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MISSOURI APPELLATE COURT OPINION SUMMARY
MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS, WESTERN DISTRICT

STATE OF MISSOURI, )
)
Respondent, )
V. ) OPINION FILED:
)  February 25, 2014
TRENT L. WILLIAMS, )
)
Appellant. )
WD74285 Jackson County
Before Division One Judges: Cynthia L. Martin, Presiding Judge, and Mark D. Pfeiffer

and Karen King Mitchell, Judges

Trent Williams (“Williams™) appeals the judgment of the Circuit Court of Jackson
County, Missouri (“trial court”), finding him guilty, after a jury trial, of the class A felony of
murder in the first degree and sentencing him to life imprisonment without the possibility of
probation or parole. Williams challenges his conviction and sentence in light of Miller v.
Alabama, 132 S.Ct. 2455 (2012). Williams also asserts that the trial court erred in overruling his
motion for new trial based on a claim of newly discovered evidence and in admitting certain gun
evidence.

AFFIRMED IN PART; REVERSED IN PART AND REMANDED.
Division One holds:

Williams’s evidentiary claims lack merit, but his sentencing claim is meritorious in light
of the United States Supreme Court’s holding in Miller that the Eighth Amendment forbids a
sentencing scheme that mandates life in prison without possibility of parole for juvenile
offenders when the sentencer has not considered an offender’s youth and attendant
characteristics. The Missouri Supreme Court in State v. Hart, 404 S.W.3d 232 (Mo. banc 2013),
applied Miller and held that Hart’s sentence for first-degree murder of life without parole
violated the Eighth Amendment because—and only because—it was imposed without any
opportunity for the sentencer to consider whether this punishment was just and appropriate in
light of Hart’s age, maturity, and the other factors discussed in Miller. The court remanded the



case for re-sentencing using a process by which the sentencer conducts the individualized
analysis required by Miller and, on that basis, determines whether life without parole is a just and
appropriate sentence under all the circumstances.

Because Williams’s sentence of life without probation or parole for first-degree murder
was imposed in a manner that violated the Eighth Amendment, he must be re-sentenced using the
procedure described in Miller as interpreted in Hart.

Opinion by: Mark D. Pfeiffer, Judge February 25, 2014
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