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SUMMARY

The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the summary dismissal of Irwin Ryan Ray Adams’s post-
conviction relief petition following his conviction for felony vehicular manslaughter. The court held
that Adams failed to establish a genuine issue of material fact showing prejudice from counsel’s failure
to present accident-reconstruction testimony or investigate and present evidence concerning the
vehicle’s mechanical condition.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Adams petitioned the Idaho Supreme Court for review of the Idaho
Court of Appeals' affirmance of the Jerome County district court's
summary dismissal of his post-conviction relief petition alleging
ineffective assistance of trial counsel.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a petition for review, the Idaho Supreme Court directly reviews the
lower court's decision while giving serious consideration to the Court
of Appeals' views. Review of summary dismissal of a post-conviction
petition asks whether the pleadings, depositions, admissions, and
affidavits establish a genuine issue of material fact. Summary
dismissal is reviewed under the procedural principles governing
summary judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court properly summarily dismissed Adams's ineffective-assistance claim based on
counsel's failure to present accident-reconstruction expert Carl Cover's testimony.

2. Whether the district court properly summarily dismissed Adams's ineffective-assistance claim based on
counsel's failure to investigate and present evidence concerning mechanical limitations of Adams's
vehicle.

3. Whether the post-conviction materials established a genuine issue of material fact regarding prejudice
under Strickland.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court properly concluded that Cover's proposed testimony was speculative, conclusory, and
unsupported by the facts in the record, and therefore would have been inadmissible and insufficient to
establish a genuine issue of material fact or a reasonable probability of a different trial result.

2. The district court properly concluded that the proposed mechanic's testimony did not establish a
reasonable probability that the jury's verdict would have been different.

3. Summary dismissal was proper because Adams failed to present a genuine issue of material fact that, if
resolved in his favor, would entitle him to post-conviction relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A post-conviction relief claim based on ineffective assistance of counsel will only avoid summary dismissal
where the defendant establishes the existence of material issues of fact as to whether: (1) counsel’s
performance was objectively deficient and; (2) the deficiency prejudiced the defendant’s case.” (536-537)

“Expert opinion that is speculative, conclusory, or unsubstantiated by facts in the record does not assist the
jury in rendering its verdict and, therefore, is inadmissible as evidence.” (540)

“Given the overwhelming evidence supporting the jury’s verdict, we conclude that it is not reasonably
probable that the mechanic’s testimony would have changed the outcome of the trial.” (542)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Adams lost control of his vehicle while traveling at a high speed, crashed, and caused the death of his passenger.
The State's accident-reconstruction evidence indicated that Adams was traveling approximately 108 miles per
hour in a 50-mile-per-hour zone, while Adams contended that he was traveling no faster than 75 miles per hour



and that another vehicle had caused the crash. Trial counsel did not present retained accident-reconstruction
expert Carl Cover or evidence concerning alleged mechanical limitations of Adams's vehicle.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Adams was convicted by a jury of felony vehicular manslaughter and later filed a post-conviction petition
alleging that trial counsel failed to present accident-reconstruction testimony and evidence concerning
mechanical limitations of his vehicle. The district court summarily dismissed the petition, the Court of Appeals
affirmed, and the Idaho Supreme Court granted review and affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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