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Bef ore LEVY, GERSTEN, and GREEN, JJ.

PER CURI AM

After it properly deni ed Def endant’ s Motionto Correct |11 egal
Sent ence under Fl orida Rul e of Crim nal Procedure 3.800, thetrial

court erroneously decided to treat Defendant’s Motion as atinely



Rul e 3. 850 Motion pursuant to Wod v. State, 750 So. 2d 592 (Fl a.

1999), and found that a prim facie case was nmade t hat required an
evidentiary hearing onthe Defendant’ s al | egati ons. The Def endant
correctly concedes that the trial court erred in ruling that Wod

applied to him See Wal ker v. State, 799 So. 2d 275, 276 (Fla. 2d

DCA 2001) .

Accordingly, we reverse the Order under reviewand remand with
directions to enter an order denyi ng Def endant’ s Moti on pursuant to
Rul e 3.800.

Reversed and remanded with directions.



