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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court vacated the court of appeals’ decision and affirmed Wayne Samuel Barnes’s

convictions for third-degree burglary and second-degree theft as a habitual offender. The court held

that, even assuming trial counsel should have requested an accomplice-corroboration instruction,

Barnes failed to establish a reasonable probability of a different result because the accomplice

testimony was substantially corroborated and other evidence strongly supported guilt. The court

preserved for postconviction proceedings a separate ineffective-assistance claim concerning counsel’s

elicitation of evidence about a tire theft and upheld the consecutive sentences.
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The State sought further review of the Iowa Court of Appeals' decision
reversing Barnes's convictions for third-degree burglary and second-
degree theft on ineffective-assistance grounds. The Iowa Supreme
Court vacated the court of appeals' decision and affirmed the district

court judgment.

Ineffective-assistance claims were analyzed under the essential-duty
and prejudice framework. The sentence was reviewed for abuse of
discretion. Evidentiary issues were analyzed under the relevance,
materiality, and unfair-prejudice standards applicable to other-bad-acts

evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to request a jury instruction requiring corroboration of

alleged accomplice testimony.

. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for eliciting and failing to object to evidence concerning Barnes's

alleged involvement in stealing a tire and rim.

. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to object to testimony that Barnes said, in substance,

that he would burn his sister's house down if he could.

. Whether the district court imposed consecutive sentences without adequately stating its reasons.

. Whether the district court applied the wrong standard to Barnes's motion for new trial; the Supreme

Court did not further consider this issue because Barnes did not continue to challenge the district court's

finding.

HOLDINGS

1.

Even assuming Rex and Sayer were accomplices and counsel had a duty to request a corroboration
instruction, Barnes failed to establish a reasonable probability that the trial outcome would have been
different. The substantial corroborating evidence and the remaining persuasive evidence defeated the

prejudice prong of the ineffective-assistance claim.

. The ineffective-assistance claim based on counsel's elicitation of the tire-and-rim evidence was

preserved for postconviction relief because the existing record did not establish whether counsel's

conduct was a reasonable strategic decision or deficient performance.

. Counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to Rex's testimony about Barnes's statement that, if he

could, he would burn his sister's house. The testimony was admissible because it was relevant to motive,

and its probative value was not substantially outweighed by unfair prejudice.

. The district court adequately stated reasons for imposing consecutive fifteen-year sentences. Its

explanation concerning Barnes's criminal history, lack of work experience, lack of rehabilitation, need to
protect society, and need to remove him from society sufficiently encompassed the decision to impose

consecutive terms.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To prevail on an ineffective-assistance-of-counsel claim, a defendant must show: “(1) counsel failed to

perform an essential duty; and (2) prejudice resulted.”” (at 823)

“Although the reasons need not be detailed, at least a cursory explanation must be provided to allow

appellate review of the trial court’s discretionary action.” (at 832)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Barnes kept pigs at his sister and brother-in-law's rural Calhoun County acreage before abandoning the pigs and
moving to Kansas. After returning to Iowa, a riding lawn mower was stolen from the acreage and later pawned
by Barnes's girlfriend, Brandi Rex, who testified that Barnes participated in taking and pawning it. Another
witness, Brian Sayer, testified that Barnes asked for help stealing the mower and later helped arrange its pawn.
Nonaccomplice evidence corroborated the testimony, including evidence concerning the mower's location, the
damaged shed, Barnes's claimed debt involving the pigs, and the description of the man accompanying Rex at

the pawnshop.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Barnes of third-degree burglary and second-degree theft, both as a habitual offender, and
imposed consecutive fifteen-year indeterminate sentences. The district court denied a motion for new trial. The
court of appeals initially remanded for reconsideration of the new-trial motion, after which the district court
found the conviction was not contrary to the weight of the evidence; the court of appeals then reversed and
remanded for a new trial based on counsel's failure to request an accomplice-corroboration instruction. The

Supreme Court of Iowa granted further review, vacated the court of appeals decision, and affirmed the district

court.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The court of appeals decision was vacated. The ineffective-assistance claim concerning counsel's elicitation of
the tire-and-rim evidence was preserved for postconviction-relief proceedings; the district court judgment was
otherwise affirmed.
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