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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court affirmed Jeffrey Lee Stendrup’s convictions for first-degree murder and
first-degree robbery arising from his beating of Jeremy McDowell during a robbery. The court held
that the evidence was sufficient to establish Stendrup’s intent to commit theft and his responsibility for
McDowell’s death, despite McDowell’s methamphetamine use and underlying health conditions. The
court also concluded that the district court improperly limited expert testimony concerning the cause
and manner of death, but that the record supported the convictions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court abused its discretion by limiting expert and autopsy evidence concerning the
cause and manner of McDowell's death.

2. Whether substantial evidence supported the finding that Stendrup had the specific intent to commit theft
necessary for first-degree robbery.

3. Whether substantial evidence supported a finding that Stendrup's assault was a factual, or but-for, cause
of McDowell's death.

4. Whether the district court abused its discretion in denying Stendrup's motion for a new trial based on the
weight of the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court abused its discretion by requiring redaction of the autopsy report and limiting the
medical examiner's testimony concerning the cause and manner of McDowell's death. The court
correctly allowed the expert to answer hypothetical questions based on facts supported by the record.

2. Substantial evidence supported the finding that Stendrup had the specific intent to commit theft, and the
fact that he did not successfully take property did not defeat the robbery convictions.

3. Iowa law requires proof that the defendant's conduct was a factual, or but-for, cause of the victim's
death. Substantial evidence established that Stendrup's assault was a but-for cause of McDowell's death.

4. The court did not need to decide whether to adopt the civil scope-of-liability standard in criminal cases
because, for felony murder, the legislature has determined that commission of a dangerous predicate
felony causing death establishes liability without regard to the defendant's intent to cause death.

5. The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Stendrup's motion for a new trial based on the
weight of the evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When the testimony is viewed in the light most favorable to the State, there is substantial evidence Stendrup’s
physical assault of McDowell was a factual or but-for cause of McDowell’s death.” (at 23)

“When a person engages in conduct dangerous enough to serve as a predicate felony for felony murder, as
Stendrup did here, and when the person’s conduct is the factual cause of the death of another while
participating in the predicate felony, as Stendrup’s was here, then the legislature has already determined as a
policy matter that the person is guilty of murder in the first degree without regard to intent.” (at 25)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



During a dispute involving stolen property, Jeffrey Stendrup went to a residence where Jeremy McDowell was
present, entered with a bat, demanded his property, and repeatedly beat McDowell. McDowell, a chronic
methamphetamine user with coronary artery disease and pulmonary emphysema, became unresponsive during or
immediately after the assault and died from sudden cardiac arrhythmia in the setting of methamphetamine
toxicity and the altercation. Evidence included witness testimony, phone records, Stendrup's statements, blood
and fingerprint evidence on the bat, and expert testimony that the assault was a factual cause of death.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Stendrup was charged with, among other offenses, first-degree murder and first-degree robbery. After his trial
was severed from codefendant Sheeder's, Stendrup waived a jury and proceeded to a bench trial; he also pleaded
guilty to suborning perjury and witness tampering. The district court found him guilty of first-degree murder and
first-degree robbery, imposed life imprisonment without parole for murder and twenty-five years for robbery,
and denied his motion for a new trial. The Supreme Court of Iowa affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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