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Iowa Parole Board
Jessie Parker
Building, 510 E. 12th  Street,
Des Moines, Iowa 50319

RE: Parole Hearing for Alonzo Marvon Gibbs-Williams 6460838

Sirs:
Alonzo Gibbs has had a rough decade. I am not qualified to certify how fair our legal system

has been to him, but I can say it has not always made sense to him.
Like when he filed a Motion to Dismiss the murder charge against him after the killer confessed,

and after no witness other than the killer had associated Alonzo with even having a gun  (according
to the “Minutes” - the prosecutor's summary of what he expects the witnesses will say). Why was
he still in jail, he asked the judge? But Polk County Attorney John Sarcone told the judge that
insufficient evidence was an improper reason to set a prisoner free!

   (See #4 of the attached page. Sarcone's actual words: “Sufficiency of the evidence is the sole
claim of this motion. As such the motion must be denied.” The “insufficiency of evidence” which
Alonzo had noted was that Sarcone’s charge that Alonzo murdered a man was contradicted by
Sarcone’s witness testimony that someone else murdered the man. The cases Sarcone cited agreed
that the prosecutor shouldn’t have to completely prove guilt even before the trial, but they do not
support Sarcone’s theory that Sarcone should keep a defendant in jail even when he expects witness
testimony will refute the charges.)

God willing, our project can offer frustrated Americans like Alonzo's neighbors a more positive
strategy for correcting a few chinks remaining in our legal system than tearing down statues. I
expect Alonzo is highly motivated to help a movement of people studying American justice together,
researching solutions, and building support for reform. We will treasure his help.

My own concerns about our legal system have been formed through lobbying, reporting for the
Prayer & Action News, and being a candidate. American justice at its worst is better than in many
countries, but I would like to help heal its worst.

A decade ago, Alonzo was arrested for 3rd Degree Robbery. The prosecutor got him to waive his
juvenile rights. When the victim signed an affidavit saying the perp was someone else, not Alonzo,
rather than send Alonzo home the prosecutor charged him for the small amount of drugs which he
had when arrested, which the Juvenile Court had dismissed. The amount magically tripled, making
Alonzo a felon. But he served his time and went home.

Several years later, he had the misfortune to be present at a murder. Prosecutors didn’t charge
him with murder then, but they thought they could prove he owned a gun, which is a 5 year sentence
for a felon - the same sentence that Alonzo is in jail for now, besides his additional 10-year sentence
for shooting a gun.

His trial for owning a gun was held in federal court. The jury found him innocent. But rather
than send him home, Prosecutor Sarcone then charged him with the murder!

The killer confessed two or three months later, yet Alonzo remained in jail while his public
defender delayed the trial over Alonzo's protests, and urged Alonzo to accept a “plea bargain” to
escape a trial for murder! It was just one year after the federal jury found him innocent of even
owning a gun, that Alonzo broke and accepted the “bargain”: the 15 years before you; 5 years for
owning a gun, and 10 years for shooting it around people.

I think Alonzo should have a break. I believe society will benefit from what Alonzo is able to
contribute.

Dave Leach, The Partnership Machine Inc.
4110 SW 9th Des Moines IA 50315
515-244-3711     DaveLeach@Saltshaker.US
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Page, date
6 (undated)  Police Interrogation of Alonzo Gibbs (police violated his right to an
attorney. The court record is missing every other page.)
13 March 6, 2018 “Trial information” (Charges: prosecutor says Alonzo murdered
Trey Lee)
15 March 6 Minutes of Testimony (prosecutor summary of what witnesses will say;
Solomon Currie confessed to killing Trey Lee, and no other witness said Alonzo even
HAD a gun) date?
33 Judge's Approval of trial information
34 March 14 Motion for discovery (what the Public Defender wants to find out) 35
Judge approves motion for discoery
39 April 6 Alonzo's mother tells judge the public defenders are doing nothing, there
is no evidence, Alonzo should come home.
41 April 10  Public Defender tells judge Alonzo is in no hurry for a trial - ("Waiver
of Speedy Trial") even though the day before, he promised Alonzo he would NOT
delay the trial, and shook hands on it!
42 April 10 Patrick Young affidavit insisting Alonzo is innocent, but  detectives
insisted Alonzo was the murderer and tried to get Patrick to agree
44 April 11 Motion to Delay Filing Motions
45 April 11 Public Defender's motion to silence Alonzo's mother! Only lawyers get to
help defendants. Besides, contrary to mom's claims, Alonzo LOVES his Public
Defenders!
48 April 12 Judge's order delaying trial
49 April 12 Judge's order censoring Alonzo's mother  (Clerk can't file her motions)
50 May 1 Alonzo's own handwritten motion to dismiss, which he filed out of
frustration because his public defenders, whom he does NOT love, would not file it
even though they promised they would. Alonzo asks why he is still in jail after the
killer confessed and after no other witness (in the "Minutes") said Alonzo even HAD
a gun.
55 May 7 Alonzo Motion for Bill of Particulars (the 6th Amendment to our U.S.
Constitution says  every accused person has a right to know the “nature and cause”
of the accusation against him. That is, he should be told what the prosecutor wants
to prove that he did, when, where, and how, and he should be told what laws the
prosecutor thinks are violated by those actions. Alonzo, therefore, says the "trial
information" (charges) and "minutes" (summary of what the witnesses will probably
say) "fail to specify the particulars of the offense to fairly enable the defendant to
prepare a defense." Is there SOME OTHER REASON that is keeping Alonzo in jail
beyond what is in the record, which the prosecutor will spring on Alonzo as the trial
begins in violation of the 6th Amendment? Because all the record has is the
prosecutor saying "a gun he has (1) never seen, (2) never tested, (3) never handled,
(4) never found, (5) never possesed, (6) never entered into evidence - is in fact A. the
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weapon possessed by the defendant; B. the weapon fired by the defendant; C. the
weapon that produced the fragment removed from the victim; and D. the weapon
that caused the death of the victim." After that, Alonzo gets a little sarcastic. Then
he says "In State v. White, 545 N.W. 552,  554 (Iowa 1996), the Court held: "State
has to specify how it intends to prove specific elements of the charge. I.C.A. 813.2
R.2.11 (6)(c)(1)."
61 May 17 Alonzo asked for a different attorney. He titled this "2nd attempt to
dismiss assigned attorneys". They "have visited me three times thus far. None of
those times" did they give him any "confidence." "THEY asked ME what they should
do; as if I am an attorney. What I HAVE asked them to do, they have not" done. I
will be sending a letter of complaint to the Iowa Bar Association."
63 May 21 Prosecutor Sarcone's resistance (rebuttal) to Alonzo's request for
"Particulars". Sarcone said Alonzo missed his deadline. The law gives him only 10
days after the March 12 "arraignment" (the hearing within a couple of days after his
arrest when he was formally charged) to ask for "particulars", Although a judge can
still order "particulars", the "Minutes" already say Alonzo shot a "gun in the
direction of the victim and that ballistics evidence establishes that the bullet that
killed the victim was fired from the defendant's gun." [Solomon Currie, who
confessed to killing Trey Lee, said Alonzo was also shooting in his direction.] Well
isn't that interesting, because the "Minutes" in the record say nothing about
ballistics evidence, or about identifying a gun associated with Alonzo! Could that be
in the missing pages, which were apparently missing and out of order when Alonzo
saw them too? Sarcone ends with "The mere fact that the defendant is able to
challenge this evidence in this motion suggests that he is fully apprised of the
particulars of the offense with which he is charged." But what Alonzo challenged
was the contradiction between the charge and the alleged evidence. He challenged
the charge because the alleged evidence says the opposite.   Except for this new
claim about ballistics evidence, which was never in the record made available to
Alonzo, and is not in the record available today! Who pulled it out of the record, and
why? Shouldn't the judge have ordered Sarcone to produce those missing pages?
66 May 22 Prosecutor Sarcone's "resistance" to Alonzo's Motion to Dismiss the
charges Sarcone wrote, "Sufficiency of the evidence is the sole claim of this motion.
As such the motion must be denied."
68 Analysis (not in the record) of the prosecutor’s “resistance” to Alonzo’s “Motion to
Dismiss”
71 May 30 order: no new counsel "There does not exist good cause for a change of
defense counsel" (no explanation given)
(at conclusion of hearing May 30)
72 June 20 Alonzo letter to judge presenting Patrick's affidavit, and once
againcomplaining of counsel who hadn't visited, hadn't returned calls
73 August 24 Public Defender's "Continuance" (asking the judge to delay the trial.)
It says depositions of witnesses concluded only 8 days before, and the trial is
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scheduled for 3 weeks later. It says "Two...exculpatory witnesses [witnesses
supporting Alonzo's innocence] have been brought to the Defendant's attention by
the State in the past few weeks requiring further investigation and confirmation."
Oh really? The record never reveals their names, and since the only two witnesses
who said Alonzo even HAD a gun said definitely that it was Solomon Currie who
shot Trey Lee, we may reasonably suspect these are the same two "exculpatory
witnesses" whom the Public Defender now notices are actually on Alonzo's side. Not
because Sarcone pointed it out, but because Alonzo, the REAL defendant, pointed it
out to these Public Defenders who are calling THEMSELVES "the defendant". Point
#3, through tortured grammar, says something about "firearms and toolmark
examiners" and "things learned from the depositions that provide answers to several
of the unknowns". Like, for example, the absence of a gun? Or how about the match
between bullets taken out of Patrick Young and bullets taken out of Trey Lee,
proving there was only one shooter, which witnesses identified as Solomon Currie?
76 September 10 Judge's order delaying trial until January 14. The order says
"defendant waived speedy trial".
77 Sept 18 Alonzo's  letter to Michael Adams, head of the Public Defender's office.
He complains that on September 9, 9 days earlier, his public defenders came and
asked him "to consider to file a motion to change the trial date. [Two weeks after the
PD had already petitioned the judge to delay the trial!] I was very clear with Trevor
and Amy and told them [I] did not want to schedule the trial to a different date. [I]
requested to move forward with the initial date of September 17. Trevor shook my
hand, stated he will move forward with the initial scheduled trial date....The next
day Trevor Anderson filed a motion with the court to change the date of the trial to
120 days out." (Alonzo did not know then that the unapproved motion had been filed
two weeks earlier, or that the January 14 date, 4 months later, was the judge's
idea.) Alonzo's complaint continues: "Numerous times I, Alonzo Gibbs, as well as my
mother, have requested Trevor Anderson to file a Motion to Dismiss this case
against [me]. On August 16 at depositions, which took place at the Justice Center in
Des Moines, IA, my mother spoke to Trevor and Amy. They told my mother that the
state's main witness, who initially lied on [me], has recanted his story, which [he has
done] twice and the state will be doing a [re]assessment....My mother asked them:
'with the two main witnesses stating that I had not committed a crime of first degree
murder OR ANY OTHER ACT OF VIOLENCE, will they move forward to file a
motion to dismiss?" "It has been over four weeks counting today....They told my
mother they will do so per receiving notification from the prosecuting attorneys."
[Huh? What does THAT even mean?] "On March 12, 2018 (per...Trevor Anderson
telling me that the main material witness [said] HE killed Trey Lee) Mr. Anderson
was asked if he was going to file a Motion to Dismiss? Anderson told me that was his
intention." (That was six months ago.)  Alonzo follows his complaint with
professional standards for lawyers from the Iowa Rules of Professional Conduct.
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85 October 30 Judge's order forcing Alonzo to remain "represented" by the same
Public Defender
86 Dec 27, Christmas Present for Sarcone Amended Trial Information (Alonzo
broke, and accepted the "plea bargain", which was 5 years for owning a weapon, of
which a federal jury had found him innocent just one year before, and 10 years for
firing it in the direction of people.) The "Trial Information" - ie. the charges, were
reduced from murder to owning and firing a gun.
88 December 27 Judge's order accepting the plea "bargain".
90 January 11, 2019 Judge's Sentence: 15 years
93 January 14 Warden note
94 May 1 2020 Restitution plan $563
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March 6, 2018
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There is at least one page missing from
the court record at this point. The pages
of this document are not numbered, and
even the pages whose content led from
one to another were out of order.
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Another wild story by Patrick Young.
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This initial alibi by Patrick Young is wildly different than what
any other witness said, or than what he said later.
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Another initial Patrick alibi.

*

*
Patrick said Alonzo came out of the house, onto the porch, just prior to the
shooting. No mention of a gun. Officers said Alonzo was “very
uncooperative” when officers interviewed him. A statement like that to a
jury would certainly prejudice the jury against Alonzo, if the jury is not

Mary
Wilson

Patrick
Young

Janie
Jones

Patrick
Young

Chelse
Talton

Alonzo
Gibbs
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*
Currie, who confesses here to the murder, is the only witness
who said Alonzo even had a gun, much less shot a gun.
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10 (page missing
from the official
court record)
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Notice that there is NO expectation expressed that Murillo
will be  able to associate any gun with Alonzo
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Notice the handwritten word “speculation” on the right, after Solomon’s confession
that he was the one who shot and killed Trey Lee. These hand-written notes could

 have been written by either the prosecutor or the public defender; either are
allowed to take the entire court record home with them; neither are held
accountable if they “lose” pages or get them out of order. By calling it “speculation”,

the confession is
discounted so
Alonzo can still
be accused. But
people are not
likely to
“speculate” on
the record that
they are
murderers,
without being
pretty sure!
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March 6, 2018
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March 13, 2018
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March 14, 2018
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April 6, 2018
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April 10, 2018
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April 10, 2018

Patrick is the only witness besides Solomon Currie’s own confession that
Currie was the murderer. Patrick never said Alonzo even had a gun; the only
one who said that was Solomon, who said Alonzo was shooting at just about
everybody, and yet Solomon said he was the one who killed Trey Lee. His
willingness to admit to the murder himself contradicts his testimony that
Alonzo was shooting, since if he really believed that, how could he know it
was his bullet that killed Trey, and not Alonzo’s?

This written statement is significant not only in corroborating Solomon’s
testimony, but in establishing the prejudice of the policemen against Alonzo,
to keep accusing Alonzo even after their only two witnesses with an opinion
about who shot Trey said Solomon did it, no witness said Alonzo did it, and
the only witness who said Alonzo even had a gun was the confessed
murderer.
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April 11, 2018
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April 11, 2018
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April 12, 2018
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April 12, 2018
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May 1, 2018
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Here Alonzo denies that he ever
possessed a weapon, much less fired
it, even though his public defender,
in later asking for a later trial date,
says Alonzo admitted to having and
firing a weapon.
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The defense in a paragraph
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Processed by court clerk May 7, 2018 (submitted April 30)
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Again Alonzo denies ever even SEEING the
murder weapon, much less ever handling it or
firing it. And by the way the police never saw

or touched it either.
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May 17, 2018
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May 21, 2018
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May 22, 2018



67



68

Analysis of the prosecutor’s “resistance” to
Alonzo’s “Motion to Dismiss”:

Explanation of terms: a “Motion to Dismiss” is where the defendant asks the
judge to dismiss the charges before the case even goes to trial, because it is obvious
just from the record so far that the defendant is innocent and there is no reason to
expect more evidence against him at trial. The “Trial Information” lists the
witnesses and the charges. The charge: Alonzo “…on or about March 17,
2017,…committed Murder in the First Degree by willfully, deliberately, and with
premeditation and malice aforethought, killing Trey Leon Lee. (CLASS A
FELONY). It is further alleged that during the commission of said offense, the
defendant represented that he was in the immediate possession and control of a
dangerous weapon, displayed a dangerous weapon in a threatening manner, or was
armed with a dangerous weapon….” “The Minutes” are summaries of the
testimony of witnesses, which the prosecutor plans to present at trial. “The State”
is a prosecutor’s name for himself. For example, he does not say “I have alleged
facts”, but “the State has alleged facts” - prosecutors consider themselves qualified
to speak for the whole state.

Alonzo asked Judge Rosenberg to dismiss the case because although the
prosecutor’s “Trial Information” alleged that Alonzo shot and killed Trey Lee, the
“Minutes” contradicted the “Trial Information” - especially after the only witness
in the Minutes who said Alonzo even had a gun, Solomon Currie, confessed to the
murder himself - as reported in those same Minutes!

In other words, not only do the Minutes contain zero evidence against Alonzo,
they contain strong evidence of Alonzo’s innocence!

But lack of evidence is no reason to set a defendant free, Sarconne (Polk County
Attorney/prosecutor) told the judge! That would violate Supreme Court rulings! In
Sarconne’s argument #4 (second page prior) he wrote:

“It is improper for the district court to hold an evidentiary hearing on a
motion to dismiss based on a claim that the facts alleged in the trial
information and minutes do not constitute the offense charged. The only
[appropriate] inquiry is whether the State  has alleged facts which constitute a
crime as a matter of law [as laws define the crime]. State v. Gonzalez, 718
N.W.2d 304 (Iowa 2006)((7/21/06).”

Seriously? Lack of evidence is a legally inappropriate reason to drop criminal
charges? Is American law, indeed, that irrational?
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Polk County Attorney John Sarconne’s office thinks so, and Judge Rosenberg, in
his Order (following page), thinks so. But what about the Iowa Supreme Court?
The prosecutor cited three cases as authority for his incredible theory of law,
starting with Gonzalez. Does Gonzalez actually say lack of evidence is no reason to
set a defendant free?

Absurd result, from Scott’s first brief. Yes, technically prosecutor doesn’t have to
reveal all his evidence of guilt; just exculpatory evidence.  But isn’t there some
point where the evidencc of innocence in the minutes is so overwhelming that the
lack of evidence of guilt raises the question whether the prosecutor is withholding
evidence? Is there no obligation to reveal evidence of guilt? Does Brady focus only
on exculpatory evidence because prosecutors need no prodding to share evidence
against?

6th amendment, must see the witnesses against him; so if a prosecutor speeds
ahead to trial without any evidence in support revealed to defendant, he is either
concealing evidence required by 6th Amendment or he has no evidence, either is
ground for dismissal.

https://www.nolo.com/legal-encyclopedia/what-when-the-prosecution-must-
disclose.html

Can prosecutors spring evidence on defendants like they do on TV?

No. In the past, prosecutors could guard evidence from defendants with the
same fervor toddlers show in protecting toy trucks and dolls from their siblings.
Defendants couldn’t force prosecutors to hand over witness statements or even
reveal the names of their witnesses. Now the view that advance disclosure will
promote fairer trials has taken hold—if defense attorneys know ahead of time what
to expect, they can better defend their clients.

Surprise evidence may produce fine drama, but it leads to poor justice. Unlike
prosecutors, defendants can’t call on police agencies to help them investigate and
respond to evidence they find out about for the first time at trial. Thus, every
jurisdiction (each state and the federal government) has discovery rules requiring
prosecutors to disclose evidence to defendants prior to trial.

what Sarconne said Gonzalez says?
Here is the context in Gonzalez from which Sarconne lifted his quote: “We accept

the facts alleged by the State in the trial information and attached minutes
as true. Id. ‘We will reverse [overturn] the trial court’s dismissal of the charge at
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issue [the lower court - the District Court - had dismissed the charges ] if the facts
the State has alleged charge [describe] a crime as a matter of law.’ Id.”

In other words, courts should let a case proceed to trial so long as both the “trial
information” (the prosecutor’s claims) and the “minutes” (summaries of what the
witnesses say) support the charge. The second sentence, which the prosecutor
roughly quoted, doesn’t mention the minutes but it is in the context of the first
sentence, which presumes that both the “trial information” and “minutes” agree.

The Supreme Court didn’t say what a judge should do when they don’t agree, but
contradict each other as in Alonzo’s case, as Alonzo pointed out in his Motion.

Gonzales was not the case for that distinction to even come up, since there was
no dispute in that case over facts. Gonzalez apparently conceded that he touched a
female patient’s privates. His quibble was about whether the law applied to him.
The law was about nastiness like that during counseling, but he wasn’t a
counselor. Or something like that. We would expect the Court’s statement about
accepting alleged facts to have been stated more carefully had it been relevant to
the case. As it was, it was only mentioned as part of the reason “Motions to
Dismiss” are normally considered only when the issue is whether the law even
applies to the alleged facts.

The Supreme Court could not have agreed with the prosecutor without violating
the U.S. Constitution. Our 6th Amendment says “In all criminal prosecutions, the
accused shall enjoy the right to…be informed of the nature (what the defendant is
accused of doing) and cause (the law that makes that a crime) of the accusation; n;
to be confronted with the witnesses against him….”

The point of these rights is to enable the accused to prepare a defense. How can
you prepare for a trial where the charges against you are kept secret? It’s like
defending your reputation against gossip which you never hear. So it is not enough
to be told “you killed someone sometime, someone said.” If you did it, no problem;
you know. But if you didn’t, you need to know what lies are told about you so you
can think about how to refute them. Prosecutor Sarconne would only say “you did
it.” He even said “the Minutes say who said so.” Except they don’t. They say Alonzo
didn’t do it. How can Alonzo prepare a defense against a claim whose support, if it
exists, is not revealed to him? On the other hand, if there really is no more
evidence against him than the Minutes indicate, why does the prosecutor want to
go to trial? Prosecutors don’t generally like to lose cases. It looks bad on their
resumes.

The point of the 6th Amendment - to be able to prepare for trial - includes
knowing what witnesses and evidence you are up against before trial too, according
to Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963). The case established that the
prosecution must turn over all evidence that might exonerate the defendant
(exculpatory evidence) to the defense.

Brady articulated the concern that the prosecutor’s motive for withholding
exculpatory evidence could be as degenerate as mere irritation at losing a case:
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May 30, 2018
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Apparently there was a hearing
May 30 in which Judge Rosenberg
ruled without reading the affidavit
of Young asserting Alonzo’s
innocence and describing the
prosecutors’ pressure on him to
accuse Alonzo.

Alonzo disputes the Public Defender’s
claim that Wisdom’s motion to replace

counsel lacked Alonzo’s support; the PD
hasn’t even talked to Alonzo. How could

they confirm his support for them?

June 20, 2018
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August 24, 2018
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,
Press Release
 High Importance!

Des Moines, Iowa, September 02, 2018. It is urgent that the public is made
aware of the fact that the state of Iowa is currently holding Alonzo Marvon Gibbs
unconstitutionally in police custody.  Alonzo Marvon Gibbs has been in custody at
the Polk County Jail in Des Moines, Iowa for over a year.

Mr. Gibbs who had been found not guilty of federal firearm charges in January
26, 2018; soon after the non-guilty verdict, Des Moines police apprehended and
arrested Mr. Gibbs of being suspect in the murder of Trey Lee that took place on
March 17, 2017.

The Des Moines State prosecutor’s main witness, an injured party of the
incident, Patrick Young , stepped forward to clear Gibbs in the death of Trey Lee
with pertinent information; and has made numerous attempts and phone calls to
reach out to Mr. Gibbs’s attorneys Amy Keeps and Trevor Anderson with the Public
Defender's Office. Young’s calls have not been returned. Young also completed a
written affidavit, as well as a video affidavit, admitting that Detective Towner and
Detective Wilson coerced him to state initially that Alonzo Gibbs was the shooter
that killed Trey Lee.  Young also states in the affidavit who the shooter was that
killed Trey Lee.

Dispositions of this case started on July 30, 2018 and witnesses and material
witnesses has stated Alonzo Gibbs did not kill Trey Lee, nor have they identified
Gibbs involvement in the incident that took place March 17, 2017.

Now that prosecutors are aware of the facts they have not yet released Gibbs.
Gibbs has submitted motion on his behalf to the judge to remove the Public

Defender Attorneys on the case, as well as motion to dismiss the case, and his rights
keep being denied. I am calling the public's attention to this matter of
unprofessionalism and corruption of the judicial system in the state of Iowa and
asking for all to join us in requesting to FREE ALONZO MARVON GIBBS.

For more information regarding this case in its entirety and how you can
help, please contact Wisdom S. Williams at 954 826 4750, or email
wisdomwilliams@rocketmail.com.

###

September 2, 2018 - After the Public Defender STILL refused to move
for dismissal, even after Solomon Currie confessed to the murder and no othjer
witness than Solomon  even said Alonzo HAD a gun - in other words, after our
legal system appeared completely insane and uncorrectable, Alonzo’s mother,

Wisdom, notifed media with this Press Release. (This is the only page of these
documents which was not in the court record.)
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September 10, 2018
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September 18, 2018
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October 30, 2018
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December 27, 2018
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December 27, 2018
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January 11, 2019
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January 14, 2019
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May 1, 2020


