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By orders dated March 10, 2021, this Court amended Rules 3.903, 3.925, and 3.944 
of the Michigan Court Rules, effective immediately.  Notice and an opportunity for 
comment at a public hearing having been provided, the amendments are retained, and Rule 
3.944 of the Michigan Court Rules is further amended as indicated below. 
 

[Additions to the text are indicated in underlining and  
deleted text is shown by strikeover.] 

 
Rule 3.944  Probation Violation 
 
(A) Petition; Temporary Custody. 
 

(1)  Upon receipt of a sworn supplemental petition alleging that the juvenile has 
violated any condition of probation, the court may:  

 
(a) [Unchanged.] 
 
(b)  order that the juvenile be apprehended and brought to the court for a 

detention hearing, which, except as otherwise provided in this rule,  
must be commenced within 24 hours after the juvenile has been taken 
into court custody, excluding Sundays and holidays as defined in 
MCR 8.110 (D)(2). 

 
 (2) [Unchanged.] 
 
(B)-(F) [Unchanged.] 
 
 

Staff Comment:  The amendment of MCR 3.944 provides an exception to the 
requirement for courts to hold a detention hearing within 24 hours of a juvenile being taken 
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into custody when a status offense violation requires a mental health or substance abuse 
interview. 
 
 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. 
 
    


