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Bef ore SCHWARTZ, C.J., and COPE and LEVY, JJ.
PER CURI AM

The defendant's sole point on this appeal challenges the
adm ssion of a witten "prior consistent statement” made by his
al | eged co-perpetrator who testified against himat the trial.
There is no nerit to this claim because (a) the statenent was

properly admtted to rebut the argunent that the acconplice's



testimony was fabricated only after he had plead guilty hinself,
see Moore v. State, 701 So. 2d 545 (Fla. 1997), cert. denied, 523
U.S. 1083 (1998); (b) the defendant's obj ecti on bel owwas not based
on the | egal ground asserted on appeal, Thomas v. State, 645 So. 2d
185 (Fla. 3d DCA 1994); and (c) the adm ssion of the witten
statement was plainly cunmulative and thus harm ess beyond a
reasonabl e doubt. Goodwin v. State, 751 So. 2d 537 (Fla. 1999);
State v. DiGuilio, 491 So. 2d 1129 (Fla. 1986); Mdoss v. State, 664
So. 2d 1061 (Fl a. 3d DCA 1995), revi ewdeni ed, 675 So. 2d 928 (Fl a.
1996) .
Affirmed.



