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Before: Saad, P.J., and Hood and McDonald, JJ.
MEMORANDUM.

Defendant appedls by right his plea-bargained convictions of mandaughter and felony firearm,
enhanced by virtue of his second offender status. The issues raised address only sentencing.

Habitua offender sentences are subject to appelate review only for abuse of sentencing
discretion. People v Hansford (After Remand), 454 Mich __,  NW2d __ (1997). The
sentencing guidelines do not gpply to habitua offenders and, therefore, the trid court was not only under
no obligation to congder the guidelines when fashioning defendant's sentences, People v Haacke, 217
Mich App 434; 553 NW2d 15 (1996), but would have erred if it had taken the guidelines into account,
People v Edgett, 220 Mich App 686; _ NW2d __ (1996). Additiondly, appellate review of
habitud offender sentences using the sentencing guidelines is ingppropriate. People v Gatewood, 450
Mich 1025; 546 NW2d 252 (1996). Accordingly, any error that might have occurred in the scoring of
the sentencing guidelines, being irrdlevant, would congtitute harmless error. People v Strickland, 181
Mich App 344; 448 NW2d 848 (1989), dthough in any event guideline scoring errors are essentialy
not cognizable as a bass for gppdlate reief in any case. People v Mitchell, 454 Mich 145;
NW2d __ (1997).

Affirmed.
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