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OPINION



The appellant, Joseph L. Brown (petitioner), appeals as of right from a judgment of
the trial court dismissing his post-conviction action after an evidentiary hearing. In this
court, the petitioner contends the trial court “erred in failing to Sustain your Petitioner’'s
Petition for Post Conviction Relief, and grant him a new trial in his case.” After a thorough
review of the record, the briefs submitted by the parties, and the law governing the issues
presented for review, it is the opinion of this court that the judgment of the trial court should
be affirmed pursuant to Rule 20, Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals. The evidence
contained in the record does not preponderate against the trial court’s findings of fact.

The petitioner claimed he was denied his constitutional right to the effective
assistance of counsel. He faults counsel for failing to provide him with copies of everything
contained in counsel’s file and for assuring him the parole board would release him after
he served 30 percent of his sentence.

Defense counsel testified he met with the petitioner on severaloccasions. Counsel
discussed the content of the petitioner’s statement, the co-defendant’s statement, and the
results of the investigation. The petitioner told another assistant public defender he would
plead guilty if the state would offer the minimum sentence. The state reduced the offer to
the minimum sentence, and the petitioner entered a plea of guilty pursuant to the plea
agreement. Counsel testified he explained the parole process to the petitioner, but he did
not tell or guarantee the petitioner he would automatically be released on parole after
serving 30 percent of his sentence.

The petitioner admitted he committed the crime. He also admitted he was pleased
with the guilty plea and sentence until he was tumed down for parole. He did not seek
post-conviction relief until he met the parole board on two occasions and was denied
parole. At the post-conviction hearing, the petitioner said he understood that while a co-
defendant shot and seriously injured the victim, he could be tried for the same offense

because they committed the crime together.
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