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Feb 20, 2024....Pending
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11 PROCEEDING ENTRIES

1. 20-Feb-2024 FILED: Motion to Extend Time for Filing Petition for Review; Certificate of Service (Petitioner Clark)

2. 21-Feb-2024 Petitioner Clark filed a “Motion to Extend Time for Filing Petition for Review” on February 20, 2024. Pursuant to Arizona Rules of
Criminal Procedure, 31.6(e) and Arizona Rules of Civil Appellate Procedure, Rule 6(b), a motion for a procedural order must
include a statement by the moving party of whether the other parties consent to, or object to, the entry of the order that is sought;
or why the moving party was unable to contact the other parties before filing the motion, and the caption of a motion for
procedural order must include the words, “Motion for Procedural Order.” Therefore,

IT IS ORDERED the motion is denied without prejudice to Petitioner Clark’s ability to file a motion in compliance with Arizona
Rules of Crim. Proc. Rule 31.6(e) and ARCAP 6(b). This matter is subject to dismissal if a compliant motion or petition for review
is not filed by February 28, 2024. (Tracie K. Lindeman Clerk)

w

22-Feb-2024 FILED: Motion for Procedural Order: Amended Motion to Extend Time for Filing Petition for Review; Certificate of Service
(Petitioner Clark)

»

22-Feb-2024 A “Motion for Procedural Order: Amended Motion to Extend Time for Filing Petition for Review” (Petitioner Clark) having been filed
on February 22, 2024,

IT IS ORDERED granting an extension of time to file the petition for review on or before March 29, 2024. No further extensions of
time shall be granted absent extraordinary circumstances. This matter is subject to dismissal if the petition for review is not filed
by March 29, 2024. (Tracie K. Lindeman Clerk)

o

29-Mar-2024 FILED: Petition for Review Post-Conviction Relief; Certificate of Service; Certificate of Compliance; Memorandum Decision
(Petitioner Clark)

o

29-Mar-2024 FILED: Appendix: Petition for Review; Certificate of Service (Petitioner Clark)

Al

29-Mar-2024 FILED: Motion to Exceed Word Limit; Certificate of Service (Petitioner Clark)

©

2-Apr-2024  Petitioner Clark filed a “Motion to Exceed Word Limit” on March 29, 2024. Pursuant to Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure,
31.6(e), a motion for a procedural order must include a statement by the moving party of whether the other parties consent to, or
object to, the entry of the order that is sought; or why the moving party was unable to contact the other parties before filing the
motion, and the caption of a motion for procedural order must include the words, “Motion for Procedural Order.” Therefore,

IT IS ORDERED the motion is denied without prejudice to Petitioner’s ability to file a motion in compliance with Arizona Rules of
Crim. Proc. Rule 31.6(e). (Tracie K. Lindeman Clerk)
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9. 5-Apr-2024 FILED: Motion for Procedural Order: Amended Motion to Exceed Word Limit; Certificate of Service (Petitioner Clark)

10. 5-Apr-2024 A “Motion for Procedural Order: Amended Motion to Exceed Word Limit” (Petitioner Clark) having been filed with a 7,284-word
count petition for review, and the Clerk of the Court having been authorized by the Supreme Court to enter orders granting or
denying requests for extended word count,

IT IS ORDERED granting Petitioner Clark’s motion to exceed the word count limit on the petition for review by 3,784 words for a
total of 7,284 words. The petition for review shall be filed as of March 29, 2024. (Tracie K. Lindeman Clerk)

11. 5-Apr-2024  FILED: Record from CofA: Link to Electronic Record
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