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SUMMARY

Calvin Brown appealed his conviction for assault with intent to rob, challenging the sufficiency of the
evidence and the credibility and sufficiency of the victim's identification. The Court of Appeals of
Maryland held that credibility and identification were matters for the trial judge and that the evidence,
if believed, supported the conviction. The court found no clear error and affirmed the judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the evidence, including the victim's identification of Brown, was legally sufficient to sustain
the conviction for assault with intent to rob.

2. Whether the trial court's assessment of the victim's credibility and identification was clearly erroneous.

3. Whether the victim's post-trial letter suggesting a mistake in identification could be considered on
appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence, if believed, was sufficient to warrant Brown's conviction for assault with intent to rob.

2. The appellate court would not reverse the conviction because it found no clear error in the trial court's
evaluation of the evidence.

3. The victim's letter suggesting a mistake in identification was not properly before the appellate court and
could not support reversal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The credibility of the witness and the sufficiency of the identification were matters for the determination of
the trial judge.” (314)

“The evidence, if believed, was ample to warrant conviction.” (314)

“We could not reverse the conviction on a question of evidence unless it were clearly erroneous.” (314)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The victim, Dargan, identified Brown as one of two men who attacked him, stating that Brown had grabbed or
"yoked" him from behind. Dargan could not identify another suspect wearing a red sweater as the assailant who
attacked him from the front, although he had described one attacker as wearing a red sweater. After conviction, a
letter from Dargan suggesting that he may have mistakenly identified Brown was presented at argument but was
not properly before the appellate court.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Brown was tried without a jury before Judge Allen and convicted and sentenced for assault with intent to rob. On
appeal, he challenged the sufficiency of the evidence and the credibility and reliability of the victim's
identification. The Court of Appeals of Maryland affirmed.
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