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SUMMARY

The New Mexico Supreme Court held that the termination of Abraham Baca’s DWI trial in magistrate

court was a procedural dismissal, rather than an acquittal on the merits. Because the dismissal was

based on a defective refiled complaint and occurred before the State completed its case, the Double

Jeopardy Clause did not bar further prosecution. The Court affirmed the district court’s ruling allowing

the State’s appeal and further prosecution.
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The State petitioned for certiorari to review the Court of Appeals'
determination that a magistrate court termination constituted an
acquittal and barred the State from appealing or reprosecuting the

defendant.

The Supreme Court reviewed the district court's factual findings
concerning the reconstructed magistrate proceedings for substantial
evidence and reviewed its legal conclusions de novo. Double jeopardy
claims generally receive de novo review, but factual issues intertwined

with the analysis are reviewed deferentially.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the magistrate court's termination of the DWI prosecution was an acquittal on the merits or a
procedural dismissal.

2. Whether the district court properly reconstructed the unrecorded magistrate proceedings and made
findings supported by substantial evidence.

3. Whether the federal or New Mexico Double Jeopardy Clause barred the State from appealing the

procedural dismissal and continuing the prosecution.

HOLDINGS

1. The magistrate court's termination was a procedural dismissal, not an acquittal on the merits, because it
resulted from a pleading defect and suppression sanction unrelated to the sufficiency of the State's
evidence.

2. Substantial evidence supported the district court's findings that the magistrate judge dismissed the case
on procedural grounds rather than acquitting Baca.

3. Neither the Fifth Amendment nor Article II, Section 15 of the New Mexico Constitution barred the State
from appealing the procedural dismissal or continuing the prosecution.

4. The Court declined to adopt a broader state constitutional rule that would alter ordinary fact-finding
procedures or presume that a magistrate court termination favored the defendant for double jeopardy

purposes.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus an “acquittal” includes “a ruling by the court that the evidence is insufficient to convict,” a factual
finding [that] necessarily establish[es] the criminal defendant’s lack of criminal culpability,” and any other

“rulin[g] which relate[s] to the ultimate question of guilt or innocence.” ( 23)
“substance rather than labels will continue to control our double jeopardy analyses.” (1 42)

“Because Defendant successfully urged the magistrate judge to terminate Defendant’s trial for procedural
reasons without a true determination of guilt or innocence, no matter what words defense counsel or the
magistrate judge might have used in characterizing the ruling, the Double Jeopardy Clause of the Fifth

Amendment to the United States Constitution does not bar continued prosecution of Defendant’s DWI

charge.” (1 43)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Abraham Baca was prosecuted for aggravated DWI and driving left of center. After an earlier complaint had
been dismissed without prejudice, the State refiled the charges without the identifying information required by
Rule 6-506A(C). During the nonjury magistrate trial, the magistrate suppressed the testimony of the arresting
officer as a sanction for the pleading defect and terminated the case before the State presented its remaining
witnesses. The original written order stated that the case was dismissed with prejudice, but a later order entered
after the State appealed purported to characterize the disposition as an acquittal.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The magistrate court dismissed the DWI prosecution with prejudice after the defendant moved to suppress a
prosecution witness's testimony based on a defective refiled complaint and sought a directed verdict. The district
court reconstructed the unrecorded proceedings, determined that the termination was a procedural dismissal
rather than an acquittal, and denied the defendant's motion to dismiss the State's appeal. The Court of Appeals
reversed, and the New Mexico Supreme Court granted certiorari, reversed the Court of Appeals, and remanded
for further proceedings.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the Court of Appeals and remand to the district court for further proceedings consistent with the

opinion, including continuation of the State's appeal and prosecution without a double jeopardy bar.
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