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Before: Saad, P.J., and Kelly and Bandstra, JJ.
KELLY, J. (concurring).

| agree with the mgority’s concluson that defendant did, in fact, consent to the jurisdiction of
the trid court by appearing before it and not chalenging jurisdiction. People v Richards, 205 Mich
App 438, 444-445; 517 NW2d 823 (1994). However, | write separately to question the reasoning
given by the trid court in delaying the scheduled January 26, 1996, Ginther hearing gpproximately nine
months.

On December 16, 1997, defendant’s motion to withdraw his guilty plea and motion to vacae
his sentence was heard by the trid court. In addressng the nine month delay in holding the Ginther
hearing and the subsequent sentencing on December 20, 1996, the trial court Stated that the initia delay
was hecessary in order to accommodate a civil trid on the court’s docket. This strikes me as somewhat
implaugble. It isvery rarein Michigan jurigorudence thet asingle trid will consume so much of acourt’s
cdendar. If, in fact, such a dday was necessary in his case, | bdieve the trid court should have
articulated the reasoning in greater detail on the record.

However, due to defendant’s failure to contest jurisdiction a the time of sentencing, | believe
defendant effectivdly waived any chalenge to the jurisdiction of the trid court. Richards, supra.
Therefore, | concur in the result of the mgority’s opinion.
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