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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi affirmed Mickey L. Johnson’s conviction for possession of cocaine
and his sentence as a second drug offender. The court held that Johnson’s confession was voluntary
and that the Miranda warning, which advised him of the right to have an attorney present during
interrogation, was constitutionally sufficient.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Johnson appealed his conviction for possession of cocaine and his
sentence as a second drug offender, challenging the admission of his
written confession after the trial court denied his motion to suppress.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Johnson's written confession was involuntary because officers coerced it by threatening or
promising not to charge his fiancée.

2. Whether the Miranda warning was defective because it informed Johnson of his right to have an attorney
present during interrogation but did not expressly state that he had the right to consult with counsel
before questioning.

HOLDINGS

1. The confession was voluntary and admissible. The State met its burden through the officers' testimony,
and the trial judge did not manifestly err in rejecting Johnson's conflicting account that his confession
was induced by a threat or promise concerning his fiancée.

2. The Miranda warning was sufficient. Advising Johnson that he had the right to have an attorney present
during interrogation, together with the right to appointed counsel if he could not afford one, adequately
conveyed his right to counsel even though the warning did not use the specific phrase 'right to consult
with counsel.'

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As the fact-finder, the trial judge must consider “the totality of the circumstances” and decide whether “the
statement [was] the product of the accused’s free and rational choice.”” (¶11)

“We have never insisted that Miranda warnings be given in the exact form described in that decision” (¶20)

“This adequately informed Johnson of his right to counsel.” (¶22)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Officers executing a search warrant at Johnson's home found a plastic bottle containing cocaine and arrested
Johnson. At the jail, officers presented Johnson with a Miranda warning and waiver, which he signed, and
Officer McCombs wrote a statement that Johnson signed admitting ownership of the cocaine and stating that his
fiancée had nothing to do with it. Johnson claimed the statement was coerced by a threat to charge his fiancée,
while the officers testified that no threat or promise was made and that Johnson had initiated the question about
whether she would be charged.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Law enforcement searched Johnson's home pursuant to a warrant, arrested him, and obtained a signed written
statement after administering a Miranda warning and waiver. The Leake County grand jury indicted Johnson,
and the Leake County Circuit Court held a suppression hearing and admitted the statement at trial. Following his
conviction and sentence, Johnson appealed to the Mississippi Supreme Court, which affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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