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>JOSE IIEIN-lLDO AIRA, Petitioner, 

vs. 

STATE OF FLORIDA, Respondent. 

[March 5, 1 9 9 2 1  

P E R  CURIAM. 

We have for review Aira v. State, 583 So.2d 419 (Fla. 

5 t h  DCA J . 9 9 1 ) ,  in which the Fifth District C o u r t  of Appeal 

affirmed the trial court's use of a multiplier i n  calculating 

legal constraint points. We have jurisdiction pursuant to 

article V, section 3(b)(3), Florida Constitution. 



In Flowers v. State, 586 So.2d 1058 (Fla. 1 9 9 1 ) ,  we 

disapproved the use of a multiplier and held that legal 

constraint points are to be scored once on the sentencing 

guideline scoresheet. 

Accordingly, we quash the decision below to the extent 

that it conflicts with our decision in Flowers, and remand this 

case for reconsideration. 

It is so ordered. 

SHAW, C.J. and OVERTON, McDONALD, BARKETT, GRIMES, KOGAN and 
HARDING, JJ., concur. 

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO FILE REHEARING MOTION AND, IF 
FILED, DETERMINED. 
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