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SUMMARY

The Maryland Court of Appeals affirmed Peachie's conviction and ten-year sentence for narcotics-
related offenses. The court held that evidence showing Peachie holding and discarding a hypodermic
needle, fresh blood on a handkerchief, and fresh needle marks on his arm supported an inference that
he had administered narcotics to himself and therefore possessed and controlled the drug and injection
instrument. The court also noted that the sentence was the statutory minimum for a third offense.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish that Peachie possessed or controlled the
narcotics and hypodermic instrument.

2. Whether the circumstantial evidence permitted the inference that Peachie had administered the drug to
himself and therefore possessed and controlled the instrument and its contents.

3. Whether the general verdict was supported by the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence, if believed, was sufficient to support the verdict on all counts. Peachie's possession of a
hypodermic needle immediately before the officers entered, his disposal of the needle and blood-stained
handkerchief, and his fresh needle marks permitted the inference that he had just administered the drug
to himself.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We think the State's evidence, if believed, was sufficient to support the verdict, and the court clearly
indicated that he believed it.” (203 Md. at 243)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police officers observed Peachie and two others in an apartment where a glass containing heroin capsules,
syringes, needles, and a spoon were located on a table. Before and during the officers' entry, Peachie was seen
holding a hypodermic needle, throwing it against a wall, and discarding a handkerchief bearing fresh blood
stains; he also had fresh needle marks on his arm. Medical evidence showed opium derivatives in the heroin
capsules and on the glass, spoon, and two syringes.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The case was tried without a jury in a lower Maryland court, which found Peachie guilty and imposed the
minimum sentence for a third offense. Peachie appealed, arguing that the State's evidence was legally
insufficient to establish his possession or control of the narcotics and hypodermic instrument. The Court of
Appeals of Maryland affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed

CASES CITED

Edwards v. State, 198 Md. 132, 157-158, 83 A.2d 578, 581

Estep v. State, 199 Md. 308, 310, 86 A.2d 470, 471

People v. Rodrigues, 25 Cal. App. 2d 393, 77 P.2d 503

People v. Robinson, 110 Cal. App. 2d 415, 242 P.2d 676

Perez v. State, 34 Ala. App. 406, 40 So. 2d 344



Manly v. State, 7 Md. 135, 149

Jewett v. State, 190 Md. 289, 292

Hartwell v. United States, 107 F.2d 359 (5th Cir.)

Retrieved from lawtools.ai · https://lawtools.ai/cases/state/maryland-court-of-appeals-of-maryland/2001/peachie-v-state-203-md-239-
4shp2nfs


