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Dr. Ken Parrish graduated from the University of Louisville School
of Dentistry in 1989. He then received a Dentist Scientist Award
Fellowship from the National Institute for Dental Research to attend
the University of Iowa. While at Iowa he received his specialty
training in Periodontics as well as a PhD in Microbiology. Dr. Parrish
is a Certified Diplomate of the American Board of Periodontology.

502-899-3000
EXPERIENCE MATTERS!

Mamie never developed two of her permanent teeth. As an adult she had two
options. She could either have two bridges or two implants. If she decided on
bridges she would required to have four teeth ground down to accommodate
the bridges. Mamie, being an accountant, did the math and for her the
implants made more sense (and cents). SHE VISITED Dr. Parrish at United
Smile Centers. Seminars are given every other Monday evening at 5pm and
one Wednesday a month at 2pm. Please RSVP 502-899-3000.

Call our office to find the answer

Dr. Ken Parrish and
has placed over 7,500 dental implants.
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106 Sears Ave.
Louisville, KY 40207

502-899-3000

Exit 17 Blankenbaker Pkwy South off I-64

877-481-3311
www.lexusoflouisville.com

Sales Hours: Mon. – Thurs. 9am to 9pm, Fri. & Sat. 9am to 6pm
Service Hours: Mon. – Fri. 7am to 6pm and Saturday 8am to 6pm

Excludes tax, title, and dealer fees. No security deposit. Financing for qualified buyers. Lexus makes first payment at signing so customer
pays only 35 payments. 10k miles per year. Offers end June 4, 2012 or when cars become unavailable. Photos for illustration only.

$0 Due at Signing,
Nothing, Ziltch, Nada

NEW 2012
RX350 FWD

$479*
per month

36 month lease
STOCK # LR6950

$0 Due @ Signing

NEW 2012
ES350
$479*

per month
36 month lease

STOCK # LE6548

$0 Due @ Signing

NEW 2012
IS250 AWD

$419*
per month

36 month lease
STOCK # LI6752

$0 Due @ Signing
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Warford’s murder was
widely reported at the time
because police initially
thought it was a Satanic rit-
ual sacrifice, a theory later
dismissed by prosecution
experts.

Kentucky has the most
restrictive laws in the na-
tion for post-conviction
DNA testing, joining only
with Alabama in limiting it
to evidence in capital
cases. But Alabama allows
testing in capital cases for
offenders sentenced to life
without parole.

Indiana, incontrast,per-
mits DNA testing of evi-
dence after convictions for
all serious felonies — if the
offender can show a rea-
sonable probability he
wouldn’t have been prose-
cuted or convicted if DNA
testing had been done be-
fore trial.

Likewise, in Louisville,
Jefferson County Com-
monwealth’s Attorney
Dave Stengel has a policy
of allowing post-conviction
DNA testing for any crime,
as long as it is “relevant”
and the offender pays for
it.

Results in cases so far
have exonerated two men
convicted of rape and an-
other of murder. Stengel
says the attorney general’s
office should be pushing to
make his policy the rule
statewide.

“I like Jack,” he said of
Conway, “but I would tell
them to look at your oath,
and your oath is to do jus-
tice.”

Allison Martin, a
spokeswoman for the attor-
ney general’s office, said it
couldn’t comment for fear
of jeopardizing other
cases.

But some Kentucky
prosecutors have argued
that extending post-convic-
tion DNA testing to other
cases could swamp the
state crime lab and be pro-
hibitively expensive if the
state were forced to pick up
the tab.

Lawyers for Clark, 41,
who is in Luther Luckett
Correctional Complex, and
Hardin, 42, who is at East-
ern Kentucky Correctional

Complex, said they
wouldn’t comment because
of their pending motion.
Both were denied parole in
2006 and told they couldn’t
apply again until 2014.

Missing in the
dead of night

Warford spent April 1,
1992, hanging out with
friends in the parking lot of
a Kroger at 4211S. Third St.
in Louisville’s South End.

She told her mother that
day that a strange man had
harassed her, shouting that
he wanted to marry her, as
she had walked home.

She left home shortly af-
ter midnight to rejoin her
friends and was never seen
alive again.

After Warford’s body
was found in Meade County
three days later, with a fa-
tal stab wound to her neck,
her parents told Meade
County Sheriff Joseph
Greer that she had been
dating Hardin, that he was
friends with Clark, and that
all three had dabbled in Sa-
tanic practices.

Police searched Har-
din’s home and found a Sa-
tanic Bible and other books
encouraging followers to
sacrifice small animals,
then cattle and horses, and
eventually humans.

Although the prosecu-
tion’s experts ultimately
determined that Warford’s
death was not a ritual sacri-
fice, Commonwealth’s At-
torney Kenton R. Smith ar-
gued at trial that it was sa-
tanically inspired.

He had other circum-
stantial evidence to work
with, according to court
records.

Both defendants, he
showed, had lied to police
when they denied owning
knives, and Clark had
falsely claimed to be unfa-
miliar with Meade County.

One of Clark’s ex-girl-
friends testified that he
had shown her how to kill
people by stabbing them
with a knife at the base of
the skull — just as Warfield
had been killed.

Hardin had told police
that he warned the victim
— as he had his other girl-
friends — that he would kill
her if he caught her cheat-

ing on him.
The prosecution con-

ceded that the gray hairs in
Warford’s clenched hand
didn’t come from the de-
fendants but suggested
they may have fallen from
Sheriff Greer when he in-
vestigated the crime scene.

And the prosecution
showed that a hair found on
Warford’s pants, which her
mother said she had fresh-
ly washed, was microscop-
ically similar to Hardin’s.

Smith also told the jury
that Warford’s “fresh” fin-
gerprint was found in
Clark’s car, even though he
had told police she hadn’t
been inside it in four
months.

On top of that, a jail-
house informant testified
that Clark had twice con-
fessed to the killing while
they were housed together
in the Meade County Jail.

Holes in the case
In their Supreme Court

brief, lawyers for Hardin
and Clark say the case was

weaker than it seemed — so
much so that Circuit Judge
Sam Monarch said on the
record in chambers after
the verdict that he hadn’t
expected a conviction.

No witnesses saw Clark
or Hardin with the victim
the night of the crime, and
no direct forensic evidence
linked either of them to it,
said the appellate lawyers,
Jason Kreag of the Inno-
cence Project in New York
for Hardin and Linda Smith
of the Department of Pub-
lic Advocacy’s Innocence
Project in Frankfort for
Clark.

One of the common-
wealth’s witnesses admit-
ted it is impossible to “time
date” a fingerprint, prov-
ing there was no way to
know if Warford’s print in
Clark’s car was recent.

And the jailhouse
snitch’s testimony was dis-
credited when a letter was
discovered after trial in
which he pleaded with an-
other inmate to corrobo-
rate his testimony “with
enough ----” so they will “let
me out.”

Lawyers for Clark and
Hardin also presented alibi
witnesses who insisted
they saw the pair in Louis-
ville before and after the
murder — and that they
couldn’t have gotten to and
from Meade County be-
tween those times.

But the attorneys say
the best evidence would be
DNA testing of the hairs
found in Warford’s hand.

In their brief, they say
they expect the DNA will
be a match to a convicted
felon who had been paroled
from prison before the
murder and allegedly told
his girlfriend that he killed
Warford.

The lawyers cite an affi-
davit taken in May 2009
from another woman, E.
Nicole Madison of Louis-
ville, who said the girl-
friend told her about the
man’s confession shortly
after Warford’s murder.

Madison, who testified
about the confession be-
fore a special Meade Coun-
tygrandjuryafterthemur-

der, says in the affidavit
that she is “firmly con-
vinced” Hardin and Clark
didn’t commit the crime.

Madison says in the affi-
davit that she was threat-
ened in1992 when she testi-
fied and identifies the al-
ternate suspect only as
“John Doe” out of concern
for her safety. But Kreag
and Smith say in their brief
that he is James G. Whitely,
who allegedly confessed to
his girlfriend.

In an interview with The
Courier-Journal, Whitely,
47, who lives in Oldham
County, denied any in-
volvement in the murder
and said he didn’t know
Warford.

Whitely, who was con-
victed of manufacturing
methamphetamine in 2006
and assaulting his wife in
2010, said, “I ain’t killed
nothing in my ---- life but
fish.”

No need for DNA
In an interview, Smith,

who retired in 2008 as com-
monwealth’s attorney, said
authorities investigated
Madison’s allegations.

“We chased that lead,
and it went absolutely no-
where,” he said.

In January 2010, Mon-
arch, by then a senior
judge, rejected a motion to
order DNA testing of the
hair strands, in part be-
cause he said trial lawyers
for Hardin and Clark knew
about Whitely but elected
not to point to him as a sus-
pect — possibly because he
had red hair, not gray.

Monarch also said the
jury knew the hairs found
in Warford’s hand didn’t be-
long to the defendants but
still convicted them.

“Assuming the DNA
analysis would confirm
what was known prior to
the time of trial, this would
not be anything new,” he
wrote.

Echoing that opinion,
Assistant Attorney Gener-
al Perry Ryan says in the
state’s brief that Clark and
Hardin have failed to show
that a DNA test would have
“compelled an acquittal.”

But in their brief and in-
terviews, Smith and Kreag
said if the hairs had been
linked by DNA to a specific
person — one who had sup-
posedly confessed to the
crime and had a criminal
record — the defendants
probably would not have
been convicted.

The lawyers also are
seeking DNA testing of bio-
logical material found un-
der Warford’s fingernails,
as well as the hair found on
her pants that an expert
said resembled Hardin’s.

“If this was a cold case,
or a new case, the first
thing police would do today
is DNA tests of all this
physical evidence,” Kreag
said.

Kreag and Linda Smith
say they hope the Supreme
Court will use the case to is-
sue clear directions on
when post-conviction DNA
testing should be granted.

But Kenton Smith, the
ex-prosecutor who is now
in private practice, said in
an interview that he has no
doubt justice was done.

“We absolutely got the
right guy,” he said.

And Mary Warford, the
victim’s mother, said she
thinks Hardin and Clark
are “fishing for straws.”

“They are behind bars
where they belong, and
they should stay there,”
she said. “They killed our
daughter.”

Their lawyers, however,
say the case has the hall-
marks of a wrongful con-
viction, including discred-
ited snitch testimony, and
they say they hope the Su-
preme Court will use it to
issue clear directions on
when post-conviction DNA
testing should be granted.

“Such a statement,”
they say in their brief,
“would go a long way to-
ward ensuring that actual
perpetrators are punished
and innocent people do not
linger in prison for crime
they did not commit.”

Reporter Andrew Wolfson can
be reached at (502) 582-7189.
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TESTING LAW
Kentucky statutes provide for
post-conviction testing only
for offenders who are sen-
tenced to death. The law
says:
“At any time, a person who
was convicted of and sen-
tenced to death for a capital
offense … may request DNA
testing. A judge must order
the testing if a reasonable
probability exists that the
petitioner would not have
been prosecuted or convicted
if exculpatory results had
been obtained through DNA
testing and just analysis.”

POST-CONVICTION
LAWS BY STATE
The National Conference of
State Legislature’s roundup
of state laws shows that 16
allow testing after any crime,
while 14 do so for any felony.
The rest restrict it to violent
crimes, sex offenses, serious
felonies or murder.
The laws by state are com-
piled at www.ncsl.org/
portals/1/Documents/cj/
Table3PostConvictionTesting
.pdf
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