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C A S E   S T A T U S
Jun 9, 2026.........................Pending

3 PROCEEDING ENTRIES
1. 9-Jun-2026 FILED:  [STRICKEN per Order Filed 7/14/2026] Petition for Review (Appellant Emedi, Pro Se)

2. 9-Jun-2026 FILED:  Motion for Procedural Order for Extension of Time to File Petition for Review (Appellant Emedi, Pro Se)

3. 14-Jul-2026 On March 13, 2026 the Court of Appeals issued its memorandum decision and the Mandate issued on April 21, 2026. On June 9,
2026, Appellant filed his Petition for Review and Motion for Procedural Order for Extension of Time to File Petition for Review
(“Motion for Extension”).  Both filings were dated May 28, 2026 and postmarked June 6, 2026.
 
An appellant may seek review of a decision from the Court of Appeals.  However, pursuant to Rule 31.21(b)(2)(A), any such
petition is due no later than 30 days after the memorandum decision or 15 days after the final disposition of a timely petition for
review.  Ariz. R. Crim. P. 31.21(b)(2)(A). Even if Appellant had shown that the filings were delivered for mailing on May 28, 2026,
they were filed 75 days after the Court of Appeals’ decision and are untimely by 45 days.
 
Appellant’s only explanation is “Moved from complex to complex.  Very limited library & legal access.”  However, this does not
explain why Appellant could not have sought a timely extension. Therefore,
 
IT IS ORDERED denying the Motion for Extension and striking the untimely Petition for Review.  This order is without prejudice to
filing a motion for reconsideration explaining why Appellant was unable to file a timely request for extension, and may include
information such as when he received the memorandum decision and what efforts he made to prepare a timely motion for
extension.  Any such motion for reconsideration is due no later than July 29, 2026.  (Hon. John R. Lopez IV)
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