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PER CURI AM

| rvin Robi nson appeal s an order denying his petitionfor wit
of error coram nobis, which we treat as having been filed under
Fl orida Rul e of Crim nal 3.850. The petitionwastinmely withinthe

wi ndow created by Wood v. State, 750 So. 2d 592 (Fla. 1999). From




a denial of his amended petition, the defendant appeals.

The defendant was convicted of sexual battery and burglary
commtted on July 25, 1992. He was sentenced as a habitual
of fender (“HO).

I nhis petition, the defendant seeks to attack his pleain one
of the predicate offenses, M am -Dade County Circuit Court case
nunber 91- 33678, for aiding an escape. The def endant contends t hat
he was gi ven affirmati ve m sadvi ce by his counsel inenteringthis
pl ea. He argues that he was inforned that his plea could not be
hel d against himin the future.

We need not reach the nerits of the defendant’s claim That
i's so because the sentencing gui delines scoresheet refl ects that
t he def endant has seven ot her prior fel ony convictions, including
aggravat ed battery, tanpering with evi dence, and several narcotics
-rel ated offenses. Under the applicable version of the habitual
of fender statute, any two fel onies woul d be sufficient to qualify
t he def endant as a habitual offender. See 8§ 775.084(1)(a)l1., Fla.

Stat. (1991); Bover v. State, 797 So. 2d 1246, 1248 n. 1 (Fla.

2001) .

Affirned.



