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On order of the Court, the following amendment of Rule 3.932 of the Michigan 
Court Rules is adopted, effective immediately. 

 
[Additions to the text are indicated in underlining and 

deleted text is shown by strikeover.] 
 
Rule 3.932  Summary Initial Proceedings 
 
(A)-(B) [Unchanged.] 
 
(C) Consent Calendar. 
 
 (1)-(4) [Unchanged.] 
 

(5) Conference.  After placing a matter on the consent calendar, the court must 
conduct a consent calendar case conference with the juvenile, the juvenile’s 
attorney, if any, and the juvenile’s parent, guardian, or legal custodian.  The 
prosecutor and victim may, but need not, be present.  At the conference, the 
court must discuss the allegations with the juvenile and issue a written 
consent calendar case plan in accordance with MCL 712A.2f(9).  The period 
for a juvenile to complete the terms of a consent calendar case plan must not 
exceed 63 months, unless the court determines that a longer period is needed 
for the juvenile to complete a specific treatment program and includes this 
determination as part of the consent calendar case record. 

 
 (6)-(11) [Unchanged.] 
 
(D) [Unchanged.] 
 

Staff Comment (ADM File No. 2023-36):  As a housekeeping revision, the 
amendment of MCR 3.932 aligns the rule with MCL 712A.2f(9)(c) regarding the period of 
time for a juvenile to complete the terms of a consent calendar case plan. 



 
 

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. 
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Clerk 

 
 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. 


