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The Judicial Inquiry Commission ("JIC") incorporated 21 exhibits into its Cross 

Motion for Summary Judgment and Opposition to Chief Justice Moore's Motion for 

Summary Judgment dated July 15, 2016. The first 17 exhibits (A-Q) were incorporated by 

reference from the complaint filed May 6, 2016. The last four exhibits (R, S, T, and U) 

were attached to the opposition and cross motion. 

Chief Justice Moore objects to the admission of Exhibits B, C, F, H, I, S, T and U 

as irrelevant. He additionally objects that Exhibits B and C are prejudicial. Exhibit S is also 

hearsay and unauthenticated. For these reasons, these exhibits should be excluded. 

Discussion 

Evidence is rel~vant if it has "any tendency to make the existence of any fact that is 

of consequence to the determination of the action more probable or less probable than it 

would be without the evidence." Rule 401, Ala. R. Evid. Charges No. 1-5 in the JIC ' s 

complaint all arise from the Administrative Order of January 6, 2016. 

Exhibits Band C relate to COJ Case #33 that was tried in 2003. Those exhibits are 

irrelevant and shed no light on the meaning of the Administrative Order. Furthermore, they 





Exhibit T is irrelevant because it bears no relationship to the matter before the 

Court-the meaning of the Administrative Order. In exercising their authority to issue 

marriage licenses, probate judges are not "trial courts," and only the latter were the subject 

ofExhibit T. 

Charge No. 6 is the only charge that addresses the issue of recusal. The JIC, 

however, has forfeited that charge by not following the mandatory requirements of Rules 

6C and 6D that any matter charged in a complaint must first be presented by allegation in 

an investigation letter. See Motion to Dismiss, at 26-29. Because Charge No. 6 has been 

forfeited, evidence pertaining to it, such as the transcript portions in Exhibit U, is irrelevant. 

Conclusion 

WHEREFORE, for good cause shown, Chief Justice Moore requests the Court to 

exclude JIC Exhibits B, C, F, H, I, S, T and U from the record of this case. 
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