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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant dams an goped from his guilty plea-based conviction of felonious driving and
sentence to one year incarceration. This case is being decided without oral argument pursuant to MCR
7.214(E).

At the outset, we regject the prosecutor’s jurisdictional chalenge. Defendant’s crime was
committed prior to amendment of Const 1963, art 1, 820, effective December 24, 1994, and
accordingly defendant retained the right to apped following entry of ajudgment of sentence after aguilty
plea. See the Supreme Court's Statement on Amendment of the Court Rules following the passage of
Proposition B, 447 Michcl (1994).

The trid court more than adequately articulated appropriate reasons for the sentence imposed.
See People v Broden, 428 Mich 343; 408 NW2d 789 (1987). Defendant’s chalenge to the
conditions of regtitution in his origind sentence is moot, the trid court having vacated those aspects of
the sentence by its order of April 25, 1996. Defendant’s unconditiona pleaof guilty waivesthe right to
assart denid of hisright to speedy trid on apped. People v Depifanio, 192 Mich App 257, 258; 480
NW2d 616 (1991). To the extent defendant may be seen to claim that his due process right to a fair
trid has been infringed by pre-arrest delay, his plea of guilty dso waived such a contention, obviating
any concern that the defense had been substantialy prejudiced by the delay. People v White, 208
Mich App 126, 134; 527 Nw2d 34 (1995).



Affirmed.
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