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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Florida considered whether a juvenile offender's sentence review hearing must
address the aggregate sentence arising from the same sentencing proceeding. The court answered the
certified question in the negative, holding that Florida's juvenile sentencing statutes authorize review
only of sentences imposed for specified offenses under the statutory provisions and do not authorize
aggregation or resentencing of consecutive sentences. The court quashed the Fifth District Court of
Appeal's decision and remanded, while a dissent argued that consideration of the aggregate sentence
was constitutionally required.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Florida's juvenile sentence-review statutes require a trial court to review and potentially modify
the aggregate sentence arising from the same sentencing proceeding when a juvenile offender is entitled
to a sentence-review hearing.

2. Whether the statutory sentence-review mechanism authorized review of Purdy's consecutive 112.7-
month sentences for armed robbery and armed carjacking.

HOLDINGS

1. The plain language of sections 775.082 and 921.1402, Florida Statutes, does not require or authorize
aggregation of all sentences arising from the same sentencing proceeding at a juvenile sentence-review
hearing.

2. The trial court correctly determined that the juvenile sentence-review statute provided no basis to review
or resentence Purdy's consecutive 112.7-month sentences.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because the plain language of the juvenile sentencing statutes does not provide for aggregation of sentences
at judicial sentence review, we answer the certified question in the negative, quash the Fifth District's decision
below, and remand for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.” (252 So. 3d at 723)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Purdy committed first-degree murder, armed robbery, and armed carjacking at age seventeen in 1995. In 1997,
he received life without parole for the murder and concurrent 112.7-month sentences for the robbery and
carjacking, consecutive to the life sentence. After Miller-based resentencing, the trial court reduced the murder
sentence following a finding that Purdy was rehabilitated and fit to reenter society but left the consecutive
sentences unchanged.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Purdy was convicted in 1997 of first-degree murder, armed robbery, and armed carjacking and received a life
sentence for murder plus consecutive 112.7-month sentences for the other convictions. After Purdy sought relief
under Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800 based on Miller v. Alabama, the trial court resentenced him to
40 years for murder, later reduced that sentence after finding him rehabilitated and fit to reenter society, but
declined to review the consecutive sentences. The Fifth District reversed and ordered another review hearing
addressing the aggregate sentence. The Florida Supreme Court answered the certified question in the negative,
quashed the Fifth District's decision, and remanded.

DISPOSITION



quashed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case was remanded to the Fifth District Court of Appeal for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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