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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Iowa held that imposing a repayment obligation on an acquitted indigent

defendant without first determining the defendant's ability to pay violated the right to counsel under

the federal and state constitutions. The court also held that Iowa's reimbursement scheme violated

equal protection by effectively denying acquitted defendants statutory exemptions available to

ordinary civil judgment debtors and by treating certain indigent defendants differently in repayment

obligations. The court reversed and remanded for further proceedings, including a hearing on Dudley's

reasonable ability to pay, and held that a court reporter fee was improperly included in the judgment.
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Dudley appealed postacquittal orders requiring him to reimburse the
State for the costs of court-appointed legal assistance. The lowa Court
of Appeals rejected his constitutional and ineffective-assistance

claims. The Supreme Court of Iowa granted further review.

Constitutional claims are reviewed de novo. Issues involving statutory

construction are reviewed for correction of errors at law.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether imposing a mandatory reimbursement obligation on an acquitted indigent defendant without

first determining his reasonable ability to pay violates the federal and state rights to counsel.

2. Whether the repayment plan violated equal protection by denying Dudley the statutory exemptions from
execution available to ordinary civil judgment debtors.

3. Whether equal protection prohibited requiring an acquitted indigent defendant to repay attorney fees
exceeding the statutory fee limitation applicable to convicted defendants represented by a public

defender.

4. Whether Dudley had a right to appointed counsel in postacquittal proceedings under lowa Code chapter
815.

5. Whether counsel was ineffective for failing to raise the equal-protection claims and to object to the court

reporter fee.

6. Whether the reimbursement process violated procedural due process because Dudley lacked adequate

notice or a meaningful opportunity to be heard.

7. Whether the inclusion of a statutory court reporter fee in the reimbursement judgment was authorized.

HOLDINGS

1. A cost judgment may not constitutionally be imposed on an acquitted indigent defendant unless the court
first determines that the defendant is or will be reasonably able to pay it. lowa Code section 815.9, as

applied to acquitted defendants without that safeguard, infringes the federal and state rights to counsel.

2. A repayment plan for an acquitted indigent defendant violates equal protection if it deprives the

defendant of statutory exemptions from execution that are available to other civil judgment debtors.

3. It violates equal protection to impose on an acquitted indigent defendant a cost judgment exceeding the
statutory attorney-fee limitation applicable to a convicted defendant represented by a public defender
when no rational basis supports the distinction.

4. An indigent acquitted defendant is entitled to appointed counsel in postacquittal proceedings involving
the entry of a chapter 815 cost judgment because those proceedings remain part of the criminal

prosecution through final judgment on behalf of the State.

5. Dudley established ineffective assistance because reasonably competent counsel should have challenged
the lack of a rational basis for charging an acquitted defendant attorney fees exceeding the statutory

public-defender limitation, and the omission prejudiced him.

6. A statutory court reporter fee is not part of the legal-assistance costs recoverable from an acquitted
defendant under lowa Code section 815.9, and the district court erred by including the fee in Dudley's

cost judgment.

7. Dudley was not denied procedural due process because he received notice of the reimbursement

obligation and a hearing before the final cost judgment was entered.



KEY QUOTATIONS

“A cost judgment may not be constitutionally imposed on a defendant unless a determination is first made
that the defendant is or will be reasonably able to pay the judgment.” (615)

“Because the criminal case did not end, by definition, until the cost judgment had been entered against

Dudley and in favor of the State, Dudley was entitled to counsel for the postacquittal proceedings.” (620)

“The hearing afforded Dudley was "at a meaningful time" and was conducted "in a meaningful manner" as

required by the Due Process Clause.” (626)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Dudley, an indigent criminal defendant, was provided appointed counsel and was later acquitted by a jury. After
dismissal of the criminal case, the district court ordered him to reimburse the State for the full costs of his legal
assistance and imposed a $200 monthly payment plan. Dudley testified that his only income was Social Security
benefits and challenged the repayment obligation, the payment plan, the inclusion of a court reporter fee, and the

effectiveness of counsel in the postacquittal proceedings.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Dudley was acquitted by a jury, and the criminal case was dismissed. The district court later entered a cost
judgment for the full costs of his legal assistance and ordered payment of $200 per month after an evidentiary
hearing. The court of appeals affirmed, but the Supreme Court of Iowa vacated that decision, reversed the district

court judgment, and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The district court must conduct a hearing and determine Dudley's reasonable ability to pay before entering any
cost judgment. Any repayment order must limit attorney fees to the applicable $1,000 statutory fee limitation,
exclude statutory court reporter fees and other court costs, and preserve the protections available to ordinary
civil judgment debtors.
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