
T I T L E P A G E 

INSTRUCTIONS: This application is for use in criminal appeals only. If you are appealing a Court of Appeals 
decision involving a civil action, use the form designed for that appeal type. Answer each question completely and 
add more pages if necessary. 

IN T H E M I C H I G A N S U P R E M E C O U R T 

P R O P E R C R I M I N A L A P P L I C A T I O N F O R L E A V E T O A P P E A L 

I am appealing a Court of Appeals decision that affirmed my conviction(s) and sentence(s) in whole or 
in part, affirmed the trial court's denial of my motion for relief from judgment, or denied my application 
for leave to appeal in that court. 

P E O P L E O F T H E S T A T E O F M I C H I G A N , 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 

(Print your name) 

Defendant-Appellant. 

S u p r e m e C o u r t No . 
(Leave blank) 

Cour t o f A p p e a l s No . 
(See Courl of Appeals decision) 

^ Tr ia l C o u r t No. I7'2>2 9^-Ff^ 
(See Court of Appeals decision or PSIR) 

i am currently incarcerated in a Michigan, federal, or other state correctional facility. © ' Y e s O No 

If Yes. provide the name and address of the correctional facility: 

(Print name of correctional facility} 

(Print street address of coneclional facility) 

NOV 0 9 2020 
LARRY S. ROYSTER ,r 

(Plint city, state and zip code of correctional facility) 

FILING DEADLINE: For incarcerated persons, the application will be accepted as timely filed by the 
Supreme Court if received on or before the 56-day filing deadline or if it bears a date stamp from the 
correctional facility on or before the filing deadline and (1) the case involves a criminal appeal, (2) you 
are incarcerated, (3) you are acting without an attorney, and (4) you include a sworn statement 
identifying the date the papers w/ere given to the correctional facility for mailing to the Court and 
indicating that first-class postage was prepaid. MCR 7.305(C)(4). 

For persons who are not incarcerated, the application must be received by the Supreme Court on or 
before the 56-day deadline or it will be rejected as untimely. No extensions can be given to the filing 
deadline. 
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CRIMINAL PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL (cont.) 

T)i)(iOA/ , Appellant Court of Appeals No.. 
[prim your name) 

INSTRUCTIONS: In the sections below, write out those issues you want to raise in the Supreme Court that were 
raised in the Court of Appeals in either a brief prepared by your attorney or a supplemental brief that you 
prepared. To raise new issues, go to page 8. 

ISSUES RAISED IN COURT OF APPEALS 

ISSUE I: 
A. Write the issue exactly as it was phrased in the Court of Appeals brief. 

-t'k, p ^ n s w a,fU4U t i $ s e 5 5 / W o f Hi Z S Q i / /^'^ ^ 
)Uac^kf^d^ i c ^ r e d higher A«Kv^e • ^ ' M * mn^-i/MUfrt s^aA^aKS.. 

B. The Court should review the Court of Appeals decision on this issue because: (Check all the boxes you think 

apply to this issue, but you must check at least 1.) 

The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 
0 ^ The issue raises a legal principle that is very important to Michigan law. 
^ i / ' The Court of Appeals decision is clearly wrong and will cause material injustice to me. 
0** - The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court of Appeals, 

C. Explain why you think the choices you checked in ' B " apply to this issue. List any cases and state any facts_that 
you want the Supreme Court to consider even if they were not included in your Court of Appeals brief. If you 
think the Court of Appeals mixed up any facts about this issue, explain below. If you need more space, you 
may add more pages, 

g-Uemp^t) p,o5i€ss/o/i/ ®f d Cell phf^j^wi'H"^ CoA^fin^ts of o-p^fi'o.l 

A / i ^ / p / i ^ j W 4^us. hU Uid- ^iiSCmAJ^ e>^ 0 ^ p M f f t r rf muU ^ 

£*^, a/^ / V ^ MA^kid^ a-P- Ut US. to^s-hhi-ioAj, a^i i/iohh Case ku.> 
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CRIMINAL PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL (cont). 

D f y p y , Appellant Court of Appeals No. 3 ^ * ? ^ 3 / 
(Print your nime) 

NEW ISSUE INSTRUCTIONS: If you want the Supreme Court to look at errors that were not raised in the Court of 
Appeals, check Yes in the checkbox beiow and answer parts A, B, and C for each new issue you raise. There are 
pages provided for 2 new issues. You may include more pages to raise additional new issues. If you do not have 
new issues, go to the Relief Requested section on page 10. 

2 ! Y I YES, I want the Supreme Court to consider the additional grounds for relief contained in the following issues. 
The issues were not raised in my Court of Appeals brief. 

NEW ISSUE I: 

A. Write the new issue you want the Court to consider: 

B. The Court should review this issue becaus^: (Check all the boxes you think apply to this issue, but you must 

check at least 1.) 

The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 
O / : The issue raises a legal principle that is very important to Michigan law. 
E X The Court of Appeals decision is clearly wrong and will cause material injustice to me. 
0 ^ The issue raises a legal principle that is very important to Michigan law. 

The Court of Appeals decision is clearly wrong and will cause material in 
[3^4. The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court of Appeals. 

C. Explain why you think the choices you checked in "B" apply to this issue. List any cases and citations, laws, or 
court rules, etc. that support your argument and explain how they apply to this issue. State the facts that 
support and explain this issue. If any facts were not presented in the Court of Appeals, explain why. You may 
add more pages. 

D c A v ^ t ^ * / " J"^ ^'^ ad^'^ ad kaJ aHt^phJ A possess a cJI/>L/^& / V « ^ t ' * a / 

U wUUitr-1/ €ve/^^ ui0rktcl of^ W . J / " ali hi od/^'f^tfA/s of JU/M edtdJ/s^ej 

a s 

Updated Apnl 2017 



R E L I E F R E Q U E S T E D 

9. For the above reasons 1 request that the Supreme Court grant my application for leave to appeal or order any 

other relief that it decides 1 am entitled to receive. 

(Bale! / •J' (Sign your name) . 

(Print your name and, II incarcerated. UDOC number) 

i i R Z 

(Print Ihe name of Ihc correctional facility il incarcerated) 

(Print your address or address o l the (orrec l ional facility) 

After this page, you should attach copies of the trial court and Court of Appeals decisions 
being appealed and any other required documents, such as the PSIR or transcript of jury 

instructions (if the PSIR or transcript were not filed with the Court of Appeals) . 
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If this opinion indicates thai il is "FOR PUBLICATION, " it is subject to 
revision until final publication in the Michigan Appeals Reports. 

S T A T E O F M I C H I G A N 

C O U R T O F A P P E A L S 
NOV 0 9 2020 

Cv L A R R y S . R O Y S T E R ^ 

F O R P U B L I C A T I O N 
September 10, 2020 
9:15 a.m. 

No. 349631 
Chippewa Circui t Court 
L C N o . 17-003294-FH 

P E O P L E O F T H E S T A T E O F M I C H I G A N , 

Plaint i f f -Appel lee, 

V 

H A M I N L O R E N Z O D I X O N , 

Defendant-Appel lant. 

Before: R E D F O R D , P . J . , and B E C K E R I N G and M . J . K E L L Y , J J . 

R E D F O R D , P . J . 

Defendant appeals by delayed leave granted his sentence imposed by the trial court 
fol lowing acceptance o f his guilty plea to attempted possession o f a cel l phone by a prisoner 
contrary to M C L 800.283a and M C L 750.92, in exchange for d ismissal o f the charge o f prisoner 
in possession and a charge o f fourth-offense habitual offender. The trial court sentenced defendant 
to 11 to 30 months' imprisonment to be served consecutively to the prison term he currently served. 
W e aff i rm. 

I. B A C K G R O U N D F A C T S A N D P R O C E D U R A L H I S T O R Y 

A t his plea hearing, defendant admitted that, whi le incarcerated-with the Department of_ 
Corrections ( D O C ) in prison in Chippewa County, on May 2 1 , 2016, he attempted to possess a 
cell phone. He admitted that he understood that his conduct violated the prison rules and state 
laws. He pleaded guilty to attempted possession o f a cel l phone by a prisoner and the trial court 
accepted his plea. 

T h e D O C prepared and submitted to the trial court a Presentence Investigation Report 
( P S I R ) which explained that, whi le incarcerated, at approximately 12:09 a.m. on May 2 1 , 2016, 
during routine rounds, prison staf f found defendant in a bathroom in possession o f a cel l phone. 
Prison staff confiscated the cel l phone, searched defendant's area o f control, and found a cel l phone 
charger. The P S I R reported that, during his incarceration, defendant incurred 22 major misconduct 
reports related to fighting, possession o f a weapon, substance abuse, theft, and destruction o f 
property. Defendant 's cr iminal history included 14 felony convictions. The D O C recommended 
that the trial court assess defendant 25 points for Offense Var iable ( O V ) 19 on the ground that his 



conduct threatened the security o f the penal institution because possession, use, and attempted use 
o f a cell phone within the secure perimeter o f a correctional faci l i ty put staff and inmates' l ives in 
jeopardy and interfered with correctional administrators' abil ity to maintain institutional safety 
and security because unmonilored communication wi th outside persons could involve matters o f 
escape, assault o f prisoners and staff, and the introduction o f contraband into the prison. 

A t defendant's sentencing hearing, the trial court asked defendant i f he reviewed the P S I R , 
and defense counsel indicated that he had, The trial court gave defendant an opportunity to speak 
and defendant alluded to additional facts regarding the cell phone incident. 

In this colloquy, defense counsel stated that defendant's cellmate indicated in an aff idavit 
that the cel l phone belonged to him. Defense counsel said that the cell phone had been found in 
close proximity to a bathroom stall occupied by defendant but not in his possession. 

In response, relying on information in the P S I R , the prosecution responded that defendant 
had been the only person in the bathroom and he had the cell phone on his person when prison 
staff found it. The prosecution explained that the inmate who provided the afTidavit was 
defendant's friend and cellmate serving a life sentence and he came forward a year and a hal f later 
to say he gave defendant the cel l phone and defendant did not want to have it. The prosecution 
stated that, based on the information, he agreed to make the plea ofTer. The prosecution, however, 
argued that possession o f a cell phone jeopardized the safety o f the prison and prisoners and 
constituted a breach o f the security o f the facil i ty. The prosecution also advised the trial court o f 
defendant's cr iminal history and his misconduct during his incarceration. Defense counsel 
advocated for sentencing defendant in the middle o f the guidelines range and the trial court agreed 
to sentence defendant to a minimum sentence of 11 months with a max imum o f 30 months to be 
served consecutively to his current prison sentence. 

Defendant later moved to correct an inval id sentence on the ground that the trial court 
improperiy scored O V 19. A t the hearing, defendant argued that defendant's plea to commission 
o f the crime o f attempted possession o f a cel l phone did not just i fy the assessment o f 25 points for 
O V 19 which is scored under circumstances where a defendant's conduct threatened the security 
of a penal institution. He asserted that no evidence established that he actually used the cel l phone, 
talked to anyone, or that it even worked. He explained that during allocution at sentencing he 
expressed that he did not want the cel l phone and an inmate came forward later and provided an 
affidavit that clar i f ied that the cel l phone did not belong to defendant. Defendant asserted that the 
prosecution agreed to dismiss the possession charge wh ich indicated that it did not v iew 
defendant's conduct as a threat to the security o f the penal institution. Defendant contended that 
no evidence established that he used the cell phone to plan an escape or smuggling in contraband. 
Defendant essentially argued that more criminality had to be established to warrant assessment o f 
25 points for O V 19, and therefore, requested rescoring O V 19 at zero and to be resentenced. 

The prosecution argued that the Legislature made it a cr iminal offense for a prisoner to 
have a cel l phone whi le incarcerated because such conduct threatened the security and safety o f 
prisons. T h e prosecution explained that inmate phone cal ls were monitored and recorded for the 
safety o f the prison, and unauthorized cel l phone communication with the outside world interfered 
with the maintenance o f the security o f the prison. Further, cel l phones were used as currency for 
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i l l icit drug deals in prison and violence occurred because o f the presence o f cel l phones in prisons. 
The prosecution argued that the offense warranted assessment of 25 points for O V 19. 

A t the end o f the motion hearing after having the benefit o f both counsels' arguments and 
considering the entire record, the trial court stated: 

The Court: Thank you, Mr. Stratton [the prosecutor]. 

The Court: We l l , in this set o f circumstances, I agree, Mr. Stratton. I don't 
know under what set o f circumstances a prisoner possessing a cell phone whether 
the cel l phone works , appears to work, doesn't work cannot threaten the institution 
and the safety o f the institution o f the Michigan Department o f Corrections. I don't 
know under what set o f circumstances that wouldn't . 

Because that in and o f i tself device can be used or could be used to cause 
serious harm to not only other inmates but set somebody up for al l sorts o f problems ' 
by just possessing it. So I don't quite understand what set o f circumstances that 
wouldn' t threaten the safety, as would a weapon. I think they're synonymous in 
the sense that I think that those two items, narcotics there's a gray area there, but I 
think a weapon and a cel l phone definitely by their nature threaten the institution. 

A t least a cel l phone for sure threatens the institution and safety o f the 
Michigan Department o f Corrections just by possessing it because i t 's clearly 
prohibited . . . . I bel ieve it was scored correctly. J"--

The trial court, therefore, concluded that O V 19 had been correctly scored and denied 
defendant's motion. Defendant now appeals. 

I I . S T A N D A R D O F R E V I E W 

We rev iew for clear error the trial court 's factual determinations used for sentencing under 
the sentencing guidelines, and such facts must be supported by a preponderance o f the evidence. 
People V Hardy, 494 M i ch 430, 438; 835 N W 2 d 340 (2013) . We review de novo the trial court 's 
application o f the facts to the law. Id. W e review de novo the trial court 's interpretation and 
application o f the statutory sentencing guidelines. People v Jackson, 487 Mich ISi; 789; 790 
N W 2 d 340 (2010) . A t r i a l court 's factual determination w i l l be found clear iy erroneous only i f it 
leaves us with a definite and firm convict ion that the trial court made a mistake. People v 
Armstrong, 305 M i ch A p p 230, 242; 851 N W 2 d 856 (2014) . 

I I I . A N A L Y S I S 

When calculat ing the sentencing guidelines scores, a sentencing court may consider al l 
evidence in the record including the contents of a P S I R and plea admissions. People v Johnson, 
298 Mich App 1 2 8 , 1 3 1 ; 8 2 6 N W 2 d 170 (2012) . A P S I R " i s presumed to be accurate and may be 
relied on by the trial court unless effectively challenged by the defendant." People v Gallon, 256 
Mich App 312, 334; .662 N W 2 d 501 (2003) . A trial court may draw inferences from objective 
evidence when sentencing the defendant. People v Petri, 279 Mich App 4 0 7 , 4 2 2 ; 760 N W 2 d 882 
(2008) . 
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O V 19 must be scored for al l felony offenses. M C L 777.22. O V 19 applies when a 
defendant's conduct posed a threat to the security of a penal institution or court or interfered with 
the administration o f just ice. M C L 777.49 in relevant part defines O V 19 scoring as fol lows: 

Offense variable 19 is threat to the security of a penal institution or court or 
interference with the administration o f just ice or the rendering o f emergency 
services. Score offense variable 19 by determining which o f the fo l lowing apply 
and by assigning the number o f points attributable to the one that has the highest 
number of points: 

(a) T h e offender by his or her conduct threatened the security o f a penal 
institution or court 25 points. 

The plain language o f M C L 777.49(a) requires assessment o f 25 points where an offender's 
"conduct threatened the security o f a penal institution." In this case, defendant pleaded guilty to 
the attempted possession o f a cel l phone whi le incarcerated in a correctional faci l i ty. The record 
reveals that prison staff found defendant in a bathroom in possession o f a cel lu lar telephone and 
later discovered a cel l phone charger located in his area o f control. In People v Dickinson, 321 
Mich App 1, 23-24; 909 N W 2 d 24 (2017) , this Court explained that 

[bjr inging a controlled substance l ike heroin into a prison and del iver ing it to a 
prisoner in violation o f M C L 800.281 ( i ) inherently puts the security o f the penal 
institution at r isk. Our Legislature has specif ical ly cr iminal ized such conduct 
because o f the seriousness o f the problem o f drugs in our state's penal institutions 
and the way in which i l l icit drug use interferes with the administration o f just ice in 
those institutions. Defendant's delivery o f an unquestionably dangerous drug l ike 
heroin into the confines o f the prison threatened the safety and security o f both the 
guards and the prisoners and, therefore, threatened the security o f a penal 
institution. 

T h i s Court further explained that the plain language o f M C L 777.49 "'does not l imit the 
assessment o f 25 points for O V 19 to offenders who smuggled weapons or other mechanical 
destructive devices into a pr ison." Id. at 24 (emphasis added). T h e Legis lature 's criminalization 
o f cell phone possession indicates that prisoners shall not have cel l phones wi th in a penal 
institution because of the inherent dangers posed by the presence of and unmonitored use o f a cell 
phone within the confines o f a penal institution. It is axiomatic that a prisoner's possession of 
contraband l ike a cel l phone threatens the safety and security o f the prison staff and prisoners 
because o f the numerous ways in which a prisoner may use such a device for i l l icit purposes, with 
prison staff left without a means of intercepting such unmonitored communications to prevent 
violation o f prison rules and the commission o f serious cr imes. A prisoner should not have the 
ability to engage freely in unmonitored conversations with persons outside o f the penal institution 
because such conduct places correctional facil i ty administrators and staf f at a serious disadvantage 
regarding the maintenance o f institutional safety and security i f prisoners can engage in 
communicating with persons regarding escape, assault o f prison staff or other prisoners, witness 
intimidation, procurement and del ivery o f contraband into the prison, and a myr iad o f other 
criminal activit ies affecting the safety and security o f penal institutions. 
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We hold that a prisoner's possession or attempted possession o f a cell phone within the 
confines of a penal institution threatens the security o f the penal institution; and i f found guilty o f 
such offenses, a trial court may properly assess 25 points for O V 19. 

The trial court in this case correctly relied on the information wi th in the P S I R , a 
preponderance of the evidence in the record, and drew reasonable inferences from the facts that 
supported its assessment o f 25 points for O V 19. The trial court properly interpreted and applied 
M C L 777.49(a). Defendant 's conduct warranted assessment o f 25 points for O V 19, and therefore, 
he is not entitled to resentencing. 

Af f i rmed. 

/ s / James Robert Redford 
/ s / Jane M. Becker ing 
/ s /M ichae l J . Ke l l y 
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IN T H E M I C H I G A N S U P R E M E C O U R T 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN, 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
V 

(Print your ntmi) 

Defendant-Appellant. 

(Leave blank) 
Supreme Court No. . 

Court of Appeals No. 3 4 9 " ^ ^ ) 
( S m Court of Appeals decision) 

Trial Court No. / 7 - A / > 3 ? ' ? ' / ^ f / / 
(See Court of Appeah brief or PSIR.) 

M O T I O N T O W A I V E F E E S 

For the reasons stated in the affidavit of indigency below, I request that this Court GRANT a waiver 
pursuant to MCR 7.319(C) of all fees required for filing the attached pleading because I am indigent and 
the provisions of MCL 600.2963 requiring prisoners to pay filing fees do not apply to appeals from a 
decision involving a criminal conviction. 

IHort^kf^^^. 71)90 
(Sign yew namt) 

(Pfinl your nime ind. if incarctratrd. MOOC iHjmber) 

My name and MDOC number (if incarcerated) are 

I am incarcerated at [ j , h. 

AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY 

(Name of correctional facility) 

I attest that I cannot pay the filing fee. (Check the boxes that apply to you.) 
(City, state and zip code) 

^ M y ' o n l y source of income is from my prison job and I make $ J , / " f per day. 

^ 1 have no income. 

Q f h a v e no assets that can be converted to cash. 

3 T h e Court of Appeals waived my fees in that court. 

I declare tha^ the statements above are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 

your nTme) 

(Print your name and, if incarcerated, MDOC number] 

(Print name of correctional faiihty if incarcerated) 

(Prim your iddrei i or addres; of cortectonal facility] 

(Toda/ i date) 7 

NOV 0 9 2020 
Q, LARRV S. ROVSTEW ^ 
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N O T I C E O F F I L I N G A P P L I C A T I O N 
IN T H E M I C H I G A N S U P R E M E C O U R T 

(Mall ^ copy to the Court of Appeals and 1 copy to the trial courtj 

Court of Appeals and trial court. Check the boxes to verify that copies were sent to the Coijrt of Appeals and trial court. 

[ y l Michigan Court of Appeals 
Clerk's Office 
Hall of Justice 
P.O. Box 30022 
Lansing, Ml 48909 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN v 

Trial Court) 
CTrial Court Address) 

(Print your name) 

Court of Appeals No. " ^ ^ ^ f ^ ^ 
(You can get this number from Ihe Court o! Appeals decision) 

Trial Court No. /7-OO^O (j^-
(You an get this number frorr> the Court of Appeals decision or the PSIR) 

Dear Clerk; 

On this date I have filed an application for leave to appeal with the Michigan Supreme Court in the 
above-captioned matter. 

(Print your name and, if incarcerated, your MDOC number) 

R. f 
[Print name of coriectional facility, il applicable) 

(Print your addr« i or address of correctional facility) 

'-r Ki^ddo^ Air. m7^L{ 

NOV 2020 
LAMY 
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IN THE MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN, 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 

(Prinl your name) 

Defendant-Appellant. 

Supreme Court No. 
(Leave blank) 

Court of Appeals No. 
(Sec Court of Appeals decision) 

Trial Court No. 17-00 SZm-FM 
(See Court ol Appeals brief or PSIR) 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

On / / ~ V . 20 XO . I mailed by U.S. mail 1 copy of the documents checked below: 

B 'App l i t [Application for Leave to Appeal 

D Copy of Trial Court decision being appealed 

Q C ^ p y of Court of Appeals decision being appealed 

D PSIR (required only if you are raising an issue related to the sentence imposed on your convirtion and the 
PSIR was not previously filed with the Court of Appeals) 

j T r a n s a i p t of jury instructions (required only if you are raising an issue related to a Jury instruction at 
triaj.and the transcript was not previously filed with the Court of Appeals) 

0Mot ron to Waive Fees / Affidavit of Indigency 

B f r o o f of Service 

• Other: 

•**yot/ do not have to provide any briefs or other documents filed in the trial court or Court of 
Appeals*" 

TO: 
• of CI 

County Prosecutor 
IName at county) 

fS lwt addressj 

5A.u}f 5ie.. A l ^ r / e . M l mS'Z 
(City) IZip Code) 

declare that the statements above are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 

{Sior^ your rume) 

(Print your name wl, il incarcerated, MDOC number) 

(Print name o! correctionaHacility II incarcerated) 

(Print your address or addr«t of correcdcnal tadUty) 

(Today'j dale) ' 

NOV 2020 
C LARRY S. RGYS r w . ' 
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C O V E R L E T T E R 

(Date of mailing lo Th« Supr«ma Court) 

Clerk's Office 
Michigan Supreme Court 
Hall of Justice 
P.O. Box 30052 
Lansing, Ml 48909 

RE; PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN v T) 1)40 a; 

NOV 0 9 2020 
O, LARRY S. ROYSTER 

(Print your name) 

Supreme Court No. 

Court of Appeals No. 

Trial Court No. \7-'}>Z'^H-

(Leave blank - the Clerk will assign a number for you.) 

(Get this number from the Court of Appeals decision.) 

(Get this number from Court of Appeals brief or the PSIR.) 

Dear Clerk: 

Enclosed please find the originals of the documents checked below. (Put a check mark in the boxes 
of the documents you are sending.) I am indigent and cannot provide four copies. 

2 Application for Leave to Appeal 

[Z. /Copy of Trial Court decision 

0 Copy of Court of Appeals decision 

^ PSIR (required only if you raise an issue related to the sentence imposed on your conviction and the 
PSIR was not previously filed with the Court of Appeals) 

1 1 Transcript of jury instructions (required only if you are challenging an instruction on appeal and the 
/ t ranscr ipt was not previously filed with the Court of Appeals) 

3 yMotion to Waive Fees / Affidavit of Indigency 

^ Proof of Service 

• Other 
"*You do not have to provide any briefs or other documents filed in the trial court or Court of Appeals"" 

(Print youi nam* md, ri incirc»rit*(t. MOQC numbtrl 

[Flint name of correcuonal tarihty if ir>c»rcerdlcd) 

(PrinI your •ddr i i i or iMmt ol correctional facility] 

I N S T R U C T I O N S 
•i 1 

Copy sent to: 

' 1 ' 

(.•• 

' . You will need 2 copies grid the 
• originals of this letter and the 
. pleadings listedab'ove. 
..VMail the originals of this.letter and , 

the pleadings to the Supreme 
Court Clerk., - - • ' 

. Mail i copy of.this letter and the 
, pleadings to the prosecutor. 
• Keep l.copy of this letter and 

. ' ' the plea'dingsforyoiirfile.'' ' ' 

Page 1 

Updated April 2017 


