SUPREME COURT OF IOWA

State of Iowa v. Deyawna Leanett Taylor

881 N.W.2d 72 (Iowa 2016) - No. No. 14-2075 - Decided June 17, 2016

SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Iowa held that the State failed to establish either good cause for delaying trial

beyond Iowa's ninety-day speedy-trial deadline or a knowing and intelligent waiver by the defendant.

The court rejected reliance on Taylor's incarceration in another county, her proffer agreement, and the

timing of her pretrial motion to dismiss. It vacated the court of appeals decision, reversed the district

court judgment, and remanded for dismissal of all charges.
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Taylor sought further review after the Iowa Court of Appeals affirmed
her convictions. The Supreme Court of Iowa vacated the court of
appeals decision, reversed the district court judgment, and remanded

for dismissal of all charges.

The court reviewed the district court's ruling on the speedy-trial
motion for abuse of discretion, while recognizing that the district

court's discretion narrows when speedy-trial grounds are at issue.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the State established good cause for failing to bring Taylor to trial within ninety days under
Iowa Rule of Criminal Procedure 2.33(2)(b).

2. Whether Taylor knowingly and intelligently waived her speedy-trial right by entering into the proffer

agreement after the speedy-trial deadline had expired.

3. Whether Taylor waived her speedy-trial right by asserting it only two days before the scheduled trial.

HOLDINGS

1. The State failed to establish good cause for the delay because it presented no evidence showing due

diligence in locating Taylor or bringing her to court while she was in state custody.

2. The State failed to prove that Taylor knowingly and intelligently waived her speedy-trial right through

the proffer agreement; mere acquiescence to a delayed trial is insufficient.

3. Taylor did not waive speedy trial solely by filing her pretrial motion to dismiss two days before the
scheduled trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under our cases, good cause to avoid speedy trial must be rooted in facts, not conclusions.” (at 78)

“Clearly, the State failed to show the defendant knowingly and intelligently waived speedy trial rights as part
of the alleged proffer agreement in this case.” (at 80)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The State filed charges against Taylor on July 28, 2014. Taylor did not appear for her scheduled arraignment
because she was incarcerated in Polk County on unrelated charges, and she was not arraigned in Story County
until November 12, after the ninety-day speedy-trial deadline had expired. On that date, she entered into a
proffer agreement under which the charges would be reduced if she cooperated in another prosecution, and trial
was set for December 16. Taylor moved to dismiss on December 8, but the district court found that she had

waived speedy trial.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The State charged Taylor with driving while barred and prostitution. After the ninety-day speedy-trial period
expired, Taylor entered into a proffer agreement concerning cooperation in another prosecution and later moved
to dismiss on speedy-trial grounds. The district court denied the motion, Taylor was convicted following a trial
on the minutes, and the Iowa Court of Appeals affirmed. The Supreme Court of lowa granted further review and
ordered dismissal.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The district court was directed to dismiss all charges. The dismissal was an absolute dismissal, or discharge with

prejudice.
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