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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi affirmed Samuel Lee Miley’s conviction for statutory rape and his
five-year sentence. The court held that the victim’s testimony, considered with the surrounding
circumstances, was sufficient to prove penetration and sustain the conviction. It also held that evidence
of prior sexual acts between Miley and the victim was properly admitted under Mississippi Rules of
Evidence 403, 404(b), and 105.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Miley appealed his conviction for statutory rape and five-year sentence
after the Scott County Circuit Court denied his motions for a directed
verdict, a peremptory instruction, and a new trial or judgment
notwithstanding the verdict.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For directed-verdict, judgment-notwithstanding-the-verdict, and
peremptory-instruction challenges, the court viewed the evidence in
the light most favorable to the prosecution and asked whether any
rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements proven
beyond a reasonable doubt. A denial of a new-trial motion based on
the weight of the evidence is disturbed only when the verdict is so
contrary to the overwhelming weight of the evidence that allowing it
to stand would sanction an unconscionable injustice. Evidentiary
rulings under Mississippi Rules of Evidence 105, 403, and 404(b) are
reviewed for abuse of discretion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Miley's statutory-rape conviction and to deny his
motions for a directed verdict, judgment notwithstanding the verdict, new trial, and peremptory
instruction.

2. Whether the verdict was against the overwhelming weight of the evidence and resulted in an
unconscionable injustice.

3. Whether the circuit court erred by admitting evidence of prior acts of intercourse between Miley and
K.S., including evidence concerning Miley's prior instruction that K.S. wear a white tee shirt.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational juror to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Miley committed
statutory rape. The victim's testimony that Miley's penis penetrated her vagina, together with the
surrounding circumstances, was sufficient to establish the disputed sexual-intercourse element.

2. The verdict was not so contrary to the overwhelming weight of the evidence that allowing it to stand
would sanction an unconscionable injustice; therefore, denial of the motion for a new trial was proper.

3. The circuit court properly admitted evidence concerning prior sexual acts between Miley and K.S. and
prior instructions that she wear a white tee shirt, subject to the limitation that the State not explore the
details of the prior incidents and subject to a limiting instruction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Instead, the relevant question is whether, after viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the
prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime proven beyond a
reasonable doubt.” (¶ 7)

“However, the unsupported word of the victim of a sex crime is sufficient to support a guilty verdict where
that testimony is not discredited or contradicted by other credible evidence.” (¶ 10)

“Actual medical evidence of penetration . . . is not necessary.” (¶ 17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Miley lived with his girlfriend and her fifteen-year-old daughter, K.S. On a day when K.S. was home from
school and alone with Miley, he instructed her to wear only a white tee shirt, and K.S. testified that he then
penetrated her vagina. She disclosed the incident several days later after hearing rape discussed on a talk show;
her mother testified that the brand of lubricant K.S. identified matched the brand Miley used during sexual
encounters with the mother. No medical evidence was introduced, and Miley did not testify or call defense
witnesses.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury in the Circuit Court of Scott County convicted Miley of statutory rape under Mississippi Code section 97-
3-65(1)(a) and the court sentenced him to five years in the custody of the Mississippi Department of Corrections.
The circuit court denied his post-verdict motions and request for a peremptory instruction. The Mississippi
Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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