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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF IOWA

No. 168 / 00-0795

Filed November 26, 2001

IN RE THE DETENTION OF TRAVIS VAUGHN

STATE OF IOWA,


Appellee,

vs.

TRAVIS VAUGHN,


Appellant.

________________________________________________________________________

Appeal from the Iowa District Court for Clinton County, Nancy S. Tabor, Judge.

Respondent appeals from his commitment as a sexually violent predator.  AFFIRMED.


Mark Smith, First Assistant State Public Defender, and Christopher A. Cooklin, Assistant Public Defender, for appellant.


Thomas J. Miller, Attorney General, and Scott D. Brown and Roxann M. Ryan, Assistant Attorneys General, for appellee.


Considered by Larson, P.J., and Carter, and Neuman, JJ.

PER CURIAM.
Travis Vaughn appeals from his commitment as a sexually violent predator under Iowa Code chapter 229A (1999).  He raises several arguments, all of which have been previously rejected by this court.

Vaughn argues chapter 229A violates due process because it fails to provide for less restrictive alternatives than confinement.  We have previously rejected this argument, finding there is a reasonable fit between the State’s purpose and confinement in a secure facility.  See In re Detention of Garren, 620 N.W.2d 275, 285 (Iowa 2000).  

Vaughn next contends his counsel was ineffective in failing to argue the State was required to prove his mental disorder impaired his volitional control to the degree that he could not control his dangerous behavior.  We need not reach the question of whether the principles of ineffective assistance of counsel apply in chapter 229A proceedings because the merits of Vaughn’s claim were recently rejected in In re Detention of Ewoldt, 634 N.W.2d 622 (Iowa 2001).  In Ewoldt we addressed what degree of volitional impairment is necessary under Iowa Code section 229A.2(4) and held the statute does not require a total lack of volitional control.  Id. at 623-24.  

Finally, Vaughn claims chapter 229A is punitive in nature and double jeopardy and ex post facto principles apply.  We rejected these arguments in Garren, and that opinion is controlling here.  Garren, 620 N.W.2d 283-84 (Iowa 2000).  

We affirm the judgment of commitment entered by the district court.  

AFFIRMED. 

This opinion shall not be published.

