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SUMMARY

The Georgia Supreme Court affirmed Marcus DeWayne Huff’s convictions for malice murder and
felony murder arising from the stabbing death of Daniel Aftowski. The court held that the evidence
was sufficient to support malice murder and that the jury was not required to find voluntary
manslaughter based on alleged provocation.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Huff appealed his convictions for malice murder, felony murder, and
aggravated assault, challenging the sufficiency of the evidence and
arguing that the evidence demanded a voluntary-manslaughter verdict.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to authorize Huff's conviction for malice murder.

2. Whether the evidence demanded a verdict of voluntary manslaughter rather than malice murder because
Aftowski's conduct provoked Huff.

3. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support the felony-murder verdict.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find Huff guilty beyond a reasonable
doubt of malice murder.

2. The evidence did not require the jury to return a verdict of voluntary manslaughter; whether the
evidence showed only voluntary manslaughter caused by serious provocation was a question for the jury.

3. The court did not address the felony-murder sufficiency claim because the evidence was sufficient to
sustain the malice-murder conviction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“[W]hen the evidence raises the offense of voluntary manslaughter, the question is whether the defendant
acted out of passion resulting from provocation sufficient to excite such passion in a reasonable person. It is
of no moment whether the provocation was sufficient to excite the deadly passion in the particular
defendant.” (537)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Huff and Daniel Aftowski drank heavily together at Aftowski's apartment. After Aftowski disclosed a prior
homosexual encounter and claimed to have distributed a recording of it, Huff became furious, an altercation
occurred, and Huff stabbed Aftowski 34 times, causing his death. Huff then attempted to clean the apartment,
used Aftowski's credit card, fled in Aftowski's automobile, and later admitted the stabbing to police. Huff
presented expert testimony that a prior brain injury and post-traumatic stress disorder impaired his impulse
control.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Huff was indicted on malice murder, felony murder, and aggravated assault charges. Following a jury trial, he
was found guilty on all counts; the trial court sentenced him to life imprisonment for malice murder and merged
and vacated the remaining counts. The trial court denied his motion for a new trial, and Huff appealed to the
Supreme Court of Georgia, which affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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