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SUMMARY

The New York Court of Appeals affirmed Jafari Lamont's convictions for two counts of attempted

robbery in the second degree. The court held that the defendant's masked and armed appearance,

attempted entry into a closed Wendy's through a rear door, escape preparations, and related

circumstances provided legally sufficient circumstantial evidence of his intent to steal. The court

rejected the argument that the evidence equally supported an intent to commit another crime.
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Defendant appealed from a judgment of County Court convicting him
after a nonjury trial of two counts of attempted robbery in the second
degree. The Appellate Division affirmed, and the Court of Appeals

granted leave to appeal.

The Court reviewed whether the evidence was legally sufficient,
viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the People and
giving the People the benefit of all reasonable evidentiary inferences.
The question was whether any valid line of reasoning and permissible
inferences could permit a rational factfinder to find every element

proven beyond a reasonable doubt.

Published opinion of the New York Court of Appeals; binding New
York precedent.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish that defendant had the specific intent to
permanently deprive the owner of property and thereby support his convictions for attempted robbery in

the second degree.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally sufficient to support defendant's convictions for two counts of attempted
robbery in the second degree because defendant's masked and armed appearance, conduct at the closed
restaurant, attempted entry through the rear door, backpack, and nearby getaway vehicle permitted a

rational factfinder to infer an intent to forcibly steal property.

2. The existence of possible alternative criminal intents did not render the evidence legally insufficient
because the inference that defendant intended robbery was rational and competing reasonable inferences

were for the factfinder to resolve.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Averdict is legally sufficient if there is any valid line of reasoning and permissible inferences that could lead
a rational person to conclude that every element of the charged crime has been proven beyond a reasonable
doubt” (at 5)

“Even absent direct evidence of intent, a conviction may be sustained where sufficient evidence exists to infer

the requisite intent from the defendant's conduct and the surrounding circumstances” (at 6)

“This fit the pattern common to an early morning robbery of a commercial establishment and was sufficient to
support the inference that defendant intended to steal.” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Before business hours, defendant and an accomplice appeared masked and armed at the rear door of a Wendy's
while two employees were preparing to open the establishment. After an employee called a supervisor and 911,
defendant fled from responding police, carrying what appeared to be a handgun; police later found BB guns,
gloves, a mask, and defendant's backpack and vehicle near the restaurant. Defendant stipulated that he was one
of the masked men shown on the security footage and that he was the man who fled and was apprehended.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

County Court convicted defendant of two counts of attempted robbery in the second degree and acquitted him of
attempted burglary in the second degree. A majority of the Appellate Division, Fourth Department, affirmed the



robbery convictions, while two Justices dissented on the sufficiency of the evidence of intent to steal. The Court

of Appeals granted leave and affirmed.
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