COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
PIKE CIRCUIT COURT
25-CR-00223
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, PLAINTIFF

VS. COMMONWEALTH’ S RESPONSE TO
DEFENDANT’S RENEWED MOTION TC REDUCE BOND

MICHAEL K. MCKINNEY, III DEFENDANT

COMES the Commonwealth and for its Response to Defendant’s
Renewed Motion for Bond reduction, and states as follows:

1. The Commonwealth would refer the Court to our previous
response to Defendant’s original Motion to Reduce Bond,
which is attached.

2. The defense falsely asserts in their renewed bond motion
that the Commonwealth is seeking to continue the trial to
“gather more evidence”. As everyone knows, all of the
evidence awaiting forensic testing was gathered at the time
of the murder. The Commonwealth is simply asking that the
case not be tried until all of the evidence collected from
the scene has been forensically tested, which is common
sense.

3. The bond set by this court was upheld on appeal and nothing
has changed that would cause the Commonwealth, or the
victim’s family, to alter our opposition to any reduction
in bond. For the same reasons detailed in the attached
response to the Defendant’s bond reduction motion, the
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Commonwealth prays for appropriate orders of the Court

overruling Defendant’s Renewed Motion to Reduce Bond.

Respectfully submitted this S{é:\day of \f_\FQ\Lg,gv\gQ!;_f r 2025

HON. ARNOLD ERENT TURNER
COMMONWEALTH’ S ATTORNEY
140 SOUTH LAKE DRIVE
PRESTONSBURG, KY 41633

Submj d By:

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the
foregoing Response was e-mailed on this the _§:: day of
wnove»\No./ , 2025 to the following:

Hon. Terry Jacobs

P. 0. Box 99

Hindman, KY 41822

{e-mail: terrydjacobs@hotmail.com)

Hon. Steven R. Romines

600 West Main Street, Suite 100
Louisville, KY 40202
srominesf@rominesweisyoung.com

Hon. Randy O’Neal

P. O. Box 266
Richmond, KY 40476
randy@oneallawky.com

Hon. Whitney Rowe

300 West Short Street
Lexington, KY 40507
whitney@baldanilaw.com

Judge Eddie Coleman
Pike Circuit Court
Pikeville, KY 41501
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CASE NO. 24-CR-326

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, PLAINTIFF

VS, COMMONWEALTH'S RESPONSE TO
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO REDUCE BOND

MICHAEL K. MCKINNEY, llI, DEFENDANT,
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COMES the Commonwealth and for its response to the Defendant’s motion for bond
reduction, and states that the Commonwealth objects to any reduction to the bond for
Defendant M.K. McKinney. Defendant’s motion focuses primarily on the weight of the
evidence and the Defendant’s mental condition which they cite as factors to be considered
when determining conditions of release. Accordingly, the Commonwealth would like to

address those factors in more detail.
EVIDENCE

The Defendant selectively quotes parts of the Grand Jury testimony to support their claim
that the evidence of the Defendant’s guilt is lacking. While we cannot cover all the evidence,

what follows is some of the evidence the Court should consider.

A. DNA EVIDENCE
The autopsy found that Amber Spradlin was stabbed at least 12 times in the
head, neck, and torso. The attack was so violent that the blade from the knife
used in the murder broke off in her neck and was only discovered at autopsy.

The nature and pattern of the injuries would suggest she resisted her attacker.
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Swabs from Amber Spradlin’s fingernail clippings were sent for DNA testing.
After the initial test showed the possible presence of male DNA under her
fingernails, a second more specialized test was conducted to test for Y
chromosome short tandem repeat (Y-STR) DNA analysis. This test looks only
for male DNA. Because the Y chromosome is inherited paternally, all males
from the same paternal lineage share the same Y-STR profile.

Forensic testing of Amber Spradlin’s right hand fingernail clippings found
that the major Y-STR profile located under those nails was a match to
Defendant Mickael McKinney, Il and Defendant M.K. McKinney, and their
paternal relatives. This match is estimated to be 463 times more likely to occur
if Michaell McKinney, Il, or M.K. McKinney, or their paternal relative is a
contributor to this Y-STR than if it came from a randomly selected male from

the U.S. population. More importantly, the DNA profile from Amber Spradlin’s

right hand fingernail clippings did not match Defendant Josh Mullins or Roy
Kidd.

There is no evidence, nor has any Defendant alleged, that someone
outside of the home committed this murder. And there was no evidence of a
break-in. Therefore, the question is not “who in the world does the DNA under
the victim’s fingernails point to”, but rather, “who in the home does the DNA
under the victim’s fingernails point to”? Obviously, it could only have been

Defendant Michael McKinney, I, or Defendant M.K. McKinney, as all other



males in the home, including Roy Kidd, are excluded as possible contributors.
A copy of the forensic report is attached as Commonwealth’s Exhibit 1.

On the subject of DNA, there is another important finding. Roy Kidd fell and
sustained a pretty large cut under his chin hours before the murder due to
being so intoxicated that he could not stand up on his own. As a result, Roy
Kidd was covered in blood. DNA testing of the blood on Roy’s clothing shows

that it was his own blood and not that of the victim Amber Spradlin.

M. K. MCKINNEY’S INJURIES

In addition to being the only person present that night who fled the scene
before police arrived, Defendant M.K. McKinney is the only person who had
any injuries to their hands or arms. More specifically, when police were finally
able to photograph Defendant M.K. McKinney three (3) days after the murder,
he was found to have numerous suspicious scratches to both forearms. So
while the DNA profile could have come from either Defendant Michael
McKinney or Defendant M.K. McKinney, it was only Defendant M.K. McKinney
who had scratches. Photos of the scratches are attached as Commonwealth’s

exhibits 2a and 2b.

. CONDUCT OF MCKINNEY DEFENDENTS

Defendant M.K. McKinney called 911 shortly before 6:00 a.m. On the
morning of the murder and stated that a “family guest” was extremely

intoxicated and asked if the police could send someone to take him to a drunk

3



tank. He did not name the individual, but it is obviously a reference to Roy
Kidd. When asked by the dispatcher if Roy Kidd was fighting or otherwise
committing some kind of arrestable offense, Defendant M.K. McKinney
declined to say so. In fact, he said “I'm not saying arrest him”. Loren Carlsen
was at the home with her boyfriend, Defendant Josh Mullins, that night. She
gave a statement to police saying she and Josh left the victim Amber Spradlin
alone in the living room when they went to bed around 7:00 a.m. the morning
of the murder. It is also believed that Roy Kidd had passed out and gone to
sleep in the basement bedroom at that point. This means the murder
happened some time after 7:00 a.m.

Defendant Michael McKinney, [| was asked by numerous people when
Defendant M.K. McKinney left since he was not there when the victim was
found sometime before 10:00 A.M. Defendant Michael McKinney, II told
Loren Carlson, Roy Kidd, and several other individuals that Defendant M.K.
McKinney had left “during the night”. However, surveillance video obtained
by police shows Defendant M.K. McKinney’s vehicle feaving much later than
that. Attached as exhibit 3 are still shots of Defendant M.K. McKinney’s blue
Chevrolet truck leaving the area just before 8:30 A.M. Another surveillance
still shot is attached as exhibit 4 showing Defendant M.K. McKinney’s truck
arriving back at the area where his girlfriend’s home was in Morehead shortly

before 10:00 a.m. Clearly, M.K. did not leave “during the night” as his father



has repeatedly suggested and would have been at the home when the murder
occurred,

Roy Kidd woke up in the basement bedroom sometime before 10:00 a.m.
that morning. He was so intoxicated that he had defecated and urinated on
himself in the bed he was sleeping in. When he went upstairs, he discovered
Amber Spradlin on the living room couch dead. He then knocked on the
bedroom door of Defendant Michael McKinney, I, which was located only a
few steps from where the murder occurred. When Defendant Michael
McKinney, Il came to the door, Roy Kidd told him that Amber Spradiin was
dead and covered in blood. Kidd states that Defendant Michael McKinney, Il
merely glanced over at her from the door before going back in his bedroom
and making phone calls. According to Kidd, Defendant McKinney did not even
go over to look at her to see what had happened.

Instead of calling 911, Defendant Michael McKinney, Il called his close
friend, then Prestonsburg City Police Randy Woods. Phone records confirm a
nearly eight (8) minute long phone call between the two. When questioned by
police, Randy Woods would only say that he told Defendant McKinney to call
911.

Eventually, Defendant Michael McKinney, Il finally called 911 around 10:30

a.m. This is the transcript of the entire call.



911

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

ROY

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

911

MCKINNEY

911

911, where is your emergency?

Yes, so my name is Michael McKinney.
I'm at 659 Arkansas Road.

Yes.

I had some people come back to my house last
night and there’s a girl on my couch that’s
dead.

659 Arkansas Creek?

Yes. So I need some assistance.

Alright. I’1l1 get everybody out there.
434-78977

That’s my cell, yes.
Do you know who the female 1is?

Roy, what’s her name? What’s her name? I know
it’s Amber, but what’s

Amber Spradlin.
Amber Spradlin.

Is it obvious or was it . . you think it’s
drugs or.

Dude, it locks l1like somebody’s came into the
house and fucking murdered her. Her fucking
throat’s slit. There’s blood everywhere.
Okay. About how old is she?

How old is she? 32. . 33.

Alright. I'11 get everybody out there.

Thank you.

You’re welcome.



As you can see, Defendant Michael McKinney, Il told the 911 Dispatcher
that Amber Spradlin was murdered and that her throat had been slit. He was
correct. The problem is that none of these injuries were visible or at all
apparent upon observing the body at the scene. Because Amber Spradlin’s
body was leaning back into the couch with her chin pushed forward, you cannot
see any injuries to her neck. In fact, the authorities who responded to the
scene, along with the deputy coroner, all believed that she had died from some
sort of hemorrhage or other medical event. It was not until many hours later
when the victim’s body was examined at the coroner’s office that the injuries
to her neck were able to be observed. Apparently, the Defendant Michael
McKinney, Il knew the exact nature of the victim’s injuries even though they
were not discernable to anyone else at the scene.

It's also notable that Defendant McKinney is with Roy Kidd at the time of the
911 cail and even asked Kidd for Amber’s name. So apparently he had no
concerns about hanging out with Roy that morning even though he now says
Roy is a deranged, homicidal maniac who had just slaughtered a woman for no
reason on his couch.

D. MISSING CAMERAS

Both Defendant McKinney's longtime housekeeper and Josh Mullins’ then
girlfriend, Loren Carlson, say that the Defendant had a camera on the living
room mantel aimed directly at the couch where the murder occurred. The

housekeeper said it had been there as long as she could remember and was
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there the week of the murder when she cleaned the home. Loren Carlson had
been staying there and also confirmed the presence of the camera.

When police arrived on the morning of the murder, this camera, along with
another one in the basement bar area were both gone with no evidence that
they had ever been there. The fact that there was a camera that would have
filmed the murder was never mentioned by anyone to the police. They only
learned of its existence through subsequent investigation and interviews. If
McKinney had a camera that filmed the murder you would think that he would

want authorities to see the footage if it exonerated his son.

DEFENDANT M. K. MCKINNEY’S MENTAL CONDITION

The Defendant’s motion disputes the Commonwealth’s claim that Defendant M.K.
McKinney has a history of violent outbursts and mental instability. The following are some of the

reasons the Commonwealth has made that statement.

A. M.K.'s statements to Roy Kidd

Defendant M.K. McKinney is Roy Kidd's second cousin and Roy Kidd had
genuine affection for M.K. While Roy Kidd and Defendant M.K.
McKinney were catching up in the early morning hours at Seasons Inn,
M.K.’s mother, Ladonna, stopped by outside to bring M.K. a pill. Roy

Kidd went out and spoke to Ladonna, who is his first cousin.



Once back inside, Roy asked M.K. why his mother needed to come in
the middle of the night to bring him a pill. What followed was a lengthy
discussion between the two where Defendant M.K. McKinney disclosed
significant mental issues he had been dealing with.

M.K. stated that he had severe depression and was regularly
suicidal. M.K. stated that he “heard voices” telling him to kill himself.
M.K. mentioned that his grandmother had killed herself and that he was
afraid he would end up like her. M.K. told Roy that “dark voices” told
him to do bad things and put bad ideas in his head and that the voices
were “taking control” of him. Roy was so concerned for M.K. that he
texted his daughter around 4:03 a.m. while the conversation was
occurring and said of M.K. “he’s suicidal”. Roy told M.K. that mental
iliness was prevalent in their family and tried to comfort him. Again, all
of these statements made by defendant M.K. McKinney regarding his

severe mental instability were made mere hours before the murder.

. M.K. PULLED KNIFE ON PEOPLE

A witness named Timothy Lykins who was a friend to the McKinney
family and an occasional employee at Seasons Inn provided information
concerning a viclent outburst he observed at the McKinney home.
According to this witness, it is common for groups of people to leave

Seasons Inn after the bar closes and go to Defendant Michael
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McKinney's home to party and drink, just as Roy Kidd and Amber
Spradlin did on the night she was murdered. Lykins was present in the
same McKinney home in the same basement on one such night where
twenty (20) or more people were gathered there. According to Lykins,
Defendant M.K. McKinney pulled a knife and said he was going to kill
everybody there. Everyone had to leave and M.K.’s father argued and
fought with him to make him drop the knife. Lykins further described
M.K. as a possible “ticking time bomb” whose moods could change like

a “light switch”.

C. M.K.’S LENGTHY HISTORY OF MENTAL INSTABILITY

When Defendant M.K. McKinney’s truck was finally located and
searched three (3) days after the murder, a document was discovered
indicating M.K. was in treatment for “anger management”. This discovery
led to investigators obtaining treatment records for Defendant M.K.
McKinney. These records are voluminous and go back many years. They
document many incidents of suicidal ideations, attempts at self-harm, as
well as Defendant M.K. McKinney’s stated inability to control his anger.
These records can be provided to the Court for review under seal if

needed.
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D. CONCUSION
It is the Commonwealth’s position that all the evidence in the case strongly
implicates Defendant M.K. McKinney in the murder of Amber Spradlin. We
also believe that there is significant evidence to suggest that the Defendant is
mentally unstable and a danger to the community. Accordingly, the
Commonwealth prays for appropriate orders of the Court denying the

Defendant’s motion for bond reduction.

Respectfully submitted this _ 33 day of ¢ &‘*"D!Q e 2024

HON. ARNOLD BRENT TURNER
COMMONWEALTH’S ATTORNEY
140 SOUTH LAKE DRIVE
PRESTONSBURG, KY 41653

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and accurate gopy of the foregoing Response was duly served

by email or mail, this the , 2024 to the following: Hon. Steven R.

Romines, 600 Weast M4AiIn Street,Suite , Louisville, K<Y 40202 (502)587-8822.
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AGENCY: Kentucky State Police Post 9
COUNTY: Floyd
100 Sower Bivd. Suite 102 AGENCY CASE#: 09-23-0485
Frankfort, KY 40601 CASE OFFICER: M. Lewis, J. Wireman
Telephone #: (502) 564-5230 RE: Amber Spradiin - [V]
Fax #: (502) 564-4821 Michael K. McKinney, Il - [S]

Michael McKinney, Il - [S]
Joshua Mullins - [S]
Roy Kidd - [S]

. LABORATORIES

REPORT OF FORENSIC LABORATORY EXAMINATION

MATERIAL SUBMITTED:

Item 18.1 DI#(27): Swab from right hand fingernail clippings from Amber Received on: 08/02/23

Spradlin
Item 191 DI#(28). Swab from left hand fingernail clippings from Amber Received on: 08/02/23
Spradlin
Item 24 Di#(33): Buccal standard from Michael McKinney Il (extract) Received on: 08/02/23
Item 25 DI#(34): Buccal standard from Joshua Mullins (extract) Received on: 08/02/23
Iltem 27 DI#(36): Buccal standard from Roy Kidd (extract) Received on: 08/02/23

Item 29 DI#(38): Buccal standard from Michael McKinney Il (extract) Received on: 08/02/23

EXAMINATION REQUESTED:

Y-chromosome Short Tandem Repeat (Y-STR) Analysis
{ESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS:

Due to the paternal inheritance of the Y chromosome, all males from the same paternal lineage
are expected to share the same Y-STR profile. Therefore a match of a reference profile would
include the reference and his paternal relatives as potential Y-STR donors to the sample.

Y-STR profiles were obtained from Iltems 24, 25, 27 and 29 for comparison purposes.

The Y-STR profite from Michael McKinney !i is the same as the Y-STR profile from Michael McKinney
.

The male quantitation result for ltem 19.1 was insufficient for conclusions.

The Y-STR profile from Htem 18.1 is a mixture of at least two males. The major profile matches
Michael McKinney Il and Michael McKinney |} (and their paternal relatives). Utilizing a subset® of the
YHRD United States database and assuming a single source profile, the match is estimated to be
463 times more likely to occur if Michael McKinney |l or Michael McKinney 1l (or a paternal relative) is
a contributor of the Y-STR profile than if the source is a randomly selected male individual from the
United States population. This profide does not match Joshua Mullins and Roy Kidd. No meaningful
comparisons can be made to the remainder of the profile due to the possibility of undetected genetic

information.
LAURA RAUSCHMAYER iy

Rioc.dot Version 04
age 1 of 2
EFFECTIVE DATE 02/01/20
Authonty: KSP Laboralory System Director
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Laboratory = 23-C-003884
Ruport = 4
Agency Case # 09230485

*Results from the statistical database were only considered at the Yfiler™ loci due to limited
population data.

No Y-STR profiles were entered into the Combined DNA Index System (CODIS).

EVIDENCE DISPOSITION:

Items 18.1 and 19.1 were consumed in analysis. The remaining extracts from ltem 19.1 and the
associated blank are being returned in dried form (Item 700).

METHODS:

ltems 18.1 and 19.1 were extracted for DNA using a QlAgen EZ1 Advanced XL DNA purification
instrument. All extracts were quantified for DNA using the Quantifler™ Trio DNA quantification kit
Extracts from Items 18.1, 24, 25, 27 and 29 were analyzed by male-specific, Y-chromosome short
tandem repeat (Y-STR) markers utilizing Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) with the Yfiler™ Plus
amplification kit and an Applied Biosystems 3500x! genetic analyzer.

Results relate only to the items or sampling of items tested

Date Analysis_S_férté&:O4l_§2.-'24
Date Analysis Completed: 06/26/24
Date Report Issued: 06/27/24

L5 .‘

1 A P
b oadd Lt Ty
| |

Laura Rauschmayer
Forensic Biologist 1l

DI# = department item number

Evidence descriptions were obtained from agency information, item packaging, observations and/or
previous reports.

Unless otherwise noted in the report, this evidence is availabie for release Any remaining extracts
will be discarded.

LAURA RAUSCHMAYER |

Qioc.dot Version 04
age 2 of 2
=FFECTIVE DATE 02/01/20
Authority: KSP Laboratory System Director
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