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1.  The Confession of Ernesto Miranda

In 1963 Ernesto Miranda was convicted of kidnapping, robbing, and raping an 18-year-old woman in Phoenix, Arizona. The victim was unable to make a positive identification of Miranda as her assailant. The principal evidence against him was the written confession he signed after several hours of police questioning. During questioning he was not advised of his constitutional right under the Fifth Amendment to remain silent and to have an attorney present. Miranda appealed his case to the Arizona Supreme Court, which upheld his conviction. 
2.  Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution

This is the entire text of the amendment. Pay particular attention to the underlined passage:

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use without just compensation.
3.  Due Process Rights Guaranteed by the Constitution

Due process is the Constitution's guarantee that the government treat every person involved in a legal dispute fairly.

Due Process rights guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution:

· Those accused of a crime must be told what they are charged with and what the evidence is against them. 

· Defendants cannot be forced to testify against themselves. 

· Those accused of a crime have the right to a fair and speedy trial by a jury of their peers. 

· People must be free from cruel and unusual punishment. 

· People convicted of an offense have the right to appeal the decision to a higher court. 

4.  The Supreme Court's decision in Miranda v. Arizona

Miranda further appealed his case to the United States Supreme Court. In June 1966 the high court ruled that the police had violated Ernesto Miranda's constitutional rights by not informing him of his right to silence and an attorney. His convictions on the kidnapping and rape charges were overturned. In the aftermath of the Supreme Court's decision in Miranda v. Arizona, law enforcement officers around the country began informing suspects of their "Miranda" rights before interrogating them. 
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