IN THE ALABAMA COURT OF THE JUDICIARY

FILED

IN THE MATTER OF:

*
*
JOHN RANDALL "RANDY" JINKS *
PROBATE JUDGE
*
TALLADEGA COUNTY
*

CASE NO. 57

APR

27 2021

COURT OF THE JUDICWlY
Rebecca C. Oatea
Secntary

MOTION TO QUASH
Comes Judge Randy Jinks, Respondent herein, and moves the
Court to quash a subpoena to testify issued to his attorney by the
Judicial Inquiry Commission, on April 20, 2021 (a copy of which is
attached hereto as Exhibit A), and shows unto the Court as follows:
1. A Complaint in this case was filed with the Judicial Inquiry

Commission ("JIC") on or about September 8, 2020, and an
investigation by the JIC was commenced thereafter.
2. Numerous persons were interviewed by JIC during the
succeeding six months. On or about October 23, 2020, the JIC took the
testimony of a District Judge in Shelby County and an assistant
District Attorney in Shelby County by video connection. On the same
day, it is believed that the JIC subpoenaed at least four Talladega
County Probate Court employees, and Birmingham attorney Robert
Echols, to appear in person at the JIC office to testify before the

Commission.
3. On or about November 12, 2020, my legal counsel filed a
twenty-four (24) page response to the allegations. That response
contained the names of numerous persons, including attorney Amanda
Hardy.
4. On information and belief, the JIC has conducted numerous
other interviews of court employees of the Talladega Probate Court and
of other lawyers and compiled a voluminous file used for the purpose of
filing a Complaint in this case. The Complaint, filed on March 3, 2021,
is seventy-eight (78) pages in length and contains the names of
numerous persons alleged to have some type of connection to the
allegations set out in the Complaint.
5. The name Amanda Hardy is not mentioned in the 78 pages of
the Complaint. Amanda Hardy has never been subpoenaed to testify,
has never been called, received any type of written inquiry, and has
never been informally interviewed by any person associated with the
prosecution of JIC’s Complaint filed against me. As of this filing, almost
eight (8) months have elapsed since the inception of this matter and
Ms. Hardy has yet to be contacted by anyone from the JIC except for

the “11th hour” phone call, occurring only after she filed a notice of
appearance as my lawyer, alleging that she has suddenly been elevated
to the status of “necessary witness”.
6. My first attorney, Mr. Bobby Segall, was released due to
serious health problems. After interviewing and considering several
alternatives to Mr. Segall, I decided to have Ms. Hardy represent me in
this matter.
7. On or about April 9, 2021, approximately 48 hours after Ms.
Hardy filed a notice of appearance, Elizabeth Bern (attorney for the
Commission) called Ms. Hardy and informed her that the Commission
was of the opinion that her representation of me is in violation of Rule
3.7 of the Rules of Professional Conduct. Ms. Bern informed Ms. Hardy
that she will likely be a necessary witness in the case against me, and
therefore she has conflict of interest and could not serve as counsel in
this matter. Because Ms. Hardy informed Ms. Berns that she had not
had an opportunity to review the voluminous documents in this case,
Ms. Berns offered to and did send, via email, Ms. Hardy the following:
Rule 3.7; a text message exchange between Ms. Hardy and me (dated
8/24/20) and obtained by the JIC at least five (5) months ago; the 24

page response of Judge Jinks (dated 11/12/20).
8.

Ms. Hardy was informed that she should withdraw promptly

or a motion to disqualify would be filed by the JIC. Later that
afternoon, the JIC filed a fifty-eight (58) page Motion titled “Judicial
Inquiry Commission’s Objection to Judge Jinks’s Motion for Extension
of Time”. The JIC opposed my motion for extension of time to respond
to the Complaint due to having new counsel and demanded that my
counsel withdraw or face a motion to be disqualified (all in the same
day).
9. My motion for extension of time was granted, and the answer
to the seventy-eight (78) page complaint is due to be filed tomorrow
(4/28/21), the same date the JIC has set Ms. Hardy’s deposition. (Ms.
Hardy has been immersed in putting together a formal response to the
Complaint and that response will be filed tomorrow).
10. I am opposed to Ms. Hardy withdrawing and strongly desire
that she continue as my counsel in this matter. The effect of withdrawal
of my counsel would be prejudicial and result in substantial hardship
and her removal would effect fairness and integrity of these judicial
proceedings.

11. Ms. Hardy cannot provide any testimony which would be
adverse to me. Further, with regard to any testimony which the JIC
could elicit from her can be easily be obtained by other means. Her
testimony is not necessary.
12. Counsel for the JIC should not be allowed to veto my choice of
counsel and interfere with my right to continued representation by
counsel of my choice.
WHEREFORE, the undersigned Respondent requests that the
deposition subpoena issued on April 20, 2021, to Amanda Hardy, to
testify in this case be quashed; and that a hearing on this matter be
scheduled and heard by the Presiding Judge, taking into account such
briefs and verified factual assertions which might be put before this
Court with regard to issues raised herein.
JOHN RANDALL JINKS

/s/ Randy Jinks
Randy Jinks
828 Ledbetter Flat Road
Talladega, AL 35160
Telephone: (256)493-7588
Email: randyjinks56@icloud.com

OF COUNSEL:
AMANDA HARDY LAW, LLC
Amanda Hardy (HAR388)
Attorney for Respondent Judge
1620 Tara Drive
Columbiana, Alabama 35051
Telephone (256) 794-1131
Email: amandahardylaw@gmail.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing has been served on:
the Judicial Inquiry Commission by delivering a copy via electronic
mail to: jic@jic.alabama.gov, on this April 27, 2021, with a copy to the
Court of the Judiciary: coj@alappeals.gov.

/s/ Randy Jinks
Randy Jinks

EXHIBIT A

