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MEMORANDUM DECISION 
 
Presiding Judge Margaret H. Downie delivered the decision of the Court, 
in which Judge Kenton D. Jones and Judge Donn Kessler joined. 

 
 

 
D O W N I E, Judge: 
 
¶1 Ron Damon Brown petitions for review from the superior 
court’s summary dismissal of his seventh successive notice of post-
conviction relief.  We grant review but deny relief. 

¶2 A jury found Brown guilty of sexual abuse and two counts of 
sexual conduct with a minor, all dangerous crimes against children.  The 
superior court sentenced him to five years’ imprisonment for sexual abuse, 
followed by two consecutive life terms for the sexual conduct counts.  This 
Court affirmed Brown’s convictions and sentences on direct appeal.  State 
v. Brown, 1 CA-CR 10-0428, 2011 WL 4000876 (Ariz. App. Sept. 8, 2011) 
(mem. decision).    

¶3 Brown argues on review that the superior court erred by 
allowing jurors to listen to a recording of a confrontation call in the jury 
room “without communicating that in writing or on record with the court 
nor I, the defendant.”  We deny relief because Brown could have raised this 
issue in a prior post-conviction proceeding.  Any claim a defendant could 
have raised in an earlier post-conviction relief proceeding is precluded.  
Ariz. R. Crim. P. 32.2(a).  Furthermore, Brown offers no substantive 
argument and cites neither legal authority nor the record in support of his 
claim.  He has, therefore, failed to present a colorable claim for relief. 
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