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On order of the Court, notice of the proposed changes and an opportunity for
comment in writing and at a public hearing having been provided, and consideration having
been given to the comments received, the following amendment of Rule 6.425 of the
Michigan Court Rules is adopted, effective May 1, 2020.
[Additions to the text are indicated in underlining and
deleted text is shown by strikeover.]
Rule 6.425 Sentencing; Appointment of Appellate Counsel
(A)-(F) [Unchanged.]
(G)

Appointment of Lawyer and Preparation of Transcript; Scope of Appellate
Lawyer’s Responsibilities.
(1)

Appointment of Lawyer and Preparation of Transcript.
(a)-(c) [Unchanged.]
(d)

Within 7 days after receiving a proposed order from MAACS, the trial
court must rule on the request for a lawyer. If the defendant is
indigent, the court must enter an order appointing a lawyer if the
request for a lawyer is filed within 42 days after entry of the judgment
of sentence or, if applicable, within the time for filing an appeal of
right. The court should liberally grant an untimely request as long as
the defendant may file an application for leave to appeal. An order
denying a request for the appointment of appellate counselA denial of
counsel must include a statement of reasons and must inform the
defendant that the order denying the request may be appealed by filing
an application for leave to appeal in the Court of Appeals in
accordance with MCR 7.205.

Justices

2

(e)-(g) [Unchanged.]
(2)

[Unchanged.]

Staff Comment: The amendment of MCR 6.425 clarifies that criminal defendants
whose request for counsel due to indigency are denied are entitled to appeal that denial.
The staff comment is not an authoritative construction by the Court. In addition,
adoption of an amendment in no way reflects a substantive determination by this Court.

I, Larry S. Royster, Clerk of the Michigan Supreme Court, certify that the
foregoing is a true and complete copy of the order entered at the direction of the Court.
March 11, 2020
Clerk

