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MEMORANDUM.

By leave granted, defendant apped's his bench trid conviction for arson of adwelling. This case
is being decided without oral argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

Defendant claims the trid court erred in denying his motion podt-trid for a Ginther hearing.
Defendant clams that he was deprived of the effective assstance of counsd at trid, because his
subgtitute counsd failed to meet with him before trid, failed to interview defense witnesses or call them
at tria, and because an endorsed prosecution witness, who was not produced at trid and as to whom,
in the absence of due diligence, the trier of fact ingtructed himsdlf to assume her testimony would have
been adverse to the prosecution, might have something new and important to offer in light of new
information about her relationship to defendant and the victim. Defendant’s trial court motion was not
supported by an affidavit or other documentary evidence congtituting an offer of proof as to what any
witness, whether a defense witness or endorsed prosecution witness, might have testified to materialy if
produced at trid. Similarly, defendant made no effort to establish any prejudice from the clamed lack
of contact with subgtitute counsel prior to the continuation of trid. In the absence of such offers of
proof, no basis for post-conviction relief on aclam of ineffective assstance of counsd was established.
People v Pickens, 446 Mich 298, 327; 521 NW2d 797 (1994).

* Circuit judge, sitting on the Court of Appeals by assgnment.
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Affirmed.
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