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SUMMARY

The Pennsylvania Superior Court affirmed Eliezer Lazu Carrasquillo’s judgment of sentence for

aggravated assault and aggravated assault with a deadly weapon. The court held that his challenge

based on allegedly inconsistent verdicts was not cognizable as presented and that the trial court did not

abuse its discretion in rejecting his weight-of-the-evidence claims concerning the credibility of

Commonwealth witnesses.
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Appeal from the denial of post-sentence motions challenging the
weight of the evidence after the appellant's post-conviction and

appellate rights were reinstated for that limited purpose.

Review of a weight-of-the-evidence ruling is limited to whether the
trial court palpably abused its discretion. The appellate court does not
reassess whether the verdict was against the weight of the evidence
and gives the gravest consideration to the trial judge's findings and

reasons because the judge observed and heard the evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion in denying Carrasquillo's weight-of-the-evidence challenge

based on allegedly inconsistent verdicts.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion in denying weight-of-the-evidence challenges based on
alleged inconsistencies, lies, credibility problems, and lack of corroboration in the testimony of

Commonwealth witnesses Gilbert Concepcion, Jessica Hudson, and Curtis Peterson.

HOLDINGS

1. Inconsistent verdicts are permissible so long as the evidence is sufficient to support the conviction, and
Carrasquillo's challenge to the inconsistency of the verdicts did not warrant relief.

2. An appellate court may reverse a trial court's ruling on a weight-of-the-evidence claim only upon a

palpable abuse of discretion.

3. The trial court did not palpably abuse its discretion in rejecting weight challenges based on alleged

inconsistencies and credibility problems in the Commonwealth witnesses' testimony.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“"Consistency in the verdict is not necessary"” (5)

““A weight of the evidence claim concedes that the evidence is sufficient to sustain the verdict.”” (6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Commonwealth presented evidence that Brock Neely was fatally shot and Jordan Almodovar was wounded
during a confrontation in Reading on June 11, 2014. A witness testified that Carrasquillo possessed a handgun
and fired toward Neely and Almodovar, while physical evidence showed ammunition recovered from the area
where Carrasquillo allegedly stood. Carrasquillo testified that he fired shots after learning that the opposing
group had a gun, and the jury convicted him of aggravated assault offenses but acquitted him of charges relating
to Neely's death.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Carrasquillo of two counts of aggravated assault and two counts of aggravated assault with a
deadly weapon, and the Court of Common Pleas of Berks County imposed an aggregate sentence of 99 to 210
months' imprisonment. The Superior Court affirmed the judgment of sentence on direct appeal. After
Carrasquillo filed a PCRA petition alleging ineffective assistance for failing to preserve a weight-of-the-evidence
claim, the trial court granted limited relief and reinstated his post-sentence and appellate rights. The trial court

denied his renewed post-sentence motion, and the Superior Court affirmed.
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