
 IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
 
MARK D. SIEVERS, 
 
          Appellant, 
 
vs. 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA, 
 
          Appellee. 

: 
 
: 
 
:          Case No. 
 
: 
 
: 
 

 
 
 
 
SC20-0225 

                                 : 
 
 

UNOPPOSED MOTION TO ACCEPT ENLARGED INITIAL BRIEF 
 

 Appellant, MARK D. SIEVERS, respectfully moves this Court to 

accept an enlarged Initial Brief (31,280 words) for this capital direct 

appeal, and as grounds states: 

 1. This is a capital direct appeal with a lengthy and complex 

record.  The Initial Brief requires more words than usual for a capital 

direct appeal based on the length of the record (9704 pages), the 

large number of witnesses, and the complexity of the facts and issues 

presented.  

 2. The circuit court case began in February 2016. After 

approximately 36 pretrial hearings, the trial began on November 12, 

2019 and ran through December 4, 2019, with a penalty phase and 

sentencing occurring later. Approximately 40 witnesses testified in 

the guilt phase, with some testifying more than once.  

 3. The brief attempts to summarize the facts economically to 
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adequately describe those facts necessary for an understanding of 

the issues raised. Many issues involve evidentiary rulings which 

require a thorough understanding of the evidence to assess the 

impact of the rulings. Further editing for brevity would hamper this 

Court’s ease of assessing the impact of the evidentiary errors raised.  

 4. The Argument section of the brief is divided into two parts, 

trial errors and sentencing errors. Most of the trial issues address 

evidentiary rulings with a cumulative error component. Because the 

trial issues are, for the most part, intertwined as to the overall 

prejudicial effect, each issue is a necessary part of the picture.  

 5. The complex evidentiary issues require precise 

representations of the parties’ arguments and the court’s rulings to 

accurately describe the record. This adds to the number of words 

required to address what Appellant perceives to be glaring legal 

errors contributing to a wrongful conviction. 

 6. The sentencing issues present thorny legal questions 

unique to the facts of this case, which again have been edited for 

brevity.  

 7. Undersigned counsel would be ineffective for failing to 

address any of the legal errors presented in the Initial Brief.  

 8. Undersigned counsel has worked diligently to avoid 

inclusion of unnecessary facts in the brief. That effort has required 

difficult decisions regarding omission of specific testimony and 

arguments to cull the brief down. Further cutting will hinder this 

court’s review of the issues and will impact the quality of justice.    



 

 

 9. Undersigned counsel has contacted opposing counsel, 

Assistant Attorney General Christina Pacheco, who does not object to 

this motion.   

 WHEREFORE, Appellant, Mark Sievers, respectfully requests 

this Court to accept his enlarged Initial Brief.  
 
 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I certify that a copy has been served via the portal on Christina 
Pacheco at the Office of the Attorney General at 
christina.pacheco@myfloridalegal.com, cappapp@myfloridalegal.com, 
deborah.speer@myfloridalegal.com, 
paula.montlary@myfloridalegal.com on this 22nd day of March, 
2021. 
 
 
       Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
       /s/ Karen M. Kinney_____ 
HOWARD L. “REX” DIMMIG,II  KAREN M. KINNEY 
Public Defender     Assistant Public Defender 
TENTH Judicial Circuit   Florida Bar Number 856932 
(863) 534-4200            P. O. Box 9000 - Drawer PD 
                              Bartow, FL 33831 
       appealfilings@pd10.org 
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