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SUMMARY

The Third District Court of Appeal of Florida affirmed the denial of Jonathan Powell’s post-conviction
motion under Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800(a). The court relied on precedent holding that
alleged defects in the procedure used to impose a sentence, including deficiencies in the charging
document, do not constitute an illegal sentence cognizable under that rule.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a challenge to the procedure used to impose a sentence, based on an alleged technical defect in
the charging document, constitutes an illegal-sentence claim cognizable under Florida Rule of Criminal



Procedure 3.800(a).

HOLDINGS

1. A challenge to the procedure used to impose a sentence, including a claim that the charging document
failed to allege facts necessary to support an enhanced or mandatory minimum sentence, is not an
illegal-sentence claim cognizable under Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800(a). The denial of
Powell's relief was therefore affirmed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

““[A] claim that the charging document did not allege the facts necessary to support [the] enhanced sentence
is precisely the type of technical deficiency in the sentencing procedure that the supreme court held is not
cognizable in a rule 3.800(a) motion.”” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion contains no substantive factual description beyond identifying Powell's appeal from the denial of
post-conviction sentencing relief. The authorities relied upon concern challenges to mandatory minimum
sentences based on alleged technical defects in charging documents. The court affirmed without separately
recounting the underlying offense or sentencing facts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jonathan Powell appealed from the Miami-Dade County Circuit Court's denial of post-conviction relief. The
Third District Court of Appeal affirmed, relying on precedent holding that a challenge to a sentencing procedure
based on a technical defect in the charging document is not an illegal-sentence claim cognizable under Florida
Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800(a).
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