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PER CURIAM.
AFFIRMED. See § 90.614(2), Fla. Stat. (2024) (stating that the requirement
to provide a witness “an opportunity to explain or deny the prior statement and the
opposing party is afforded an opportunity to interrogate the witness on it” when
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confronted with “[e]xtrinsic evidence of a prior inconsistent statement” “is not
applicable to admissions of a party-opponent as defined in s[ection] 90.803(18)”);
Annis v. First Union Bank of Fla., 566 So. 2d 273, 275 (Fla. 1st DCA 1990)

(“Otherwise admissible impeachment evidence in response to evidence which has



been presented for the first time in the defense case is proper rebuttal evidence.
The type of impeachment evidence introduced here, evidence that prior statements
of an adverse witness are inconsistent with his in-court testimony, is probably the
most common form of impeachment evidence.” (citing § 90.608(1)(a), Fla. Stat.
(1989))); Avalos v. State, 419 So. 3d 299 (Fla. 6th DCA 2025) (“From our review,
the record demonstrates beyond a reasonable doubt that a rational jury would have
found the requisite facts for imposing a habitual felony offender designation and
that, therefore, any error is harmless.” (citing Galindez v. State, 955 So. 2d 517,
523 (Fla. 2007))).

WOZNIAK, WHITE and MIZE, JJ., concur.
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