In the Missouri Court of Appeals

Casgtern District
DIVISION ONE
STATE OF MISSOURI, ) No. ED93209
)
Respondent, ) Appeal from the Circuit Court
) of the City of St. Louis
VS. )
)
DAVID STUERMAN, ) Hon. John F. Garvey, Jr.
)
Appellant. ) FILED: June 22, 2010

Before Kathianne Knaup Crane, P.J., Clifford H. Ahrens, J., and Nannette A. Baker, J.

David Stuerman (Defendant) appeals the trial court’s judgment and sentence after
a jury convicted him of first-degree statutory rape, three counts of first-degree statutory
sodomy, three counts of child molestation, and two counts of incest. The trial court
sentenced Defendant to two life terms in prison plus 30 years, each to run consecutively,
and lesser concurrent terms.

Defendant claims that the trial court erred by entering a written sentence that did
not conform to the court’s oral pronouncement of sentence. The State agrees that a
clerical error resulted in a discrepancy between the oral and written sentence.
Specifically, the court stated that Defendant’s 5-year sentence on count Il (child
molestation) runs concurrent with his sentences of life plus 30 years on counts | and Il

(statutory rape and sodomy). However, the written judgment contains an internal



inconsistency. Though the entry for count 111 correctly indicates concurrence, the entries
for counts | and 11 incorrectly state that they run consecutive to count I1l. Point granted.

We have reviewed Defendant’s remaining points on appeal. Because a written
opinion would serve no jurisprudential purpose, those points are discussed in an
unpublished memorandum, provided only to the parties, and denied pursuant to Rule
30.25(b).

The judgment of conviction is affirmed. We remand for correction of the written
sentence pursuant to Rule 29.12(c).

PER CURIAM
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