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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Don Robinson's convictions arising from a fatal shooting. The
court held that statements Robinson made before receiving Miranda warnings while being treated at a
hospital were admissible because he was not in custody when questioned. The court distinguished

prior precedent involving more coercive hospital questioning and found no Miranda violation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Robinson was in custody for Miranda purposes when he made pre-Miranda statements at the
hospital about how he was injured and the vehicle in which he arrived.

2. Whether the trial court erred in denying Robinson's motion to suppress those pre-Miranda statements.

HOLDINGS

1. Robinson was not in custody when he made the statements about his arrival at the hospital because a
reasonable person in his situation would not have perceived that he was formally arrested or restrained

to the degree associated with a formal arrest.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Unless a reasonable person in the suspect's situation would perceive that he was in custody, Miranda

warnings are not necessary.” (278 Ga. at 300)

“The fact that Chambers may have already suspected Robinson of being the shooter did not render the
statements at issue violative of Miranda.” (278 Ga. at 301)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

During a fight at an adult entertainment club, Robinson fired a handgun, fatally shooting security guard Stacy
Stegall and injuring another person. Robinson was later admitted to a hospital with a gunshot wound, and a
police investigator interviewed him while he was recovering in intensive care. Before Miranda warnings,
Robinson answered questions about how he had been shot and how he had arrived at the hospital; after receiving
and waiving Miranda warnings, he answered a question about his clothing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Fulton County grand jury indicted Robinson on murder, aggravated assault, and firearm-possession charges
arising from a shooting. A jury convicted him on all counts, and the trial court later vacated the malice-murder
conviction, denied the remaining new-trial claims, and resentenced him on the remaining convictions. The trial
court granted an out-of-time appeal, and the Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed the denial of the suppression

motion and the resulting judgments.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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