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P E R  C U R I A M: 
 
¶1 In 2008, Petitioner Cesar Ramirez Ramirez pled guilty to 
manslaughter, and the superior court sentenced him to eighteen years’ 
imprisonment.  He now seeks review of the summary dismissal of his 
successive notice of post-conviction relief.  For reasons that follow, we grant 
review but deny relief. 

¶2 The petition for review presents several issues, only one of 
which was raised below.  The properly preserved issue asserts that the 
superior court erred by imposing an aggravated sentence because, in 
Ramirez’s view, mitigating circumstances outweighed aggravating 
circumstances.  We deny relief because Ramirez could have raised this 
claim in his first post-conviction relief proceeding, and the claim is thus 
precluded under Arizona Rule of Criminal Procedure 32.2(a).  None of the 
exceptions to preclusion under Rule 32.2(b) apply. 

¶3 Although the petition for review presents additional issues, a 
petition for review may only present issues that have first been presented 
to the superior court.  Ariz. R. Crim. P. 32.9(c)(1)(ii); State v. Ramirez, 126 
Ariz. 464, 467, 616 P.2d 924, 927 (App. 1980); State v. Wagstaff, 161 Ariz. 66, 
71, 775 P.2d 1130, 1135 (App. 1988).  Because Ramirez did not raise those 
issues below, they cannot provide a basis for relief in this court. 

¶4 Accordingly, we grant review but deny relief. 
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