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SUMMARY

The Georgia Court of Appeals affirmed the denial of Jerry Chambers’s motion to bar resentencing on
three homicide-by-vehicle counts. The court held that resentencing after reversal of the felony-murder
convictions did not violate double jeopardy because Chambers lacked a legitimate expectation of
finality in his original sentence and the homicide-by-vehicle verdicts could be reinstated on remand.
The court also concluded that the issue was not barred by the law-of-the-case doctrine because it had
not been raised or decided in the prior appeal.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Chambers appealed the denial of his motion to bar resentencing on
three homicide-by-vehicle counts as violating federal and state
constitutional protections against double jeopardy, after the Georgia
Supreme Court reversed his felony-murder convictions and remanded
for resentencing.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The double-jeopardy issue presented a question of law reviewed de
novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the statutory law-of-the-case doctrine barred Chambers from raising a double-jeopardy
challenge to resentencing on remand.

2. Whether the trial court's prior conviction and sentence for reckless driving barred conviction and
sentencing on the homicide-by-vehicle verdicts under the federal and Georgia Constitutions and
Georgia's statutory double-jeopardy provisions.

3. Whether Chambers had a legitimate expectation of finality in his original sentence after appealing the
sufficiency of certain convictions.

HOLDINGS

1. The law-of-the-case doctrine applied on remand, but it did not foreclose Chambers's double-jeopardy
argument because the Supreme Court's prior decision did not address that issue and the issue was not
raised or briefed in the first appeal.

2. Resentencing Chambers on the homicide-by-vehicle counts did not violate federal or Georgia
constitutional double-jeopardy protections because Chambers lacked a legitimate expectation of finality
in his original sentence after appealing the convictions, and the previously vacated homicide-by-vehicle
verdicts could support convictions after the felony-murder convictions were reversed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“in a second appeal after remand for resentencing, a criminal defendant may raise issues relating to the new
sentencing order but may not raise issues that were, or could have been, raised in the first appeal of the
case.” (at 4)

“The United States and Georgia Constitutions both prohibit the government from placing a defendant “in
jeopardy” more than once for the same offense.” (at 5)

“In the multiple-punishment context, the Double Jeopardy Clause of the Fifth Amendment protects a
defendant’s legitimate expectation of finality in his original sentence.” (at 7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

After midnight on July 4, 2017, Chambers drove passengers through crowds gathered in downtown Atlanta
during a holiday celebration. One passenger exchanged gunfire with pedestrians, and Chambers sped away
during a high-speed police chase. Chambers drove through an intersection, killing pedestrian Scott Waldrup,
then crashed, killing passengers Spencer Stuckey and Gabriel Maguilas. After the Supreme Court reversed the
felony-murder convictions predicated on fleeing or attempting to elude, the trial court resentenced Chambers on
the homicide-by-vehicle counts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



A jury convicted Chambers of three felony murders, three counts of fleeing or attempting to elude, three counts
of first-degree homicide by vehicle, and reckless driving. The trial court sentenced him on the felony-murder and
reckless-driving convictions and vacated the homicide-by-vehicle counts as a matter of law. The Georgia
Supreme Court reversed the felony-murder convictions for insufficient evidence and remanded for sentencing on
the homicide-by-vehicle counts. On remand, the trial court denied Chambers's double-jeopardy motion, imposed
sentences on the homicide-by-vehicle counts, and merged the reckless-driving count into one of them. The Court
of Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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