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l. Do ?nma‘}&s have 4 constHuttond] I‘Tjk} o be
V\ﬁ}g’?&; o Saﬁ\’eo\ch\ P@u\s}ong Hnat have divect
Ce\atlons fo ther Sw\zeﬁces 2

3, Do tnmdies have a constiutiondl it %LO
expect Lul€illiment oF all promlses fm\w&lv? ﬂ?w’ Ic,
n wriften @\% Owjraemw\sg .,

3, Shou\l q, PM’V\A@MUD 5[\/3 @M%W‘H'\’ $o 4’{(\@
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4, How can inmales erforce Pituristle plea
ouo]reemw\ o mises, when the State and cout refuse
4o honor +hem? |

5, I my concwment seaterce was ot Pamkfké
per S%\\ﬁe/ Towa Code 5@@47m q03A.5 (M%D / (s T+
W(Mfeé Bor by Seaence fo be Vacdted ¢

b Did I have a rigt Fo believe Hhat my
Goped 145 were preseried accordlng Fo the Vero-
age o8 Qa M@‘" LQI of Hhe wieltten P\% oqr‘eamw?f?

1, DI A St breach fhele P\% mﬁmmeﬂ"r
by ot ovggomﬂvxq counsel jin any and al| Fuluire pro-
ceeéings 65 promised In Pamagrach 13, of e wWrHen
ples %q&ewxeﬁr &

g, wlr\gno, a (ec( mﬁ)MememJ( Cov\ls Qnr oomurm‘
Seu‘\&f&(l\c@’/s Aot PEFW\"&QA ‘0\' 5‘&5& Vﬁ’% ] and wH\q* S‘I’w“'w‘}e
later Amended to comék\%om,lw ermN Conculrent
5&&&/\0@5" does Hhe Pnendment Hsel§ breach <the
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gmémw\’s P\e& q,qme,mmﬁ“ to ﬁm Wéi’;\é SVL@‘&@W\%% WM:S@
by At co-defendat o all dfher defendants Tn Hhe
Co sg,J e ’}&\OS@/ O“H'\@/r A&M@VT‘S kc&\/@, 17 r‘lq‘n{/n‘o e%"aed'
Ful®lwnenr of 4hal promnise; even without fequest | es-
Pwm\f where $ald statements are eXCuipa%«\[?
| to, From guestlon 9 above, does %xf@mllﬁa
as 4 Emd\\i Vhlation and Is reversal of the seatence
and corvict fom xf“e@ulreé i Fhe State Falls o Tuiel
Hnat prownlse before Flal or olea
il, Do Om\{ 0’@ ‘ﬁshf’f a?o&ewwen‘HDnaé q;wex%n!
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FA All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

to

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[4A For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _&_ to the petition and is
[] reported at ; OF,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
f] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Towa D?i{—ﬂd' court
appears at Appendix B tothe petition and is
[ ] reported at 3-5 ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
k<4 is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix ‘

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

bﬁ} For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Mﬂim
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix ”

[TA timel%é)etition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Wer 30, d03S~  and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _§ bF - 6&

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The FzH‘f\ Amznémtyﬁ o 4he United S*h*es COV\S{‘}’{'\E‘{' t}Or\

provides |
“No person A\a\\m be c\e,eﬁugé of \,}&‘ UL&’H o

Ffo?erjr\l w%\'\r\ow\ dve process o faw,.,
The Sivth Amendmeal o the Uitted Stales Constitshon

Covides |
H In all cr)m‘ma‘ pvf’oﬁecfomS, “Ffm MOI‘AS&; S{))al'.,.

have the assistance oF counsel o his deSense,™

The Four*e%‘\%\ Q‘memémeﬁ' of Hhe United 5%*@5 (bnﬁ[ﬁt!ﬁ'lon
?(’ ﬁy’iA@S:
“... vor shall any stafe degrive ang person of
Hg(’,( H\O(’XH 0f ?m?@&y WH’;\D\A' G[W, pRocess of er
Nog <o Aew{ +o Gy Qerson w'rH\h\ s :)WNSJ)C‘HW\ ﬂv&_
e@ua\ ?m‘hcﬂov\ o +he laws,"

The Code & Towa Sechon 9035 (1493) provides:
Mm An inmate shall be deemed o be servIng
‘ng, S\'ﬁ%@,\r\% "?WM Wadu\f oy W‘\}o\n 'Hr\t, }nmafj'f, ?5

feceived W0 the TnstRution,..
AA ;an,T}‘e SIM“ /}ﬂL recelve CWAH W mwﬁf,

Indes seifence Moci, Fime served in an insthhiton

o Sau\ O‘F O»in&"\ﬁrs\m}éiéizoh dwh\q ﬂn\/ pv/rfol of

Hme dhe petsin 15 feceiVing credi upon o Sertence
N

6% that other 3wr75<4?c‘+;on,\
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CONSTITUTYONAL AND STATWTORY PROVISIONS
INVOLVED ColT,

The Code of Towg Sectton 96345 (20m) Amendmedt
provides:

“.. an inmgre may Feceive cPedi upon Fhe
iv\w\(ﬁq)s Sentence while nearcerwted tev an Instiition
TRV & ansther _}wr\sé\fdﬁov\ A\m‘v\ﬁ o Pwoé ob
4lwme ’5‘"\@ P@FS'OV\ s Pecdu‘mﬁ Cl‘eo\H‘ Upon G Seﬁ}eme,
of that other Jursdretion,”

The Cons%?‘hﬂbh ot Towa Ar‘hole, l, Sectlon 9
-p(‘ov‘eées '

- oat 1o pecson shall be degrlued o 118,
\‘.\oer{\f ol ngeﬁﬂ without due pivcess A law,

Article y Section [0 psr’ou;o'esf
1! o b eformed & he accusabon aqainst
him .., anc), +o have the ascifance of counse) .

Aerticle [/ Sectlon 2l pm;fées’.

"o bill ot affaindec ex post-Pacts [ﬁl/\)’ or law
Empa‘yr\'ng Hhe o[ongmHoh oF Con“!'md‘}'ﬁl shall evep
be passed:

‘ﬂ\t Four'&eemw\ Ameno‘meﬁ} agaﬂw’ MﬂHu\/ S}m}%
CW\M‘A‘\@W\ Q(ov?:ée,s;
:/,No state shall make or exforce any law which
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CoNSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PRoVL S LONS
IfUOLVED CoNT,

shall q\or?éﬁ@ Hhe p‘r}vilq&s ov tmuntties o ciizens
o +Hhe Unifed Stes,,,
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Fiesk T wat fo identify Hhat Agpendiy's 153
H»WW%\\ 1, are Hhere o Hlustrale my Meqd afrest,
There was no evidence P-J*e.fea#el that T was wnavillable
For Service &v sm[: €oNG omJ we Know #JS wﬂﬁowf@ven
Seefhﬂﬁ Hhe A'pp\lmﬂob for Search Warrsd” on Tume y
WM\&‘ Hoe sSaine Hine 'H\v;\{ Issued dhe Matedal W tness
Caw\()\advik and Afrest (A)cwmﬁl', because %APPUMHM
$or Search u)mfmvi[' was {or J—f\e resldence I was | Iv)n3
ot in Des Y\(\oh\e,si IAJaan no Po“C& had been Lf o
LAVVARN fh\, Yo Coﬁ\'a»(}} e,

And E?ﬁv\? a Maferal WRness s nit an (dedt
ifled mi sclam%wbr oF ?e\owj in the Zowa Code, 2t
S nol a crime )

bnd Hose Aﬂm&i%ts c\em‘r\\i reflect thatHheee
was a Na ‘ysvtfa“"e 4(/&67[61[3(6 +o homr Tows Code Sedc/m
204, 23 and +}\e\f 318 oty Aor was I ever abrmed
by the airesting oRlcers Ht 1 was a whress o
Gy ',AuMEeA 1040»:»\{ ﬂapWi m}qi'nL be wwom;/«
able Dor servlce of wapwnm and T was on
W back o that residence. in Des Wolnes, (See,

MC And T was iwes‘HomA Ey police: In

& Couttroom 1 e same courthouse as +he

avai\able H\aaﬂ 5}(\0&9.
/’/‘)“\/WWYI Z \usk Felt i was }mpoéi‘a‘rﬁ Yo show Yhis
Uniled Sates Supreme Court m o (rest,
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while tn il Willram D, Thoinas, hersin a®er M Thonss
Wwds W‘opom%é -—i—o ﬁa? w,smif e on +9w Lowa of/\a/a‘rjofé}
There was communicatlon between, Yhe Stafes ; Tows and
W\\%Owﬁ %@cmWSe CO—-AﬁgﬂfnémT\’ beoc@'fet“ %ok Pk\/”/ls thj
+o Wissouce and Killed hec fher. Shater kifled Clars Boler
in Jowa ond both women were Kidnapped by Shaffer and
S&eum?k 1 T owa

M ssouet stasted ‘*H\rezsi@n?m me whh e death
peha\H ‘n Hhele Stae and Hom +hat<Hme and forwnrd,
T could mot see Mo Thomas withoat hm ‘{rkwm“mmg
e w;ﬁ\ “3(»\@ cﬁeaﬂ'\ P@vxw\ﬂ ami +Aem Wore, Se,veml
”f”\v\\m‘s MNeThomas [led +o me aboud Hhat bioke any
Frust T had in receving a fale il by Jury

IFs impo&wﬁ jco note here that ot +he Dec-
e\mker S, V447, Po stoonui chion ‘Hewrlm, )’nﬂ'ﬂwomas led
f“’o‘ \9\{ H]n% o 4‘&\\0 Pcg Cowf'& 4o belleve '}L\aﬁ' e Wan-
+ed e o qo b el and not <dake Hhe ofered plea
ouo)rgewxev% and also dhat e didab femember me
asklng, mcﬁm\i\{ demanding my wppml. See Aper A9~
25,

UDWWeQ Fhe 'HWH\ copnes oat n _A;p?, 54-06d,
where Me Themas 15 aqaln VL}W@J&MM me. whh Hhe
dedth ‘)@MQ\/ along wit Hhe. State and where Z
W\mkv, - PU*%”"’H‘] clear *\\"l\«ﬁ& I wiil vh‘r’ {Jmc&a;
WﬁH\ a P\.’(’/OL deal ):},Q] yy\\/
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3<Y\\‘/V—&\C@S oz Cﬂhcuf‘ﬂﬁ"k and AV q/ﬂ)p,a,‘, r@cj‘\“\*s pre-
Sefved That was on Tarwany 31, 1Mas, the Jw\{ beBre
Hoe Feoruwary 1, 1448 Gu‘v\ﬂ ?\.em, fop. Y- Lo, And
Yo Towa wltten p\;@ﬂ» &O)u"e@mw‘v\’ , Ste Aep. b1~ 1Y,
.@\i‘vw\\%s A qmr«fw\*%s both of 0 demands for
+he plea Hhe concMTeRt Sertences in pasagiph 13,
o gt P:W%AH and iy Poture wppeals with &feetive
mwu\ ed cownsel i pmmayra@\ (2 of Hhat AP?"”‘A#‘
Ard Tn Fhe ﬁwiH\/ ‘plea Cal\/oiwy[ [}EE 75-92,
\s shown on Franscelpr page S,E_H'\owL W, thomas
DW&@F&A m{l with wha +o fell Fhe court in 6der-
Lo Hw coued v acce?* Y plea, \/m, \m?w’\“aﬁ o
krow:| The urpo se 2 +his @qrwmea\"\ was ivxma/llf?/
to avoid +he Ae&; \:gmlﬂ which at %Ta,nua«\/
3\, 1445, plea lations, App. 5Y~00, ditspeese
is%cawwlf 5&5‘&“?:0)% wq\e, cz’i)r\cwn’wi\‘ Se:/é':'moes amé
p-{\eswmm\ of ™\ W‘fpérﬂv\ rFqiﬂLs because I knew
I WwWas ?V\v\oceo\’\' and I belfe ved with concusrent
5%*6%09,5‘ I WW,\A rm\l@ ‘VLD Qﬁh‘\' Oﬁt\{ oNe GIPP%L
S% &%)r 03- (0i0.
T belTeve N was 0 ctober of [495, when
T Rirst £lled vy Pos%conw(ﬁ?vr\ in Zown and at
it Hime L arquﬁo\ my sefence mwl and not
concuifest boecanse Missourt was denylng methe
\ﬂq\le(-i'o Woc@eé on awea\ i S%@?Lhi ‘ﬂw‘f’ b\?cdw@
1 had never been P\n\tslcd lt{ dellvered $v Fhe
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MisS o Defw«l‘fﬂw‘if & Comrections fo infiate my Sentenct
they did ot have subject mathe Jursticton fo hear my
OLW@:Q\Q “‘Fh‘(,fe?om, F\ow Coyw m\{ Samtee/\m be cvnowM?

Then i J003 1s when Jows Code Sectlon 403A.5
©(vaa3) yas discwered and ofher laws o show Hhat Hhis
aw‘a)wmav%r 15 fige dat any Fwme of incascendtion and fhat
urt) 4 valld £inal swéq)w\% Is enered the Distwot
Cwﬁ N‘&%P NS _SW‘WA‘&CHOV\ of +his case and Jhat Hhere
can be ™ law of the case nor any agpeal mnless hece
¢ g valid Linal }Méqw»%)f‘ o whidy iIn 4his case
15 stV belleved Ihab there Vs not

Ml rulings since, have boen comtrany o Jhe Zown
- Sidute 403RS (1443), |

The prior Missour /Qu[iqu under Missour] | qw
have o stake i Lowas Fespom;ibﬁle/es oF Hher own
Laws ot N\er‘l‘{, and Jhe MIssourd Fice SAm‘l:c,
Pgoe 44-4F CfmrH reflect fhar m sentence in M-
sSoupl h4s been Ioe/frv? Served and recelving crediy
on hat seafence since February 9, 1995, and fhit
I was Ysswed a Miscous DoG rumber; $¥340a, 45
?)u\é%&a GQ Ww\t :W%&HOV\ CWAH' on %"\é‘f Seﬁ(’en&e;
Y [fmq 4s L an \r’ccdv{w? crodil on that sexfence,
the Towa Cout had Mo \BWPFSAVGHW\ or a;“dﬁw(ﬂy $o bind
Meel& do concrfent Serrences Ufp\qﬂm



|0

Jows Code Section 4034,5 (1993) gnd the 2000 Amendieit
of dhak Skatute vinates the wiilten ploa aqreement
Hnat drsallows o addMons o subtrachons Lrom dY
Cordenys without vxw\\%@\{?wcj i WX ea#fmﬂ o tohch
I belleve hag 4['%4% beon done Y Fimes over,

And T am sl wﬁr\{)ryq +o «Fi(jwm out how both
Sdaves can ‘w\comom%e eacn other M Fimes T
their wiitten plea agreements o Join, dorces Yo con-
Vet o when & comes o feverse | N appesrs
neifher Sta has ang Yurl dicton or anthortly abogt
He odner States

And T have fried Lom the Aax, ot ™ afTest
4o Fake pol O]Wi(sl\ws do prove my actual anocence
1 sy’r%@ ﬁ;&w Socumvented excu\PﬁoN euldence atf-
ached hereln, I sH want the Poh\irqup‘/\rs to prove
Hat T had ou\ns‘o\w’&e\x( 2800 Wens 1ea as o any
@\%wwv\‘\ o G~ o& @N@ ¢ rnves c[l\@rq@él FJ was nevel
& willln ?Q/!‘\HC\?M\’& +o G of This and T Pold the
S%*&&S] 3\005@ oW 0 Wy Po\ﬂm{yk @ﬂa/MiN’/S‘[ L lfw)e
V\U‘["\MC] Jo hide, I even Jried con\%cihwg Lami Fagwel]
Sor fhe Brulpwave Test,

T have been mv\qnowﬂxf convicted and upder
An i\\eq@\ Sentence For 3\ years ~ when do I gat
do See Sustce - e eoL\m\ balance £ +he Sm\ws?



[

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

F’E'PS’}, I W(m% - C}""e, N a\e,\}aﬂi\/ case law vom ’H:ve,
fecors below ;

Seﬁsfw\c,\w:) com¥ s loound {0 %m‘mSe/ G, Serteine
ng@}bgé, [O‘f 5+a‘i’m‘\‘e, Seatence nit Qgﬂh‘r&eé \o\{ S*Wh“&a
s Uorcéc \/o}é Sev\‘\'eq\oe/s afe nvf waj&d Yo the W‘:’%L
Cm\(;egh oF wade[ w(f\éﬁ\‘el‘ Srom a Fallure o seek
fevlew of other omlsshons of epnr ?sresevva“l'fon and thus

+ime Bor agpeal does not begin o pun antil o valid
:)V\éolvv\eﬂ\’ bs enfered, Stike Vi qu(%k‘ 705 .24 §4s,
(003 (300‘0', Shive vo Ohnmadt, 392 M2 838 9ys
(zowa 14937 L. A Rule 2.a4 (5)(a); Te,h Aule
b,lo 1 Stak v Ross, 729 Miwiad 306, 209 (Tows ,,mﬂ);
IR Cri P Rule a3 () (a)

The Tows disich coud netains Jurtsdiction unty]
a valid Linal \udgment is enfered, Stake v. Shilinsky,
34g Towa 546, 91 Nahad 494 (1957): Tilegal sentence
dewnonshrates PWSWM“’« B¢ ineRective counsel. Latler
Ve Cooper; Sbob WS, (2012 (3-16);

V@?A Suclq vv\%‘% can be MJ w}ﬁ\m\L o fn QXCess
of 45'\@ (‘.O\M“-PS \S\Af\i&udhbn. TON\SUI\ Ve MM\@\\( 489
Newad 1t ( Aop. TR 19a)" Volutary or }n”fe\uqm‘\’ nat-
e of p\ea could be alfected by any mﬂss“&aﬁem“l'l
P\ac)v\7 in defendants mMJ, " dhe Flickerin l’m—Pte oY
) c\\s\)o sHon on setencin ,'H\cmL Was /W? possibfe,

State v, West 336 w24 310 (1483),"



A

g% pos* Cacto clawses Pd‘ohn)Hﬁ pefmet Ve
a?p\\caﬁm o gem\ \eq‘tS\crHom

L@\;\Ao)m? Vo UsT Film PPOAS,’ St us 24y,
(NS, Gk 1483 138 Li&di 2 399, & Fla, Weekly Fed,
Sbl, qu Cad, Do{t\\f Op: Sevvice, ag6q, 44 D.AKR, 5525,
Y gW\Q\A @FGC/ Doce C&lS,(BNA> Zao, 1994 WS, LEXNS
3343 (\444)’

Tohnson v. Unfled States, 509 .S 694,
130 S.G% 1795, 1Mb Lo 3 737, 43 Fla Weekly RS,
308‘, aood Cal, ’Dailxl Ap: Sew??ce, 3775, 000 Colos
T, C.AR 3679, 9000 DAR S0U3 3000 U5, LEXS
3135 (qo00), '

.ﬂ'\?/ @’Bfei’hevﬂ‘;f)v\zé ;5 @Aoﬁ\@g‘ e SO PB@H»{»..
Yonet belleves Hhat-Yhe 2606 Awend mesit oF Towa
Code %OIO?)A;S, Cav\y\b‘IL @pp‘y Yo P(is'}‘HPﬂ@C
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Certiorart (s qppw‘m‘#e when q lower court or ‘J‘I"JE)W\QL
W\S exceeded ¥ a\»ﬂ\or%\/ or otherwise qa‘&eé ;Hes(di ‘
State v/ Towa Dist Chy 938 Mifad 607, il (Zowe 90;13);
See a‘% I, pciv. B L1401, lllﬁqam«[ 6)@5‘{'5”, whenthe
Cowt Was ot p(’oper\»l mw\’teé e law, (‘,Rr!‘ﬂtmsen V.
Towa Digt, k., 578 A Wad 675, 618 (Towa 1995),

The 1983 Amendmedl” +o Tows, Code Secton 90345
w&\\c\\l‘n’ﬁm@néwwé( W4 ?miw&é n 1493 Towa Aels
Chagter 197 section b, pﬂ?\/}c[&l' in P‘th’\ﬂﬁ} Pﬂﬁ as
Sollows ! " Bn inmate shall not recelve clediy uporY
*Hm, }nm@‘%es S@W‘\E"\C@w; foc +rme seried 5‘*\ an fﬂﬁcﬁ;w*t(f'oﬁ
or \al\ o anather :)wﬂsc\,féhbn Amﬂq any p@dvé of
N e Derson is peceiving credit Uon 4 Sentence
of 4’\(\05} o‘\\!\er\‘)\kﬁschdﬂom Agg. 36-37, See State v,
:gowcs Digt, cqum j;;r m&c\f&\'é:omf 'sz Mw,f ﬁ‘%

(441}’ Agp. 4 * e Cour observed it the
'\Cf w»iwey ot CngA‘.S“I is 4 mqnj;“?‘e\)?a State v, Trommel,
USg ahWad 263, 864 (Towa fp. 1999),

v \(Du, observe _A_Fp_ls__ﬁiﬂg,‘-@, Misour] Demf&’meﬁ:f
oT Corr&c‘hmvng Face Sf\‘eds, You wiil observe Jhat on ﬁa&
-, g\eqr'\\f G\‘Q«W\OV\S{’M*QS that I was committed i Hhelr
“mS‘W«(\&*\M\ on paper tn V495 apd gluen Rﬂg\s‘{@r Mo ST13H6
Q"“i Inmate V\'@, and at the brtom, o Ap. 44 b shows
it T am s@gv\v\% m MIssoun Seatence CONCuNent
with Towa and _&@Lﬂi shows hat I was
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deeined receved idp the insFrubion on F&Lf\»@f\{ 9, 1as

and that W sedence s active, thus, receluing ored it
o~ that §e\j¢h\ncm n Violation o Towa Code 34,5

C1aa3) (1aav),

App. 4o  shows my Missous Doc, Mo, 5713Y62,
CecelUed and COW\W\X%@A on Fei:rum\{ CI, M%’;

AQQ, U1 | shows I am Seruiﬂq my W1 ssour] SMJﬁmo
Concurent with Towas sedence and that T am fne
Omrte,ro.‘&ec& in Lowa,

/’fgg: "\3, SNWS -Hna.Jf T was Sev*ev\oeé ahé mcelueé
inte the instdulon on paer on Fe,\owa,r\' 4, \4a5
and b my sedence caeuldtion stact dafe is of that
Sawme 6@% OWNA %‘“@& MY 5%‘&@\0& 1S mc‘\ﬁvm.

(:H‘ Ska“ ):)\?, AMH nNBA L\eﬂl ﬂq\d&L H’YS OP no
5ubs<¥owxco, of consequence (T MIssour, deems Yhelr
Sen‘&u\ce, concw{w\* w‘;%\ LIOWRS ¥ 1%1* O’DSS no‘f
conshtute concurreal sentences Promn Towa where
their Statue %314,5‘()[% ‘-D pmHLHs Sthch f@i\em@,
(Hhis s pettioners belies), and Towa, law anly has pover over Asew
Tow, _ﬂg&_ﬂ_l__"_ﬂ_«_?’, C\equ\f reQlecks hal ag P4 & Hhe
P\‘e_m Qa]mem%*‘ H» WGS a,qmeé U»P()n ‘H‘\a}( Bmo\le\/

serve s Hme (n Towa,

Tn Stafe v, Hallsck, 765 p,u, 28 598 oy bos
(2009) App. 50-53, we £ind that Zowa Code 463B. 2

15 o Se,v'\&evxc\hqf \9{‘0V?s00n Lor Tows Code C‘\apjmf 709
which c(ear\.\t Mustrates that Towa Code 03RS

CWN} 1S q Sen‘b\c?nag QMV]S}orL ~Po;~am{ oﬂwlom




Iy

Coiming! Code where frer 1S an qc‘ﬁ le sestence fn any
g%r‘\@r \‘Su,ﬁ SAT&‘HOV\, whe«’e%ow, LDMNnj e Toww Covet rom
WAW}M cov\cwﬂ“ewsr Szm‘x'&(/\ce;s ., C [eo?r\ éevmhsm‘{’)m
& CONSeAURNCE Prat 15 neNner tndireet neg ool lﬁwm\,
bt NﬁA‘MF A CW\S%W&WC@ msea\‘Hm A de@fh&,
";:W\W\v,é\aj\’v,l and &M\qq,\\l a\;‘f\‘o;\\iibc et on the raoge
ok \)mMS\\M@@( . for ore, Bradles Th efence has neer
stasted, Mo see, A, b3l whidh clearl ilustates
Y w\é&\%‘&w\él\nﬂ a‘@ cov\cwfm&\’ Sev%ﬁv\%s M T wald
fxeeive as I was led Yo belleve E\’ Jrigl counsel Fhat
T would then have eny one appedl Fo contend with,
T oelleved T wovld be released P suceessful on
ae@m\ and Hre teutin TS, i I [\‘30}%”\1 thOSSME’/ for

Towa senience fo have ever been intHated due o
Towa Code 9039\5(}%‘0 and T now have em,owqh (03
o be e\\qﬂo\e Lor a Paorion bt because w seRtenco
has neves staded T4 have no standing +o Flles

A}exﬁ L wow +o demoews‘ﬂrcﬁe 'Hm cothFthS !
()WW\?S&S &W\J 7wwm&e&5 o¢ c_ohcwrews’ Seences
and fhe peservation of appeal cigtz [ od] we will,

o o Frig |

Propi S9-60, are extracts foom Yhe Tanuany 3,
\4’15“( \P\@q mmf*ﬁﬁ fons ’HMVL dewr\\f retlect -me{'s
ok e MKSO\M& desth pem,an lo\I Lowa, p{bSecm)'ofS
vac\/ r"\r’ owWn ‘h“adv\ 6{HWT\6\I a/vxcl 1 made ;\chea/r
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‘H‘xc'nt In SPH'E/ oK +Lw cfm“H\ pam”\/ +ﬂf’9a+§/ Uhle ss H‘
s 006] w,e& w?on --{—‘wﬁ m~%{ Smwtemws are oomwmmtk mA.‘
i appes) rlghts preserved - we will go o trial,
See App S'@'L [ines 33 - 35} -AP?' ST, | lpes i‘—_‘;, A’ﬁfl' 59,
\Iv\@5 i1-20, T+ is qffo FMPO%&(}% Fo mf{"e, %\Lhag@
pled hﬂojuﬁa—‘; lons were Sransertbed for dhe Pirst Hime
in Sv/‘p’&om\oe/r a'\'\ J000 av\ck TH'M“I’ ‘H\wf/ Q@S ae ey
Avedt comrrust 4 e %S*oww?éi" fon Ru MCI A& 1498,
BQ_(‘M \-63 And AP@' 2435, (PDS’{COV\\H&H@N ﬁ%”"ﬂ)
“Then we have the Towa writfen Pleq Aqmwvm”
App 1M, where L ook fhe brackefed sestence oF
paraqiadn 12, Apop 73, a5+ belng Fhe preservation of
ry aww\ Picj\\%s and In pqragmpk 13, ﬁq; I, there
'S 4 concwifert Seience Swt}pw\cﬁ'bn whee W slifes
it " Ahls sentence S be served with & similar lik
Fetwn ¢, N e S@a:&o o< N\Isswrb.“ Se, wnder *1‘@'\056,
f)raé\u{ elleved his two demands of cowowwﬁL Sery-
fm\ws aw\é ?F&Ser\)a‘i Jon UF a()()eq,\ rlq\w\f.@ tere Q’wlv
Piled and asswred, And ()(fvmqm(a\\ l, -APP‘ &) and
Paraarnen \ia, AQ@, 13, c\mﬂ«/ reflect Yhat V\O‘H’\W\? can

be added to or Yalen from those Ferms and documest
wihout null M iying & i S ehﬁreﬁj‘,

et s Hhe MIH\/ ptw i‘\e@rhﬁ of Febary |,
1495, App: 15-92, @mj Lhest T draw your aRention o
App. 10, flnes 13-15, w here ’fr]q‘ Counsel assures e
conet ﬁwd' he Dmmmé 'Bmé\e\“l u/f"H\ whq‘(’% say
in which o g)resTUTaFe/ G 1045114,@[ bus}jv%r% me,




(b
Then oA Ag{; 18, Lige a5 ~ App &0, line 3, i 5 In essence,
estoblished thyt Fher s no ﬁm o Brudley being
_(m.;\{ & wurder and I is }vxcorfea\‘w stated that T
g\‘: éeé ovv\é m\)é(eé S‘\&\e\‘ 'iv\ ‘\T M\Sp m‘% W\% ‘ﬂ\& wo men,
T was a Sorced ?w%evx\cjw in the car and VWW\M
Mot App, 19, lines 710,

An Prgp, 80, Lines T-Wl and Apo. 21, Lives 7= 10 you
will See fhe cowt \s @clmwkégiv\g At T am Nn@h«g
my P\m o concuifer setences and s wiﬁlnq o do
Sv qw\é in fact brads the court o ooncwrr‘ev‘{f SeAences
Loy Y:)Poxé\?,\/). Kez?\h? n mMJ 44\0# BmAie\j‘s pl% was
a Ruleq ?\m, which m@ubv@ the couds compliance,
A efhec Sorme of pleas at fhat Hime were fule 8
pleas A which 2 had no Pow% ,

"T'\\v/r\ we have the Se/\‘iteho}hg IRD¢R ) Aﬂﬁt 33-
34 Ang o0 Bpgr?q, We cﬂa@r\\t see fhe court Fan my
Sao%ewcv, covxcwrﬁe,vi\( +o W\issowriy VFD\JNLIV\ Jowg
Code 90345 (1aa4) as previously shown,

A/(?W we dfe 7(7“\?7 fo observe M W"\f&h
is +he Qoo Amem( + of Towa Code F034,5 (i‘W’l},
wh‘icl\ Now S-‘M‘{ES A Per‘?}ineﬁjl mes: llﬂm&&q_ﬁﬂ—
;wamo(\?e may Nec | ndYes Sedtes

while nhmwém‘[‘eé A an Insﬁh%n or Jail o anothes

_,\wﬂsé'fc‘ﬂvg dupl any par)ﬁo\ oF ,,L/W: Fhe peqson s’{
Mvi f\Oj credtt (Z?‘W\ 7 591WL9mae o-pquL oﬂ/}%"jufﬁ

sdizhon, Alote: 4he wnderiIned is Fhe change in Jhe
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Am@w\@njtl where Hhe pre- Awerd ment tated ! fn ana‘fe
S\M,\\ é\ﬂsf d‘eoe\tw cl‘aAH’ M()m\ %?nw\vf@s Se-v{\'e(/\c&,.,
ar or +iwe served in an instfition o Jafl of andfher
:)\M‘TSASCHUV\ almwj A P@doé of +Hime Hhe pecson b
fecelvin Gm&“\’ wpon @ Saw&u\c‘e ot —ﬂ\ﬁ other
jwﬂ&hciiov\f“ Nottng that, +he Amendment requires
9\%55?66@\ C\N%A\I T % o%@r»}wr‘jéléhvn W[’\Qﬂ’. Hreo
ler Stade AW not. However, ' should \ov,ciwixl
nﬁ@ ’s’M T was QFMW@A n*&f,c\» at e 3@,}[ In K%lﬂvl@,
M)ssonr loetore o\'\l\q $o condt, Tust Sm,y}wj Hal o
Hhe Fruth ot Hhe vv\aﬂr\@g nor Necessarll y relevance,

Tup of her %Hn@s *H’W‘f I want Yo address Fom
the Fowa writlen plea aqreemedt; Agy, 67-74, and
on [—} by 12 ', +he Bm&/@LeJ 59&‘@"\66_ oUSCMSSeA ear[/a(“
A5 {)JES&WQ\‘HDV\ 0@ A 4ﬂbm| ri ‘\‘35, 4}50 feeds Yo be
veferenced about fhe promise 172 advice i eBective
Counse \)@t%jm AN ﬁmWMen‘&’ oL the S, Conﬁtﬁwtﬁn |
n any and all Fuie pﬁme,eé} ngs o which Jhe couts
felale | even upon Mmeﬁ, Ny <l Beinc) under an
H‘@]q\ cedence Vs stong evidence of Fhis Breach.
ﬁlsm 5 5"\4” be JU&’\/ n eei, Ahat tnder ComtracY [awsl
of which plea a@mme&s aflack | W shates Hhat, “ any
f»m\oialu'd\, in 4he cormet goes aqalnsk Yhe driBlsman,

K 155,

This Se&ih'oxn S gw‘m o address all the ﬁu!}ncjs
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Hhat P)mé\%l belleves are erroneous,

The, Auc]u5+ 13, 2025, ORDER From the Towa Supreme
Couft and W\\n{ s%q\%es /" UPov\ consideration Hhe Peq‘mon
is Aem@ wiihoat ainy asSertion dat ﬁméﬂe\{‘; Wotion,
Was q&\m\\\{ observed .

“The ﬁu\\{ 4, 2035, A’ul}hq From He Zows, Distryef
chv\ﬁ )\Aéaje,_j@Se,P\\ \0 Serdlin, A‘FP‘ 3-5, $or Hve,
&g uww& a, dW\&F%)s see Fhe Motice of Appmll Ag@_‘s
>A 58, 5¢, ED Se,5F, cmés’e

AY’Y@F 1‘\\@ Au u,s-[/ 12, 3035 ORDZﬂ A{g& *9, Bméfey_

Fled o " wet Ce.‘Homw Demanci or Reiueﬁ For’ﬂwag
Tustice Pomﬁe,\ of which wiil B& identified 4s Aéf 6 k-
JACY Pano\w\q Hhe number of paqes whether w%]' ac waﬂ)/
ﬁ(ﬁfﬁ\ F\' @hA ;\%r 4‘\@ case or Jem/ '{-i'\e ABW\@V\A or reiugj\'
ngaﬁ‘w\o} fesp@vwe wNoh will be /3@ bh - (o__.._.,

,1-8, 154 Hwo pay eﬂerabfvm e fo The
C\er\( %e, %6 Distnct Cmmf and the maln relevance her
is the demand %m&\w/ Tanwaxy b and 31, 1445, phea
mqv+ along p\mr maklﬁﬂa /?w,m AnA %@'\A@P*

Q=13 s 4he Qu\ V\% +rom W: Sr DBVL/‘H Cout, M

[0, pasagy gé@ stas the discusslon of +he illegal
see\%rv,v\oe \FO\N\'\ 4,0 MA\[ ot Apo. 11, where He

Y{\M)\S’\Ti\e tnCo H W"\P\ e,S %\L Bm&\e\/ MS“V(D be
n W:L [N \L\lw, o%r \s\kﬁ&; r:'(hm under 9034, § pfe
a3 0oo Q W\W\‘\' %mJ[cL Swuln }VHM@ ih ,‘iom@

under L0ws Code 90345 (m\b onl7 stafes Fhat, ” For
Yime Served _in v"ﬁe ither: JW?SJI on Por any 'Hme You
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Afe fecelving credtt on dhe seRence of Hhe other :}b%r?s*
diction , (A/h\, Hhe Rma\olmmi included “in cuS{'oAq e
a%rsuﬁgé\(ﬁ% , ‘oe&d)/vsp,—f—‘\e/ eaf ”&r Sfmﬁtw‘}'e/ did not.
&nd Y oo N, parmgrqgk 2, acknow\aéo}as Hhat e Zoon
and MYssourt semtences could Wt be served oomunwxﬂy
and Saled o have Cofrected, Then +he MWOJB‘{’G*JJ{'&
EINE Hre NMIssowrt death pemH«] Wis Bmﬂey% Concern
( AQQ.' 54-00) | c\ear\\’ mgwsre,s %-"\a{'%t deafin pw\{-)l
W4S hy Concern where I had pl‘oSequ’or‘s From both
Stakes U‘mA N 2wn G“OW\q %md}eh}ng me with e
desth WM\‘H and T el Fhem 'o\@inlxi s 'ﬁw{ do
Y\ﬁ‘ o\\\w, e OOV\CW‘J\WR&' Sev%rmces and pfeserve LMY
o\Waa\ r\ﬂ)\éfs ; we will 9 do dulal, And WS Funny how
s H\M}B‘}m&@’s“\fs BV‘qA\e\/‘s Sertence Mh&w_‘lwﬂaw
15 QW\Z\ A morﬂer For *Hw/ Towa cormls y \{Q& “thor(Dm?}%
Missour %rwa\noﬁ. And Shen, AM*—MML) Yhe
N\M\)Sﬁ' e states Hhee was No promise o BFoA(e\/ in

e Towg plea aqmme& Hhat he would recefve con-
CUeRT Senteinces, The Fﬁ@qbVLPmL& aEa//ousLi i3 pot read

Hne Towi P‘eq MWM\M“. /-}ppﬂg, paigraph 13,

,_Agpr, ILMS‘, s Hhe F?.Ew»a,n} as; avsy, oRDER From
Hhe Towa Supreme Court and Bmﬂw belleves Hhis
ngvan s erroneo\:; as Wil be demonshntted Hhrough the

ollowlng afquments concemnling, A@g‘ 14 - 98,

Apo. 1o ‘?, Appellate counsel ,3’DaulJ Avthur Adams

+wo page MoHsn Bor Leave To WHhImiw hased on

LR Apprp: G, 04 p Ca’./“nj fbmé\a\{k aoﬂ;ea\ Srivtlous,




A0

/\}"‘4)8?, ‘}S A() e,\'\cz&a counse| ( Dauid Arﬁxw Aé@ms Lr[eP
Hha was mﬁma‘:\‘yi to Ns Wobion $r Legve Yo W Hndmw,
_Biel - A 13- 33,

18, demonskedting a Frivilous appeal under (T
R, App- P, (a.\ob\)

Pgo 13, Adams ogrees +hat E)méle\iﬁf Serlences Were
wézreA Yo fun Comuﬂ*eﬁ\ with W\”sssow\‘s . /N%efm{fom
of Ao 194, and ~Yop &_&Q&_Qg, Adains qsserfe Hhaf
&Po‘c\\vj\* OLOJP\Zeé Yo P\eaé %vﬁ\ +o avold +he death pen~
oM\,, (e % be duly noted thot the death Pemhtwj bee
came obs\ete in compadison 4o concurrept seatences
ans preservation ot Gv??%\ Clghts, _A,Ppigu"@)

AP_E‘—-%E) Adams 00553(% “V(’l'\@% both 5‘!’@’!'65, Towgq
and  Misous oqmeé Jo concurredt Seatences, This Is
tover Bk Adams Tnaccurdtely qsseds fhat Hhe courd
P&Tsov\can\} advlced Bmci\e\/ ot +he e{emw(—s 09%@
65fense of murdeq This hqppmal Hr SMWM’S' plea, not
Bradleys, | |
A‘A@MS 0;150 aSSeA’S 'H’\a“{'%% cowr’** o\c\VTSeé 6(‘&4‘0\/
of +he mandatory WNS"\M@V\% - thicIs pot Hue, The
Cow¥ never asvlsed Biudley oF the :aa\+ew6)ng provislon
o5 Zowa, Code G034.5 ( MGM), Hhat WDMLHS concurlony
 Seavences, Then Adams clalms Bradley does not divectly
Ialenge the 9\?;@ in s matter, That oo JsSulse,

A cfml\-ev\a)e +o a qw}lﬂ plea s 4 ch@[l‘mqe Jo he sen-
dence Hee\S for one and 1 did spwhaiomﬂj state 4
violatlon of $he M\[‘%wwv\*.

A‘qcﬁm 03Q “H\ES sSGme &@pf A0 ,Aclﬂwws aqa}n qssaﬁs




| |

gt the coust "m\s)a sed Jhe K@B}S\,Awe Mmandgled Senfence oF
|He in prison concunrent Yo Missouri's ~ again, 4he court
Failed Yo mention and falled +o lmvpose Hre leq ]Staa”w,
W\Omédeﬁe (7‘\3 Towa, Co&e qUBA,SC\qqq)I%mf"wowm have
Czﬁm\wH Caused %FM\@\} +o 90 Yo trla) and abort Hhe
Q\@a,, See A@g s4-0, I was denled wvx{'%fm Ngl'ﬂ's,

A@Q‘ 2\ Rere Adams wirongPully states "The
\anguage of +he Statue 4034:5°(1443) dves nok
SQ%\QEM\H wo\t\‘e%}‘\' Hhe distirlet cowt Promn orAv@rﬁv\ﬁ
Hat o Sedence Ww@n sed In Town be served conculfont
with he serence }mpoSeé A another fgw\séfchonl
?@r\\cm\qu 10 4he sentence 15 Yo be served Tn Town
and the defendant has no clalm of credit for $ime
SefVed T anttines Awr! Slcton,”

Fiest of all, q0348,< (m.%/w@l SP%H’/MW
prohibihs concurrent seafences, Ap.4a, and Hhis Is in
59\*\@ ok qaogmp\nim\ [ocatlon of $hve famate aad this
15 evldenced \0\1 fhe Amendment Tn. 00 Appr 38-\D
which spectfically made the c{mamqv/ concernlng qaogr‘a?h—
toal locatlon o the inmate and of which Amendmerd
has QlDSO\uV\‘Q.\\j DU‘H'\IM +v do with My Sentence,

Then wnser This same App. 2| , Adams asserts
4 BF&A\%\i 5\)%‘? no Hme In a Mgt instiwtion ¢
Wi N W could \«\@\M rece}(/ecl 0/‘&1)\\' and \”M‘{’ aer
@MJ\@\{V p\'&@ OW\A s‘emL@wog I ,Im‘;)dg/ 5{'@4[&{ was
never incarceraied 1n Missourt )

A5 stated @W!"“&F’ Z was Halen Yo Yhe jall In

Missoud beore qolng Jo courd and Hhe Sahufe 7034.5




]
(1ad3jiaqd), des ot state Hhat any Hime served has o
C.oine betote of Q%EA‘ Seﬁi*u\c?vxq amJ qs Jaw S‘J'ABS, an
inngte does vaaq‘ai\ Gv“aéﬂ'i bwt- a} any rite when
M\Ssourt upon el own qave me credit for iy Sen-
Tence Since Fe\o-mm[ 4, 1445, %ém’ T was In $hr
joﬁ\l ane eVen| Slnee, e OnH concern Por Lows
shoudd be their violaton o Tows Code ‘IDZA,S‘(IW)
And Apg. KU~ L{?, clegr m{zle& Bm,Al Cece Ui oredtt
ow s M\Tssowr §e‘v\*w}\10e,/ but, the oH:/r side of Adams
arolwmg,v\% would 4lso be Sa\g—cle;eecﬁ)fm becanse H
Bmé\v{ was hot fecelving cred it on Hhat Missoud
San“(ww, Yere wo wid be np an ument of conclirents
If is also imPortant oo Note here dhat even i iIssourt
Was v‘:o\q‘ﬂno) Yheir own faws la\{ a”ow;'nj credid on Brud-
\z\\\s semtence, Thet woull be an tssue for Missowd onﬂ;/
Grd Wt Towa, and also an c&mwmvﬁ ‘H\«% wonld et \[d‘
Yoe. Plge ALYNNURYS §\Aqfv,wz, Courts Turisdiction and Yhen m
Setences woudd Mok have a4 chance of belM concurrevczl
vlolating e weiten plea aqreement, Agp, 72
3, The. po\w\' i$ {f‘w& Mww\s wmwmevﬁ Lacks wert,
Again on Popeal, Adams peasseds that, " Zows
S&v&mwﬁ CAN PUR CONCUF FENT w‘&‘«\ 6“:\%\;; Sav\%v\cﬁeﬁ i
e R 18 Served in Ahis State, (lo w«)
This a\ofo\\nﬁ\\, coﬁ*l‘qé\&s QOSA,S‘(M@% and
Adams a‘lv'es No Gwv\’\\oﬁﬂ Lor such pm\ma&hn
becanse none ex)4YS
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Thin Undec Agp 23, Adaims stales, " Defendast  never
Palses Hhe (Wes‘ﬂ-ov\ of +he Pec/oqvxmon b\f Hve State o
Wissoupt o he Hme defendart s servling in Towa,
A new issue Can noY he roised Lor the Sirst Yime on
o\Ww\, Pm\‘ isSue of a\f‘cjumev{‘f not Tafsed In the dis-
Frict cowt 1S walved, DeSendgnt has farled Yo e sere
N orgquvint as Fo he @gp\.ﬁw‘Hov\ o Hve WVssour
Staule IN concmrent sestences sepved in ofher
S\ANSA\CHN\S,\\

Firsh of a”, W is }'MPOSS%!P/ fo walve Fssues
on 4N ’\\\ega\ sentence Vold Judguerly where <ror
ngwoﬁfov\‘ OW\‘\S'S}’DV\l o ah\i O‘H\w OO‘M@;:\’ 0{9
wWalVer s c[_wajfeé ear\ior with caselaw and law
and Wissourt baw hag no b@ovrlwg In any way, S hape
or Lo on Toug Courts Vro\cc*Hng Town GCode
q03p.5 (M%), Missouri's Statutes on concunrent
Stvx‘*%%s camvx% Ve&\}cla“\‘e o, cancwm& Serrenie «ﬂor
Towas 5+4‘¥w\\w\j wyardates and 4s Hhic q#oww/y / Adams
himsete stated eaclier; Towq laws are Sor Towa,

AncL 10\176\,‘5 51%3\47{’ o«r\/ Mwwéaﬁ’e o Towy Code
q03h,5(1493) states Hhaf He Lowq cowrt cannot ordes
cm\cwwev\i\{ Sevé(moes wkm *X-\w/ vavw*l'e i< Pecedul i
coedY on & Se,w*%\;% o8 anvHhver S\A/J"{S"&REH’DV\ QNG
r\lm\*‘s Whay the Towg, cowrt dId GiINY Way and violated
403p.5 (1443),

App« 32 wkere/v Adams is puﬁfnﬁ up o/v"gww\ew%
Concerning life Sm*emce,si is % no quajl, Especaibly

uh@m %rquw Wwq s led 4o [;\lz“ev@ $P€GTQ]C stmo\*‘s
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of Y life sedences per the pleg aq reement and /1l
wstrared 4o 'Bmé\e\/ b\/ hts +elal Coumse\I A{;‘&w*bb,
and specitically, fpp. 64, line 35 = Aoy, 65, lines |-,
fod %mc\,\m now has over 3l \(ears in gelson onv an
Jowa se&mm xi'—\v\w* W\,S Nevef™ 54‘@«“\’&3 amé 3eh®ra\[\{
aer 30 \ears o person Cn e Sor a pardon buy
E)w\/i\e,\\ Vs bagh ed Loowa Ao\vmcj 50, becauwse his sefenae
has never stacted,, Do See App. b4 & b3,
A!E%" 3 verifies ¥t the atorementioned Brie?
crkagions 'e,\owhc]' o %&\Sb\{ WoN o hig fzﬂjﬂﬁi’umv
Agp. 34, is leter From Adams <o Brwﬂ@\} o
whlch ?)Mé\e\} 314 Fle a Hwely Pesponse, Hee Adams
o\ssefts:/r\i«\«‘( \\e did 4 ’H\omuq\,\ feview of #\e {‘eaoﬁl ﬁn
Bradlen case and Hhat he can £ind no error preserved
40 a\\ow Y)MQ\W to S’choe%?u“\{ C\%‘l(ﬁmjt‘: WS %e%wemm?\

Adams OsSSe&?af\S alore are evidence of his [ack
of know\e&je concernling fllegal sentences|vold juégw%%/
whe® N0 eqroc ‘?\I’ESQ«NG‘HOT\ ts m@u}m&

And T wadt do foNu\q wp a ﬁtfomj Po)w\’ h%mr
Adams was awoiﬁ%eé To fepresen me, bul shmply
ﬂsmé\mq HS _{oN@f ;ON%, ahd 1 RGN ﬁh\/ eml Wow\A
@u*omwﬂcq\\j belleve +hat is a brfef for or Lﬁ a
Prosecane, T saw mfﬂ'\inj in Hhat brlef that 1n Gny
W SmQQor‘}ec\ ‘\f‘ewes»e,ﬁhéﬁom Thats how all of my
aRopnen's ove Yoeen Scom the onset of Yhis case.

/io& 35-38/ is the ;?003, Rul}nﬂ l)\, Su&)e) &llza
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J, Oveom on Bmcl\&fs Moton Fo Corredt an :’L(ﬂ@q@l Sent
ence, App 37" Bradley is not seaving 4 sentence jin
C&Mﬂ\w S%*\Q\, i WM‘\’ TWc\qe Ovirogm stated, I Hhat fs
Yrve then she should have deemed my pled agrovment
v&b\a\\&&é Lo 1ot rororin Hhe concurrent sentences .
And &W' HYy-4g, ciw:{\, refute that assertion,

Then ‘S\mﬁqe Ovrom @ sseds; " Bmé\e\j was not tn
He Miscour) Department o Correctivns, that Bradley
h(;\s net Seweé Hime 10 prisen In Missourt and -H\A‘ 6#”:4&\,87/
has not feceived credly ugon Pk Skae within the men-
‘\M & 0103#}.5’(\%3) conc\méinq that 90345 was not
\/‘w\(x\'eé n B»mé\ewfé CM&.\\

Where +his ‘T\Aﬁi’, Is ﬂSS&/\f’/ng ;\'\'\ihﬁs. $or Hhe MJSS-'
0\ "Dwmﬁmxm\’ OS% CWW,C\’{OV\Si Bf‘ac\\&j belleves betore
30119 Hhat , She should Rave of least contacted Hem Dt
%v\é S\f\e, wow\é \m\/e Lo w\é %\& Ww oysfsmtfms ae 4ing
wefe ?vxc()ﬂ’ed‘*‘ Aml c«qaln, ‘H\&"/ pumoSe; &F °Hw/ 2000
rgnbwerk & 9038, wasbo boing o -the, " In custaly’
W\@méq‘\"@ " WNG‘;\ 4?7 @How G-FBAH' en ‘HW; Towa Sevﬂ'e,me
while fece) ng CF@A‘* i #W/ 5\"/"’%'9«“\06 fn Hve o'ﬂ\w'

S‘W‘SA‘&EW\, And s clear from +he. &fsz' g'c_/ugggrha’r
+hose M ssoun ’Depaﬂwev& of Coctections Face Sheels,

were active G\WH bewre Tudge Gvroms Ruffwgf

App. 28, In Fhis ;@pp«m;f)é J ngef Ovrom asserts,
! %W@A'\e\{\S Zowa, |ife servence would not be reduced
dwe o c&l‘ec&ﬁ’ %rOJ\N“’ Hwme Sefvecl fh I'{USSow}l tven
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¥ Emé\e\f had secved 4ime n +hat jmﬂSc\k-H o, S*i‘d{'?nﬁ(
Hhis 1s an addiional feason WM 4034, 5, does & fequire
B raé\e\,\s seitence +o be corrected,”
It appears \‘\em Trom 3 \A,&JS@ OVEOMS Bwn Werds
Hhat she 15 o\ckmw\eécﬁ‘mg Pt Bradlenls sedlence niceds
4o be Cocfecf\eé, but she 1s [aok‘:vw) $or reasons nst o,
And the 1ife sedtence aspect has no beaﬁn?
on whethec oc noT an }Y\eqa\ Serfence must be corr
ected, CSe'e, PG\Q'}E i\,-{'}\‘ts por\f‘w‘ﬂ,n Reasons For G‘Ym?l’(nj
The ?erﬁﬂm‘{) Ard Bradley stated kNS SoiNences afe Mol thcwffeﬂl,
we wilkgptottApp, €4, [ine 25~ Agp €5, lines [-13, clearly re-
Plecls Bradleys mnéecé%aunchnﬂ of hls concueat serences
AH(\oﬂ' \'\\5 ‘*H‘\a\ q%orv\e,\} reassyred him was 4he case i
novivng Srwad with dhe P\%
AQ@’ 93, ju;évcija oucom ~quSe\~’ asSea“‘hv\C} 4"'\4’(
Brad\eds Seaence must be ceduced Tordime sered tn
ordec Yo be Qﬂ\ﬂ\‘o\ﬁ Do coscections The Jaw stafes fhat
“hen & court cixzpovr“&s uvaowi oc downward rom o
lec)'\ﬁ\ahue(\/‘ a\ﬁ‘r\oﬁ ‘Ze,& sm‘\'e,nce/ | tHhe pmm\mceé SE’—W’
Yence s a4 nuWrH su(:jec?} +o coffection on wggmi or
la¥er, Her, is also the relevance of State v. Hallwck,
65 Alh2d 598, at 603, section X, ‘TFmeHness of AWG@‘,
netlng Yre last paragruge ander that seclion Tn Kallock
SUR(B, Hhat c\mr\‘f AemonsMJﬁes o was %\r\e\sev\“{'wMﬁ
prov)sion of Lowa Code 90383 it credted the de-
?o\f‘\mf@ o< Yhe \aj‘s\ajf\ve\f qq‘ﬂ\oﬂzeé SQV\C@ gind nst
Hhe s &V\*Wf\cfmg Statwle of +he utmensam COime, |
Likew'se, in the case at bar, W was +he Sen“)(ew}”




a7
PFOV\S}’W\ 5(: Towa Cﬂc‘@ q038:5 “H'\o’zi' oﬂgg‘;‘{'gJ ‘LRQ de -
Fo\r&uﬂ?, o 4’\(\9 \eojls\dh)e\\l am“H'\owIzeA fgﬁ{’ena& o.-ml
not the Seﬁ\emdnﬁ Shati¥e &£ +he M% crlme.
(A)Mo\f\ q\So ra\ses the @maﬂ%m) since Brad-
les's Sedience NA&s \e,ga\\\] net S%a\‘}eé, and therdbee

e couwrt shl \\a,v\v\@ Su,r\sé\ahovx‘ showldnt Braéby
be. alowed o withdraw from his plea as oored
by Yre DK coudt o February 1) 145 at he
6“\“\\ Q\w \%eo»r\w\ﬁ?

Aﬁfi! 29~ 35, are from g Febmar\/ Ho, 1998,
Posteonviction Rulina,

Agg. 30, i +he Jhird po.mq/‘wph this court 1
QSSQ«{"HV\O\ dhat he consldersd all of +he evidence fun
i case.  However, we know Hhis Is not +rue, see oo,
o\-b2 < ORDLR Q\eq Nw)ﬁ%qﬁons ’S’fmwo/%e«l B Liggt~time
In S‘e\?rem\oer R J000) and p\m n%ﬁaﬁﬂvns),ﬁgp;ﬂ;lnﬂ}
i dlrect Conad with +his /Qullng, (App,a‘f%@f

Agg; 3] , E(/ér\r*h‘imj wnéer ‘)ovrdvdjmfh B, oF
s APP'!’ Wote +hat 4"\35 Peh court believes becguse
no ONnLi\o_rH«{ of propo§mon @)Van Waives % [SSUe iy
my illeqal sentonce, (see By, 11, Reasons For Granting
The P&Won), |

A,g;@ 3311334,3‘—1, all dkéwsﬂng whether or nd
Bradley asked Thomas o file 4 Matice of Appeal and

Ahe PeR coudr deadded, “ Thoings d1d not Bile an w‘og%\
Prom “Sv\,éo‘e Novakk Fg[)fwwr\{ lD,ll‘f‘ffl sentence be—
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Cause Br@é\a‘\i Nevee qsked him 4o a,ﬂmi. Aep, 33,
This conclusion is in divect conbrast Wih the plea neq-
ot\ations Hyat this cout never saw, App 5460, fnd
SPwﬁ?ca‘H, App. 56, Lines 33-235, App: ST, Lines 1-3,
fop 59, llnes 14-30, See dlsy fh;?, bl-b3, necjﬁﬁéﬁﬁm
transeribed Sor Lirst Hme in September of 2000, See
0&\50) eVidence 'Hm, coudt did L\@V@l AM&E;
aragh 3, the brackeled areq which petihorer clear
befleved Hnls wag +he pmmke o‘r’«{—k& Pmse,rvq,ﬂvh
ot Ints arppeal Nq‘l\*ﬁ where Yhe Stae is ?MMISIV\@
CoW\f\SQ,\ ‘Fo(r Oww\\ OW\A Gv\\, ‘?\N*WW/ ?mO%Aﬁvxq& How
could Hhe PeR cowsT not see 4his onn Hhis eukdence
he did hawed Counsel o be prwided per bth Amend meat,
AV\A s OV\SO ?Mpm* am\? o no’te/ Tﬁvmau.st pre-
Sence gt Hhe peq neqbﬂq,‘i’fbr\s ; the day before Hhe
p\eq, Wse\S, He knew I was presesving oY a/ﬂr)eat
ﬂq\n\‘s and COV\GMM‘& Setences,

This next section, Ap. £5- 138, may be dlst
oY qu?V\@, I belleve His all Very relevast gs it
M\\S out +he Facts of +his case Hhat BP@J\&\{ was
ul@ﬁ“\v\oi Fo duke pelgragns for, See fon, %6, parg-
4ragn M, And ﬁ@;&&_uwzq I haw 4l ways pro-
clalmed my fnnocence even +W0uqk Hhis qwflrl*f plea,

Ago G\ and 44, make declapations by both States,
Lowa, ér;(;\é Missowt In a co~defendants ?\w mreeme)vﬂ’
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+Hhat ‘ﬁ\e\' wil make known Fo qfl dedndants o dhe O Se,
Yoo substance of il stifements made H s co- defendadt
s0 Pt the other deSendants ma have dhem, The pfofo lem
i$ ‘gmﬁ' 4‘\\@ 5‘\’%*95 nNewer Wmée, SL\-or(-\Eler% sLa‘bmwks Known
as +v either one o Wis Guilhy plea Heo»r[nqs and his —
October 14,1394, deposNon was not shown +o Bradley
witll Februwary 3 or 77, 1495 o o Jail vist vty Sl
or\\'om@\, ,T‘V\OMG\S Gt which +ime Thomas stated W
was Yoo (ate Yo use becanse 2 had alrw,cl\/ pled
aullty and ew\?\msheé, i would make a qrear appeal
Vssue, The one who never £iled g Motice, of Aﬂa%[;

Amj A‘an 91 - |18 [ Gle sﬁ[q+@mw,4'5 WmJ'e/ Io\{ g[ﬁ@%ﬁ
OW\A» %&x\m‘& ave 100%0 e)(cu[paffow\} *Por e , Awl I be-
eve both Shates violated  z bellove s BmAx./ Vi
W\am\mé: T do not have Fhe cHatfon Yor fhis but
T do belleve +his o be a Bf’aé'\/ violatton,

T Jdp have +he Hllows "9 cifatioms?,

X Due Process mmj be u}aimLeA fo\1 Hye
suppresilon of mdterdal, exculpatory and specifically
J‘&@wzs’\‘eé eu‘zéevxce,[ and b pfofeocﬂ'/oﬂs ol lure. 4o
volwreer exculpatory material which credtes a
feasonable dovbt not otherw)ce exk}t’u\g.

Stake v Cm\ms‘ 283 Mivhad 14 CM“M)j
State v Pﬁ@rﬁbn, A M i3 665 (WM)’,
Stare v, MeClaln, 125 Aiw,2d 764 (1964);
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* D@F@\Adﬁk is er&%@ Yo excwﬁpa‘\i'or\f evldence
which e Stdte has, and i such evidence has been
SWWPESSBA; he 15 entitled b a new Yrial.
S‘M‘X‘@ Vs fo\\nSon, Q98 NiWead 293 CM?& ’,

% The Stk May NOT Suppress excw\(m%ry
evidence | and W W does 50 deSendant s entitled do
Gppiop rlate \Pe,\k’?l ‘mdwhh&) in Some cases a new Fr(s],

Stafe v Van Rees, 346 0, ,24 339 (ja10);

¥* 5‘*“‘\‘*" -’ not Swpp Fess EXC\N\tPﬁv‘I'O{I\I(
iu\%mﬁéo\r\' 4o do S0 s d»‘everﬁfue eireoe,

Shate v H@“; 235 M 28 763 (l‘i‘lS‘)',

State v, Houston, 209 Miwi2d 42 (1473),

App, 114-138, are written Facts of Yhis case
Hhaat i am willing Yo take 6 polygrach 4o prwe.
ane Wi\ do 50 witA an erdaminer Hars ugS,Swef\Qm&
Courtr Arusks the ?v\%@«*H&I oA,

QQQ. 139 140, are documents of co- defondant
Angel S'\'a,wavr\l w‘f\vlfs likewlse underan H\zgal
Sewiwv\o@ Undel +he QAT Shwve avrgwmew\'s as mire,
’T‘f\w»q\m 1 do v\(ﬁ ‘MH@ CO\JW/S of 59[%/01/!% FM?', 5[\%5’5
Srom tre W\lssoury 'D@paﬁmev% &t Corcections, % have hal
Yhem fead Yo e and theq do reflect e exat
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Same (m\wq,j@ as o her recelving credft upow her M iss—
ousl seience, Uiolaltng Hhe Towa courtd aithorHy or
jwﬁsé\r}x\on b order concurrent seu&gv\ws, I pvaAe
Hts inSormation becanse 2 would [tke herdo be Solned
as a \)&Wfov\w omé S‘W/ s‘\de 0}\%#&&%3 wme ,:,j,,_/:,j;?,‘;‘ M
wisslon Ao help Wer *?ig'\/\% her case, Z Sust dovtd know
2 have +the @\ﬂ%mfﬂ*{ v do 50, even thowgh K
appears Hat g Swpee me Cowsrt o +he Unied States
Rule dogs allow W zf Fhis Ts frue, T wowld askHnis
RAe Se SWPNW\G, Cowrt o }Mkt" T powers Jo do so,

7 f’/’ f o

A'pp, 141-152, is jus%*-{v show \ou how wnlyir

T was treqled Tn Missouwd. My alfamey had no
death quH\/ etperlence and didnd even Hlle For
Disco Vev’\/ uwvH\ o} aw\}s afder I waqs SeNcheA‘}b
Jife tn prison and m‘k@r%@m what he recefved i
Aop, [ '~Hw, onH sther Discovery done was q phone
e\l +v Y Towa, cfrHW‘n@\/ ory FE[ONW/\t q, MﬁS} +HHe
Sawe Am\i I was )’a&mc@o‘v in Missowrl,

App M7, 15 how I recefved hpp. is]-isa.

App. 148, 1's Hhe only Discovery evidence ny
Migsourt arﬁom&\l fecelued.

A 149150, shows +he dafe of setemncing

Prpp. 1517152 reflects Jhe Discovery it shauld
have been £1led the same day he was appolrted
+v v case, FﬁbM@/\[ 2, 1948,




IR

'A;'@, 153 - 111, c\e@rLl shows an Hleqq{ aftest where
v\—\m;‘ seel 4o search the fesidence Z'm [T uing at befraan
OXNES‘*, \Ov%d\e 4’{\{%@ <f’o (;oﬁhd' me, PMMM@ “HW,N/ was no
gm\oo\lo\p, canse Fv belleve T was unavallable Por service
& subpoona and alter arlest o Maglstrgde was auailable
and a\%ouq\w ane\f ailested Me under Zows, CoJeCWsr
goy, 'Hm\{ never bothered Yo Comply whth 809,23 |

On June 37, 1494, there was a Search warant apgll-
catlon widh aXidavids and Wlaterta] WHness Complalnts and
Wasforts £1led (Sealed by Courd), And dhere was o Idetifled
"?%\vm VW\AW 04,1 | , CONCLUSION PO“C& inVLeW‘O%HWY
i%er arrest proes Fhere was no [dentifred Folonys

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:




