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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court reviewed Miranda Rose Mraz’s conviction for larceny by bailee. The

court held that the evidence established only her opportunity to commit the theft and did not

sufficiently link her to the stolen property or otherwise corroborate her guilt. The conviction was

reversed and the case remanded with instructions to enter a judgment of acquittal.
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Mraz appealed her conviction for larceny by bailee, challenging the
exclusion of alternate-suspect evidence, a jury instruction, and the
sufficiency of the evidence.

The court examined the State's evidence and all reasonable inferences
in its favor, did not consider conflicting defense evidence, and asked
whether a reasonable jury could conclude that each element of the

offense was proven beyond a reasonable doubt.
Published Wyoming Supreme Court opinion; precedential.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Mraz's conviction for larceny by bailee.

2. Whether evidence concerning the possibility that another person entered the Eagles Club and committed

the theft was improperly excluded.

HOLDINGS

1. Evidence that Mraz had an opportunity to take the money, combined with her failure to initially disclose
that she had been in the building earlier, was insufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that she

committed the larceny by bailee.

2. There is no standalone category of inadmissible 'alternate suspect' evidence; evidence suggesting that
another person committed the crime is admissible if it is relevant, not unfairly prejudicial, non-hearsay,

and otherwise satisfies the rules of evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is no such category of inadmissible evidence. Evidence that someone else may have committed the
crime charged is perfectly admissible as long as it is relevant, not unfairly prejudicial, not hearsay and

satisfies the other rules of evidence.” ( 11)

“The evidence of opportunity to take the money, considered in connection with what she did not tell police,

was not sufficient to prove circumstantially that she committed the crime.” (] 20)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Money bags, cash-register tills, and a petty-cash box were missing from the Eagles Club safe after Mraz arrived
for work as a bartender. Alarm records and surveillance showed that Mraz's access code was used to turn the
alarm off and on before the alleged assault, and Mraz later acknowledged that she had been at the club earlier
that morning but had not initially told police. The State presented no evidence that Mraz possessed the stolen
property, had a motive to steal, fled or attempted to avoid apprehension, or was otherwise physically linked to
the theft.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Sheridan County Attorney charged Mraz with larceny by bailee. After a jury trial, the district court entered
judgment on a guilty verdict and sentenced her to two to eight years of imprisonment, suspended the sentence,
and placed her on supervised probation for eight years. Mraz timely appealed to the Wyoming Supreme Court,
which reversed and remanded with instructions to enter a judgment of acquittal.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand to the district court for entry of a judgment of acquittal.
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