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MEMORANDUM.

Pursuant to a plea agreement, defendant pleaded guilty to prison escape, MCL 750.193; MSA
28.290, and habitual offender, third offense, MCL 769.11; MSA 28.1084. In exchange, the
prosecutor agreed to recommend a Sx month cap on defendant’s minimum sentence.  Defendant was
then sentenced to Sx months to ten years imprisonment. He now appeds as of right. We affirm.

We rgect defendant’s clam that in spite of the fact that he requested immediate sentencing
using a presentence report prepared gpproximately eight months prior to sentencing in this case, the trid
court should have ordered an updated presentence report prior to sentencing. Because defendant does
not specify what he consders a“substantia change in attitude” and because he offers no support for his
assartion that he enjoyed a positive change of attitude in the eight months that passed between the
imposition of the underlying sentence and his sentence for prison escape in this case', the May 23, 1994
presentence report utilized by the trid judge in sentencing defendant in this case does not gppear to be
dde There are smply insufficient alegations of changed circumstances in this case to indicate that the
May 23, 1994 presentence report was not reasonably current. Hence, defendant’s waiver of an
updated presentence report isvalid. People v Hemphill, 439 Mich 576; 487 NwW2d 152 (1992).

Affirmed.
/9 Miched J. Kdly

/9 Henry William Saad
/s Harry A. Beach



! In fact, defendant’ s instant conviction for prison escape seems to indicate that defendant did not enjoy
asubgantia postive change of atitude while in prison.



