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SUMMARY

The Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the dismissal of Michael Eugene St. Clair’s habeas

corpus petition challenging the imposition of lifetime community supervision following a rape

conviction. The court held that Williamson County was not a proper venue and that the petitioner

failed to provide an adequate record, including the transcript of the guilty plea hearing. The court also

concluded that the trial court had authority to correct the illegal sentence after the petitioner’s

confinement term ended but while lifetime supervision remained in effect.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Williamson County was a proper venue for St. Clair's habeas corpus petition based on the
location of his appointed counsel.

2. Whether the habeas court properly summarily dismissed the petition for failure to provide the transcript

of the guilty-plea hearing.

3. Whether the trial court had authority to correct the judgment after St. Clair had completed his term of
confinement.

4. Whether the corrected judgment imposing lifetime community supervision reflected an illegal sentence

or an unauthorized sentence correction.

HOLDINGS

1. Williamson County was not a proper venue because St. Clair resided in Sumner County and did not
provide a sufficient reason for filing in Williamson County rather than in the geographically nearest

court or the convicting court in Davidson County.

2. The habeas court properly summarily dismissed the petition because St. Clair failed to provide an
adequate record, including the transcript of the guilty-plea hearing, necessary to determine whether

lifetime supervision was discussed and imposed.

3. The trial court had authority to enter the corrected judgment because lifetime community supervision
was a statutorily mandated part of the sentence and had not expired when the corrected judgments were

entered.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Habeas corpus procedural requirements “are mandatory and must be followed scrupulously.”” (-3-)

“The “petitioner bears the burden of providing an adequate record for summary review in a habeas corpus

petition.”” (-4-)

“The petitioner’s full sentences had not expired at the time the corrected judgments of conviction were
entered, and, as a result, the trial court had the authority to correct the illegal sentences contained in the

judgments of conviction.” (-5-)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In 2002, St. Clair pleaded guilty in Davidson County to rape and received an eight-year sentence to be served on
probation. The plea paperwork and judgments included sex-offender treatment and registration but did not
expressly include the statutorily mandated sentence of lifetime community supervision. After his probation was
revoked and he completed his confinement, the trial court entered a corrected judgment in 2010 adding lifetime
community supervision, and St. Clair acknowledged the corrected sentence. In 2024, while residing in Sumner

County, he filed a habeas petition in Williamson County and challenged the corrected judgment.
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