IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY (at Lexington)
JEFFREY FARMER
c/o Christopher Wiest
25 Town Center Blvd, Ste. 104
Crestview Hills, KY 41017

:

Case No:

:

Judge:

:
Plaintiff
v.

:

KRISTEN GONZALEZ
123 Meadowcrest Dr
Georgetown, KY 40324

:

AND

:

VALERIE CHURCH
4873 Keats Grove
Lexington, KY 40513

:

AND

:

CHEYLA BUSH
335 S. Gratz Street
Midway, KY 40347

:

AND

:

PATRICK BRENNAN
4375 Versailles Road
Frankfort, KY 40601

:

AND

:

NATHAN GOODRICH
1378 Green Wilson Road
Frankfort, KY 40601

:

Defendants

:

:

:

:

:

:

PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND PUNITIVE DAMAGES WITH
JURY DEMAND ENDORSED HEREON
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INTRODUCTION
1. Everyone is entitled to their good name. This is true, regardless of any particular political
opinions they hold. So, lying about someone because you disagree with their political views
is never justified.
2. This case involves the worst kind of lies, which are lies intended to destroy, overnight, what
it took a professional lifetime to build. Plaintiff, Jeffrey Farmer (“Detective Farmer” and/or
“Plaintiff”), is, or was, until the actions complained of, a well-respected narcotics detective
with the Franklin County Sheriff’s Office. His work was respected by trial court judges who
do not share his political affiliation or views. That was due, in part, to the fact that he is a
consummate professional who did exceptional work keeping the community safe.
3. In early January, 2021, and purely as a private citizen enjoying the same rights as anyone
else, he traveled with three other individuals to Washington, DC in order to attend a First
Amendment protected, peaceful protest. Specifically, Detective Farmer attended a speech by
former President Trump on January 6, 2021. Detective Farmer then left before the tragic
events at the national Capitol occurred. To avoid any doubt, Detective Farmer unequivocally
condemns the violence and illegal activities that occurred on January 6, 2021 and his views
on that were widely known no later than January 7, 2021.
4. In an attempt to destroy Detective Farmer’s reputation, built over a lifetime of distinguished
public service, the Defendants, all public employees, told the most vicious lies about him.
They used their social media, both personal and official, as well as resources of their public
office, to retaliate against him for political speech they did not agree with. They purposely
engaged in a vile, baseless, and vicious attack, not merely in writing a letter to his employer
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(the Franklin County Sheriff) seeking the loss of his livelihood, but also by taking steps to
ensure that their defamation received the widest circulation possible in traditional media.
5. An outside investigation ensued and, on February 15, 2021, it was confirmed that
Defendants’ malicious factual assertions about Detective Farmer were without merit. This
lawsuit seeks redress for Defendants’ malicious actions.
PARTIES
6. Plaintiff is a detective with the Franklin County Sheriff’s Office. He resides in Woodford
County with his spouse, and children.
7. Defendants are all employees of the Kentucky Department of Public Advocacy (“DPA”).
Defendant Gonzalez resides in Scott County, Kentucky and Defendant Church resides in
Fayette County, Kentucky. Defendant Goodrich is a supervisor within the Frankfort DPA
office, while the rest are employed as attorneys for that office.
JURISDICTION AND VENUE
8. Subject matter jurisdiction over the claims and causes of action asserted by Plaintiffs in this
action is conferred on this Court pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, 42 U.S.C. § 1988, 28 U.S.C.
§1331, 28 U.S.C. 1367, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202, and other applicable law.
9. Venue in this District and division is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1391 and other
applicable law, because much of the deprivations of Detective Farmer’s Constitutional Rights
occurred in counties within this District and division, within Kentucky, and future
deprivations of his Constitutional Rights are threatened and likely to occur in this District.
Furthermore, the first named Defendant is located in this division.
FACTS SUPPORTING ALL CLAIMS
10. Plaintiff reincorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully written herein.
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11. Detective Farmer has been a law enforcement officer in the Commonwealth of Kentucky
since 2002. He began employment at the Franklin County Sheriff’s Office on November,
2012. Since March, 2015, he was assigned to handle narcotics matters.
12. By most accounts, Detective Farmer’s work with the Franklin County Sheriff’s Office has
been exemplary: he was twice named Deputy of the Year by the Department, and his case
work has substantially reduced drug trafficking activity in Franklin County, Kentucky. He
has been the recipient of numerous letters of commendation in his time with the Sheriff’s
office, and, in a citizen’s poll with the Kentucky State Journal, was voted Frankfort’s
Favorite Law Enforcement Officer, in part due to his extensive community involvement.
13. But by the same token, by early 2021, Detective Farmer’s work was not appreciated by
certain public defenders with the Department of Public Advocacy Office that covers Franklin
County, Kentucky: he was the detective in cases that constituted approximately 50% of the
DPA’s caseload.
14. One of the matters Detective Farmer investigated was in relation to William Bradley
McGuaghey, who was charged in 2014 with drug possession in a case styled Commonwealth
v. McGuaghey, 14-CR-00216. At the time, McGuaghey was dating Kristen Gonzalez. They
are now married. There were suspicions within the Franklin County Sheriff’s Office that
Gonzalez was involved with McGuaghey in his drug activity.
15. As a result, Gonzalez has held a grudge against Detective Farmer since 2014, including
harboring an intention to maliciously inflict harm on him. As she admits in a text chain with
another law enforcement officer in early January, 2021, a “mission to screw with” him:
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16. On January 5, 2021, Detective Farmer and three others left Kentucky to travel to
Washington, D.C. to see then-President Trump speak at a rally. Such a demonstration and
participation in a rally, or even a peaceful protest, is well established First Amendment
protected activity. Gregory v. Chicago, 394 U.S. 111 (1969); Cox v. Louisiana, 379 U.S. 559
(1965); Bible Believers v. Wayne County, 805 F.3d 228 (6th Cir. 2015); NAACP v. Claiborne
Hardware Co., 458 U.S. 886, 909-912 (1982); Edwards v. South Carolina, 372 U.S. 229,
235 (1963).
17. Detective Farmer, at the conclusion of the President’s speech at 1:00 p.m. on January 5,
2021, meandered the National Mall with two of the individuals he traveled with, never went
into the Capitol, and never committed any criminal activity.
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18. On January 7, 2021, while heading home from Washington, D.C., Detective Farmer gave an
interview to traditional media where he unequivocally condemned the violence and illegal
activities that occurred at our National Capitol the day before. This interview was widely
circulated.
19. On January 8, 2021, when Defendant Farmer’s views, and interview, were readily
ascertainable, Defendants authored a letter to Sheriff Quire, at least in part in their capacities
as DPA employees, since the letter was (i) explicit that they were public defenders; (ii) the
letter was sent to Sheriff Quire from a official DPA email account; (iii) the letter was
authored on state time using state resources; (iv) the letter was authorized by the DPA; and
(v) the letter was consistent statements of mission contained on the official state DPA
website. The letter is attached hereto, and incorporated by reference, as Exhibit A.
20. In terms of the actual text of the January 8, 2021 letter (hereinafter the “Defamatory Letter”),
it was chock full of knowingly malicious, false statements of fact (collectively the
“Defamatory Statements”), including (i) that Jeff Farmer attended events that led to storming
of the Capitol; (ii) that Jeff Farmer failed to leave the crowd when rioting began; (iii) that
Jeff Farmer was involved with treasonous behavior; (iv) that Jeff Farmer fraternizes with
racists and white supremacists who waved the confederate flag; (v) that Jeff Farmer was
involved with racial targeting and racial profiling and harassment based on race in his
capacity as a detective; (vi) that Jeff Farmer resigned from the City of Versailles police
department in exchange for no criminal charges against him; and (vii) that Jeff Farmer took
part in a treasonous riot that showed a disregard for the rule of law.
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21. The foregoing Defamatory Statements are demonstrably false, and were made at the time by
Defendants with knowledge of their falsity and/or reckless disregard of the truth.1
22. The foregoing Defamatory Statements were made with the purpose of depriving Detective
Farmer of his livelihood.
23. However, Defendants were not content with trying to get Detective Farmer fired, they also
widely publicized the letter on their social media accounts, ensuring widespread publication.
Defendants then cheered their malicious efforts with self-congratulations with each article
that spread their lies:

While Defendants’ actions meet this heightened standard, it is Plaintiff’s position that he was
not, and is not, either a public figure or limited purpose public figure, and thus simple negligence
is sufficient to meet the requirements of the claims.
1
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24. Still not satisfied, and in an effort to not merely take his current job, but to attempt to ensure
he was never going to be employable again in the line of work he spent a lifetime in,
Defendants maliciously released the Defamatory Letter to traditional media sources in an
effort to ensure maximum destruction of Detective Farmer’s reputation, including giving an
interview for this article from the State Journal:
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25. And this article from LEX18:
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https://www.state-journal.com/crime/public-defenders-call-out-sheriffs-deputy-for-attendingtrump-rally/article_5306597e-5294-11eb-a149-a73593e230b4.html (last visited 2/15/2021). In
this interview, Defendant Goodrich doubled down, stating that Farmer’s involvement in First
Amendment protected peaceful protest was part of a lynch mob and part of illegal activity: “"He
claimed he was on the outskirts. It seems like backpedaling to me. You don't have to go to the
jail or operate the noose to be part of the lynch mob ... . He was standing there watching, and
those events shook the nation. For a person charged with upholding the laws and the Constitution
to be a part of this is unnerving and we just can't sit by and not call him out on it."
3
https://www.lex18.com/news/covering-kentucky/franklin-county-detective-reassigned-bysheriff-following-his-presence-at-wednesdays-trump-rally (last visited 2/15/2021)
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26. Other media sources from around the state – and indeed national news sources – were given a
copy of the letter by Defendants in their ongoing malicious attempt to smear and defame
Detective Farmer.4
27. As a foreseeable consequence of the foregoing actions of each of the Defendants, and all in
accordance with the malicious intentions of these Defendants, Detective Farmer was
reassigned at work, had his good name drug through the mud, suffered personal harassment,
his children have been attacked and harassed at their school putting them in fear of their
safety, and suffered other damages, to be proven at trial.
28. In response to these letters, the Franklin County Sheriff hired an outside investigator with
years of investigative experience.
29. On February 15, 2021, that investigator released his report, which concluded that each and
every one of the Defamatory Statements in the Defamatory Letter was false and, further,
demonstrated and set forth facts leading to the conclusion that the Defamatory Statements
were made knowingly and/or with reckless disregard of the truth. A true and accurate copy
of that report is attached hereto as Exhibit B, and is hereby incorporated fully in this
Complaint.
State Action and Actions under Color of Law
30. Detective Farmer is a citizen of the United States.
31. Detective Farmer has clearly established rights and protections under the First and Fourteenth
Amendments to the United States Constitution.
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https://www.wymt.com/2021/01/11/franklin-county-sheriff-reassigns-deputy-after-complaintsabout-him-attending-the-us-capitol-rally/ (last visited 2/15/2021);
https://www.nbcnews.com/news/us-news/kentucky-deputy-went-trump-s-d-c-rally-now-hen1256677 (last visited 2/15/2021).
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32. Defendants, using their offices and acting under color of state law for all of their respective
actions and incidents set forth herein, violated Plaintiff’s clearly established First
Amendment and Fourteenth Amendment Rights, which has deprived, are depriving, and will
deprive Plaintiff of his rights to be free to Petition, to Assemble, and to engage in Free
Speech, protected under the First Amendment. Defendants thereby subjected themselves in
their official and individual capacities under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, to prospective injunctive
relief, and to declaratory relief under 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201, et seq., and in their individual
capacities only subjected themselves to be liable for monetary damages sought herein.
33. Defendants, abused the authority of their offices and, while acting under color of law and
with knowledge of Plaintiffs’ clearly established rights, used their offices to violate
Plaintiffs’ First Amendment rights.
COUNT I – 42 USC § 1983 – First Amendment Retaliation (All Defendants)
34. Plaintiff reincorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully written herein.
35. Detective Farmer engaged in protected speech and assembly on January 6, 2021, all of which
was clearly established at the time he engaged in these protected activities. Gregory v.
Chicago, 394 U.S. 111 (1969); Cox v. Louisiana, 379 U.S. 559 (1965); Bible Believers v.
Wayne County, 805 F.3d 228 (6th Cir. 2015); NAACP v. Claiborne Hardware Co., 458 U.S.
886, 909-912 (1982); Edwards v. South Carolina, 372 U.S. 229, 235 (1963); See, also,
Lozman v. City of Riviera Beach, 138 S. Ct. 1945 (2018).
36. Various adverse actions have been taken against Detective Farmer by these Defendants,
including communicating with the Franklin County Sheriff via a malicious and false letter
intended to cause him to suffer adverse employment action and otherwise to be harassed.
Further, Defendants’ intentional and widespread release of their letter, all in retaliation for
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merely attending a rally protected under the First Amendment, is designed to deter Plaintiff,
and others in his position, into not engaging in First Amendment protected activities; all of
which would deter a person of ordinary firmness from continuing to engage in such protected
conduct and speech.
37. These adverse actions were motivated at least in part by the Plaintiff's protected conduct.
38. This violated clearly established case law as set forth in Mezibov v. Allen, 411 F.3d 712, 717
(6th Cir. 2005) (citing Thaddeus-X v. Blatter, 175 F.3d 378, 394 (6th Cir. 1999) (en banc).
39. As such, Detective Farmer seeks damages against Defendants, in an amount to be determined
at trial under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, for violations of their clearly established constitutional rights
as set forth herein. The measure of such compensatory damages shall be proven at trial, but
is in excess of $1,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs.
40. Detective Farmer further seeks punitive damages against Defendants since the actions
complained of were motivated by evil motive or intent and/or involved reckless or callous
indifference to the federally protected rights of Plaintiff. Detective Farmer demands
judgment on these punitive damages against Defendants, in their individual capacities, in an
amount to be determined at trial, but not less than $1,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and
costs.
COUNT II – Defamation (Libel/Slander All Defendants)
41. Plaintiff reincorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully written herein.
42. Defendants made the Defamatory Statements about Detective Farmer in the Defamatory
Letter. Defendants then engaged in every effort to publicize and publish these false
statements in as wide-spread a fashion as possible, well beyond any public interest that they
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might have had if they actually had legitimate concerns about Detective Farmer. As a
consequence thereby, Defendants have caused the Plaintiff injury as described herein.
43. The Defamatory Statements in the Defamatory Letter were made maliciously, and were
knowingly false, and/or were made recklessly in callous disregard of the truth.
44. The measure of such compensatory damages caused thereby shall be proven at trial, but is in
excess of $1,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs. Because Defendants made the
statements with malice, oppression, and/or fraud, Detective Farmer further seeks punitive
damages, in an amount to be proven at trial, but is in excess of $1,000,000.00.
COUNT III – False Light Invasion of Privacy (All Defendants)
45. Plaintiff reincorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully written herein.
46. Defendants, as a consequence of their actions, placed Detective Farmer in a false light, which
would be highly offensive to a reasonable person and, further, had knowledge of, or acted in
reckless disregard of the falsity of, the publicized matter and the false light in which
Detective Farmer was placed.
47. The measure of such compensatory damages caused thereby shall be proven at trial, but is in
excess of $1,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs. Because Defendants made the
statements with malice, oppression, and/or fraud, Detective Farmer further seeks punitive
damages, in an amount to be proven at trial, but is in excess of $1,000,000.00.
COUNT IV –Invasion of Privacy (invasion on seclusion and unreasonable publicity)
(All Defendants)
48. Plaintiff reincorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully written herein.
49. Defendants published their falsehoods to the public at large, or to so many persons that the
matter must be regarded as substantially certain to become one of public knowledge.
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50. Given the falsity of their claims, they have violated Kentucky’s tort on invasion of privacy as
they violated Detective Farmer’s right of seclusion and right against unreasonable publicity.
51. The Defendants’ actions and exposure would be highly offensive to a reasonable person and
in fact have caused harm to Detective Farmer’s minor children.
52. The measure of such compensatory damages caused thereby shall be proven at trial, but is in
excess of $1,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs. Because Defendants made the
statements with malice, oppression, and/or fraud, Detective Farmer further seeks punitive
damages, in an amount to be proven at trial, but is in excess of $1,000,000.00.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jeffrey Farmer demands judgment against Defendants as prayed
for, including:
A. That this Court issue a declaration that the practices complained of herein, by
Defendants, were and are unconstitutional, and an injunction preventing further
retaliation;
B. That Plaintiff be awarded money damages, including both compensatory and punitive
damages against the individual capacity Defendants in an amount to be proven at trial,
and exceeding $1,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs;
C. That trial by jury be had on all issues so triable;
D. That Plaintiff be awarded his costs in this action, including reasonable attorney fees under
42 U.S.C. § 1988; and
E. Such other relief as this Court shall deem just and proper.
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JURY DEMAND
Plaintiff demands trial by jury on any and all claims so triable.
/s/ Christopher Wiest___________
Christopher Wiest (KBA 90725)

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Christopher Wiest___________
Christopher Wiest (KBA 90725)
Chris Wiest, Atty at Law, PLLC
25 Town Center Blvd, Suite 104
Crestview Hills, KY 41017
513/257-1895 (c)
859/495-0803 (f)
chris@cwiestlaw.com
/s/ Thomas B. Bruns_____________
Thomas B. Bruns (KBA #84985)
Bruns, Connell, Vollmar & Armstrong, LLC
4750 Ashwood Drive, Suite 200
Cincinnati, OH 45241
(513) 312-9890
(513) 800-1263 (fax)
tbruns@bcvalaw.com
/s/Zach Gottesman________________
Zach Gottesman (86288)
404 East 12 St., First Floor
Cincinnati, OH 45202
zg@zgottesmanlaw.com
/s/Robert J. Thumann
Robert J Thumann (KBA#90201)
Crehan & Thumann, LLC
404 East 12th St., Second Floor
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
thumann@ctlawcincinnati.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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EXHIBIT A

EXHIBIT B

