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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Illinois held that applying the multiple-murder sentencing statute to a 15-year-

old juvenile convicted under a theory of accountability violated the proportionate penalties clause of

the Illinois Constitution. The court affirmed the trial court's sentence of 50 years' imprisonment rather

than mandatory natural life imprisonment without parole. The court also addressed its jurisdiction to

review the State's direct appeal from the trial court's constitutional ruling.
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The State directly appealed from the Cook County circuit court's
judgment holding the multiple-murder sentencing statute
unconstitutional as applied to Miller and imposing a 50-year sentence

instead of mandatory natural life imprisonment.

Constitutionality of the statute and the circuit court's finding of
unconstitutionality were reviewed de novo; the statute was presumed
constitutional, and the challenger bore the burden of establishing

invalidity.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Illinois Supreme Court had jurisdiction over the State's direct criminal appeal from the

circuit court's finding that the sentencing statute was unconstitutional.

2. Whether mandatory natural-life imprisonment under the multiple-murder sentencing statute was
unconstitutional as applied to a 15-year-old juvenile convicted under an accountability theory for acting

as a lookout.

HOLDINGS

1. Supreme Court Rule 603 provides an independent basis for the Illinois Supreme Court to review a
circuit court's declaration that a statute is unconstitutional in a criminal case, and the court therefore had

jurisdiction over the State's direct appeal.

2. The multiple-murder sentencing statute, as applied to Miller—a 15-year-old juvenile convicted under an
accountability theory and serving as a lookout—violated the proportionate penalties clause of the Illinois
Constitution because mandatory natural-life imprisonment without parole was unconstitutionally

disproportionate.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When these three statutes converge, a court never considers the actual facts of the crime, including the

defendant's age at the time of the crime or his or her individual level of culpability.” (at 308)

“Accordingly, we hold that the penalty mandated by the multiple-murder sentencing statute as applied to this

defendant is particularly harsh and unconstitutionally disproportionate.” (at 308)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On November 19, 1997, Tommy Jones and Keith Alexander were shot and killed outside a Chicago apartment
complex. Miller, who was 15, agreed to act as a lookout after two other participants displayed guns; he never
handled a gun and fled once the shooting began. He was convicted of both murders under Illinois's
accountability statute and faced mandatory natural-life imprisonment under the multiple-murder sentencing

statute.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Miller, a 15-year-old juvenile, was transferred to adult criminal court, tried by a jury, and convicted of two
murders under an accountability theory. The circuit court declined to impose the mandatory natural-life sentence,
concluding that the statute violated the Illinois proportionate penalties clause and the Eighth Amendment, and
imposed a 50-year sentence. The State appealed directly to the Tllinois Supreme Court, which exercised
jurisdiction under Supreme Court Rule 603 and affirmed.
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