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Defendant gppeds as of right from his plea-based conviction of crimina sexud conduct in the
second degree (CSC 1), MCL 750.520c; MSA 28.788(3). We affirm.

Defendant pleaded nolo contendere to one count of CSC Il in return for the dismissal of other
charges, an agreement that the sentence would run concurrently with the sentence he was serving, and
an agreement by the prosecutor to recommend a three-year sentence cap. Prior to entering the plea,
defendant, acting in propria persona, filed a motion to dismiss the case on the ground that the
prosecutor had not brought him to tria within 180 days. MCL 780.131; MSA 28.969(1); MCR
6.004(D). While the motion was pending, defendant entered the plea. The issue was not preserved by
the plea.

Defendant argues that the trid court logt jurisdiction because the prosecutor failed to bring him
to trid within 180 days. We disagree and affirm.  An unconditiona plea of nolo contendere waives
review of a clam that the 180-day rule was violated. People v Irwin, 192 Mich App 216, 218; 480
Nw2d 611 (1991). Furthermore, the unconditiond plea waives any clam of ineffective assstance of
counsd arigng out of the underlying, waived clam. People v Bordash, 208 Mich App 1, 3-4; 527
NwW2d 17 (1994).

Affirmed.
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