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EXTERNAL EMAIL	FILED
OCT 0 1 2026
To the Honorable Justices of the Supreme Court of Mississippi	OFFICE OF THE CLERK
SUPREME COURT
Re: Carly Madison Gregg v. State of Mississippi Case No. 2024-KA-01178-SCT	COURT OF APPEALS
Honorable Justices:
My name is Renata Czarnecka, and I am writing to you from Poland to respectfully express my support for the motion for rehearing filed in the case of Carly Madison Gregg.
I have followed Carly's case from the very beginning. It was deeply troubling for me to watch a girl who was only 14 years old face a trial of such magnitude and be sentenced to life imprisonment, which at the time was presented as a sentence without the possibility of parole. It was difficult for me to comprehend that someone who was still a child could face the prospect of spending the rest of her life in prison without a future opportunity to demonstrate growth, maturity, and rehabilitation.
I waited with great attention for the Justices' decision regarding Carly's appeal, hoping that a new trial would be granted because of the various errors that occurred during the proceedings. Although the decision was not the one I had hoped for, I deeply respect the responsibility entrusted to this Court, and I trust that the present motion for rehearing provides another opportunity to examine the issues that have been raised and to consider whether Carly should receive a new trial.
Adults — judges, prosecutors, attorneys, and experts — were making decisions that would determine the future of a minor. For that reason, every safeguard intended to protect her right to a fair trial carried extraordinary importance.
I understand that multiple issues arose during the proceedings, including the amount of time available for the defense to prepare, the psychiatric evaluation ordered before the defense formally provided notice of its intent to present an insanity defense, certain testimony and evidence presented to the jury, as well as other matters that were subsequently examined on appeal.
Each of these issues can be considered individually, but I also believe it is important to look at the proceedings as a whole. When several errors have been identified in a trial that determined the future of a 14-year-old girl, I believe it is reasonable to consider whether allowing the case to be tried again would be the best way to ensure full confidence in the outcome.
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Carly does not need a perfect trial. She deserves something far more fundamental: a fair trial in which there can be full confidence that her rights were protected.
For that reason, I respectfully ask the Court, in considering the motion for rehearing, to consider the possibility of granting Carly a new trial. A new trial would not erase what happened, diminish the seriousness of the events, or guarantee any particular outcome. It would simply allow the case to be considered again in a proceeding in which the issues that currently raise concern can be properly addressed.
I also believe it is important to remember her age. At 14 years old, the brain is still developing. Minors are still growing and maturing, and we should not forget that even a child who commits an act of extraordinary seriousness retains the capacity for change and rehabilitation.
If the convictions and sentences ultimately remain in place, I also respectfully ask the Court to clearly determine when Carly will be eligible for consideration for parole and to ensure that this determination is officially communicated to the appropriate authorities, including the Mississippi Department of Corrections, so that her classification and records accurately reflect the sentence established by the Court.
Allowing Carly to be considered for parole at some point in the future does not mean ordering her release. It simply means that, after years of maturation, education, and rehabilitation, the appropriate authorities would have the opportunity to evaluate the adult she has become.
A 14-year-old child should not simply be forgotten within the system without any future opportunity to demonstrate that she has changed and that, if she someday meets the required standards, she may have an opportunity to reintegrate into society.
Writing from Poland, I respectfully ask the Court to carefully consider this motion for rehearing and the possibility of granting Carly a new trial. I also hope that the question of her eligibility for parole will be clearly and effectively resolved.
Thank you for your time and for considering my words.
Respectfully,
Renata Czarnecka
Poland
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