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 Zach Hitchings appeals his eight-year sentence for robbery as a Class C felony1 

contending that it was inappropriate.  We affirm. 

Hitchings pleaded guilty to robbing the Teachers Credit Union in Indianapolis, the 

second time he has been convicted of robbing this institution.  He has an extensive 

criminal history, including twenty-two prior arrests, five prior misdemeanor convictions, 

and ten prior felony convictions.  This is the seventh time that Hitchens has been arrested 

for bank robbery, and the fourth time he has been convicted.  In the remaining three bank 

robbery cases, the charges were dismissed due to his plea agreements in other cases.  

During his ten prior sentences in the Department of Correction, Hitchings received 

multiple official misconduct reports.   

We “may exercise our authority under Appellate Rule 7(B) to revise a sentence 

that we conclude is inappropriate in light of the nature of the offense and the character of 

the offender.”  Hope v. State, 834 N.E.2d 713, 718 (Ind. Ct. App. 2005) (emphasis 

added).  The defendant must persuade the appellate court that his or her sentence has met 

this inappropriateness standard of review.  Childress v. State, 848 N.E.2d 1073, 1080 

(Ind. 2006).  Hitchings has failed to meet this standard.  Assuming without deciding that 

the nature of his offense was not extraordinary, his character as revealed by his extensive 

criminal history is, and his eight-year sentence is not inappropriate.   

Affirmed.   

MAY, J., and BAILEY, J., concur.  

 

                                                 
1 See Ind. Code § 35-42-5-1. 


