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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court affirmed Jeremiah Anthony Marshall’s convictions for felony

possession of methamphetamine and misdemeanor interference with a peace officer. The court held

that the district court was not required to order a second competency evaluation because the defense

motion alone did not establish reasonable cause to believe Marshall was unfit to proceed, and the

record provided substantial evidence supporting the court’s competency determinations.
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Defendant appealed convictions for felony possession of
methamphetamine and misdemeanor interference with a peace officer,
asserting that the district court erred by refusing to suspend

proceedings and order a second competency evaluation.

The substantial-evidence standard applies to review of a trial court's
decision not to order a further competency evaluation. The reviewing
court first determines whether the trial court evaluated competency
under the correct standard and then asks whether the competency

determination is fairly supported by the record.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court was required under Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 7-11-303 to suspend proceedings and

order a second competency evaluation merely because a motion requesting one was filed.

2. Whether the record supplied reasonable cause to believe that Marshall had developed a mental illness or

deficiency making him unfit to proceed.

3. Whether Marshall's unsupported challenge warranted reversal of his misdemeanor interference

conviction.

HOLDINGS

1. A motion to suspend proceedings and obtain a competency evaluation does not, by itself, establish
reasonable cause to believe that the defendant has a mental illness or deficiency rendering him unfit to
proceed and therefore does not automatically compel the district court to suspend proceedings or order

an evaluation.

2. The district court did not err in declining to order a second competency evaluation because the record
contained substantial evidence supporting its determination that no new information created reasonable

cause to believe Marshall was unfit to proceed.

3. The court summarily affirmed Marshall's interference-with-a-peace-officer conviction because he
provided no cogent argument or pertinent legal authority connecting the alleged competency error to that

conviction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Contrary to Mr. Marshall’s assertions, his motion did not, by itself, compel the district court to suspend
proceedings for a competency evaluation under Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 7-11-303.” (1 17)

“Because there was no new information presented that would give “reasonable cause to believe that the
accused has a mental illness or deficiency making him unfit to proceed,” we find substantial evidence to
support the district court’s determination that further inquiry into Mr. Marshall’s competency was not
warranted.” (9 19)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Marshall was arrested after fleeing from an officer during a traffic stop; officers later found a case containing
glass pipes and methamphetamine along the path of the chase. After an initial competency evaluation at the
Wyoming State Hospital, a forensic psychiatrist concluded that Marshall understood the proceedings and could
rationally cooperate with counsel, and the district court found him competent. Several months later, Marshall

expressed concerns about food at the detention center, refused at one point to meet with counsel, and raised the



possibility of a second evaluation, but the court found no new information indicating that he had become

incompetent.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Marshall was initially evaluated at the Wyoming State Hospital and found competent to proceed. After a trial
resulting in a conviction for interference with a peace officer, a mistrial on the methamphetamine-possession
charge, and dismissal of a forgery charge, Marshall sought a second competency evaluation before entering an
Alford plea to the possession charge. Defense counsel withdrew the motion for a second evaluation when the
parties advised the court that Marshall would enter the plea. The district court found Marshall competent to enter
the plea and sentenced him to time served. The Wyoming Supreme Court consolidated Marshall's two appeals

and affirmed both convictions.
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