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SUMMARY

The Towa Supreme Court affirmed the defendant’s conviction for attempting to entice a minor under

Iowa Code section 710.10(4). The court held that the jury instruction did not need to define “illegal

act” as an illegal sexual act and concluded that substantial evidence supported the jury’s finding of

specific intent. A concurrence agreed with the result but expressed concern that the jury instruction

should have identified the specific illegal act or acts alleged by the State.
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affirmed

Brown was convicted by a jury of attempting to entice a minor under
Iowa Code section 710.10(4). The Iowa Court of Appeals affirmed,

and the Iowa Supreme Court granted further review.

The court reviewed the jury-instruction challenge for correction of

errors at law and reviewed the sufficiency-of-the-evidence challenge
for correction of errors at law, viewing the evidence in the light most
favorable to the State and affirming if substantial evidence supported

the verdict.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Iowa Code section 710.10(4) requires a jury instruction specifying that the intended illegal act

must be an illegal sexual act.

2. Whether substantial evidence supported the jury's finding that Brown acted with specific intent to

commit an illegal act upon the minor.

HOLDINGS

1. No. A defendant may be convicted under section 710.10(4) without intending to commit an illegal sexual

act; the statute encompasses illegal acts that are not sexual in nature.

2. Yes. The evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the State, was sufficient for a rational jury to
find beyond a reasonable doubt that Brown intended to commit an illegal act upon the minor.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“A defendant charged with enticing a minor under section 710.10(4) need not intend to commit an illegal sex
act.” (6)

“Interpreting the evidence in the light most favorable to the jury verdict and the State, the jury had sufficient

evidence of specific intent to convict Brown under Iowa Code section 710.10(4).” (8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A thirteen-year-old girl encountered Brown, a seventy-one-year-old man, in a supermarket. Brown followed her,
repeatedly approached her, asked her questions, and later pulled his vehicle alongside her in the parking lot and
offered her a ride. The girl rejected the offer and ran home; Brown later told police that he thought she was
eighteen and acknowledged that his conduct would be inappropriate if she were thirteen. A jury found that
Brown acted with intent to commit an illegal act upon the minor.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Following a jury conviction in the Towa District Court for Clinton County, Brown challenged the jury
instructions and the sufficiency of the evidence. The court of appeals affirmed the conviction. On further review,

the Towa Supreme Court affirmed the court of appeals decision and the district court judgment.
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