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SUMMARY

The Michigan Court of Appeals affirmed the denial of Darnell Jones’s petition for a writ of habeas
corpus. The court held that, even assuming no probable cause conference was held, that omission did
not create a jurisdictional defect or deprive the circuit court of jurisdiction after Jones was bound over
for trial. The court also concluded that the alleged failure to hold a probable cause conference did not
invalidate Jones’s conviction or sentence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the alleged failure to hold a probable cause conference deprived the district or circuit court of
jurisdiction over Jones's criminal case.

2. Whether habeas corpus could be used to obtain relief from Jones's conviction and sentence based on the
alleged probable cause conference defect.

3. Whether the circuit court properly dismissed the habeas petition after determining that the alleged defect
was not jurisdictional.

HOLDINGS

1. Even assuming that no probable cause conference was held, the failure did not create a jurisdictional
defect or deprive the district court of continuing jurisdiction over the case.

2. Once the preliminary examination was held and Jones was bound over on a charge, the circuit court
obtained jurisdiction over him; the alleged absence of a probable cause conference did not defeat that
jurisdiction.

3. Habeas corpus is unavailable as a substitute for an appeal to review the merits of a criminal conviction,
although it may be available when the convicting court lacked jurisdiction and the defect was radical;
Jones did not establish such a jurisdictional defect.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Traditionally, this statutory prohibition has been interpreted to be a declaration that “habeas corpus cannot
serve as a substitute for an appeal and cannot be used to review the merits of a criminal conviction.”” (-2-)

“Because MCR 6.108 expressly permits the waiver of a probable cause conference, it stands to reason that a
violation of that rule does not create a jurisdictional defect.” (-3-)

“Once a preliminary examination is held and the defendant is bound over on any charge, the circuit court
obtains jurisdiction over the defendant.” (-3-)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jones was arrested in November 2015 and charged with armed robbery, first-degree home invasion, and felony-
firearm. After arraignment, the district court scheduled a probable cause conference and preliminary
examination; the record did not clearly establish whether the conference occurred, but Jones was bound over to
the Monroe Circuit Court after the preliminary examination. He later pleaded nolo contendere to armed robbery
and received a prison sentence of 270 to 600 months. In 2024, he sought habeas relief based on the alleged
failure to hold a probable cause conference.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jones was convicted in Monroe County Circuit Court after pleading nolo contendere to armed robbery and was
sentenced to 270 to 600 months in prison. In 2024, he filed a habeas corpus petition in the Chippewa Circuit
Court, arguing that the absence of a probable cause conference deprived the criminal courts of jurisdiction. The
circuit court granted respondents' motion for summary disposition and dismissed the petition, concluding that
habeas corpus could not be used as a writ of error and that the alleged defect was not jurisdictional. The
Michigan Court of Appeals affirmed.
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