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BY HANO..OEUVERY ang E-MAIL (Jenny.9arrett@jlc.alab;ama.gov) 
CONFIDENTtAb COMMUNICAILQN 

FILED t..J i COURT OF THE -ti 
,I\ JUDICIARY ' !u 

Hon. Bi0y C. Bedsole, ~q. 
Cha\m,an 
Judicial Inquiry Commission 
401 Adams Avenua, Suite 720 
P. 0. Box 303400 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130~400 

RE: Complaint of Mr 
Our Cllent: Hon. Anita Kelly 

Dear Chairman Bedsole: 

~~ }lebeccaC.OalM 1 ,11f;/f. 
r;;--~ Socrrtary OJ.., 

't£-or G"l cat.o; 

This letter is Montgomery County Circuit Judge Anita Kelly's supplemental 
response to the Judicial Inquiry Commission's notice of romplaint. as (a) initiated by 
your letter concerning an ilidividual complalnt to Judge Keltt dated May 9, 2016; .(b) 
broadened by your letter to Judge Kelly dated september 121 2016; (c} Implicitly 
expanded even further (by the forwarding of many new allegations from the Alabama 
DepartmeQt of Human Resources) by your letter to Judge Kelly dated December 5, 

. W16; (d) possibly enlarged by rnore allegations from DHR foiwarded by Executive 
Olrector Jenny Garrett by a·mail to ma dated January 9, 2017; (e} elaborated upon by 
your letter to me dated January 25, 2017: and (f) !mprtcltly expanded even more by Ms. 
Garrett's letter to me dated March 30, 2017 (by forwarding moro allegations from DHR 
concerning two more cases}. 

Judge Kelly denles that there has been any pattern or practice of delay in 
hearings andlor rulings, or of failure to rule. More generally, there also is no basis on 
whtch to charge her with any potential violation of any applicable Canon of Judicial 
Conduct. 

I. Introduction • scope of complaint? 

This heeding regarding the scope ofthls complaint ends with a q1.testlon mark 
because the complaint has grown like kudzu. Even at th!s stage, after rounds of 
correspondence, the ~.cope of what exactly Judge Kelly is being asked to respond to 
remains somewhat unclear. 

From an lndMduaf complaint ... : N> suggested above, this Investigation began 
wlth an Individual complaint, filed by a litigant in Judge Kelly's court, Mr.-­
The Commission's inltlal letter In this matter, dated May 9, 2016, notified~ 






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































