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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF IOWA 
_____________________________________________________________ 
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Appellee,       ) 
)  
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_____________________________________________________________
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

On 19th day of Jan., 2025, the undersigned certifies that 

a true copy of the foregoing instrument was served upon 

Defendant–Appellant by placing one copy thereof in the United  

States mail, proper postage attached, addressed to

 Mt. Pleasant Correctional Facility, 

1200 N. Washington, Mt. Pleasant, Ia, 

 

/s/Thomas M. McIntee____
THOMAS M. MCINTEE
No. AT0010773
P.O. Box 893
Williamsburg, IA  52361
(319) 961-1200
pyramidmac@yahoo.com 
 
Attorney for Defendant-Appellant

TMM/1/19/25 
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR REVIEW  

STATEMENT SUPPORTING FURTHER REVIEW 

1.   The Iowa Court of Appeals erred by affirming the 
defendant’s conviction, judgment and sentence by the Trial 
Court, in violation of his rights Iowa Constitution Art. V Sect 
4, 6, 14, as well as  under Article I Sect. 9 and 10 of the Iowa 
Constitution, and the 5th 6th and 14th Amendments to the U.S. 
Constitution.   

2.   The Sheriff’s office closure and the District Court’s 
allowance violated the Constitutional requirement for proper 
legislative amendment to the penal statute in Section 692A 
104, under the Iowa Constitution Art. V Sect 4, 6, 14, and 
pursuant to the doctrine of separation of powers. 



4

4.   Cooley specifically objected to the court’s ruling that the 
closure of the Linn County Sheriff’s Office was not fatal to the 
statute. Cooley’s requests and objections were denied. 

5.  The sheriff’s unauthorized and unilateral actions violated 
the statute and prevented the mandatory statutory compliance 
verification procedures from being performed to protect Mr. 
Cooley., as well as the public.   

6.   Iowa law is clear on this issue that sex offenders shall 
appear in-person to register and the defendant attempted to 
comply with the statute to register in- person, due to the 
unilateral decision of Linn County Sheriff Office the defendant 
was not able to comply with the mandatory procedure dictated 
by the statute.  

7.    In addition, there was no evidence establishing any 
authority granting or allowing Linn County or the Linn County 
Sheriff to unilaterally suspend, modify, or change the 
requirements of Sec. 692A.104(1)&(2). Notably, the record is 
void of any evidence that any other county sheriff closed their 
office in violation of Section 692A mandates.     
 

8.  The Dept. of Public Safety specifically precludes any 
authority to change, waive or suspend provisions of the 
statute as follows: Pursuant to the provisions of rule 661—
10.222(17A), the Department does not have authority to waive 
requirements established by statute.   

9.   The marshalling instructions did not adequately convey to 
the jury the elements of the offense. Namely, it failed to 
accurately instruct the jury on the in-person reporting 
requirement, and also regarding the compliance verification 
procedures the statute requires the Sheriff department to 
perform. The instructions were faulty in that they did not 
inform the jury of how properly to evaluate whether a registry 
violation occurred. 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

     

140568  

The facts are fully set forth in Appellant’s Final Brief and 

the opinion of the Court of Appeals attached hereto. 

       Any additional relevant facts will be discussed below. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the above stated reasons, Defendant-Appellant Ronald 

Cooley respectfully requests this Court to reverse his 

conviction and sentence and remand this matter for a new 

trial in Linn County Case No. FECR140568. 
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