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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court reviewed whether lowa’s speedy indictment rule required dismissal of a trial

information filed more than forty-five days after Taevon Washington was taken into custody,

interrogated, and released without a criminal complaint being filed. The court held that an arrest

triggers the speedy indictment period only when completed by an initial appearance, vacated the court

of appeals decision, and affirmed the district court’s denial of the motion to dismiss. The opinion was

issued per curiam, with separate dissenting opinions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Iowa's speedy indictment rule requires dismissal of a trial information filed more than forty-
five days after a defendant was taken into custody, interrogated, and released without a criminal

complaint.

2. Whether an arrest for purposes of the speedy indictment rule occurs before the defendant makes an

initial appearance.

HOLDINGS

1. Under Iowa's speedy indictment rule, the arrest-triggered filing period commences only when the arrest

is completed by the defendant's initial appearance.

2. Dismissal of Washington's trial information was not required under the speedy indictment rule.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We conclude the speedy indictment rule is properly interpreted to commence upon arrest only when the

arrest is completed by making an initial appearance.” (3)

“Based on the reasoning in Williams, ___ N.W.2d ___, we vacate the court of appeals decision and affirm the

judgment of the district court.” (4)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Washington was taken into custody, interrogated, and released without a criminal complaint being filed. More
than forty-five days later, on November 1, 2013, a Black Hawk County attorney filed a trial information
charging Washington and others with second-degree sexual abuse under Iowa Code section 709.3(3) (2011).
Washington moved to dismiss under the speedy indictment rule, arguing that the filing period began when he

was taken into custody and reasonably believed he had been arrested.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Iowa District Court for Black Hawk County denied Washington's motion to dismiss the trial information.
The Iowa Court of Appeals reversed and remanded for dismissal, concluding that the speedy-indictment period
began when Washington reasonably believed he had been arrested. The Supreme Court of Iowa granted further
review, vacated the court of appeals decision, affirmed the district court judgment, and remanded for further

proceedings.
DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The decision of the Iowa Court of Appeals was vacated, the district court judgment was affirmed, and the case

was remanded for further proceedings.
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