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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court affirmed Arif Hajtic’s convictions for three counts of third-degree burglary
and one count of first-degree robbery. The court held that the police made the good-faith effort
required by Iowa Code section 232.11(2) to notify Hajtic’s mother, and that Hajtic knowingly,
intelligently, and voluntarily waived his Miranda rights. The court also upheld consolidation of the
charges and found sufficient evidence to support the convictions, while preserving Hajtic’s ineffective-
assistance-of-counsel claims for possible postconviction proceedings.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the police made the good-faith effort required by Iowa Code section 232.11(2) to inform
Hajtic's mother of his custody, the alleged acts, his location, and her right to confer with him.

2. Whether Hajtic knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his Miranda rights and whether his
confession was admissible.

3. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support the convictions when considered with the accomplice
testimony and Hajtic's confession.

4. Whether the district court abused its discretion by consolidating the burglary and robbery trials under
Iowa Rule of Criminal Procedure 2.6(1).

5. Whether the record was sufficient on direct appeal to decide Hajtic's ineffective-assistance claims.

HOLDINGS

1. For a juvenile at least sixteen years old charged with offenses within Iowa Code section 232.11(1)(a),
section 232.11(2) does not require parental consent to a Miranda waiver; it requires only a good-faith
effort to notify the parent of the child's custody, the alleged delinquent act, the child's location, and the
parent's right to visit and confer.

2. Hajtic's Miranda waiver was valid because it was made knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily, and his
confession was properly admitted.

3. The convictions were supported by sufficient evidence because Eric Miller's accomplice testimony was
corroborated by Hajtic's admissible confession, which tended to connect Hajtic with the offenses.

4. The district court did not abuse its discretion by consolidating the burglary and robbery trials because the
offenses arose from a common scheme or plan and Hajtic's interest in severance did not outweigh the
State's interest in judicial economy.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In summary, even if Hajtic is correct that his sister did not accurately translate the contents of the Miranda
warning to his mother, this was not fatal to the State’s use of his confession because his mother was given all
the information required by Iowa Code section 232.11(2).” (p. 5)

“Only if the “totality of the circumstances surrounding the interrogation” reveal both an uncoerced choice
and the requisite level of comprehension may a court properly conclude that the Miranda rights have been
waived.” (p. 6)

“On our de novo review of the record, we conclude that Hajtic’s waiver of his Miranda rights was valid, and
his confession was voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently made.” (p. 11)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Seventeen-year-old Arif Hajtic was arrested in the early morning hours of December 19, 2002, in connection
with several burglaries and a robbery. Police notified his mother, who spoke little English, using Hajtic's
fourteen-year-old sister to translate; his mother was given the information required by Iowa Code section
232.11(2), and Hajtic signed a Miranda waiver after the warnings were read and explained. The interrogation
and waiver proceedings were recorded, and Hajtic confessed to participating in the offenses with Eric Miller.
The charged crimes occurred within a twenty-four-hour period, involved similar objectives and transportation,
and took place in the same general area.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hajtic was arrested and questioned regarding a series of burglaries and a robbery. The Iowa District Court for
Black Hawk County admitted his statements, consolidated the burglary and robbery trials, denied his motion for
judgment of acquittal, and entered judgment and sentence after conviction. The Supreme Court of Iowa affirmed,
while preserving his ineffective-assistance claim for possible postconviction proceedings.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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