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Hurst v. Florida
Case Citation / Caption:
- Hurst v. Florida
- U.S. Supreme Court
- 577 US _ (2016)
- Jan 12, 2016
Parties: 
	The case was held between Timothy Lee Hurst and Florida. Timothy Lee Hurst was petitioner from Florida state while Florida was respondent in the case. 
Procedural History:
	Petitioner was sentenced to death after being charged for first-degree murder. However, he got a new sentence trial on appeal but again he was sentenced to death by a vote of seven to five. The court did not provide mental retardation evidence for its death recommendations which violated the sixth amendment. In 2002, Ring v. Arizona was decided in supreme court which held that sixth amendment is necessary that means the presence of aggravating factors for a death sentence while in this case, this scheme was not considered (Cooke et al.).
Statement of Facts:
Jury prevented Hurst to present his mental retardation evidence and only allowed to present mitigating evidence. If the presence of aggravating factors were important in the previous case then why the jury ignored it in this case. The jury gave recommendations on the factual issue for mental retardation evidence of petitioner.
Issue(s):
Based on Ring v. Arizona decision, does Florida violated the sixth amendment about jury trial guarantee by not considering the mental health of the defender?  
Holding(s):
	Florida violated the sixth amendment in the light of Ring v. Arizona court decision. It means that judge has to collect necessary fact to sentence death. 
Reasoning:
[bookmark: _GoBack]	On January 12, 2016 justice Sotomayor delivered for the majority 8-1. The supreme court held that judge is required to considered facts to impose death penalty while jury recommendations can be required under consideration.  
Disposition:
The decision of the Hurst case was reversed and the court has demonstrated a decision to consider the facts before making a decision. This decision impacted the on appeal, in progress, and collateral proceedings cases. It also impacted the various capital punishment cases in Florida.  
Concurring/Dissenting Opinions:
Justice Alito wrote the dissenting opinion based on Hildwin and Spaziano. He wrote that in Florida jury has an important role in case process, therefore, our decision cannot decide whether they violated the sixth amendment or not. 
Commentary:
The case was reversed based on the previous case Ring v. Arizona. It has a social impact as many cases filed appeals based on this case so that their death sentence can be reviewed in a new trial.
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