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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed Melvin Bernard Mitchell's conviction for robbery
with firearms and his seven-year prison sentence. The court held that the evidence was sufficient for
the jury to find him guilty and that the sentence was not excessive under the applicable Oklahoma

statute.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant appealed from a conviction and seven-year sentence for

robbery with firearms in the District Court of Oklahoma County.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court will not disturb a jury's verdict when competent evidence
supports a reasonable finding of guilt, even if the evidence conflicts
and different inferences may be drawn. The court also reviewed

whether the sentence was excessive.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Mitchell's conviction for robbery with firearms.

2. Whether the seven-year sentence imposed for robbery with firearms was excessive.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient to support the jury's verdict because competent evidence permitted the jury
reasonably to conclude that Mitchell was guilty as charged.

2. The seven-year sentence for robbery with firearms was not excessive.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Where there is competent evidence in the record from which the jury could reasonably conclude that the
defendant was guilty as charged, the Court of Criminal Appeals will not interfere with the verdict, even
though there is a sharp conflict in the evidence and different inferences may be drawn therefrom, since it is the

exclusive province of the jury to weigh the evidence and determine the facts.” (510)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mitchell was convicted of robbery with firearms. The evidence was conflicting, but the appellate court

concluded that it was sufficient for the jury to find him guilty as charged. He received a seven-year sentence in

the state penitentiary.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Mitchell was convicted in the District Court of Oklahoma County of robbery with firearms and sentenced to
seven years in the state penitentiary. Judgment and sentence were imposed on May 7, 1969, and the appeal was
lodged in the Court of Criminal Appeals of Oklahoma. The appellate court rejected challenges to the sufficiency
of the evidence and the length of the sentence and affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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