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Latry Royster
Cletk of the Court
Michigan Supreme Court
P.O. Box 30052
Lansing, MI 48909

RE: ADM File No. 2013-18 - Proposed Amendments of Rule 3.210, 3.215, and 6.104 of
the Michigan Court Rules and Ptoposed New Rule 8.124 of the Michigan Court
Rules
ADM File No. 2013-18 - Proposed Administrative Otder No. 20Íi-

Dear Clerk Royster:

At its July 26,201,3 meeting, the Board of Commissioners of the State Bar of Michigan considered
the above mâtters published for comment. In its review, the Board considered recortrmendations
from the Civil Procedure & Courts Committee and the Criminal Jurisprudence & Practice
Committee. The Board voted to support with trvo amendments:

(1) Amend MCR 8.124(8)(3) as follows:
Ifi

, the
defendant shall either be physically present in the courtroom or shall consent to
the use of videoconferencing technology for participation. At a crirninal tdal. the

videoconferencing technology for participation. In all other court proceedings
that telate to criminal matters, the coutt may deterrnine whether to use
videoconferencing technology for the defendant's participation. In delinquency
adjudications and evidentiary hearings that occut as part of a delinquency
adjudication, the juvenile shall either be physically present in the courttoom or a

parent, guardian, or the 
^ttorney 

for the juvenile shall consent to the use of
videoconferencing technology for the juvenile's participation.

(2) Include a "good cause" objection provision.

We thank the Court fot the opportunity to comment on the proposed administrative files
numbets.

M

Anne Boomer, Administrative Counsel, Mrchigan Supreme Court
Bruce A. Courtade, Ptesident


