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JLJATSDTCTTON ~ND R0..I£F sour,HT 

Juri~dictl11n ie envo~ed hy thh ccourt in th" d,oe\einn d~cid~d Jun~ 21, 

<'021 in People v Pooh, %!' 'l.!•l.2d 5211; 2D21 f'l.ch. LOTS 1nA5. 



QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

SHOlllfl OR, ST1C:N~\1Rr,s nrmrrms FPO"' Tl-!E ~>'EllTCAIJ 
PSVf:1-lfllO!HC~l ,s'i!lCIATION (APA) snCTETV ~E US£0 AS rJEUI 
E\/TD[NCE ~E IJO,E!'• FOR HIF. PURPO~[<; nF FTL!Nr, PROC[flllRES TN 
POOLE, A!J!) SHOUL~ Tl'I<; cnuRT cm.J<;IO(R RATSI1Jr. TH~ JUVE!HLE 
~GE FROM SEIIEIHED/ (17) ~a TLl[rJTV-(VJ> to J11[rJTV-FI•I~ (21-
25) Tr! l"T!'.H!r.MJ. 7 ..• 

Amicu~ Curs!~ P3r~!c1pent 
"~PTV ~~v~i: r'l'_Lrn 



STATEMENT OF FACTS 

"lalntlff-Ar,pdln, v John ~ntonlo Pool•, !l1hr.:lant-Appallant CG~, 

~S2569. Wayn11 cc, Cl2-!l001!9~-rc P11ople v Pool 2020 i'Uch App LOIS ~1~7 (Mich. Ct. 

App., May 1, ?02!l), ord•r of the c01Jrt, amicu!I curia•, appoint. 

Subj,ct mathr fofra.; !lthar perscns or group!! lntan!ltld ln the 

d1t11r"1lnatl.on of thg \!l!IUl!I 1:ir·1191nt•d in ~1,\11 ca!la "'"Y "'0"" th• Court for permh!!lon 

to flh hrl11h amlCU!! c11r11i11. 

Plelntiff/!lehnrlant nmu !!htll!I "" follow!! in hi, brief r<1qu~stlng for 

Ami!:IJ!I Curiae in the abova entltlld causl. 

CA~[~ 1qP2-5~27P-~V 

PEnPLE II MARTY MYAil MILLER, 141 ~lch App ~37, ~~7 llbl?d q117 (1095). 

JURV TRIAL -- !'arty did not ta~e th11 ~taro. 

Th" !l1hns11 theory we~ Alibi, that Oafnndant wes ln !letrolt at his 

parent!! hou~• at th" tl.me thl" crtma was commlttad, That it mu!lt h~v• he11n T .J. their 

prime 9uspect or !!Om8'0ne 11h• co=lttac! this crima (T. T. ;>41-43, 137A-1!~). 

On Augu!lt 13, 1QB2 two girh (Ting ~ Junih Mocra) wara llving with 

Marty at l,19 hom, In Odroit, they brought T.J. aka Ti'l1,r,othy Ivan Mann/Muhn, to 

!>!nty9 19th ~irthday party. Marty did not ~now l'-uhri, and thh was tha flr~t tlma hn 

•ver mat hi ... Unbenounc•d, to ~v~ryo"" at th~ party ~ulin wH an !t~c•::,~d in,,,au from 

th• Michigan 011parto,gnt of Corr~ctlon~. (T. T, pgs SE0-~1, R~0-64, 05n_05~) W'>lh on 
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•sc&1>• (21 w•""" b•fou this murdff, b•fon, Marty •v•n kn,w "h.1t>n l'•ht11d on thh 

planet, ~uhn rtibb•d th• victl.ffl Rtcrtllrd \lan"onm11 and his roo,.at, Rob.rt K,m,,,l.ng. 

((lnralatad robiury/eonvletionl, (T. T. Jn4-322, J~S-'.'26), 

On August 16, 1QB2 Rich1rd \lanJ.lamm" wag found by hls roo1"at11 Robert 

Ka"""in 11t then Roy•l Oak home on 12 mill! ,nd l,loodward. Aeeordlnr.: to the pollcu, 

VanHa.,..,,• wa, stabh•d, •nd had II cord wrapped around his wrlst, and hi~ lag~ w•re tl•d 

togath•r. H• also had ,trandn of hair clarcha<l in his rist wh"n h" wa~ discovarad. 

(T,T. Pg,. 7116-0~, 71~). ThP hair" weu t11etad and Marty was e•cluded n th1 pilrson 

V•nHa ... ,r ripped tha ha1n from whlh fe.-.ling off th• knifw attar:k. (T. T. ;,gs. 9~5-

971. numerous foc,tprlnts and Hng•rprlnh found throughout the hous•, ovar 200 

photographs, blotid ~hlns in a bathroom ;and on th• stova that "'•r• not tn the an,a 

1,Jt,ere V•nHamma "'aa klll!tcl that ware Nltrlv!trl t.,gterl and •~clurled Marty •~ hP.ing on• 

of th<o "'"'P•trators. (.T,T. pg~. 4r>7, 410, 717-1", ,,.,,7311-32). figerprint" anrl 

bl,,oc!, w..re al"o found In th• victl'"II car, that wa11 ~oun<l a b!Dcl: aw1y fro., tho> crl'"• 

~C!tn ... ~n<l again •fto>r tu,t\ng it •~eluded Marty 19 on• of the P.,rpatrat1ir11. (T.T. 

pgs. 4<!1~g~. sn~. 50A-M). 

!lumarous l.tam11 wRra tal<"n, incl,idir<J hut not }l,..it11d to 11om• gold 

chaing •.-.:I charm9. ~arty" prlnht11 .,,re •ll•g•d to hava bun foun<l on th• front door 

of the vktl.'"~ hem", no blood i;u rm th1tm. Marty ~old ,:iold to num•rnus g~l~ :!~•lere 

in the er,,.,, Only 3 cf the 10 !tams from ona of tt,a Gold dealcr11 WI~ alleoed to hava 

co.,,11 froio thi11 erhe. {!nfra) 

Ap;,roxic:ately 1 ,.,:,nth later en s .. ptemb~r 9, 1qe2 ~arty "'"" •rr1111ted for 

thh crlmn. Tha proeeeutlon llleged that Muhn O::on'mitted thh r:r!m11 and that Marty 
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aidac! him in this crl"1e. Muhn "'"" "till en •"""P" and net pr<>'3ent during M•rtya 

trial. Muhn ho9 never been arre'3ted In thi'3 ca9a. 

Morty wa9 chargad bllth First D!!grn faleny Murder c:ontrory to MC'l. 

[yl!wi ti,""" Su'31n hm'l1 t11, ti f111d, aftar bel ng given a lim,up, pt,cto 

lin11-up by poll.ce, u'C with i"arty pr11sent ln th"! courtroe.,, Marty"'"" not one of the 

(T.T. pg9. 772-

TI~, 777). Ht1r 9Jc9t11r Mary h,n.,, fr!lm <"lodda gave • writtan ,tattl'11ant to Dtfic:'3r 

Jo'1n~n. Thi9 dhsapearad. (T. T. pg~ 7511-~IJ). 

Ehrmre Stoh\11!, a c:ler~ ot th1 gold cha9t ,tor!! t11'3tif\ed of!I!" being 

~hownh 7 P"9"' of drawing9 of the '3tol"n ite,.., from th11 crlma, that ehe "did not" !!uy 

any of thcee itams from Marty. Tn~t the \tam" she bC!Jght had bean mdtad drn.,n, 

deetroy11d. (T, T. pgs. 796-~7). 

Robart Swain tntlfiad that he gave Marty t"'o !lf the thrall gold c:hain, 

he 9Dld to Mr9. Shblh and provld11d copi99 of the erioinal purchasa reci,lpt9 for th9 

c:halns ""ld. (T.T. pgs, 1271-~1). 

In c:losina argumante rr119~cutor .lohn Slavin g•v• •rgum,mta 1111 to 1-!uhn 

co"""itt!ng thl8 mur~ar. {T.T, pg9. 1~~1-37, 1141-42), ~11c11u,.a of the11a ~tota~ants the 

jury blU glvan Aiding an:! Ahorttlrl\J Tn!!truct!DM {T, T, p~s 1470-72) aver, thouQh no 

cml:!eratlrg 9Vl~er!C:• "'"" glva'I to the ccurt, £l11v11t1ng ti"•!! c~lm" to first Oag~aa 

Murder, Tha jury q.-~Uonad thesa ir,Btrur.tlon" 1111 to Mnty not being thor •"tual 

st•bb,rr/,..urderar, thay bl&?"II tn,tructad '"no it d!lli9 net <"lltter", and ,;ilven a copy of 

CX-1 (aecond and flret degrH murdsr ,alth aiding and abetting) anrf l.nstruchd to 



e<>ntlrua to dalib,.rata. Thi" wH eonfud"'.l to both the jury and th" d•hns•, and 

l1tt1trs from thH jury w1tra 1Jritt"n to dl!ftorte" C<luns"1 witch clurly sh"'" they did n<lt 

want to nm Marty guilty of murd11r. Rut th<! instruction~ glvun th"V h"d no choice ln 

th• '""ttl!r. 

Clearly Martys ln•blll.ty to df!fend himself •t such ;, vrning "9" h 

•~P•!'9~t. Ort April 12, 11160 Marty was 1111antu1Ilv c:onviet"d o~ First Oagru11 ~urc!er and 

Blntar,ced on April 27, 1983 to LTFE. 

NEUTLV OlSCOV(REO EVIDENCE 

R11c11ntly """' e11id,rnc• that was .. lthRld from M1rty/def,.nse h•9 c:or,'11 to 

light, by w•v of a prl111te datRetlva, that artother person was h1Id for thn," day~ fnr 

this erim1, an:! that ,ftar d,uetlve's tryin;i to foreu • c:on~ .. sdon rnit of him. They 

ralns•d him upon Mutys ernst and 11tat1d th"y war" gol<)IJ to pin thh cu" on Marty. 

Juror "'""'b"r" "'""" c:ontacted and st•tad had th"y haard thl11 n11w avlc!"nc" at the tri•l 

then 19 a ']Olld pI'tlbablllty that thay "'ruld h•ve eh•"IJ•d their vudir:t. and both av" 

advoe•tPd fnr Martys release. Thi11 avldenc:e ls balng revlawarl by coun~al and I, 

currently baln;i ra..,rlttan for subffliS~ion to elr-cult ~curt by way <lf ~CP ~.~O~. 

Th" Nau, Evld8r,ca of th" Am,,rir:an Payehologlcal Assoet.tlon, (~PA) 

Peychologleal Raport of Ar•ln D111alopment os praaentad by Dr. Laurence St .. tnburga, 

••tabli~hed that ,~-~4 yaar old~ ha111 the ~ame eh•racteri,,tlc~ of p~rscns whom aM" 17 

yHr~ of "9'· (pre11l<lu~ly qc,bmltt01r! T.<l this court and ~h~ Mtlhr court. 
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11.RGUMEIIT 

M. STTENRUPr,S F!NOINr,~ FRO!-! THE Ai>'EP!C~N P~VCl'DLOGICAL 
ASS0CIATT01J (APA) SOCIETY UAS ~[f:j HELD gy TUIS COll'lT TD ~[ 
:J[!.n_.1/ DISCOVERED EVTDET:CE. SUIJLILO TUIS ::rn EVInE~lCE RE USED 
~s :![k' EV!fleiCE FO'l Tl-!E PU'lPIJSES o~ qLI)I!; PPOCEDllllES rn 
POOLE, AND SHOULD TUIS cm1RT CDIISIDEP RAISING TL!!': JIJl'nHL[ 
AGE F'lnM SEIIEfJTEEN (17) to n:EI/TV-mlE to Ti,r[l,/TV-F!VE (21-
25) IN 1-'LCIIJr,MI.? .•. 

lrl "'"';,le II Peele, ~50 IJ.'~. 52~; :>!121 "ich. LEXIS 1Qf'~. This COIJ!'t stated 

Pooh, he11ed hh 11p~11el on Retroactive Ch~nge of L111a," !"ir.R 6.5n2(G)(?). Thin 

court should consider thnt "N,-wly Discovered evidence "of th!' Peycholo~lcel 

to lndlc11te t!"le hr11ir,s of (1 9) year-old~ ere not fully d"'velopl!d end thus are 

further t:i stete thet the juvenile 'T'ln<! la 25 year~ old before they er!' deam11d 

metur~ enough or d~velo;,ed .,nough t:i h11v., cogr,izent re11sonlng. ~ell fornie de,.med 

courts. 

Thh bf!ing ~aid the "lichigan Qpp1111lte Courts in P!!Ople v Pobin Rlck 

f1ennl.'l'J, SC,1f;00'.'~, edc!reesed the issue of retroectlve c>,ange of lew and furth!!r 

et~ted that it l'M raised incorr.,ctly. However, they w"nt fu~ther to stat.f'e 

bestcelly t~at It should heve been rele"d "" IJewly DhcovP.red tvldence. Thia 

issue of the AP~ P,:iycholo~lc~l Pe~ort h in feet •Jewly Dillc:,v,-red l!videnc~. ! 

hev~ r,o idea why Michigan Mtornave ~eer filing under retroactive change of l~w. 



Thls court !ltat<'!d it is llew1y dhcovered evidence, thi!! or any ection relsing 

the juvenilP age to 21 should be fllf!d und11r to !!ddre!l!I thls or any cO'Jrt on 

thi!! h!!UB. 

11.lchgon ~ppellate Courts h11,,e held thet tti, s,entencing court :::u~t t!!'<:e 

into account thf! difference11 !!'!long juvenlle11 1>nd t.l1f!ir crl,n,,s when det!lrrnlnlng 

,J,ether lif!! lmprlsanment with<lut t.ha po!!,.ibillty of pat'tlle ls the 11;,proprl11t,. 

punishment. P11ople II U!ool fol'<, 84~ 111,•;>d 1 ~?, 175, ~114 ~'ich npp i.~n, 4S~ (2rJ1 4). 

The lt1o'llfo1'< Cnurt also not~~ thet, under "!.ll"r II n111b11rn", 5~7 '15 460, 1~2 S. 

Ct 24~5; ,~~ I.. Ed ?d 407 (W12), h11ld retroectiv~ly hy !-l~nt~omery v Loulsene, 

136 5 Ct 71~; 19~ L Ed 2d S9~ (2016) 11 "juv~nlle" muat be defined to include not 

only thoM lndlvidueh wt,o ere le!!s th11n 17 year11 r,f ~ge, "" thB tf!rm i,i dl.'fin,;,d 

in the ,tat,-•~ Cod"!' of Cr1m1n11l Procl.'durl.' end tho, R,.vhed Judicature Act, MCL 

764.27; MCt r,!l~.~!J~(1), but eddltloMtl\' "'\1,it inclurl~ tho!!e 1ndlvlduel•! hotwczn 

"17 end,~ yel!rs of eoz.·· People v Cer;,, nr. t~ich A;,p r,72, s,5-37; ~2B TIW2d 5BS 

2C12); 1,95 '-lie!"> l,~Q; ~52 ~·IW2d ~01 (2~14) Th!! Lcurt also h11ld thet e s"r,tenc:ing 

court mu11t evaluete and r<!vi!!W th~ cherl.'cterieticq of youth en<l circu~5tence11 of 

th,;, offenee delineat!!d in Ml.111.'r en~ Care ln c'eterdn1ng wh!!ther, follow!.r,-;: tt'" 

im;,o,ltior, of a life sentenc:", e juvenll~ i,i to h" d"""'"d elioeble or net 

eli')ablf! for perol!.', 11nc' that the peri,l" b::acd "1U!lt ?e!!P"Ct the ""nte...:ing 

oourt'o deci!!!On by provldln~ a meenir,gful d~terminetlon and r,,view when perola 

"1ig~b1Ht;• erhee. t~olfor'<, eu;,ra !It 175-7~. 

Hhtoricelly Michi~en r.curts heve h~f!n r"luctent to grant new triel!! on 

th!, ba111!! i,f newl;• dl!!covered evic'ence. Thi!! policy l, com1l!!t,,nt with requiring 
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parties t" "um! cam, dlligen::e, end vlgel!!nce in securing e"d pr!!'lenting 

d..terminlng W'1eth!!r e nr.w trial may he grant!!!! bl!ca,rne of newly disc.,vered 

eviden::e, l't,an t!'!h court atated: 

.. IUa have e~plBined that e <!efl!ndent must s.'iow that (1) The evld!!nce itself, not 
'lerely its m11Urlality, wn newly dhcovered; [2) the newly discovered evlderce 
was not cuymulatlve; (3) the puty could not, using f!!asonahle dlllgencl!, have 
dlecovered nnd produced thl! evidence at trial; end (~) the n!!w evlrlence e,n~es e 
different result prnba'>le "n !""'trial. This test has been eppli"!d consistently 
for more than a century. People v Grisson, 4°2 ~le!, 2%, '.!12-13; P,21 rll,l2d 5n, 50 
2012). 0 

T!,e law is H currnntly stands in l'iller, Carp and tfoolfoH, have held 

t!,at the amern:!,..~nt pr,,tections '!hould afford to ~l!vl!nteen (1'1), end el']htcen 

(1P] year-old defend11nts who cornmlt serious crime!! 11geinst ecciaty. These casee 

c!o not ,afford tt>e s,a~.e pr,,tections to nineteen (10) year old defendonh. 

However, regardle!!g of th!! findings in ~r. Steinbur!:'!I findinge, In Michlgen e 

defondent is not within the clese of prote,ctect"'d defenc!ents, and thue cennot 

me~e en eight ar,,eridment argui1ent egainet Mis eent~nce. Peopl"' v P,oynton, ~~ "1cli 

App '14A, '1"0, 2!lS llW?d 52'.', 524 (1'173) etondard for new evidence. 

f!owe,,er this coo~rt ehould c"nsider the chang'!! of ,-odern law, (1) that 

did r.,,t e~lat. nor did thi,:1 evi<!ence "!~let t.tien "cell! wee s!!nter,,::ec!. At the time 

,,f 8oynton, o peck of ciggerette/tobecco could be "btelned et any age, "*1ich led 

t" more denthe '>1• cancer. Dpperatl.oM hed no le']el e~e restrictions. ~nyone 

cculd purche•~ e gun under th'! ccn!!tl!utioMl "right to bare ~rr,9" ~c:t. Hchol 
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was und"r 18 and ch!ld,en '""" out of foste,:- care at 16-1R, all of 1h" P.ges have 

now been rahed to U•e B!Jf! of Twenty One th,ough Twer,ty-four (21-24) maby it', 

tl<ne thia Court used it~ athority end vhwed thia 9vidence "" newly dhcove,ad 

us it does fit the criteria, end eat e preeident in the followin!) suite to 

mandatory juvenile, to tha Twenty-!JnP. (?1). The APA t:leerly lndicatee th~ ne"?d 

fo, th" }uventle ege to be 21-75. The ,dnimum h the leef!t this Court s'1ould 

cor,d,far, Ae thi~ issue is now properly raised under thP. ~uha of Newly 

fllscovered evld,mce on 8rein Df!velop,.ent as presented by Ur. Laurer,c~ 

Stelnbur~e, hno eetebll~hed that hased on N(•,t res.,err,h it w~~ found that 1B-?4 

~P.ar olds have th!.' ~ame cheracter!.stlcs of thosi, who weri, 17 y!er~ old or 

youn~"r, 'Ind li,~s cLilpet>le for criminal ect!oM Pnd lsi~s ~e~er\lin~ of $ociet!e~ 

hsrdest pi,nelty of Llf" without the possibility of perol,,, 

rn 1-'llter Court to eddre69 

const!tut!onellty of mand,.tory l!f9 1.,prhonm!!nt for thos" ovBr the "9" of (1r) 

beceu~e >;,oth def"nr!er,ts !n 'l!ll"r 1.1e~ 1~ l'"~rq old, 

This Court ci,nnot inf,,r by n9~etiv" lmplicat!ons that th!! l'ill"r Court 

14'o h"ld t>,~t ..,~ndetory life without the LO!!~i~ilit~ .::f pJrole le e,!!c!!S~erC:y 

cor,stitutioni,l "~ lor,g ee it 1~ applied to those ovM the ege nf 18, Th!! f'iller 

opinion contains no ~t~te.,,ent ta t!rnt effect. !he Miller cou,t did not eey 

anythir.g about e~c,.ptione for edoleec,mt~, young ec!ults or anyone else Linle~s 

yrun:;er than 1~ ycers.flothing in 1-'iller t"en ~t .. tes or .,.,.,n sum;e~ts that Cou,te 

ere prevented from f!nd!.n;: thBt the 8th Amendrr,ent. prohibitys '!1endatory lift! 

withcut pl!rcle for those ovsr eighte!!n (1r) hut younger thon twenty-flv!! (25) 

e 



yl!ars :,f ege. Doing so blould re!y on the ruling in Miller toe different ~et of 

facts n:,t conte~plated by the ceee in vl.oletion of ~owcn v US, 422 US 91~, ~20; 

q~ set 2569, ~5 L.Ed2d 541 (1~7Sl. 

Therefori, the question of whi,ther ~.endetory llfe with:,ut the poaai~illty 

of per:,le le conetltut!.onel for the 19 year old def,,ndent not hefore the court 

in MillE!r, <'nd tt w:,uld be contrary to the U.S. Sup:-e~e C:,urt ~enerel practicl! 

to opine on the ~c,eeti:,n un-ncceaeerlly. 

Miller h a I/aw rule of constitutional lew made retroativo t:, csaee on 

collateral review by the U.S. Supr!!me Court, that wee pr~vi:,ualy unavailable. 

The ate~erd cmder "C~ ~.502(GJ(2) enc! 6.SD~(D} h thBt Cl!fendant in this casi, 

I.a required t:, follow thet 11et11blishes thet hi11 m::itlon c,uet CGNTArn Tl-IE i:!l'w Rule 

11.-d ~ Q!l the new rule. 

Ther.,f:,re, Defendant ""eerts thet nei+her ~iller r,!lr !'CL 750.25 ond 

7~~.2511 pr:,hibit defendants ~rom reiein::; the qlll!sHon as to whether it is u;i 

cone ti tutional to sentence 11 19 yeer cl d by three dnyo to life wl thout the 

posslbl.llty of pBrctle without condderl.ng e,itl<Jatina faders reaardl.ng tl-e 

1-lBllmBrk features of ad:,leaern::e first. 

Thh court must con11id11r New (vl.d~nce 11nd th"n nise Michl.ann's ~uvenlle 

aao:, to an approprlate limit 21-2: and then Bp;,ly ell cnaes r9troactlvely under 

~ill~r an<! t!"'e eur:-oue,<!in; cesea. 

In thla c1111e MBrty wee 3 daya into hel.f1cl 19 yaars :,ld wh~n thia crime 

happened. I-le could barely read or t;rit~, ~nd it ie dear h"' did not have the 

'!1aturity to under11tand what -,~e hep;,.,nlng, durrin:; th~ crl'"e o:,r in court, even 



when hls trial counsel told him not to ta~e the st11nd or he u01.Jld die ln priaon. 

None of the eighteen {1P) uitn!!~,,is that ~·!!n? present et Marty11 errest cJPre 

c11lled to court, Clearly inrllc11tlng his adolescence, end im11~rity, 

1, Tn ordaer for II p11r11on in 1"lchigen to get ~pllcifk Medical Oper11tlon11 
~uch e11 V~ll!!Ctomy, Hysterector,y, Tuh~l Ligation or 11ny typ" of potentially ll.fe 
elterlna t<LltU'Jry, 11lt11r11tiong of humen enato,r,y, other thnn e life threetening 
emergency, A parson mttBt hi! Twenty~om, (21) or older. i'CL §33~.?71[11 
-§ ~~~. 27801 

7. Jn order for" person to aet a medical ~orljuane permit or user per~it 
a ~ell!!r or u11..r must be Tw1,r,ty-one (211 yeers Old. :-!CL§333.27~51 - §~~1.~1:'Gi. 

3. The Home5 Vouthful Trel...ee ~ct !'.::I... 7"i2.11 has raised the ll(le for 
release of Juv11niles from the ll'l" of Eighteen {1P) to the "s!e of Tw,mty-four 
(24). 

Thh la riot to exclude the fact that Mlchloen law 1~ the ege of Twenty­

One (<'1) to buy cig']erete, alcohol, runnin'] for public offlcS' etc., Thh C01.Jrt 

i,oplement the raising of the ege of Juv!!niles fror, 17 to 21-25. Everyone I~ r,ot 

11 prins:iple er.cl even if they 11r<? anything under the age of 25 1~ cnn~hler'!d a 

Juvenile under thP Newly Ol~covered ~vldPnce hy the APA. 

CONCLUSlO!l A!IO 'l!:"LIEF SOUGHT 

~"'E'lEfO'lE, "arty eryan ~tller re~ue~t5 thh honorable court ')rant this 

Amlcus Curiae and ']rent 11~propriate relief to ell partiP~. 

""'"'' '¥3'"'. 
Mus' _gon Corr!!ctlon11l !:"adlity 
24PO 5. 5heriden Dr. 
Mus~'!gon, !-:T 4~1.4? 
Prn Per 

" 



"'r. ~arty 9. ~lller IA-177276 
"'usl<.egon Corr8ctionel Facility 
2400 5. Sharld•n Dr. 
"'usl<.egon, Mlchigen 49442 

D..E~l( Of THE COURT 
MICHTt;AN SIIPP~r-E COLIPT 
~ox 30052 
L•Ming, r-l.chlgan 4!!9n9 

llE: Peri.ile v ~arty -"'ilhr 1<1!12-552'/!l-FV in r8gar::!s t!I 
P90pla v Pooh, W21 Ml.ch. LEXIS ,nos., SC 161S?~ 

{lECEIVEl) 

OCT 012011 

Dear Cla,1<.; 

(;reetli-,::9 l ho;,e thl" latter find" yo., in g!Xld 1iealt'1 and Spirit" in t"""" 
troubllrg CV1 g ti1'E!9. 

Pl1a,e fl.rrl encloeed for filing In the above ceu9a. 

1. o,oof of Sarvicl' 
2. Motl.on ~or Walva, of Fee" an:l Co~ts 
~- ~ffldavlt l.n Su;,;,ort 
4. ~ .. lcu~ Curh• wlt!, 9rilf In 5u;,;,ort 

To be fllE!d at the nHre9t availa~le dat1 in tha Pooh en~. I thanl<. you in 
advarra for your time and cooper;,tl.on in thl9 matter. 

Dated: 5f[!~. 2[121. 

Pl!"lpect fully subr.rl tt•d. < 
~~~,, 
;,i.on s. 51ierld•n ~r. 
~u,1<.egon, Ml 4?442 
P!'<l Per 

SEP 20 1011 



PROOF or SERVICE 

-I h2r•by cartify that , 2021, I 1111rv•d a copy of th• forgnlr,g Motion 
for Waiv81' of r .. 11 and co11t , Affidavit ln Support ar,:! A.,icu~ Curiae in com,.ction 
"'1th Pe:ipll v Pooh, <>60 N.W.2d S29, 7rl21 "i:h. LEX:::S 1QR_S, Sr:: 1~1S20. u~on tha 
cl•r'< oft~ Court for th1 "lchigan Supnrr,t1 Copurt, by dap09itir,g ~"~" ln th• USP-all 
with flr11t Cln11 P09hg• fully pnrpaid by lagal Form hare ,t tht1 ~u~'<•gon 
Correctional recillty; 

Cl•rk of th~ Court 
1'T!c:nigan Supnrme Court 
Rox ~Ofl52 
L11n11ln;i, Mlchlg•n 4R9~9 

r furthar cart I fy that all 11tatem11nt!I an, tru11 to th11 b1111t of my 
Information kno~l•dg• and b,llef. 

Oatad: 

Mus a9on Corr2ctlonal Facility 
240!' 5. Sheridan Dr. 
~us'<•gon, MI 40442 
Pm Per 

y._£CEIV£b 

OCT 01 2021 

SEP 20 1011 



PEOPLE OF THE 
STATE nF Mif.Hir.AN, 

v~, 

MARTV AAV~N MILLEA, 

A1dCU'!I Curl• 
Patlpl• V Pool•, 960 N.~.2d 529 

2021 Mich. LEXIS 1085 .. 
SC: 161529 

Phlnt1 ff 
No. 19A2-SS27~-FV 
1-!onorabla Martha D. ~nduson 

D,ifuo::lant. 

--------~/ 

MOTION FOR hlAIVER or FEES ANO COSTS 
FOR Af,\tCUS CURIAE WITH 

BRIEF IN SUPPORT or POOLE APPEA( 

SEP 20 1011 

NOW COl'IES, Marty Sry•n Miller i172276 and in support etvtae ae followe, 
triat thi9 court has hereto granted waiver of fees and cost, and herein states that ha 
ls una!!l1 to pay fffe 1r,d co11h as ha 1s une,.,ploysd due to covld-10 and ahas '>11en 
imprhoned for 3~ year9, ~rid harain !"<'quests this court t,i grant hh indlgen::y. 5n 
Affl.d•vtt in Support of Motion and ~!'licuq Curiae attached herato and a>ad<> a part 
henof. 

Dated; 

s~e~on, MT 40442 
Pro Par 



AF'FIDAIIIT IN stlPl'llRT OF 
JIIOTillN FOR l!IAIIIEII Of' FITS ~ICO COSTS 

"" MUCUS CURIA£ 

T, Marty Bryan Millar, dap.,,,a9 and ~ay9 that th~ infarfflatlan contalnad 
haraln 19 trua to tha b""t of '"Y Information Kn01ol•dga and ballaf. My ~lgnatura b~la~ 
lrdlcatae sam11P. 

Mu~~egan, MJ ~~442 
Pr" Per 

\ 

ractlity 

SEP 20 1011 



"r. M~rty I!. Miller 0-17277~ 
~·u~ke~or, Correctio.,sl Fn:::llity 
?40:1 S. 5hnrlderi :Jr. 
~uskeaon, Michigan ~~~~2 

ct.El>!< ~F Tl-l( G!:IIIIT 
M!Cl{Jr;A:J SLl"REf'~ C()IJ~T 
Ao~ 3nn5? 
Lensing, lllchigsn ~890? 

o~.n.20?1 

~CEIVEiJ 

OCT O I 21121 

R.:: People v Merty ~lller 19~2-5577e-FY in reg~rds to 
Peopk v Poole, 2n21 Mich. L£H5 1n~s., SC 1~1~20 

Deer Clerk; 

Gre,itl.r,gs J h'lp'3 this letter fincl~ 'J"'-l in Q(l[lt1 heeltM and $;,irlts l.n tli11se 
trou~ling CV10 times. 

1. Proof of 5'3rvice 
?. Motion Cor lfaiv1'r cf <"ees end Co9ts 
3. Affidevit lr, Su;,;,ort 
~. f'otior, Requesting Leave tc, fl.le A"'icus Curhe ~rief Pursonnt to '·!CR 

7.311(H)(1). R.,Lhf ReqU!!st!!d "roof of 5ervke, 
~- ~"TlicUB Curlee <,Jltli !lrl.ef fo 5u~ort prevku~ly fl.led on Septe"Tl::.er ~;,, 

2'0:?1. Set! cou,t gte.,,;,. 

To ':l~ fih,d ,st th~ r,~11rest cvail~'lle dete in t'ie Poole cne~. r thBn~ you In 
edv~n:e fo, your ~i~e 11:,cl coc;,~ret!'ln In t>iis ~etter. 

<>e~~~,::tfully su!-1,nltted, C::: 

.~r#k~ 
"'LJ5<e;:i" ".:orre:tkr-~l !'11:iHty 
2!,GD 5. Shert~a" ~r. 
"us\..e;;or,, l'.J 4<>4t2 
Pro ~er 


