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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant pleaded nolo contendere to indecent exposure, MCL 750.335a; MSA 28.567(1),
and was initidly sentenced as a sexudly delinquent person, MCL 750.10a; MSA 28.200(1), to aterm
of five to twenty-five years imprisonment. He was subsequently resentenced to an indeterminate term
of one day to life imprisonment in accordance with MCL 750.335a; MSA 28.567(1). Defendant now
gppeds by ddayed leave granted. We affirm.

Defendant argues the tria court abused its discretion by denying his mation to withdraw his no
contest plea. Defendant claims he should have been dlowed to withdraw his plea because the trid
court failed to advise him of the mandatory sentence of one day to life in prison required by MCL
750.335a3; MSA 28.567(1). See People v Kelly, 186 Mich App 524; 465 NW2d 569 (1990). We
find no abuse of discretion.

The record indicates that defendant was informed that the maximum possible pendty was lifein
prison. MCR 6.302(B)(2). Moreover, defendant tendered his plea in exchange for a sentence
agreement and the sentence he recelved was in accordance with the terms of the sentence agreement.
People v Jackson, 417 Mich 243, 246; 334 NW2d 371 (1983); People v Williams 126 Mich App
717; 337 NW2d 903 (1983). Accordingly, defendant suffered no harm even assuming the tria court
was required to specificaly advise him of the aleged one day mandatory minimum sentence. 1d at 719.
Accordingly, thetria court did not abuseits discretion



by denying defendant’s motion to withdraw his plea. People v Ovalle, 222 Mich App 463, 465; 564
Nw2d 147 (1997).

Affirmed.
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