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PER CURIAM.
T.M. appeals his adjudication of delinquency after the trial court found that he
committed felony cruelty to animals. T.M. raises two issues on appeal, contending that

the trial court erred in: 1) denying his motion for judgment of acquittal on the ground that

T.M. did not demonstrate an intent to harm the dog; and 2) failing to enter an order finding



him competent to proceed to an adjudicatory hearing. As to the first issue, we affirm
without further discussion.

As to the second issue, the trial court had previously found that T.M. was
incompetent to proceed to an adjudicatory hearing. On October 2, 2015, the trial court
held a subsequent hearing and orally found that T.M. was competent to proceed.
However, as the State concedes, the record of this appeal does not contain a written

order with this finding entered following the hearing. See Hunter v. State, 174 So. 3d

1011, 1015 (Fla. 1st DCA 2015) (“[T]he record decidedly lacks a written order from the
trial court adjudicating Hunter competent for trial, as required by [Florida Rule of Criminal
Procedure] 3.212(c)(7) . . . we simply remand to the trial court to enter the needed written
adjudication nunc pro tunc.”). Therefore, we remand with instructions for the trial court to
enter an order, nunc pro tunc, finding T.M. competent to proceed to an adjudicatory

hearing.

AFFIRMED; REMANDED with instructions.

SAWAYA, PALMER and TORPY, JJ., concur.



