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SUMMARY

The Kentucky Supreme Court affirmed Shawn Windsor’s convictions and death sentences for

murdering his wife and son. The court held that the trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying a

subsequent competency hearing, and it rejected challenges to the waiver of jury sentencing, judge

sentencing, the capital sentencing procedure, and the appellate record. The court also concluded that

the death sentence was not imposed arbitrarily or disproportionately.
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Windsor appealed as a matter of right from a Jefferson Circuit Court
judgment imposing two death sentences after he entered an

unconditional guilty plea to two murders and related offenses.

The decision whether reasonable grounds exist to question
competency and conduct a competency hearing is reviewed under an
abuse-of-discretion standard, asking whether a reasonable judge
should have experienced doubt regarding competency. The Supreme
Court also conducted the statutory review required for death sentences
under KRS 532.075.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying Windsor's request for a second competency

hearing before he pleaded guilty and sought death sentences.

. Whether Kentucky law required the sentencing judge to find beyond a reasonable doubt that death was

the appropriate punishment, in addition to finding an aggravating circumstance beyond a reasonable
doubt.

. Whether a capital defendant may waive statutory jury sentencing after pleading guilty.

. Whether the Kentucky Constitution prohibits a trial judge from imposing a capital sentence when the

jury's role is advisory.

. Whether the Supreme Court of Kentucky's mandatory death-penalty review required a written transcript

rather than the video recordings and clerk's record.

. Whether Windsor's death sentences should be vacated or remanded for resentencing based on the

Commonwealth's refusal to negotiate a lesser sentence, the absence of comparative-case information

before sentencing, or questions about his competency.

HOLDINGS

1.

The trial court did not abuse its discretion in finding no reasonable grounds to question Windsor's

competency and denying his request for a second competency hearing.

. Kentucky's capital-sentencing statutes require proof beyond a reasonable doubt of at least one statutory

aggravating circumstance, but do not require a separate finding beyond a reasonable doubt that death is

the appropriate punishment.

. A criminal defendant may waive the statutory right to have a jury fix the sentence, including after

pleading guilty to a capital offense.

. The Kentucky Constitution does not confer a constitutional right to jury sentencing, and KRS

532.025(3)'s advisory-jury structure does not violate the Kentucky Constitution.

. Video recordings of the proceedings, together with the clerk's written record, constitute the record on

appeal and satisfy KRS 532.075; a written transcript is not required for the Supreme Court's mandatory

review.

. Resentencing was not warranted because the Commonwealth's insistence on seeking death was

permissible, comparative-case information need not be provided before the initial sentencing, and the

record showed no passion, prejudice, arbitrariness, disproportionality, or excessiveness.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In light of these circumstances, we do not believe that the trial court abused its discretion in denying the RCr

8.06 motion.” (572)



“There is no requirement in the plain language of the statute that the sentencing jury or judge must also make

a determination beyond a reasonable doubt that capital punishment is appropriate.” (573)

“Video recordings of the proceedings, along with the clerk’s written record, constitute the official record on
appeal.” (574)

“For the foregoing reasons, the judgment of the Jefferson Circuit Court is affirmed.” (575)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Windsor admitted murdering his wife and eight-year-old son by stabbing them with a kitchen knife and beating
them with a dumbbell. Approximately six months after the crimes, he attempted suicide by overdosing on
prescription medication shortly before trial. After a competency hearing, one psychiatrist found him competent
and another believed he continued to suffer effects from the overdose. Four days later, Windsor repeatedly
expressed his desire to plead guilty and receive death sentences, and the trial court accepted his plea after

questioning him about his mental and physical condition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Windsor was found competent to stand trial after a competency hearing conducted four days before he pleaded
guilty. The trial court denied his request for a second competency hearing, accepted his guilty plea, conducted a
sentencing hearing, and imposed two death sentences. The Supreme Court of Kentucky conducted mandatory

review of the death sentences and affirmed.
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