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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Kevin Johnson’s convictions, including malice murder, for
the death of a two-year-old child. The court held that the evidence was sufficient to support the
convictions and that Johnson’s incriminating statement, made spontaneously during a custodial
conversation, was not subject to additional Miranda warnings. The court also rejected Johnson’s claim
that the statement was coerced.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Johnson's malice murder conviction.

2. Whether investigators violated Miranda by admitting Johnson's custodial statement without re-
administering Miranda warnings.

3. Whether Johnson's statement was involuntary because it was allegedly coerced by a law-enforcement
investigator.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational jury to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Johnson was guilty
of malice murder.

2. Miranda warnings were not required for Johnson's statement because he initiated the meeting and made
the incriminating statement spontaneously, without express questioning or its functional equivalent.

3. The trial court did not err in finding that Johnson's statement was not coerced.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Miranda warnings must be administered when two factors are met: the accused is in custody, and is
subjected to interrogation or its functional equivalent.” (711)

“Because his statement was spontaneous and unsolicited, Johnson’s Miranda claim fails.” (711)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Johnson was babysitting two-year-old Melanie Haynes while her mother was at work. After Johnson reported
that Melanie had fallen, vomited, and was having difficulty breathing, emergency personnel found her
unresponsive; she later died from traumatic brain injuries. Experts testified that the injuries were intentionally
inflicted and inconsistent with an accident or simple fall. While in custody, Johnson initiated a meeting with
investigators and spontaneously stated that he had been swinging Melanie when she struck her head on a dresser
drawer.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

An Effingham County grand jury indicted Johnson on June 6, 2011, in connection with Melanie Haynes's death.
A jury convicted him on all eight counts after a February 15-17, 2012 trial, and the trial court sentenced him to
life imprisonment without parole on March 1, 2012. The trial court denied his amended motion for new trial on
July 21, 2016, and the Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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