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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 

STATE OF IDAHO, 
 

Plaintiff-Respondent, 
 
v. 
 
ANTHONY J. ROBINS JR., 
 

Defendant-Appellant. 
_______________________________________ 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) 

Docket No. 44296 

 

Appeal from the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, Ada County. Honorable Samuel A. Hoagland, District Judge. 
 
Nevin, Benjamin, McKay & Bartlett, LLP, Boise, for appellant. 
 
Hon. Lawrence G. Wasden, Idaho Attorney General, Boise, for respondent. 

_____________________ 
 

Anthony J. Robins, Jr., appeals from a judgment of conviction by jury for aiding and 
abetting two first-degree murders and an attempted first-degree murder. While Robins was 
incarcerated prior to his trial, the prosecution team obtained access to notes he had drafted during 
his review of discovery files and in anticipation of meeting with his trial counsel. In 
consideration of Robins’s subsequent motion for relief from the invasion of his attorney-client 
privilege, the district court concluded that the notes contained potential defense strategies and 
were privileged, but denied Robins’s request for the dismissal of the pending charges against 
him. The court granted Robins’s motion to the extent that the notes were inadmissible at trial. On 
appeal, Robins contends that the court erred in placing the initial burden on him to prove at trial 
that the State was offering evidence or argument arising from the notes. 

The district court also denied Robins’s pretrial motion for relief from prejudicial joinder. 
This motion turned on the admissibility at trial of a letter to Robins that the State claimed had 
been drafted by his co-defendant to provide Robins with a false alibi. The court found the letter 
would be admissible against Robins through the statements-against-interest hearsay exception 
under Idaho Rule of Evidence 804(b)(3), and, accordingly, denied the motion. On appeal, Robins 
contends that the court erred in its decisions as to the admissibility of the letter and its denial of 
his motion. 

 


