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STATE v. BARTLETT
Decision of the Court

MEMORANDUM DECISION

Presiding Judge Paul J. McMurdie, Judge Peter B. Swann and Judge Samuel
A. Thumma delivered the following decision.

PER CURIAM:

q1 Petitioner Alan Bartlett seeks review of the superior court’s
order denying his petition for post-conviction relief, filed pursuant to
Arizona Rule of Criminal Procedure 32.1.

q2 Bartlett filed his notice of request for post-conviction relief
over seven years after the entry of judgment. [I172; I75] Accordingly, the
superior court dismissed his notice as untimely pursuant to Arizona Rule
of Criminal Procedure 32.4(a). [I78] Bartlett’s petition fails to set forth any
factual or legal basis to allow review of the petition. [I75] See State v. Lopez,
234 Ariz. 513, 515, § 9 (App. 2014) (“[A] defendant who fails to timely file a
notice of appeal —like a defendant who does not timely file a notice of post-
conviction relief —has no remedy unless that defendant can demonstrate,
pursuant to Rule 32.1(f), that the ‘failure to file a notice of post-conviction
relief of-right or notice of appeal within the prescribed time was without
fault on the defendant’s part.””).

q3 We deny review.
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