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SUMMARY

The California Court of Appeal affirmed a judgment imposing life without parole on 18-year-old Jeff
Andrew Christensen for aggravated kidnapping involving bodily harm or confinement creating a
substantial likelihood of death. The court rejected his federal and state constitutional challenges to the
sentence, concluding that the sentence was not cruel or unusual or grossly disproportionate to his
conduct and criminal history. The court modified the judgment by striking a $300 parole revocation
fine because Christensen was ineligible for parole.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant appealed from a judgment of conviction and sentencing in
the Superior Court of Orange County, challenging his life-without-
parole sentence under the federal and state constitutional prohibitions
against cruel and unusual or cruel or unusual punishment and
challenging the imposition of a parole revocation fine.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The constitutionality of punishment is reviewed independently as a
question of law, while underlying disputed facts are viewed in the light
most favorable to the judgment. The court independently reviewed the
cruel-and-unusual-punishment claims.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE published

PARTIES Jeff Andrew Christensen v. The People

TOPICS



sentencing cruel and unusual punishment criminal procedure appellate procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

criminal law criminal sentencing constitutional law appellate procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether imposing life without parole on an offender who was 18 years old when he committed
aggravated kidnapping violates the Eighth Amendment.

2. Whether Christensen's life-without-parole sentence is grossly disproportionate to his culpability and
therefore violates article I, section 17 of the California Constitution.

3. Whether the trial court erred by imposing a $300 parole revocation fine under Penal Code section
1202.45 when Christensen was sentenced to life without parole and was ineligible for parole.

HOLDINGS

1. The Eighth Amendment does not prohibit sentencing an 18-year-old offender to life without parole. The
constitutional rules governing juvenile offenders do not extend categorically to offenders who were at
least 18 when they committed the offense.

2. The life-without-parole sentence for Christensen's aggravated kidnapping is not cruel or unusual under
article I, section 17 of the California Constitution because it is not grossly disproportionate to his
individual culpability.

3. A parole revocation fine under Penal Code section 1202.45 may not be imposed when the defendant is
ineligible for parole. The $300 fine was improperly imposed and must be stricken.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The age of 18 is the point where society draws the line for many purposes between childhood and
adulthood.” (at 10)

“When there is no parole eligibility, the [parole revocation] fine is clearly not applicable.” (at 15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Christensen was 18 when he helped abduct a victim at gunpoint for a drug dealer seeking to collect $100,000.
During approximately 28 hours of captivity, Christensen repeatedly pointed a gun at the victim, threatened the
victim's family, punched and kicked him, cut his arm with a machete, and helped move him into a closet that was
boarded and screwed shut. Christensen had an extensive history of violent and delinquent conduct, including
numerous juvenile-hall stays, an attempted stabbing of his brother, assault of his mother, gang-related firearm
conduct, probation violations, and assaults of inmates while awaiting trial.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Christensen in 2023 of aggravated kidnapping under Penal Code section 209, subdivision (a),
finding bodily harm or confinement creating a substantial likelihood of death and firearm use. The superior court



imposed life without parole for the aggravated kidnapping, a consecutive 10-year firearm enhancement, and a
$300 parole revocation fine. The Court of Appeal rejected the constitutional sentencing challenges but held the
parole revocation fine improper because Christensen was ineligible for parole.

DISPOSITION

affirmed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The judgment is modified by striking the $300 parole revocation fine imposed under Penal Code section
1202.45. In all other respects, the judgment is affirmed as modified.
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