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PER CURIAM.

Appellant, Ray Anthony Combs, Jr., appeals his convictions and sentences,
alleging that the trial court erred when it: (i) improperly found that the State’s
surveillance footage met the Wagner! test; and (ii) infringed on his constitutional
rights by denying his Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800(b) motion to correct

sentencing error. As to the first argument, we affirm without comment. As to the

' Wagner v. State, 707 So. 2d 827 (Fla. 1st DCA 1998).



second, we briefly address Appellant’s claim that his sentences are illegal under
Erlinger v. United States, 602 U.S. 821 (2024).

After finding that Appellant had a prior record which qualified him for the
mandatory minimum sentence imposed, the trial court sentenced Appellant to
concurrent sentences of 123.15 months’ imprisonment. In his rule 3.800(b) motion,
Appellant argues that his sentences are illegal under Erlinger because a jury was
supposed to engage in fact-finding regarding his previous convictions. Assuming
Erlinger applies, any error in this case is harmless. See Avalos v. State, 419 So. 3d
299, 300 (Fla. 6th DCA 2025); Ashford v. State, 407 So. 3d 537, 537 (Fla. 5th DCA
2025); Capra v. State, 403 So. 3d 1063, 1064 (Fla. 5th DCA 2025). Similar to
Avalos, Appellant is not challenging the “sufficiency or the weight of the evidence
adduced by the State, or otherwise alleg[ing] any prejudice.” 419 So. 3d at 300.
Instead, Appellant alleges only procedural error in arguing that a jury, not a judge,
should have found the facts that underlay his prior convictions.

“A harmless error analysis in this context looks to ‘whether the record
demonstrates beyond a reasonable doubt that a rational jury’ would have found the
requisite facts.” Id. (quoting Galindez v. State, 955 So. 2d 517, 523 (Fla. 2007)).
The record reflects Appellant had an extensive criminal record that clearly qualified

him for the enhanced sentence. Because a rational jury would have arrived at the



same conclusion as the trial court regarding Appellant’s prior convictions, any error
1s harmless and, therefore, not reversible error.

AFFIRMED.
TRAVER, C.J., and STARGEL and NARDELLA, JJ., concur.
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