oamlung@aswdlaw.com 
 
Counsel for Judicial Conduct Commission 

 

mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:lkelly@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
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223751-74684 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
via electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the 27th day of November 2018, upon 
the following: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

William E. Johnson, Esq. 
Johnson Bearse, LLP 
326 West Main Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
bill@johnsonbearse.com 

Ms. Jimmy Shaffer 
Executive Secretary 
KY Judicial Conduct Commission 
P.O. Box 4266 
Frankfort, KY 40604 
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net  

 

 
 

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. 
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

AMENDED EXHIBIT LIST 

 
Counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission submits the following Exhibit List1 for 

the SCR 4.020 final disposition hearing scheduled for December 3, 2018 at 9:00 a.m.: 

1. Text Messages from Donald “Champ” Maze’s Cell Phone, E-Crimes Extraction 
Report for 606.336.8089, Bates labeled JCC000001 - JCC000383; 

2. September 18, 2017 Owingsville Police Department Uniform Citation 
N309529, Bates labeled JCC000384; 

3. September 19, 2017 Bail Bond Sheet for Donald “Champ” Maze, Bates labeled 
JCC000385; 

4. September 18, 2017 Order for a drug test signed by Judge Maze issued 
specifically to St. Joseph Hospital in Mt. Sterling, Kentucky, Bates labeled 
JCC000386; 

5. September 18, 2017 Order for a drug test signed by Judge Maze, Bates 
labeled JCC000387; 

6. November 12, 2017 letter from Judge Maze to JCC, Bates labeled JCC000388 - 
JCC000393; 

7. February 28, 2018 letter from Judge Maze to JCC, Bates labeled JCC000394 - 
JCC000399; 

8. Video of Judge Maze’ recorded interview with WLEX18 News, Bates labeled 
JCC000400; 

9. Judge Lane’s June 18, 2018 Order of Memorandum, Bates labeled JCC000401 
- JCC000402; 

1 This Exhibit List does not include any documents that may be used solely for the purpose of impeachment of 
a party or witness. Counsel for the Commission further reserves the right to supplement this list. 
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10. July 3, 2018 facsimile from Judge Maze’s Office to Mt. Sterling Police, Bates 
labeled JCC000403 - JCC000406; 

11. May 23,2018 Email from Charles Landon re: Syndicate Scheduling, Bates 
labeled JCC000407 - JCC000408;  

12. June 4, 2018 Email from Rachel Walters to Ronnie Goldy, Bates labeled 
JCC000409 - JCC000416; 

13. Case File for Boyd Circuit Court Case Number 08-CI-00104, Maze v. Maze, 
Bates labeled JCC000417 – JCC000449. 

Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. (#43548) 
Louis D. Kelly, Esq. (#92094) 
Olivia F. Amlung, Esq. (#97449) 
ADAMS, STEPNER, 
WOLTERMANN & DUSING, PLLC 
40 West Pike Street 
Covington, KY  41011 
859.394.6200 
859.3.92.7263 – Fax  
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
lkelly@aswdlaw.com 
oamlung@aswdlaw.com 
 
Counsel for Judicial Conduct Commission 

 

mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:lkelly@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
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223751-74684 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served via 
electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the 27th day of November 2018, upon the 
following: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

William E. Johnson, Esq. 
Johnson Bearse, LLP 
326 West Main Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
bill@johnsonbearse.com 

Ms. Jimmy Shaffer 
Executive Secretary 
KY Judicial Conduct Commission 
P.O. Box 4266 
Frankfort, KY 40604 
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net  

 

 
/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. 

3 

mailto:bill@johnsonbearse.com
mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net


COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

ORDER 

 
The Kentucky Judicial Conduct Commission takes notice of Respondent, Judge Beth 

Lewis Maze’s Notice of Appeal of the Commission’s November 19, 2018 order denying 

Judge Maze’s Motion to Stay Proceedings. Nevertheless, in light of SCR 4.290, CR 54.01, and 

the Kentucky Supreme Court’s August 16, 2018 Order dismissing Judge Maze’s previous 

appeal as interlocutory, the Commission hereby ORDERS that formal proceedings against 

Judge Maze shall proceed as scheduled on December 3, 2018 as set forth in the 

Commission’s October 1, 2018 amended Notice of Time and Place for Hearing. 

 

Date: November ______, 2018   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 

 



 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
the following via electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the         day of November 
2018: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

William E. Johnson, Esq. 
Johnson Bearse, LLP 
326 West Main Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
bill@johnsonbearse.com 
 

Stephen Ryan 
7104 Hillcircle Court 
Louisville, KY 40214 
stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com 
 

Jeffrey C. Mando 
Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, 
PLLC 
40 West Pike St. 
Covington, KY  41011 
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
 

 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER 
 

mailto:bill@johnsonbearse.com
mailto:stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com


COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY
JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISISION

CASE  NOS. 2017-254-2017-255

IN RE THE MATTER  OF:
CIRCUIT  JUDGE  BETH LEWIS  MAZE

NOTICE  OF APPEAL

Notice is given that Circuit  Judge  Beth Lewis Maze, the subject  of these  actions,  hereby

appeals  to the Kentucky  Supreme  Court, by and through  Counsel,  from the Judicial  Conduct

Commission's  ("Commission"/"JCC")  November  19, 2018, order  DENYING  Judge  Maze's

Motion  to stay the JCC proceedings  pending  the resolution  of the criminal  prosecution,  and

Motion  to continue  hearing  scheduled  for December  3, 2018, and Motion  for opportunity  to

appear  informally.

Respectfully  submitted,

Thomas  E. Clay, Esq.
CLAY DANIEL  WINNER
917 Lily Creek  Road
Louisville,  Kentucky  40243
tclay@tclaylaw.com

William  E. Johnson,  Esq.
Johnson  Bearse,  LLP
326 West  Main Street
Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601
bill@johnsonbearse.com

Counsel  for Judge  Beth Lewis  Maze



CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

This  is to  certify  that  a true  and  correct  copy  of  the  foregoing  has  been  served  via

electronic  mail  and  u.s. mail,  postage  prepaid,  on  the  27th  of  November,  2018,  upon  the

following:

Jeffrey  C. Mando,  Esq.

Louis  D. Kelly,  Esq.

Olivia  F. Amlung,  Esq.

Adams,  Stepner,  Woltermann  & Dusing,  PLLC

40  West  Pike  Street

Covington,  Kentucky  41011

859.394.6200

859.392.7263

jmando@aswdlaw.com

Ikelly@aswdlaw.com

oamlung@aswdlaw.com

Counsel  for  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

Ms. Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

P.0.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  Kentucky  40604

jimmyshaffer@kycourts.net

l



COMMONWEALTH	OF	KENTUCKY	
JUDICIAL	CONDUCT	COMMISSION	

	
IN	RE	THE	MATTER	OF:	
	
BETH	LEWIS	MAZE,	CIRCUIT	COURT	JUDGE	
21ST	JUDICIAL	CIRCUIT	

RESPONSE	IN	OPPOSITION	TO	MOTION	TO	CONTINUE	

	
In	 Response	 to	 Judge	 Beth	 Lewis	 Maze’s	 Motion	 to	 Continue,	 Counsel	 for	 the	

Commission,	states	as	follows:	

Judge	Maze	asks	the	Commission	to	continue	the	hearing	scheduled	for	December	3,	

2018	 because	 Commission	 staff	 has	 provided	 factual	 file	 updates	 to	 her	 in	 the	 last	 two	

weeks.	(Motion,	p.	1)	These	updates	consist	of:	

 Text	 messages	 between	 Donald	 “Champ”	 Maze	 and	 Judge	 Maze	 sent	 on	
November	13,	2018;	
	

 Email	from	Rachel	Walters	to	Ronnie	Goldy	sent	on	November	13,	2018;	
	

 Statement	of	David	Charles	sent	on	November	21,	2018;	
	

 Statement	of	Rachel	Walters	sent	on	November	26,	2018.1	
	

While	 Judge	 Maze	 contends	 that	 the	 timing	 of	 these	 productions	 prejudices	 her	

defense,	 the	 documents	 are	 not	 discovery	 that	 was	 withheld.	 To	 the	 contrary,	 the	

statements	of	Charles	and	Walters	were	obtained	in	preparation	for	the	hearing	based,	in	

part,	 on	 Judge	Maze’s	 inclusion	of	David	Charles	 and	Rachel	Walters	 in	her	Witness	List.	

And,	 with	 respect	 to	 the	 text	 messages,	 Commission	 staff	 forwarded	 the	 information	 to	

Judge	Maze’s	 counsel	 immediately	 upon	 receipt.	 	 More	 importantly,	 while	 the	 total	 text	

                                                 
1	Copies	of	email	from	JCC	staff	to	Counsel	for	Judge	Maze	attached	as	Exhibit	1.	
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messages	 are	 more	 than	 300	 pages,	 Counsel	 for	 the	 Commission	 only	 intends	 on	

introducing	19	pages.	 (JCC000120	–	138)	Moreover,	 Judge	Maze	has	been	aware	of	 these	

messages	as	she	participated	in	the	communications.	Finally,	the	email	from	Ms.	Walters	to	

Ronnie	Goldy	is	only	one	page	consisting	of	twenty‐five	(25)	words.	

In	 sum,	 the	 information	provided	 to	 Judge	Maze	was	 timely	made	and	 it	 does	not	

prejudice	her	defense.	Her	Motion	to	Continue	should	be	denied.	

	

Respectfully	submitted,		

	
	
___/s/	Jeffrey	C.	Mando__________________	
JEFFREY	C.	MANDO	(#43548)	
LOUIS	D.	KELLY	(#92094)	
OLIVIA	F.	AMLUNG	(#97449)	
ADAMS,	STEPNER,	WOLTERMANN	&	
DUSING,	P.L.L.C.	
40	W.	Pike	Street	
P.O.	Box	861	
Covington,	KY		41012‐0861	
(859)394‐6200	Phone	
(859)392‐7263	Fax	
jmando@aswdlaw.com	
	
Counsel	for	Judicial	Conduct	Commission	
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1887262.2 
223751‐74684 

CERTIFICATE	OF	SERVICE	
	

This	 is	to	certify	that	true	and	correct	copy	of	the	foregoing	has	been	served	upon	
the	following	via	electronic	and	regular	mail,	on	this	the	29th	day	of	November	2018:	

	
Thomas	E.	Clay,	Esq.	
Clay	Daniel	Winner,	LLC	
917	Lily	Creek	Road	
Louisville,	KY	40243	
tclay@tclaylaw.com	
	

William	E.	Johnson,	Esq.	
Johnson	Bearse,	LLP	
326	West	Main	Street	
Frankfort,	KY	40601	
bill@johnsonbearse.com	
	

Jimmy	Shaffer	
Executive	Secretary	
KY	Judicial	Conduct	Commission	
P.O.	Box	4266	
Frankfort,	KY	40604	
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net		
	

	

	
/s/	Jeffrey	C.	Mando_______________________	
Jeffrey	C.	Mando	



COMMONWEALTH	OF	KENTUCKY	
JUDICIAL	CONDUCT	COMMISSION	

	
IN	RE	THE	MATTER	OF:	
	
BETH	LEWIS	MAZE,	CIRCUIT	COURT	JUDGE	
21ST	JUDICIAL	CIRCUIT	

RESPONSE	IN	OPPOSITION	TO	MOTION	TO	RULE	TEXT	MESSAGES	OF	CHAMP	MAZE	
INADMISSIBLE	AND	STRIKE	FROM	EXHIBIT	LIST	

	
In	 Response	 to	 Judge	 Maze’s	 Motion	 to	 Rule	 Text	 Message	 of	 Champ	 Maze	

Inadmissible	and	Strike	from	Exhibit	List,	Counsel	for	the	Commission,	states	as	follows:	

As	 part	 of	 its	 preparation	 for	 the	 December	 3,	 2018	 hearing,	 Counsel	 for	 the	

Commission	obtained	an	electronic	file	of	the	results	of	a	search	conducted	by	the	Kentucky	

State	 Police	 (“KSP”)	 of	 Donald	 “Champ”	 Maze’s	 phone.	 The	 records	 secured	 during	 the	

search	 included	 text	 messages	 between	 Champ	 Maze	 and	 Judge	 Maze.	 Counsel	 for	 the	

Commission	 disclosed	 the	 texts	 in	 his	 Exhibit	 List	 and	 timely	 provided	 them	 to	 Judge	

Maze’s	Counsel.	

However,	 the	 electronic	 record	 provided	 by	 KSP	 included	 additional	 information	

that	Counsel	for	the	Commission	does	not	intend	to	use	at	the	hearing.	Nevertheless,	so	as	

to	 not	 withhold	 any	 information	 from	 Judge	 Maze,	 Counsel	 provided	 the	 complete	

electronic	 file	 to	 Judge	Maze	 on	November	 13,	 2018.	 The	 file	was	 included	with	 a	 letter	

stating	 that	 Counsel	 for	 the	 Commission	 did	 not	 intend	 to	 introduce	 the	 additional	

information	contained	on	the	disk.	Counsel	for	the	Commission	never	represented	that	he	

would	 not	 introduce	 the	 text	messages	 between	 Champ	Maze	 and	 Judge	Maze.	 (See	 the	

November	13,	2018	letter	which	Judge	Maze	attached	to	her	Motion.)	
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1887287.3 
223751‐74684 

In	 light	 of	 the	 foregoing,	 Counsel	 for	 the	 Commission	 respectfully	 requests	 that	

Judge	Maze’s	Motion	be	denied.	

	

Respectfully	submitted,		

	
	
___/s/	Jeffrey	C.	Mando__________________	
JEFFREY	C.	MANDO	(#43548)	
LOUIS	D.	KELLY	(#92094)	
OLIVIA	F.	AMLUNG	(#97449)	
ADAMS,	STEPNER,	WOLTERMANN	&	
DUSING,	P.L.L.C.	
40	W.	Pike	Street	
P.O.	Box	861	
Covington,	KY		41012‐0861	
(859)394‐6200	Phone	
(859)392‐7263	Fax	
jmando@aswdlaw.com	
	
Counsel	for	Judicial	Conduct	Commission	

	
CERTIFICATE	OF	SERVICE	

	
This	 is	to	certify	that	true	and	correct	copy	of	the	foregoing	has	been	served	upon	

the	following	via	electronic	and	regular	mail,	on	this	the	29th	day	of	November	2018:	
	

Thomas	E.	Clay,	Esq.	
Clay	Daniel	Winner,	LLC	
917	Lily	Creek	Road	
Louisville,	KY	40243	
tclay@tclaylaw.com	
	

William	E.	Johnson,	Esq.	
Johnson	Bearse,	LLP	
326	West	Main	Street	
Frankfort,	KY	40601	
bill@johnsonbearse.com	
	

Jimmy	Shaffer	
Executive	Secretary	
KY	Judicial	Conduct	Commission	
P.O.	Box	4266	
Frankfort,	KY	40604	
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net		
	

	

	
/s/	Jeffrey	C.	Mando_______________________	
Jeffrey	C.	Mando	



 

RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO SEALED MOTION TO SEAL 

DEPOSITION 



 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

ORDER 

 
Upon due consideration of Judge Maze’s Motion to Continue Based Upon Newly 

Provided Discovery and the Response in Opposition; Judge Maze’s Motion to Rule Text 

Messages of Champ Maze Inadmissible and to Strike from Exhibit List and the Response in 

Opposition; and Judge Maze’s Motion to Seal the Deposition of Kim Barker Tabor to Prevent 

Retaliation and the Response in Opposition; and the Commission being fully advised and 

informed, it is hereby ordered that the Motions be and they are hereby DENIED. 

Date: November ______, 2018   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
the following via electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the     _    day of 
November 2018: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

William E. Johnson, Esq. 
Johnson Bearse, LLP 
326 West Main Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
bill@johnsonbearse.com 
 

Stephen Ryan 
7104 Hillcircle Court 
Louisville, KY 40214 
stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com 
 

Jeffrey C. Mando 
Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, 
PLLC 
40 West Pike St. 
Covington, KY  41011 
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

mailto:bill@johnsonbearse.com
mailto:stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

THIRD AMENDED NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS AND CHARGES 

Notice is hereby given of the filing of an additional charge pursuant to Rule 4.190 of 

the Rules of the Supreme Court. 

At the times set out in this Notice, you were Circuit Court Judge for Kentucky's 21st 

Judicial Circuit consisting of Bath, Menifee, Montgomery, and Rowan counties. The charges 

are as follows: 

Counts I and II in the May 21, 2018 Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges, 

Counts III and IV in the September 10, 2018 Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings, and 

Count V in the October 19, 2018 Revised Second Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings 

are incorporated by reference and reaffirmed as if fully set forth herein. 

Count VI 

On November 29, 2018, just four (4) days before your final hearing before the 

Commission, you made ex-parte contact with Judge Eddy Coleman – a sitting member of the 

Judicial Conduct Commission – regarding the Commission’s denial of a Motion you filed in 

the proceedings pending against you. Specifically, you sent a text message to Judge 

Coleman stating “Eddy, [K.T.] just sent this to me. This from [D.R.] and she is so afraid.” The 

text message included a screenshot of a second text message purportedly sent from D.R. to 

a witness in the Commission’s proceedings, K.T. This second message said “WTF did you 

say?” in reference to a Motion to Seal K.T.’s deposition testimony filed by your counsel. 
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Your ex-parte contact with Judge Coleman prompted his recusal from the proceedings on 

the Charges against you. 

Your actions violate SCR 4.020(1)(b)(i) and constitute misconduct in office. 

Furthermore, your actions violate SCR 4.300 and the relevant portions of the following 

Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct: 

▪ Rule 1.1 which requires judges to comply with the law. 

▪ Rule 1.2 which requires judges to act at all times in a manner that promotes 
public confidence in the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the 
judiciary. 

▪ Rule 1.3 which prohibits a judge from using or attempt to use his or her 
position to gain personal advantage or deferential treatment of any kind. 

▪ Rule 2.8 which prohibits a judge from criticizing fact-finders for their 
decisions other than in a court order or opinion in a proceeding. 

▪ Rule 2.9 which prohibits a judge from initiating ex parte communications, 
and requires that judges make reasonable efforts to ensure that, as much as 
is within his or her control, other court officials refrain from engaging in ex 
parte communications.  

The jurisdiction of the Judicial Conduct Commission in this matter is under SCR 

4.020(1)(b)(i) and (v), and (1)(c) which read in pertinent part as follows: 

(1) Commission shall have authority:  

(b) To impose the sanctions, separately or collectively of (1) admonition, 
private reprimand, public reprimand or censure; (2) suspension 
without pay or removal or retirement from judicial office, upon any 
judge of the Court of Justice or lawyer while a candidate for judicial 
office, who after notice and hearing the Commission finds guilty of any 
one or more of the following: 

(i) Misconduct in office. 

(v) Violation of the code of Judicial Conduct, Rule 4.300. 

(c) After notice and hearing, to remove a judge whom it finds to lack the 
constitutional statutory qualifications for the judgeship in question. 
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For your information, the Commission wishes to call your attention to the following 

Supreme Court Rule: 

Per SCR 4.180, your Answer is due within fifteen (15) days after service of this 

Notice. 

Please mail your answer to:  Ms. Jimmy Shaffer, Executive Secretary, Kentucky 

Judicial Conduct Commission, P.O. Box 4266, Frankfort, Kentucky 40604-4266. 

 

January __________, 2019.   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 
 

 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 917 Lily Creek Road, 

Louisville, KY  40243; William E. Johnson, Esq., 326 West Main Street, Frankfort, KY  40601; 

and Stephen Ryan, 7104 Hillcircle Court, Louisville, KY 40214, this ______ day of January, 

2019. 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  CO{JRT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

ANSWER  TO  THIRD  AMENDED  NOTICE

OF  FORMAL  PROCEEDINGS  AND  CHARGES

Comes  Circuit  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and, for  her answer  to the Third

Ainended  Notice  of  Formal  Proceedings  and  Charges,  states  as follows:

1.  On November  26, 2018,  Judge  Maze  took  the trial  video  deposition  of  Rowan

County  Circuit  Clerk  Kim  Barker  Tabor  for the JCC trial  which  was then scheduled  for

December  3, 2018.

2. In the course  of  her testimony,  Clerk  Tabor  testified  that she had overheard

conversations  between  various  court  personnel  in the 21s' Judicial  Circuit.

3. Excerpts  of  Clerk  Tabor's  testimony  are as follows:

p.4,  1.2 -  p.5,  1.6

Q Were  you  aware  of  any  conversations  between  Judge  Lane  and Mr.  Goldy

prior  to this  proceeding  with  the Judicial  Conduct  Coi'nmission  where  they

wanted  to get  rid  of  her?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Again,  object  to form,  but  you  can still  answer.

A I wasn't  under  the-the-yes.  About-approximately  two  years  ago,

Mr.  Goldy  had  mentioned  that  our  district  judge,  Judge  Roberts,  was  going

to move  up to circuit  judge,  and  then  he, himself,  was  going  to move  up to

district  judge.  But  this  whole  time,  I thought  that  they  were  talking  about

when  Judge  Lane  retired  because  we had  heard  that  Judge  Lane  went  to

the Retirement  Board.  Not-I-I  did  not  know  it was...

Q You  didn't  know  they  were  talking  about  Judge  Maze?
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No.

Did  you  later  learn  they  were,  in fact,  talking  about  Judge  Maze?

Yes.

Could  you  tell  us about  that?

I was  under  the impression  that  they  were  going  to try  to take  down  Judge

Maze  whenever  her  ex-husband  got  arrested.  I had  heard  conversation

that-that  this  would  get  her  to resign.

By  taking  her  down,  getting  her  off  the bench  -

Yes.

-one  way  or another?

Yes.

I*I**

p.6,  1.9 -  p.s,  1.22

Okay.  Could  we elaborate  a little  bit  more  about  the personalities

involved  here?  We've  got  Judge  Lane,  we've  got  Mr.  Goldy,  and  there's

some  relatives  who  were  also  involved  in  these  discussions,  wives  and

relatives.  Are  you  aware  of  any of  those  discussions,  ma'am?

Wives,  as in Judge  Roberts'  wife?

Yes,  ma'am.

MS.  AML{JNG:  Objection.

And  what's  her  name?

Deanna.

Right.  Is she involved-I  guess  a term  that  could  be applied  to this

situation  tliat  I would  use is palace  intrigue.  Do  you  know  what  that

means?

No,  sir,
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That  there  are schemes  going  on,  that  there  are plans  that  people  have

about  how  they're  going  to carry  out  these  plots.  Does  that  make  sense?

Do  you  understand  what  I'm  saying?

Yes,  sir.

That  was  -

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to form.

And  that  was  going  on here,  wasn't  it?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to form.

I would  say yes.

Okay.  In  addition  to Judge  Lane  and Mr.  Goldy,  who  else was  involved  in

these  discussions,  to your  knowledge?

There  was-so  can  I just-can  I just  say this  real  quick?  So in  Deanna's

office,  which  Judge  Lane  is in,  whenever  they  have-whenever  we  have

court  involving  Ronnie  Goldy,  Keith  Craycraft,  Ashton  McKenzie,  they

all  go into  one  office  like,  for  breaks  or whatever,  and  they  talk.  They  have

lunch.  And  I'm-don't  know  what  all  they  discuss,  but  that  is a big...

Judge  Maze  didn't  participate  in those  meetings,  did  she?

No. And  even  whenever  she is-even  if  she's-whenever  she's  in

Rowan  County,  her  office  is like,  right  down  the hall,  and  she-I-I

don't  see-I  mean,  she just  stays  to herself  down  the hall.

To your  knowledge,  does  Deanna  Roberts  play  a role  in making  judicial

decisions  in that  circuit?

Absolutely.

Tell  us about  that.

She "pretty  much  rules  what  goes  on-on  there."  She will  do things  as in

issue  warrants,  and  then  she will  let-then  she'll  call  Judge  Lane  and  -

and  tell  him,  you  know,  what  has happened.  I've  witnessed  that  before.

She pretty  much  runs  Drug  Court  in  both  Rowan  County  and Bath  County.

In  what  maru'ier  does  she do that,  ma'am?
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She pretty  much  tells  people  and-how  to sanction  them  and does  the

orders  for  sanctions  and-and  things  of  that  nature.

You're  not  involved  in family  law,  but  does  Ms.  Roberts  make  decisions

about  visitation  and  custody  and things  of  that  nature,  to your  knowledge?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to form.

A  lot  of  times  she gives  Judge  Lane-she  pretty  much  tells  Judge  Lane

what  to do.

And  he does it?

And  he does it.

*I***

p.ll,  1.10-p.l2,  1.10

BY  MR.  CLAY:

A And-and  can  I say something  else?

By  all  means.

I worry  for  my  safety  and  my  job  if  Judge  Lane  or Ronnie  Goldy,  Deanna,

Ashton,  if  what  is said  today  gets  to them  (CRYING).  I just  want  you  all

to la'iow  that. So if  something  does  happen,  that  is why,  because  that  is

how-that's  wliat  has happened-what-you  don't-you  don't  cross

them.  You  don't  (CRYING)-I'm  so sorry,  but  I just  needed  you  all  to

know  that.

Are  you  afraid  -

So if  anything  happens...

Are  you  afraid  of  retaliation  in  the event  -

Very  mucli  so.

-they  find  out  about  your  testimony?

Yes. I didn't  know  that-that  we  were  going  to be discussing  them.  I just

thought  I was  going  to tell  you  about  my  relationship.  But  having

discussed  that,  it-it-it  will  be bad  if  they  find  out  that  I said

anything  about  them.
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Q Have  you  seen those  individuals  retaliate  against  others  who  have  taken

positions  contrary  to them?

MS.  AML{JNG:  Object  to form.

A Not-not-not  personally,  but  just  what  people  have  said.

**l**

p. 15,  1.8 -  p. 15,  1.25

MR.  CLAY:  Then  I would  move  for  admission  of  Exhibits  1 through  4. And  just

-we  talked  about  this  off  the record,  but  I'm  going  to make  it  part  of  the record.

We're  going  to move  to seal your  testimony  here  today  pending  further  orders  by

the Judicial  Conduct  Commission  in  hopes  that  this  will  never  become  part  of  the

public  record,  so you  won't  have  to suffer  this  fear  of  retaliation.

MS.  AMLUNG:  And,  again,  just  for  the purpose  of  the records,  we  will  just

oppose  for  the purpose  that  we did  not  ask  her  here,  and JCC  has an interest  in

preserving  the public's  knowledge.

MR.  CLAY:  Well,  it seems  to me like  JCC  would  have  an interest  in  protecting

this  clerk  from  being  retaliated  against  by Judge  Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy.  It  seems  to

me like  they  would  have  that  interest  as well.

MR.  AML'UNG:  Well,  Mr.  Clay,  we  can  let  them  decide.  There's  no need  to be

hostile  with  me.

At  the conclusion  of  Ms. Tabor's  testimony  counsel  for  Judge  Maze  moved  to

seal Ms. Tabor's  testimony  out of  concern  for  the fears Clerk  Tabor  expressed  should  her

testimony  get back  to Judge  William  Lane,  Commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy,  Deanna

Roberts  (District  Judge William  Roberts'  wife  and Judge Lane's  secretary)  and Assistant

Commonwealth  Attorney  Ashton  McKenzie.

On November  29, 2018,  the Judicial  Conduct  Commission  denied  Judge  Maze's

motion  to seal Clerk  Tabor's  testimony.
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6. Within  approximately  thirty  (30) minutes  from  the posting  of JCC's  order

denying  Judge  Maze's  motion  to seal, Dearu"ia  Roberts  sent a text  to Clerk  Kim  Tabor.  (Exhibit

1)

7. True  to Judge  Maze  and Kim  Tabor's  apprehension,  Ms.  Roberts'  text  contained  a

screen  shot  of  JCC's  order  coupled  with  the following  threat:  "Wtf  (What  the :tuck)  did  u say."

8. Kirn  Tabor  irnrnediately  forwarded  the text  to Judge  Maze.

9. Judge  Maze  is an employee  of  the Commonwealth  of  Kentucky.

10.  Judge  Maze  knew  that  Judge  Eddy  Coleman  was on the JCC;  however,  she was

under  the mistaken  belief  that  he was  not  participating  in her  case because  he was  not  present  for

her informal  conference  on the one and only  occasion  Judge  Maze  has had an opportunity  to

appear  before  the  JCC  on January  26, 2018.

11.  Judge  Eddy  Coleman  is the Chief  Regional  Judge  of  the 7th Supreme  Court

District  and  the Judge  to whom  Judge  Maze,  the Chief  Circuit  Judge  for  the 21s' Judicial  Circuit,

would  normally  report  when  reporting  issues  in the 21s' Judicial  Circuit.

12.  Judge  Maze  reported  the conduct  to Judge  Coleman  as her  Chief  Regional  Judge,

not  as a member  of  the Judicial  Conduct  Commission.  (Exhibit  2)

13.  When  Judge  Maze  contacted  Judge  Coleman,  she was making  a disclosure  to the

judiciary  of  facts  or information  relative  to an actual  or suspected  violation  of  the law  and/or

statute  of  the Commonwealth  of  Kentucky,  specifically  KRS  524.0401, intimidating  a witness.

1 524.040  Intimidating  a participant  in the legal  process.

(l)  A  person  is guilty  of  intimidating  a participant  in the legal  process  when,  by use of  physical  force  or a

threat  directed  to a person  he believes  to be a participant  in the legal  process,  he or she:

(a) Influences,  or attempts  to influence,  the  testimony,  vote,  decision,  or opinion  of  that  person.
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14.  Any  "employer"2  who  violates  KRS  61.102  may fall  under  the provision  of  KRS

61.9903 which  makes  violation  of  the  Whistleblower  Act  a Class  A  misdemeanor.

15.  According  to the  JCC,  "[T]lie  Commission  has  the  authority  of  an adjudicatory

body,"  and, 'further  quoting  the Kentucky  Attorney  General,  "The  Commission  is an agency  of

the  Court  of  Justice...."  (Exhibit  3)

16.  Not  only  was  Judge  Maze's  disclosure  to Judge  Coleman  of  the conduct  of

Deanna  Roberts,  which  arguably  constituted  a felony  protected  by  the  Whistleblower  Act,  it  was

Judge  Maze's  legal  obligation  to  make  the  disclosure.

17.  18 U.S.C.  § 4, Misprision  of  felony"  obligates  any  citizen,  including  Judge  Maze,

"having  knowledge  of  the  actual  commission  of  a felony  cognizable  by  a court  of  the  United

States.  conceals  and  does  not  as soon  as possible  make  la'iown  the  same  to some  judge.

shall  be fined  under  this  title  or  imprisoned  for  tmee  years,  or  both."

18.  JCC's  Charge  VI  represents  a clear  and sinister  intent  on the part  of  the

Commission  to punish  Judge Maze  for disclosing  arguably  criminal  conduct  to an individual

specifically  designated  by  state  and  federal  law  to receive  Judge  Maze's  report.

2 61.102  Reprisal  against  public  employee  for  disclosure  of  violations  of  law prohibited  -  Construction  of
statute.

(l)  No employer  shall subject  to reprisal,  or directly  or indirectly  use, or threaten  to use, any official

authority  or influence,  in any manner  whatsoever,  which  tends to discourage,  restrain,  depress, dissuade,  deter,

prevent,  interfere  with,  coerce,  or discriminate  against  any employee  who  in good  faith  reports,  discloses,  divulges,

or otherwise  brings  to the attention  of....the  judiciary....any  facts  or information  relative  to an actual  or suspected
violation  of  any law,  stahite....

3 61.990  (3) Any  person  who  willfully  violates  the provisions  of  KRS  61.102(1)  shall  be guilty  of  a Class  A
misdemeanor.

4 e) 4 Misprision  of  felony

Whoever,  having  knowledge  of  the actual commission  of  a felony  cognizable  by a court  of  the United

States, conceals  and does not as soon as possible  make known  the same to some judge  or other  person in civil  or

military  authority  under  the United  States, shall  be fined  under  this  title  or imprisoned  not  more  than three years,  or
both.
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THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay@,tclaylaw.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

mailed  and  e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Convington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Cornrnission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
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MMn!!3e'Qqxvaousirvc,Pl-c
leffrey  C. Mando
Attorney  at Law

e: jmando@aswdlaw.com
b 8S9.394.6200 fl859.392.7263

I)ecember  18, 2018

VIA  ELECTRONIC  MAIt

Thomas P. Jones, Esq.
59 Main  Street
p.o, Drawer  0

Beattyville,  KY 41311

lawthomas@bellsoiith.net

Thomas  E, Clay, Esq.
CLAY DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917 Ijly  Creek Road
Louisville,  KY 40243

tclav@tclavlaw.com

William  E, Johnson, Esq.
JOHNSON MEARSE, LLP
326 West  Main  Street
Frankfort,  KY 40601

bill@iohnsonbearse.com,

RE: CommonwealUxofKentuckyv.BethLmisMaze
Bath  Coumy  Case No. 18-CR-00059

Gentlemen:

I[ am in receipt  of  your  correspondence  dated December  13, 2018 tnquiring  about

the Judicial  Conduct  Commission's  acquisition  of record!ngs  of  the  grand  jury  testimony  in
the above-referenced  case.

Following a flurry  of media coverage,l the Commission learned that Judge Maze had
been indicted by a Bath County Grand Jury on criminal charges arising  from the same
conduct  that  was the subject  of  her  pending  charges  before  the Commission.  Accordingly,

we deemed  it pertinent  to obtain  the grand  jury  testimony  before  commencement  of  the
December  3, 2018 hearing  because of the clear relevance  to the Commission's  own
investigation.  On November  13, the Commission  issued a subpoena  to the spectal
prosecutor  assigned  to the above-referenced  case requesting  productton  of the grand  jury

testimony  recording,  After  receiving  no objection  to our subpoena,  our  office  recetved  the

recordings  from  the special  prosecutor  via US Mail on November  26, 2018.  We, of course,
promptly  provided  copies  to Mr. Clay the  following  morntng.

The Commission  is entrusted  with  broad  investigative  powers  when  an allegatton  of
misconduct  against  a judge  has been made. SCR 4.170;  SCR 4,020. Pursuant  to both  SCR

4.030 and KRS g 34.330,  the Commission  has the power  to "admintster  oaths, take
test!mony  under  oath, compel  the attendance  of witnesses,  and compel  the production  of

records  and other  evidence."  Under  SCR 4,160, the Rules of  Civil Procedure  apply  to all

proceedings  before  the Commission  to the extent  that  they  are not  inconsistent  wtth  the

Commission's  Rules.  The Supreme  Court  Rules are silent,  however,  as to whether  the
Commission  is limited  by  the Rules of  Criminal  Procedure  in its investigations.

1 See i.e., WDRB News, Kentucky Circuit CourtJudge Iridlcted on Felorxy Charges (Nov. 1, 2018), found  at:

httpS;//wwwOWdrblCOm/neWS/kentuC](V-CtClllt-COul"t-judge-illdicted-On-fel0ny-CllargeS/artiCle  bef05290-
6cd9-57f'9-b8ec-cf521bed5836,httnl and The Morehead News, Judge Maze lridicted on Three Felony Charges
(Nov, 7, 2018), found at: https://www,themoreheadnews,com,/news/Judge-maze-indicted-on-three-felnny-
charges/arCicie 58616cae-e295-l1.e8-ae58-97e826f22773.htrrli & ii  ii   
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Regardless, RCr 5.24 and the general presumption  of confidentiality  in grand  jury

proceedings are not absolute. In addition  to a defendant's abiltty  to request a copy  of  the

recording  on her own volition,  the presumption  of secrecy is "subject  to the authority  of  the

court  at any time to direct  otherwise."  For all intents and purposes, pursuant  to the untque
jurisdiction  afforded to it under SCR 4.170, the Commission has the authority  of an

adjudicatory  body. In fact, the Kentucky Attorney  General has explicitly  opined that "the

Commission is an agency of the Court of Justice, created under authority  of the Kentucky

Constihition  and Supreme Court Rule." 1991 Ky. AG LEXIS 45, *3. In his Optnion, the

Attorney  General further  clarified  that "the Commission, its members and employees  are

part  and parcel of the Court, and its records are inseparable from the judicial  function."  Id,
at *5 (internal  citations  omitted),

Based on the above, it was appropriate  for the Commission to seek the grand jury

recordings  in Judge Maze's criminal  case. This informati'on  is pertinent  the Commission's

investigation,  and acquisition  of the transcrtpts falls squarely within  the Commission's

subpoena powers vested in SCR 4.030 and KRS § 34.330. The Special Prosecutor  must  have

concurred  as he did not file an obiection or a motion to quash the subpoena. Under these

circumstances, rtrust  this response addresses and remedies the concerns and requests  in
your  correspondence.

Once you identify  specifically  who from the Commission you need to testify  and  why

their  testimony  is material and necessary, we wil] inquire and advise if we can accept
SerViCe.

If you have any additional questions, please feel free to contact me at your
convenience.

Sincerely,

ADAMS,  STEPNER,

WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

/s/jeffrey  C. Mando
Jeffrey C. Mando

Ms. Jirniny  A. Shaffer  (via  email)

Louis  D, Kelly  (via  ematl)

Olivia  F. Amlung  (via  email)

1895196.2
223751-74684







  

 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

NOTICE OF TIME AND PLACE FOR HEARING 

 

 

 NOTICE is hereby given that the hearing in these formal proceedings will be held 

commencing August 19, 2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the Fayette Circuit Court, 120 North 

Limestone, Lexington, Kentucky. 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court 

Judge, by serving the same to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., 462 S. Fourth Street, 

Louisville, KY 40202; and Stephen Ryan, Esq., 7104 Hillcircle Ct., Louisville, KY  

40214; and on counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq., 

Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, PLLC, 40 West Pike Street, Covington, KY 

41011, this 21st day of June, 2019.  

  

JIMMY SHAFFER,  

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

 

 

 

      

 



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254 AND  255

IN  RE THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21""  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  FOR  CONTINUANCE

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by  counsel,  and  for  lier  motion  to continue  the  proceedings

scheduled  for  August  19,  2019,  and states  as follows:

1. The  Commission  scheduled  the hearing  on the charges  against  Judge  Maze  by an

Order  entered  on June  21, 2019.

2. The  date was set unilaterally  with  no contact  with  counsel  to identify  any conflict

with  the date.

3. The  undersigned  has been  representing  two  (2) former  Kentucky  Department  of

Corrections  employees  since  they  were  placed  on suspension  and ultiniately  teri'ninated  on March

21, 2019.  (Exhibits  l and  2)

4. Both  Mr.  Williams  and Mr.  Grevious  have proceedings  pending  before  the

Kentucky  Personnel  Board  and the Office  of  Unemployment  Insurance.

5. Mr.  Grevious  has had  two  (2)  hearings  with  the Office  of  Unemployment  Insurance.

(Ex.  3 and 4)

6. A  third  hearing  is required  but  has not  been  set to date.

7. There  have  been two  pre-bearing  conferences  with  the Personnel  Board  for  Mr.

Grevious,  May  2, 2019,  and May  15, 2019.  (Ex.  5)

1



Mr.  Williams  has also liad two (2) hearings  with  the Office  of  Unemployment

Insurance.  (Ex.  6 and 7)

Mr.  Williams  had  a third  unemployment  hearing  on July  2, 2019,  which  lasted  four

(4) hours.

10.  Mr.  Williams  has had  two  prehearing  conferences  before  the Personnel  Board  on

May  2, 2019  ad May  15, 2019.  (Ex.  8)

11.  On May  15, 2109,  over a n'ionth  prior  to the Judicial  Conduct  Commission's

scheduling  Judge  Maze's  hearing,  the Personnel  Board  set the following  hearing  schedule:

Jol'u"i Grevioris'  Evidentiary  Hearing:  August  5, 12 and 13. (Ex.  9)

Michael  Williams'  Evidentiary  Hearing:  August  20, 21 (starting  at 1:00  p.m.  EDT,  22 &

23, at 9:30  EDT  -  Ex. 10)

Both  hearings  will  be conducted  at the Persoru'iel  Board  Office  in Frankfort,  Kentucky.

12.  Counsel  for  Judge  Maze  will  be unable  to attend  the hearing  scheduled  by the

Judicial  Conduct  Commission  at the required  times,  given  the prior  scheduling  of  Michael

Williams'  Personnel  Board  Hearing.

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  tlie Commission  to reassign  the hearing  currently

scheduled  for  August  19, 2019.

Respectfull  ,

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40202

(502)  561-2005

tcla;  "2'2:tclavlaty.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  for  Continuance,

was this  3rd day of  July,  2019,  mailed  and e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to

the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Arnlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  &  DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jirnmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretaiy

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Cornrnission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

ORDER 

 
Upon due consideration of Judge Maze’s Motion to Continue the Proceedings 

scheduled for August 19, 2019, and the Commission being fully advised and informed, it is 

hereby ordered that the motion be, and it is hereby GRANTED.  The hearing in these formal 

proceedings will be held commencing September 9, 2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the Fayette Circuit 

Court, 120 North Limestone, Lexington, Kentucky. 

It is further ORDERED that the time within which the Commission shall make final 

disposition be, and it is hereby extended, pursuant to SCR 4.260(3), to and including 

November 30, 2019. 

 

Date: July ______, 2019   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 

 
  



 
 

 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
the following via electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the         day of July 2019: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

Stephen Ryan 
7104 Hill Circle Court 
Louisville, KY  40214 
stephen_ryan@rocketmail.com 

Jeffery C. Mando 
Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, 
PLLC 
40 Pike Street  
Covington, KY 41011 
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
  

 

 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21"'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  TO  CONTINUE  FOR  TEXT  MESSAGES

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and moves  the Commission  to continue  the

hearing  set for  September  9, 2019,  to allow  her  to obtain  evidence  in the form  of  text  messages

and  in support  of  this  motion  states  as follows:

Since  the onset  of  these  proceedings,  Judge  Maze  has made  an effort  to obtain  text  messages

through  JCC and Bath  Circuit  Court  subpoenas,  from  AT&T  and Sprint  for  the text  messages  of

Circuit  Judge  William  Lane,  Commonwealth  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy  and Judge  Lane's  secretary

who  is also District  Judge  William  Robert's  wife,  Deanna  Roberts.  Judge  Maze  has been  advised

that  these  messages  are available;  however,  the  carriers  required  a court  order.  On August  2,

2019,  Special  Circuit  Judge  Phil  Patton  issued  an order  for  AT&T  to produce  the  text  messages  of

Judge  Lane,  Ronnie  Goldy  and Deanna  Roberts  for  the specific  dates  requested.

The dates of  these messages  are dates that  would  reflect  discussions  between  these three

individuals  who  have  been  conspiring  to get rid  of  Judge  Maze  to create  a vacancy  so that  District

Judge  William  Roberts  could  advance  to Circuit  Judge,  Cornrnonwealth  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy

could  advance  to District  Judge  and assistant  Commonwealth  Attorney  Keith  Craycraft  could

advance  to Commonwealth  Attorney,  dates upon  which  Ronnie  Goldy  made efforts  to have

criminals  tell  lies about  Judge  Maze  in an effort  to destroy  Judge  Maze's  good  reputation  in



exchange  for favoritism  from  the Commonwealth,  dates upon  which  these three individuals

worked  have  a simple  clerical  error  and turned  into  a felony  offense  to accomplish  their  effort  to

get  rid  of  Judge  Maze,  dates  that  would  reflect  discussions  between  these  individuals  who  were  all

involved  in  filing  the anonymous  JCC  complaint,  dates  that  reflect  the creation  of  the affidavit  for

search  warrant  and the inclusion  of  Judge  Maze  in the affidavit  in order  to have  that  document  to

send  to the JCC  to taint  the JCC  proceeding  and dates  upon  which  Ronnie  Goldy  and Judge  Lane

texted  about  the criminal  syndication  cases.

Judge  Maze  submits  that  these  text  messages  are crucial  to her  defense.

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  the Commission  to Contimie  the hearing  scheduled  for

September  9, 2019,  to allow  her  additional  time  to obtain  the text  messages  sought.

Respectfully,

&,,!
THOMAS  E. CLAY,  ps.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay@tclaylaw.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  on  this  6th  day  of  August,  2019,  I electronically  filed  the foregoing

Motion  to Continue  For  Text  Messages  with  the Clerk  of  the Court  by using  the electronic  filing

system  and notification  of  same was copied  to all  registered  electronic  filing  participants  in the

above-styled  action.  A copy  was also mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  mail,  postage

prepaid  to:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Louis  D. Kelly

Hon.  Olivia  F. Arnlung

Adams  Stepner  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Cotmsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission



Ms.  Jimmy  y Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY



Ca'vl:'VIO,Nl\EALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUi-I-  COURT

CASE  N0.  18-CR-00059

SPECIAL  JUDGE  PHIL  PATTON

COM&jON'=VLALTH  OF KENTUCKY PI,AINTHT

ORI)ER  REGARI)fNG  TEXT  AIESSAGES

LAURA  LEW'lS  MAZE

**4t)k**

DEFENDANT

The issue of  production  of  text messages of  nanied non-parties has been addressed several

times. After  the Commomscaltb  advised the Court tliat it ysould no be calling  the non-parties  as

witnesses  tlie  Court  set aside  its prior  order  on production.

The Commonssealth  has now listed three of the non-parties as potential  witnesses  and the

Defendant  lias filed a rcncwed motion  for production  for specified text messages,  IT  iS HEREBY

ORDERED  TF{AT  ON OR BEFORE  AUGUST  30, 2019:

That AT &T  and Spring SHALL  provide to tlie Court. text messages for the below  phone

numbers for the dates listed. Said text messages shall be sent to the Bath Circuit  Clerk,  Claudette

Faudere Courthouse  Annex, 19 E. Main  Street, P.0. Box 558, Owingsville,  Kcntucky  40360. The

C'lerk shall seal all texts provided  and shall then provide the texts to the undersigned for  in-camera

111SpeCtlOrL

AT&T  SHALL  provide to the Court cell p)ione text messages of  William  E. Lane  (859)

585-6487,  for September 18 & 19, 2017; October 12, 13, 14, 2017; November  13,14. 2017:  June

14,18 & 19, 2018; JLII).' 23,24.25, 2018; August 2.6.& 7, 2018; Novembcrl,  2018 and Dec 6. 2018,

are available.



AT&T  SHALL  provide to the Court the cell phone text messages  of Ronnic  Goldy  (606)

776-7l35, for September 18 & 19, 2017: Octotx:r 12. 13, l4, 2017; Novcinbcr  13,14,  2017:  June

14,18 & 19, 2018; Jul>' 23,24,25. 2018: August 2.6.& 7, 2018; November 1, 2018 and Dec 6, 2018,

are available.

Sprint S} tALL  provide to the Court the cell plione text messages of Dcanna  Roberts  (606)

356-3775 for September 18 & 19, 20, 2017., October 3, 4, 5, 2017; October  11, 12, 13, 14, 2017:

November  9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14. 2017; January 23, 24 & 25, 2018; June 14.18 & 19, 2018;  July  23.

24, 25, 2018: August 2,6,& 7, 2018; November 1. 2018 and Dec 6, 2018, are available,

So ordered  this  2n"day  of  August,  2019.

HON.  PHIL  R. PATTON

SPECIAL  JUDGE

'%

CLERK  TO  SEND  COPIES  TO:

Special  Commonwealth's  Atty,  Hon.  Michelle  Snodgrass

Assistant  Commomvealth's  Atty,  Hon,  Laura  Tipton

E-{on. Thomas  Clay

All  Attomeys  of  Record



JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION  HEARING

TESTIMONY  OF  KIM  BARKER-TABOR
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EXHIBITS

1

2

3

4

DVD

AOC  FORM

AOC  ORDERS

AOC  ORDERS
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DIRECT  EXAMINATION

1  BY  MR  CLAY

2 Q Do  you  know  the  other  circuit  court  judge  in  the

3 21"  Circuita)

4 A Bill  Lane?

5 Q Yes

6 A Yes

7 Q And  do  you  know  the  Commonwealth'  s  Attorney?

8 A Ye  s

g Q Are  you  familiar  with  the  office  arrangement  that

10  those  two  gentlemen  havea)

11 A No

12 Q Okay  Have  you  ever  heard  Judge  Lane  and  Mr

13  Goldy  discuss  Judge  Mazea)

14 A Yes

15 Q Would  you  tell  us  about  that")

16 A They  would  3ust like  what  part  do  I  need I

17 mean  they  would  3ust  talk  about  her  in in  general  and

18  especially  now  that  this  is  happening  that'  s  all  that  they

19 want  to  talk  about

20 Q Were  you  aware  of  any  conversations  before  this

21  proceeding  began  with  the  Judicial  Conduct  Commission  where

22  they  were  talking  about  getting  rid  of  her?

23 MS AMLUNG  Oblect  to form,  but  you can still

24 answer

3



1 A Yeah Say say  that  one  more  time  please

2 Q Were  you  aware  of  any  conversations  between  Judge

3 Lane  and  Mr  Goldy  prxor  to  this  proceeding  with  the

4 Judicial  Conduct  Commission  where  they  wanted  to  get  rid  of

5 her')

6 MS AMLUNG Again,  ob3ect  to form  but  you can

7 still  answer

8 A I  wasn  t  under  the the yes About

9 approximately  two  years  ago,  Mr  Goldy  had  mentioned  that

10 our  district  3udge,  Judge  Roberts  was going  to move up to

11 circuit  3udge,  and then  he  himself,  was  going  to move up

12 to district  3udge But  this  whole  time,  I  thought  that

13  they  were  talking  about  when  Judge  Lane  retired  because  we

14  had  heard  that  Judge  Lane  went  to  the  Retirement  Board

15 Not I I  did  not  know  it  was

16 Q You  didn't  know  they  were  talking  about  Judge

17

18

Maze  "

A No

ig Q Did  you  later  learn  they  were  in  fact,  talking

20  about  Judge  Maze')

21 A Yes

22 Q Could  you  tell  us  about  that@

23 A I  was  under  the  impression  that  they  were  going

24  to  try  to  take  down  Judge  Maze  whenever  her  ex-husband  got

4



1  arrested had  heard  conversation  that that  this  would

2 get  her  to  resign

3 Q By  taking  her  down  getting  her  off  the  bench

4 A Yes

5 Q one  way  or  another?

6 A Yes

7 Q Did  you  have  any  discussions  with  Judge  Maze

8 after  her  ex-husband  was  arrested  in  September  of  2017

9 about  the  relationship  between  her  and  her  ex-husband@  Do

10  you  recall  thata;'

11 A As  in  if  she  was  married  to  him"'

12 Q No  More  along  the  lines  of  whether  they  were

13  going  to  conLnue  to  see  each  other  or  he  was  going  to  have

14 to 3ust  distance  himself  from  her Do  you  remember

15  anything  like  thata)

16 MS AMLUNG  Ob3ect  to form  but  again  you can

17 still  answer

18 Q And  if  you  don'  t,  that

ig A I  don  t I  don  t  really

20 Q Okay

21 A recall  anything  of  that I I  do  remember

22  asking  her  if  they  were  stsll  married  and  that'  s  when  I

23  learned  that  they  were had  been she  had  divorced  him

24 when  he  was  in  trouble  the  first  time

5



1 Q Right So  you  had  a  discussion  with  her  about

2 the  fact  they  were  divorced?

3 A Yes

4 Q And  prxor  to  that  time was  this  in  September

5 of  last  year  do  you  recall,  or  maybe  a  little  after  that

6 when  you  discussed  her  marital  status  with  her  ex-husband7

7 MS  AMLUNG OJect  to form

8 A I I  don't  remember

9 Q Okay  Could  we  elaborate  a  little  bit  more  about

10  the  personalities  involved  here")  We  ve  got  Judge  Lane

11  we  ve  got  Mr  Goldy,  and  there'  s  some  relatives  who  were

12  also  involved  in  these  discussions,  wives  and  relatives

13  Are  you  aware  of  any  of  those  discussions  ma'am"'

14 A Wives,  as  in  Judge  Roberts  wifea;'

15 Q Yes  ma  am

16 MS  AMLUNG  Objection

17 Q And  what  s  her  name";'

18 A Deanna

ig Q Right s  she  involved I  guess  a  term  that

20  could  be  applied  to  this  situation  that  I  would  use  is

21  palace  intrigue Do  you  know  what  that  means?

22 A No  sir

23 Q That  there  are  schemes  going  on,  that  there  are

24  plans  that  people  have  about  how  they're  going  to  carry  out

6



1  these  plots Does  that  make  sense?  Do  you  understand  what

2 I'm  saying';'

3 A Yes sir

4 Q That  was

5 MS AMLUNG Ob3ect  to form

6 Q And  that  was  going  on  here  wasn  t  it?

7 MS  AMLUNG Ob3ect  to form

8 A I  would  say  yes

g Q Okay  In  addition  to  Judge  Lane  and  Mr  Goldy,

10  who  else  was  involved  in  these  discussions  to  your

11  knowledge')

12 A There  was so can I 3ust can I  3 ust  say this

13  real  quick"'  So  in  Deanna'  s  office,  which  Judge  Lane  is  in,

14  whenever  they  have whenever  we  have  court  involving

15  Ronnie  Goldy  Keith  Craycraft,  Ashton  McKenzie,  they  all  go

16  into  one  office  like,  for  breaks  or  whatever,  and  they

17  talk  They  have  lunch  And  I'm

18  they  discuss  but  that  is  a  big

don  t  know  what  all

19 Q Judge  Maze  didn't  participate  in  those  meetings,

20

21

did  shed

A No And  even  whenever  she  is even  if  she  s

22  whenever  she  s  in  Rowan  County  her  office  is  like  right

23 down  the  hall  and  she I I  don't  see

24 3ust  stays  to herself  down the  hall

I  mean,  she

7



1 Q To  your  knowledge  does  Deanna  Roberts  play  a

2 role  in  making  3udicial  decisions  in that  circuit?

3

4

5

A

Q

A

Absolutely

Tell  us  about  that

She  pretty  much  rules  what  goes  on on  there

6 She  will  do  things  as  in  issue  warrants  and  then  she  will

7 let then  she'  11  call  Judge  Lane  and and  tell  him,  you

8 know,  what  has  happened I've  witnessed  that  before She

9 pretty  much  runs  Drug  Court  in  both  Rowan  County  and  Bath

10  County

11 Q In  what  manner  does  she  do  that,  ma'  ama;'

12 A She  pretty  much  tells  people  and how  to

13 sanction  them  and  does  the  orders  for  sanctions  and

14  things  of  that  nature

and

15 Q You'  re  not  involved  in  family  law  but  does  Ms

16  Roberts  make  decisions  about  visitation  and  custody  and

17  things  of  that  nature  to  your  knowledge?

18 MS AMLUNG  Ob3ect  to form

19 A A  lot  of  times  she  gives  Judge  Lane

20  much  tells  Judge  Lane  what  to  do

21 Q And  he  does  it"

22 A And  he  does  it

she  pretty

23 Q Are  you  aware  of  a  situataon  where  an  order  was

24  presented a  decree  of  dissolution  was  presented  to  Judge

25  Lane  and  there  was  another  dissolution  proceeding  pending

8



1  at  that  time"  Do  you  know  anything  about  that?  And  Judge

2 Lane  signed  an  order  without  any  proof')  Do  you  know  what

3 I  m talking  about')

4 A I  think  I  may  have  heard  something,  but  I

5 wasn  t  a  witness  to to  that

6 Q Okay

7 A Uh-huh (AFFI  RMAT  IVE  )

8 Q Were  you  aware  of  any  problems  in  the

9 relationship  between  Judge  Maze  and  the  ASSiStant

10  Commonwealth  s Attorney,  Ms  Ashton McKenzie"'

21 A I J ust 3 ust I  did  not  know  that  there

12  was  anything  between  Judge  Maze  and  Ashton I  knew or

13  had  heard  that  there  was  some  issues  between  Dagny,  which

14  is  Judge  Lane  s  paralegal  and  Ashton  They  had  a little

15 taff

16 Q Who'  s the  other  Assistant  Commonwealth  s

17  Attorney'

18 A Keith  Craycraft

19 Q Are  you  aware  of  any  issues  that  have  arisen

20  recently  regarding  Mr  Craycraft"'

21 A I  saw  it  on  the  news

22 Q About  the  lawsuit  that  was  filed7

23 A Yes

24 Q Are  you  aware  of  anything  regarding  these

25 criminal  syndication  indictmentsa)

9



1 A Do  I  have  knowledge  of  it?

2

3

Q

A

Yes  ma  am

It  was  not  in  my  county  No

4 Q Okay  You  brought  a  CD  with  you  I  believe  from

5 your  records?

6 A I  did

7 Q Is  that  on  Mr  Richard  Roland";'

8 A It  is

9 Q Have  you  had  a  chance  to  watch  that7

10 A I I  quickly  glanced  through  there  to  make  sure

11 I  had  the  correct  one And  I'm  sorry  for  ignoring  He  s

12 3ust  asking  me ques'?ons,  so  don t want  you to feel  bad

13  that  I'm  leaving  you  out

14 MS  AMLUNG Oh,  no

15  out  right  now  because  this

16  now  You'  re  perfectly  fine

17 BY  MR  CLAY

You ve got  to 3ust  leave  me

this  is  not  my  ballgame  right

18 Q Did  you  form  any  impressions  in  reviewing  that

19  DVD  with  Mr  Roland"'

20 A Ashton  is Ashton  is she she  likes  to

21  argue  I  guess,  which  attorneys  do But  she'  s she  has

22 the toward  the  end,  she she  made  a a a  snide

23  remark  I  couldn  t  really  hear  what  all  was  said  to  Dagny

24  which  is  the  paralegal,  something  to  the  effect  of  like,

10



1  make  a  decision I  don  t  know  the  exact  wording  but  she  s

2 ready  to  go  home

3 Q Are  you  the  custodian  of  that  DVD  ma  am@

4 A Yes sir

5 Q And  did  you  produce  it  yourself?

6 A I  did

7 MR  CLAY So  we  would  move  to  have  that  admitted

8 as  an  exhibit  in  Judge  Maze'  s  proceeding  before  the

9 Corm'nission

10 BY  MR  CLAY

11 A And and  can  I  say  something  else"'

12 Q By  all  means

13 A I worry  for  my safety  and my 3ob  if  Judge  Lane or

14  Ronnie  Goldy  Deanna  Ashton,  if  what  is  said  today  gets  to

15  them  (CRYING) I  3ust  want  you all  to know that So  if

16  something  does  happen,  that  is  why,  because  that  is  how

17  that'  s  what  has  happened what you  don  t you  don  t

18 cross  them You  don  t  (CRYING) I m so sorry  but  I  3ust

19  needed  you  all  to  know  that

20 Q Are  you  afraid

21 A So  if  anything  happens

22 Q Are  you  afraid  of  retaliation  in  the  event

23 A Very  much  so

24 Q they  find  out  about  your  testimony"'
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1 A Yes I  didn  t  know  that that  we  were  going  to

2 be  discussing  them I  just  thought  I  was  going  to  tell  you

3 about  my  relationship  But  having  discussed  that,  it it

4 it  will  be  bad  if  they  find  out  that  I  said  anything

5 about  them

6 Q Have  you  seen  those  individuals  retaliate  against

7 others  who  have  taken  positions  contrary  to  theme

8 MS  AMLUNG

9 A Not not

10  people  have  said

Object  to  form

not  personally  but  3ust  what

11 MR  CLAY  May  we  have  just  a  moment')  We  may  be

12  through  And

13 MS  AMLUNG Kim,  do  you  want  a  tassue"'  Are  you

14  okay"'

15 MS  BARKER-TABOR (NODS  HEAD AFFIRMAT  IVE  )

16 MS  AMLUNG  Do  you  guys  mind')

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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CE  RTIFICATION

I  Ange  McKinney,  the  undersigned  affiant

and  notary  publi  c,  state  and  certify  that  the

fore  golng  transcript  is  a fair  and  accurate

t r  a n s c r  i  p t  i  o n  o f  a  p o r t  i  o n  o f  t  h e  t  e s t  i  mo  n y  o f

Kim  Barker  Tabor  ln  the  Judicial  Conduct

C o mm  i  s s i  o n  h e a r  i  n g  r  e g a r  d i  n g  H o n o r  a b l  e  B e t  h

Maze
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

ORDER 

 
Upon due consideration of Judge Maze’s Motion to Continue for Text Messages and 

the Response filed by Counsel for the Commission, and the Commission being fully advised 

and informed, it is hereby ordered that the motion be, and it is hereby DENIED. 

 

Date: August ______, 2019   
STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that copy hereof was served on Beth Lewis Maze, Circuit Court Judge, 

by mailing and emailing the same to her attorney, Thomas E. Clay, Esq., Clay Daniel Winner. 

LLC, 917 Lily Creek Road, Louisville, KY 40243, tclay@tclaylaw.com; and on counsel for the 

Judicial Conduct Commission, Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq., Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & Dusing, 

PLLC, 40 West Pike Street, Covington, KY 41011, JMando@aswdlaw.com, this _____day of 

August, 2019.  

  

JIMMY SHAFFER,  

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

 

mailto:tclay@tclaylaw.com
mailto:JMando@aswdlaw.com


COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21s"  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

NOTICE  OF  VIDEO  DEPOSITION

Please  take  notice  that  on August  23, 2019  at 10:30  a.m.,  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze  will  take

the video  deposition  of  Hon.  Eddy  Coleman  at the Pike  County  Courthouse,  146 Main  Street,

Pikeville,  Kentucky,  41501,  upon  oral examination  pursuant  to the Kentucky  Civil  Rules  of

Procedure,  before  aNotary  Public,  or  before  some  other  officer  authorized  by  lawto  administer  oaths.

The  oral  examination  will  continue  from  day  to day until  completed.  You  are invited  to attend  and

cross-  exatnu'ie.

Respectfully,

THOMAS  E. CLAY,

CLAY  DANIEL  iR.  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005
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CERTIFICATE  OF SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that a tnie  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  was mailed/e-mailed  this
day of  August,  2019  to:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC
40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

P.0.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

Migliore  Associates  Court  Reporting

3704 Wooded  Springs  Court

Louisville,  KY  40245

.c''-
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  TO  DISQUALIFY  THE  FIRM  OF

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  &  DUSING

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by  corinsel,  and  moves  the  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

(JCC)  to disqualify  the firm  of  Adams,  Stepner,  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC,  and  in  support  of

tliis  motion  states  as follows:

1.  Count  V of  the  cliarges  against  Judge  Maze  alleges,  inter  alia,  that

In  2018,  the  Montgomery  County  Grand  Jury  returned  indictments

against  100  plus  individuals  for  drug  trafficking.  The  cases  were

commonly  referred  to as the "Syndicate  Cases."  This  network  of

drug  trafficking  cases  was  separated  into  four  separate  grorips,  or

"syndicates,"  to account  for  individual  cases,  co-defendants,  and

companion  cases.  On  May  22,  2018,  you,  Judge  William  E. Lane,

commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy,  and Head  of DPA

Charles  Landon  met  to discuss  a strategy  for  handling  the  Syndicate

Cases.  At  the  meeting,  in  the interests  of  fainness  and  efficiency,  it

was  agreed  that  yori  would  preside  over  two  syndicates  and  Judge

Lane  worild  preside  over  the  other  two  syndicates.  Each  judge  also

agreed  to set a special  docket  on June  14, 2018  to address  the

Syndicate  Cases.  However,  on the morning  of  June  14,  2018,  in

contravention  of  the agreement,  you  directed  that  all  the  Syndicate

Cases  be transferred  to your  division  (Ex.  l)

On  November  28,  2018,  Dagney  James,  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney  in  May  2018,

had a telephone  conversation  with  Olivia  Amlung,  a member  of  the firm  of  Adams,  Stepner,

Woltermann  and  Dusing,  PLLC,  about  the  handling  of  the  "Syndicate  Cases."

Judge  Maze  has been  advised  that,  during  this  telephone  conversation,  Dagney

James  told  Ms.  Amlung  Judge  Maze  had  notliing  to do with  tlie  transfer  of  the  "Syndicate  Cases"
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to Judge  Maze's  docket,  and, in fact,  Judge  Maze  knew  nothing  aborit  how  the cases were

transferred.  Further,  Ms.  James  told  Ms.  Amlung  that  she, Ms.  James,  was  the individual  who

handled  the  transfers.

Such  testimony  is material  to Judge  Maze's  defense  to Count  V.

Counsel  for  Judge  Maze  has soright  unsuccessfully  a stiprilation  from  Hon.  Jeff

Mando  of  the  contents  of  this  conversation.  (Ex.  2)

At  tl'iis  point,  Judge  Maze  has no alternative  but  to call  Olivia  Amlung  as a witness

in  tlie  JCC  proceedings.

Ms.  Arnlung  has been  subpoenaed  as a witness.

SCR  3.130(3.7)  Lawyer  as witness,  commentary:

Advocate-Witness  Rule

(2) Tlie  tribunal  lias  proper  objection  when  the  trier  of  fact  may  be

confused  or misled  by a lawyer  serving  as both  advocate  and

witness.  The  opposing  party  has  proper  objection  where  the

combination  of  roles  may  prejudice  that  party's  rights  in the

litigation.  A witness  is required  to testify  on  the  basis  of  personal

la'iowledge,  while  an advocate  is expected  to explain  and  comment

on  evidence  given  by  others.  It  may  not  be clear  whether  a statement

by  an advocate-witness  should  be taken  as proof  or  as an analysis  of

the  proof.

(3)  To protect  the  tribunal,  paragraph  (a) prohibits  a lawyer  from

simultaneorisly  serving  as advocate  and  necessary  witness  except  in

those  circumstances  specified  in paragraphs  (1)(l)  throrigh  (a)(3).

Paragraph  (a)(l)  recognizes  that  if  the  testimony  will  be

rincontested,  the  ambiguities  in  the  dual  role  are purely  theoretical.

Paragraph  (a)(2)  recognizes  that  where  the  testimony  concerns  the

extent  and  value  of  legal  services  rendered  in  the  action  in  which  the

testimony  is offered,  permitting  the lawyers  to testify  avoids  the

need  for  a second  trial  with  new  counsel  to resolve  that  issue.

Moreover,  in such  a situation  the  judge  has firsthand  knowledge  of

the  matter  in issue;  hence,  there  is less  dependence  on  the  adversary

process  to test  the  credibility  of  the  testimony.

(4)  Apart  from  these  two  exceptions,  paragraph  (a)(3)  recognizes

that  a balancing  is required  between  the interests  of  the client  and

those  of  the tribunal  and  tlie  opposing  party.  Whether  the tribunal

is likely  to be misled  or the opposing  party  is likely  to  suffer
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prejudice  depends  on the nature  of  the case, tl'ie importance  and

probable  tenor  of  the lawyer's  testimony,  and  tl'ie probability  that  the

lawyer's  testimony  will  conflict  with  that  of  otlier  witnesses.  Even

if  there  is risk  of  such  prejudice,  in determining  whether  the lawyer

sliorild  be disqualified,  due regard  must  be given  to the effect  of

disqualification  on the lawyer's  client.  It  is relevant  that  one  or  both

parties  could  reasonably  foresee  that  the lawyer  worild  probably  be

a witness.  The  conflict  of  interest  principles  stated  in Rules  17, 19

and 1. 10 have  no application  to this  aspect  of  the problem.

(5)  Because  the tribunal  is not  likely  to be misled  when  a lawyer

acts as advocate  in a trial  in which  another  lawyer  in the lawyer's

firm  will  testify  as a necessary  witness,  paragrapli  (b) permits  the

lawyer  to do so except  in situations  involving  a conflict  of  interest.

Conflict  of  Interest

(6) In  determining  if  it is permissible  to act as advocate  in  a trial  in

which  the lawyer  will  be a necessary  witness,  the lawyer  must  also

consider  that  the dual  role  may  give  rise  to a conflict  of  interest  that

will  require  compliance  with  Rules  1.7 or 1.9. For  example,  if  there

is likely  to be substantial  conflict  between  tlie  testimony  of  the client

and that  of  the lawyer,  the representation  involves  a conflict  of

interest  that  reqriires  compliance  with  Rule  1.7. This  would  be true

even  though  the lawyer  might  not be prohibited  by paragraph  (1)

from  simultaneorisly  serving  as advocate  and witness  because  the

lawyer's  disqrialification  would  work  a substantial  hardship  on the

client.  Similarly,  a lawyer  who  might  be  permitted  to

simultaneously  serve as an advocate  and a witness  by paragraph

(a)(3)  might  be precluded  from  doing  so by Rule  19. The  problem

can arise  whether  tlie  lawyer  is called  as a witness  on behalf  of  the

client  or is called  by the opposing  party.  Determining  whether  or

not  such  a conflict  exists  is primarily  the responsibility  of  the lawyer

involved.  If  there  is a conflict  of  interest,  the lawyer  must  secure

the client's  informed  consent,  confirmed  in writing.  In  some  cases,

the lawyer  will  be precluded  from  seeking  the client's  consent.  See

Rule 1.7.  See Rule  1.0(b)  for the definition  of  "confirmed  in

writing"  and Rule  I.O € for  the definition  of  "informed  consent."

(7)  Paragraph  (b) provides  that  a lawyer  is not  disqualified  from

serving  as an advocate  because  a lawyer  with  whom  the lawyer  is

associated  in a firm  is precluded  from  doing  so by  paragraph  (a). If,

however,  the testifying  lawyer  would  also  be disqualified  by Rule

1.7 or Rule  1.9 from  representing  the client  in the matter,  other

lawyers  in the firm  will  be precluded  from  representing  the  client  by

Rule  110 unless  the  client  gives  informed  consent  under  the

conditions  stated  in Rule  1.7
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9. Judge  Maze  acknowledges  that  (7)  may  not  reqriire  the disqualification  of  the entire

law  firm;  however,  slie believes  that,  under  the circumstances  of  this  case, and tlie  involvement

of  co-corinsel,  disqrialification  of  tlie  firm  is warranted.

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  the Commission  to disqrialify  the firm  of  Adams,

Stepner,  Woltermann  & Dusing,  PLLC,  or, in the alternative,  Hon.  Olivia  Amlung  from  fiirther

participation  in this  proceeding

Respectfylly

THOMAS  E. CLAY.  p.s.c.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclav"fi  tclaviayv.ccin'i

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true  and  correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Motion  for  Contimiance,

was  this  22"d day of  August,  2019,  mailed  and e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage

to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Covmsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION

IN RE THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH LEWIS MAZE, (,IRCUIT  COURT JUDGE
21ST JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

REVISED  SECOND  AMENDED  NOTICE  OF FORMAL  PROCEEDINGS  AND  CHARGES

Notice  is hereby  given  of the initiation  of formal  proceedings  under  Rule  4.180  of

Rules of the Supreme Court. At the times in this Notice, you were Circuit Court Judge for

Kentucky's 21st Judicial Circuit consisting of Bath, Menifee, Montgomery,  and Rowan

counties.  The  charges  are as follows:

Counts  I and II in the  May  21, 2018  Notice  of  Formal  Proceedings  and Charges,  and

Counts  Ill  and  IV in the September  10,  2018  Amended  Notice  of Formal  Proceedings,  are

incorporated  by  reference  and reaffirmed  as if  fully  set  forth  herein.

Count  V

In 2018, the Montgomeryl  County Grand Jury returned  indictments  against 100 plus

individuals  for  drug  trafficking.  The cases were  commonly  referred  to as the "Syndicate

Cases." This  network  of drug  trafficking  cases was  separated  into  four  separate  groups,  or

"syndicates,"  to account  for  individual  cases, co-defendants,  and companion  cases. On May

22, 2018, you, Judge William  E. Lane, Com'monwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie Goldy, and Head of

DPA Charles  Landon  met  to discuss  a strategy  for  handling  the Syndicate  Cases. At the

meeting,  in the interests  of fairness  and efficiency,  it was  agreed  that  you  would  preside

over two syndicates and Judge Lane would preside over the other two syndicates. Each

judge also agreed to set a special docket on June 14, 2018 to address the Syndicate Cases.

I The  earlier  version  of  the Second  Amended  Notice  Of Formal  Proceedings  And  Charges  mistakenly  identifies

this as the Bath  County  Grand Jury. J  Km

l, EXHIBIT ' -
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However,  on the morning  of June 14, 2018, in contravention  of the agreement,  you directed

that  all the  Syndicate  Cases  be transferred  to your  division.

On numerous occasions between May 22, 2018 and June 14, 2018, you made

inquiries  regarding  the  Confidential  Informants  ("CIs")  involved  in these  drug  trafficking

cases.  Upon  information  and  belief,  you  or your  staff  initiated  ex parte  communications

with  attorneys,  staff,  and  law  enforcement  officers  to inquire  whether  or  not  the  CIs in the

Syndicate  Cases were  the  CIs involved  in the criminal  cases against  your  ex-husband,

Champ  Maze.

Your  actions  violate  SCR 4.020(1)(b)(i)  and  constitute  misconduct  in  office.

Furthermore,  your  actions  violate  SCR 4.300  and the relevant  portions  of  the  following

Canons of the Code of Judicial Conduct, as they existed at the time of the violation:2

s Rulel.2whichrequiresjudgestorespectandcomplywiththelawandactatall

times  in  a manner  that  promotes  public  confidence  in  the  integrity  and

impartiality  of  the  judiciary.

a Rule  1.3  which  prohibits  judges  from  using  the  prestige  of  the  judicial  office  to

advance  the  personal  or  economic  interests  of  the  judge  or  others.

ffl Rule  2.4(B)  which  prohibits  a judge  from  allowing  family,  social,  political,

financial,  or other  interests  or relationships  to influence  the judge's  judicial

conduct  or  judgment.

s Rule  2.9  which  prohibits  judges  from  engaging  in ex parte  communications.

The jurisdiction  of the Judicial Conduct Commission  in this matter  is under SCR

4.020(1)(b)(i)  and  (v),  and  (l)(c)  which  read  in  pertinent  part  as follows:

(1)  Commission  shall  have  authority:

(b)  To impose  the  sanctions,  separately  or collectively  of  (1) admonition,

private  reprimand,  public  reprimand  or censure;  (2) suspension

2 These rules were the versions  in effect at the time of the violation,  having  become effective  on January  1,
2018.
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without  pay  or removal  or retirement  from  judicial  office,  upon  any

judge of the Court of Justice or lawyer  while  a candidate for judicial
office,  who  after  notice  and  hearing  the  Commission  finds  guilty  of  any

one  or  more  of  the  following:

(i)  Misconduct  in  office.

(v) ViolationofthecodeofJudicialConduct,Rule4.300.

(c)  After  notice  and  hearing,  to remove  a judge  whom  it finds  to lack  the

constitutional  statutory  qualifications  for  the  judgeship  in question.

For  your  information,  the  Commission  wishes  to call  your  attention  to the  following

Supreme  Court  Rule:

RULE  4.180  FORMAL  PROCEEDINGS

If  the  Commission  concludes  that  formal  proceedings  should  be initiated,  it

shall  notify  the  judge.  He may  file  an answer  within  15  days  after  service  of

the  notice.  Upon  the  filing  of  his answer,  or the  expiration  of  time  for  so

filing,  the  Commission  shall  set  a time  and  place  for  the  hearing  and  shall  give

reasonable  notice  thereof  to the  judge.

Please mail your answer to: Ms. Jimmy Shaffer, Executive Secretary, Kentucky

Judicial Conduct Commission,  p.o. Box 4266, Frankfort,  Kentucky  40604-4266.

October  lr'  2018.

I hereby  certify  that  copy  hereof  was served  on Beth  Lewis  Maze,  Circuit  Court

Judge, by serving  the same to her attorneys,  Thomas E. Clay, Esq., Clay Daniel Winner, LLC,

917  Lily  Creek  Road  Louisville,  KY 40243  and  Stephen  Ryan,  Esq., 7104  Hillcircle  Court,

Louisville,  KY 40214,  this e  day of October, 2018.

1868017.2

223751-74684

M  S R, EXECUT  S C ARY
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Thursday,  August  22, 2019  at 12:56:55  PM Eastern  Daylight  Time

Subject: RE: Beth  Maze  hearing  on September  9, 2019  [lMAN-DMS.FID527151]

Date: Thursday,  August  8, 2019  at 1:56:43  PM Eastern  Daylight  Time

From: Jeff  Mando

To: Thomas  Clay

CC: Mark  Wohlander,  Thomas  Jones,  Ted Lavit

Attachments:  imageOOl.png,  image002.png

T:

I will  stipulate  a telephone  conversation between Olivia and Dagney  took place on 11/28/19,  but I can't

stipulate  to your  version  of  what  was said.  I also  respectfully  disagree  that  I had a duty  to disclose  that

conversation.

Olivia  will  be present  at the  hearing  and we can fight  the  battle  at that  time.

Thanks.

Jeff

Jeffrey  C. Mando

Adams,  Stepner  Woltermann  & Dusing,  PLLC

40 Pike Street

Covington,  KY 41011

(859)  394-6200

jmando@aswdlaw.com

From:  Thomas  Clay <tday@tclaylaw.com>

Sent:  Thursday,  August  8, 20191:02  PM

To: Jeff  Mando  <JMando@aswdlaw.com>

Cc: Mark  Wohlander  <mark@wohlanderlaw.com>;  Thomas  Jones  <lawthomas@bellsouth.net>;  Ted Lavit

<tlavit@windstream.net>

Subject:  Re: Beth  Maze  hearing  on September  9, 2019  [IMAN-DMS.FID527151]

The content  is that  Dagney  James  to Olivia  Amlung  that  she, Dagney  James,  had transferred  the  Criminal

Syndication  indictments  to Judge  Maze,  and  Judge  Maze  had nothing  to do with  the  transfer.  I really  don't

think  I should  have  to tell  you the  contents  of  the  conversation.  Ms. Amlung  should  have told  you,  and it

should  have  been  disclosed  without  my asking  for  it, if, in fact,  my information  is correct.  The conversation

would  likely  have  an impact  on Count  V of  the  charges.  As for  the  source  of my information,  I must

respectfully  decline  to identify  the  source.

*.

-EXHIBIT

iB. A

'l'

!
i!

alllulH

Thomas  E. Clay,  P.S.C.
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CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

Office  502.561.2005

Fax:  502.589.5500

Email:  tgjgy(ii',tclc-i.vicisv.com

This electronic communicatiorx, inchtding any attachments, may contain confidential information, subject to
attorney-client privilege and fitrther  exempt from disclosure. The contents of  this email, including arry
attachments, are iritended solely for  the use of  the individual or entity to whom it is addressed If  you are not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of  this message
is strictly prohibited and may be unla"yvful. If  you have received this inessage in error please delete this
message, including any attachments, arid further  coMact the original sender by email or the office of  CLAY
DANIEL  WINNER  LLC  at (502)  561-2005.

IRE  Circular  230  disclosure:  To ensure  compliance  with  requirements  imposed  by the IRS, you  are hereby

riotified that any tax advice corrtained in this electroriic cominunication, including any attachinents, is not
intended or to be used for  the purpose of  (i) avoiding ta,t penalties under the Internal Reveriue Code or (ii)
promoting, marketing or recommending to another party  any vmlmvfid transaction or matter addressed
therein.

From:Jeff  Mando  <Jt'i/lando@aswd!aw.com>

Date:  Thursday,  August  8, 2019  at 12:36  PM

To: Thomas  Clay  <tclay@tday!aw.com>

Subject:  RE: Beth  Maze  hearing  on September  9, 2019  [lMAN-DMS.FID527151]

I can stipulate  to the  fact  that  Olivia  spoke  with  Ms. James,  but  what  is the  content  of  the  conversation  that

you  want  me to agree  to ? And,  what  is your  source  ? I am not  trying  to be difficult,  I just  need  more

information.

From:  Thomas  Clay <tday@tdaylaw.com>

Sent:  Thursday,  August  8, 2019  12:21  PM

To: Jeff  Mando  <JMando@aswdlaw.com>

Subject:  Re: Beth  Maze  hearing  on September  9, 2019  [lMAN-DMS.FID527151]

Jeff:

Can you  let  me know  if you  are willing  to stipulate  the  conversation  between  Ms. Amlung  and Ms.

James,  or  do I have to subpoena  Ms. Amlung  or take  her  deposition?

O,'*
Cl.  i','  :'j.  i"  u -l 'i'!  ii  'i"i  i I I (-

Thomas  E. Clay,  p.s.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

Office  502.561.2005
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

NOTICE OF VIDEO DEPOSITION 

 
Please take notice that the Judicial Conduct Commission, by and through counsel, 

pursuant to the Kentucky Rules of Civil Procedure, will take the video deposition of MARK 

COLLIER on Wednesday, August 28, 2019 at 1:00 p.m. at the Madison Circuit 

Courthouse, 101 West Main Street, 3rd Floor, Richmond, KY  40475, before a court reporter 

duly authorized to administer an oath, the deposition to continue from day to day until 

complete. 

Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. (#43548) 
Olivia F. Amlung, Esq. (#97449) 
ADAMS, STEPNER, 
WOLTERMANN & DUSING, PLLC 
40 West Pike Street 
Covington, KY  41011 
859.394.6200 
859.3.92.7263 – Fax  
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
oamlung@aswdlaw.com 
 
Counsel for Judicial Conduct Commission 

 
 

mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
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2018558.1 
223751.78311 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served via 
electronic mail on this the 26th day of August, 2019, upon the following: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

Ms. Jimmy Shaffer 
Executive Secretary 
KY Judicial Conduct Commission 
P.O. Box 4266 
Frankfort, KY 40604 
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net 
 

 
 

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. 

 
cc: Barlow Reporting 

mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net
mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net
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Christy Walkley

From: Thomas Clay <tclay@tclaylaw.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 9:50 AM 
To: Jeff Mando <JMando@aswdlaw.com> 
Cc: Heather Watkins <hwatkins@tclaylaw.com> 
Subject: Judge Eddy Coleman and Olivia Amlung 
  
Jeff: 
                Does JCC intend to have Judge Coleman present for the hearing? We would like to call him, if JCC does not. If 
JCC intends to have him present, we will not need to subpoena him. 
                We also intend to call Ms. Amlung to testify about the contents of a telephone conversation she had with 
Dagney James, staff attorney for the 21st Judicial Circuit, in which Ms. James stated that she, Ms. James, was the 
individual who allotted the “Syndication” indictments to Judge Maze without any input from Judge Maze. If my 
understanding of this conversation is wrong, please let me know. We would also consider a stipulation of the 
conversation in lieu of Ms. Amlung’s testimony. Thank you for your consideration. 
  

 
Thomas E. Clay, P.S.C. 
CLAY DANIEL WINNER LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
Office 502.561.2005 
Fax: 502.589.5500 
Email: tclay@tclaylaw.com 
  
This electronic communication, including any attachments, may contain confidential information, subject to attorney-
client privilege and further exempt from disclosure. The contents of this email, including any attachments, are intended 
solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you 
have received this message in error, please delete this message, including any attachments, and further contact the 
original sender by email or the office of CLAY DANIEL WINNER LLC at (502) 561-2005. 
IRS Circular 230 disclosure:  To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, you are hereby notified that 
any tax advice contained in this electronic communication, including any attachments, is not intended or to be used for 
the purpose of (i) avoiding tax penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending 
to another party any unlawful transaction or matter addressed therein. 
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254 AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21S"  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

RESPONSE  TO  MOTION  TO  QUASH  SUBPOENAS

AND  SUBPOENAS  DUCES  TECUM

Non-parties  Roru'iie  Goldy,  Keith  Craycraft,  and Asliton  McKenzie  move  for  an order

qriashing  subpoenas  duces  tecum  on  them  for  production  of  text  messages.  The  motion  should  be

denied.

As has been  demonstrated  in the repeated  and  thus  far  futile  efforts  of  the non-parties  to

have  the subpoenas  and court  orders  for  production  overturned,  the efforts  to conceal  the texts

messages  should  fail.  (See Ex. 1, Verified  Motion  and Memorandum  of  Defendant  Regarding

Witness  Intimidation  by Deanna  Roberts,  and Ex. 2, Appellee  Judge  Beth  Maze's  Response  to

Motion  to Stay  Order  Pending  Appeal).

The  third  parties,  by counsel,  have  made  numerous  troubling  statements  in their  motion.

1. "Maze  has tried  repeatedly  in  her  criminal  Bath  Circuit  Court  case to obtain  the  text

messages  from  these  and  other  non-parties."  Motion,  p. 1.  First  "Maze"  is still  the duly  elected

Chief  Circuit  Judge  of  the 21sf Judicial  Circuit.  Second,  the order  from  Special  Judge  Phil  Patton

has ordered  A.T.&T.  to produce  the  subject  records  for  in camera  review  by  August  20, 2019.  (Ex.

3)

2. "The  Bath  Circuit  Corirt's  decision  rested  entirely  on  the  fact  that  the

Commonwealth  names  him  as a possible  witness,  not  on any analysis  of  the applicable  standard.

"Motion,  p. 2. This  statement  is simply  false. Judge  Patton  stated  on the record  at the March  8,

1



2019,  hearing  that  he had viewed  tlie  video  deposition  of  Kim  Barker  Tabor  three  times.  In that

deposition  taken  for  this  JCC  proceeding,  Clerk  Tabor  described  a conspiracy  to have  Judge  Maze

removed  from  office,  and she identified  the conspirators  and the anticipated  career  moves  in the

event  their  plot  was successful.  When  the JCC  denied  Judge  Maze's  motion  to seal Ms.  Tabor's

testimony,  conspirator  Dearu'ia  Robert  sent the "Wtf'  text  to Ms. Tabor.  Judge  Patton  clearly

rinderstood  the implications  of  this  conduct  as well  as Judge  Maze's  right  to compulsory  process

under  the Sixth  Amendment  to the U.S.  Constitution.

3. The  non-parties  quote  Rule  26.02  as authority  supporting  their  motion  to quash.

The subpoenas  issued  to the non-parties  are trial  subpoenas,  not  discovery.  Tlie  subpoenas  are

based  upon  evidence  of  record  (Tabor's  testimony),  use of  texts  by one  of  the  conspirators  (Deanna

Roberts),  and  information  Judge  Maze  has that  another  witness  has been  threatened  by text  by  one

of  the conspirators.

4. The  non-parties,  through  their  corinsel,  have  repeatedly  referred  to Judge  Maze's

efforts  to secure  production  of  these  phone  records  as a "fishing  expedition."  Motion,  pg. 3. To

be clear,  Judge  Maze  has no interest  in personal  texts  or texts  that  are irrelevant  to the  third  parties'

conspiracy  to have  Judge  Maze  removed  from  office.

5. "Whether  a conspiracy  exists  or not  is to relevant  to and could  have  no bearing  on

charges  brought  against  Maze  by the JCC."  Motion,  p.4.  The  third  parties  are not  privy  to Judge

Maze's  defenses  to the JCC  charges,  and they  are in no position  to opine  as to what  is or is not

relevant  to her  strategy.

6. "There  is no allegation  of  any  non-parties  named  here."  Motion,  p. 2 While  Judge

Maze  is under  no obligation  to allege  any  conduct  at this  juncture  in addition  to what  is already  in

the record,  Judge  Maze  is possession  of  video  footage  from  September  17, 2017,  from  the

2



Owingsville  Dispatch  Center  showing  Mr.  Goldy's  arrival  at the Dispatch  Center  at the  time  Judge

Maze's  ex-husband  was  in custody.  Owingsville  Police  Officers  are also  present.

7. The  question  is what  are these  people  trying  to hide?  Their  latest  desperate  attempt

to conceal  the texts  comes  after  Special  Judge  Patton  received  the AT&T  records.  (Ex.  7 and 8)

8. Judge  Maze  is agreeable  for  tlie JCC to conduct  the same in camera  review  of

records  ordered  by Special  Judge  Patton.

The  motion  should  be denied.

Respect 014

THOMAS  E. CLAY.  P.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER.  LLC

917 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclav(a.tclaylaw.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Response  to Motion  to

(uash  Subpoenas  and Subpoenas  Duces  Tecum,  was  this  29f"  day  of  August,  2019,  mailed  and  e-

mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CRIMINAL  DIVISION

CASEN0.  18-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

VS. VERIFIED  MOTION  AND  MEMORANDUM

OF  DEFENDANT  REGARDING  WITNESS  INTIMIDATION

BY  DEANNA  ROBERTS

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE,  AKA:  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

MOTION

The  undersigned  is counsel  for  the defendant  in the above-styled  action.  The  undersigned

requests  the court  to schedule  a hearing  to afford  Danna  Roberts  an opportunity  to show  cause,  if

any,  why  she should  not  be held  in contempt  of  court  for  threatening  a material  witness  in this

action,  Kim  Barker  Tabor.  The  undersigned  adopts  as if  fully  set out  herein  the facts  contained  in

the memorandum  in support  of  this  motion.

MEMORANDUM

On November  26, 2018,  Rowan  Circuit  Clerk  Kim  Barker  Tabor  gave  testimony  relating

to "charges  brought  by the  Judicial  Conduct  omission  (JCC)  about  tlie  two  (2)  orders  for  drug  tests

for  her  ex-l'iusband."  These  two  orders  are also  tlie  subjects  of  the three-count  indictment  pending

before  this  court.  (See video  disc  and transcript  of  Ms.  Tabor's  testimony  attached  hereto  as

Exhibit  1.)

Ms.  Tabor  had heard  conversations  for  at least  two  (2)  years  prior  to JCC  proceedings,  and

her  deposition  testimony  provides  direct  evidence  that  Circuit  Judge  William  Lane,

Commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy,  District  Judge  William  Roberts,  Judge  Roberts'  wife

and  Judge  Lane's  secretary  Deanna  Roberts,  Assistant  Cominonwealth  Attorneys  Keith  Craycraft

Filed 18-CFI-00059  03/05/2019 I  Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 1
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and Ashton  McKenzie,  "were  going  to try  to take  down  Judge  Maze  whenever  her  ex-husband  got

arrested."  (Transcript  of  testimony  p. 4-5 attached)

Ms.  Tabor  also testified  Deanna  Roberts  "pretty  much  rules  what  goes on - - there.  . She

pretty  much  runs Drug  Court  in both  Rowan  County  and Batli  County."  (Id.,  p. 8)

Counsel  for  Judge Maze  moved  to seal Ms. Tabor's  testimony  because  of  her expressed

fear  of  retaliation  in the event  her testimony  became  known  to the individuals  listed  above. (ld.,

pg. 15)  Counsel  for  JCC objected.  (M.)  Thereafter,  on November  29, 2018,  JCC denied  the

motion  to seal the deposition.  (Exhibit  2)

Within  a few  minutes  Kim  Tabor  received  a text  from  Deanna  Roberts  with  a screen shot

of  JCC's  Order,  and, true  to Ms.  Tabor's  expressed  apprehension,  Deanna  Roberts'  text  contained

the following  threat:  "Wtf  did  you  say?"  ( Exhibit  3)

Counsel  for  Jcidge Maze  stated  on the record  at the February  27, 2019,  what  "Wtf'  means.

Ms.  Tabor  is a material  witness  in both  the JCC  proceeding  and this  criminal  prosecution.

The defense believes  Deanna  Roberts'  conduct  may be a violation  of  KRS 524.040,

Intimidating  a Witness  in the Legal  Process,  and KRS  61.990(3),  Violation  of  the Whistleblower

Act.

The defendant  requests  the Court  to issue a show  cause order  to be served  upon Deanna

Roberts  to afford  her the opportunity  to show  cause why  she should  not  be held  in contempt  for

threatening  or intimidating  a witness  in a matter  pending  before  this  court.

The defendant  is not on a fishing  expedition  as has been alleged  by the Attorney  General's

office  but has subpoenaed  text  messages  for  very  specific  dates when  certain  actions  by these

individuals  took  place against  Judge Maze  to cause her harm  or smear  her name.  As such, the

defendant  respectfulfy  moves  the Court  to deny  the motions  to quash  subpoenas  duces tecum  for

production  of  phone records  and texts filed  by Judge Lane, Mr. Goldy,  Mr. Craycratt,  Ms.
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McKenzie,  and  Ms.  Roberts.  The  defendant  requests  the  court  conduct  an in camera  inspection  of

these  records  to ascertain  whether  the records  contain  Brady  or  Giglio  material  relevant  to the

defendant's  defense.

Respectfully,

/s/  Thomas  E. Clay

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  ps.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay@,tclaylaw.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  on  this  5I'1 day  of  March,  2019,  I electronically  filed  the  foregoing

Verified  Motion  and  Memorandum  by  using  the  electronic  fiting  system  and  notification  of  same

was  copied  to all  registered  electronic  filing  participants  in the above-styled  action.  A copy  was

mailed  via  u.s.  Postal  Service,  first  class  mail  to all  non-registered  parties.

Maridelle  Malone

Special  Prosecutor

20th  Judicial  Circuit

110  Washington  Street

Greenup,  KY  41144

Melvin  C. Leonhart

20f'1 Judicial  Circuit

110  Washington  Street

Greenup,  KY  41144

/s/  Thomas  E. Clay

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.

e'+
Cl

0
0

o

P)
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VERIFICATION

I, Thomas  Clay,  state that  I have  read  the foregoing  Verified  Motion  and Memorandum

and the statements  contained  therein  are true  to the best of  my  knowledge  and belief,

STATE  OF KENTUCKY  )

)SS

COUNTY  OF JEFFERSON  )

THOMAS  E. CLAY

Subscribed and sworn to before me by Thomas E. Clay on this u  day of March,
2019.

My  comn'iission  expires:  'l  a "') -  'C"2) :a9'

NOTARY  PUBLIC.  KY  STATE  LARGE
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JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION  HEARING

TESTIMONY  OF  KIM  BARKER-TABOR

Filed 18-CR-00059  03/05/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk



Filed 18-CR-00059  03/05/2019

EXHIBITS

DVD

AOC  FORM
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AOC  ORDERS
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1  DIRECT  EXAMINATION

BY MR.  CLAY:

Do you  know  the  other  circuit  court  judge  in  the

4 21s'  Circuit?

Bill  Lane?

Yes.

Yes.

And  do  you  know  the  Cornrnonwealth's  Attorney?

Yes.

Are  you  familiar  with  the  office  arrangement  that

11  those  two  gentlemen  have?

No.

Okay  Have  you  ever  heard  Judge  Lane  and  Mr

14  Goldy  discuss  Judge  Maze?

Yes,

Would  you  tell  us  about  that?

They  would  just like,  what  part  do  I  need

18  mean,  they  would  just  talk  about  her  in in  general,  and

19  especially  now that  this  is  happening,  that's  all  that  they

20 want  to  talk  about.

Were  you  aware  of  any  conversations  before  thins

22 proceeding  began  with  the  Judicial  Conduct  Comission  where

23 they  were  talking  about  getting  rid  of  her?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form,  but  you  can  still

answer.
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Yeah.  Say say  that  one  more  time,  please.

Were  you  aware  of  any  conversations  between  Judge

3 Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy  prior  to  this  proceeding  with  the

4 Judicial  Conduct  Cornrnission  where  they  wanted  to  get  rid  of

5 her?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Again,  object  to  form,  but  you  can

7 still  answer.

I  wasn't  under  the the yes.  About

9 approximately  two  years  ago,  Mr.  Goldy  had  mentioned  that

10  our  district  judge,  Judge  Roberts,  was  going  to  move  up  to

11  circuit.  judge,  and  then  he,  himself,  was  going  to  move  up

12  to  district  judge.  But  this  whole  time,  I  thought  that

13  they  were  talking  about  when  Judge  Lane  retired  because  we

14  had  heard  that  Judge  Lane  went  to  the  Retirement  Board.

15  Not I  did  not  know  it  was.

You  didn't  know  they  were  talking  about  Judge

Ma  z e ?

No.

Did  you  latez  learn  they  were,  in  fact,  talking

20  about  Judge  Maze?

Yes.

22 Could  you  tell  us  about  that?

I  was  under  the  impression  that  they  were  going

24  to  try  to  take  down  Judge  Maze  whenever  her  ex-husband  got

Filed 18-CR-00059  03/05/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk
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I  arrested.  I  had  heard  conversation  that that  this  would

2 get  her  to  resign.

By  taking  her  down,  getting  her  off  the  bench

Yes.

one  way  or  another?

Yes.

Did  you  have  any  discussions  with  Judge  Maze

8 after  her  ex-husband  was  arrested  in  September  of  2017

9 about  the  relationship  between  her  and  her  ex-husband?  Do

10  you  recall  that?

As  in  .if  she  was  married  to  him?

No.  More  along  the  lines  of  whether  they  were

13  going  to  continue  to  see  each  other  or  he  was  going  to  have

14  to  just  djstance  himself  from  her.  Do  you  remember

15  anything  like  that?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form,  but  again,  you  can

17  sti1  1  answer.

And  if  you  don't,  that

I  don'  t I  don't  really

Okay.

recall  anything  of  that.  I I  do  remember

22 asking  her  if  they  were  still  married,  and  that's  when  I

23 learned  that  they  were had  been she  had  dbvorced  him

24 when  he  was  in  trouble  the  first  time.
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Right.  So  you  had  a discussion  with  her  about

2 the  fact  they  were  divorced?

Yes.

And  prior  to  that  time was  this  in  September

5 of  last  year,  do  you  recall,  or  maybe  a  little  after  that

6 when  you  discussed  her  marital  status  with  her  ex-husband?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

I  don'  t  remember.

Okay.  Could  the  elaborate  a  little  bit  more  about

10  the  personalities  involved  here?  We've  got  Judge  Lane,

11  we've  got  Mr.  Goldy,  and  there's  some  relatives  who  were

12  also  involved  in  these  discussions,  wives  and  relatives.

13  Are  you  aware  of  any  of  those  discussions,  ma'am?

Wives,  as  in  Judge  Roberts'  wife?

Yes,  ma'am.

MS.  AMLUNG:  Objection.

And  what's  her  name?

Deanna.

Right.  IS  she  .involved I  guess  a  term  that

20 could  be  applied  to  this  situation  that  I  would  use  is

21 palace  intrigue.  Do  you  know  what  that  means?

No,  sir.

That  there  are  schemes  qoi'x)  on,  that  there  are

24 plans  that  people  have  about  how  they're  going  to  carry  out
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1  these  plots.  Does  that  make  sense?  Do  you  understand  what

2 I'm  saying?

Yes,  sir.

That  was

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

And  that  was  going  on  here,  wasn't  it?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

I  would  say  yes.

Okay.  In  addition  to  Judge  Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy,

10  who  else  was  involved  in  these  discussions,  to  your

li  knowledge?

There  was so  can  I  just can  I  just  say  this

13  real  quick?  So  in  Deanna's  office,  which  Judge  Lane  is  in,

14  whenever  they  have whenever  we  have  court  involving

15  P,onnie  Goldy,  Keith  Craycraft,  Ashton  McKenzie,  they  all  go

16  into  one  office  like,  for  breaks  or  whatever,  and  they

17  talk.  They  have  lunch.  And  I'm

18  they  discuss,  but  that  is  a big.

don't  know  ivhat  all

Judge  Maze  didn't  participate  in  those  meetings,

20 did  she?

NO.  And  even  whenever  she  is even  if  she  ' s

22 whenever  she's  in  Rowan  County,  her  office  is  like,  right

23 down  the  hall,  and  she I  don't  see

24 just  stays  to  herself  down  the  hall.

I  mean,  she
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1  Q To  your  knowledge,  does  Deanna  Roberts  play  a

2 role  in  making  judicial  decisions  in  that  circuit?

Absolutely.

Tell  us  about  that.

A  She  "pretty  much  rules  what  goes  on  --  on  there."

She  will  do  things  as  in  issue  warrants,  and  then  she  will

let then  she'll  call  Judge  Lane  and and  tell  him,  you

8 know,  what  has  happened.  I've  witnessed  that  before.  She

9 pretty  much  runs  Drug  Court  in  both  Rowan  County  and  Bath

10  County.

ll  Q In  what  manner  does  she  do  that,  ma'am?

She  pretty  much  tells  people  and how  t  o

13  sanction  them  and  does  the  orders  for  sanctions  and and

14  things  of  that  nature.

15  Q You're  not  involved  in  family  law,  but  does  Ms.

16  Roberts  make  decisions  about  visitation  and  custody  and

17  things  of  that  nature,  to  your  knowledge?

18  MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

19  A  A  lot  of  times  she  gives  Judge  Lane she  pretty

20 much  tells  Judge  Lane  what  to  do.

And  he  does  it?

And  he  does  it.

Are  you  aware  of  a  situation  where  an order  was

24 presented a  decree  of  dissolution  was  presented  to  Judge

25  Lane,  and  there  was  another  dissolution  proceeding  pending

8
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1  at  that  time?  Do  you  know  anything  about  that?  And  Judge

2 Lane  signed  an  order  wi.thout  any  proof'.  Do  you  know  what

3 I'm  talking  about?

I  think  I  may  have  heard  something,  but  I

5 wasn't  a witness  to to  that,

Okay.

Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

Were  you  aware  of  any  problems  in  the

9 relationship  between  Judge  Maze  and  the  Assistant

10  Cornrnonvealth's  Attorney,  Ms.  Ashton McKenzie?

j  us  t just I  did  not  know  that  there

12  was  anything  between  Judge  Maze  and  Ashton.  I  knew or

13  had  heard  that  there  was  some  issues  between  Dagriy,  which

14  is  Judge  Lane's  paralegal,  and  Ashton.  They  had  a  little

tlff.

Who's  the  other  ASsistant  Cornrnonwealth's

17  Attorney?

Keith  Craycraft.

Are  you  aware  of  any  issues  that  have  arisen

20 recently  regardiriq  Mr.  Craycraft?

I  saw  it  on  the  news,

About  the  lawsuit  that  was  filed?

Yes.

Are  you  aware  of  anything  regarding  these

25 criminal  syndication  indictments?
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Do  I  have  knowledge  of  it?

Yes,  ma'am.

It  was  not  in  my  county.  No.

Okay.  You  brought  a  CD with  you,  I  believe,  from

5 your  records?

I  did.

IS  that  on Mr.  Richard  Roland?

It  is.

Have  you  had  a  chance  to  watch  that?

I  quickly  glanced  through  there  to  make  sure

11  I  had  the  correct  one.  And  I'm  sorry  for  ignoring.  He's

12  just  asking  me  questions,  so  I  don't  want  you  to  feel  bad

13  that  I'm  leaving  you  out.

MS.  AMLUNG:  oh,  nO,  You've  got  to  just  leave  me

15  out  right.  now  because  this

16  now.  You're  perfectly  fine.

BY  MR.  CLAY  :

this  is  not  my ballgame  right

Did  you  form  any  impressions  in  reviewing  that

19  DVD  with  Mr.  Roland?

Ashton  is Ashton  is she she  likes  to

21 argue,  I  guess,  which  attorneys  do.  But  she'  s she  has

the toward  the  end,  she she  made  a a snide

23 remark.  I  couldn't  really  hear  what  all  was  said  to  Dagny,

24 vihich  is  the  paralegal,  something  to  the  effect  of  like,
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1  make  a  decision.  I  don't  know  the  exact  wording,  but  she's

2 ready  to  go  home.

Are  you  the  custodian  of  that  DVD,  ma'am?

Yes,  sir.

And  did  you  produce  it  yourself?

I  did.

MR.  CLAY:  So  we  would  move  to  have  that  admitted

8 as  an  exhibit  in  Judge  Maze's  proceeding  before  the

9 Commission.

BY  MR.  CLAY  :

And and  can  I  say  something  else?

BY  all  means.

I  worry  for  my safety  and  my  job  if  Judge  Lane  or

14  Ronnie  Goldy,  Deanna,  Ashton,  if  what  is  said  today  gets  to

15  them  (CRYING) I  just  want  you  all  to  know  that.  So  if

16  something  does  happen,  that  is  why,  because  that  is  how

17  that's  what  has  happened what

18  cross  them.  You  don't  (CRYING)

19  needed  you  all  to  know  that.

Are  you  afraid

So  if  anything  happens.

you  don  ' t you  don'  t

I'm  so  sorry,  but  I  just

Are  you  afraid  of  retaliation  in  the  event

Very  much  so.

they  find  out  about  your  testimony?
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Yes.  I  didn't  know  that that  we were  going  to

2 be  discussing  them.  I  just  thought  I  was  going  to  tell  you

3 about  my  relationship.  But  having  discussed  that,  it it

it  will  be  bad  if  they  find  out  that  I  said  anything

about  them.

Have  you  seen  those  individuals  retaliate  against

7 others  who  have  taken  positions  contrary  to  them?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

Not

10  people  have  said.

not not  personally,  but  just  what

MR. CLAY:  May we have lust  a moment?  We may be

12  through.  And

MS.  AMLUNG:  K.:im,  do  you  want  a tissue?  Are  you

14  okay?

MS.  BARKER-TABOR:  (NODS  HEAD  AFFIRMATIVE)

MS.  AMLUNG:  Do  you  guys  mind?

BY  MR.  CLAY:

Ma'am,  I've  handed  you  a document  there.  Could

19  you  identify  that  for  the  record,  please?

It's  a AOC  order

21 Courts  order.

Administrative  Office  of  the

Is  that  an  order  for  the  215'  Judicial  Circuit?

that

It  is  for  all all  120  counties.  It's  a order

it's  a standard  order  that  everyone  uses.
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And  if  you  would  look  in  the  lower  left-hand

2 corner  of  that  blank  order,  what  does  it  say  down  there?

"Distribution."

IE3 that  the  order  that's  routinely  used  by  Judge

5 Maze  in  the  21a'  Circuit?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

It  just  depends  ori  when  she she's  the  rube

8 (phonetic)  of  order,  and  she  doesn't  always  have  the

9 updated  forms,  but  yes,  she  has  used  this  one  before.

What  do you  mean  by "she  doesn't  always  have  the

11  updated  forms?"

(LAUGHS)  I'm  sorry,  So  when  we  were  moveing  from

13  one  end  of  town  to  our  new  judicial  center,  I  don't we

there  isas  forms a gor:y  (phonetic)  of  forms,  and  then

15  our  office  also  had  forms  that  weren't  online  yet.  We were

16  stxll,  you  know,  using  the  paper  forms.  (LAUGHS)  She we

you  know,  we were  told  by  Administrative  Office  of  the

Courts  to you  know,  we  could  throw  those  away  if  we

19  wanted  to  because  they  were  going  to  revise  everything  and

and  she  went  through  her  trash  and  got  forms  that  she

21 you  know,  that  she  would  still  use,  and  we  had we  have  a

22 hard  time  breaking  her  of  using  the  old older  forms.

23 We're  still  tryirug.  (LAUGHS)  Things  are  on  the  computer

24 system  now,  and and  a  lot  of  times,  her her  computer
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1 system  doesn't  want  to  work  with  our  Wi-Fi,  and but

2 that's  what  I  mean  by  that.

Okay.  So  that  form  that  I  just  showed  you  there

and  we'  11  mark  the  DVD as  Exhibit  1  and  the  form  I  just

5 showed  you  as  Exhibit  2 if  we  could.  Would  you  mind

6 writing  in  Exhibit  2 down  there  on  the  lower  corner  of

7 that?  I  want  to  show  you  what  we'll  mark  as Exhibits  3 and

8 4,  and  are  those  kind  of  like  what  you  were  talking  about,

9 those  old  orders?

Yes.  They those  came  from  the  judicial  cen

II  or  the  courthouse.  We were  considered  courthouse.  We were

12  on  the  bottom,  and  the  county  employees  were  on the  top.

13  And  then  when  we  went  to  the  other  end  of  town,  we have  two

14  separate  buildings.  So  those  were  from  back  in  the  day.

What'  s different  about  the  lower  left-hand  corner

16  0f  EXhibit  2

Can  I  put  this  down  here?

absolutely and  the  lower  left-hand  corners

19  of  Exhibits  3 and  4?

4,  on  the  revision  of  the  8-97,  the  Exhibit  2,

21 where  it  says,  "Distribution,"  lower  left  on this  one,

22 which  is  June  of  ' 88  has  "Seen  and  Order  of  Entry  Waived."

So  they're  different?

They yes.  One  has  "Distribution,"  and  the

25 other  one  has  "Seen  By and  Order  of  Entry  Waived,"
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Both  3 and  4 have  that  "Order  of  Entry  Waived,"  I

2 believe;  is  that  correct?

Correct.

And  3 and  4 are  older  orders  which  were  obsolete

5 at  the  time  there  was  this  move?

Yeah.  They it  was  re and  I  think  we  have

7 another  revision,  a  newer  form  of  this  one  even  now.

MR.  CLAY:  Then  I  would  move  for  admission  of

9 Exhibi'cs  1  through  4,  And  just we  tal]ced  about  this  off

10  the  record,  but  I'm  going  to  make  it  part  of  the  record.

11  We're  going  to  move  to  seal  your  testimony  here  today

12  pending  further  orders  by  the  Judicial  Conduct  Cornrnission

13  in  hopes  that  this  will  never  become  part  of  the  public

14  record,  so  you  won't  have  to  suffer  this  fear  of

15  retaliation.

MS.  AMliUNG:  And,  again,  just  for  the  purpose  of

17  the  records,  we  will  just  oppose  for  the  purpose  that  we

18  did  not  ask  her  here,  and  JCC  has  an  interest  in  preserving

19  the  public's  knowledge.

MR.  CLAY:  Well,  it  seems  to  me  like  JCC  would

21  have  an  interest  in  protecting  this  clerk  from  being

22  retaliated  against  by  Judge  Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy.  It  seems

23  to  me  like  they  would  have  that  interest  as  igell.

MR.  AMLUNG:  Well,  Mr.  Clay,  we  can  let  them

25  decide.  There's  no  need  to  be  hostile  with  me.
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(EXHIBIT  1 ADMITTED  INTO  EVIDENCE)

(EXHIBIT  2 ADMITTED  INTO  EVIDENCE)

(EXHIBIT  3 ADMITTED  INTO  EVIDENCE)

(EXHIBIT  4 ADMITTED  INTO  EVIDENCE)

BY  MR.  CLAY:

If  you  got  Exhibits  3 and  4 as  they  are  currently

7 indicated  there,  would  you  view  that  for  distribution?

SO  if  I if  I  had  received  this  order  from

9 from  Judge  Maze is  that  what  you're  asking  me?

Yes,  ma'am.

Would  I  have would  I  have  sent  it  out  as  a

12  distribution?

Yes,  ma'am.

Yes.

That's  all.

Like,  I  would  make  sure  that  whoever  was  listed

17  got  a  copy  of  this.

MS.  AMLUNG:  Oh,  is  that  all  your  questtons?  Oh,

19  I  apologize.

CROSS  EXAMINATION

BY  MS . AMLUNG  :

All  right,  Ms.  Tabor?

Yes.
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Tabor.  Okay.  My  name's  Olivia  Amlung.  I

2 represerzt  the  Judicia"l  Conduct  Commission.  First,  before

do  you  need  a just  a minute?  Are  you

I'm  okay.

You're  okay?  Okay.  I  just  have  a few  questions

6 for  you.  A'gain,  since  this  is  a deposition,  just:  some

7 like,  ground  rules.  I  don't  know  is  a  perfectly  acceptable

8 answer,  so  don't  feel  like  you  have  to  give  me  words  that  I

9 ask  for,  okay?

(NODS  HEAD  -  AFFIRMATIVE)

First,  have  you  read  the  charges  that  have  been

12  brought  against  Judge  Maze?  Have  you  seen  any  of  those?

I  was  told  by  Deanna  Roberts  where  to to  find

14  the  complaint.

Okay.  Did  you  read  any  of  those?

I  read  the  first first  one,  and  it  really

17  doesn'  t didn'  t happen  in nothing  happened  like,  in

18  Rowan  County

Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

so  I I  chose  not  to.

Okay.  So  then  you're  aware  of  the  two  orders

22 that  were  signed  by  Judge  Maze  on  September  IBth of  2017?

These?

Correct.  The  two  orders

Yes.
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in  front  of  you,  Exhibits  3  and  4?

Yes.

Do  you  have  any  personal  firsthand  knowledge  of

4 whether  those  orders  were  eritered,  signed,  anything  about

those  orders?

I  don't.

Okay.

But  being but  being  a being  a  clerk  for  so

9 long,  you  know,  for  so  many  years  like,  I this  didn't  go

10  through  the  Clerk's  office

Right.

because  it  doesn't  have  a  stamp  on  it.

Okay.  But  then

Is  that  what  you  mean?

Partially,  yes.

Okay.

So  let  me  clarify  it  for a  little  bit  for  you.

18  So  then  those  specific  two  orders  right  in  front  of  you,

19  Exhibits  3 and  4,  you've  never  seen  those  before  all  these

20  charges  were  brought,  correct?

Correct.

You  don't  have  any  personal  knowledge  of  those

23  specific  orders?

Correct.
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Okay.  Do  you  have  any  firsthand  knowledge  of

2 what  Mr.  Clay  referred  to  earlier  as  the  syndicate  cases?

No.

Okay.  Because  you  said  those  were  not  in  your

5 county,  correct?

Correct.

Okay.  So  do  you  have  any  firsthand  knowledge

8 really  about  anything  involved  in  those  complaints  that  you

9 read?

No.

Okay.  So  as  the  Circuit  Clerk,  and  you've  been

12  in  the  Clerk's  office  for  quite  some  time,  your  name  has

13  been  assigned  to  many  orders  and  documents  that  have  gone

14  through  the  Clerk's  office,  correct?

Correct.

Do  you  read  all  of  those  before  you  put  your  name

on  them?

Some  things  already  have  my  name  on  them  like

That's  fa.ir.

you  know,  like  subpoenas  and  things.

Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

They  already  have  like,  my  name  on  them,  and  then

13  like,  a  deputy  would  sign  off  on  them  and  give  them  to  an

24 attorney.  So  at  that  time,  the  attorney  would  fill  out  the
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I  subpoena,  or  whoever  needed  to  issue  a subpoena,  so  I

Idon't.

So  let  me  clarify  then.

Okay.  Sorry.

So  when  you  are  actively  signing  your  name  or

6 filling  something  out  in  an order,  you  think  it's  best

7 practice  to  read  the  things  that  you're  filling  out,

correct?

Yes.

Okay.  So  is  it  fair  to  say  then  when  you'  re

II  looking  at  Exhibits  3 and  4 where  it  says,  I  believe,  "Have

12  Seen  and  Agreed"

Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

if  you're  filing  that  out,  and  writing  names

15  below  that,  are  you when  you  are  doing  that,  personally,

16  are  you  telling  people  that  those  individuals  have  seen  and

17  agreed?

I  would  assume.  -Yes.

Okay.

MS.  AMLUNG:  That's  all  the  questions  I  have.

21 Thank  you.

MS,  BARKER-TABOR:  Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

MR.  CLAY:  That'S  all.

MS.  AMLUNG  : Okay.
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION

IN  RE THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH LEWIS MAZE, ClRCtJtT COURT JUDGE
21-tJUDJaAL  CIRCUIT

ORDER

Upon due consideratton ofJudge Maze's Motion to Continue Based Upon Newly

Provided Discovery and the Response in Opposition; Judge Maze's Motion to Rule Text

Messages  ofChamp  Maze  Inadmissible  and  to Strike  from  Exhibit  List  and  the  Response  in

Opposition; and Judge Maze's Motion to Seal the Deposition of Kim Barker Tabor to Prevent

Retaliation  and  the  Response  in Opposition;  and  tlie  Commission  being  fully  advised  and

informed, it is hereby ordered that the Motions be and they are hereby Th
Date: Thiovember€ ls <  %  b  >

STEPH'Th D, WOLNITZEK,  CHAIF

CERTIFICATE  OF SERVICE

November  2018:

Thomas  E. Clay,  Esq.

Clay  Daniel  Wtnner,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY 40243

tclay@tclaylaw.com

Stephen  Ryan

7104  Hillcircle  Court

Louisville,  KY 40214

stephen  ryan@rocketm3il.cotn

William E. Johnson, Esq.
Johnson Bearse, LLP
326  West  Main  Street

Frankfort,  KY 40601.

bill@johi'isonbearse.com

}effrey  C, Mando

Adams,  Stepner,  Woltermann  & Dusing,

PLLC

40 West  Pike  St.

Covington,  KY 41011

jmando@aswdlaw.com
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CRIMINAL  DIVISION

CASEN0.  18-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

VS. ORDER  GRANTING  IN  CAMERA  INSPECTION

OF  TEXT  MESSAGES

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE,  AKA:  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

II)k)k*

This  matter  having  come  before  this  Court  following  the issuance  of  subpoenas  for  the text

messages  and motions  to quash  for  Judge William  Lane,  Ronnie  Goldy,  Keith  Craycraft,  Ashton

McKenzie,  Deanna  Roberts  and Kelly  Goldy,  and tliis  Court  havii'ig  reviewed  pleadings,  exliibits,

and having  considered  RCr  7.26 (2), IT IS HEREBY  ORDERED  AS FOLLOWS:

AT&T  shall immediately  produce,  for in camera  inspection,  to the Batli  Circuit  Clerk,

under  seal, to Courthouse  Annex,  19 East Main  Street, p.o. Box  558, Owingsville,  Kentucky

40360-0558,  text  messages  for  the following  phone  numbers  and corresponding  dates:

1. William  E. Lane-(859)  585-6487,  for  September  18 & 19, 2017;  October  12, 13, 14, 2017;

November  13, 14, 2017;  June 14, 18 & 19, 2018;  July  23, 24, 25, 2018;  August  2, 6, & 7,

2018;  November  1, 2018  and December  6, 2018.

2. Ronnie  Goldy-(606)  776-l735,  for September  18 & 19, 2017;  October  3, 4, 5, 2017;

October  12, 13, 14, 15, 2017;  Novei'nber  9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 2017;  May  22, 2018;  June

12,13,  14, 15, 18 & 19, 2018;  JLII:)/ 24 & 25, 2018;  October  8 & 9, 2018;  November  1, 2018

and December  6, 2018.
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3. Keith  Craycraft-(859)  5845-0933  for  September  18, 19, 2017,  October  3, 4, 5 2017;

October  11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 2017;  November  9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 2017;  July  25, 2018;

November  1, 2018  and December  6, 2018.

4. Ashton  McKenzie-  (606)  776-6670  for  September  18, 19, 20, 2017;  October  3, 4, 5, 2017,

October  11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 2017;  November  9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 2017;  January  23, 24 &

25, 2018;  June 14, 15, 2018;  July  24, 25, 2018,  November  1, 2018  and December  6, 2018.

SO ORDERED  THIS DAY  OF , 2019,

PHIL  PATTON,

SPECIAL  BATH  CIRCUIT  JUDGE

TENDERED  BY:

/s/ Thomas  E. Clay

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclas  ta:tclay  lavv.com

DISTRIBUTION:

Special  Commonwealth  Attorney,  Melvin  Leonhart

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Laura  Tipton

Hon.  Thomas  Clay
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CRIMINAL  DIVISION

CASEN0.  18-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

VS. ORDER  GRANTING  IN  CAMERA  INSPECTION

OF  TEXT  MESSAGES

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE,  AKA:  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

This  matter  having  come  before  tliis  Court  following  the issuance  of  subpoenas  for  the text

messages  and motions  to qhiash for  Deanna  Roberts'  text  messages,  and this  Court  having  reviewed

pleadings,  exhibits,  and having  considered  RCr 7.26 (2), IT IS HEREBY  ORDERED  AS

FOLLOWS:

Sprint  shall  immediately  produce,  for  in camera  inspection,  to the Bath  Circuit  Clerk,  under

seal, to Courthouse  Annex,  19 East Main  Street, p.o. Box  558, Owingsville,  Kentucky  40360-

0558,textmessagesforDeannaRoberts,(606)356-3775,forthefollowingdates:  Septemberl8,

19, 20, 2017;  October  3, 4, 5, 2017;  October  11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 2017;  Novei'nber  9, 10, 11, 12, 13,

14, 2017;  January  23, 24, & 25, 2018;  June 14 & 19, 2018,  July  25, 2018,  November  6, 2018  and

December  1, 2018.

SO ORDERED  THIS DAY  OF , 2019,

PHIL  PATTON,

SPECIAL  BATH  CIRCUIT  JUDGE

T{":i+i),al.i+yi+5'i'a-1 18-CR-00059  03/05/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk
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TENDERED  BY:

/s/  Thoinas  E. Clay

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisvi]le,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay'a.tclav"layx.com

DISTRIBUTION:

Special  Commonwealth  Attomey,  Melvin  Leonhart

AssiStant  Attorney  General,  Laura  Tipton

Hon.  Thomas  Clay

Tendered 18-CR-00059  03/05/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY
COURT  OF APPEALS
N0,  2019-CA-001181

WILLIAM  LANE,  RONNIE  GOLDY,
and DEANNA  ROBERTS APPELLANTS

V. RESPONSE  TO  MOTION  TO ST AY  ORDER  PENDING  APPEAL

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE
and THE COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY APPELLBES

* * * Vi * *

Comes the Appellee,  Circuit  Judge 'Beth Lewis  Maze and for l'xer response to the non-

paities'  Motion  to Stay Order Pending Appeal  states this Court  should deriy the motion  for the

following  reasons:

I.

THE  REOUESTED  TEXT  PHONE  MESSAGES  ARE
BEING  PRODUglD  PURSUANT  TO A COURT  ORDER  AFTER

DUE  CONSIDERATION  BY  THE  TRIAi,  JUDGE  FORIN-CAMERA  INSPECTION

There are numerous  fallacies  inthe  non-parties'  Motion'to  Stay. The records are not being

produced pursiant  to a subpoeria duces tecim,  but a Court Order.  (Exhibit  A to Appellants"

Motion  For Stay).  Secondly, the trial court's order does not rest entirely  on the fact that the

Comnonwealth's  Bill  of  Particulars  lists Appellants  as "potential  witnesses," Appellee  Judge

Maze filed  a portion  of  the deposition  testimony  of  the elected Rowan  Circuit  Clerlc, Kim  Barker

Tabor, (Exhibitlhereto.)  InthattestimonyC1erkTabordescribedhowsliehadoverheardCircuit

Judge William  Lane, District  Judge William  Roberts, Deanna Roberts, Judge Roberts'  wife  and

Judge Lane's secretary,  and 218' Judicial  Circuit  Comtnonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie Goldy

I

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 2



plotting  to have Judge Maze removed. The plot  was to have Judge Roberts  elevated  to circuit

judge  and Goldy  made district  judge, (Exhibit  1, pp 3-5)

After  providing  this testimony,  Clerk  Tabor  broke  down  and cried  on the record. (Ex. 1,

p. 11), Clerk  Tabor  worried  for  her safety and lier  job  "if  Judge Lane or Ronriie  Goldy,  Deanna,

Ashton  [McKenzie,  Assistant  Commonwealth  Attorney],  if  what is said today gets to them

(CRYING)."  "[Y]ou  don't  cross them,"  Id,

Tit'ie to her fears, following  the publication  on JCC's  website  of  JCC's  denial  of  Judge

Maze's  motion  to seal Clerk  Tabor's  deposition,  Appellant  Deanna  Roberts  sent Kim  Tabor  a

snapsbot  of  JCC's  order  with  the coini'nent  "WTF  did you  say?" (Exhibits  2 and 2A)

All  of  tbis informatiori  was in the record  and considered  by the trial  judge  when  he entered

his orders on March  11, 2019 (Exhibits  3 and 4)

Judge Patton  stated on the record  at the liearing  on Marchl4,  2019,  tliat  lie liad  viewed  the

video  deposition  of  Clerk  Kim  Barker  Tabor  tbtee (3) times,

Judge Patton  denied  Judge Maze)smotion  tohoid  DeannaRobertsincontempt  for"alleged

witness  intimidation."  (Exhibit  5)

Judge Maze represents  to this Court,  by counsel,  that site has inforrnation  that another

witness  has been threatened  by one of  the non-party  appellants.

Judge Maze  believes  this conduct  could  violate  I(RS  524.040,  Intirnidating  a participant  in

the legal  process. Clerk  Kim  Barker  Tabor  is a witness  inthe  JCC proceeding  presently  scheduled

for a hearing  on September  9, 2019, as well  as the criminal  prosecution  scheduled  for  trial

November  12, 2019.

Appellee  Jud(,e Maze  respectfiilly  disagrees  tliat  "The  procedural  history  of  this matter  is

not straight  forward."  (Motion  To Stay, p, 1)

2



The original  special prosecutor  Melvin  Leonhart  stated onthe  record that all appellees and

Judge William  Robeits  were going to be "material  witnesses"  in tlffs ciiininal  prosecution. When

Mr. Leonhart  and Maridelle  Malone  withdrew  as special prosecutors,  Hon. Michelle  Snodgrass

was appointed special prosecutor.  She initially  stated that none of the appellants would  be

witnesses; however, when she filed a court ordered Bill  of  Particulars, she listed tlie three

appellarits  as "potential"  witnesses. (See Appellants'  Ex. A, p. 1)

As Judge Patton stated in his August  2, 2019, Order Regarding  Text Messages, "Tlie  issue

of  production  of  text  messages  of  named non-parties  has been addressed several tinies."  Id.

Appellants'concernsabout"harm"arealsounfounded. Thetria5udge'sin-camerareview

is designed to assure that only eviderice releVant to the crimirxal prosecution  would  be subject to

disclostuae,  The Appellee  Judge Maze has no interest in Appellants'  "private  text messages" or

"confidential  text  messages relating  to other criminal  cases." (Motion  To Stay, p. 2)

n.

APPELLANTS  MAKE  NO  REPRESENTATION  THAT  THE  TEXT  MESSAGF,S
CONT  AIN  NO BRADY  /GIGLIO  MATERIAL

Corinsel  forAppellants  makes no representationto  this Coutthatthetext  messages ordered

produced do not have Brady/Gi@lio material. Appellee Judge Maze has established that Appellant

Deanna Roberts has used a text message to threaten one la'iown  witness who will  testify  in both

the Judicial  Conduct  Comtnission  (JCC) proceeding  and the criminal  trial.

While  tlie role of  counsel for these non-party  appellants is somewhat blurred  by virtue  of

their positions as Assistant Attomeys  General, Appellee Judge Maze believes they are still

governed  by SCR 3.130 (3.8) Special responsibilities  of  a prosecutor,  specifically  (c  ),

3



Appellee  Judge Maze believes  thatthese  AssistantAttorneys  General  have a duty to inquire

of  these "witnesses"  whether  there is any information  in tl'ie texts at issue which  would  be relevant

to the conspiracy  to have Judge Maze removed, and whether  any of  the texts containthreats  to any

otlier  witnesses based upon the evidence in the record. In fact, Judge Maze questions whether  the

Attorney  General sliould  be investigating  the conduct of  the Appellants  instead of  assisting  them

in  their  effoit  to concea!  the texts.

m.

DOES  THE  REPRESENT  ATION  OF THI  NON-P  ARTY
APPELLANTS  AND  REPRESpNT  ATION  BY  THE  ATTORNEY

GENERAL  OF THE  COMMONWF,ALTH  IN  THIS  APPEAL

J'RESENT  A (:ONFLICT  OF INTF,RF,ST?

KRS 15.020 states, inter alia, "[H]e  [the Attorney  General] shall appear  for the

Comi'iionwealtli  in all cases inthe  Supreme Coirt  or CourtofAppeals  wlierein  the Conmonwealth

is interested..,,"

While  cotinsel for  Appellants  lists as the style of  this appeal in their  Motion  To Stay Order

Pending  Appeal  as William  Lane, Ronnie  Goldy,  and Deanna Roberts Appellants  v. Laura  Lewis

Mazeas  Appeuee, the Notice  of  Appeal.filed  by counsel on August  6, 2019, states, "The  Appellees

are LauraLewis  Maze, the Defendant  is this proceeding,  andthe  Comi'nonwealth  of  Kentucky,  the

Plaintiff  in this proceeding."  (Exhibit  6, p, 2)

While  tlie special prosecutor  has not filed a response to appellants'  Motion  To Stay,

Appellee  Judge Maze belieyes SCR 3,130 (1.7) conflict  of  interest: current  clients, is applicable

to the dual representation  by the Attorney  General's  office  of  the non-party  appellants and the

Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  in tbis appeal.

4



For tlic forcgoing  reasons, Appellee  Judgc  Maze  requests  this Court  to deny tlie tliird

parties'  Motion  To Stay.

Respectfully  Submitted,

Thomas E. Clay, p.s.c. J/
CfiAY  DANIEL  WINNER.  LLC

917 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

Teleplione:  (502)  561-2005

Facsimile:  (502i  589-5500

tclavF'.tclas4aw.eom

Counmlfor  Dejendarit  Laura Leuiis i'vhtze

CERT  IFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is liereby  certified  that on tl'iis 9"' day of  August,  2019  electronically  filed  tlie  foregoing

Response  to Motion  to Stay Order  Pending  Appeal  witli  the Bath  Circuit  Clerk  ai'id tlie Couit  by

usir'ig tlie electronic  filing  system  and notification  of  same was copied  to all registered  filiiig

participants  in  tlie  above  styled  action  to:

Hon.  Miclielle  Snodgrass

Special  Commonwealth  Attomey

17"'  Judicial  Circuit

601 Wasliington  Street,  Suite  201

Nevvpoit,  KY  41071

Hon.  Laura  Tipton

Hon.  Sarah  E. Adkins

Assistant  Attorneys  General

Capitol  Building,  Suite 18

700 Capitol  Avernie

Frarikfort,  KY  40601-2449

Hon.  Phillip  R. Patton

Special  Judge

c/o Bath  Circuit  Clerk

p.o.  Box  558

Owingsville,  KY  40360

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  r'.s.c.
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TESTIMONY  OF KIM BA.RKER  TABOR

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION  HEARING



EXHIBITS

L

2

3
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DVD

AOC  FORM
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DIRECT  EXAMINATION

2 BY MR,  CLAY:

3 Q Do you  know  the  other  ci.rcuit  court  judge  in  the

4 21at  Circuit?

Bill  Lane?

Yes.

Yes.

And  do  you  know  the  Cornrnonwealth's  Attorney?

Yes.

10  Q Are  you  familiar  with  the  office  arrangernerit  that

Il  those  two  gentlemen  have?

No.

13  Q Okay.  Have  you  ever  heard  Judge  Lane  and  Mr.

14  Goldy  discuss  Judge  Maze?

Yes.

W6uld  you  tell  us  about  that?

They  would  just  --  like,  what  part  do  I need :t:

18  mean,  they  would  just  talk  about  her  tn  --  in  general,  and

19 especially  now  that  this  is  happening,  that's  all  that  they

20 want  to  talk  about.

21 Q Were  you  aware  of  any  conversatior'is  before  this

22 proceeding  began  with  'L.he  Judiclal  Conduct  Commission  where

23 they  were  talking  about  getting  rid  of  her?

24  MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form,  but  you  can  sl:ill

answer.

3



2 A  Yeah,  Say  --  say  that  one  more  ti.me,  please.

2 Q Were  you  aware  of  any  conversations  between  Judge

3 Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy  prior  to  this  proceeding  with  the

4 ]udlciial  Conduct  Commission  where  they  wanted  to get  rid  of

5 her?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Again,  object  to  foym,  but  you  can

y still  answer.

8 A  I  wasn't  under  the  the  -  yes.  About  --

9 approximately  two  years  ago,  Mr.  Gol.dy  had  menl:ioned  that

10  our  dLstrict  judge,  Judge  Rober(s,  was  going  to  move  up  to

11  circuit  judge,  and  then  h.e,  himself,  was  going  to  move  up

12  to  district  judge.  But  this  whole  time,  I  thought  that

13  they  were  'talking'about  when  Judge  Lane  retlred  because  we

14  had  heard  that  Judge  Lane  went  to  '!:he  Retirement  Board.

15  Not  --  I  --  I  did  not  kriow  i.t was...

Q You  didn't  know  they  were  tallcing  about  Judge

!7  Maze?

A No.

Q Did  you  later  learn  they  were,  in  fact,  talking

20  about  Judge  Maze?

A Yes.

22 0  Could  you tell  us about  'l:hat?

23 A  I  was  under  the  impression  that  they  were  going

24 to  try  to  take  down  Judge  Maze  whenever  her  ex-husband  got

4



1  arrested,  I  had  heard  conversation  that that  this  vould

2 get  her  to  resign,

3 Q By taking  her  down,  getting  her  off  the  bench

4

s

6

A

Q

A

Yes.

One  Wag  Or  another?

Yes.

7 Q Dld  you  have  any  discussions  with  [udge  Maze

B after  her  ex-husband  was  arrested  in  September  of  2017

9 about  the  relationship  between  her  and  her  ex-husband?  Do

10  you  recall  that?

II

12

A

Q

As  in  if  she  was married  to  him?

No.  More  along  the  lines  of  whether  they  wer.e

13  going  to  continue  to  see  each  oL.her  or  he was  going  to  have

14  to  just  distance  himself  from  her.  Do  you  remember

15  anyl:h.i.ng  like  that?

16 MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form,  but  again,  you  <:an

17  still  answer.

18 Q And  if  you  don"t.,  t:hat

ig A I  don't I  don'  t really

20 Q Okay.

21 A recal.l  anythirig  of  that.  I I  do  remember

22 asl<ing  her  if  they  were  still  married,  and  that's  when  :[

23 learned  that  they  were had  been

24 when  he  was  in  trouble  the  first  time.

she  had  divorced  him

S



1 Q Right.  So  you  had  a  discussion  with  her  about

2 the  fact  they  were  divorced?

3 A Yes.

4 Q And  prior  to  that  time was  this  in  September

5 of last  yea5  do yobi  recall,  or maybe a little  after  that

6 when  you  discus.sed  her  marital  status  with  her  ex-husband?

7 MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

8 A I I I  don't  remember.

9 Q Okay.  Coul.d  we  elaborate  a  little  bit  more  about

10  the  personalities  involved  here?  We've  got  Judge  Lane,

II  ' we'  ve  got  Mr,  Goldy,  and  there'  s  some  relatives  who  were

12  alfso  involved  in  these  discussions,  wives  and  relatives.

13  Are  you  aware  of  any  of  those  discussions,  ma'am?

14. A Wives,  as  in  Judge  Roberts'  wife?

15 Q Yes,  ma'am.

16 MS,  AMLUNG:  Object:.on.

:17 Q And  what's  her  'name?

18 A Deanna,

19 Q Rlght.  Is  she  involved I  guess  a  term  that

20 could  be  applied  to  this  situation  that  I would  use  is

2:1. palace  intrigue.  Do  you  know  what  that  means?

22 A No,  sir:

23 Q That  there  are  schemes  going  on,  that  there  are

24 . plans  that  people  have  about  how  they'  re  going  to  carr.y  out

6



1 these  plots,  Does  that  make  sense?  Do you  understand  wha't

2 I'm  Sa7tng?

A Yes,  sir.

Q That  was

MS.  AMIiUNG:  Object  to  form.

Q And  that  was  going  on  here,  wasn't  it?

MS,  A)V[LUNG:  Object  to  form.

8 a A I  would  say  yes.

9 Q Okay.  In  addition  to  Judge  Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy,

10  who  else  was  involved  in  these  discussions,  to  your

ll  knowledge?

A There  was so  caa  I  just can  I  just  say  this

13  real.quick?  So  in  Deanna's  office,  wh.i.ch  Judge  Lane  is  in,

14  whenever  they  have  --  whenever  we have  court  involvjng

15  Ronnie  Goldy,  Ketth  Ctaycraft,  Ashton  McKenzle,  they  all  go

16  :LnL.o  one  off:i.ce  like,  for  breaks  or whatever,  and  they

17  tallc.  They  have  lunch.  And I'm don't  lcnow  what  all

18  they  discuss,  bu'L that  is  a big...

Q Judge  Maze  didn't  partJ.cipabe  in  those  meetings,

10  did  she?

A No,  And even  whenever  she  is even  if  she  ' s

22  whenever  she's  in  Rowan  County,  her  office  is  like,  right

23 down  the  ha'.Ll,  and  she I I  don't  see I  mean,  she

24 just  strays  to  herself  down  t.he  hall.

7



I Q To your  knowledge,  does  Deanna  Roberts  play  a

2 role  in  making  judicial  decisions  in  that  c:Lrcuit?

3

4

5

A

Q

A

Absolutely.

Tell  his about  that.

She  "pretty  mucli  rules  what  goes  on on  there.

6 She will  do things  as  in  issue  warrants,  and  then  slie  will

7 let tl"ien  she'll  call  Judge  Lane  and and  tell  hin,  yoci

8 know,  what  has  happened,  I've

9 pretty  much  runs  Drug  Court  in

IOCounty.

viitnessed  that  before.  She

both  Rowan  County  and  Bath

II Q In  what  manner  does  she  do  that,  ma'am?

12 A She  pretty  much  tells  people  and how  to

:].3 sancti.on  them and does the orders  for  sanct.l.orls  and and

14  things  of  that.  nature.

25 Q You're  not  involved  in  family  law,  but  does  Ms..

16  Roberts  make  decisions  about  visitation  and  custody  and

17 thirigs  of that  nature,  to  your  knowledge?

18

19 A

MS.  AMLUNG:  Objec't:.  to  form.

A lot  of  times  she  gives  Judge  Iiane

20 much  tells  Judge  Lane  what  to  do,

22 Q And he  does  :i.t.?

22 A And he  does  it.

she  pretty

23 Q Are  you  aware  of  a situatiori  where  an  order  was

24 presented a decree  pf  dissolution  was  pre.sented  to  Judge

25 Lane,  and  there  was  another  dissolution  proceeding  pending

8



I

2

at  that  time?  Do  you  know  anythi.ng  about  that?  And  Judge

Lane  signed  an  order  without  any  proof?  Do  you  know  what

3 I'm  talking  abobit?

4 A I  think  I  may  have  heard  something,  but.  I I

S wasn't  a  witness  to

5 Q Okay.

to  that,

7

8

A

Q

Uh-huh.  (AFFIR!vlATIVE)

Were  you  aware  of  any  problems  in  the

9 relabionship  betweeri  Judge  Maze  ar'id  the  Assistant

10  Commonwealth's  Attorney,  Ms.  Ashton  McKenzie?

21 A  . ' I  --  just  --  just  --  I  did  not  know  that  there

12  was  anything  between  Judge  Maze  and  Ashton.  I  knew  --  or

13  had  heard  that  there  was  some  issues  between  Dagny,  which

14  is  Judge  Lane's  paralegal,  and  Ashton.

15  tiff.

They  had  a little

16  Q Who's  the  ot-heir  Assistant  Commonwealth'  s

17  Attorney?

18 A Keith  Craycraft.

19 Q Are 'l  Ou aware  Of any L se ueEi that  have  ari.' sen

20 recently  regarding  Mr.  Craycraft?

21

22

A

Q

I  saw  it  on  the  news.

About  the  lawsutt  t.hat  was  filed?

23 A Yes.

24 Q Are  you  avare  of  anything  regarding  these

25 criminal  syndication  indtctments?

9



A Do  I  have  knowledge  of  it?

Q Yes,  ma'am.

A

Q

It  was  not  in  my  county.  No.

Okay.  You  brought  a  CD with  you,  I  believe,  from

5 your  records?

A I  did.

Q IEI  that  on  Mr.  Richard  Roland?

A It  15.

9 Q Have  yori  had  a chance  to  watch  that?

10  A  I  --  I  qu:-ckly  glariced  throbigh  there  to  make  sure

ll  I  had  the  correct.  orie.  And  I'm  sor.ry  for  ignoring,  He'  s

12  just  asking  me  questions,  so  I  don't  want  you  to  feel  bad

13  'ehat  I'm  leaving  you  out.

I4  MS,  AMLUNG:  Oh,  no.  You've  got  to  just  leave  me

15  out  righ,t  now  because  this  this  is  not  my  ballgame  right

16  now,  You'  re  perfectly  fine.

17  BY  MR.  CI,AY  :

Q Did  you  form  any  impressions  in  reviewing  that

DVD wiL.h  Mr.  Roland?

A Ashton  is Ashton  :is she she  likea  to

21  argue,  I  guess,  which  attorneys  do.  But  she's  -  she  has

22  the  --  toward  the  end,  she  --  she  made  a  a  --  a  snide

23  remark.  I  couldn't  really  hear  what  all  was  said  to  Dagny,

24  which  is  the  paralegal,  something  to  the  effect  of  like,

10



1  make  a decision.  I  don't  know  the  exact  wording,  but  she's

2 ready  to  go home,

3 Q Are  you  the  custodi.an  of  that  DVD,  ma'am?

4 A Yes,  sir.

5 Q And  did  you  produce  it  yourself?

6 A I  did.

7 MR.  C:liAY:  So we  igould  move  to  have  that  admitted

8 as  an  exhibit  in  Judge  Maze's  proceeding  before  the

9 Commission.

10  BY MR.  CLAY  :

Il A And and  can  I  say  something  else?

12 Q By  all  means,

13 A I  worry  for  my  safety  and  my  job  if  Judge  Lane  or

14  Ronnie  Goldy,  Deanna,  Ashton,  if  what  is  said  today  gets  t.o

15  them  (CRYING) I  just  want  you  all  to  know  that.  So  if

16  something  does  happen,  that  is  why,  because  that  is  how

17  that's  wha'l:  has  happened what

1!l  CIOSS  them,  You  don't  (CRYING)

19  needed  you  all  to  know  that.

20 Q Are  you.a.fraJd

21 A So  if  anyth:ing  happens...

you  don"t you  don'  t.

l'm  so  sor:ry,  but  I  just

22 Q Are  you  afraid  of  retaliation  in  the  event

23

24

A

Q

Very  much  so.

thqy  find  out  about  your  testimony?

11



A Yes,  I  didn'L.  know  that that  we  were  qolnq  to

2 be discussing  them,  T just  thought  I  was  goi.rv:)  to  tell  you

3 about  my  relationship.  But  having  discussed  that,  it it

4 it  will  be  bad  if  bhey  find  out  that  I  said  anything

5 about  them.

6 Q Have  you  seen  those  individuals  retaliate  against

7 otM.rs  who have  taken  positions  contrary  to  them?

8 MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

9 A Not not not  personally,  bu'c  just  what

10  people  have  said.

II MR.  CLAY:  May  we  have  just  a  moment?  We may  be

12 . through.  And

13 MS.  AMLUNG:  Kim,  do  you  want  a hissue?  Are  you

14  o kay  ?

15 MS,  BARKER-TABOR:  (NODS  HEAD  -  AFFIRMATIVE)

16 MS.  AML[IING:  Do  you  guys  mind?

17  BY MR.  CLA'f:

18 Q Ma'am,  I've  handed  you  a  document  there.  Could

19  you  ideritify  that  for  the  record,  please?

20 A It's  a AOC  order  --  Admtnistra't.ive  Office  of  the

21 Courts  order.

22 Q Is  that  an order  for  the  21a"  Judicial  Circuit?

23

24 that

A It  i,s  for  all all  120  counties.  It's  a  order

it's  a  standard  otder  that  everyone  uses.

12



And  if  you  would  look  in  the  lower  left-hand

2 corner  of  that  bl.ank  order,  what  does  it  say  down  tliere?

"  Di  stribution.

Is  that  the  order  that's  routinely  used  by  Judge

5 Maze  in  the  21sL' Circuit?

MS.  AMLUNG:  Object  to  form.

It  just  depends  on  when  she ,she'  s the  rube

8 (phonetic)  of  order,  and  she  doesn't  always  have  the

9 updated  forms,  but  yes,  she  has  used  this  one  before.

10  Q What  do  you  mean  by  "sl'xe  doesn't  always  have  the

II  updated  forms?"

(IAUGHS)  I'm  sorry.  So  when  we  wete  moving  from

13  one  end  of  town  to  our  new  judicial  center,  I  don't

14  there  was  forms  -  a gory  (phonetic)  of  forms,  and  then

15  our  office  also  had  forms  that  weren't  online  yet.  We were

16  still,  you  know,  using  t.he  paper  forma.  (IiAUGHS)  She  --  we

17  you  know,  we  were  told  by  Administrative  Office  of  the

18  Courts  to  --  you  kriow,  we  could  'l:.hrow  those  away  if  we

19  wanted  to  because  they  were  qoinq  t.o  revise  everything  and

20 -  and  she  went  through  her  trash  and  got  forms  t.hat  she

21 you  know,  that  she  would  still  use,  and  we had  -- we have  a

22 hard  time  breaking  her  of  us;ng  the  old  --  older  forms.

23 We're  stil.]  tryi.ng.  (liAUGHS)  Things  are  on  the  computer

24 system  now,  and and  a  lot  of  times,  her her  computer

13



I  system  doesn't  want  to  vork  with  our  Wi-F'i,  and  --  but

2 that.'s  what  I meari  by  that.

3 Q Okay.  So  that  form  that  I  just  showed  you  there

4 and  we'  11  mark  the  DVD as  Exhibit  1  and  the  form  I  just

5 showed  you  as  Exhibit  2 if  we  cocild.  Would  you  mind

6 writing  in  Exhibit  2 down  there  on  the  lover  corner  of

7 that?  I  want  to  show  you  what  we'll  mark  as  Exhibits  3 and

8 4,  and  are  those  kind  of  like  what  you  were  talking  about,

9 those  cild  orders?

10 A Yes.  They those  came  from  the  judicial  cen

:].1

12

or  the  courthouse.  We were  considered  courthouse.  We were

on  the.bottoni,  and  the  county  employees  were  on  the  top.

1.3 And  then  when  we  werit  'i:o  the  other  end  of  town,  we  have  two

14  separate  buJldings.  So  those  were  from  back  iri  the  day.

15 Q What.'s  different  about  the  lower  left-hand  corner

16  of  Exhibit  2

17  A  Can  I  put.  this  down  here?

18  Q --  absolutely  --  and  the  lower  left-hand  corners

19  of  Exhibits  3  and  '!l?

20 A 4,  on  the  revision  of  the  8-97,  the  Exhibit  2,

21  where  it  says,  "Distribution,"  lower  left  on  this  one,

22 which  is  June  of  ' 88  has  "Seen  and  Order  of  Entry  Wai'ued,"

23 Q So  they're  different?

24 A  They  yes.  One  has  "Dlstribution,"  and  the

25 other  one  has  "Seen  By and  Order  of  'Entry  Waived,"

14



Q Both  3 and  4 have  that  "Order  of  Entry  Waived,"  I

2 believe;  is  that  correct?

A Correct.

Q And  3 and  4 are  older  orders  which  were  obsolete

S at  the  time  there  was  this  move?

A Yeah.  They it  was  re and  I  tliink  we  have

7 another  revision,  a  newer  form  of  this  one  even  now.

MR,  CLAY:  Then  I  would  move  for  admission  of

9 Exhibits  1  through  4.  And  just we  'l:alked  aboul:  this  off

10  the  record,  but  I'm  go3nq  to  ma]ce  it  part  of  the  record.

!I  We're  going  to  move  to  seal  your  testimony  here  today

12  pending  further  orders  by  the  Judicial  Conduct  Comission

13  in  hopes  that  this  vill  never  become  par.t  of  the,  public

14  record,  so  you  won't  have  to  suffer  this  fear  o:e

15  retaliation.

16  MS.  AMIiUNG:  And,  again,  just  for  the  purpose  of

17  the  records,  we  will  just  oppose  for  'L.he  purpose  that:  we

18  did  not  ask  her  here,  arid  JCC has  an  in'berest  in  preserving

19  the  pciblic's  knowledge.

10  MR.  CLAY:  W,ell,  it  seems  to  me like  JCC  would

21 have  an  interest  in  protecting  this  clerlc  from  being

12  retaliated  against  by Judge  Lane  and  Mr.  Goldy.  It  seems

23 to  me  like  they  would  have  that  interest  as  well.

MR.  AMLUNG:  Well,  Mr.  Clay,  we  can  let  them

25 decide.  There's  no need  to  be  hostile  with  me.

15



I

2

(EXHIBIT  1  ADMITTED  INTO  EVIDEN(J2)

(EXHIBIT  2 ADMITTED  INTO  EVIDENCE)

3

4

(EXHIBIT  3 ADb[TTED  INTO  EVIDENCE)

(EXHIBIT  4 AD['llITTED  IN'I'O  E,VIDENCE)

5 BY  MR.  CLAY  :

(3i Q If  you  got  Exhibits  3 and  4 as  they  are  currently

7 indicated  there,  would  you  view  Lhat  for  distribution?

8 A SO  if  I if  I  had  received  thts  order  from

9 from  Judge  Maze is  't.hat  what  you'  re  asking  me?

10 Q Yes,  ma'am.

ll A Would  I  have would  I  have  sent  it  out  as  a

12  distribul:ion?

:1.3 Q Yes,  ma'arn,

14 A Yes.

15 Q Tha'!:'s   all.

16  A  , Like,  I  would  make  sure  that  whoever  was  ].isted

17  got  a  copy  of  this.

18  MS.  AMLUNG:  Oh,  is  thah  all  your  questigns?  Oh,

19  I  apologize,

20  CROSS  EXAMINATION

21  BY MS . AMLUNG  :

22 Q All  ri.ght,  Ms.  Tabor?

23 A Yes.

16



I  Q Tabor.  Okay.  My name'  E3 0livia  Amlung.  I

2 represent  the  Judicial  Conduct  Commission.  First,  before

3 do  you  need  a just  a minute?  Are  you

4  . A  I'm  okay.

5 Q You're  okay?  Okay.  I  just  have  a few  questions

6 for  you.  Again,  since  this  is  a  deposition,  just  some

7 like,  grour'id  rules.  I  don'  L. know  is  a  perfectly  acceptable

8 answer,  so  don't  feel  ljke  you  have  to  glve  me  words  that  I

9

10

ask  for,  okay?

A  (NODS  HEAD  -  AFFIRMATIVE)

ll Q First,  have  you  read  the  charges  that  have  been

12  brought  agairist  Judge  Maze?  Have  you  seen  any  of  those?

13 A I WaS fOld  b'l  Deanna  ROLlerfS  where to to  find

:l4  the  complaint.

15

16

Q

A

Okay.  Did  you  read  any  of  those?

I  read  the  first  --  first  one,  and  it  really

17  doesn't  didn't  happen  in  nothing  happened  lilce,  iri

;L8 Rowari  County  --

19  Q Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

2o  A  --  so  I  --  I  chose  not  l-o.

21  Q Okay,  So  then  you're  aware  of  the  two  orders

22  tliat  were  signed  by  Judge  Ma.ze  on  September  IBth  of  2017?

23 A These?

24 Q Correct.  ' The  two  orders

25 A Yes.

17



I Q in  front  of  you,  Exhibits  3 and  4?

2 A Yes.

3 Q Do  you  have  ariy  personal  firsthand  knowledge  of

4 whether  those  orders  were  entered,  signed,  anything  about

5 those  orders?

6 A I  donlt.

7 Q Okay.

s A  But  being  --  bu)  being  a  --  being  a  clerk  for  so

9 long,  you  knov,  for  so many  years  like,  I  --  this  didn't  go

10  t.hrough  the  Clerk's  office

ll  Q Righe.,

12 A because  it  doesn't  have  a  stamp  pn  it.

13 Q Okay.  But  bhen

14

15

A

Q

Is  that  thhat  you  mean?

Partially,  yes.

16 A Okay.

:i7  Q So  le.t  me  clarify  it  for  --  a  little  bit  for  you.

18  So  then  those  specific  two  orders  right  in  front  of  you,

19  Exhri.bi'l:s  3 and  4,  you've  never  seen  those  before  all  these

20  charges  were  brocight,  correct?

21 A Correct.

22 Q You  don't  have  any  personal  lcnovledge  of  those

23 specific  orders?

24 A Correct.

18



1  Q Okay.  Do you  have  any  firsthand  lcnowledge  of

2 what  Mr.  C].ay  referred  to  earlier  as  the  syndicate  cases?

3 A No,

4 Q Okay.  Because  you  said  those  were  not  ln  your

5 county,  correct?

6 A Correct.

7 Q Okay.  S)O do you  liave  any  firstharid  knowledge

8 really  about  anything  involved  in  those  complaints  that  you

9 read?

10 A No.

11 Q Okay.  So as the  Circuit  Clerk,  and  you've  been

12  .+n the  Clerk's  office  for  quite  some  time,  your  name  has

13 been  assigned  to  many  orders  and  documents  that  have  gone

14  through  the  Clerk's  of.fice,  correct?

15 A Correct.

16 Q Do you  read  all  of  those  before  you  put  your  name

17  ori  them?

18

19

A

Q

Some things  already  have  my name  on them  like

That's  fair.

20 A --  you  know,  like  subpoenas  and  things.

21 Q Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

22 A  They  already  have  li]ce,  my name  on them,  and  then

23 like,  a deputy  would  sign  off  on them  and  give  them  to  an

24 attorney.  So at  that  time,  the  attorney  would  fill  out  the

19



1  subpoena,  or  whoever  needed  to  issue  a  subpoena,  so  I

2 I  don't,

3 Q So  let  me  clarify  then.

4 A Okay.  Sorry.

I

5 Q So  when  you  are  actively  signlng  your  name  or

6 filling  something  out  in  ar'i  order,  you  t-hink  it's  best

7 practice  to  read  the  ehings  that  you're  filling  out,

8

g

correct  ?

A Yes.

10 Q Okay.  So  is  it  fair  to  say  then  when  you're

1!  looking  at  Exhibits  3 and  4 where  it  says,  I  believe,  "Have

12  Seen  and  Agreed"

1.3 A Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

14 Q if  'you'  re  filing  that  out,  and  writing  riames

15  below  tha,t,  are  you when  you  are  doing  that,  personal.ly,

16  are  yoci  tellirig  people  that  those  individuals  have  seen  and

17  agreed?

18 A

19 Q

I  would  assume,  Yes.

Okay,

20 MS.  AMLUN(J:  That.'  s  all  the  questlons  I  have.

21 Thank  you.

22

23

24

25

hid.  BARKER-TABOR:  Uh-huh.  (AFFIRMATIVE)

MR,  CLAY:  That's  all.

MS.  AMI..UNG:  Okay.
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COMMONWEALTH  OF uNTUCl(Y

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION

IN RE THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUfT  COURT  JUDGE

21"tJUDIClAL  CIRCUIT

ORDER

Upon  due consideration  of Judge Maze's Motion  to Continue  Based Upon Newly

Provided  DiSCOVety and the ReSpOllSe in OppOSttiOn; Jlldge MaZe'S. MOtiOn tO Rule TeXt

Messages  of  Champ Maze lnadnnissible  and to Strike  from  Exliibit  List and the Response  in

Oppositton;  alid  51ldge MaZe'S MOtiOn tO Seal the Deposition  OfI(tm  BarkerTabO'r  tD Prevent

Retaliatioxi  and the Response ixi Opposition;  and t}he Commtssion  being  fully  advised  and

informed,  it is hereby  ordered  that  the Motions  be and they  are }iereby

CERTIFICATE  OF SERViCE

November  2018i

Thonnas E, Clay, Esq.

Clay Daniel  Winner,  LLC
9:1.7 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY 4!0243

tclav@tdavlaw.coin

Stephen  Ryan

7104  Hillcircle  Coi.ire

Loufsville,  I(Y 40214

stepheB  ryarl(a)7ocl<e5n3il,ct)z

William B, Johrison, Esq.
Johnson  Bearse, LLP
326  West  Main  Street

Frankfort,  I(Y 40601

bill@johnsonbearse,corrl

Jeffrey  C. Mando
Adams., Stepner,  Woltermann  & Dusing,
PLLC

40 West  Pike St,

Covington,  KY 41011

jrnando@aswdlaw.com
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY
BATi-I ClRCUtT  COUR7r

CRjMINAL  DfWSION
CASEN0.  18-CR-00059

COMMONWBALaI'I-I  OF KENTUCKY

VS, ORDER  ON  PENDING  MOT  10NS

I,AURA  LEWIS MAZE, /UCA: BETH LB'MS  MAZE

PLA]NTiFF

DHFENDAN'i'

'Severa[ matters are 5efore the Court oii motions of t)ie Defendant. Tlie Court has reviewed
all tl'ie pleadirigs and Jios considered argunients  of  counsel,

I'r  IS I-JEREBY ORDERED:

I)  'The motion of tlie Defendant to require Deanna Roberts to show cause why  slie

Should net be. 1)eld ttl COlltelllpt f'(l: alle2;ed 'ltnesslnt)mi'datton  18 DENIED-

2) ThenlOtiOtlOftlleDefet,dantU1attlleCOlnrnOnwealtllprOVideinaBillOfPattiCl1larS

the navy:ies anel addresses, if  knowan, of' any w'tnesses, excilpatoiy  witness or persons

obsei'ving Or participatiflBin  the criianes cl:iarged in tile illCliC(nllelltl8  GRANTEI),
3) The Defendant's motion sanction and fo disqualify Spec.ial Prosecutor Maridelle

Malone  is DENIED.

4)

5)

The n'iotions to quash filed by i'xoiiparties are GRANTED  in part, I-Iowever, see tlte
separate oi'dets regarding IN CAMERA INSPECTION of  designated ceu phone

numliers and designate.d dates, After distribution to counsel the orders regardingtext
messages shall be sealed.

Cotmsel shall bring tlieir calendais with them, to the pretrial conJ'ererxce on Marclx
14, 2079 and be prcpaied to set a trial date.

So ordeted tliis II}tl day of  March, 2019.

CL,ERt( TO SE,ND COPIES TO:
All  al:torn.eys ofrecord

HON. PHTL PAITON
SPECIAL JUDGE



COMMONWEAI,T!I  Or KENTUCKY
BATH  ClRCUlar'  COURT
(JMIMI,  DlVISiON

CASEN0.  18.('R.00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF [(ENTtJCKY

VS. ORDER  GRANTING  IN (',AMgRtt  {NSPE(,'IION
OF,TEXT  MESS,SGr,S

[,AURA  LE'vVlS MAZF., At(A:  BE-I-T-I I,E\V1S MAZE

)N*4N1*

PI,AINTIFF

DEFENI)ANT

Tlli!+ mattei' hnVil1g COme be'foretliis  Call!'t roiiOwing  'tale 'ISSLUI(1C(! OfStlbl)OellaS 't'(lr Clie,text

inessitges and tnotions to quasl'i For Judge Williain  Laiie, Ronnie GoRJy. Keith C raycrat't. Aslnt:in

McKenzie, Deamta Robeits ancl Keliy Ookly, and tliis Court havii'iB rcvicvved pleadings. cx!'iibits,

ai'id havin@ consi<iered RCr 7.26 (2), IT IS HE',REBY ORDERED  AS I"Ol.LOWS:

AT&;r smttl iinincdiately  prodtice, f'or in can'icra inspcctioi'i, to tlie !3atli Circtiit  C(erk.

tinder seal to Cotiithouse Airnex. (9 East h4ain Street. I),O, BOX .558. Owin@sville. Kemticky

40360-O'558, text inessages l'or tlie l'olloiving  ptione nuim:iers and correspondii'ig  dates:

1, Williatn  E, Lane-(859)  585-6487, for Septei'i'iber 18 & 19. 2017; October 12, 13. I zl. 2017:

November  13, 14, 201 7;,Iune )4, 18 & (9, 2018; Jtily 23, 24, 25. 2018: August 2, 6, & 7,

201 8; Noveiriber  1, 2018 and Decemlxir  6, 2018,

2, Roi'inie Goldy-(606)  '/76-1735,  For Septeinber 18 & 19. 2017: (.)ctobcr 3; 4, 5, 2017;

October 12, 13, 1=:i IS, 20i7;  Noveinber  9, 10. l 1. 12. 13. r4, 2017: fvlay 22, 2018;June

12. U. 14, l 5, 18 8< 19. 201 8; July 24 & 25. 2018; October8  & 9, 2018; Novei'iiber  ). 201 8

ai'id December 6, 2018.



TEN[")ERED  BY:

/s/ 1-laioi'nas 12. Clay

Tl-10M/15  E. CLAY,  p.s,c,
Cl,AY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC
9171,ily  Creek  Road
l,ouisville.  KY  40243
(502)  561-2005

B:!ay-:.rxlp!.:;>.:!;=,.qiiii

DiSTRlBUTION:
Special  Cl'oinmoi'iwea!tli  Attorney,  Melvin  Leonhart
AssiStnllt  Attotiiey  Genqral,  l,auraaripton

i' , s il(  ', i  ! " a ' 'I  .'-



COMMONWEAL,TH  OF K[ENTUC]<Y
BATH ClRCU[-taCOURl-
CRJMINAI,  DIVISION

CASfENO. )8..C1'(.000,59

COMMONWEAI,Tl-I  OF KENTUCK'i' I)l,AINIII:r:

VS. ORDER  Gla(ANTl.NG IN CAMERA  INSPECTiON
OF'TEXT  MESS,a(GES  "  ""'

I,ALJR/\ l,E'lVIS  MAZE.  AKA: BET)-[ I,EWIS MAZE DEl'ENDiANT

I****

Tliis i'i'iatter having coi'iie before tl'iis Couit laollowing the tssuance of sublioenas l'or tlie text

niessages and mo(ipiis to qunsh taor Deitni'ia Roberts' text messages. and tliis Cotiit  having revicwetl

pleadiiigs, exhiliits. and having coi'isidcred RCr 7.26 (2), IT !S I-IEREBY ORDER[2D AS

FOI,LOWS:

Sprint s)'iali immediately produce. for iii ciii'i'iern inslieciioi'i. to the 13atti Circi.iit Clerk. under

seal, to Coiirtliocise Ani'iex, 19 [,East Main Street. I).0, Box 558. OsvingsviHe. Kemucky 40360-

0558, text messages for Deat'ina Roberts. (GO6) 356-3775, f'or tlie roilowing dates: Septcinber i8,

19, 20, 2017; October 3, -4. 5, 2017: October 11, 12, i3, I 4, 15, 2.01'/: Noveinlicr  9. l O, l 1, 12, 13,

14, 2017; January 23, 24, & 25. 2018; June 14 & 19, 201 8. Jcily 25. 2018. Ni.>vember  6. 2018 and

December 1. 2018.

Pl-tit. PATTON,
SPIECIAL, DA"r}) C]RCUI'T'JUDOE

..,' i , .  : ! ii  , a I r .1  "  :i a 
=>:<:ii=ib
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-l.'

3. Keith Craycrat't-(859) 5845-0933 taor Se1iteml'>er )8. l'). 2017. Oc(obcr 3. 4. 5 2017:

October  I 1, ]2. i3. 14, 15. 201'/:  Noveinber9.  10. I 1. 12, 13, 14. 2017:.ftily  25. 2018;

'November  1, 2018 aricl Deeetnlier  6, 2018,

4, Asliton  McKenzie-  (606') 776-6670  For September  18, 19. 20, 2017: October  3, 4. 5. 2017.

October l !, 12, ! 3, 14, 15, 2017; November 9. 10, 11. 12. 73. 14. 2017; Jainiaiy  2,3, 2,4 &

25, 2018:  June 14, l 5, 201 8;July  24, 25, 2018, November  12018  iuid December  6. 201 R.

PHII.  PATTON,

SP!ECIAL, BAT'l)  CIR(.'Lll-r  JUDOE

TENDERED  BY:

/s/ TV)omas E, Clay
Tl-iOl!4  AS E,' CLAY, P.S,C,
Cl,AY  DANiEl,  WINNER.  LLC
9)7  Lily  Creek  Road
Louisvi!le.  KY 40243
(5(}2)  561-2005

t.t'lav u t<:lallaii.t:nin

DlS'rRIBUTION:

Special  Coinmonweali)i  Attoi'ney,  Mclvin  Leoi'il'iait
Assistant  i(ttorney  Oetieral,  'liaura  l'ip(on

j';  i'irl(  !'('(I . 'I



COMMONWEALI"H OF KENTUCKY
BATH CIRCUIT COtJRT

CRJMrNAL DkVlSION
CASE N0. 18-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTI-t  OF KENTUCK'Y

VS. ORDER  ON PENDING  MOTIONS

LAURA  LE,WTS MAZE,  AKA:  BBTH  LBWI8  MAZE

I)I,AINTIFF

DBI"ENDANI-

Several matters are before the Coirt  on motiotis of the Defendant. The Court has reviewed
all the plcac(ings atxdlta.s corisidered aiag,umetits ofcotuisel,

I.T IS I-tERF,BY  ORDER'ED:

l)  The motion of the Defendaixt to require Deanna Roberts to show cause why she

sl"iot'dd not be held in contempt foralleged witness intimidation is DENIED.

2) Themo!:ionoFtheDefeiydamthattheCotnmonwealthprovideinaBillofPartieulars

tlie; names and addresses, if  knoivn, of  any witnesses, exculpatory wttness Or pela80IlS

observing or participating in tlie crimes ci'xarged in the indictment  is (JRANTEI).

3) The Defendattt! motion sanctioi'r and to disqualify SpeciaJ Prosecutor Marideile

Malone  is DENIEI).

4) The motiom to quasli filed by nonpai:ties are GRANTED iit patt However, see the

separate orders regarding IN CAMERA mSPECTION of designated cell phone

rutmlters arirl designated dates. Afiet distribution to counsel (Il'xe ordei's regarding tcxt
messages sliall  be sealed.

5) Counsel shall bring their calendats witl'x them, to the pretrial conl"erericc on Marcli

14, 2019 aiid be prepared to set a trial date,

So ordered this fl'h day of  March,  2019.

CI,EII  'I"O SEND COPIE8 TO:
All  altorneys of record

I-ION. PI-tII, PAT'['ON
SPEClkL  JUDGE



COMMONW['.A.l,TH  OF KENTUCI<'i'
BATI-I CrRClFr  COURT
CRIMJNAL  D(V[S{ON

CASE  NO, l 8-CR-00059

COMMONWEAL.T)-I  OF KENTtJCKY

VS, ORDEI!, GRANTING {N CAMERAi mSPEC'I'40N
OF TluXT SiESSAxGES

IAURA  LEWIS  ('vtAZ[F, AKA:  BE1'H  l.,E'iVfS MAZE

PLAINTIFF

DEF[ENDANT

This  ina(ter  having  coiue  befi)re  tliis Cotirt l'ollowing  the isstiance oi'stibpoenas  rot the text

i'nessages and motions  to quasli ('or Judge Williiun Lane, Ronnie Goldy.  Keith,Craycralt  Ashton

McKenzic, Deanna Rolierts and Keliy (ioldy, and this Court liaving reviesved plcadin@s. exliibits.

and hnvJng considered  RCr 7.26 (2), IT' IS }iEl;'EBY  ORDERED  AS FOI-LOWS:

AT&T  sluil! ii'iimedintely  produce. ('or in cai'iicru inspection,  to the Ba!li Clrc.uit (':lcrk.

uiider seat. to Courthouse Aniiex. 19 East Main Street. P,O. Box 558, Owii'iBsvillc.  Kentucky

40360-0558, text messages t6r the i'olloiving phone numbers and corrcs)iondiriz dates:

1, William E, Latie-(859) 585-64-87. f'or Sel:itember I 8 & ! 9, 2017; October (2, 13, (4, 2017:

Noverderl3,  14, 2017; Jxine 14. 18 & 19, 2018;Ji,ily  23. 24, 25. 2018;  August  2. 6, & 7,

2018;  November  1, 2018 arid Decci'nber  6. 2018.

2. Ronnie Cioldy-(606)  776-l735,  For Sepeen'iber 18 & 19, 2017; October  3. 4, 5, 2017;

Octoberl2,  13, 14. !5, 2017; November  9, )0. II.  12. 13. 14. 2017; May  22. 2018;jtinc

12,13, H, 15. 18&l9.20l8;Jt.ily24&25,2018;Octolier8&9,2018:Noveint:ierl.2018

and Det,einber  6, 2018,



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENT[JCI(Y

BATI-I  CIRCUIT  COURT
CRIMINAL  ACTIONN0,  18-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

V,

LAURA  LEWTS  MAZE DEFENDANT

NOTICE  OF APPEAL

Notice is given  that nonpatties  William Laite, Circuit Jud@e for the Coimrionwealth's

21st Judicial  Circuit,  Deay>na Roberts,  adininistrative  assistant to Judge Larie, and Ronnie  Goldy,

Commonweafth's  Attorney  for the 21st Judicial Circuit, hereby appeal from this Couit's Au@ist

2, 2019 0rder  Regarding  "I'ext  Messages (App,  1, hereto), That  Order has the effect  of  partially

dcnying  the nonparljes'  motions  to quash Defendaiit's  subpoenas duces tecum. As recogi'ffzed  in

Ml,sotate Property  & C'asztalty  Im. Co. v, K(eiyfiW, 568 S,W,3d 327, 333 (Ky. 2019), the deiffal

of  a nonparty's  motion  to quasli  is a final  and immediately  appealable  judgment.  568 S.W.3d

327, 333 (I(y.  2019) (citing  Marion  Nat. Bavik  v, Abeli's  Adm'x,  88 Ky,  428, 11 S.W, 300, 301

(1889). See also td at 333, n. 23 ("'Ail  order  denying  a motion  to qriash a subpoena  du.ces tecum

is not  appealable  as to a party  in the proceedings.  I-Iowever,  as to a riorrparty  to the proceedings,

Mwion  Nat. Banky. AbelPsAdm'x ruled that tlie order is fina! and appealable."') (quotiixg

Thomas L. Osborne, Trial Flarrdb(iolc for  Kentucky Lawyers, Trial Handbook for Ky. Law, §

23 :5, Subpoena  duces tecum  (Nov,  207 7 ripdate)),

I

al8-CFi-00069 08/00/2019 Olaudette  Faudere!  Bath Circuit  ClerkFiled



The  Appellants  are Judge  William  Lane,  Commonwealttls  Attorney  Ronnie  GOkl)/,  Ell':id

Ms.  Deanna  Roberts,  nonpatty  movantq  to this  proceeding,

Tlie  Appellees  are Laura  Lewis  Maze,  the Defendanl  in this  proceeding,  and the

Commonwealth  of  Kentucky,  the Plairitiff  3is this  proceeding.

Appellaiits  have  paid  aiiy  filing  fees required  by CR  76.42(2),  made applicable  in

criminal actions by RCrl2,02,  simultaneously with the electronic filin@ of  this Notice of Appeal,

Respectfully  Submitted,

/s/Laura  C. Ttptotz

:laura  C, Tipton

Assistant  Attorney  General

Office  of  the Attorney  GeneraJ

700 Capita}  Ave,  Suite  18

Franlcfort,  KY  40602

(502)  696-5300

(502)  564-2894  (FAX)

Iaurac.tipton@ky.3ov

Counsel for  the Commonwealth'sAttorney,
Judge  '!rVllliam  Lane,  arid  Dearma  Robert's

2

Flled is-cm-ooosg  oaxoe,,iota Claudetto  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk



COMMONWEALTl'i  OF KENTUCKY
BA'll  ICjRCUiT  COURT
CASE N0.  18-CR-00059

SPEClAl  JUD(JE  PHIL  PATTON

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAJNT  IF I"

ORDER  RE(';ARI)tNG  TEXT  MESSAGF,S

LAURA  LEWTS MAZE DEFENDANT

The issue of  production  of  text messages of  iiamed non-parties  has been addressed several

tires,  After  the Commonwcaltlt  advised the Court that it would  no be calling  the iion-parties  as

witnesses tlie Court  set aside its prior  order on production,

The Commonwealth  has now  listed three of  the non-parties  as potential  witnesses and the

Defeiidant  lias filed  a renewed  rriotion  for production  for specified  text messages, IT  IS }iEREBY

ORDERED  Tl-iAT  ON OR  BEFORE  AUGUST  30, 2019i

That AT  &T  and Spring'SHALL  provide  to the Court,  text messages for the below  phone

numbers for the dates listed. Said text messages shall be sent to the Bath Circuit  Clerk,  Claudette

Faudere Courthouse  Annex,  19 E, Main  Street, P.0, Box 558, Owingsville,  Kentucky  40360. The

Clerk  shall sea} all texts provided  and shall tlten provide  the texts to the undersigned  for in-camera

iJiSpeCtiOll.

AT&T  S}iALl  provide  to tlte Court cell phone text messages of  William  E, Lane (859)

585-6487,  for September 18 & 19, 2017; October 12, 13, 14, 2017; Novemberl3,14,  2017; June

14,t8  &19,  2018; July 23,24,25,  2018; August  2,6,&  7, 2018; Novemberl,  2018 and Dec 6, 2018,

arc available.

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 3



AT&l-  SHALL  provide io the Court the cell phone text messages of  Ronnie Gcildy  (606)

776-7135, for September 18 & 19, 2017; October 12, 13, 14, 2017; Novei'nber  13,14, 2017; June

14,18 & 19, 2018; Ji.tly 23,24,25, 2018;August  2,6,& 7, 2018; November 1, 20 18 ai'id Dcc 6, 2018,

are available.

Sprint Si-{ALL provide tO the Court the Celt pbone teXt messages Of Deanna RObertS (606)

356-:3775 for September 18 &19,  20, 2017; October 3, 4, 5, 2017; October 11, 12, U, 14, 2017;

November  9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 20t7;,Tanuary 23, 24 & 25, 2018; June 14,18 & 19, 201 8; July 23,

24, 25, 2018; August 2,6,& 7, 2018; November 1, 2018 and Dec 6, 2018, are available.

So ordered this 2ndday ofAugust,  2019,

HON. P.F-IJL R. PATTON
SPECT AI,  JUDGE

'%

CLERKTO  SEND  COPIES  TO:

Special  Commoiiwealtli's  Atty,  }Ion.  Michelle  Snodgrass

Assistant  Commonsvealth's  Atty,  }fon,  Laura  Tiptori

Hon.  Thomas  Clay

Al!  Attorneys  of  Record



CERTIFICATE  OF SERVICE

This  is to certify  that  true  and correct  copy  of the foregoing  has been  served  via

electronic  mail  on this  the  26fh  day  of  August,  2019,  upon  the  following:

Thomas  E. Clay, Esq.

Clay  Daniel  Winner,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY 40243

tclay@tclaylaw.com

Ms. Jimmy Shaffer
Executive  Secretary

KY Judicial Conduct Commission
p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY 40604

{immyShaffer@kycourts.net

cc:  Barlow  Reporting

.1s./ Jeffre.y C, Mando
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq.

2018558.1

223751.78311
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT COMMISSION

IN  RE THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE
21StJUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

NOTICE  OF VIDEO  DEPOSITION

Please take notice that the Judicial Conduct Commission,  by and through  counsel,

pursuant  to the  Kentucky  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,  will  take  the  video  deposition  of  MARK

COLLIER  on  Wednesday,  August  28, 2019  at 1:00  p.m,  at the  Madison  Circuit

Courthouse,  101  West  Main  Street,  3rd Floor,  Richmond,  KY 40475,  before  a court  reporter

duly  authorized  to administer  an oath,  the  deposition  to continue  from  day  to day  until

complete.

Respectfully  submitted,

,/s,/jeffrey  C, Mando
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. (#43548)
Olivia  F. Amlung,  Esq.  (#97449)

ADAMS,  STEPNER,

WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40  West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY 41011

859.394.6200

859.3.92.7263  - Fax

jmando@aswdlaw.com

oamlung@aswdlaw.com

Counsel for  Judicial  Conduct Commission



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CASEN0.  18-CR-00059

SPECIAL  J[JDGE  PHIL  PATTON

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

RESPONSE  TO  MOTION  TO  ST  AY  ORDER

PENDING  APPEAL

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

1. On August  6, 2019,  the non-parties  Judge  Lane,  Roberts,  and Goldy  filed  a notice

of  appeal  from  this  Court's  Order  Regarding  Text  Messages.

2. The  non-parties  also filed  a motion  to stay  order  pending  appeal.

3. A long  line  of  cases beginning  with  Johnson  v. Commonwealtli,  17 S.W.3d  109

(Ky.2000),  holds  that  this  Corirt  loses  jurisdiction,  except  in limited  circumstances,  to act  upon  the

third  parties'  motion.

The  trial  corirt's  entry  of  the nunc  pro  hmc  order  after  the filing  of

the  notice  of  appeal  runs  afoul  of  our  well-established  rule,  as stated

inJohnsonv.Commonwealth,17S.'JV.3dlO9,113(Ky.2000):  "As

a general  rule,  except  with  respect  to iSsues  of  custody  and child

support  in a domestic  relations  case, the filing  of  a notice  of  appeal

divests  the trial  court  of  jurisdiction  to rule  on any iSSues  while  the

appeal is pending." See also City of  Devondale v. Stallings, 795
S.W.2d  954, 957 (Ky.  1990)("A  notice  of  appeal,  when  filed,

transfers  jurisdiction  of  the case from  the circuit  court  to the

appellate  court.  It  places  the named  parties  in  the  jurisdiction  of  the

appellate  court.").  Hence,  upon  the filing  of  a notice  of  appeal,  a

circuit  court  loses  jurisdiction  over  the particular  case, owing  to the

transfer  of  the  jurisdiction  to the appellate  court.

Wright  v. Ecolab,  Inc.,  461 S.W.3d  753 (Ky.20l5)

WHEREFORE,  the  defendant  moves  this  Court  to deny  the  third  parties'  motion.

1

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 4



Respectfully  Submitted,

/.s'/ Thomas  E. Clav

Thomas  E. Clay,  p.s.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

Telephone:  (502)  561-2005

Facsimile:  (502)  589-5500

tclay@.tclaylaw.com

Covmsel for  Defendant Laura Lewis Maze

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It  is hereby  certified  that  on  this  9f'l day  of  August,  2019  electronically  filed  the foregoing

Response  to Motion  to Stay  Order  Pending  Appeal  with  the  Bath  Circuit  Clerk  and  the  Court  by

rising  the electronic  filing  system  and  notification  of  same  was  copied  to all  registered  filing

participants  in  the  above  styled  action  to:

Hon.  Michelle  Snodgrass

Special  commonwealth  Attorney

601 Washington  Street,  Suite  201

Newport,  KY  41071

Hon.  Laura  Tipton

Capitol  Building,  Sriite  118

700  Capitol  Avernie

Frankfort,  KY  40601-2449

/s/  Thomas  E. Clay

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.

2



COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CASE  NO.  l 8-CR-00059

SPECIAL  JUDGE  PHIL  PATTON

COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY PLAINT  IFF

TEXT  MESSAGES/JtJRlSD}CTION

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

After  tlie  Special  Prosecutor  revealed  that non-parties,  Judge  William  Lane,  his

admiriistrative  assistant,  Deanna  Roberts  and Commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy,  were

potential  trial  witnesses  for  the Commonwealth,  the Court  granted  a Motion  for  Production  of  Text

Messages  for  specified  dates  for  in-camera  review  by the Court  (8/2/19).

The  non-parties  filed  a Notice  of  Appeal  and a Motion  to Stay  the order  pending  appeal

(8/6/19).  The  Defendant  filed  a response  secking  denial  oia the motion  (8/9/19).  The  non-parties

filed  a reply  in support  of  the motion  (8/9/19),  followed  by a response  by tlie  Deferidant  (8/13/19).

The Court  after  review  of  the pleadings  and being  sufficiently  advised  finds  that  it is

without  jurisdiction  to either  grant  or  deny  the  Motion  to Stay.  The filing  of  the Notice  of

Appeal  divested  this  Court  of  jurisdiction  and transferred  jurisdiction  on the issue  to the Court  of

Appeals.

So ordered  this  141" day of  August,  2019.

}iON.  PHIL  R. PATTON

SPECIAL  JUDGE

CLERK  TO  SEND  COPIES  TO:

Hon.  Thon'ias  Clay

Special  Commomvealtlios  Atty,  Hon.  Michelle  Snodgrass

}[on.  Theodore  H. Lavit

Hon.  Thon"ias  P. Jones

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 5



Filed 18-CR-00059  08/19/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CRIMINAL  ACTION  NO.  l 8-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

V. NOTICE-MOTION-ORDER

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

NOTICE

The  following  Motion  will  be heard,  as necessary,  at the  Court's  convenience.

MOTION  TO  QUASH  SUBPOENAS

Non-parties  Ronnie  Goldy,  Commonwealth's  Attorney  for  the  21st  Judicial  Circuit,  and

Keith  Craycraft  and  Ashton  McKenzie,  Assistant  Commonwealth's  Attorneys  for  the  21st

Judicial  Circuit  (collectively,  the  "Commonwealth's  Attorney  parties"),  by  and  through  counsel,

move  for  an order  quashing  the  subpoenas  served  on  them  by  Defendant  Laura  Lewis  Maze.

(See Exhibits  A,  B,  and  C, attached.)  Specifically,  Mr.  Goldy  moves  to qriash  the  subpoena  for

his  text  messages  regarding  the  Defendant;  he does  not  object  to appearing  to testi:ty,  as he

recognizes  tliat  he is a witness  to and  victim  of  the  alleged  criminal  conduct.  Mr.  Craycraft  and

Ms.  McKenzie  move  to quash  the subpoenas  in  their  entirety.  In  support  of  this  Motion,  the

Commonwealth's  Attorney  parties  offer  the  following  Memorandum  of  Law.  A  tendered  order

is attached.

MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  MOTION

TO  QUASH  SUBPOENAS

The  text  message  issue  is not  new  to this  Court.'  Defendant  previously  subpoenaed  the

Commonwealth's  Attorney  parties  and  AT&T  for  their  text  message  records  in  December  2018.

'The  non-parties  incorporate  by reference  as if  fully  set forth  herein previous  filings  in this case, including  their
initial  motion  to quash and March  8, 2019 Reply,  their  March  14, 2019 Motion  to Reconsider,  their  May  7, 2019

Filed 18-CR-00059  08/19/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 6



Filed 18-CR-00059  08/19/2019 Claudette  Faudere,  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Defendant  quickly  abandoned  her  request  for  the  text  messages  directly  from  the  phones  of  the

Commonwealth's  Attorney  parties,  seeking  the  records  only  from  AT&T.  Further,  she

abandoned  her  request  for  the  text  message  records  of  Mr.  Craycraft  and  Ms.  McKenzie,  seeking

only  the  records  of  Mr.  Goldy  and  other  non-parties  the  Commonwealth  named  as potential

witnesses.  Following  protracted  litigation,  the Court  ordered  AT&T  to  turn  over  the  text

message  records  of  Mr.  Goldy  and  other  nonparties  for  review  in camera  on  August  2, 2019.

That  order  is currently  on  appeal  in  the  Kentucky  Court  of  Appeals.  Altliough  the  appeal  does

not  technically  involve  subpoenas  duces  tecum  for  text  messages  directly  from  the

Commonwealth's  Attorney  non-parties'  personal  cell  phones,  access  to such  records  clearly  is at

issue  before  the  appellate  court.  Accordingly,  the  current  subpoenas  should  be quashed  at least

as long  as the  appeal  is pending.

Further,  as the  non-parties  have  stated  many  times,  Kentucky  Rule  of  Criminal  Procedure

("RCr")  7.02  governs  subpoenas  in  criminal  cases.  A  subsection  of  that  Rule  provides  for

subpoenas  duces  tecum  as follows:

A  subpoena  may  also  command  the  person  to whom  it  is directed  to produce  the

books,  papers,  documents,  data  and  data  compilations  or other  objects  designated

therein.  The  court  on  motion  made  promptly  may  quash  or  modify  the  subpoena

if  compliance  would  be unreasonable  or  oppressive.  The  court  may  direct  that

books,  papers,  documents,  data  and  data  compilations  or  objects  designated  in  the

subpoena  be produced  before  the  court  at a time  prior  to the  trial  or  prior  to the

time  when  they  are  to be offered  in  evidence  and  may  upon  their  production

permit  the  books,  papers,  documents,  data  and  data  compilations  or  objects  or

portions  thereof  to be inspected  by  the  parties  and  their  attorneys.

RCr  7.02(3).

Response in Opposition  to Defendant's  Motion  to Lift  Stay, their  May 15, 2019 Notice  of  Filing,  their  May  29, 2019

Response in Opposition  to Defendant's  Motion  to Require  AT&T  Certification,  their  June 26, 2019 Response in
Opposition  to Defendant's  Motion  to Alter,  Amend  or Vacate,  and the July 29, 2019 Response in Opposition  to
Defendant's  Renewed  Motion  for Text  Messages.
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In Commonwealth  v. House,  295 S.W.3d  825 (Ky.  2009),  the Kenhicky  Supreme  Court

explained  that  RCr  7.02(3)  was  taken  verbatim  from  Federal  Rrile  of  Criminal  Procedure  17(c)

.."  Id. at 828. Accordingly,  the Corirt  adopted  the federal  court's  construction  of  the rule,

"conclud[ing]  that,  like  the federal  rule,  RCr  7.02(3)  is not  a discovery  device,  but  rather  a means

of  procuring  evidence  and  of  permitting  pre-trial  inspection  of  evidence  when  inspection  at trial

worild  disrupt  the  proceedings  " The  Court  cited  favorably  the federal  four-part  test  for

determining  when  a criminal  party  is entitled  to the production  of  subpoenaed  material  prior  to

trial,  under  which  the party  seeking  production  must  show:

(1)  that  the documents  are evidentiary  and  relevant;  (2) that  they  are not  otherwise

procurable  reasonably  in advance  of  trial  by  exercise  of  due diligence;  (3) that  the

party  cannot  properly  prepare  for  trial  without  such  production  and inspection  in

advance  of  trial  and that  the failure  to obtain  such  inspection  may  tend

unreasonably  to delay  the trial;  and (4) that  the application  is made  in good  faith

and is not  intended  as a general  "fishing  expedition."

Id. (quoting  United  States  v. Nixon,  418  U.S.  683,  699-700  (1974)).  The  Court  also agreed  with

the federal  courts  that  a subpoena  duces  tecum  is unreasonable  if  "the  party  demanding

production  can  point  to nothing  more  than  hope  or conjecture  that  the subpoenaed  material  will

provide  admissible  evidence."  Id. at 829. Notably,  "motions  to quash  subpoenas  are subject  to

the trial  court's  sound  discretion.  . Id. at 828.

Here,  the subpoenas  duces  tecum  Defendant  Maze  served  on the Commonwealth's

Attorney  non-parties  are unreasonable  and  oppressive,  as they  pursue  records  as part  of  a fishing

expedition.  Notably,  Commonwealth's  Attorney  Goldy  recused  from  the instant  criminal  case,

and  a special  prosecutor  has been  assigned.  Thus,  neither  the Commonwealth's  Attorney  nor

anyone  in  his  office  has text  messages  relating  to this  criminal  matter.  Further,  as to the

subpoenas  for  their  testimony,  Mr.  Craycraft  and Ms.  McKenzie  have  no relevant  testimony  to
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provide  at trial.  Only  Mr.  Goldy,  a witness  and  victim,  may  provide  relevant  testimony

regarding  the  criminal  allegations  against  the  Defendant.

In  prior  filings  in  this  Court,  Maze  has  made  baseless  allegations  of  a conspiracy  among

the  nonparties  to have  her  removed  from  office.  The  Cornrnonwealth's  Attorney  parties  deny  the

existence  of  any  such  conspiracy,  and  they  deny  that  they  have  any  text  messages  or  testimony  to

give  relating  to any  such  conspiracy.  Regardless,  however,  there  is no  way  any  such  conspiracy

could  provide  Maze  with  a defense  to the  pending  charges  of  forgery  and  tampering  with  public

records.

Defendant  Maze  cannot  show  that  she is  seeking  evidentiary  and  relevant  records.  She

only  hopes  that  the  Commonwealth's  Attorney  non-parties  might  have  some  text  message  on  a

cell  phone  that  will  insert  irrelevant  issues  into  her  trial  and  divert  or  confuse  the  jury.  The

defense  should  not  be permitted  to invade  the  personal  cell  phone  of  a witness  and  victim,  much

less  the  personal  cell  phones  of  two  individuals  with  no knowledge  relevant  to her  alleged

crimes.  The  defense's  efforts  to do so should  be  shut  dowi'i.

CONCLUSION

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  the  Cornrnonwealth's  Attorney  non-parties  respectfully  ask  the

Corirt  to quash  tl'ie  subpoenas  duces  tecum  served  on  Cornrnonwealth's  Attorney  Goldy.  They

further  ask  the  Court  to qriash  the  subpoenas  served  on  Mr.  Craycraft  and  Ms.  McKenzie  in  their

entirety.
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Respectfully  submitted,

/s/  Laura  C. Tipton

Laura  C. Tipton

Sarah  Ellen  Eads  Adkins

Assistant  Attorneys  General

Office  of  the  Attorney  General

700  Capital  Ave.,  Suite  18

Frankfort,  KY  40601

(502)  696-5300

laurac.tipton@ky.gov
sarah.adkins@ky.gov

Counsel for  the Commonwealth's Attorney Parties
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CERTIFICATE  OF SERVICE

I hereby  certify  that  I electronically  filed  the foregoing  via  the Court's  electronic  filing

system  on this  the 19th  day  of  August  2019,  which  will  send  an electronic  notice  to all  registered

parties,  and  on the same  day  caused  a true  and accurate  copy  of  the same  to be sent  via  U.S.  mail,

first-class  and  postage  pre-paid,  to the following:

Thomas  E. Clay

Clay  Daniel  Winner

917 Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

Thomas  Pryse  Jones

Thomas  P. Jones  Law  Office,  PLLC

p.o.  Drawer  0

Beattyville,  KY  41311

Theodore  H. Lavit

Theodore  H. Lavit  & Associates  PSC

224  Noith  Spalding  Avenue

p.o.  Box  676

Lebanon,  KY  40033

Michelle  Snodgrass

Office  of  the Commonwealth's  Attorney

1 7'h Judicial  Circuit

601 Washington  Street

Sriite  201

Newport,  KY  41071

Hon.  Phillip  R. Patton

c/o Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Bath  County  Courthouse  Annex

19 E. Main  Street

p.o.  Box  558

Owingsville,  KY  40360

/.s'/ Laura  C. Tipton

Laura  C. Tipton
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@Other

County
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CRIMINAL  ACTION  NO.  l 8-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

V.

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE

ORDER

PLAINTIFF

DEFENDANT

The  Court,  having  reviewed  the Commonwealth's  Attorney  parties'  Motion  to Quash  and

being  otherwise  sufficiently  advised,  hereby  ORDERS  that  the Motion  is GRANTED.  The  August

5, 2019  subpoena  drices  tecum  served  on Commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy  is hereby

QUASHED,  and  the August  5, 2019  subpoenas  served  on Assistant  Commonwealth's  Attorneys

Keith  Craycraft  and  Ashton  McKenzie  are QUASHED  in  their  entirety.

Entered  this  day  of , 2019.

Tendered  by:

/s/  Laura  C. Tipton

Larira  C. Tipton

Sarah  Ellen  Eads  Adkins

Assistant  Attorney  General

Office  of  the Attorney  General

700  Capitol  Avenue

Capitol  Building,  Suite  18

Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601

(502)  696-5300

Hon.  Phillip  R. Patton

Special  Judge,  Bath  Circuit  Court
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Distribution  to:

Thomas  E. Clay

Clay  Daniel  Winner

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

Thomas  Pryse  Jones

Thomas  P. Jones  Law  Office,  PLLC

p.o.  Drawer  0

Beattyville,  KY  41311

Michelle  Snodgrass

Office  of  the  Commonwealth's  Attorney

1 7"1 Judicial  Circuit

601 Wasliington  Street,  Suite  201

Newport,  KY  41071

Theodore  H.  Lavit

Theodore  H.  Lavit  &  Associates  PSC

224  North  Spalding  Avenue

P.0.  Box  676

Lebanon,  KY  40033

Anna  Stewart  Whites

327  Logan  Street

p.o.  Box  4023

Frankfort,  KY  40601

Laura  C. Tipton

Sarah  Ellen  Eads  Adkins

Assistant  Attorney  General

Office  of  the  Attorney  General

700  Capitol  Avenue

Capitol  Building,  Suite  18

Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601

Jeffrey  C. Mando

Adams  Stepner  Woltermann  &  Dusing,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CASE  N0.  18-CR-00059

SPECIAL  JUDGE  PHIL  PATTON

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

V. NOTICE  OF  RECEIPT  OF  RECORDS  FROM  AT  &T

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

The Court  has received  a sealed envelope  from  AT&T  of  Nortli  Palm  Beach,  Florida.  The

envelope  contained:

1. A copy  of  the Order  Regarding  Text  Messages,  dated August  2, 2019.

2. A flash  drive.  "After  conducting  a thorough  search of  all identifiers  listed  in the

legal demand,  all available  information  responsive  to this  demand  is enclosed."

and

3. A Certificate  of  Authenticity  of  Demestic  Records.

So ordered  tliis  27o' day of  August,  2019.

HON.  PHIL  R. PATTON

SPECIAL  JUDGE

CLERK  TO SEND  COPIES  TO:

Hon.  Michelle  Snodgrass

Hon,  Laura  Tipton

Hon. Thomas  Clay

Hon,  Corey  Plybon

Hon.  Ted Lavet

Hon.  Thomas  P.Jones

heatherwatkins
Exhibit 7
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

BATH  CIRCUIT  COURT

CRIMINAL  ACTION  N0.  18-CR-00059

COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY PLAINTIFF

NOTICE-MOTION-ORDER

LAURA  LEWIS  MAZE DEFENDANT

***jC)k******)k****

NOTICE

The  following  Motion  will  be heard,  as necessary,  at the Court's  convenience.

MOTION

Non-parties  William  Lane,  Circuit  Judge  for  the Commonwealth's  21st  Judicial  Circuit;

Deanna  Roberts,  administrative  assistant  to Judge  Lane;  and  Ronnie  Goldy,  Commonwealth's

Attorney  for  the 21st  Judicial  Circuit,  by  and  through  undersigned  counsel,  submit  the following

Motion  for  Relief  pending  resolution  their  Motion  for  Stay  at the Court  of  Appeals.

The  procedural  history  of  this  matter  has been  repeated  several  times  and  will  be

summarized  here. Maze  issued  subpoenas  duces  tecum  in Bath  Circuit  Court  for  the non-parties'

cellphonetextmessagesinDecember2018andJanuary2019.  Thenon-partiesmovedtoquash,

but  this  Court  denied  their  motions,  in  part,  in March  2019,  ordering  production  of  the records

for  review  in camera.  Upon  a motion  to reconsider,  however,  this  Court  set aside  its prior  ruling

and  denied  the subpoenas.

Following  the Commonwealth's  Bill  of  Particulars  naming  Judge  Lane,  Ms.  Roberts,  and

Mr.  Goldy  as potential  witnesses  in  the criminal  trial,  Maze  renewed  her  subpoenas  duces  tecum

to obtain  their  text  message  records.  On August  2, Bath  Circuit  Court  granted  Maze's  request,

and ordered  disclosure  of  the non-parties'  text  message  records  for  in camera  review.
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On  August  6, 2019,  Judge  Lane,  Ms.  Roberts,  and  Mr.  Goldy  appealed  this  Corirt's

August  2 ruling  to the Court  of  Appeals  and  also  moved  this  Court  to stay  its  August  2 0rder.

This  Court  determined  it did  not  have  jurisdiction  to rule  on the Motion  to Stay.  Accordingly,

the  Appellants  moved  the  Kentucky  Court  of  Appeals  to stay  this  Court's  August  2 0rder.

(Exhibit  A.)  The  Notice  of  Appeal  and  Motion  to Stay  are pending  before  the  Court  of  Appeals.

On  August  27, 2019,  this  Court  filed  a Notice  of  Receipt  of  Records  from  AT&T,

indicating  it  had  received,  in  relevant  part,  a flash  drive  containing  the  text  message  records  in

question.  Judge  Lane,  Ms.  Roberts,  and  Mr.  Goldy  now  move  this  Court  to abstain  from  in

camera  review  of  these  text  messages  pending  the  resolution  of  their  Motion  to Stay  at the  Court

of  Appeals.

The  Court  of  Appeals'  ruling  on the  Motion  to Stay  will  determine  whether  or  not  the  text

messages  in  question  should  be reviewed  in camera  prior  to resolution  of  the appeal.  As  argued

before  this  Court  and  the Court  of  Appeals,  once  disclosed,  the  non-parties'  records  caiu'iot  be

recalled.  See The  St. Luke  Hosp.,  Inc.  v. Kopowslci,  160  S.W.3d  771,  775  (Ky.  2005).  If  this

Court  reviews  the  text  messages  in camera,  the  harm  to non-parties  will  occur  before  the Court

of  Appeals  can  consider  the  Motion  to Stay,  much  less  the  issue  of  whether  or  not  the  text

messages  should  be reviewed  in camera  at all. Accordingly,  this  Court  should  abstain  from

reviewing  the  text  message  records  until  the  Court  of  Appeals  deten'nines  whether  it is lawful  to

do so.

CONCLUSION

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  Judge  Lane,  Ms.  Roberts,  and  Mr.  Goldy  ask  this  Court  to

refrain  from  in camera  review  of  the  text  message  records  as the  matter  is currently  pending

before  the  Court  of  Appeals.
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Respectfully  submitted,

/s/  Sarah  rfllen  Eads  Adkins

Sarah  Ellen  Eads  Adkins

Laura  C. Tipton

Assistant  Attorneys  General

Office  of  the Attorney  General

700  Capital  Ave.,  Suite  18

Frankfort,  KY  40601

(502)  696-5300

(502)  564-2894  (F  AX)

Sarah.adkins@ky.gov
laurac.tipton@ky.gov

Counsel for  Judge William Lane, Deanna Roberts,
and  Commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldy
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

I hereby  certify  that  I electronically  filed  the foregoing  Motion  via  the Court's  electronic

filing  system  on  this  the  27th  day  of  August,  2019,  and  on  the  same  day  caused  a true  and  accurate

copy  of  the same  to be sent  via  u.s. mail  and  electronic  mail  to counsel  of  record  and  Special

Judge  Phillip  R. Patton:

Thomas  E. Clay

Clay  Daniel  Winner

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

Theodore  H. Lavit

Theodore  H. Lavit  &  Associates  PSC

224  North  Spalding  Avenue

p.o.  Box  676

Lebanon,  KY  40033

Thomas  Pryse  Jones

Thomas  P. Jones  Law  Office,  PLLC

p.o.  Drawer  0

Beattyville,  KY  41311

Michelle  Snodgrass

Office  of  the Coinmonwealth's  Attorney

17th  Judicial  Circuit

601 Washington  Street

Suite  201

Newport,  KY  41071

Hon.  Phillip  R. Patton

c/o Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Bath  County  Courthouse  Aru'iex

19 E. Main  Street

P.0.  Box  558

Owingsville,  KY  40360

/s/  Sarah  Ellen  Eads  Adkins

Sarah  Ellen  Eads  Adkins
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21 s'a JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

MOTION  TO  COMPEL  TESTIMONY  OF

JUDGE  EDDY  COLEMAN

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and moves  the Judicial  Conduct  Commission

(JCC)  for  an order  compelling  Judge  Eddy  Coleman  to provide  answers  to questions  he refused  to

1.

answer  during  his  trial  deposition,  and in support  of  this  motion  states  as follows:

Judge  Eddy  Coleman  was  deposed  on August  23, 2019.

Judge  Coleman  was represented  by Hon.  Charles  Cole,  Sturgill,  Turner,  Barker,2.

3.

and  Maloney,  PLLC,  Lexington,  Kentucky.

In the course  of  the deposition,  which  was videotaped  using  the court's  recording

equipment,  Mr.  Cole  objected  to several  questions  by Judge  Maze's  counsel  and instructed  Judge

Coleman  not  to answer  the question,  contrary  to CR  30.02(4)(e).

4. Judge  Maze's  counsel  duly  certified  the questions,  and  she now  seeks  an order  from

the JCC  requiring  Judge  Coleman  to answer  the certified  questions.

5. The  bases  for  Mr.  Cole's  instrriction  not  to answer  the certified  questions  was:

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  Okay.  So would  the fact  that  Kim  Tabor  was scared,  would  that  have  any impact

on whether  this Interference  with  Judicial  Administration  statute  would  apply  to what

happened  when  Deanna  Roberts  sent  that  text  to Kim  Tabor?

1



MR.  COLE:  I'm  going  to object.  He's  not  going  to opine  on what  the law  is, and

there's  a pending  civil  action  against  him.  I think  one of  the claims  is whistleblower,  and

judicial  irnrnunity's  been  asserted.  It's  not  appropriate  for  him,  as a judge,  to comment  on

the law  and  have  it applied  to a fact  pattern.

MR.  CLAY:  So  is that an instruction  on

MR.  COLE:  Yes.

MR.  CLAY:  Based  on?

JUDGE  COLEMAN:  What  he just  said.

not to  answer  the  question?

MR.  CLAY:  Is there  some  kind  of  privilege  that  worild  prevent  an answer  to that?

MR.  COLE:  We have  a in the civil  case, you're  aware,  there's  a motion  to

dismiss  based  upon  judicial  privilege,  which  is absolute,  and you're  asking  a judge  to opine

on a fact  pattern  and apply  it to the law,  and that's  not  appropriate.

MR.  CLAY:  Okay.  Then  I want  to certify  that  question.

MR.  COLE:  All  right.

BY  MR.  CLAY:

Q.  Also,  Exhibit  4 is another  statute,  524.055,  Retaliating  Against  a Participant  in a

Legal  Process.  Were  yori  aware  that  Ms.  Tabor  had  been  identified-well,  not  only  has she

been  identified,  but  her  testimony  had been  taken  to be presented  to the Judicial  Conduct

Commission?

(EXHIBIT  4 MARKED  FOR  IDENTIFICATION)

A. I do not  recall  what  I knew  in  November  29"'. I believe  that's  true.

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  Okay.  So would  that  qualify  her  as a participant  in the legal  process  under  524.055?

MR.  COLE:  I'm  going  to enter  the same  objection  and direct  him  not  to answer.
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MR.  CLAY:  Okay.  And  certify  that  question.  I don't  know  who  we're  going  to

certify  it to, but  I guess  we'll  have  to figure  that  out  later.

JUDGE  COLEMAN:  To the chair-to  the chair  of  the Commission.

MR.  CLAY:  Okay.

JUDGE  COLEMAN:  Well,  it will  be a short  time  this  will  all  be

MR.  CLAY:  Sure.

JUDGE  COLEMAN:  A  witness  is a participant  in a judicial  trial.  Go ahead.

BY  MR.  CLAY:

Q.  Okay.  Now,  if-I'm  assuming-or  asking  you  to assume  that  Judge  Maze  believed

we had  a problem  here,  that  it could  be a felony.  Does  Judge  Maze  have  any kind  of  duty

to report  that?

MR.  COLE:  I'm  going  to object  to the form  of  the qriestion  to even  inchide  the

word  "assuming,"  and so it's  speculation.

A. Corild  you  clean  that  qriestion  up a little  bit?

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

BY  MR.  CLAY:

Q.  I'll  tiy.  If  Judge  Maze  believed  that  Deanna  Roberts  may  have  committed  a felony

in sending  that  text  to Kim  Tabor,  "WTF  did  yori  say?"  and Kim  Tabor  advised  that  she

was  scared  as a result  of  that,  did  Judge  Maze  have  a duty  to report  that  conduct?

MR.  COLE:  That's  the same objection.  I'm  going  to instruct  him  not  to answer.

MR.  CLAY:  On  the basis  of  what?

MR.  COLE:  He's,  again,  opining  as to facts  and how  they  apply  to the law.

MR.  CLAY:  He's  an expert.  He's  a circuit  judge  and  has been  for  decades.

MR.  COLE:  And  I'm  going  to enter  the objection  -
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MR.  CLAY:  Okay.

MR.  COLE:-and  the  instruction  not  to answer.

MR.  CLAY:  Well,  certify  that  qriestion.

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  Zero?  Okay.  ThisisExhibit6,whichisacopyofKRS61.lOl,whichI'llrepresent

to you  is the first  statutory  provision  of  the Whistleblower  Act.  Is-under  this  definition  of

employee,  is Judge  Maze  an employee  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky?

(EXHIBIT  6 MARKED  FOR  IDENTIFICATION)

MR.  COLE:  I'm  going  to enter  tlie  same  objection.  He's  not  going  to comment  on

facts  as they're  applied  to the  law.

MR.  CLAY:  Certify  that  question.

BY  MR.  CLAY:

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  Is the Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  Judge  Maze's  employer  under  subparagraph

two  in  61.101?

MR.  COLE:  I know  tliat's  probably  obvious,  but  the  same  objection.

MR.  CLAY:  Certify  that  question.

BY  MR.  CLAY:

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  Is Deanna  Roberts  an employee  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky?

MR.  COLE:  Same  objection.

MR.  CLAY:  Certify  that  question.

JUDGE  COLEMAN:  Let  me-let's  take  a small  break.
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MR.  CLAY:  All  right,  sir.

JUDGE  COLEMAN:  I want  to speak  to my  attorney.  Hold  on.

(OFF  THE  RECORD)

BY  MR.  CLAY:

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  I believe  we were  at Exhibit  6, and we were  talking  aborit  employee  versus

employer,  and yori'd  been  instructed  not  to answer  questions  aborit  whether  Judge  Maze  is an

employee,  whetlier  Deanna  Roberts  is an employee.  I was  going  to ask  you  if  Kim  Tabor  was  an

employee,  which  I assume  will  provoke  the same instruction  not  to answer.

MR.  COLE:  I think  you  asked  it already,  but  my  same  objection.

MR.  CLAY:  Not  Kim  Tabor.  I don't  think  I asked  Kim  Tabor.  I asked  Deanna

Roberts.  Okay.  Same  objection?

MR.  COLE:  Same  objection.

MR.  CLAY:  Okay.  Certify  that  question.

BY  MR.  CLAY:

Q And  I'm  not  trying  to play  games,  Your  Honor.  What  I'm  trying  to establish  is that

Judge  Maze  made  a disclosure  to you,  which  I believe  is protected  by  the Whistleblower  Act.  Not

only  is it protected  by the Whistleblower  Act,  but  her  disclosure  is mandated  by Title  18, Section

4 of  the United  States Code,  which  says she has to disclose  that  to an appropriate  individual,

specifically,  to some  judge  or other  person  in civil  or military  autliority.  So that's  the purpose  of

my  questioning.  I don't  want  there  to be any  mystery  about  that. So we're  going-next  is Exhibit

7. It's  KRS  61.102.

(EXHIBIT  7 MARKED  FOR  IDENTIFICATION)

MS.  AMLUNG:  Thank  you.
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(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q.  And  I want  to ask the questions,  and I assume  it will-these  questions  will  result

in the same instruction  not  to answer.  But  the text  that  Judge  Maze  sent you,  did  that  involve

actual  or suspected  violations  of  the law,  criminal  statutes?

MR.  COLE:  And  I won't  repeat  my objection,  but it's  the same objection  and

instruct  not  to answer.

MR.  CLAY:  All  right.  And  certify  that  question.

BY  MR.  CLAY:

Q.  Now,  the-Exhibit  7, KRS  61.102,  identifies  individuals  who  are appropriate

recipients  of  whistleblower-protected  communications,  and I've  marked  on there-highlighted

"tlie  judiciary."  So my  question  is: Was  Judge  Maze's  disclosure  to you  of  what  she suspected  to

be a whistleblower  violation  appropriate  under  KRS  61.102(1)  in that  you  are a member  of  the

judiciary?

MR.  COLE:  We'll  stipulate  he's  a member  of  the  judiciary,  but  otherwise,  instruct

not  to answer.

Q.  Okay.  Then  the question  is:  Is it appropriate  for an individual  to  make

whistleblower-protected  communication  disclosures  to yori  as a member  of  the  judiciary?

MR.  COLE:  The  statute  speaks  for  itself.

MR.  CLAY:  That's  not  an answer,  and I don't  want  you  testifying.  I want  Judge

Coleman  to testify.  I appreciate  that.

MR.  COLE:  Ask  the question  again.

A. Ask  the question.

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

BY  MR.  CLAY:
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Q. All  right,  sir. Is disclosing  this type of  information  by someone  who is asserting

whistleblower  protection  appropriate  to make this disclosure  to you  as a member  of  the judiciary?

MR. COLE:  And  he's not  going  to comment  on tlie law  as it applies  to a particular

fact pattern,  and so I'm  going  to object  to him-object  and instruct  him  not to answer.

MR.  CLAY:  Certify  that  question.

BY  MR. CLAY:

A.  I've  got to figure  out-let  me read tlie-I'm  going  to read the law. I've  never  read

this  before.

Q. We'll  take as long  as you  worild  like,  Your  Honor,  for  you  to read all of  it. I've  got

another  one here that-I  can throw  that at you, too. This is the last portion  of  the whistleblower

statute that I'm  going  to be talking  about. This  is Exhibit  8. This is KRS 61.990.

(EXHIBIT  8 MARKED  FOR  IDENTIFICATION)

A.  I'll  have to go over  it.

Q. SoIthinkwe'vecovered61.l02and,again,thisisgoingtobeanobviousqriestion,

but one of  the provisions  of  KRS 61.990(3)  is that, "Any  person who willfully  violates  the

provisions  of  KRS 61.102(1)  sliall  be guilty  of  a Class A misdemeanor."  Did  I read that  correctly?

A.  That's  what  it says.

(CERTIFIED  QUESTION)

Q. So, to your  knowledge,  has anyone taken any  action  with  respect  to Judge  Maze

that would  tend to-"No  employer  shall  subject  the reprisal  or  directly  or indirectly  use  or  threaten

to use any official  authority  or influence  in any matter  whatsoever  which  tends to discourage,

restratn, depress, dissuade, deter, prevent,  interfere  with, coerce, or discriminate  against  any

employee  who, in good faith,  reports,  discloses,  divulges,  or otherwise  brings  to the attention  of

the judiciary."  Are  there any implications  in that with  what's  happened  to Judge  Maze?
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MR.  COLE:  Same  objection  and  instruct  not  to answer.

MR.  CLAY:  Certify  that  question.

Judge  Maze  lias  made  no secret  that  she believes  the  conduct  charged  in  Count  VI

of  the  JCC  action  has Whistleblower  Act  implications.

She is an employee  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky.

Her  employer  is the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky.

She reported  actual  or suspected  violations  of  criminal  laws  to Judge  Coleman,  a

judge,  who  is specifically  identified  as an appropriate  individual  to receive  Whistleblower

protected  con'ununication.

10.  Judge  Maze  was  obligated  under  18 U.S.C.  § 4, Misprison  of  a felony,  to make  a

report  to appropriate  individuals,  including  specifically  a judge.

11.  The  questions  to Judge  Coleman  which  he was  insttucted  not  to answer  go to the

heart  of  Judge  Maze's  defense  to Count  VI.

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  the  JCC  to order  Judge  Eddy  Coleman  to answer  the

certified  question  from  his  trial  deposition.

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LL

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay(27!tclaylaw.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a true  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Response  to Motion  to

Compel  Testimony  of  Judge  Eddy  Coleman,  was this  29"1 day of  August,  2019,  mailed  and e-

mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

Hon.  Charlie  Cole

Sturgill,  Turner,  Barker  &  Moloney,  PLLC

333 West  Vine  Street,  Suite  1500

Lexington,  KY  40507
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY
JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017 254 AND  255

IN  RE THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21s" JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

PROPOSED  VOIR  DIRE  QUESTIONS  FOR  JCC

1,  IstheCommissionconsideringanythingrelatedtocase#2017-254?

2.  Is the  Commission  considering  anything  from  Earl  Weaver's  investigation

and,  if  so, what?

Is the  Commission  considering  any  statements  by  Sancha  Hayes  or Andre

Burns?

4.  Has  Judge  David  Bowles  reached  a conclusion  on  the  outcome  based  upon

his  comments  at the  informal  conference?

5. Has  Judge  Karen  Thomas  reached  a conclusion  on  the  outcome  based  upon

his  comments  at the  informal  conference?

6.  Have  any  members  read/heard  any  of  the  grand  jury  testimony  in  Judge

Maze's  criminal  prosecution?
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It  is hereby  certified  that  a true  and  correct  copy  of  the  foregoing  Motion  for  Continuance,

was  this  29'h day  of  August,  2019,  mailed  and  e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage

to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial  Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jirnmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

CASE  NOS.  2017-254  AND  2017-255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF :

CIRCUIT  JUDGE  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE

JUDGE  MAZE'S  AMENDED  EXHIBIT  LIST

AOC  Order  Form  103-1  REV.  9-97.

Copy  of  Local  Rules  for  21ST Judicial  Circuit.

Video  Clips  from  Sancha  Hayes  08/04/2016,  09/01/16,  10/06/16,  05/04/17,

10/05/17.

Criminal  History  of  Sancha  Hayes.

Case Memo  of  Sancha  Hayes  in Bath  County  17-T-00547.

Lab  Corp  Hair  Follicle  Drug  Test  on Beth  Lewis  Maze  previously  provided.

Resume  of  Beth  Lewis  Maze.

8. PVA  Records  on U.S.  60 property.

9. Deeds  for  U.S.  60 property.

10.  Video  of  Richard  Roland,  08/04/17.

11.  VideoofDavidTateHearingonll/09/17.

12. AndreBurnsVideosin08-CR-00017,on08/08/08@01:25:59p.m.-01:29;42p.m.,
09/12/08 @ 02:0041 p.m.-02:03;56 p.m.

13. ,%dre Burns Videos in 11-CR-00118 0N 06/10/11 @ 03:41:14 p.m.-03:45:00,
p.m., 07/08/11 @ 01:13:33 p.m.-01:14:51 p.m., 10/18/11 @ 01:51:02 p.m.-
01:52:12 p.m., and 02:14:53 p.m.-02:25:45, p.m., 10/27/11 @ 12:44:37 p.m.-01-
02 :37 p.m.,  02/27/12  -J[JRY  TRIAL  BEGINNING  AT  8:37:55-CONCLUSION.

03/09/12 @ 03:15:30 p.m.-03:18:53 p.m.

14. Andre Burns Video in 2018 CASE ON 09/18/18 @ 10:06:20 a.m.-10:10:17 a.m.
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15.  AT&T  Text  messages  of  Ronnie  Goldy,  Bill  Lane  and  Deanna  Roberts  if  received.

16.  Federal  lawsuit  NICKY  MILLER  V.  MONTGOMERY  CO{JNTY  ET  AL,

17.  Photograph  of  the  Front  Door  of  the  Home  Beth  Lewis  Maze  lived  in  2006.

18. Affidavit  of  Deana  L. Fawns.

19.  Medical  records  of  Richard  Chandler  Maze  from  St. Clair  Hospital  in Morehead,

and  Medical  records  from  University  of  Kentucky  Hospital  and  Commonwealth

Nephrology  and  Timeline.

20.  Medical  Records  of  Arthur  T. Maze  from  Mayo  Clinic  and  University  of  Kentucky

Hospital.

21.  Medical  records  of  Thomas  B. Maze  from  University  of  Kentucky  Hospital  Mayo

Clinic  and  Central  Baptist  Cardiology  and  University  of  Kentucky  Department  of

Nephrology.

22. 18-CV-00619,  MILLER  V MONTGOMERYCO,  ET  AL.

23.  CopyofProposedRuleRCrl3:15,whichwasdistributedforconsiderationbythe

Criminal  Rules  Committee  in  September,  2017.

24.  Orders  signed  by Judge  Lane  in Syndicate  cases,  entered  June 18, 2018,  and

previously  provided.

25. Christina  Brown  Order.

26.  Krista  Bussell  Indictment  in  18-CR-00162  AND  18-CR-00157  and Criminal

History  in  18-CR-162,  amended  to Possession  and diverted  and 18-CR-157,

Criminal  Syndicate,  Class  B Felony  -  Dismissed.

27.  Writing  examples  of  Justin  Sutherland.

Respectfully,

F%C
THOMAS  E. CLAY.  p.s.c.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER.  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40202

(502)  561-2005

tclay(atclaylaw.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It  is hereby  certified  that  a true  and  correct  copy  of  the  foregoing  Amended  Exhibit

List,  was  this  29f"  day  of  August,  2019,  mailed  and  e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first

class  postage  to the  following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  &  DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Covmsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

CASE  NOS.  2017-254  AND  2017-255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

CIRCUIT  JUDGE  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE

JUDGE  MAZE'S  AMENDED  WITNESS  LIST

The  following  witnesses  will  testify  consistent  with  Judge  Maze's  defenses:

Former  Chief  Justice  Joseph  Lambert.

Carl  Reesor-Private  Investigator.

Judge  Eddy  Coleman.

Steve  O'Daniel  -  Private  Investigator.

Jirnmy  Shaffer.

Olivia  Arnlung.

Judge  Eddy  Coleman.

Judge  Julia  Adams  - Retired  Circuit  Judge-Clark  &  Madison.

Justin  Sutherland  -  Owingsville  Police  Department

Todd  Tout  - Owingsville  Chief  of  Police

Ronnie  Goldy  - CWA

Keith  Craycra:tt  - ACWA

Ashton  McKenzie  - ACWA

Earl  Willis  -  Bath  County  Jailer

Wendy  Walker  -  Regional  PT  Supervisor

Judge  William  Roberts  -  21S' Judicial  Circuit  District  Judge

Deana  Roberts  -  Judge  Roberts'  wife  and  Judge  Lane's  secretary

Michael  Campbell  -  Attorney

Rachel  Walters  -  Judge  Maze's  secretary

Dagny  James  -  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney

Judge  Bill  Lane  -  21st Judicial  Circuit  Judge,  Division  I

Teresa  Clayton  - Chief  Deputy  Circuit  Clerk  for  Montgomery  County

Kim  Barker  Tabor  - Rowan  Circuit  Clerk

Tanya  Terry  - Montgomery  Circuit  Clerk

Claudette  Faudere  - Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Lu  Ann  Oney  - Deputy  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Jristice  Bill  Cunningham

Terry  Goodman  - Optometrist

Krista  Bussell

Kenny  Skeans  - Process  Server

Hon.  Heidi  Ingle  - Assistant  Commonwealth  Attorney-Clark  & Madison

Hon.  Tom  Smith  - Retired  Commonwealth  Attorney-Clark  &  Madison
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Carmen  Rogers  - Drug  Court  Director

Kelli  Schoolar  - Dnzg  Court  graduate  and  now  team  member

Judge  Bill  Mains  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge  for  the  21s' Judicial  Circuit

Stuart  Read  -  DPA  Attorney

Kelly  Botts  -  Chief  Deputy  Clerk  of  Menifee  County

Judge  Paul  Isaacs  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge

Bridget  Hofler  -  Defense  Attorney

Eric  Jones  -  Montgomery  County  Jailer

Jeff  Walson  -  Retired  Family  Court  Judgment

Betty  Megan  Williams  -  Asst.  Corinty  Attorney  for  Menifee  County

Sharu'ion  Lawson-Child  Support  Supervisor  with  Menifee  Co.  Attorney

Judge  Rick  Stiltner-  Menifee  Co Judge  Ex.  And  former  Commissioner  of  KSP

David  Charles  -  Montgomery  County  Sheriff

Mark  Collier  -  former  detective  with  Montgomery  County  Sheriff's  Dept.

Matt  Sparks  -  Sheriff  of  Rowan  County

Joe Cline  -  Cliief  Deprity  Sheriff  of  Rowan  County

David  Mynis  -  Det.  For  Rowan  and  Bath  Sheriff  Departments

Burl  Purdue  -  Sheriff  of  Clark  Corinty

Brett  Kirkland  -  KSP  Trooper

Paul  Cox  -  DPA  attorney

Sara  Daily  -  DPA  attorney

Charles  Landon  -  DPA  Director

Judge  John  Cox  -  Retired  District  Judge  for  21s' Judicial  Circuit

David  Beyer  -  Retired  Supervising  Special  Agent  FBI

Michael  Davidson  - Attorney

Ray  Bugucki  - Attorney

Tom  Jones  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge

Saronda  Gayheart,  LabCorp  -  Lab  Tech

Judge  Julie  Ward  -  Campbell  Circuit  Judge

Judge  Patsy  Surnme  -  Kenton  Circuit  Judge

Aaron  Roberts  -  Mt.  Sterling  Police  Officer

Jason  Oney  -  Probation  and  Parole  21sf Judicial  Circuit

Heather  Eldridge  -  Probation  and  Parole  21st Judicial  Circuit

Wayne  Ross  -  Preacher,  Drug  Corirt  Team  Member,  owns  Rehab

Lowell  Rice  - Preacher

Jamie  Copher  -  Deputy  Sheriff  Rowan  Corinty,  formerly  Bath  Co.  Deputy

Kevin  Robinson  - Attorney

Grover  Carrington  - Attorney

Megan  Coldiron  -  ARC  Regional  Rehab  Director

Cecil  Lawson  -  Editor  of  Owingsville  News  Outlook

Ira  Kilburn  - Attorney

Breanna  Listerman  -  DPA  Attorney

Clay  Mguffin  -  DPA  Attorney

Erica  Lykins  -  Rehab  director

Deana  Fawns  -  Judge  Maze's  former  secretary

Donna  Gail  Maze  -  Judge  Maze's  ex-mother-in-law
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Earl  Rogers  - Attorney

David  Anderson  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Blake  Ballard  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Patrick  Myer  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Jacob  Curtis  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Judge  Sara  Combs  -  Court  of  Appeals  Judge

Howard  Stone  -  Attorney

Sgt  Gabbard  -  Sgt.  at Montgomery  County  Regional  Jail

Ian  Roberts  -  Chief  Deputy  Jailer  for  Montgomery  County

Tina  Myers  - Deputy  Jailer  for  Montgomery  County

Kaye  Templin  -  Former  Director  of  Gateway  Juvenile  Diversion  Center

Joe Gomes  -  Current  Director  of  Gateway  Juvenile  Diversion  Center

Will  T. Scott  -  Retired  Supreme  Court  Justice

David  Barber  -  Former  Court  of  Appeals  Judge  and  Supreme  Court  Justice

Justin  Crocket  -  Chief  Deputy  Jailer  for  Clark  County

Kelly  Collinsworth  -  Head  of  Pro  Se Clinic  for  21st Judicial  Circuit

Leah  Hawkins  - Attorney

Lucy  Letton  -  Statewide  Drug  Court  Director

Marilyn  Sloan  -  CDW  Director

Michael  Curtis  - Attorney

Greg  Hall  -  County  Attorney  for  Menifee  County

Brent  Cox  - Attorney

Margaret  Johnson  -  Drug  counselor

Pierce  Hamblin  - Attorney

Robin  Webb  - Attorney

Roger  Riggs  - Attorney

Will  Wilhoit  - Attorney

Steve  O'Conner  - Attorney

Tommie  Sue Esteppe  -  Judge  Maze's  former  secretary

Mike  Ray  -  Preacher

Respectfully,

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40202

(502)  561-2005

tclay@tclaylaw.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a tnie  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Amended  Witness  List,

was  this  29"'  day of  August,  2019,  mailed  and e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage

to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Exectitive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Com+'nission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS'!rMP':C."
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

RESPONSE  TO  MOTION  TO  QUASH  SUBPOENA

Comes  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze,  by counsel,  and for  her  response  to motion  to quash  the

subpoena  issued  to Olivia  Amlung  and  states  as follows:

Judge  Maze  has not  spoken  to Dagny  James  since  October  2, 2018.

Judge  Maze  always  receives  the Montgomery  County  Grand  Jury  Report,  and Ms.  James

is in  charge  of  assessing  the cases  to see if  any  Defendants  have  pending  cases in the other  division

or whether  any  cases  assigned  to Judge  Lane  already  have  pending  cases  in  Judge  Maze's  division,

and  then  to effectuate  the transfers  per  local  rule  R21C-185,  with  both  judges  singing  off  on the

transfer  order.

Judge  Maze's  process  server  has made  many  unsuccessful  attempts  to serve  Dagny  James

for  several  weeks  now.  JCC's  position  notwithstanding,  Ms. James'  statements  are not  work

product  as statements  of  a witness  are not  work  product.

Judge  Maze  purposely  addressed  the conflict  issue  with  others  present  because  Ms.  James

has requested,  for  weeks,  that  Mr.  Glody  let  her  know  whether  there  were  any conflicts  prior  to

transferring  cases, and  he continued  to ignore  her  request.  Judge  Maze  asked  Detective  Collier

specifically  whether  she had any conflicts  with  any of  the cases, in the presence  of  Mr.  Goldy,

DPA  attorneys  and court  staff.  Others  in the courtroom  that  day have  been  subpoenaed,  along



with  law  enforcement  who  will  testify  that  Mr.  Goldy  was  telling  individuals  that  Judge  Maze  was

trying  to find  out  CI  information  to help  her  ex-husband  and  that  Judge  Maze  was  concerned  about

those  statements  by Goldy.  Judge  Maze  was an Assistant  Attorney  General  and an Assistant

Commonwealth  Attorney  and la'iows  full  well  the danger  of  disclosing  confidential  informant

names.  Shewouldneverandhasneverrequestednamesofconfidentialinformants.  Ms.  Arnlung's

testimony  is just  another  piece  of  the  puzzle.

Ms.  Amlung's  Subpoena  should  not  be quashed  because  her  testimony  is not  excluded  by

the hearsay  rule  pursuant  to KRE  801A(b)(4)  which  states:

(b) Admission  of  parties.  A statement  is not  excluded  by the hearsay  rule,  even  though

the declarant  is available  as a witness,  if  the statement  is offered  against  a party  and

IS:

(4)  A  statement  by the  party's  agent  or servant  concerning  a matter  within  the scope  of

the agency  or employment  made  during  the existence  of  the  relationship;

WHEREFORE,  Judge  Maze  moves  the Commission  to deny  the motion  to quash  the

subpoena  issued  to Ms.  Olivia  Amlung.

Respectfully,

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  L

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40202

(502)  561-2005

tclay@,tclaylaw.com



CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

Service,  first  class  postage  to the following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kenhicky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.

















 

 

 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

 

 

 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 

21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

 

AMENDED NOTICE OF TIME AND PLACE FOR HEARING 

 

 

 NOTICE is hereby given that the hearing in these formal proceedings will now be 

held commencing October 28, 2019, at 9:00 a.m. in the Fayette Circuit Court, 120 North 

Limestone, Lexington, Kentucky. 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served 
upon the following via electronic and U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on this the         day 
of September 2019: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 

Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 

917 Lily Creek Road 

Louisville, KY 40243 

tclay@tclaylaw.com 

 

 Jeffery C. Mando 

Adams, Stepner, Woltermann & 

Dusing, PLLC 

40 Pike Street  

Covington, KY 41011 

jmando@aswdlaw.com 

 

   
 

  

JIMMY SHAFFER 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT

REPLY  TO  RESPONSE  TO  JUDGE  MAZE'S

MOTION  TO  COMPEL

The  Response  filed  on behalf  of  Judge  Eddy  Coleman,  a distinguished  jurist,  is, frankly,

perplexing.

Contrary  to the statement  that  "the  subject  matter  of  these  questions  is irrelevant,"  viz.,  the

plain  meaning,  not "interpretation  of a statute,"  Judge  Coleman's  testimony  about  the

Whistleblower  Act  goes  to the heart  of  Judge  Maze's  defense  to Corint  VI.  Her  disclosure  to Judge

Coleman  about  the threatening  text  to Kim  Tabor  from  Deanna  Roberts  was  not  only  protected  by

61.101,  et seq., it was  mandated  by 18 U.S.C.  8) 4.

Secondly,  it is not  up to counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  to establish  relevancy,  CR  30.02(e)

reserves  that  responsibility  to the commission.

Where  counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  comes  up with  "the  subject  matter  of  these  questions.

..  is not  reasonably  calculated  to lead  to the discovery  of  admissible  evidence"  is a mystery.  This

is not  a discovery  deposition;  it is a trial  deposition  pursuant  to Judge  Coleman's  request.

Counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  is again  mistaken  in asserting  Judge  Maze  should  pursue

discovery  in her Franklin  County  Whistleblower  case.  First,  that case has been dismissed.

Secondly,  this  deposition  was  not  discovery.

Counsel's  statement  that  "it  is inappropriate  for  a fact  witness  to testify  to conclusions

regarding  the meaning  of  a statute  because  issues  of  statutory  interpretation  are decided  by the
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court,  not  the finder  of  fact."  Who  designated  Judge  Coleman  as a "fact  witness"?  He is a Chief

Regional  Circuit  Judge  of  many  years'  experience.  He is eminently  qualified  to interpret  statutes.

Is he a finder  of  fact?  This  assertion  is perplexing.

Additionally,  counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  cites  no arithority  for  these  statements.

In the Argument,  corinsel  for  Judge  Coleman  again  resorts  to citing  a discoveiy  rrile,  CR

26.02,  about  evidence  reasonably  calculated  to lead  "to  discovery."  This  is NOT  A  DISCOVERY

DEPOSITION.

Again,  "irrelevance"  is not  a basis  to instruct  a witness  not  to answer  a question,  and

relevance  is a test  to be applied  by  the Cornrnission,  not  corinsel  for  Judge  Coleman.

Counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  posits  in footnote  2 that counsel  for  Judge  Maze  did not

identify  Judge  Coleman  as an expert  witness,  with  no citation  to anything  that  imposes  such  a

reqriirement  on Judge  Maze,  nor  any  attempt  to qrialify  Judge  Coleman  as an expert  witness,  again

with  no cited  authority.  Qualifications  for  expert  testimony  are for  tlie  tribunal  to determine.

Regardless,  the stated  reasons  by Judge  Coleman's  counsel  offer  no basis  for  his instruction  to

Judge  Coleman  not  to answer  questions.

Counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  quotes  one of  his objections  at page 3. He forbid  Judge

Coleman  from  opining  "on  what  the law  is." On  what  arithority  does  he issue  such  an instruction?

The  fact  that  "there's  a pending  civil  action  against  him"  is no basis  to refuse  to answer  questions,

whether  Judge  Coleman  has asserted  judicial  immunity  or not.

Judge  Maze's  questions  about  the Whistleblower  act  regarding  interpretation  of  that  statute

did  not  justify  counsel's  position  for  Judge  Coleman  to be instructed  not  to answer.  There  was  no

privilege  asserted,  nor  any  other  legally  justifiable  basis  for  such  an instruction.
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Tl'ie  only  arithorities  cited  by  counsel  for  Judge  Coleman  do not  remotely  address  the  issue

of  whether  corinsel's  instructions  had  any  legal  basis.  Clearly,  the  instructions  were  improper.

Judge  Maze  requests  that  Judge  Colen'ian's  deposition  be resumed  for  Judge  Maze  to be

allowed  to complete  her  examination.

Respegfujly,

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER.  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclav/atlcaylaw.com

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

emailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to the  following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Corinsel  for  the  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

Ms.  Jimmy  Schaffer

Execritive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,
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COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

2017  254  AND  255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21'  JUDICIAL  CIRCtJIT

NOTICE  OF  VmEO  DEPOSITION

Please  take  notice  that  on Friday,  October  4, 2019  at 1:00  p.m.,  Judge  Beth  Lewis  Maze

will  take  tlie  video  deposition  of  Teresa  Clayton,  Chief  Deputy  Montgomery  Circuit  Clerk,  at City

Hall,  33 North  Maysville  Street,  Suite  200,  Mt.  Sterling,  Kentucky  40353,  in the District  Court

courtroom,  uponoral  examinationpursuantto  the  Kentucky  CivilRules  ofProcedure,  before  aNotary

Public,orbeforesomeotherofficerauthorizedbylawtoadministeroaths.  Theoralexaminationwill

continue  from  day  to day until  completed.  You  are invited  to attend  and  cross-examine.

Respect'tully,

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER.  LLC

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville.  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It  is hereby  certified  Uhat a tnie  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  was  e-mailed  thiq'  day  of

October,  2019  to:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Arnlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  &  DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jimrny  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Cornrnission

p.o.  Box  4266

Franldort,  KY  40604

TH5L5'-
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MEMBERS:

STEPHEN  D.  WOLNITZEK,  CH/!IIR

COVINGTON

Junab  JEFF  S. TAYLOR

OWENSBORO

JUDGE  EDDY  COLEMAN

PIKF,VILLE

JUDGE  DAVID  BOWLES

LOUISVILLE

MICHAELA.  NOFTSGER

SOMERSET

DR.  DON  THARPE

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCI(Y

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

p.o.  BOX4266

PHONE502-564-1231  FAX502-564-1233

SUBPOENA

ALTERNATES:

R.  MTCHAEL  SULLIVAN

OWENSBORO

JUDGE  GLENN  E.  ACREE

LEXINGTON

JUDGE  MITCH  PERRY

LOUISVILLE

JUDGE  KAREN  THOMAS

COVINGTON

EXECUTIVF,  SECRETARY

M8.  JIMMY  SHAFFER

TO: Theresa  Clayton

IN RE: BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21ST  JUDICIAL  CIRCUIT

You are hereby  commanded  to appear  in the City Hall, 33 North  Maysville  Street,  Suite  200, Mt.

Sterling,  KY 40353,  at 1 :OO p.m. on October  4, 2019,  to give  a deposition  in the  above  matter,  and

to bring  with  you

This  subpoena  is issued  on application  of Thomas  E. Clay,  917  Lily  Creek  Road,  Louisville,  KY

40243.

DATE: l O i JI Qp,. S ACE  . EX

This  subpoena  was  served  by  delivery  of copy  to:

This   day  of , 2019.

BY:
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

SECOND AMENDED WITNESS LIST 

 
Counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission submits the following Witness List for 

the SCR 4.020 final disposition hearing scheduled for October 28, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.: 

1. Judge Beth Lewis Maze, who is expected to testify consistent with her written 
statements to the JCC (November 15, 2017 and February 28, 2018) and her 
WLEX 18 interview from August 9, 2018; 

2. Michael Campbell, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings. Mr. 
Campbell’s testimony will be submitted via video deposition by stipulation of 
the parties; 

3. David Charles, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings. Mr. 
Charles’ testimony will be submitted via video deposition by stipulation of 
the parties; 

4. Judge Ed Coleman, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings. 
Judge Coleman’s testimony will be submitted via video deposition by 
stipulation of the parties; 

5. Mark Collier, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings. 
Mr. Collier’s testimony will be submitted via video deposition by stipulation 
of the parties; 

6. Sgt. Jimmy Daniels, who is expected to testify consistent with his statement 
given on September 18, 2018; 

7. Ronnie Goldy, Jr., who is expected to testify consistent with his statement 
given on August 27, 2018; 



8. Kim Hunt Price, who is expected to testify consistent with her statement 
given on August 27, 2018; 

9. Dagny James, who is expected to testify consistent with her personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

10. Charles O. Landon, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations set forth in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

11. Hon. William Lane, who is expected to testify consistent with his statement 
given on September 20, 2018; 

12. Det. Jim McDonald, who is expected to testify consistent with his personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings; 

13. J. Rachel Noyes, who is expected to testify for the purpose of authenticating 
correspondence and documents sent from Judge Maze to the Judicial Conduct 
Commission; 

14. Officer Justin Sutherland, who is expected to testify consistent with his 
statement given on September 10, 2018;  

15. Rachel Walters, who is expected to testify consistent with her personal 
knowledge of the allegations in the Notice of Formal Proceedings. 

This Witness List does not include any individuals that may be called solely for the 

purpose of impeachment of a party or witness. Counsel for the Commission reserves the 

right to supplement this list. 

Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. (#43548) 
Olivia F. Amlung, Esq. (#97449) 
ADAMS, STEPNER, 
WOLTERMANN & DUSING, PLLC 
40 West Pike Street 
Covington, KY  41011 
859.394.6200 
859.3.92.7263 – Fax  
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
oamlung@aswdlaw.com 
 
Counsel for Judicial Conduct Commission 

mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com


 2037310.1 
223751.78311 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served via 
electronic on this the 7th day of October 2019, upon the following: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

Ms. Jimmy Shaffer 
Executive Secretary 
KY Judicial Conduct Commission 
P.O. Box 4266 
Frankfort, KY 40604 
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net 

 
 

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. 

mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net
mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net
































COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

CASE  NOS.  2017-254  AND  2017-255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

CIRCUIT  JUDGE  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE

JUDGE  MAZE'S  AMENDED  WITNESS  LIST

The  following  witnesses  will  testify  consistent  with  Judge  Maze's  defenses:

Former  Chief  Justice  Joseph  Lambert.

Carl  Reesor-Private  Investigator.

Judge  Eddy  Coleman.

Steve  O'Daniel  -  Private  Investigator.

Jirnrny  Shaffer.

Olivia  Amlung.

Judge  Julia  Adams  - Retired  Circuit  Judge-Clark  &  Madison.

Justin  Sutherland  -  Owingsville  Police  Department

Todd  Torit  - Owingsville  Chief  of  Police

Ronnie  Goldy  - CWA

Keith  Craycraft  - ACWA

Ashton  McKenzie  - ACWA

Earl  Willis  -  Bath  County  Jailer

Wendy  Walker  -  Regional  PT  Supervisor

Judge  William  Roberts  -  21s' Judicial  Circuit  District  Judge

Deana  Roberts  -  Judge  Roberts'  wife  and  Judge  Lane's  secretary

Michael  Campbell  -  Attorney

Rachel  Walters  -  Judge  Maze's  secretary

Dagny  James  -  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney

Judge  Bill  Lane  -  21st Judicial  Circuit  Judge,  Division  l

Teresa  Clayton  - Chief  Deputy  Circuit  Clerk  for  Montgomery  County

Kim  Barker  Tabor  - Rowan  Circuit  Clerk

Tanya  Terry  - Montgomery  Circuit  Clerk

Claudette  Faudere  - Bath  Circuit  Clerk

l  Ann  Oney  - Deprity  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Justice  Bill  Cunningham

Connie  Goodpaster-Former  Montgomery  Circuit  Clerk

Terry  Goodman  - Optometrist

Krista  Bussell

Kenny  Skeans  - Process  Server

Hon.  Heidi  Ingle  - Assistant  Corni'nonwealth  Attorney-Clark  &  Madison

Hon.  Tom  Smith  - Retired  Commonwealth  Attorney-Clark  &  Madison
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Carmen  Rogers  - Drug  Court  Director

Jeiry  Hall  - Former  Montgomery  County  Bailiff

Madison  Wells-Nurse  at Clark  Regional  Hospital  on 9/18/19

Kelli  Schoolar  - Drug  Court  graduate  and  now  team  member

Judge  Bill  Mains  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge  for  the  21st Judicial  Circuit

Stuart  Read  -  DPA  Attorney

Kelly  Botts  -  Chief  Deputy  Clerk  of  Menifee  County

Judge  Paul  Isaacs  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge

Bridget  Hofler  -  Defense  Attorney

Eric  Jones  -  Montgomeiy  Corinty  Jailer

Jeff  Walson  -  Retired  Family  Court  Judgment

Betty  Megan  Williams  -  Asst.  Corinty  Attorney  for  Menifee  County

Shannon  Lawson-Child  Support  Supervisor  with  Menifee  Co.  Attorney

Judge  Rick  Stiltner-  Menifee  Co  Judge  Ex.  And  former  Commissioner  of  KSP

David  Charles  - Montgomery  County  Sheriff

Mark  Collier  -  former  detective  with  Montgomery  County  Sheriff  s Dept.

Matt  Sparks  -  Sheriff  of  Rowan  County

Joe Cline  -  Chief  Deputy  Sheriff  of  Rowan  Corinty

David  Myrus  -  Det.  For  Rowan  and  Bath  Sheriff  Departments

Burl  Purdue  -  Sl'ieriff  of  Clark  County

Brett  Kirkland  -  KSP  Trooper

Paul  Cox  -  DPA  attorney

Sara  Daily  -  DPA  attorney

Charles  Landon  -  DPA  Director

Judge  John  Cox  -  Retired  District  Judge  for  21s' Judicial  Circuit

David  Beyer  -  Retired  Supervising  Special  Agent  FBI

Michael  Davidson  - Attorney

Ray  Bugucki  - Attorney

Tom  Jones  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge

Saronda  Gayheart,  LabCorp  -  Lab  Tech

Judge  Julie  Ward  -  Campbell  Circuit  Judge

Judge  Patsy  Surnme  -  Kenton  Circuit  Judge

Aaron  Roberts  -  Mt.  Sterling  Police  Officer

Hon.  Jay  Fossett  - Attorney

Hon.  Frank  Warnock  - Attorney

Hon.  Jeff  Sanders

Jason  Oney  -  Probation  and  Parole  21st Judicial  Circuit

Heather  Eldridge  -  Probation  and  Parole  21st Judicial  Circuit

Wayne  Ross  -  Preacher,  Drug  Corirt  Team  Member,  owns  Rehab

Lowell  Rice  - Preacher

Jamie  Copher  -  Deputy  Sheriff  Rowan  County,  formerly  Bath  Co.  Deputy

Kevin  Robinson  - Attorney

Grover  Carrington  - Attorney

Megan  Coldiron  -  ARC  Regional  Rehab  Director

Cecil  Lawson  -  Editor  of  Owingsville  News  (utlook

Ira  Kilburn  - Attorney
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Breanna  Listerman  -  DPA  Attorney

Clay  Mguffin  -  DPA  Attorney

Erica  Lykins  -  Rehab  director

Deana  Fawns  -  Judge  Maze's  former  secretary

Donna  Gail  Maze  -  Judge  Maze's  ex-mother-in-law

Earl  Rogers  - Attorney

David  Anderson  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Blake  Ballard  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Patrick  Myer  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Jacob  Curtis  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Judge  Sara  Combs  -  Court  of  Appeals  Judge

Howard  Stone  -  Attorney

Sgt  Gabbard  -  Sgt.  at Montgomery  Corinty  Regional  Jail

Ian  Roberts  -  Chief  Deputy  Jailer  for  Montgomery  County

Tina  Myers  - Deputy  Jailer  for  Montgomery  County

Kaye  Templin  -  Former  Director  of  Gateway  Juvenile  Diversion  Center

Joe Gomes  -  Current  Director  of  Gateway  Juvenile  Diversion  Center

Will  T. Scott  -  Retired  Supreme  Court  Justice

David  Barber  -  Former  Court  of  Appeals  Judge  and  Supreme  Court  Justice

Justin  Crocket  -  Chief  Deputy  Jailer  for  Clark  County

Kelly  Collinsworth  -  Head  of  Pro  Se Clinic  for  21st Judicial  Circuit

Leah  Hawkins  - Attorney

Lucy  Letton  -  Statewide  Drug  Corirt  Director

Marilyn  Sloan  -  CDW  Director

Michael  Curtis  - Attorney

Greg  Hall  -  County  Attorney  for  Menifee  County

Brent  Cox  - Attorney

Margaret  Johnson  -  Drug  counselor

Pierce  Hamblin  - Attorney

Robin  Webb  - Attorney

Roger  Riggs  - Attorney

Will  Wilhoit  - Attorney

Steve  O'Coru'ier  - Attorney

Tommie  Sue Esteppe  -  Judge  Maze's  foimer  secretary

Mike  Ray  -  Preacher

lReSpec"ly€
THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay@tclaylaw.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby  certified  that  a trrie  and correct  copy  of  the foregoing  Amended  Witness  List,

was this 15"'  day of  October,  2019,  e-mailed  via  U.S.  Postal  Service,  first  class  postage  to the

following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  & DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,KY  41011

Counsel for  the Judicial Conduct Commission

Ms.  Jirnmy  Shaffer

Execritive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

CASE  NOS.  2017-254  AND  2017-255

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

CIRCUIT  JUDGE  BETH  LEWIS  MAZE

JUDGE  MAZE'S  SECOND  AMENDED  WITNESS  LIST

The  following  witnesses  will  testify  consistent  with  Judge  Maze's  defenses:

Former  Chief  Justice  Joseph  Lambert.

Carl  Reesor-Private  Investigator.

Judge  Eddy  Coleman.

Steve  O'Daniel  -  Private  Investigator.

Jirnmy  Shaffer.

Olivia  Amlung.

Judge  Julia  Adams  - Retired  Circuit  Judge-Clark  &  Madison.

Justin  Sutherland  -  Owingsville  Police  Department

Todd  Torit  - Owingsville  Chief  of  Police

Ronnie  Goldy  - CWA

Keith  Craycraft  - ACWA

Ashton  McKenzie  - ACWA

Earl  Willis  -  Bath  County  Jailer

Wendy  Walker  -  Regional  PT  Supervisor

Judge  William  Roberts  -  21s' Judicial  Circuit  District  Judge

Deana  Roberts  -  Judge  Roberts'  wife  and  Judge  Lane's  secretary

Michael  Campbell  -  Attorney

Rachel  Walters  -  Jridge  Maze's  secretary

Dagny  James  -  Judge  Maze's  staff  attorney

Judge  Bill  Lane  -  21st Judicial  Circuit  Judge,  Division  l

Teresa  Clayton  - Chief  Deputy  Circuit  Clerk  for  Montgomery  County

Kim  Barker  Tabor  - Rowan  Circuit  Clerk

Tanya  Terry  - Montgomery  Circuit  Clerk

Claridette  Faudere  - Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Lu  Ann  Oney  - Deputy  Bath  Circuit  Clerk

Justice  Bill  Cunningham

Connie  Goodpaster-Former  Montgomery  Circuit  Clerk

Terry  Goodman  - Optometrist

Krista  Bussell

Kenny  Skeans  - Process  Server

Hon.  Heidi  Ingle  - Assistant  Commonwealth  Attorney-Clark  &  Madison

Hon.  Tom  Smith  - Retired  Commonwealth  Attorney-Clark  &  Madison
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Carmen  Rogers  - Drug  Court  Director

Jerry  Hall  - Former  Montgomery  Corinty  Bailiff

Madison  Wells  -  Nurse  at Clark  Regional  Hospital  on 9/18/19

Kelli  Schoolar  - Drug  Court  graduate  and  now  team  member

Judge  Bill  Mains  -  Retired  Circuit  Jridge  for  the  21st Judicial  Circuit

Stuart  Read  -  DPA  Attorney

Kelly  Botts  -  Chief  Deprity  Clerk  of  Menifee  Corinty

Judge  Paul  Isaacs  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge

Bridget  Hofler  -  Defense  Attorney

Eric  Jones  -  Montgomery  County  Jailer

Jeff  Walson  -  Retired  Family  Couit  Judgment

Betty  Megan  Williams  -  Asst.  County  Attorney  for  Menifee  County

Shannon  Lawson-Child  Support  Supervisor  with  Menifee  Co.  Attorney

Judge  Rick  Stiltner-  Menifee  Co  Judge  Ex.  And  former  Commissioner  of  KSP

David  Charles  -  Montgomery  County  Sheriff

Mark  Collier  -  former  detective  with  Montgomery  County  Sheriff's  Dept.

Matt  Sparks  -  Sheriff  of  Rowan  County

Joe Cline  -  Chief  Deputy  Sheriff  of  Rowan  County

David  Myrus  -  Det.  For  Rowan  and  Bath  Sheriff  Departments

Burl  Purdue  -  Sheriff  of  Clark  Corinty

Brett  Kirkland  -  KSP  Trooper

Paril  Cox  -  DPA  attorney

Sara  Daily  -  DPA  attorney

Charles  Landon  -  DPA  Director

Judge  John  Cox  -  Retired  District  Judge  for  21sf Judicial  Circuit

David  Beyer  -  Retired  Supervising  Special  Agent  FBI

Michael  Davidson  - Attorney

Ray  Bugucki  - Attorney

Tom  Jones  -  Retired  Circuit  Judge

Saronda  Gayheart,  LabCorp  -  Lab  Tech

Judge  Julie  Ward  -  Campbell  Circuit  Judge

Judge  Patsy  Summe  -  Kenton  Circuit  Judge

Aaron  Roberts  -  Mt.  Sterling  Police  Officer

Hon.  Jay  Fossett  - Attorney

Hon.  Frank  Warnock  - Attorney

Hon.  Jeff  Sanders

Jason  Oney  -  Probation  and  Parole  21sf Judicial  Circuit

Heather  Eldridge  -  Probation  and  Parole  21sf Judicial  Circuit

Wayne  Ross  -  Preacher,  Drug  Court  Team  Member,  owns  Rehab

Lowell  Rice  - Preacher

Jamie  Copher  -  Deputy  Sheriff  Rowan  Corinty,  formerly  Bath  Co.  Deprity

Kevin  Robinson  - Attorney

Grover  Carrington  - Attorney

Megan  Coldiron  -  ARC  Regional  Rehab  Director

Cecil  Lawson  -  Editor  of  Owingsville  News  Outlook

Ira  Kilburn  - Attorney
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Breanna  Listerman  -  DPA  Attorney

Clay  Mguffin  -  DPA  Attorney

Erica  Lykins  -  Rehab  director

Deana  Fawns  -  Judge  Maze's  former  secretary

Donna  Gail  Maze  -  Judge  Maze's  ex-mother-in-law

Earl  Rogers  - Attorney

David  Anderson  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Blake  Ballard  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Patrick  Myer  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  court

Jacob  Curtis  -  Defendant  in  Judge  Maze's  corirt

Judge  Sara  Combs  -  Court  of  Appeals  Judge

Howard  Stone  -  Attorney

Sgt  Gabbard  -  Sgt.  at Montgomery  Corinty  Regional  Jail

Ian  Roberts  -  Chief  Deprity  Jailer  for  Montgomery  Corinty

Tina  Myers  - Deputy  Jailer  for  Montgomery  County

Kaye  Templin  -  Former  Director  of  Gateway  Juvenile  Diversion  Center

Joe Gomes  -  Current  Director  of  Gateway  Juvenile  Diversion  Center

Will  T. Scott  -  Retired  Supreme  Court  Justice

David  Barber  -  Fornner  Court  of  Appeals  Judge  and  Supreme  Court  Justice

Justin  Crocket  -  Chief  Deputy  Jailer  for  Clark  County

Kelly  Collinsworth  -  Head  of  Pro  Se Clinic  for  21st Judicial  Circuit

Leah  Hawkins  - Attorney

Lucy  Letton  -  Statewide  Drug  Court  Director

Marilyn  Sloan  -  CDW  Director

Michael  Curtis  - Attorney

Greg  Hall  -  County  Attorney  for  Menifee  County

Brent  Cox  - Attorney

Margaret  Johnson  -  Dtug  counselor

Pierce  Hamblin  - Attorney

Robin  Webb  - Attorney

Roger  Riggs  - Attorney

Will  Wilhoit  - Attorney

Steve  O'Coru'ier  - Attorney

Tommie  Sue Esteppe  -  Judge  Maze's  former  secretary

Mike  Ray  -  Preacher

Jason  York  -  Bath  County  EMS

Respectfu

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  P.S.C.

CLAY  DANIEL  WINNER,  L  C

917  Lily  Creek  Road

Louisville,  KY  40243

(502)  561-2005

tclay(2D,tclaylaw.com
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

It is hereby certified  that a true and correct  copy of  the foregoing  Amended  Witness  List,

was this 16"' day of  October,  2019, e-mailed  via U.S. Postal Service, first  class postage  to the

following:

Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Amtung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  &  DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel  for  the Judicial  Conduct  Commission

Ms.  Jirnmy  Shaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

THOMAS  E. CLAY,  p.s.c.
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

CASE NOS. 2017-254 AND 2017-255 
 

IN RE THE MATTER OF : 
CIRCUIT JUDGE BETH LEWIS MAZE 

 
 
 

AMENDED EXHIBITS 
 

1. Answers to all charges; 
 

2. SCR’s Including revisions 
Canon 2.11 comment 3 
SCR 
Canon 2E.(1) commentary; 
 

3. Earl Willis’ grand jury testimony; 
 

4. York v. Commonwealth, 815 S.W.2d 415 (Ky.App.1991) and Summers, 
Clerk v. City of Louisville, 130 S.W.1101 (Ky.App.1910) and Ex-parte 
Farley, 570 S.W.2d 617 (y. 1978); 
 

5. Michael Campbell’s grand jury testimony; 
 

6. Deposition of Kim Tabor; 
 

7. Judge Maze self-report; 
 

8. Interview with WLEX 18; 
 

9. Order of Lane Transferring Syndicate Cases to Judge Maze; 
 

10. Lane’s “Memorandum of Order”; 
 

11. Shannon Hampton orders and docket sheet; 
 

12. Krista Bussell indictment and orders; 
 



13. Christina Brown order; 
 

14. Deposition of Theresa Clayton; 
 

15. Deposition of Betty Megan Barber; 
 

16. Deposition of David Charles, Mt. Sterling Chief of Police; 
 

17. Video of Owingsville dispatch from September 18, 2017; 
 

18. David Tate video rom November 9, 2017; 
 

19. Richard Roland video clip form August 4, 2017; 
 

20. Sancha Hayes video clips from August 4, 2016, September 1, 2016, October 
6, 2016 May 4, 2017 and October 5, 2017;  
 

21. Criminal History and case memo in 17-T-0054 on Sancha Hayes; 
 

22. Writing samples of Justin Sutherland; 
 

23. Video of Rule Day September 14, 2018; 
 

24. Video of motion docket June 14, 2018;  
 

25. AOC Order form 103-1 REV. 9-97; 
 

26. Resume of Beth Lewis Maze; 
 

27. Nicky Miller v. Montgomery County ET AL; 
 

28. Copy of proposed rule RCr 13:15 
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

NOTICE OF FILING 

 
Counsel for the Judicial Conduct Commission hereby give notice of the filing of the 

transcript of the deposition testimony of David Charles in the above-referenced matter. 

Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. (#43548) 
Olivia F. Amlung, Esq. (#97449) 
ADAMS, STEPNER, 
WOLTERMANN & DUSING, PLLC 
40 West Pike Street 
Covington, KY  41011 
859.394.6200 
859.3.92.7263 – Fax  
jmando@aswdlaw.com 
oamlung@aswdlaw.com 
 
Counsel for Judicial Conduct Commission 

 

mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
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2046884.1 
223751.78311 
 2046884.1 
223751.78311 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon 
via electronic mail on this the 23rd day of October 2019, upon the following: 

Thomas E. Clay, Esq. 
Clay Daniel Winner, LLC 
917 Lily Creek Road 
Louisville, KY 40243 
tclay@tclaylaw.com 
 

Ms. Jimmy Shaffer 
Executive Secretary 
KY Judicial Conduct Commission 
P.O. Box 4266 
Frankfort, KY 40604 
JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net 

 
 

/s/ Jeffrey C. Mando  
Jeffrey C. Mando, Esq. 
 

mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net
mailto:JimmyShaffer@kycourts.net






































































COMMONWEALTH  OF KENTUCKY

JUDICIAL  CONDUCT  COMMISSION

IN  RE  THE  MATTER  OF:

BETH  LEWIS  MAZE,  CIRCUIT  COURT  JUDGE

21"'  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT

MOTION  TO  ALTER,  AMEND,  OR  VACATE  FINDINGS

OF  FACT,  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  FINAL

ORDER  PURSUANT  TO  CR  59.05,  AND

MOTION  FOR  ADDITIONAL  FINDINGS

OF  FACT  PURSUANT  TO  CR  52.02

Comes  the Respondent  Hon.  Beth  Lewis  Maze  and moves  the Cornrnission  for  additional

findings  of  fact  pursuant  to CR  52.02  specifically  with  regard  to the following  issues:

COUNTI

Whether  an Owingsville  police  officer  requested  a chemical  test  on Champ  Maze

on September  18,  2017,  in accordance  with  the  testimony  of  Bath  County  Jailer  Earl  Willis.

What  specific  coinmunication  Judge  Maze  had with  her  ex-husband  Champ  Maze

on September  18, 2017.

The  factual  basis  for  the Coinmission's  conclusion  without  reference  to any facts

or evidence  of  record  that  "[T]here  was no necessity  established  for  her  intervention  in her ex-

husband's  case. At  no time  was  there  a necessity  that  the  Respondent  act  as Judge  in  this  matter."

Findings,  p.7.

COUNT  II

Respondent  Judge  Maze  requests  the Coinmission  make  specific  findings  of  the following

facts:

1



1. Judge  Maze  did  not  alter  in any mai'iner  the two  orders  she signed  on September

18, 2017,  between  that  date  and  the date on whicl'i  she mailed  the orders  to the JCC  along  with  her

self-report.

2. That  tlie  orders  Judge  Maze  sent to the JCC  with  her  self-report  were  the original

orders  she prepared  on September  18, 2017.

COUNT  III

Respondent  Judge  Maze  requests  the Commission  make  specific  findings  of  the following

facts:

1. Judge  Maze  did  not  sign  tlie  name  of  Commonwealth's  Attorney  Ronnie  Goldie  on

either  order.

2. Judge  Maze  did  not  sign  the name  of  Bath  County  Attorney  Kim  Hunt  Price  on

either  order.

3. That  the printed  "Michael  Campbelle"  does not resemble  Michael  Campbell's

signature,  as he so testified,  and that  the  name  of  Michael  Campbell  is misspelled  on the  order.

COUNT  IV

Respondent  Judge  Maze  requests  the Coinmission  make  specific  findings  of  the following

facts:

1. Please  state  the Rule  or Rules  of  Criminal  Procedure  that  require  distribution  of  the

orders  to the parties.

COUNT  VI

The Respondent  requests  the Commission  make  specific  findings  on sustaining  every

single  objection  to the questions  certified  to the Commission  from  Judge Eddy  Coleman's

2



deposition.  The  Respondent  requests  that  findings  be stated  as to the basis  for  the Commission's

sustaining  each  and  every  objection.

With  regard  to the Order,  Judge  Maze  requests  the following:

1. Citation  to testimony  from  the hearing  that  establishes  Judge  Maze  and her ex-

husband  "lived  at the same  residence."  Order,  p. 12

2. State  specifically  how  Judge  Maze  "failed  to cooperate  as required  by the Canons

and  Rules,"  including  whether  the  Commission  considers  her  refusal  to testify  as evidence  of  her

failuretocooperate.  Order,p.l3.

3. State  what  evidence  supports  Judge  Maze's  responsibility  reflected  in  the

statement,  "The  jailer  could  not  advise  as to one  other  detainee  who  got  to ride  around  in the  front

seat of  the  jailer's  vehicle  without  being  handcuffed,  being  able  to keep  his wallet  and  being  able

to speak  directly  to the Judge  who  was  assisting  him  in getting  drug  tested."  Order,  p. 13.

4. State evidence  of  record  to support  the statement,  "But  she had no problem  in

contacting  Judge  Coleman.  .in what  appeared  to be a criticism  of  the Commission's  Order  in

failing  to seal a deposition.  "  Order,  p. 15.

5. Clarify  what  appears  to be an inconsistency  between  the statement,  "Judge  Maze.

.had  no duty  to contact  Judge  Coleman,"  and  the duty  imposed  by 18 U.S.C.  § 4. Order,  p. 15.

6. State  the  reasons  Judge  Maze  did  not  quali:[y  as a Whistleblower  under  KRS  61.101,

et seq.

7. Judge  Maze  further  requests  a finding  from  the Commission  that  her  actions  with

regard  to each  count  on which  the Cornrnission  found  her  conduct  constituted  misconduct  that  she

did  not  act in good  faith  with  specific  findings  of  fact  supporting  any  conclusion  that  she did  not

act in good  faith.
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If  the Coinrnission  finds  additional  facts  in accordance  with  Judge Maze's  request  for

additional  findings,  Judge  Maze  requests  the Commission  alter  and amend  its Findings  of  Fact,

Conclusions  of  Law  and  Final  Order  pursuant  to CR  59.05  to dismiss  Counts  I, II,  III,  IV,  and  VI.

CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE

u,#diasyhoefreNbOyVcemerbtiefired20th19at maatrllueedaanndd ceomrarellcetdcVol.paytootfhtehefOfl1oOrWeg1noigng Motion, was this
Hon.  Jeffrey  C. Mando

Hon.  Olivia  F. Arnlung

ADAMS  STEPNER  WOLTERMANN  &  DUSING,  PLLC

40 West  Pike  Street

Covington,  KY  41011

Counsel  for  the  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

Ms.  Jirnmy  Schaffer

Executive  Secretary

Kentucky  Judicial  Conduct  Commission

p.o.  Box  4266

Frankfort,  KY  40604

CL5P.6
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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION 

IN RE THE MATTER OF: 

BETH LEWIS MAZE, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
21ST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 

ORDER 

 
 Upon consideration of Judge Maze’s Motion to Alter, Amend or Vacate Findings of Fact, 

Conclusions of Law and Final Order Pursuant to CR 59.05 and Motion for Additional Findings 

of Fact Pursuant to CR 52.02 and the Response in Opposition, it is by the Commission 

ORDERED that the motion be, and it is hereby, DENIED. 

November , 2019    
 STEPHEN D. WOLNITZEK, CHAIR 
 
 
Judge Eddy Coleman and Judge Mitch Perry have recused from any 
consideration of this matter.  
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was served upon Judge Beth Lewis 
Maze Circuit  Court  Judge, 21st  Judicial  Circuit,  by mailing  and emailing same 
to her attorneys, Thomas E. Clay, Clay Daniel Winner, LLC, 917 Lily Creek 
Road, Louisville,  KY 40243, tclay@tclaylaw.com,  and Ted Lavit,  224 N. 
Spalding Ave, Lebanon, KY 40033, and upon Jeffrey C. Mando and Olivia F.  
Amlung, Counsel for the Commission, 40 W. Pike Street Covington, KY 41011, 
jmando@aswdlaw.com, oamlung@aswdlaw.com, the       day of November 2019.   
 
 

  
JIMMY SHAFFER, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

 

mailto:tclay@tclaylaw.com
mailto:jmando@aswdlaw.com
mailto:oamlung@aswdlaw.com
iPad

iPad

iPad


	Formal Proceedings Docket 
	1. Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges
	2. Order for Extension of Time to File Answer
	3. Answer 
	4. Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges
	5. Order and Notice of Hearing on Suspension 
	6. Notice of Time and Place for Hearing
	7. Entry of Appearance
	8. Motion to Withdraw
	9. Order Granting Motion to Withdraw as Counsel
	10. Answer
	11. Agreed Order of Temporary Suspension from Duties Pending Final Adjudication 
	12. Amended Notice of Time and Place for Hearing
	13. Second Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges
	14. Order for Extension
	15. Revised Second Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges
	16. Corrected Order for Extension
	17. Answer
	18. Motion to Stay Proceedings
	19. Notice of Entry of Appearance
	20. Response to Motion to Stay Proceedings 
	21. Motion to Continue Hearing 
	22. Motion for Opportunity to Appear Informally 
	23. Order 
	24. Witness List of Beth Lewis Maze
	25. Notice to Take Video Depositions
	26. Motion to Continue 
	27. Motion to Rule Text Messages as Inadmissible 
	28. Sealed Motion to Seal Depostition 
	29. Amended Exhibit List
	30. Amended Witness List
	31. Amended Exhibit List
	32. Order  
	33. Response in Oppostion to Motion to Contunue 
	34. Response in Opposition to Motion to Rule Text Messages as Inadmissible 
	35. Response in Opposition to Sealed Motion to Seal Deposition 
	36. Order 
	37. Supreme Court Order Granting Motion for Immediate Relief 
	38. Third Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges 
	39. Answer to Third Amended Notice of Formal Proceedings and Charges 
	40. Notice of Withdrawal of Counsel
	41. Notice of Time and Place for Hearing 
	42. Motion for Continuance 
	43. Order Continuing and Extension of Time 
	44. Motion to Continue for Text Messages
	45. Response in Opposition to Motion to Continue
	46. Order on Motion to Continue
	47. Notice to Take Deposition of Judge Eddy Coleman
	48. Motion to Quash Subpoenas and Subpoenas Duces Tecum
	49. Counsel for the Commission Response to Motion to Quash Subpoena a and Subpoenas Duces Tecum
	50. Motion to Disqualify the Firm of Adams Stepner Woltermann & Dusing
	51. Notice of Video Deposition
	52. Counsel for the Commission's Response in Opposition to the Motion to Disqualify
	53. Counsel for the Commission's Motion to Quash Subpoena to Olivia Amlung, Esq. 
	54. Response to Motion to Quash Subpoenas and Subpoenas Duces Tecum
	55. Motion to Compel Testimony of Judge Eddy Coleman
	56. Proposed Voir Dire Questions for JCC
	57. Judge Maze's Amended Exhibit List
	58. Judge Maze's Amended Witness List
	59. Motion to Quash Subpoena Duces Tecum and Memorandum in Support
	60. Order Granting Stay Pending Review by the Supreme Court of the United States
	61. Response to Motion to Quash Subpoena
	62. Reply in Support of Motion to Quash Subpoena to Olivia F. Amlung
	63. Response to Motion to Judge Maze's Motion to Compel Testimony of Judge Eddy Coleman
	64. Amended Notice of Time and Place for Hearing
	65. Judge Eddy Coleman's Response to Judge Maze's Motion to Compel
	66. Reply to Response to Judge Maze's Motion to Compel
	67. Notice of Video Deposition
	68. Order on Pending Motions
	69. Second Amended Witness List
	70. Motion to Quash Subpoenas and Subpoenas Duces Tecum and Memorandum in Support
	71. Judge Maze's Amended Witness List
	72. Judge Maze's Second Amended Witness List
	73. Amended Exhibits
	74. Notice of Filing
	75. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Final Order
	76. Motion to Alter, Amend or Vacate and Motion for Additional Findings of Fact
	77. Counsel for JCC's Response in Opposition to Judge Maze's Motion to Alter, Amend and Vacate
	78. Order the Motion to Alter, Amend or Vacate and Motio for Additional Findings of Fact

	Order on Motioin to Alter, Amend or Vacate.pdf
	COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
	JUDICIAL CONDUCT COMMISSION
	IN RE THE MATTER OF:
	Beth lewis maze, circuit COURT JUDGE 21st JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
	ORDER




