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PAINTER, Judge.

Defendant, Jonathan L. Citizen, was convicted of distribution of cocaine, a
violation of La.R.S. 40:967(A), on April 13, 2011. The State filed a multiple offender
bill of information alleging that Defendant had been convicted of four additional
felony offenses. The trial court found Defendant to be “at least a third felony
offender” and sentenced him to life in prison without benefit of probation, parole, or
suspension of sentence pursuant to La.R.S. 15:529.1. Defendant filed an appeal of his
conviction under this court’s docket number 12-58, and we affirmed that conviction.
He also filed this appeal of his multiple offender adjudication. We also affirm the trial
court’s adjudication of Defendant as a multiple offender.

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The facts and procedural history of this case are as set forth in State v. Citizen,
12-58 (La.App. 3 Cir. [/ /12),  S0.3d ___, and it is not necessary to restate
them here.

DISCUSSION

Errors Patent

In accordance with La.Code Crim.P. art. 920, all appeals are reviewed for errors
patent on the face of the record. After reviewing the record, we find that Defendant’s
sentence is illegally lenient in that the trial court did not impose the sentence at hard
labor. However, we take no action with regard to the illegally lenient sentence since it
has not been raised as error on appeal.

Habitual Offender Adjudication

Defendant filed two separate appeals, and the matters were consolidated for
briefing purposes only. Defendant’s appellate brief contains three assignments of
error, all of which refer to issues in his underlying conviction for distribution of
cocaine. All of these assignments of error are fully addressed in Citizen, supra. None

of the assignments of error pertain to any issues specific to the habitual offender



adjudication. Thus, Defendant’s adjudication as a multiple offender and his sentence
are affirmed.
DECREE
For the foregoing reasons, Defendant’s adjudication as a multiple offender and
his sentence to life in prison without benefit of probation, parole, or suspension of
sentence are affirmed.

AFFIRMED.
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