High court to debate Miranda rights, agam
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lice in Rolla, Mo, wanted a confes-

sion from suspected killer Patrice
Setbert. And they didn't want any
lawyers mucking things up by ad-

vising: her not 1o ik

S0 veteran Detective Richard Hanrahan
woke Seibert at 3 am. at the hospital
where her son was recovering rom injuries
he had suffered in a tailer fire. Hanrahan
believed that Seibert had set the firs,
which killed a friend of her son’s, and the
detective guestioned her sharply that
morning in 1997, Usmg an interrogation
technique hed learned in a police training
course, Hanrahan got a detailed confession
before he advised Seibert of her right to re

IT.|EII'I. silent and 0.
a Inwyer present

guestioning —
the n[%runus Miranda

warning mandzted by
the L5 Supreme Courg
in 15466,

Alter Selbert walbved
hier Miramda riglts and
comdimaed totalk, Han:
rafan used details from
hier mitial condession bo
cnax her o making a
second starement. Be
N caiiss | llenwed the Mi-

T rinda warning, it was
i ratcla: Controversy Admitted a3t her trial
bregan with bis case She was foamd guilty of
mamder and semteniced

i B in prisan.

San can pofice work .1_m.|n-:l or eveq kpore a sus-
pects Maranda r.%g an 2dge & in-
evrogation? {he LIS Supreme Court will consider
the queestion Tuesday, when it revievws the |
Supreme Court’s decision to.overturn Seibert’s con-
victiop and life sentence

Thirby-séven yoars after it was decided, the Miran-
da decision rEmalns the Stpeme Cort’s moest o0m-
tentious crEninal procedise nding, The court has re-
vigited the rull nml;.- 50 times, expanding and
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allerey police and prosecutors o use some conls

sans even if 4 proper warmang Wasnt gven. ':u'.n'rir
departments contend that the Miranda WAL B
optional, required by lew ondy IF 3 statement is in=
Ended m be wsed I courl, Defense bavyers and
defendants” rights advocsies oty dispute that,
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“You have the right to talk’ ; #
lawyer for advice before we ask yous
. any-questions and to have him \ vith

- you during questioning, =T
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o
:;r""'l a i | [
1.5 ._I. !._'iﬂ..:."-'.u

ap_pui d, for you't

37 years later, ruling
still proves contentious
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make [t more Beely that a suspect will confess agein JiiE some cops wie tonsh ik to try gt statements

lﬂiﬂﬂr—ﬁtﬁﬂﬂkﬂ [henmnis Fran. right, plays De-
[z ctive findy Siposdcs an NYPD Rlun ..l"l'l!'ﬂlrerh:l-r.'nc
ter, some police oficars wee tonsgh talk g6 ey o get

Haterments ouf of aispecs.
teiivis receqntly mid 3 murder acciording bo
research by Richard Leo and Whiie that was

cited by Sejber(s lowyers In the Supreme Court Case
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the detective told the suspedt, ® A T intgrested
[ is finding ouwt the Brck” The gu'ipect thengam s
dEi’.aJ.E:d statemenL i

Tefense Lrwyers say the moreas cTeative po-

Ih.e Luhﬁ jor working avound Mizanda — masy of
i0 cops during trming, sesHoE —
l.n.nu: the spirit of the Conrts eflirts fo -
sure sEpects’ rights The thaat imstead of
thz ﬂiﬂaﬁg batingr wsed in e pre-
today’s cops speclalize in [micky intermogations
mumﬁwgmm Sujrreme Court to crack
clym on those, oo
ﬁsecurms who defend the questioning of sis-
“auibside Miranda™ counter that p.-.:ah_-n merely
Hr aking .Ilh'-'lnl.:ge of the J.Eﬂua_l.r they are ;
imder the bnsl, Micand, mm pﬂi:e 0
Eive WATTIRES U0 SUSPect Ii.1 |:|:| mon s
o e wsed by the uuumL trdal. Court
that havefio Meranda, they argue, have pi
ted “outsde Miranda® ierrogations.

i L mm1m:aﬂumdm}mmmxﬁﬁhﬂ
says?” gsus Devalls Fodedge, 2 former prosecutor @
Orange Cownty, Calif. who teaches police courses on
h'ﬁhauda Excepions. Wi

i WaETIOE, 3 £ Fﬂhﬂ?ﬂﬂlﬂﬂi.
fnay have become * mbuﬁld in the popular cal-
lare" a5 Chiled i ILL'EHE'E William RI!I.'I.I:II:II.B:! wole ma
2000 ruling 1 :T Miranda But a suspec
cise pightunder Miranda = howt, whether and 'rg:m
theey apphy. and what happens when they are violated
- are mﬂ the LS court syviems mast inEnsehy
dehated bopecs.

Simce: ity Miranda decision in 1965, the Suptems
Court has E2ued 4 range of epindons that tried b a

alter 3 Mivanda warmning b ghen. Dthers contitue b il af such suspects, Other officers taks 3 sfter ap- péy the Miranda guidine 1o sruations the ruling did

Meamwhille, papers filed in the Seibert case indicate  question suspects wio have (nvaked thelr vight fo si- .
that police in 38 states have used rechnlques similar  lence, o wins have reque a bnwyec ang wou Lol us ;3]14 v, i ot going o Continued on 184
to Hanwahin's In tactics that seem straght {rom the playhook of be ahie towse anyway [ames, bec airse yousve alseady

Some detectives seek "beach head” confessions to  in-your-face: Detective Andy Spowicz on TVE NFD ek you're goimd Want an atorney.” 3 Zan Diego de-




