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Nou ( 'onrcs. lOl)Y \ ; \PPA VAI- l . t rY. the Del 'endant.  chargcd * i th murdcr in thc abo\c-statcd
casc. b) and through counsel. and moYes this Court to suppress an) and all statcments.
adtttissiorts and conl-essions nladc b) her at the timc he r.vas in the custodt ol Nlarietta police
ol ' l lcers" including l )etect ivc Slcnssonl.  as qel l  as othcrs l lhose nanres are currcnt l r  unkno*n tu
Del'endarrt. []r-rrther. I)e l'e ndanl states:

l .

' l 'he 
Dclcndant ant ic ipatcs that the State.  b1,and through thc Distr ict  Attornel .  rv i l l  introduce into

er idence at tlie trial. oral and u'rittcn statcnents andlor tape recordings of staten'rcnts ntadc b1
the l )ef 'endant to lau entbrcenrent ol l ic ia ls r i 'h i le in thcir  custodr.

2 .

Tl lose statcnrents uhich nral  incr in i inatc the Delendant r . rere l l . rc rcsul t  o l '1r ' ickcry and dcccpt i ()r)
ancl persistenl and repeated interogations by said ollicers in the absence ol counsel antl uilhoul
an intelligent and knolr ing u'air er o1'counsel by the Del'endant.

[.urthcr. saicl incrinrinating statenrents and aclmissions obtained frorn this Delbndanl *ere
cxtractcd liom thc l)elbndant u'ith the lull knouledge of said ollicers that thc Delcndant las
overuhelmgd by' latiguo. pain. and nrcntal anguish u'hich rendered her unablc to comprehcnd the
scrious|rcss o1'thc chargcs madc against her. As such. thc statenrents obtaincd b}, said olliccrs
uere obtained liom thc Dct'cndant illcgalll' and inr,oluntarill. rendering said statcmcnts and
conf 'cssions cocrced and i l leeal l l  obtained in v iolat ion of  thc f  i f th and l rourteenth Amendments
to the l ln i ted Slates Clonst i tut ion and Aniclc l .  Scct inn 1.  I )aragraph l6 of ' thc Gcorgia
C'onst i tu l ion rendering thcm inadmissiblc.  Spano vs. Nor York.  i60 t  I .S. i  l5 (1959).  I :scohedo
vs. I l l inois.  i78 t . l .S. . l7u (19(r .1).  l \4 i randa vs. Ar izona. i8- l  l - l .S. . l i6 (1966).

\\'HI:RIIIORI-]. I)cfcndant pral s lor a Jackson \ s. l)enno hcaring to detert.t.tit.tc thc voluntartness
ol  t l rc stalemcnts in thc total i t l  o1' thc circumstances and to dctcrnl inc the val id i t l  o l 'ar t l  natrcr
of'courrscl plior to thc intcrrogations. l)cf";ndanl l'unl,er pral s that this C'ourt rulc that an)



statenlcnts" conl 'essions. or admissions i l legal l l  obtained. or other evidcnco obtaincd in this case
bv virtue ol-thc illcgal interrogation he crcludcd tioni thc trial of this case.
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