Purpose:  To inform about the trial, appeals and ruling of Miranda and tell about later interpretations of the Supreme Court’s ruling.

Thesis:  The Supreme Court’s ruling on Miranda was important and has had an influence on many other cases.

Audience:  Ms. Jackowicz, Ms. Woolfolk, and Dr. Brown

I. Miranda Arrested

a. The rape

A. Kidnapped lady and raped her

b. Arrested

A. In a police line-up

c. Questioning/confession

A. Was not told that he has the right to an attorney during questioning

B. Was not told of his right to not incriminate himself

II. Miranda’s Trial

a. 1st trial

A. Appointed lawyer

B. Defense

1. Consensual

2. Not read his rights

b. Ruling

A. GUILTY

c. Appeal 1

A. Arizona State Supreme court

B. Still with appointed lawyer

d. Ruling

A. Still guilty

III. Supreme Court

a. Arguments

A. ACLU helps out

1. Lawyers

2. Amicus curiae

B. Oral arguments

1. From layers for each side

C. Written arguments

1. From the previous trials

      b.  Ruling

D. Suspects must be informed of their rights

E. Gideon

1. Was not given an appointed counsel when he asked for one

2. Got the Supreme Court to reverse it’s ruling

                                 F.  Must be retried

IV. Following cases/Interpretations

a. Dickerson

A. Upheld Miranda

b. Donald Morris

A. I saw this

B. Arrested for drunken driving, maybe illegally

C. Judge says no

c. Polkadowski

A. In a car wreck, is drunk

B. Talked to cop w/out getting Mirandacized

d. Jose Acevedo-Alfaro

A. Spanish speaking man

B. Given a rough translation of Miranda Rights 

C. Judge rules that he understood his rights anyway

D. Motion to suppress overturned

