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Before Murphy, P.J., and Kelly and Tabot, 1.
MEMORANDUM.

Defendant apped's as of right from his sentence of 15 to 22%years in prison imposed on his
convictions of crimina sexua conduct in the second degree, MCL 750.520c; MSA 28.788(3), and
habitua offender, second offense, MCL 769.10; MSA 28.1082. We &ffirm. This gpped is being
decided without ora argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

Defendant argues that his minimum term is disproportionate. We disagree and affirm. The
sentencing guiddines do not apply to habitual offenders, and are not to be considered when fashioning
an habitud offender sentence. People v Williams, 223 Mich App 409, 412-413; 566 NW2d 649
(1997). The standard of review for a sentence imposed on an habitual offender is abuse of discretion.
If an habitud offender’s underlying crimind history demondrates that he is unable to conform his
conduct to the law, a sentence within the statutory limits does not condtitute an abuse of discretion.
People v Hansford (After Remand), 454 Mich 320, 323-324, 326; 562 NW2d 460 (1997).
Defendant had an extensve crimind record prior to committing the underlying offense, in which the
victim was a sevenryear-old child. Defendant acknowledges the wrongfulness of his behavior, but
nevertheess attempts to place some blame on the victim, whom he describes as sexually precocious.
Defendant’ s sentence is within statutory limits, MCL 769.10(1)(a); MSA 28.1082(1)(a), and does not
condtitute an abuse of discretion under the circumstances.

Affirmed.
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