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March 22, 2023 
 
ADM File No. 2021-32 
 
Amendment of Rule 6.112  
of the Michigan Court Rules 
_______________________ 
 

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 6.112 of the 
Michigan Court Rules is adopted, effective May 1, 2023. 

 
[Additions to the text are indicated in underlining and 

deleted text is shown by strikeover.] 
 
Rule 6.112  The Information or Indictment 
 
(A)-(E) [Unchanged.] 
 
(F) Notice of Intent to Seek Enhanced Sentence.  A notice of intent to seek an enhanced 

sentence pursuant to MCL 769.13 must list the prior convictions that may be relied 
upon for purposes of sentence enhancement.  The notice must contain, if applicable, 
any mandatory minimum sentence required by law as a result of the sentence 
enhancement.  The notice must be filed within 21 days after the defendant’s 
arraignment on the information charging the underlying offense or, if arraignment 
is waived or eliminated as allowed under MCR 6.113(E), within 21 days after the 
filing of the information charging the underlying offense. 

 
(G)-(H) [Unchanged.] 
 

Staff Comment (ADM File No. 2021-32):  The amendment of MCR 6.112(F) 
requires that the notice of intent to seek an enhanced sentence contain any mandatory 
minimum sentence required by law as a result of the enhancement. 

  
The staff comment is not an authoritative construction by the Court.  In addition, 

adoption of a new rule or amendment in no way reflects a substantive determination by this 
Court. 


