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PER CURIAM. 

W e  review Ackers  v .  S t a t e ,  6 0 1  So. 2d 567  (Fla. 5 t h  DCA 

1 9 9 2 ) ( o n  r e h e a r i n g ) ,  on t h e  ground of express and direct 

conflict. Art. V, 8 3(b)(3), Fla. Const. 

W e  recent ly  h e l d  t h a t  it is permissible t o  impose 

probation upon a defendant found to b e  an habitual f e lony  

o f f e n d e r .  McKnight v. State, 18 F l a .  L .  Weekly S 1 9 1  (Fla. Mar- 

25, 1993). We t h e r e f o r e  quash that p a r t  of t h e  district courL's 



decision that ruled to the contrary. Our decision does not 

affect the remaining components of the district court's opinion. 

We remand this case f o r  further proceedings consistent with this 

opinion. 

It is so ordered. 

BARRETT, C.J., and OVERTON, McDONaZD, SHAW, GRIMES, KOGAN and 
HARDING, JJ., concur. 

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO FILE REHEARING MOTION A N D ,  IF 
FILED, DETERMINED. 
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