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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Florida affirmed the denial of Richard Harold Anderson’s motion for post-

conviction relief under Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.851. The court held that Hurst v. Florida

did not apply retroactively to Anderson’s death sentence, which became final in 1991, relying on

Hitchcock v. State.
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Anderson appealed the circuit court's denial of his motion for post-
conviction relief under Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.851,

seeking relief based on Hurst v. Florida and Hurst v. State.

De novo review of the legal issue concerning the retroactive
application of Hurst to a final death sentence.

Published Florida Supreme Court opinion; binding on Florida courts
concerning the disposition of Anderson's Hurst-based retroactivity
claim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Hurst v. Florida and Hurst v. State apply retroactively to Anderson's death sentence, which
became final in 1991.

2. Whether the circuit court properly denied Anderson's Rule 3.851 motion for post-conviction relief.

HOLDINGS

1. Hurst does not apply retroactively to Anderson's death sentence because the sentence became final in
1991.

2. The circuit court correctly denied Anderson's motion for post-conviction relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, Hurst does not apply retroactively to Anderson’s sentence of death.” (235 So. 3d at 277)

“Accordingly, we affirm the denial of Anderson’s motion.” (235 So. 3d at 277)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Anderson was sentenced to death following a jury's recommendation for death by a vote of eleven to one. His
death sentence became final in 1991. He sought post-conviction relief under Rule 3.851 based on the United

States Supreme Court's decision in Hurst v. Florida and the Florida Supreme Court's decision on remand in Hurst
v. State.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Anderson was sentenced to death after a jury recommended death by an eleven-to-one vote, and his sentence
became final in 1991. He later filed a Rule 3.851 motion based on Hurst. The Florida Supreme Court stayed the
appeal pending Hitchcock v. State, required briefing on whether Hitchcock was dispositive, and then affirmed

the denial of relief.
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