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SUMMARY

The document is a magistrate judge’s Report and Recommendations in Adam T. Norris’s 28 U.S.C. §
2254 habeas corpus action challenging his Ohio drug convictions and sentences. It recommends
dismissal with prejudice because Norris procedurally defaulted his claims by failing to timely appeal
to the Ohio Supreme Court and offered no cause or prejudice to excuse the default. The report also
concludes in the alternative that the claims would not warrant federal habeas relief on the merits.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas corpus relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254
from his Ohio drug convictions and sentences. The magistrate judge
issued a Report and Recommendations recommending dismissal with
prejudice, denial of a certificate of appealability, and certification that
an appeal would be objectively frivolous.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under the procedural-default framework, the court considered whether
an applicable state procedural rule was violated, whether the state
courts enforced it, whether the rule was an adequate and independent
state ground, and whether the petitioner showed cause and prejudice.
Federal habeas review is limited to violations of the Constitution,
laws, or treaties of the United States and does not permit
reexamination of state-law questions.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential



PARTIES Adam T. Norris v. Tom Watson, Warden, North Central Correctional
Institution
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PRACTICE AREAS

federal habeas corpus criminal procedure sentencing post-conviction relief

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Norris's federal habeas claims were procedurally defaulted because he failed to timely appeal
the Ohio Court of Appeals' judgment to the Ohio Supreme Court.

2. Whether Norris demonstrated cause and prejudice sufficient to excuse the procedural default.

3. Whether the asserted challenges to his maximum and consecutive sentences and Ohio's Reagan Tokes
Law stated a cognizable federal habeas claim.

HOLDINGS

1. Norris's habeas claims were procedurally defaulted because he failed to file a timely appeal from the
Ohio Court of Appeals' judgment, and the Ohio courts denied his request for a delayed appeal.

2. Even if the petition were reviewed on the merits, Norris's challenges to the state-law sentencing
determinations would not warrant federal habeas relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“"[I]t is not the province of a federal habeas court to reexamine state court determinations on state law
questions. In conducting habeas review, a federal court is limited to deciding whether a conviction violated
the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States."”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A Greene County grand jury indicted Norris on multiple counts of aggravated drug trafficking and aggravated
drug possession. A trial jury found him guilty, and he received a sentence of sixteen to twenty-four years. On
direct appeal, the Ohio Court of Appeals partially sustained one assignment of error and remanded for
imposition of a maximum twenty-year sentence. Norris did not timely appeal to the Ohio Supreme Court, his
motion for a delayed appeal was denied, and he later filed a federal habeas petition challenging his sentence, the
use of a confidential informant's statements, and Ohio's Reagan Tokes indefinite-sentencing scheme.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Norris was convicted by a jury in the Greene County Court of Common Pleas of multiple drug-trafficking and
drug-possession offenses and was sentenced to sixteen to twenty-four years of imprisonment. The Ohio Court of
Appeals granted one assignment of error in part and remanded for imposition of a maximum twenty-year



sentence. Norris did not timely appeal to the Ohio Supreme Court, and that court denied his motion for a delayed
appeal. After resentencing without a further appeal, Norris filed this § 2254 petition. The magistrate judge
concluded that all claims were procedurally defaulted and alternatively failed to state a federal habeas claim.
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