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Cotbin Davis
Cletk of the Coutt
Michigan Supteme Coutt
P.O. Box 30052
Lansing, MI 48909

RE: ADM File No. 2010-13 - Proposed Amendment of Rule 6.001 of the
Michigan Court Rules

Deat Clerk Davis:

At its September 27, 2071 meeting, the Executive Committee of the State Bat of
Michigan considered the above rule amendment published for cotnment. The Committee
voted unanimously to adopt the position of the Cdminal Law Section and the significant
amount of comment akeady recorded with the Coutt. The State Bar suppotts moving in
the direction of creating gre tü opportunity fot discovefr/ 

^s ^rr 
impottant due ptocess

rlght.

The CriminalLaw Section supports the effotts of the Supreme Coutt to expand discovery at the

district Coutt level and suggests the following language:

1. Explicitly amend 6.001(A) to provide discovery pdot to pteliminary exams.

2. Explicitly amend 6.001(B) to include 6.201. amons tules applymg to misdemeanot

cases, and thereby provide discovery fot misdemeanors in district court.

The consensus is that while MCR 6.207 may not be applicable pdot to a pteliminary
examination, the court rules should recogntze a tight to discovery that is needed to
propedy ptepaLre for a preliminary examination. In surnmary, the Secuon supports an

amendment to provide discovery pdot to pteliminary examinations, and includes 6.201

among rules applying to misdemeanors, providing discovery in mrsdemeanor câses.

We thank the Court for the opportunity to comment on the proposed amendments.

Please contact me with any futther questions.
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Janet ÇVelch
Execuúve Director

cc: Anne Boomer, Administtative Counsel, Michigan Supreme Coutt

Julie I. Fetshtman, President
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