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 STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 
 
 The appropriate remedy for the District Court’s 
failure to give reasons for its consecutive sentence is 
resentencing. 
 
 Authorities 
 
State v. Hill, 878 N.W.2d 269, 275 (Iowa 2016) 

State v. Jacobs, 607 N.W.2d 679, 690 (Iowa 2000) 
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 STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 

COMES NOW Defendant-Appellant Isaiah Duffield, 

pursuant to Iowa R. App. P. 6.903(4), and hereby submits the 

following argument in reply to the State's brief filed on 

December 13, 2023. 

 While the defendant’s brief adequately addresses the 

issues presented for review, a short reply is necessary to 

address the appropriate remedy. 

ARGUMENT 

 The appropriate remedy for the District Court’s 
failure to give reasons for its consecutive sentence is 
resentencing. 
 
 The State correctly concedes error on the District Court’s 

failure to explain the reasons for its consecutive sentence.  

State’s Brief pp. 9-11.  Even so, the State appears to suggest 

that the appropriate remedy is a remand solely for the purpose 

of allowing the court to justify its consecutive sentence.  

State’s Brief pp. 11, 17.  This remedy is inconsistent with 

case law. 
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 When a district court fails to provide reasons for a 

consecutive sentence, the remedy is to vacate the sentence 

and remand for resentencing.  State v. Hill, 878 N.W.2d 269, 

275 (Iowa 2016); State v. Jacobs, 607 N.W.2d 679, 690(Iowa 

2000).  The remedy is not to simply allow the district court a 

second attempt at justifying its sentence. 

 Accordingly, Duffield reasserts his request for 

resentencing. 

CONCLUSION 

 For all of the reasons discussed above and in his Brief 

and Argument Defendant-Appellant Isaiah Duffield 

respectfully requests this Court vacate his conviction, 

sentence and judgment and remand his case to the District 

Court for resentencing. 
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