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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant appeals as of right his sentences for his convictions of felon in possession of a
firearm, MCL 750.224f, carrying a concealed weapon, MCL 750.227, and possession of a
firearm during the commission of a felony, second offense, MCL 750.227b, entered after a jury
trial. We affirm. Thisappeal isbeing decided without oral argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

At the origina sentencing hearing the clerk informed the trial court that an error existed
in the presentence report regarding defendant’s habitual status. Although the parties announced
their agreement with the presentence report, the trial court adjourned the proceedings in order to
allow the guidelines to be recalculated. At the continued hearing the trial court informed the
parties that the sentencing guidelines were still incorrect, and requested that the parties review
the presentence report, the sentencing information report, and agree on the guidelines. The
parties came to agreement. Thereafter, the trial court sentenced defendant as a second habitual
offender to concurrent terms of twenty-three months to ten years for carrying a concealed
weapon and felon in possession of a firearm, and to a consecutive five-year term for felony-
firearm, second offense. The minimum terms of twenty-three months were within the
recal culated guidelines.

The trial court must allow the prosecutor, defense counsel, and the defendant to review
the presentence report prior to sentencing. MCR 6.425(B). At sentencing, the trial court must
verify on the record that the parties have had an opportunity to review the report, give each party
an opportunity to explain or chalenge any information in the report, and give counsel, the
defendant, and the victim an opportunity to inform the court of any factors they believe should
be considered. MCR 6.425(D)(2)(a)-(c).

Defendant argues that he is entitled to resentencing because during the second phase of
the sentencing hearing the trial court did not verify on the record that he was given an
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opportunity to review the presentence report as required by MCR 6.425(D)(2)(a). We disagree
and affirm defendant’s sentences. Significantly, defendant does not allege that he was not
afforded the opportunity to review the report during the second phase of the hearing, and does
not point to any information in the report that he would have contended was inaccurate. In the
first phase of the hearing defendant and counsel reviewed the presentence report, and indicated
on the record that they had no additions or corrections to make to the report. The record does not
indicate that any factual information was changed during the second phase of the hearing when
the parties recalculated the guidelines. We conclude that when the hearings are viewed as a
whole defendant was not denied the opportunity to review the presentence report, MCR
6.425(D)(2)(a), and is not entitled to be resentenced.

Affirmed.
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