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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court dismissed David J. Treptow’s direct appeal from convictions entered
following guilty pleas. The court held that Iowa Code sections 814.6 and 814.7 do not violate
separation-of-powers, equal-protection, or due-process principles, and that Treptow failed to establish
good cause for an appeal as a matter of right. Because he waived a motion in arrest of judgment and
could not raise ineffective-assistance claims on direct appeal, the court concluded it lacked jurisdiction
to provide relief.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Iowa Code section 814.6(1)(a)(3), restricting direct appeals from convictions following guilty
pleas absent good cause, violates separation of powers.

2. Whether Iowa Code section 814.7, requiring ineffective-assistance claims to be presented and resolved
initially in postconviction-relief proceedings, violates separation of powers.

3. Whether Iowa Code sections 814.6 and 814.7 violate federal or state equal-protection guarantees.

4. Whether Iowa Code section 814.7 violates due process by preventing presentation of ineffective-
assistance claims on direct appeal.

5. Whether Treptow established good cause to pursue a direct appeal following his guilty plea.

6. Whether the court could decide Treptow's challenge to Iowa Code section 814.29 despite dismissing the
appeal for lack of jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. Iowa Code sections 814.6(1)(a)(3) and 814.7, whether considered separately or together, do not violate
the separation-of-powers doctrine.

2. Requiring defendants who plead guilty to non-class-A offenses to establish good cause for a direct
appeal, and requiring ineffective-assistance claims to be brought initially in postconviction proceedings,
does not violate federal or state equal-protection guarantees.

3. There is no due process right to present ineffective-assistance-of-counsel claims on direct appeal; due
process requires only an opportunity to present those claims in some forum.

4. Treptow did not establish good cause to pursue a direct appeal as a matter of right under Iowa Code
section 814.6(1)(a)(3).

5. The court declined to adopt plain-error review and reiterated that Iowa courts have repeatedly rejected it.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is no due process right to present claims of ineffective assistance of counsel on direct appeal. Due
process merely requires an opportunity to present those claims in some forum.” (14)

“Because Treptow has not established good cause to pursue a direct appeal as a matter of right, this court is
without jurisdiction to hear the appeal.” (17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police responding to a domestic-disturbance call entered Treptow's residence, smelled marijuana, and observed
what appeared to be marijuana in an ashtray. A cotenant consented to a search, during which officers seized
approximately .17 grams of methamphetamine, 885.33 grams of marijuana, 81.62 grams of marijuana
concentrate, and drug paraphernalia. Treptow pleaded guilty to three drug-related offenses under a plea



agreement, waived his right to delay sentencing and to file a motion in arrest of judgment, and was sentenced
immediately.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Treptow pleaded guilty to possession with intent to deliver marijuana, failure to affix a drug tax stamp, and
gathering where controlled substances are used. The Iowa District Court for Buchanan County accepted the
pleas, imposed an indeterminate sentence not exceeding twelve years, and sentenced him immediately. Treptow
did not file a motion in arrest of judgment. The Supreme Court of Iowa held that he had not established good
cause to appeal following a guilty plea and dismissed the appeal for lack of jurisdiction.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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