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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of New Mexico affirmed Michael Wilson's conviction for first-degree child abuse
resulting in the death of a two-year-old foster child. The court held that the State presented sufficient
independent evidence and corroboration under New Mexico's modified trustworthiness approach to
the corpus delicti rule, and that expert testimony concerning suffocation was properly admitted. The
court also rejected Wilson's Fifth and Fourteenth Amendment challenge to admission of his confession

and found no cumulative error.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether the State sufficiently established the corpus delicti of homicide and child abuse through

independent evidence and corroboration of Wilson's confession.

. Whether the trial court abused its discretion under Rule 11-702 NMRA by admitting a forensic

pathologist's opinion that Tyler's death was consistent with smothering.

. Whether Wilson's February 7, 2007 statements were obtained in violation of Miranda and the Fifth and

Fourteenth Amendments.

. Whether Wilson's confession was involuntary under the Due Process Clause because of his mental-

health conditions and recent hospitalization.

. Whether cumulative error required reversal.

HOLDINGS

1.

New Mexico applies a modified trustworthiness rule: a defendant's extrajudicial statements may be used
to establish the corpus delicti when the State demonstrates the trustworthiness of the confession and
introduces some independent evidence of a criminal act. The record satisfied that rule because the
confession was sufficiently trustworthy and independent evidence supported death caused by a criminal

act.

. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting the forensic pathologist's opinion that the child's

cause of death was consistent with smothering.

. Wilson's February 7, 2007 interview did not implicate Miranda because he was not in custody.

. Wilson's confession was voluntary and its admission did not violate the Fifth or Fourteenth

Amendments.

. The cumulative-error doctrine did not apply because the court rejected Wilson's claims and found no

erTror.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under New Mexico's modern approach, a defendant's extrajudicial statements may be used to establish the
corpus delicti when the prosecution is able to demonstrate the trustworthiness of the confession and introduce

some independent evidence of a criminal act.” (248 P.3d at 321)

“We affirm the trial court's ruling that the February 7, 2007 interview did not implicate Miranda.” (248 P.3d
at 327)



“We accordingly reject Defendant's claims under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States
Constitution.” (248 P.3d at 328)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wilson was the foster parent of a two-year-old child, Tyler, who died after Wilson twice called 911 reporting that
the child was not breathing. Tyler had been examined by a pediatric cardiologist one day before his death and
was found to have normal respiratory and cardiovascular health. During a later police interview, Wilson
confessed that he had held a blanket over Tyler's face and pressed on a pillow until Tyler stopped moving, then
delayed calling 911. Medical and circumstantial evidence corroborated portions of the confession and supported
death by suffocation rather than natural causes.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Wilson of one count of first-degree child abuse resulting in death. The district court sentenced
him to life imprisonment plus four years as a habitual offender based on two prior felony convictions. The New

Mexico Supreme Court exercised direct-appeal jurisdiction and affirmed the conviction.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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