THIRD DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF FLORIDA

Carlos Lilwenlyn Petterson-Grifith v. State of Florida

No. 3D25-1944 - No. No. 3D25-1944 - Decided May 27, 2026

SUMMARY

The Third District Court of Appeal of Florida held that sufficient evidence supported the jury's finding

that the appellant intended a battery. The court noted that the appellant, who was familiar with

firearms, intentionally fired a handgun twice at tiles near the victim's feet, causing tile shards to strike

her legs, and affirmed the conviction.

CASE DETAILS

COURT

WRITING FOR THE COURT

JURISDICTION

DECIDED

DOCKET

DISPOSITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE

STANDARD OF REVIEW

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE

PARTIES

TOPICS

Third District Court of Appeal of Florida
Per Curiam; Logue; Lindsey; Gordo
Florida Third District Court of Appeal
May 27, 2026

No. 3D25-1944

affirmed

Appellant appealed a criminal conviction from the Circuit Court for
Miami-Dade County, challenging the sufficiency of the evidence
supporting the jury's finding that he intended a battery.

Whether, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the State,
a rational trier of fact could find the elements of the crime beyond a

reasonable doubt.
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1. Whether the evidence was sufficient for a rational jury to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Appellant

intended a battery.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for the jury to find that Appellant intended a battery.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If, after viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the State, a rational trier of fact could find the
existence of the elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt, sufficient evidence exists to sustain a

conviction.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Appellant was familiar with firearms and intentionally fired a handgun twice at tiles near the victim's feet. The
resulting tile shards drove into the victim's legs, and the State presented this evidence to establish that Appellant

intended a battery.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The jury found sufficient evidence that Appellant intended a battery after he intentionally fired a handgun twice
at tiles near the victim's feet, causing tile shards to strike her legs. The Circuit Court for Miami-Dade County
entered the judgment, and the Third District Court of Appeal affirmed.
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