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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court affirmed dismissal of a human trafficking charge against Kevin Charles Lind
under the 2024 version of Iowa Code sections 710A.1 and 710A.2. The court held that the statute’s
reference to attempting to purchase commercial sexual services from a victim or another person
engaged in human trafficking required an actual victim or person engaged in human trafficking, not
merely the defendant’s belief that such persons existed. The court limited its holding to the pre-2025
statutory language and noted that a 2025 amendment expressly addressed law-enforcement decoys.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The State appealed from the Iowa District Court for Polk County's
dismissal of a human-trafficking charge brought under Iowa Code
section 710A.2(1) (2024).

STANDARD OF REVIEW Statutory interpretation and the grant of a motion to dismiss a criminal
charge are reviewed for correction of errors at law. On a motion to
dismiss, the court accepts as true the facts alleged in the trial
information and minutes of testimony and determines whether those
facts charge a crime as a matter of law.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the State's appeal was timely and whether the Supreme Court of Iowa had jurisdiction to
consider arguments addressed in the district court's initial interlocutory dismissal order.

2. Under the 2024 version of Iowa Code section 710A.1(4)(b), whether a defendant can knowingly attempt
to purchase commercial sexual services from a person engaged in human trafficking when the supposed
vendor was actually an undercover police officer who was not engaged in human trafficking.

3. Under the 2024 version of Iowa Code sections 710A.1(4)(b) and 710A.1(13), whether a defendant can
knowingly attempt to purchase commercial sexual services from a victim when the supposed minor
victim did not exist.

HOLDINGS

1. An initial order disposing of only some issues in a criminal case was interlocutory, and the State was not
required to appeal immediately. The State could appeal after the later order that finally disposed of the
charge, giving the Supreme Court of Iowa jurisdiction to consider the entire appeal.

2. Under the 2024 version of Iowa Code section 710A.1(4)(b), an attempt to purchase services involving
commercial sexual activity must be from an actual victim or another actual person engaged in human
trafficking. The statutory term 'attempting' does not eliminate the requirement that such a person actually
exist and actually be engaged in human trafficking.

3. The 2025 amendments materially changed the human-trafficking statute by expressly covering law-
enforcement officers or agents posing as persons engaged in human trafficking and by expanding the
definition of victim. The amendments therefore support the conclusion that the 2024 statute did not
authorize prosecution based solely on an undercover sting involving no actual victim or trafficker.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We agree that under the 2024 version of the statute, a charge of “knowingly . . . attempting to purchase
services involving commercial sexual activity from a victim or another person engaged in human trafficking”
requires the existence of an actual “victim”—defined as “a person subjected to human trafficking”—or some
other actual “person engaged in human trafficking.”” (25)

“Criminal statutes are . . . inelastic, and cannot by construction be made to embrace cases plainly without the
letter though within the reason and policy of the law.” (26)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The State alleged that Lind sought to pay for sexual services involving a thirteen-year-old girl named Destini.
Lind negotiated with an undercover female officer who pretended to be involved in prostitution and pretended to
have a thirteen-year-old daughter, but Destini did not exist and the photographs shown to Lind were altered
photographs of another police officer. Lind arrived at a motel with more than $1,500 in cash and was arrested.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Lind was charged with class A felony human trafficking based on an alleged attempt to purchase commercial
sexual services from an undercover officer and a fictitious minor. The district court initially granted Lind's
motion to dismiss in part, later dismissed the charge in full after Lind reasserted his arguments, and denied the
State's motion to reconsider. The State appealed after the final dismissal. The Supreme Court of Iowa held that
the State's appeal was timely and affirmed the dismissal.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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