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SUMMARY

The Delaware Supreme Court affirmed the death sentences imposed on Michael R. Manley and David
Stevenson for the murder of a witness scheduled to testify against Stevenson. The court rejected
challenges to the use of an accomplice-liability instruction during the penalty phase and to the
defendants' eligibility for capital punishment under Enmund and Tison. The court also upheld the
evidence supporting the statutory aggravating circumstances and concluded that the sentences were

neither arbitrary nor disproportionate.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The accomplice-liability-instruction and Enmund/Tison claims were
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Superior Court committed reversible error by explaining accomplice liability to the second
penalty-phase jury.

2. Whether Enmund v. Florida and Tison v. Arizona required submission of proposed interrogatories
concerning the defendants' eligibility for the death penalty.

3. Whether sufficient evidence supported the statutory aggravating circumstances found as to Manley.

4. Whether the defendants' death sentences were arbitrarily or capriciously imposed or disproportionate

under Delaware's statutory capital-sentence review.

HOLDINGS

1. The Superior Court did not commit reversible error by explaining accomplice liability to the second
penalty-phase jury because, viewed in the context of the entire charge, the explanation provided
necessary background and did not authorize the jury to impose vicarious liability for statutory or

nonstatutory aggravators.

2. Enmund and Tison did not preclude either defendant's death sentence, and the Superior Court did not err

by refusing to submit separate Enmund/Tison interrogatories.

3. Sufficient evidence supported the jury's findings that Heath was killed to prevent his testimony, that
Manley committed the murder as Stevenson's agent, and that the murder was premeditated and the result

of substantial planning.

4. The death sentences were not arbitrarily or capriciously imposed and were not disproportionate to
sentences imposed in similar Delaware capital cases.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“major participation in the felony committed, combined with reckless indifference to human life, is sufficient

to satisfy the Enmund culpability requirement.” (327)

“The sentences of death were not imposed or recommended arbitrarily or capriciously and they are consistent

with other cases involving a deliberate, cold-blooded, execution-style killing of a defenseless victim.” (331)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Kristopher Heath, a Macy's security investigator scheduled to testify against Stevenson in a theft prosecution,
was shot five times and killed outside his residence on the morning of his scheduled testimony. Witnesses saw a

black male flee in a blue vehicle registered to Stevenson, and police later apprehended Stevenson and Manley



after the vehicle fled and its occupants ran on foot. Manley matched eyewitness descriptions of the shooter, and a
note containing the name and contact information of another investigator scheduled to testify against Stevenson
was found in the police vehicle that transported Stevenson. The penalty-phase evidence also showed planning,
including surveillance near Heath's residence and evidence suggesting that both investigators may have been

targeted.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After a joint trial, a jury convicted both defendants of first-degree murder and related offenses, and the Superior
Court imposed death sentences following the original penalty phase. The death sentences were affirmed on direct
appeal, but this Court later vacated the sentence in post-conviction proceedings and ordered a new penalty
hearing. After the second penalty hearing, the jury found statutory aggravating circumstances and recommended

death for both defendants; the Superior Court imposed death sentences, which the defendants appealed.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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