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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Arkansas affirmed Deatria Donyell Hamilton’s convictions for two counts of
capital murder and two sentences of life imprisonment without parole. The court rejected or found
unpreserved Hamilton’s challenges concerning death-qualified jurors, impeachment with a prior
statement, a crime-scene diagram, a videotape, and references to his prior arrest and incarceration. The
court also denied Hamilton’s pro se motion to add a point to his direct appeal and found no reversible
error under Arkansas Supreme Court Rule 4-3(h).
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Hamilton appealed his convictions for two counts of capital murder
and two sentences of life imprisonment without parole, asserting five
alleged trial-court errors and later seeking to add a point to his appeal
pro se.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed evidentiary rulings and the denial of mistrial for
abuse of discretion; unpreserved claims were not reviewable absent a
contemporaneous objection; and the death-qualification claim was
treated as moot because Hamilton did not receive a death sentence.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE published precedential opinion
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PRACTICE AREAS

criminal procedure evidence appellate procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Hamilton had standing to challenge the exclusion of prospective jurors who opposed the death
penalty when he received life imprisonment without parole rather than a death sentence.

2. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by requiring defense counsel to read additional
portions of a prior statement during impeachment of a State witness when Hamilton did not object and
acquiesced to the requests.

3. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by admitting a diagram of the crime scene that was not to
scale.

4. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by admitting a videotape containing gruesome footage of
the crime scene.

5. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying mistrial motions after witnesses referred to
Hamilton's prior arrest or incarceration.

6. Whether Hamilton should be permitted to add a pro se point after submission of his direct appeal while
represented by appointed counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. A defendant who receives life imprisonment without parole, rather than a death sentence, lacks standing
to challenge alleged errors concerning the death-qualified composition of the jury.

2. The court will not review an alleged trial-court error that was not preserved by a contemporaneous
objection, particularly where defense counsel acquiesced to the challenged action.

3. Admission of demonstrative evidence, including a crime-scene diagram, is within the trial court's broad
discretion, and a diagram that is reasonably useful and accompanied by an appropriate limiting
instruction is admissible absent prejudicial error.

4. A videotape is admissible when it is relevant, helpful to the jury, and not unfairly prejudicial; the
decision is reviewed for abuse of discretion.

5. A trial court does not abuse its discretion by denying a mistrial based on inadvertent references to a
defendant's prior arrest or incarceration when appropriate admonitions or cautionary instructions cure
the prejudice and the references were not deliberately induced.

6. An appellant represented by counsel on a felony direct appeal may not both accept appointed counsel
and submit a pro se brief or supplemental point after submission.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because he did not receive a death sentence, he lacks standing to raise errors having to do with the death
penalty.” (at 618)

“A videotape is admissible if it is relevant, helpful to the jury, and not prejudicial.” (at 620)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In the early morning of December 23, 1999, James Ellison and Carlos Meeks were found shot to death at
Leaders Barber Shop in El Dorado, Arkansas. Jerome Powell testified that Hamilton, Powell, and Kirun
Mendenhall entered the shop intending to obtain money, and that Powell shot both victims before the group took
money and fled. Hamilton was arrested after Powell's arrest and gave a statement; Hamilton was subsequently
convicted of two counts of capital murder.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Following a five-day trial, Hamilton was convicted of two counts of capital murder and sentenced to life
imprisonment without parole on each count. The Supreme Court of Arkansas reviewed the asserted errors,
conducted its required Rule 4-3(h) review, affirmed the judgment, and denied Hamilton's post-submission pro se
motion.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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