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State 
v. Worley

v

State v. Worley

Criminal law—Aggravated murder—Findings of guilt and death sentence affirmed.
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A.  Joughin goes missin
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B.  The likely abduction site is found 
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C.  Worley is interviewed 
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D.  Worley’s property is searched 
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E.  Joughin’s body is found 
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F.  The autopsy 
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G.  Evidence collection and analysis 
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H.  Worley’s previous abduction attempt 

I.  Defense case 
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A.  Sufficiency of the evidence 

State v. Jenks

superseded by constitutional amendment on other grounds as stated 

in State v. Smith

Jackson v. Virginia

State v. Lang
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not that sexual activity actually 

take place State v. Powell

superseded by constitutional amendment on other grounds as 

stated in Smith Jackson
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a.  Worley purposely killed Joughin 

State v. Nicely

State v. Garner

Id
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State v. 

Johnson see also State v. Carter
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Jenks

See State v. Coleman

b.  Evidence showing that Worley was the actual killer 

A-20



See

Powell
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B.  Denial of motion for new venire 

State v. Aalim
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State v. Sanders

State v. Yarbrough

State v. Adams

See id

See State v. Jackson
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Richardson v. Marsh

Bruton v. United States

Richardson Bruton

Richardson

Bruton

See Richardson

Bruton

C.  Ineffective assistance of counsel 
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Strickland v. Washington

State v. Bradley

Strickland Id

Strickland

Id

State v. Murphy see also State v. 

Mundt

Id  Miller v. Francis

a.  Failure to elicit prospective jurors’ actual beliefs about the death penalty 
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State v. Dixon

Mundt

See State v. Jackson

State v. Davis
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See State

v. Fears State v. Holloway

b.  Failure to “lay the factual groundwork” 

A-36



State v. Adams

Mundt

State v. 

Group
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how it was inserted with such 

force that it broke her tooth
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D.  Admission of evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts 

A-39



State v. Hartman

Hartman

Id

Hartman

Huddleston v. United States
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State v. Lowe

Hartman

Federal Evidence

modus operandi

Lowe
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State v. Jamison

State v. Bey

State v. Crotts

unfairly
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Oberlin v. Akron Gen. Med. Ctr.

Ohio Evidence

unfairly

See Hartman

E.  Sentencing opinion
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See State v. Simko
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Porter v. McCollum

Porter

State v. Davis
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Porter

Id

See State v. Phillips

See State v. Gapen

State v. Montgomery

F.  Settled issues 

Hurst v. Florida 

Hurst v. Florida

 State v. Mason
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See, e.g. Thompson

 State v. Mammone

State v. Kirkland

State v. Jackson

State v. Ferguson

State v. Jenkins

Davis

State v. Steffen
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Zant v. Stephens

Furman v. Georgia

Id

See

Steffen but see 

Jenkins

G.  Cumulative error 

See State v. Graham
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See State v. Powell

Id. State v. Adams

A.  Aggravating circumstance 

See

B.  Mitigating factors 

A-49



a.  Family history, childhood, and educational background 

A-50



A-51



A-52



b.  Psychologist testimony 
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c.  Work history 

d.  Worley’s relationships 

e.  Criminal history 
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f.  Ability to adjust to incarceration 

A-57



See  e.g State v. Campbell

but

see State v. Tenace
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State v. Johnson

State v. Neyland

A-59



See State v. Clinton

See

A-60



see, e.g.  State v. Lawson

State v. Stumpf
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U.S. Const. amend V 
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous 
crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in 
cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual 
service in time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be subject 
for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall 
be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be 
deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall 
private property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 

U.S. Const. amend VI 
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy 
and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and district wherein the 
crime shall have been committed, which district shall have been 
previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of the nature and 
cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against him; 
to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to 
have the Assistance of Counsel for his defence. 

U.S. Const. amend VIII 
Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor 
cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 

U.S. Const. amend XIV 
Section 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and 
subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of 
the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United 
States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction 
the equal protection of the laws. 
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