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PER CURIAM.

Defendant Jahvon Lassiter appeals from the trial court’s judgment sentencing
him for attempted first-degree murder and malicious maiming. Defendant contends
the trial court committed a clerical error when entering his judgment. The State
concedes error. For the foregoing reasoning, we remand this matter to the trial court

to correct the clerical errors found within its judgment so that the record “speaks the
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truth.”

I. Background

A jury found Defendant guilty of attempted first-degree murder (22 CRS
317603) and malicious maiming (23 CRS 444) on 10 October 2024. The jury also
found the existence of three aggravating factors beyond a reasonable doubt.
Specifically, the jury found aggravating factors corresponding to boxes 12a, 15, and
19 on the applicable “Felony Judgment Findings of Aggravating and Mitigating
Factors” form (the “Form”). Additionally, the trial court found that the aggravating
factors outweighed the mitigating, which warranted an aggravated punishment. The
trial court then instructed the clerk to mark the corresponding boxes on the Form,
but with respect to 22 CRS 317603, aggravating factor 19a was marked, as was the
box stating, “that the factors in mitigation outweigh the factors in aggravation and
that a mitigated sentence is justified.”

II. Analysis

A clerical error is one that results “from a minor mistake or inadvertence,
esplecially] in writing or copying something on the record, and not from judicial
reasoning or determination.” State v. Jarman, 140 N.C. App. 198, 202 (2000). We
are to remand the case if we discover a clerical error in the trial court’s judgment so
“‘that the record speak[s] the truth.”” State v. Hauser, 271 N.C. App. 496, 503 (2020)
(citation omitted); State v. Cannon, 244 N.C. 399, 403 (1956).

Here, the 22 CRS 317603 Form indicated that factor 19a had been found by
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the jury, and that “factors in mitigation outweigh the factors in aggravation and that
a mitigated sentence is justified.” When issuing his oral ruling, the trial court stated
the jury found aggravating factors 12a, 15, and 19 and the trial court found that the
aggravating factors outweighed the mitigating. “The fact that box number [19a and
the box assigned to the finding that mitigating factors outweigh aggravating factors]
on the [Form] [were] checked [are] an obvious clerical error because [they are]
inconsistent with the trial court’s actual findings.” State v. Gell, 351 N.C. 192, 218
(2000). Thus, we must remand for the trial court to correct the error so that the
“record speak[s] the truth.” Hauser, 271 N.C. App. at 503.

III. Conclusion

We therefore remand for the trial court to correct the clerical errors contained
in the 22 CRS 317693 judgment consistent with this opinion.

REMANDED.
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